arXiv:1512.09260v2 [math.PR] 11 Oct 2016

Noname manuscript No.
(will be inserted by the editor)

Nonlinear stochastic evolution equations of
second order with damping

Etienne Emmrich - David Sigka

28th September 2016

Abstract Convergence of a full discretization of a second order ststib evolution
equation with nonlinear damping is shown and thus existefeesolution is estab-
lished. The discretization scheme combines an implicietstepping scheme with an
internal approximation. Uniqueness is proved as well.

Keywords Stochastic evolution equation of second order, Monotorezaipr, Full
discretization, Convergence, Existence, Uniqueness

Mathematics Subject Classification (201060H15, 47J35, 60H35, 65M12

1 Introduction

In this article, a second order evolution equation with &deliand multiplicative
“noise” is considered. Such equations were first studieddrgd®ux [24]. The corres-
ponding initial value problem may be written as

i+ At + Bu = f 4 C(u,w)W in (0,T), 4(0) = vo, u(0) = uo, (1.1)

where ¥ is the “noise” andl’ > 0 is given. A variety of phenomena in physical
sciences and engineering can be modelled using equatighe tdrm [1.1). IfK is
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the integral operator withK w)(t) := fg w(s)ds for some functionv then the above
problem is (witha = v) formally equivalent to

v+ Av + B (ug 4+ Kv) = f + C (ug + Kv,0) Win (0,T), v(0) = vo. (1.2)

To give a more precise meaning to the above problentHet-, ), | - |) be areal
Hilbert space identified with its dudl* and let(Va, || - ||v,) and(Vg, || - |lv,) be
real, reflexive, separable Banach spaces that are densketpatinuously embedded
in H. The main result will require, in addition, thal, is densely and continuously
embedded iz and so

Vi Vg H=H" <V =V}

with — denoting dense and continuous embeddings. We wilusgeto denote the
duality pairing between elements of some Banach space suddi@l. Moreover, let
(£2, F, (Ft)tepo, 1), P) be a stochastic basis and 1&t = (W (t)).c(o,7) be an infinite
dimensional Wiener process adapted to the filtratiBn (o, and such that for any
t,h > 0the incremenW (t + h) — W (¢) is independent af.

The exact assumptions will be stated in Secfiibn 2. For nowfiices to say that
B : Vpx {2 — V}isalinear, bounded, symmetric and strongly positive dper@he
operatord : V4 x 2 — V3 and, forj € N, the operator€’; : Vg x V4 x 2 — H are
nonlinear, jointly satisfying appropriate coercivity amdnotonicity-like conditions.
Furthermore, we assume thatis hemicontinuous and satisfies a growth condition.
We write C = (C});en and assume thaf' mapsVs x V4 x 2 into I?(H). We
consider the stochastic evolution equation

v(t) + / [Av(s) + B(uo + (Kv)(s))]ds
0 (1.3)

=g +/O f(s)ds +/0 C(uo + (Kv)(s),v(s))dW (s)

fort € [0,T], whereu, anduy are givenFy-measurable random variables that are
Vi and H-valued, respectively. ThE-valued procesg is adapted td.F;);>o and
the stochastic integral is the Itd integral with

/0 c<u<s>,v<s>>dw<s>=; / C;(u(s), v(s))dVV; (s).

Stochastic partial differential equations of second ondéme are an active area
of research. Broadly speaking, difficulties arise from mogdr operators, lack of
damping, multiplicative noise and noise terms that are otinuous martingales
as well as from regularity issues inherent to second ordelugen equations. Non-
linear operators are a particular issue if they are nonfiimethe “highest order” term
rather than a nonlinear perturbation of a linear principat.pWe briefly point the
reader to various papers exploring some of the above issues.

Peszat and Zabczyk [25] give necessary and sufficient dondifor the exist-
ence of solutions to a stochastic wave equation without dagnfnear in the highest
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order term with nonlinear zero order term and nonlinear iplidative noise. Mar-
inelli and Quer-Sardanyons [21] prove existence of sohdifor a class of semilin-
ear stochastic wave equations driven by an additive noise ¢éven by a possibly
discontinuous square integrable martingale. Kim [17] pbexistence and unique-
ness of a solution to a semilinear stochastic wave equatithrdamping and additive
noise. Carmona and Nualdrt [4] investigate the smoothrregepies of the solutions
of one-dimensional wave equations with nonlinear randawirig. Further work has
been done regarding the smoothness of solutions, we refaetder to Millet and
Morien [22] as well as Millet and Sanz-Solé [23] and the refeces therein.

In the deterministic case, second order evolution equatsimilar to [1.1) have
been investigated in the seminal paper of Lions and Str2@§sThis has been exten-
ded to the stochastic case by Pardoux [24]. Indeed, Par@dijikfs shown existence
of solutions via a Galerkin approximation and uniquene€&®) under the assump-
tion that the operators are deterministic and LipschitZzioolwus on bounded subsets
but allowing time-dependent operators. Finally, we no&t Bardoux [24] also covers
the case of first-order-in-time stochastic evolution equiat For first-order-in-time
stochastic evolution equations, we also refer the readéntiov and Rozovskiil[19].

