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Abstract. The current paper is devoted to the Cauchy problem for the stochastic
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following stochastic fractional Benjamin-Ono
type equation

du(t) = [|0.]* T Opu(t) — %&C(uk)]dt + OdW (t), (1.1)

u(0) = uo, '

where W (t) = 28 = Y2, Bjej, e is an orthonormal basis of L*(R) and (5;)jen is
a sequence of mutually independent real Brownian motions in a fixed probability
space and is a Wiener process on L?(R). In fact, (1.1) is equivalent to the following

equations:

W) — (10,1 D,u(t) — L0, (uF)] + SLTL )
u(0) = uo. :

(1.2) is considered as the Benjamin-Ono type equation

{diff’ = 10" 0pu(t) — 0. (uP)], (1.3)

u(0) = uo.

forced by a random term q)dl?’d—f).

When o = 1 and k = 2, (1.3) reduces to the KdV equation which has been
investigated by many authors, we refer the readers to [4, 6-9, 12, 14, 20-24, 28].
The result of [23] and [24] implies that s = —32 is the critical well-posedness indices
of the Cauchy problem for the KdV equation. Guo [14] and Kishimoto [28] almost
proved that the KdV equation is globally well-posed in H~3/* with the aid of I-
method and the dyadic bilinear estimates at the same time. When a = 1 and
k = 2, (1.2) reduces to the stochastic KdV equation which has been studied by
some people, we refer the readers to [1-3]. Recently, motivated by [2], Chen et al.
[5] studied the Cauchy problem for the stochastic Camassa-Holm equation.

When a = 0 and k£ = 2, (1.3) reduces to the Benjamin-Ono equation which has
been studied by many people, we refer the readers to [29, 30, 32-36, 44]. By using
the gauge transformation introduced by [44] and a new bilinear estimate, lonescu
and Kenig [25] proved that the Benjamin-Ono equation is globally well-posed in
H*(R) with s > 0.

When 0 < a < 1 and k£ = 2, (1.3) has been investigated by some people, we
refer the readers to [10, 11, 16, 17, 20]. In [17], the author proved that (1.3) is
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locally well-posed in H®® ¢ = 135> —370‘ and globally well-posed in H ()
1 1

a = —5 — 3. Recently, by using a frequency dependent renormalization method,
Herr et al. [18] proved that (1.3) is globally well-posed in L? if 0 < a < 1 and
k = 2. Very recently, Guo [15] proved that (1.3) is locally well-posed in H*® with
s>1—aif0<a<1withk=2and in H* with s > 3 — %,k =3.

When o = 1 and k = 3, (1.3) reduces to the mKdV equation which has been
investigated by many authors, for instance, see [9, 13, 14, 21, 22, 24, 28, 37, 38, 45]
and the references therein. In [29], by using the inverse scattering method, Koch
and Tzvetkov proved that the Cauchy problem for the mKdV equation is locally
well-posed on T in H® with s > 0. In [45], Takaoka and Tsutsumi proved that
the Cauchy problem for the mKdV possesses a unique solution on T in H*® with
% <5 < % By using the modified Fourier restriction norm method, Nakanishi
et al.[38] proved that the Cauchy problem for the mKdV on T in H* with s > 3
is locally well-posed and is locally well-posed in H® with s > 1 with the help

1
of the additional assumption on initial data. Recently, Molinet [31] proved that



the solution-maps associated with the mKdV equation is discontinuous for the H®
topology for s < 0. Soonsik and Oh [43] studied the unconditional well-posedness of
mKYV equation. By using the Ito formula, BDG inequality and the conserved laws
of the KdV equation, de Bouard and Debussche [1] studied the existence of and
uniqueness of solutions to the Cauchy problem for the Stochastic KdV in H'(R)
in the case of additive noise and existence of martingale solutions in L?*(R) in the
case of multiplicative noise with the aid of Strichartz estimates and Ito formula as
well as BDG inequality. de Bouard et al. [2] obtained the existence of the solution
to the stochastic KAV in L? with the aid of the modified Bourgain spaces.

In this paper, inspired by [1, 2|, we focus on the case 0 < a < 1 and k = 3 of
(1.1). By using the Sobolev spaces and the Bourgain spaces, we proved that (1.1)
is locally well-posed for the initial data ug(z,w) € L*(Q; H*(R)) with s > 1 — 2,
where 0 < o < 1. In particular, when o« = 1, we prove that it is globally well-posed
for the initial data ug(z,w) € L*(; H'(R)). Compared to the deterministic KdV
and Benjamin-Ono equation, the structure of stochastic Benjamin-Ono equation
is more complicated. The perturbation of the noise destroyed the structure of
original structure of Benjamin-Ono. More precisely, Lemma 2.6 requires 0 < b < %
By using the idea of [46], we firstly establish the bilinear estimate, then, apply the
bilinear estimate which is just Theorem 3.1 to establish the trilinear estimate which
are Lemmas 4.1-4.2, thus, we need to use Lemmas 2.2, 2.3 which are not used in the
deterministic KAV and Benjamin-Ono to establish bilinear and trilinear estimates.
Then, the trilinear estimate in combination with the fixed point argument yields
Theorem 1.1. For the Theorem 1.2, we use the frequency truncated technique
rather than the method of [2].

