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ABSTRACT. The regularity and characterization of solutions to degenerate,
quasilinear SPDE is studied. Our results are two-fold: First, we prove regu-
larity results for solutions to certain degenerate, quasilinear SPDE driven by
Lipschitz continuous noise. In particular, this provides a characterization of
solutions to such SPDE in terms of (generalized) strong solutions. Second,
for the one-dimensional stochastic mean curvature flow with normal noise we
adapt the notion of stochastic variational inequalities to provide a character-
ization of solutions previously obtained in a limiting sense only. This solves
a problem left open in [ESvRIZ] and sharpens regularity properties obtained
in .

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of degenerate SPDE has attracted much interest in recent years. As
a model example let us consider the following stochastic p-Laplace type SPDE

(1.1) dX, = divé(VX,)dt + B(X,)dW,
Xo = 70

with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions on bounded, smooth domains @ C R?, for
some monotone ¢ € C 1(Rd; Rd) satisfying the coercivity property

$(E) - € > clé” VEER
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for some ¢ > 0. In the following let W be a trace-class Wiener process on L?(0). In
the case p > 1 a variational approach to such SPDE (under some further assump-
tions) has been developed in [RRWQ7] for initial conditions 2o € L?(O) based on
the coercivity property

(1.2) Wiy (dive(Vo), v)wre > clv||h, Yo € H*(O),

for some ¢ > 0. In the degenerate case p = 1 these methods do not apply anymore,
since the reflexivity of the energy space WP(0) is lost. In particular, this difficulty
appears for the stochastic mean curvature flow in one spatial dimension
92X,
1+ (9, X;)?
= Oy arctan(0, Xy) + B(Xy)dWy, on O = (0,1)

(1.3) dX, = ~dt + B(X,)dW,

and the stochastic total variation flow

VX,
14 dX,; € di
(14) t W(IVXtI

Restricting to more regular initial data (i.e. xo € Hg(0)), in [ESYRI2] an alterna-
tive, variational approach, applicable to the stochastic mean curvature flow (L3)
has been developed, based on the coercivity property

(1.5) (dive(Vo),v)gs >0 Vv e H*(O).

)m+m&mm

This approach was subsequently generalized in [GT13] to multi-valued SPDE in-
cluding the stochastic total variation flow ([4]). The restriction to regular initial
data (zo € HJ(0)) is crucial to this approach, since it allows to work with so-
lutions taking values in H}(O). For general initial data z¢o € L?(Q) solutions to
(@3), (C4) could be constructed in [ESvRI2I[GTT3] in a limiting sense only. That
is, it has been shown that for each sequence z§} — x in L?(0) with 2§ € H}(O) the
corresponding variational solutions X™ converge to a limit X independent of the
chosen approximating sequence zg. However, no characterization of X in terms of
a (generalized) solution to the corresponding SPDE could be given. In particular,
this problem remained unsolved for the stochastic mean curvature flow with normal
noise

(1.6) dX; = 0, (arctan(0, X¢)) dt + an/1 + [0, X+|? 0 dB:,

on O = (0,1) with periodic boundary conditions. We quote from [ESvRIZ]: [..]
in view of the poor reqularity of the operator A [A(v) = 0, (arctan(dzv))/, a more
explicit characterization of the L?([0,1])-valued process 4F by some SPDE or even
just an associated Kolmogorov operator on smooth finitely based test functions does
not seem to be available. For background and motivation of the stochastic mean
curvature flow with normal noise we refer to [ESvRI2|[FLP14]. A numerical treat-
ment may be found in [FLP14], higher dimensional results in [SY04,[LS98D,LS98al

Recently, for the special case of the total variation flow with linear multiplicative
noise

(1.7) d&edeVXOﬁ+§:m&w“

with fr : O — R, the problem of characterizing solutions for general initial data
2o € L%*(O) has been solved in [BRI3] by introducing the concept of stochastic
variational inequalities (SVI), a notion first developed in [BDPRO9] for (I7) with
additive noise. It is shown in [BR13] that the limiting solutions to (7)) obtained
in [GT13] can be uniquely characterized as SVI solutions to (L1). For more general
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SPDE of the type (L)), e.g. the stochastic mean curvature flow, the problem of
characterizing solutions for general initial data remained open.

The latter problem is solved in the current paper. Our results are two-fold: First,
we prove that in certain situations more regularity of solutions to degenerate SPDE
than previously expected can be proved. In these cases, the concept of SVI solutions
is not necessary to characterize solutions for general initial data, since we may work
with (analytically) strong solutions instead (cf. Definition 24 below). This extends
regularity results for degenerate, quasilinear SPDE developed in [Ges12] and applies
to degenerate p-Laplace type equations

(1.8) dX; = div (§(V X)) dt + > ge(- Xi)dBY

k=1
with ¢ € C*(R% R?) satisfying appropriate conditions (cf. ([Z2) below). Among
other examples, this includes the stochastic mean curvature flow with vertical noise
(cf. [ESYRI2]), i.e. (L) with ¢ = arctan, which significantly sharpens the reg-
ularity results obtained in [ESvRSI2]. More precisely, for general initial data
xo € L*(O) we prove

(1.9) div (p(VXy)) € L*([7,T] x Q; L*(0))

for each 7 > 0, which allows to characterize X as a generalized strong solution to
([C3) (cf. Definition [Z4] below). Note that (L) entails a regularizing effect with
respect to the initial condition, i.e. while zop € L?(O) we observe that X takes
values in the domain of divg(V-), dt @ dP-almost everywhere.

For the stochastic mean curvature flow with normal noise (L0) additional diffi-
culties appear, due to the irregularity of the noise. Informally rewriting (L@ in Ito
form yields

a? a? 92X,
dX; = —?X,dt + (1 — —)—=— ¢ V1 . X1 )2d
0= 50 Xudt+ ( 2)1+(8IXt)2 Tavit (@:X0)db,

2 2
= %@%Xtdt +(1-— %)81 arctan(0, Xy )dt + arn/1 + (0, X¢)%dS:.
Again, we prove new regularity results for X of the type
0y arctan(9,X;) € L*([r,T] x ; L*(0)) V7 > 0.

In contrast to (LL8)), this improved regularity does not yield the existence of gen-
eralized strong solutions due to the additional term %28§Xt. We resolve this issue
by introducing a notion of SVI solutions to (L6]) and by proving the existence and
uniqueness of SVI solutions for each initial condition zg € L?(O). The results thus
parallel those of [BR13|] for the case of the stochastic total variation flow (L4).
However, in contrast to [BRI3] our method does not rely on a transformation into
a random PDE, which leads to the restriction to linear multiplicative noise (cf.
(C7) in [BR13]. We would also like to point out a difference in the role played
by SVI solutions in the case of ([4]) and (6): The necessity to work with SVI
solutions in [BR13] is grounded in the singularity of the multi-valued sign function
Sgn(¢) = é—l More precisely, if we replace Sgn by a smooth function ¢ in (L) we
are in the setting of (L8] and generalized strong solutions exist. In contrast to this,
the difficulties arising for (6] are due to the irregularity of the noise, rather than
the irregularity of ¢. Nonetheless, in both cases SVI solutions provide the means to
uniquely characterize solutions for general initial data.