We give some notations before giving the main result. We denote X ~ Y by
A | X| < Y| < Ay|X|, where A; > 0 (j = 1,2) and denote X > Y by |X| > C|Y],
where C' is some positive number which is larger than 2. (£)* = (1 + £2)> for any
¢ € R, and Zu denotes the Fourier transformation of u with respect to its all
variables. . ~'u denotes the Fourier inverse transformation of u with respect to its
all variables. .%,u denotes the Fourier transformation of u with respect to its space
variable. .Z, 'u denotes the Fourier inverse transformation of u with respect to its
space variable. H*(R) is the Sobolev space with norm || f{| zs®) = || <§>sﬁ’xf||L§(R).

For any s,b € R, X, ;(R?) is the Bourgain space with phase function ¢(¢) =
£|€|*+*. That is, a function u(z, ) belongs to X, ,(R?) iff

||u| X, p(R?) — H<§>S<7_ - €|€|a+1>bﬁu(€>T)HLg(R)Lg(R) < 0.

For any given interval L, X, (R x L) is the space of the restriction of all functions
in X, 3(R*) on R x L, and for u € X, ,(R x L) its norm is

lullx, ymxry) = H{{[Ullx, ,®2) Ulrxe = u}

When L = [0,7], X, (R x L) is abbreviated as ng. Throughout this paper,
we always assume that w(§) = £[€]*T!, ¢ is a smooth function, ¥5(t) = (%),
satisfying 0 < ¢ < 1,4 =1 when t € [0, 1], suppy C [~1,2] and 0 = 7 — £[¢[*T,
or = Tr — &l (R =1,2),

Ult)ug = s =tElEl™™) 200 (€) dE,

7

1Fllsgre = ( | ( | |f<x,t>\pdx)’q’dt> |

A llzeee = [1fllze,-

Q[



We assume that B(z,t), t > 0,z € R, is a zero mean gaussian process whose
covariance function is given by

E(B(t,2)B(s,y)) = (t A s)(x Ay)

for t,s > 0,2,y € R. (.,.) denotes the L? space duality product, i.e., (f,g) =

J f(x)g(x)dz. (Q,.F,P) is a probability space endowed with a filtration (.%):>0.

Ef = |, fdP. W(t) is a cylindrical Wiener process (W (t));=o on L*(R) associated

with the filtration (#);>o. For any orthonormal basis (eg)ren of L2(R), W =

> reo Brey for a sequence (By)ken of real, mutually independent brownian motions

on (Q, #,P, Z)i>0). Let H be a Hilbert space, LY(L*(R), H) the space of Hilbert-

Schmidt operators from L*(R) into H. Its norm is given by [®]|%,
2

> |®e;j|3. When H = H3(R), LY(L*(R), H*(R)) = Ly”".

jEN

The main results of this paper are as follows:

L2(R),H)

Theorem 1.1. Let ug(x,w) € L*(Q; H*(R)) with s > % — G and ® € LY* and
ug be Fy measurable. Then, for a.e. w € §Q, there exists a T,, > 0 and a unique

solution of the Cauchy problem for (1.1) on [0,T,] satisfying
ue C([0,T,]); H(R))) N X5

Theorem 1.2. Let o = 1, ug(z,w) € L*(QH' (R)) and ® € LY" and uy and
Fo be measurable. Then the solution to the Cauchy problem for (1.1) global and
belongs to

L*(Q; C([0, To); H'(R))
for any Ty > 0.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some key inter-
polation inequalities and preliminary estimates are established. In the Section 3,
we establish bilinear estimate with the aid of Fourier restriction norm method. In
Section 4, we will show the trilinear estimate. In section 5, we prove Theorem 1.1.
In section 6, we prove Theorem 1.2.

2. Preliminaries
In this section, we give some preliminaries which plays the crucial role in estab-
lishing the main theorems.

Lemma 2.1. Let € [0,1], v > 0 and U, (t)ug(z) = [, e@OF0)|"(&)[2 Foup(€)dé ]
Then
Vs (uolzzsz < Clluolls.

SIS

).