1.1. Notation. In the following let © C R be a bounded set with smooth bound-
ary. For a Hilbert space H we define CF, (H) to be the set of all continuous
functions on H with k£ continuous derivatives that are locally bounded on H. We
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will work with the usual Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces LP(Q), W*P(O) writing L,
H*? for simplicity. We further set H*(0) = W*2(0). For a function (z,7)
g(x,r) € CHO x R) we define the partial gradient V,g(x,7) := (94,9)%,(z,7)
while for a function v € C*(0) we let Vg(-,v) = (V.9)(-,v) + (8,9)(-,v)Vv be the
total gradient. In the proofs, as usual, constants may change from line to line.

2. STOCHASTIC PARABOLIC QUASILINEAR PROBLEMS FOR LINEAR GROWTH
FUNCTIONALS

We consider SPDE of the form
(2.1) dX; = div (¢(VXy)) dt + Y g*(-, X;)dBf,

k=1
XO =20

with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions on bounded, convex, smooth domains O C
R? with d < 6. Here, 8 are independent Brownian motions and

(B) ¢* € CY(O x R) with g¥(x,0) = 0 for all z € 9O and

(o]
Z fke < 00,
k=1

where

Vagh(z, )| ||
1+ |r|

2
5= 10r5* om) | o
CO(OXR)

In particular, this includes additive noise, i.e. ¢* € C§(0) and linear multiplicative
noise, i.e. gf(x,r) = @F(z)r for ¥ € CY(O). We assume ¢ = Vi for some
non-negative, convex, radial ¢ € C?(R%; R) with 1(0) = 0, ¢, D¢ being Lipschitz
and

gl -C¢ < (&) < C+[E)
(2.2) ap@)-C < 9(§)-¢
DO < CA+9()),

for all £ € R? and some constants ¢ > 0, C > 0. Then the recession function v°
defined by

o €
v0(€) = limy (;) ’

exists and is finite since 1) is of linear growth and ¢ — ¥ (%) t is non-increasing.

Example 2.1. Typical examples of 1) are

i. Mean curvature flow in one dimension (cf. [ESvRI2/[ESvRS12]):
1
0(€) = Earetan(€) — 1 log(€” +1)
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ii. Minimal surface/image denoising (cf. [GT13|[BRI3|[GR92[KO.J05)):
(€)= Ve + [

vw@>¢@>;§§??
D¢(€) = ! (— el +Id) EeRYe>0,d>1
Ve+ R\ e+ € ’ ’ T

We note that (§) = /e + |£|? may be considered as a smooth approxima-
tion to the total variation functional (&) = [£]. In [GRI2] a general class
of nonlinearities ¥ has been considered with regard to application in image

restoration (cf. also [ROF92)).

Remark 2.2. The same methods as developed in this section may be applied to
nonlinearities arising in generalized Newtonian fluids:

1 D
=2(1 2)3
¥(€) p( +1¢1%)
V(€)= () = (1 +[€*) T ¢
_ 2y 252 oy E®¢
Do) = (1+16P)'% (- 21550
with p € (1,2). For simplicity we restrict to linear growth functionals satisfying
2.2).

In this section we will work with the Hilbert spaces H = L*(O) and V = H}(O).
For v € H we set B(v)(h) :== Y 1=, ¢°(-,v)(ex, h)2, where e; € H is an orthonormal
basis of H. Then B : H — Lo(H, H) is of linear growth, i.e.

+Id), £ € RY,

1B, 1,y = leg )l

< O+ |ollE) Y
for all v € H. Similarly one shows that H > v — B(v) € Ly(H, H) is Lipschitz.
Following [Anz85] we define

(v) := Jo ¥(Dv)da + [46 00 (v(z)v(z))H " (dz) ifve L>NBV
ST e ifve L2\ BY,

where [ o Y(p)dz for a bounded Radon measure p with Lebesgue decomposition
pu=p*+ p® is defined as in [Anz85], i.e.

 pote = [Lvrass [0 (G ) aur

and v is the outer normal on Q0. For u € BV we consider the Lebesgue decompo-
sition Du = D%u + D*u where D%u denotes the absolutely continuous part of Du
with respect to the Lebesgue measure with density Vu. Obviously, ¢ is convex and
¢ restricted to W' is continuous. Furthermore it follows from [Anz83, Fact 3.5]
that ¢ is the lower-semicontinuous hull on L? of Plwiinre In the sequel dy := Oy
denotes the subgradient of ¢ on H.

Remark 2.3. Under certain additional assumptions on ¢ (cf. [ACMO02] for details)
the following characterization of the subgradient of ¢ has been given in [ACMO02]:
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We have (u,v) € dp iff u € LN BV, v € L?, $(Vu) € X(0O) = {z € L=®(O;R?) :
div(z) € L*(O)} and
v = —divep(Vu),
¢(Vu) - D*u=4°(D*u),
[6(Vu), v](2) € =Sgn(u(@)v’ (v(x)), H™' - ae,
where [z, ] denotes the weak trace for z € X (O).

Our arguments will, however, not rely on this identification of the subgradient.
We note that o)1 is Gateaux-differentiable with derivative

Doy (u)(v) = / d(Vu)Vodz.
(@]
Using that ¢ is the lower-semicontinuous hull of ¢, gy this implies: If u € H then
(2.3) Oy p(u) = divg(Vu) € H™ Y,
where 8Hégp : Hi — H™! denotes the subgradient of ¢y~ If in addition,
divg(Vu) € L? then
do(u) = —dive(Vu).

Hence, we may rewrite (21 in the relaxed form
(24) dX; € —Ggo(Xt)dt + B(Xt)th,

XO = XZp.-
In [ESvRI2|[GTT3] a variational framework for regular initial conditions zo € Hg
has been developed, while for general initial data 2o € H solutions to (ZI]) could
only be constructed in a limiting sense. In the following we will introduce stronger
notions of solutions to ([Z.I) based on the subgradient formulation (2.4)). The main

result will be the proof of existence of solutions in this stronger sense. This includes
the proof of higher regularity of solutions.

Definition 2.4. Let z9 € L?(Q; H). An H-continuous, F;-adapted process X €
L?(Q;C([0,T]; H)) for which there exists a selection n € —9p(X), dt @ dP-a.e. is
said to be a

i. strong solution to (Z.TJ) if
ne L*([0,T] x Q; H)
and P-a.s.
¢ ¢
X =z —|—/ nrdr—l—/ B(X,)dW,, Vte]|0,T],
0 0
as an equation in H.
ii. generalized strong solution to (1) if
ne L*([r,T] x Q; H), VY7 >0

and P-a.s.
t t
Xt = X-r +/ nrdT +/ B(Xr)dWra vt e [T’ T]’

for all 7 > 0, as an equation in H.

We prove the existence of strong solutions to (2I) for initial conditions zy €
L?(Q; H) satisfying Ep(x) < oo. Moreover, we will prove regularizing properties
with respect to the initial condition due to the subgradient structure of the drift.
This allows to characterize solutions for initial conditions o € L2(Q2; H), which
before were constructed in a limiting sense only.
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Theorem 2.5. Let xg € L?(Q; H).

i. There is a unique generalized strong solution (X,n) to @J) and (X,n)
satisfies

t
Bto(X) + E [ vl ldr < C (Sl +1) Ve € 0.7
0

ii. If Ep(xg) < oo. Then, there is a unique strong solution (X,n) to (Z1)
satisfying

t
(2.5) Ep(X}) —|—E/ HnTH%{dr <Ep(xg)+C Vtel0,T].
0

The (generalized) strong solution X coincides with the limit solution constructed

The proof of Theorem proceeds in several steps. In order to justify our
calculations we will consider a vanishing viscosity approximation to ([ZI)). Let us
first assume zo € L*(Q; H}). We will remove this restriction in the end of the proof.
We consider the following non-degenerate approximation:

(2.6) dX; € eAX;dt + divp(VX])dt + B(X;)dWy,
XS = Z9-.
For v € H we define

f(v) = S Jo IVV|?de + [, (Vv)de, for ve Hj
? - +00, otherwise.

Note that ¢° € C?*(H} N H?) with Lipschitz continuous derivatives given by

D)) = |

o
D*¢°(v)(g,h) = 5/ Vh-Vygdz + / Vh-D¢(Vv)Vgdz.
O @

To check the claimed continuity we note that

waxmewwwm:e/

@]
<ello —wllm bl + 19(Vv) = o(Vw)ll2l| Al
S e+ Dllo = wllgg 2]l

Vv - Vhdx + / ¢(Vv) - Vhdz,
o

(Vv — Vw) - Vhdzx + /O(¢(Vv) — ¢(Vw)) - Vhdx

and
D25 (0)(g, ) — D25 (w) (g, h) = /O Vh - (DO(Vv) — Dé(Vuw)) Vgda
(2.7) < |VR|3[|Vyll3][Do(Vv) — DpH(Vw)|3
S IVA[3]| Vg5l Vv — V|3
S ||h||HgmH2 ||9HH§mH2HU - w”HgmH%

where we use the Sobolev embedding H' — L3 due to d < 6. Hence, ¢° €
C2(H& N H?) with Lipschitz continuous derivatives. Moreover, ¢° is a convex,
lower-semicontinuous function on H} with (single-valued) subgradient given by

Af(v) == =01 6% (v) = eAv + divg(Vo) € H™' forve Hj.
By [PRO7] we know that there is a unique, variational solution X¢ € L?(Q; C([0,T]; H))N
L2([0,T] x Q; H) to ([Z0) satisfying the estimate

E sup [|X7|7 < CE|xol-
t€[0,7]
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We will now prove that in fact X¢ is a strong solution in the following sense:
Lemma 2.6. For each ¢ > 0 we have X¢ € L?([0,T] x Q; H> N H}) and
t
E sup e O X{|2 +4€/ Ee™C"|| X5 |3adr < C (Ellaol3 +1),
te[0,T] 0 0 0

for some constant C independent of € > 0.

Proof. In the following we let (e;)$°; be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of —A
on L?. We further let P" : H — span{ey,...,e,} be the orthogonal projection onto
the span of the first n eigenvectors. We recall that the unique variational solution
X¢ to ([Z0) is constructed in [PRO7] as a (weak) limit in L2([0,7] x Q; H}) of the
solutions to the following Galerkin approximation

dX] = eP"AXdt + P dive(VX[)dt + PP B(X})dW}",
X&L = PnSC().

1t6’s formula then yields

t
X1y = 1P ol +2 [ (X7.PPAXE + Pao(VXP) mydr
t t
o [P B gy + [P B0y
0 0
t t
= Pl ~ 22 [ IAXPIBdr +2 [ 02, Privo(VXT) gy dr
0 0

t t
w2 [ PO e+ [P BOCIR, 1y r
0 0

For v € H& smooth we note

(v,dive(Vv)) g = (—Av, dive(Vo))s

= li_>m (T™v, divg(Vv))a
=— lim n(J%v —v,dive(Vv))a,
n—roo

where Jn = (1 — LA)~! is the resolvent and T = n(1 — J#) is the Yosida-
approximation of —A on L2. Since divg(Vv) = —d¢(v) we obtain

(v, dive(Vo) py < lim n(p(J70) = p(v)).
We note that
o) = [ wvrte < [ w(vods = o)
due to [BRI3] Proposition 8.2] (using that 1) is radial) and thus (choosing v = X)
(X2, div(VXP)) gy < 0.
Using this,

1By = 3 6" (. 0) 3
k=1

=Y Vet (@, 0) + 0rg" (,v) Vo[ 72
k=1

o0

<CO+ [l Y Vo e 1]
k=1
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and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality yields
1 T

(2.8) “E sup e X720 < Ellzol3 — 25E/ e CT|AXT|3dr + C,
2 tefo,m) 0 0 0

for some C' > 0 large enough. Hence, X™ is uniformly bounded in L?([0, 7] x Q; H?)
and L?(Q; L>°([0,T); H})) and we may extract a weakly (weak* resp.) convergent
subsequence (for simplicity we stick with the notation X™). Therefore, we have

X"~ X, in L*([0,T] x Q; H?),
X" —=* X, in L*(Q; L°°([0,T]; HY)),

for n — oo. By weak lower semicontinuity of the norms we may pass to the limit
in (Z8) which yields the claim. O

Lemma 2.7. For each € > 0 we have ¢°(X¢) € L*([0,T] x Q) with

T
sup BIXF[+E [ gt (Xp)dr < C (Bl + 1),
te[0,7) 0

for some constant C independent of € > 0.