For the proof of Lemma 2.1, we refer the readers to Theorem 2.1 of [21].

where (p,q) = (35,

Lemma 2.2. Let b = %+ €, 0 < ek 1, then

[ullzs, < Cllullx (2.1)

0, 72&132) (% +e)
and

HDSUHL% < Cllullx, . (2.2)



Proof. Let § = 2, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

3
‘/ﬁmmmwwﬁam@% < Cugl2-
R L, ‘
where |¢| = |£]*T, |¢"| = ¢[¢]*, then
‘/aMmMKﬁﬂw@ < Cuoll 2.
R s, )
Due to [|f]| jza+0 < C||DYD{ fl| s, where v = Sary- Lhen

W@mmmy4=crfﬂww5m@%
R

2a+4
L;vt

IN

C||DID} / e F g (€)
R

6
th

< Cllugllzz. (23)

= | [ el Fofe
R

6
th

Combining [|U(¢)ug(z)][ 2046 < C|luol/rz with a standard argument, we have
[u(@) | 2eve < Cllullxg,14e (2.4)
By using the Plancherel identity, we have that
lullzz, = Cllullxo,- (2.5)

Interpolating (2.4) with (2.5) yields

Jules, < Cllll, sy, (26)
2(at2) 12
From (2.3), by using a standard proof, we have that
D2 ull s, < Cllullx,,- (2.7)
Interpolating (2.7) with (2.5) yields
1D ul[ps, < Cllullx, 4,- (2.8)
1
We have completed the proof of Lemma 2.2.
[
Lemma 2.3. Let b = % + e Then, for 0 < s < %, we have that
2
117 (ur, ug)| 2, < CHHWHX,MMM)S ) (2.9)

] 1 2(a+2)

where

FI(ur,ug)(§,7) = £:£1+£2 H51|a+1—|§2\a+1\syul(5h7'1)&@”2(5277'2)dfldﬁ-

T=T1+T2



a+3+2(at+1)s

Proof. Let F;(&;,7;) = (o)) 2+t "Fu,(&;,7,)(j = 1,2). To prove Lemma
2.3, by the Plancherel identity, it suffices to prove that

Fy Fy
ﬁ: 51 +§2 ||£1|OZ4_1 - ‘52‘a+1|s a+3+2(a+1)sb a+3+2(a+1)sbd£1d7—1
T=T71+T7 <Ul> 2a+2 <O'2> 2a+2 LE
2
< LI (2.10)
j=1

Assume that b; = %b By using the Young inequality, since 0 < s < 2,
we have that

16177 = 1€ " (o1) ™" (o)™

= H£1|a+1 - ‘52‘0{—1—1|S<Ul>_2bs<02>_2bs<01> (b1 —2bs) <02 (b1 —2bs)

)~
)

< 2s[€0] T — &7 V2 (01) " 0a) T8+ (1 — 28) (o) " 2eral (o) "Eare
<16 = &[T Y2 01) o) P (o) T Bera (o) TEarel, (2.11)

By using (2.11), Plancherel identity, Lemma 3.1 in [17], we have that

Fy E
A=51 +& [T ST STEEEE, | atrEeims, 061071
T=TI+T2 <Ul> 2a+4 <0’2> 2a+2 L2
<\ foeare ol —lal WH e
T=T1+T2 12
&t
2
F
-+ / H deldTl
£=&+¢
f—mitre =1 (0j)2a51 2.
2
F; F;
-1 J
= CH 7 <<0>b> ((g >2atr34b>
]:1 J XOb j XO b3 .
' 2a+4
2
< CTLIE s (212
=1

We have completed the proof of Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 2.4. Let up € H*(R), ¢ > 1/2,0 < b < 1/2. Then fort € [0,T], U(t)uy €
X[, and there is a constant ky > 0 such that

1U ) uollxr, < Kalluol|ms- (2.13)

There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for t € [0,1] and f € XT,,

For the proof of Lemma 2.4, we refer the readers to Lemma 3.1 of [2].

[ vt ssas

< CT" | s . (214

T
Xs,b

Lemma 2.5. Let

u= [t Ut — s)PdW (s)



and ® € Lg’s, fort € [0,T], we have

E( sup, [ll3-) < 38T/

te[0,T

LO,s- (215)

Lemma 2.5 can be proved s1m11arly to Proposition 2.1 of [2].
Lemma 2.6. Let

t
u= / Ut — s)PdW (s),
0
s,b € R withb < 3 and ® € LY®. Then, we have that

B (Ilval,,) < Clel.. (2.16)

For the proof of Lemma 2.6, we refer the readers to Proposition 2.1 of [2].

3. Bilinear estimate

In this section, we give an important bilinear estimate which can be used to
establish two important trilinear estimates.