Proof. Note that, using (2.2))

v (A% (v),v)v

—/ (| Vv]* + ¢(Vv) - Vo) da
@

(2.9)

IN

—/ (| Vv]* + cyp(Vv) + C) da
@
< 76908(1)) + Ca
for all v € V. By Ito’s formula we have
Ee™ || X1
t
=E||25 |7 + QE/O e v (AT(XD), X2hv + e T BOXOL, (g7 dr
t
K [ X e
0
t t
<Bllely —28 | a7 (X0) + Ce XSy — K e+ C
Choosing K large enough yields the claim. O

Based on the strong solution property of X¢ we derive the key estimate in the
following

Lemma 2.8. Let xg € L?(Q; H}). For all e > 0 we have
t
(2.10) Ete® (X5) +E/ rl|eAXE + dive(VXE) |3 dr
0
< eC (Ellaol3y +1) +C (Ellzol% +1).
and
t
(2.11) Ee®(X5) + E/ leAXE + dive(VXE) || Fdr < Ep®(20) + C,
0

for some constant C > 0.
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Proof. We first prove [ZI0): Let J* be the resolvent of —A on L2, i.e. J* :=
(1 — AA)~L We define p=* := ¢° o J*. Since J* : H — H? N H} is a linear,
continuous operator we have ¢** € C?(H) with Lipschitz continuous derivatives

(cf. ) given by
D= (v)(h) = D¢ (Jv)(J*h)

= / (e(VJ*) - (VI h) + ¢(V.J ) - VI h) dz
@]

= — (eAJ v + divg(VJ ), J*h) ,
D" (v)(g,h) = D*¢"(J 0)(J g, J*h)

= /O e(VJ h) - (VI g)dx + /O (VJ h) - DH(V.J ) (VI g)da.
or [ZI0): We apply Ito’s formula to tp=*(XF) to get:
Ete™* (X))
=E /0 t r(Dg"N(XE),eAXE + divg(VXE)) gdr
+ %IE rTr[D*e=N(X5)B(X:)B* (X:)]dr + E/Ot "N XE)dr
=—E [ r(eAJNXE) 4+ divp(VJIAXE), e JAAXE + JAive(VXE)) grdr

/Ott
/

/ VI gk (z, XE ()| dadr

l\’JI(T)

xR
)

l\’)l»—t

(VI X5 ) - DATI XL @) (V. X ()
+E/O A(XE)dr.
We first note that

/ Vg (o, X2 (@) Pd < / V" (a0, XE (a))
O O

<c /O V00" (2, XE(2)) + Org® (2, XE(2) VX () P

< C(L+ | X7 1p)-
Moreover,
(VIG5 (,0)) - DH(VI ) (VI g (-, 0))] < [V g (-, 0) P |Dg| (VT ).

We note J v — v in HYNH? for v € H}NH? and thus VJ*v — Vo in H! for A — 0.
Since D¢ is Lipschitz we have |D¢(VJ ) — Dp(Vv)| — 0in L2([0,T] x Q; H') for
all v € L2([0,T] x Q; H} N H?) for A — 0. Moreover, |VJ*g*(-,v) — Vgk(-,v)| — 0
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in L2([0,T] x Q; H) for A — 0. Hence, (using H' < L?, D¢ € C} and ([2.2)))
t
1i§nE/ r/ (VI " (-, v0)) - DOV T 0, ) (VI GR (-, vr))dadr
0 O
t
<& [ [ Vo Co)PIDol(Ver)dods
0 @]
t
< CIE/ r/ (IVag" (-, v0) [ + 0rg" (-, v:) Vv, |?) | Do| (Vvy ) dadr
0 O
t
< C’ukE/ T/ (1 + [ve |2 + |V, [2) | D|(Vo,. ) dzdr
0 @]

t
< CukE/ r/ (1 + |v|* + 9 (Vo,))dzdr
o Jo

t t
< Cuy <1+E/ T||vr|\§{dr+E/ rcps(vr)dr) ,

for all v € L2([0,T] x Q; H N H?). Moreover,

’ / / VI GE (o)) - DSV TN 0:)) (VIR (-, 0))dadr

< OmE [ 11+ [l ar
0

and the right hand side is summable in k. Hence, dominated convergence applies
and we obtain

lim < IE/ / VI gF (z, XE(x))|?dadr

A—0 2
+;;n102 K / / (V6" (2, XE(2))) - DS(VI (XE())) (VI g (o, X2 () dwdr

t

t
<C <1+ E/ r(l+ HXfHHé)dTJrE/ THXfH?daﬁLE/ rcpE(Xf)dr> .
0 0

Since X¢ € L%([0, T|x; H>*NH{}) we have (using dominated convergence) V.J* X¢ —
VX in L*([0,T] x Q;H') for A\ — 0. Since ¢, D¢ are Lipschitz this implies
H(VIAXE) — ¢(VXE) for A — 0 in L([0,T] x Q; H'). Moreover, AJ*X® =
JMAXE - AX® and JMive(VX2) — divg(VXE) in L2([0, T] x Q; H). Hence, we
obtain

t
lim — / r(eAJNXE) + dive(VJIAXE), e JPNAXE 4 JAivg(VXE)) grdr
- 0

t
— —IE/ rleAXE 4+ divo(VXE) |3 dr.
0

Since =M (X&) = ¢ (JAXE) JaX® — Xcin L2([0,T) x Q; H> N HY), J\X{ — X§
in L?(Q; Hy) for all t € [0,7] and since ¢° is continuous on H{ and

A XE)] < O+ X I2),
by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we get

lim Ete™*(XF) = Bty (X))

A—0

and

t t
1imE/ ©= N XE)dr :IE/ ©°(X2)dr.
A—0 0 0
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Putting these estimates together yields

t
Etp®(XF) < —E / rl|eAXE 4 dive(VXE) || % dr
0

t

¢ t
+C <1 + EE/ r(1+4 HXszé)dT + E/ THXf”%IdT + E/ T@E(Xf)dr>
0 0 0

+1E/Ot o (XE)dr.
By Lemma and Lemma 2.7] we conclude
Eto® (X7) +E /Ot rl|eAXE + dive(VXE) |7 dr
< C (Ellaoll3y; +1) + C (Ellzol% +1) -

To prove (1)) we proceed as above but applying It6’s formula for ¢=* (X;) instead
of to= M (XF). O

Proof of Theorem[Z3: Step 1: zo € L*(Q; H})
For €1,62 > 0 let X', X be two solutions to (2.6) with initial conditions
xh, 22 € L*(Q; H}) respectively. 1t6’s formula implies

e MIXT = X1

= llzg — g%

¢
Jr/ 2e KT (e ) AXE + divg(VXEL) — (2AX52 4 dive(VXE2)), X2 — X22)ydr
0

t
+/ 27 1T(X7 - X2, B(X) = B(X[2)dW
0
+ t
b [ e RIBOE) - B dr - KE [ X5 - X2 e
0 0

Since
v (dive(VX:) — dive(VX:2), X5 — X22)y <0

and
v (e1AXT — e AXT X7 — X72)y < 2(e1 +e2) (1 X7 |5 + X720,

we obtain

e MIXF - X1

t
< lloh ol + e +e0) [ e UXE I + X3 By ar
t
s [ e - X BOG) - BOG) aW
0

¢ t
Jr/ e*K’l"”B(Xfl) o B(X?)H%Q(U,H)dr — KE/ eiKTHXﬁl — X?H%,d?".
0 0

Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Lemma and choosing K large
enough implies

(2.12)  E sup [|X7' — X713 <CElzg — 5%
te[0,T]

+ (61 +&2)C (Ellaf |13 + Elladll3; +1).
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Now considering X ¢ to be a solution to (28] with initial condition zg € L?(2; H})
for all € > 0 yields

X — X in L3(Q;C([0,T]; H)),
for € = 0. Due to Lemma [2.6] we have

E sup e “|X|I3; < C (Ellaol3y +1).
te[0,7)

For two initial conditions x}, 22 € H} and respective limits X', X2, (ZI2) then
yields

(2.13) E sup [|X; — XZ||3 < CE|zy — 2313
te[0,7)

It remains to identify X as a strong solution to ([ZI). By Lemma we have
eAX*® + divg(VX*®) uniformly bounded in L?([0,7] x €; H). Hence, there is an
n € L*([0,T] x ; H) and we can choose a sequence &, such that

enAXE +divp(VXE) =, in L*([0,7T] x Q; H).