Theorem 3.1. For allu,v on RXx R, 0 << e<1 andb= % — €, we have
(3.1)

lurusllzz < Cllualix_y  Nuallx, o -

N[}

1
2

Proof. Define
Fi(6,m) = (€)7o Fui(én,n)  Falfe,m) = (€2)2 1 (00) Fu(€s, )
o; =1 — 1§10, =12

To obtain (3.1), it suffices to prove that

/ /5_5 » Ki(&,m,&,7) |F|H|F|d§1d7'1d§d7'<C’||F||Lz H||F||Lz , (3.2)
R2 1

T=T1+ T2 Jj=1

where

/2,5
faeons. 1) = S

Without loss of generality, we assume that /' > 0, F; > 0(j = 1,2).

2 2
O = {(&,m,&7) eRYE= ijﬂ' = Z% &1] < &f <6},
=1

J=1

2 2
Q= {(€1,7,6,7) ERLE=D 6,7 =D 75,16l = 6,16 > (4}

j=1 j=1
2 2
Q3 = {(£177—17£77—) S R'47£ = Z£j77— = Zij |£2‘ > 67 ‘£2| ~ |£1|}7
=1 =1
]2 ]2
Q4 - {(61)7_1’5’7-) € R'4>€ = ZgjaT = ZTj> |€2| S |€1| S 6}a
j=1 J=1

2 2
Q5 = {(€1,7,6,7) ERLE=D 6,7 =D 7,14l = 6,16 > (&}
P =1

2 2
Q= {(€,m,67) ERLE=D &m =) 7, 16] 2 6,[&] > |6, 6] ~ 16},
j=1 j=1



We define

(1)- & ={(&,m,&7) € RLE =30, 6,7 = X7 75, 4] < |%] < 6} In this

subregion, we have that

Ki(&,m,67) < W-

By using the Plancherel identity and the Holder inequality and 3 a+3 5 ( +e) < 2 —¢,
we have that

] 1F’]
L<C/t/ T o d¢,drdedr
R2 =81 +¢&2 j=1<UJ>

T=T1+ T2

<C [ FE)fifadudt < C|F HLzHHfJHL;

R2

< C||F ||z, HllngxO P
< OlIF| gz, H 155 2z, (3.3)
=1

<f2>|.9|2 = {(fl,ﬁ,g,file R E =300 16,7 =20 7516l > 6,16] > &}
If |&] < 1, we have that

C

Kl(glﬂ'lafﬂ') < m

This case can be proved similarly to €.
If |&| > 1, we have

o a+l a+1 4((::11)
Kl(glaTlagaT) S C 2|€2|4 < C||§2| |€2| |

H]:1<0]>b B Hj2:1<0]>b
By using Lemma 2.3, we have
a+1 a+1 4(a+1) F
b<C/(/ 15 |“2| bILlj%mwa
R2J fTaie [L;=i(0s)

/ |€2]0H! — |&| T F T2, F
2
fsare [T;=1(0)

< Ol Fllz, d&idm

12

ET

2
< OIF N, TTIE N2z -

=1

(3) Q3 - {(5177—17577—) € R‘47£ = Z?:l é-j?T = Z?:l Tj’ |£2| Z 67 ‘52‘ ~ ‘51‘}

ol Dalor
Ki(6,m,6,7) < CH?:l(O’j)b : CH§:1<UJ>b




By using the Plancherel identity and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

J3<C/ / 1L;- 1'%‘ Hbf 5 e drdedr
R?J 28T Hj:1<0j>

a F;
< C|F| D;%l( ; )
L&j—l:[l ()" )l 1a,
2
< C1F ) [T 15z (3.
j=1

(4). Q = {(&,n,¢,7) € RYLE = Z?:lfjﬁ = Z?;N’Mfﬂ < |&| < 6} In this

subregion, we have that

C
—
Hj=1<gj>b
Thus subregion can be proved similarly to €2;.

(5). Q5 ={(&,m.67) €RLE =30, 4.7 =0 74l = 6,4 > [&f} In

this subregion, we have

Ki(&,m,81) <

1
1S ) i

[Tj- (o)

Ki(&,m,617)<C

By using Lemma 2.3, we have that

a+1 a+1 2(O‘+1)F
J5<C/ / 15| |§|2 | A [T, dfldTldde
rR2J é=a+é Hj (o)

6]+ = &= F T2,

_ 2
E;ii% Hj:1<aj>b

T=T1+ T2

d€1d7'1

< CHFHLgT

L2,

2
<OIF ez, TTIF e, -

=1

|<§>|.} O = {(&1,7,6,7) €RLE=D0 8,7 =30 714l = 6,16] > &l [&] ~
20 1-

This subregion can be proved similarly to 3.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 3.1.
4. Trilinear estimates

In this section, we will establish two new trilinear estimates which play a crucial
role in establishing the local well-posedness of solution.

We will establish the Lemma 4.1 with the aid of the idea in [44]. Let Z = R
and T';(Z) denote the hyperplane in R*

Z)={(&, &) €eZ G+ +& =0}

endowed with the induced measure

/ fi= (€, &pmn, =& — - = §eor)dy - - - dg
T (2) Zk-1



A function m : I'y(Z) — C is said to be a [k; Z]-multiplier, and we define the norm
|m||jk;z) to be the best constant such that the inequality

AM jﬁ 7€)

holds for all test function f; on Z.
-5 b:%—e. Then

< [l lge; Z]H 151l z2-

Lemma 4.1. Let so = %

3
Ix,y - < CTT llusllx

J=1

Proof. By duality, Plancherel identity and the definition, to obtain (4.1), it suffices
to prove that

10z (uruzus) (4.1)

50,b"

H Y &) ) <c. (4.2)
Tl — w&) TR % |y
By using the symmetry and
3
(€)1 < ClE)? [Z ]
resulting from
&1+ & + &l < (&),

to obtain (4.2), it suffices to prove

H (€a)'2(6)' " <c (4.3)

51 5_% £3>§_4 Hg 1< w(£j)>§_e [4;RxR] B

(4.3) follows from 7T'T™* identity in Lemma 3.7 of [44] and Lemma 3.1.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let s > sy == — % b———e. Then

|0 (urugus)

3
Ix.. ., < CTT i, .- (4.4)

Proof. (4.4) is equivalent to the following inequality

/ / 1€ F T F 6 dridydrdédr < C|F | ﬁ||F|| (4.5)
1 1 2072 = L2 i1l L2 .
e szgrare ()T (E) ()" =R

Since
y3e0 <CH o0, (4.6)

(4.5) is equivalent to the following inequality

€l(&) FTTj -
|/ S e i deodrdedr < CI g, ] 1701z (4.7
reJ fzarers () [[m (&) (o =

which is just the Lemma 4.1.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 4.2.



Lemma 4.3. Let s > sg = % -5 b= % —¢. Then
3
10, (wrugug) [y, < CT] [l x7, - (4.8)
j=1

Combining Lemma 4.2 with a standard proof, we can obtain Lemma 4.3.

5. Local well-posedness

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. Let z(t) = U(t)up and u = fg Ut —
s)PdW .
The solution to (1.1) is equivalent to the following integral equation

u(t) = U(t)ug +% /O t Ut — )8, (u®)ds + /0 t U(t — s)BdW. (5.1)

and v(t) = u(t) — z(t) — u. Then, we have that

v(t) =u(t) — 2(t) —u = % /0 Ut — 8)0, (v + 2(t) + 1)>ds. (5.2)
We define
G(v) = % /0 Ut — 8)0, (v + 2(t) + u)*ds. (5.3)

By using Lemma 4.4, Lemmas 2.4, 2.5, 2.7, we have that

IG()llxr, < H% /Ot Ut — 8)0, (v + z(t) + u)*ds

XT

s,b
3
Xs,b

). (5.4)

_ i _
<1 (I, + 101, + 10 (7 )

_ i _
<1 (bl + oy, + 10 ()

similarly, we have that

G (v1) = G(vo)llxr, < H% /Ot Ut —8)0, (v + z(t) + u)’ds

T
Xs,b

T

t
oo (7 ) d

3
2o -+ ol +z] | (5.6)

} . (5.7)

. t\ _

2
Xs,b

)69

< oo = sl (Il + ol + o

R~ | () d

T, = inf { T>0,CT" R} >

Let

and define

> =



From Lemma 2.6, for any 0 < T" < 1, we have that

Ixjo.myllx,, < Cllallx:, < Cw)

a.s. Moreover, since b = 3 — ¢, ||xp,rtl/x,, is a.s. continuous with respect to
T. From (5.6), we know that 7,, > 0 a.s. Combining (5.6) with the fact that
X011l x,, is Fr-measurable, we know that 7, is a stopping time. Combining
(5.4), (5.8) with (5.6), (5.7), we have that G maps the ball of radius 1 in Xg:g into
itself and

1
IG(n) = Gz, < 5l — sl (5.8)

consequently, G has a unique fixed point, which is the unique process u satisfying
(1.1) on [0, T,,]. Now we prove that v € C([0,T]; H*(R)). Since 0 < b < 3, thus we
obtain [|2(t)||c(o,r;m+) < ||2(t)|lx,,_,- From Proposition 4.7 of [42] and Theorem
6.10 of [40], we know that u € C([0,7]; H*(R)). Obviously, we have that

1 t
o]l eqo,r),ms < Hg/ Ut — s)&vugds
0

T
Xs,lfb

< C||u||§<gb < C(1 + [|uo||gs + C’(w))3 < 0.