We now aim to identify n € —9p(X), dt®dP-almost everywhere. By the subgradient
property
(097 (X7), 2 = X7)2 + 0°(X7) — ¢%(2) <0

for all z € L2. Since X{ € HYNH? we have 0¢°(X{) = —eAX® —divgp(VX®) € L2,
dt ® dP-almost everywhere. Integration yields

T
E / 0[—(cAXE + dive(VX?), 2 — X%)s + o5 (X5) — o ()] dt < 0
0
for all z € L? and all non-negative 6 € L>°([0,T] x §). Taking the limit yields

T
E / 01(—n2— X)a + o(X) — p(2)]dt <0
0

and thus
(=12 = X)a+ o(X) — p(z) <0,

for all z € L?(0), dt ® dP-almost everywhere. Thus, n € —9p(X), dt ® dP-almost
everywhere. Since n € H and X € H} dt®dP-a.e. by [Z3) we have n = div(VX).
It is now easy to deduce that X is a strong solution to (2] and X satisfies

t
Bto(X0) + E [ vl lfdr < C (Elaolly +1)
0
and
t
(2.14) Eo(X;) + E/ 7:113rdr < Bo(zo) + C,
0
for some constant C' > 0 (independent of z).

Step 2: z¢ € L3(Q; H) with Ep(zg) < oo
By [BR13| Proposition 8.2], for v € H} we have

A’U = )\’U i
(I ) /O BV 0)d

S/Ow(VU)dx
= ¢(v),
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where J* := (1 —AA)~L. Since ¢ is the lower-semicontinuous hull of Plwiinge and
thus of PlHL for every v € H there is a sequence v™ € H} with v™ — v in H and
p(v™) = p(v). Hence,

p(J ) < p(v),
for all v € H. We set z) := Jw zo and obtain
(2.15) Ep(zg) +Ellzg 53 < Ep(zo) + Ellzoll3 < oo

For n,m > 0 let X™, X™ be two solutions to () with zo = =, 2" respectively
as constructed in Step 1. From ([2I3) we obtain

(2.16) E sup [ X7 — X% < CE|zg — 23l
te[0,T]

and thus
X" =X in L*(Q;C([0,T]; H)),

for n — oo. Moreover, we have the uniform estimates

t
(2.17) Etp(XP) +E / rlne s < C (B[22 )% + 1)
< C (E||zo||% + 1)
and
t
(2.18) Ep(X]) +E / I 3dr < Bg(al) + C,
0

< Ep(xo) + C.
This allows the extraction of a subsequence and an n € L?([0,T] x Q; H) such that
n* —mn, in L*([0,T] x Q; H).
We may identify n € —0p(X) as in Step 1: Since 5" € —0p(X™), dt ® dP-a.e.
(=" 2 = X")2 + o(X") —(2) <0

for all z € L?. Integrating against a non-negative testfunction 6 € L>([0,7] x Q)
and taking the limit n — oo yields

E / 0l(—n. 2 — X)a+ o(X) — o(2)]dt <0

and thus n € —0p(X), dt ® dP-almost everywhere. Note that —dp(v) = dive(Vo)
is known only for v € H} which does not apply do X in general. Taking the limit

n — oo in (2I7), (ZI8)) yields the claim.

Step 3: zo € L2(; H)

Let o € L*(Q; Hy) with zfy — z¢ in L*(; H), E|jz3||3; < E|lzol|% and let X"
be the corresponding strong solutions constructed in step one. By [ZI3]) we have

E sup [ X" — X"} < CEllan — @m|F-
t€[0,7]

Hence, X™ — X in L?*(Q;C([0,T); H)). Moreover,
t
Etp(Xp) +E / rllne 2dr < C (Bllol% +1).
0

Hence, there is a map n with n € L?([r,T] x Q; H) such that
W=, in L[, 7] < @ H),
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for all 7 > 0. We may then prove n € —0¢(X) as in Step 1. Hence, X is a
generalized strong solution satisfying
t
Bto(X) +E | rlanldr < C (Ellzolfy +1)
0
O

3. MEAN CURVATURE FLOW WITH (PERIODIC) HOMOGENEOUS NORMAL NOISE

In this section we consider the SPDE

agXt \/72

Xo = o,

with periodic boundary conditions on O = (0,1) (i.e. d = 1), 8 being a standard

real-valued Brownian motion and o < v/2. Informally rewriting the Stratonovich
formulation of [BJ)) in It6 form as in [ESvRI2] leads to the SPDE

2 2 2
a2, N Xt ATOXS

with periodic boundary conditions on O = (0, 1). Let
2

W(r) = (1— %) <r arctan(r) — %mg(ﬂ + 1))
. a2
o(r)y=¢(r)=01- 7) arctan(r).
For v € L%(0,1) we define v*(z) := v(1 — z). We then set
o0) = {fo D) + 3 fyo [0 —v )| H ! (de) if v e (120 BY)(O)
+o0 if v e (L?\ BV)(0),
where [, ¢¥(Dv)dz is defined as in Section 2 Since O = (0,1) we have

p(v) = o Y(Dv)dz + |v(1) —v(0)| for v € (L? N BV)(0O).

In the following, for p > 1 let
Wyl (0) == {f € W'(0)|£(0) = f(1)}

2 — 2, 1 1
Wpef( T {f € (W mepef (O |a f € Wpeg}

Moreover, let H),, = Wp2, Hp,, = W22, H = L*(0). Then ¢ is the lower-

semicontinuous envelope on L? of ¢ restricted to Wi}ei (cf. Appendix [A]), i.e. of

per o

It is easy to see that ¢ Hl,, is Gateaux differentiable with

D@\Hper / @(0,v)0yhdx.
Since Prwit is continuous on Wple’i it is easy to see that ¢ is the lower-semicontinuous
hull of g1 on L2. This implies
2 2
o ozu
dp(u) = —0:¢(0pu) = —(1 - E)W’ for u € Hy,,.