Thus, v € C([0,7T]; H*. In conclusion, we have that v = z(t)+u+v € C([0,T]; H?).
For the proof of the rest of Theorem 1.1, we refer the readers to Theorem 1.1
of [2, 41].
We have completed the proof of Theorem 1.1.

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2
In this section, inspired by [41, 42], we prove Theorem 1.2.
Firstly, we consider the following the frequency truncated stochastic PDE

(6.1)

) = ug'(x) = Puo (),

{dum(t) — [~Pum — 10, ((um™))]dt + B, dW (),
u™(z,0

where ., Ppug(z) =1 (i) Frup(§). Obviously, (6.1) can be rewritten as follows:

m

1

u™ = U(t)ui' — 3 /0 St —7)[(u™)?)dr + /0 Ut —1)0"dW (7). (6.2)

Firstly, we establish the following Lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Let ug(z,w) € L*(Q; H*(R)) with s > 1 and uy be F, measurable

and ® € LY *. Suppose that Q C Q is such that, for w € Q, there exists u™(t) which
is a solution to (6.2) fort € [0,T] with T <T,,,, where

el ()

Then for allt € [0,T) and any p € N, we have that

3
T, = inf T>0,20T1_2b<||u70”| ) >1p. (6.3)
Xs,b

te[0,7

E ( sup !Iumllz’;m) < C(p,m), (6.4)

where C(p,m) = C (p, T, ||ug*|| 2, ||(I>m||L9'1)'



Proof.From Theorem 1.1, we know that there exists a unique solution u™ to (6.1)
for t € [0,T,, v]. Since T' < T}, ,,, inside €2, we obtain that

E<WPWW%MJSE<$WHWWAQWW%>~ (6.5)

te[0T] te[0,7]

Since (a + b)? < 2P71(aP 4 b°) with a > 0,b > 0,p > 1, we have that

2
E ( sup ||um(t/\Tw,m)||§f%> <> 1 (6.6)
j=1

t€[0,T]
where
]1 — 2p—1E Sup Hum(t /\ Tw7m)||i;l; )
t€[0,T] ’
I, = or—1lp sup ||u;”(t A Twm"a)”i% :
t€[0,T] ‘
Obviously,

1 1
I =2"""E | sup (Jlug'(t ATom)ll7z — Zlu™ A Tom)l1a + zllu™ (A Ton)ll74)
te[0,T] 6 6

S ]21 +[22. (67)

where

_ 1 8
bﬁ%pm<wp@%WA%MMV@M@N%MMJ>,

te[0,7

1 /2\” 4p
Loy = 13 E{ sup [lu(tAT,m)l/2]-
te[0,T]

By using the interpolation Theorem, we have that

op-1
Iy < 1 E ( sup |lul(t /\Tw7m)||i‘2> + C(p)E ( sup ||u(t/\Tw7m)||ip2> . (6.8)

tel0,T) t€[0,T

Combining (6.8) with (6.9), we have that

3
ZIQ <In+C(pE < sup JJu(t A Tw,m)Hi’;) ) (6.9)

te[0,T

From (6.9), we have that

4
I, < g[gl + C(p)E ( sup |Ju(t A Tw,m)Hi@) : (6.10)
te[0,T

Combining (6.6) with (6.10), we have that

E ( sup ||u™(t /\Tw7m)||§%>

te[0,T

< oP~lR ( sup |lu(t A Tw,m)HiI;)

t€[0,T

4
+§[21 + C(p)E ( sup |Ju(t A Tw,m)H(z’;) ; (6.11)

tel0.,7)



Combining (6.11) with a proof similar to (5.3.10) of Lemma 5.17 of [42], we have
Lemma 6.1.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.2. Let o = 1 and ug(z,w) € L*(Q; H*(R)) with s > 1 and ® € LY®

and ug be Fy measurable. For any m and any Ty > 0, there exists an almost surely
unique solution u™ to (6.2) for all t € [0, Tp).

Proof. Combining Lemma 6.1 with a proof similar to Proposition 4.8 of [42], we
have that Lemma 6.2 is valid.
We have completed the proof of Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.3. The sequence u™ is bounded in L*(Q2, L°°(0, To; H'(R))). More pre-
cisely, we have that

E( sup ||um||%1;> < 0 (B ). . 9] 101 ) (6.12)
te[0,To)
Proof. Let &(u™) = ||u™||%,. Applying the Ito formula to & (u™) yields

t 1 t .
lu™ (122 = [lug||%: +6/0 [u™ |72 (u™, ®™dW) + 5/0 Tré&" (u™)(@™) (™) d6.13)

with
E"(u™)p = 24[|u™ |72 (u™, ¢)u™ + 6[[u™|| 2.