For v € H! we define

B(v) := ay/1+ (0;v)2.
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Hence, (3.J) may be rewritten in the form

2
(3.3) dX, € %agxtdt — p(Xy)dt + B(X,)dB,,
XO = Zy-

Due to the irregularity of the diffusion coefficients B it does not seem possible to
establish the existence of (generalized) strong solution as considered in Section
Instead, we introduce a notion of stochastic variational inequalities for (33)).

For regular initial data zo € H,,,, the existence and uniqueness of variational

solutions to ([B.J]) has been shown in [ESvRI2] (cf. also [GTT3] for multivalued gen-
eralizations). For general initial conditions 2y € L? solutions have been constructed

in [ESvR12] in a limiting sense. We now define what we mean by a solution to (B.1]):

Definition 3.1. Let zo € L*(Q; H). An Fi-adapted process X € C([0,T]; L*(Q; H))
is said to be an SVI solution to @) if there is an n € L?([7,T] x Q; H), V7 > 0
such that

i. [Regularity]
©(X) € L'([0,T] x Q).
ii. [Subgradient property]
ne€ —0p(X), dt®dP—a.c.

ili. [Stochastic variational inequality] For each F;-progressively measurable pro-
cess G € L*([0,T] x ; H) and each Fi-adapted H-valued process Z with
P-a.s. continuous sample paths such that Z € L*([0,T] x Q; H,,) and
solving the equation

t t
Ze— Zy :/ Ggds +/ ZsdWs, Vt e [0,T)]
0 0
we have

t
(34)  E|Xi - Zl% <E|X, - Z.|% +2 / (e — G Xy — Zy)adr

t
+ a2E/ (02Z,, X, — Z,)odr, N7 >0,

Remark 3.2. If (X,n) is a generalized strong solution (defined analogously to Def-
inition Z4) to @) satisfying p(X) € L1([0,T] x Q) then (X,7) is an SVI solution
to (31).

Proof. Definition[B.1](i),(ii) are satisfied by assumption. For (iii): Let Z € L?([0, T x
; H2,,) be a solution to

per
dZt == tht + ay/ 1 + (8IZt)2dﬁt
for some G € L?([0,T] x Q; H). Then Itd’s formula implies

t
E||X: — Z:||% =E| X, — Z,||% + oﬁE/ (02X, X, — Z,)adr

T

t
+ 2E/ (777“ - GraXT - Z’I‘)er

t
+ 042E/ V1 + (0. X,)2 = /14 (0. 2,)2|3dr Y7 > 0.
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We note that
A2 V1 4 (0:X,)2 — /14 (9:2,)?|3
< 042||(9er - azZTHQ
(X, Xy — Zp)o + (02 Z,, Xy — Z1)2,  dt @ dP — ae.

and thus

t
BIX; - Zully <E|X, ~ Zlfy + 28 [ G — Gr X, = Z.)adr

t
+ QQE/ (027, Xy — Zy)adr.
In conclusion, each strong solution to (BI)) is an SVI solution to (B.1I). O

The main result of the current section is the proof of well-posedness of (B)) in
the sense of Definition Bk

Theorem 3.3. Let xg € L?(Q; H). Then there is a unique SVI solution (X,n) to
@) in the sense of Definition [Z1] satisfying

t
Eto(X:) + E / rlinelZdr < C (Elzol +1).
0

In addition, if Ep(r) < oo then
t
Bo(X) +E [l fydr < Egao) + C.
0

In particular, n € L?([0,T] x Q; H) and we may take 7 = 0 in ([B3.4).
For two SVI solutions (X,n), (Y,() with initial conditions xq,yo € L*(%; H) we
have

E||X: - Yill < Efzo — wollz, Vt>0.

For notational convenience we introduce the following semi-norm on ngr

lolla, = 0s]e:
We note
2
(35) B2, = o H\/1 + (am?HH = a2 /O 1+ (0pv)2dz, Yo e H.
and

HB(’U)H%Z(R;H;ET’O) = ‘ 1+ (911))

_ o [ (0a0)*(070)?
(3.6) =« /Omdx

§a2/(8§1))2dx, Vv € H?.
o
Moreover,
2
37 IBE) -~ B}, g = o [VI+ @07 - vVI+ @GP

< CY2/ (v — Opw)?dx, Yv,w € H'.
O

Some parts of the proof of Theorem are analogous to the proof of Theorem
In this case we will restrict to short comments on the required modifications.
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The proof proceeds by considering vanishing viscosity approximations and regular-
izations in the initial condition. We shall first consider the case 2o € L*(2; H},,.)
and

(38)  dxXF—ed?Xedt+ (1- ) — %X 0 T OXT o b,
¢ et 271+ (0, X5)2 t
XS = Zo,

for € > 0. Correspondingly, we set

0 (v) = §/|8zv|2dz + /z/;((?mv)dz, for v e H;eT.
The variational formulation of ([B.8]) is based on the Gelfand triple
Hp,, < L* < (H},.)*

per per

and the variational operator

per

(Hé”)*<AE(v),w>H1 = 75/ 8zvamwdx—/ @(0,v)0pwdx, for v,w € H;er.
4 (@] (@]

By [PROT] there is a unique solution to ([B.8) in the sense of a variational solution
2(0). . 2 7l
X e L*(Q;C0([0,T); H)) N L2([0,T] x ; Hp,,.) to
2 2 aQXa
3.9 AXf =02 X{dt + =02 Xgdt + (1 — —)— 2oL
(3.9) t —E0zAy +2zt + ( 2>1+@fo)2

+ a1+ (0:X5)%dp;.

Lemma 3.4. For each € > 0 we have X¢ € L?([0,T] x Q; H2,,) and

per

dt

t
E sup efCtHXfH?p + 25/ EefCTH(?inHgdr <C (]E”Z'OH?_Il + 1) ,
te[0,7T) per 0 per

for some constant C independent of € > 0.

Proof. As in Lemma we may argue via Galerkin approximations X", where
(€:)2°, now is an orthonormal basis of the periodic Laplacian 92 on L?(0). First
note

2 2 2 2 92 2 2 2
a_aiv + (1 — a_) aﬂﬁv — a_ azv(l + (aIU) ) + (1 _ a_) azv
2 2714 (0,v)2 2 14 (0,v)? 2 714 (0,v)?
a? 92v(0,v)? 02

T2 14 (0,0)2 1 + (0,v)2"

Hence,

2(=0¢°(v),v)m

per,0

2
= — (25831) + 0425%1) + (2 — a2)1+a(1781})2, a;’0)2 + ||aza\/ 1+ (azv)2||%
) U

020 (0,v)? 02
_ 2 2 Up T T 2 / 21|12
(2e0,v+a” 7 0.0 T F (950)” Gt O+ (Ol

HIBOI,

:—25/0(631})2@—2/0 G0 dx—oﬂ/o 7(61”)2(6£U)2dx+a2/ (0:0)*(95v)*

1+ (9,0)2

_ 2.N2 9., (93v)?
= 25/0(6111) dx 2/071+(81v)2d$

< - 25/ (02v)?d,
o

1+ (9,0)2
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for all v € H,,.. It6’s formula thus implies
xn 2 —||P"x 2
X2 =Pzl

0z X!

714— (aIX;l)2,X;L>H1 dr

per,0

t
+2 / (eP"O2X" + P"a?02 X" + (2 — o) P"
0

t t
2 [ (B XD, W+ [P B ey,

per,0

per,0

t t
<ol — 22 [ 102X B+ [ (B, XDy Wi
per 0 0
Observing
X213 =l Pl

oF X

t
+2 / (eP"OIX! + P"a?02X" + (2 — a®)P"
0
t t
b2 [(PBOE) XD dW, + [P BOEIE, e dr
0 0
t
<llalfs + | (BOXP) X)W,
0
the proof may be completed as in Lemma O
Lemma 3.5. For each € > 0 we have ¢*(X¢) € L*([0,T] x Q) with
T
B[ e (X < C (Elleolfy +1)
0
for some constant C independent of € > 0.

Proof. By 1to6’s formula and (29]) we have

t 2
Be KX —Elleolly + 28 | e N7(GOKE + A°CXD), XDudr
0

t t
1 oF / KT BXE) |2, g dr — K / e KT X 2 dr
t
<Bllanlfy — 2 | €70 (X7) + O X
0
t
—K/ e_KTHXfH%,dT.
0

Choosing K large enough yields the claim. (]

Lemma 3.6. Let mo € L?(Q; H',,). For all e > 0 we have

per
t
(310)  Etgf(X;)+E / P[e02XE + 0,90, X)|ydr < C (Ellzo|l3 + 1)
0
and
t
(3.11) Eg* (X{) + E / |602X5 + 0,0(00 X)|2dr < B () + C,
0

for some constant C > 0.



20 SVI AND REGULARITY FOR DEGENERATE SPDE

Proof. We ﬁrst prove [@.I0): Let J* be the resolvent of —92 on L?(0) with domain

D(—-02) = H},,.(0). As in the proof of Lemma 28 we obtain
Eto™* (X7)
t
= E/ r(ed2JMXE + 0, 0(0, JXE), e J2OPXE 4+ J 0, (0, X)) prdr
0
_ ! 2 7A ye Ayey & 7A92 yve
(3.12) E | r(e0;J Xy + 0p0(0, "X ) J O: X5 ) pdr

/ / aJA 1+ ( axs)) dwdr
. 2
+—/ r/ $(0p T XE) (azJN/H(aIXW) dzdr
2o Jo
t
+E / SN (XE)dr.
0

We first note that

/(&EJ”\ 1+ (0,v)2)%dx
@
< / (021 + (0v)%)?dx

B (0,v)2(0%v)? .
‘A T+ @) ©

< [|930l13,
for all v € H},,. Moreover,
G(0p TN () (02 T/ 1 + (050)?)

_ 21 0e I /1 4 (000)?)?
=1-3) 1+ (05 )2

<(1- —)(5 T+ (0:0)2)%,
for all v € H2,,. Since r — /1 +r? is Lipschitz we have
1+ (9,v)% € Hye,
for v € H,, and thus (cf. [MR92, Theorem 2.13])
JMN/1 4 (0,0)2 = /1 + (0,v)2 in H:

per?

for A — 0. Moreover, J*v — v in H}, for v € ngr Thus, d;J* — d,v in

H).. € L>. Since ¢ is Lipschitz we have ¢(0,.J*v) = ¢(dpv) in L2([0,T] x Q; L)
for all v € L2([0,T] x Q; H2,,). Hence,

per

. 2
liinE/ T/ (b(amJ)‘vr) (8IJ)‘\/1+(8IUT)2) dxdr
0
t
:E/T/3\/1+3vr dndr
0 O

1+ (Opvy)?

! (azvr) (agvr) edr
OTA(PﬂawVVdd

E /O ' /O : (8(2;’“;) dxdr,

|
=

IN
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for all v € L*([0,T] x Q; H2.,). Taking the limit A\ — 0 in the first term on the

per

right hand side of ([BI2) can be justified as in Lemma [Z8] . This yields

Bt (XF) < — IE/ P EO2XE + Do (B X) |2yl

B 9 e 704_ 82Xs
/ |02 XE||3dr 2IE/ /1+5X€ dxdr
82X8
o’y 2x¢ o
+2 / 02X e+ SR / /1+aXs dadr
t
+E / o (X5)dr
0
t t
=& [ 102 X; + 0,00, X0) e + B [ (X
0 0
By Lemma B3 we conclude
t
Bte? (X7) + E | 1027 + 0,0(0, XD|fydr < C (Elmolly +1).
0

To prove (B.I0]) we proceed as above but applying It6’s formula for ¢=* (X;) instead
of to= N (XF). O

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Step 1: Existence
We start with the construction via an approximation of the initial condition.
Let 2p € L?(Q; HY,,) with 2 — x in L?(; H). By Lemma [3.4] there are strong

per
solutions X" to

2
AX;" = 02X dt 4+ T OIX] "t — Dp(X[ " )dt + B(X]™)dB,
Xp" = ap,

satisfying

T
E sup [ X"|7, +6E/ 102X 5dr < C(Ellag || +1).
t€[0,T] 0 per

We will first prove convergence of X=™ for ¢ — 0. For £1,e9 > 0 let X', X¢2 be
two solutions to ([B3) with initial conditions xf, 25 € L*(; H,,,.). 1to’s formula,
Lemma B4 and B1) imply

E| X7 — X35

= El|l2g — a7

t
+E/ 2(2102X5 — e202X%, X5 — X2 )odr
0
a2 t
- 7E/ 202X — 02X, X5 — X22)odr
0
t
(3.13) +E/ 2(0, (0, XEY) — 0pp(0, XE?), X5+ — X22)odr
0
t
B [ 1B~ BOGE) e

t
< Ellzg — 2gll% +4(e +€2)E/ X5 Wz, + IX22 05 dr

—QQE// XS — 0, X5?) dxdr+a2E// D X5 — 0, X5?) dwdr
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<Ellay — a3l + (e1 + 2)C (Ellzbly,, +Elali3y, +1)-

Hence,

X&m 5 X" in O([0,T); L*(; H)), for e — 0
for some Fi-adapted X”. Due to (BI3) we obtain