By using a martingale inequality which can be seen in Theorem 3.14 of [40], we
have

t
B swp [ i, omaw)
tE[O,To} 0

To 1/2
< 3K ( / ||um||i2||<<b*>muM||L2ds)
0
1
< LB ( sup s ) + CTEE" 000, (6.14)
16 te[0,To) 2

By using the definition of trace operator and the Young inequality, we have
Tr(&"(u™)mdr )
= D[4l (™, @) + 6l | 22197 e 2]

JEN
< 30[u™[ 212717

0,0
L2

1 m m
< TTOHU 122 + CTF (2™ || 50- (6.15)

Inserting (6.14), (6.15) into (6.13) yields

m m 1 m m
iz < Mug'llze + S llw™lz: + CTGN 2™ 1 (6.16)

0,0 -
L2

From (6.16), we have

B ( sup IIUmII(iz) <2 (lug'llz) + CTH[ ™[I} g0- (6.17)

= LO,O
+c[0.77 2



Let €(u™) = ||[u™||7. Applying the Ito formula to € (u,,) yields

t 1 t
o5 = g+ 8 [ st amdw) + 5 [ 2re e @m)dge.ts)

with
G (u™) ¢ = 48||u|| 12 (U™, p)u™ + 8|u| 3.

By using a martingale inequality which can be seen in Theorem 3.14 of [40], we
have

t
B( sup / ™S (™, @™ V)
te[0,70] Jo

To 1/2
ssE(/ mw@m¢wwﬂ&mQ
0
1
< LB ( sup um ) + CTdjem S, (6.19)
16 t€[0,To) 2

By using the definition of trace operator and the Young inequality, we have

T’r‘ (%/l(um)q)m(q)*)m>
=3 [A8][um 2 (u, @) + 8w 4|07 |2]
JEN
< 56/[u™]|%. | 9™ 0.0
2
1 m m
< 5||u 1%, + CTg||@™|® (6.20)

0,0 -
L2

Inserting (6.19), (6.20) into (6.18) yields

m m 1 m m
ez < Mug'llze + 5 ll™lz: + CTG 1™ 17 (6.21)

0,0 -
L2

From (6.21), we have

E( sup Humuiz) < 2E ([lug'[l92) + CTg 2™ 0.0 (6.22)

t€[0,To] Lg’o
Let
m 1 m\2 1 m\4
Hy(u™) == [ (ul')de —— [ (u")*dx. (6.23)
2 Jr 4 Jr
Applying the Ito formula to I(u™) yields
t
Hau™) = Hau) - [ (i + (), 2 ()
0
1 t
+§/ Tr (HY(u™)®™(P™)*) ds. (6.24)
0
with

Hg(um)¢ = —@uz — 3(um>2¢-



By using a martingale inequality which can be seen in Theorem 3.14 of [40], we
have

t
E( sup —/ (ul + (um)3,<1>de(s))>
tej0,10]  Jo

<38 (( / P @y um + @) ’) 1/2) |

By using the Sobolev embedding H* < L>, we have
m\* m m m m m 2
(@) (uy + (™)) [P = Y [(ufs, @7ey) + ((w™)?, D™e;)]
jEN+

<O Y (i 2™ eslFn + ™ l[2allw™ |2 | 2™e; 1)

JENT
< C (T ™) lu™ 12 .-

Consequently, we have
t
E| sup —/ (u™ + (u™)?, @"dW (s))
te[0,To] 0

< 3E <( / " @y i+ @) ) 1/2)

< OTY2 (1 -+ o™ 22 ™ |7 g
_HumHHl + CTo| @™ [I}o1 + CTGIL™ [00 + Cllu™|I72.
Thus, by using H' < L>, we have
Tr (Hy(u™)®™(2™)")
_ _Z/ [(©7,)0e®™e; + 3(u™)2(@™e;)?] di

JjEN

m 2 m m 2 m m
<Y (@™ e)al7e + Blwm |7 1975 72) < C|@ o 1™ 15 + 1]

jEN

By using the martingale inequality, we have

P (é‘&%{ / t<u;z+<um>3,<bdw<s>>> <38 (( [ @ = ) as) 1/2) -

Consequently, we have

1 t
—/ Tr (Hy(u™) @™ (7)) ds < _||um||L2 + CTY @™ [ }01 + CTol| 2™}
0

0,1-
2 Ly

Thus, we have

E| sup Hy(u™)
t€[0,To]

E( sup ||U?||2L2>
te[0,To)

1 1
+—E( sup |IU?II%2) +-E ( sup ||um||§2> +CT2||<1>’”||201 + CTy || ™3
4 tc[0.Th] 2 tel0. 70