E|X] = X{" |7 < Ellag — 25|14

and thus

X" =X in C([0,T]; L*(Q; H)), forn — oo
for some Fi-adapted X. We shall now prove that X is an SVI solution to (3.1]). By
Lemma we have

t
(3.14)  Etpf(Xo™) + E/ r||e02 XS 4 B, (0, XM 5dr <C (|2 ||% + 1)
0

and thus there is a function 7 and a sequence &,, — 0 such that for each 7 > 0
EmO2XE™ ™ 4+ 0,0(0, X)) =", in L*([r,T] x Q; H).
We can prove n™ € —9d¢(X™) as in the proof of Theorem Taking the limit in

(BI9) yields
t
Etp(X}') + E / Pl e < C (Ellag 1% +1).
0

We can now argue as above to obtain the existence of an € —9p(X) and a
subsequence of 7™ (again denoted by n™ for simplicity) such that

n"t—=mn, inL*([r,T] x Q;H),
for all 7 > 0. As in Remark [3.2] we have

t
E|X;" — Zi|| <E|XP™ — Z- |5 + 2E/ (=0p(X") = G, X7™ — Zy)2dr
t t
+ OPE/ (02Z,, XE™ — Z,)odr + 25E/ (O2XE™ XE™ — Z,)odr,

for all t > 7 > 0. Using Lemma B4 we observe

t t t
g]E/ (O2XE™, XE™ — Z,)odr < E%E/ |02X5™| 2dr + E%E/ | Xo™ — Z,||2dr

t
<A OEIaf Iy, + 1)+ B [ 1XE" - 2, ar
We obtain

t
E|X{" — Zil|f <E| X" — Z-||; + 2]E/ (=0p(X2") = G, X7™ — Zy)odr
t
+ aQE/ (027, XE™ — Z,)odr
1 i 2 t
+ 2 CE 2 +1) + 25§E/ X" — 7, | 2dr.

Now we take € — 0 to obtain

t
E|XP — Zi|% <E|X" — Z, | + 2E / (" — Gy XI — Z,)odr

t
+ oﬁE/ (022, X" — Z,)adr.

Taking n — 0 yields the claim.
Step 2: Uniqueness
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Let X be an SVI solution to (@) with initial condition zg € L?(Q; H). Further
let yo € L*(Q; H) and yf € L?(; HY,,) with y7 — y in L?(Q; H). Due to Lemma

per

there are strong solutions Y™ to

2 2 £,n
o Y

2
AYF" = Y dt + S 02verdr + (1 — Sy — %t gy
t €01y +2 z Lt + ( 2)1+(3th€’n)2

+ay/1+ (0. Y,")2dpy.
YO&" =0,
satisfying
T
E sup Y7 +€E/ 107Y,7 " [3dr < C(Ellag |7, +1)-
te[0,T] per 0 per

Using the variational inequality with Z = Y*" and

2
G =ed2Ys" + %aﬁyavn + 0pp(8,Y5™)
we obtain

E| X, =Y |5 < E|X, - Y275

¢ 2
+ QE/ (ny — E@iYTa,n _ %82}/;8771 = 0, p(0,YE™), X, — YO odr

t
+a’E / (O2Y,", Xy = Y )adr
=E| X, - Y2 %

t
+ 2E/ (777" - azd)(amyrgm% X — Yr&n)er

t
— 52IE/ (O2Y,S", X, — Y5 odr,

for all t > 7 > 0. Since —0,¢(0,Y=™) = 0p(Y=™) and n € —0p(X), dt @ dP-a.e.
we have

(N = 0p(0:Y"), X =Y5")y = (=0 = dp(Y*"), X —Y*"),
<0, dt®dP—a.e..

Hence,
t
E|lX; — Y7 "% < Bl|X, — Y|4 — 2 / (O2YE"dt, X, — Y™ )dr.
0
We further note
B2V, Xy = YE) < el 92V, o] Xy — Y22
< S(|RYEM 5 + 31X, — Y.
Due to Lemma [3.6] this implies
t t
2¢ / (O2YF™, X, = VM) odr < eiC(El|yf |3 +1) + 265K / I1X, — Yo 3dr.
0 per 0
Thus
E||X: — Yo" 5 <E|X, - Y25

t
L CEI 2 + 1)+ 23R / 1X, — Yo 2dr.
per 0
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For n € N arbitrary, fixed we have seen in step one
YE" Y™ in C([0,T); L*(; H))  for € — 0
and
Y™ Y in C([0,T]; L*(Q; H)), for n — oo,
where Y is an SVI solution to ([BJ]) with initial condition yo. We obtain

sup E|X, - Y| < E||X; — Yol
t€[0,T]

Now letting 7 — 0 yields

sup E[|X; — Yi||% < Ellzo — yol7-
t€[0,T]

In particular, choosing yo = z¢ implies uniqueness of SVI solutions.

Step 3: z¢ € L3(Q; H) with Ep(zg) < oo

As in (ZT8) we may choose the approximations zf € L*(; Hg) C L*(Q; H).,.)
of gy considered in step one such that

Ep(ay) + Ellzg (13 < Ep(ao) + Ellzoll3 < oo

By Lemma we then have

t

Bo(X:™) +E | 10:600 X5y < B(af) + .
0

< Eg(zg)+C

and we follow the same arguments as in Step 1 to pass to the limit. (|

APPENDIX A. RELAXATION OF A LINEAR GROWTH FUNCTIONAL WITH PERIODIC
BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this section we will prove that the functional

(0) = Jo(Dv)dz + % [, [[v—vt]|H Y (dz) ifve L2NBV
AT o if v e L2\ BY,

where [, ¢(Dv)dz is defined as in Section 2 is the lower-semicontinuous hull on
L? of its restriction to W1(0), where O = (0,1) (i.e. d = 1). The arguments

per

closely follow those from [Anz83, Fact 3.3] for the case of (inhomogeneous) Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

Lemma A.l. For all u € BV N L?* there exists a sequence of functions u; €
CtNnWhlnL? such that

per
Uj — U in L?

and
e(uj) = @(u).

Proof. Let v; € C*' N W1 N L? be a sequence of functions satisfying

v = U in L?

/ |va|dz%/ |Duldz  for j — oo
(@] (@]
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and v; = u on 9O (cf. [ABMO6, Theorem 10.1.2 and Remark 10.2.1]). We further
define cut-off functions w; € Ct N Wht N L?
ut —wu

wj|60 = T|60,

1
w;(z) =0, WVdist(x,00) > -,
j
1
_ 1
/|ij|dz§/ U =t gy 4 L
O o0 2 J

C
/ lw;i|?de < —.
o J

Let uj = vj+w;. Then u;(1) = u;(0) = w, in particular u; € C'NW e NL2.
Moreover,
u; —u, in L?
I
/ \/1+ |Du;|2dz — / 1+ |Dul2dz + / 1 H Y (da).
o o o0 2
We then complete the proof precisely as in [Anz83| Fact 3.3]. O

Lemma A.2. For every u € L? and every sequence u; € BV N L? with u; — u in
L? we have

lim inf (u;) > @(u).
j

Proof. The proof is the same as for [Anz83|, Fact 3.4]. O
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