< E (Hs(ug')) +

ANy

LOl



From the above inequality, by using the interpolation theorem
1
lullzs < Cllugllzz|lullz: + glluxlliz +Cllullz2

and (6.24), we have

E< sup Hu?”é) < 4E (Hy(ug')) +C’E< sup HumH%z>

te[0,To] te[0,To]

+CTGI 2™ |01 + CTo[| 2™ |70, +CE< sup ||um||i2>

te[0,To)

< CE[ug’ |7 + CE ( sup ||um||2m>
t€[0,To)

+CE | sup |[u™||}2 | + CE [ sup [[u™]|% | + CE | sup |u™|72
te[0,To) t€[0,To] t€[0,To)

+CT|| 2701 + CTF[[ Q™[00 + CTH @™ [ox + CT5|| ™17

0,1
L2

< CE (lug'llzn) + B (llug'llz2) + E (lug'll72) + CE ( sup ||um||2m>

te[0,To)

+CE< sup ||um||i2> + CTo| @™ [[o01 + CTGI L™ (I}

te[0,To)
+COTH 2™ (801 + CTH 2™ 300 + CTE ™[ 00. (6.25)
2 2 2
We define 2(u™) = [ (um)zdatr‘. Applying the Ito formula to Z(u) yields
t 1 t
(") = )+ 4 [ e, omaw) + 5 [ 79 @men (@),
0

0

where
D" (u™)p = 8(u™, ¢)u™ + 4l|u™|720.

By using a computation similar to (6.25), we have

E < sup Hmu;) < 2B (lug'llz2) + CT 9™} oo- (6.26)
t€[0,To] 2
In the same way, we have
m||2 m||2 m||2
E( sup ||u ||L2) < 2E (Jlug'll72) + CTol|2™ |7 0.0 (6.27)
t€[0,To] 2

Inserting (6.26), (6.27) into (6.25) yields

3
E ( sup ||u;”||2Lz> < CE(|ul’lm +1)°+C [T0]|<I>m||2Lo,1 + 1} : (6.28)
t€[0,To] 2
Combining (6.27) with (6.28), we have
3
E ( sup ||um||§{1) < CE(||[ul|m +1)° +C [T0||<I>m||ig,1 + 1} : (6.29)

tel0.7o]



From (6.29), we have that

te[0,T0]

3
E< sup Humyﬁp) < CE (|Juo||gr +1)° +C [T0||<I>||ig,1 +1] : (6.30)

We have completed the proof of Lemma 6.3.

Now we are in a position to Theorem 1.2.

From Lemma 6.3, we know that after extraction of a subsequence, we can find
a function @ € L*(; L>=(0, Ty; H'(R))) such that

u™ = (6.31)
in L(; L>=(0, Ty; H'(R))) weak star. Moreover, we have

E< sup ||21||§{1) < C. (6.32)

te[0,T0]

Let 2™(t) = U(t)uf and @™ = [, U(t — 7)®™dr and v™ = u™ — 2™ — @™, then for
each m, v™ satisfies the truncated equation
1 t
v = 3 / Ut — 7)0,(v™ + 2™ 4+ a™)3dr =: G, (v™). (6.33)
0
By repeating the proof of Theorem 1.1, it is easily checked that G,, is a. s. a
contraction on a ball of radius 1 in X f , for any 7" > 0, satisfying

20T (2 +{lug'l e + ||xte[o,f]umllxl,b)3 <1. (6.34)
Let
D(w) = sup [,
0<t<Tp
Then

E( sup ||a||i1;) <c

0<t<Ty

thus, we derive that D(w) < oo a.s. We consider T}, > 0 satisfying

~ 1-2b . 3
207, (24 Juollin + D) + e 77" I, ) < 1. (6.35)

Then for any m, we have that
lug' ||z < lluoll s

and

" ‘

<

HX[O@}“ thoﬂ“”xl,b '

X,
It follows that (6.34) is valid a.s. for any m with 7' = T,,. Furthermore, we have
that T, <T,,, where T}, is the solution v from Theorem 1.1. Consequently, G and
G, are contractions in Xf‘g for any m, where T, satisfies (6.35). Particularly, a

unique solution v € XlT}g to (5.2) a.s. exists. Moreover, for any m, v™ and v are
the unique fixed points of the contractions GG,, and G, respectively



By using Lemmas 2.4, 2.5, 2.7 and Lemma 4.3, we have that u™ — u in
C([0,T,]; H'(T)) and obtain that u = @ for t € [0,7,] a.s. with the aid of the idea
of Section 4.3.2 of [42]. Consequently, we have that

l(T)l7: < sup [l = Do (6.36)
t€[0,To]

Combining (6.35) with (6.36), we can construct a solution on [T,,,2T,] a.s. starting
from u(27,,), we obtain a solution on [0, Ty] by reiterating this argument.
We have completed the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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