Our aim is twofold: We wish to prove convergence of a fullyadéete approxim-
ation of [1.3) including a time discretization. As far as #nghors are aware, this
paper is the first to prove convergence of a full discretiratif stochastic evolu-
tion equations of second order with a damping that has neatiprincipal part and
a rather general multiplicative noise. Moreover, we wislextend Pardoux’s result
to random operators removing the Lipschitz-type condit®ee Example2.1 for a
situation where the assumption of Lipschitz continuity @ubded subsets does not
hold but the assumptions of this paper are satisfied. We shkisteace of solutions
to (1.3) by proving appropriate convergence of solutions foll discretization. Un-
fortunately, the randomness of the operators finally reguine assumption thaty
is continuously embedded i¥iz (see also Remaik2.5), which is not the case with
Pardoux[[24]. The reason is the use of the standard Itd flarfiou the square of the
norm, see, e.g., Krylov and Rozovskii [19], Gyongy and Ikw{14] or Prévot and
Rockner[[26]. It is left for future work whether the 1td foula can be adapted to the
general case where neitherlig embedded intd’s nor is Vg embedded intd/y4.
This is a rather delicate problem already for the integrakip parts in the determ-
inistic case (see again Lions and Stralss [20] as well as Ehrand Thalhammer
[11]]). Finally, we will show that two solutions are indistjnishable.

Let us now describe the full discretization. A Galerkin stiedV,,, ),,cn for Va
will provide the internal approximation. For the temporadaletization, we choose
an explicit scheme for approximating the stochastic irgklgut otherwise we use an
implicit scheme. Finally, we have to truncate the infinitendhsional noise term.

Fix m,r, N € N. Lett := T/N. Forn = 0,1,...,N, lett, := nr. Define
C" = (C])jenWith C] := Cjforj=1,...,r,C7 = 0forj > rand let

W(tn) —W(tn—1) for n=2,... N,

AW ::{0, for n=1.

Forg € I*(H), we definegW (t) := >,y gxWi(t). Clearly, 7, t,, and AW™ all
depend onV. This dependence will always be omitted in our notation. fdeason
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for taking AW = 0 will become clear during the proof of the a priori estimate fo
the discrete problem. It allows one to assume thds an H-valued Fy-measurable
random variable (rather than1&,-valued one). This is consistent with the case of
deterministic second-order-in-time evolution equatj@ee Lions and Strauds [20],
and the stochastic second-order-in-time evolution equoafisee Pardouix [24].

We now defingu™)_, and(v")Y_, which will be approximations ofi andv,
respectively, such that(t,,) ~ u™ andv(t,) =~ v™. Assume that thé&,-measurable
random variables® andv? take values if//,, and are some given approximations of
the initial valuesu anduvy, respectively. Letf))_; be an approximation of with
f™ being anF; -measurablé’}-valued random variable for = 1,..., N.

Now we can fully discretize[(113). We do this by approximgtthe integrands
in (I.3) by piecewise constant processes on the time (@rigf_. Effectively, the
value on the right-hand side of each interval is taken wher@gpmating the non-
stochastic integrals and the value on the left-hand sidadti eterval is taken when
approximating the 1td stochastic integral. We defin€)Y_, with v" being V,,,-

valued forn = 1, ..., N as the solution of
n k
CEROEE DY <Avk +B(u0 +erj),<p>
k=1 j=1

(1.4)
n n k—1
— )+ + Y <O’“ <u0 +Tzvj,vk1)AW’“,sa)

k=1 k=1 j=1

forallp € V,,, andn = 1,..., N. We can immediately see thai(lL.4) corresponds to

Un_vn—l n
- - Av™ + B 0 k
(o) e {am s eri) o)

n—1
. AW™
o (e () A7)
k=1

forallp € V,,, andforn = 1,..., N. This is exactly the numerical scheme one could
obtain directly from[(Z.R). In the cageé = 0 (i.e., the non-stochastic case) this would
be an implicit Euler scheme in the “velocity”, with the intagjoperator replaced by
a simple quadrature. With" := v + 73", v¥, we further see thaf(1.4) is also
equivalent to

un72un71+un72 uniunfl
(B ) () )

n—1_ ,n—2 Awn
= (") + <C’”<U"1,u - ) ,sa)

T T

forall p € V,,, andforn = 1, ..., N, wherex® andu~! := u°® — 70° are given. One
could obtain this scheme directly froln (IL.1).

Numerical schemes for deterministic evolution equatidrtb® above type have
been investigated mostly for the particular case that= V. Emmrich and Thal-
hammer [[10] have proved weak convergence of time disctetiza under the as-
sumption thatV, is continuously embedded iViz. In Emmrich and Thalhammer
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[11], weak convergence of fully discrete approximationgrigved in the case when
strongly continuous perturbations are added to the naalipencipal partd and the
linear principal partB even if V4 is not embedded ifYz. This also generalizes the
existence result of Lions and Strauss|[20]. The convergesstats have subsequently
been extended in Emmrich asika [8]. The situation for linear principal pattbut
nonlinear, non-monotonB requires a different analysis and is studied in Emmrich
andSigka [9].

Numerical solutions of second-order-in-time stochastidipl differential equa-
tions have also been studied but for semilinear problemgaés Saedpanach and
Larsson[[13] considered a finite element approximation efitiear stochastic wave
equation with additive noise using semigroup theory. Habkes [16] demonstrated
weak convergence (weak in the probabilistic sense) of nigaleapproximations to
semilinear stochastic wave equations with additive ndie Naurois, Jentzen and
Welti prove weak convergence rates for spatial spectralegamations for an equa-
tion with multiplicative noisel[[b]. For results on full-digetization, see also Anton,
Cohen, Larsson and Wang [2]. Semigroup theory is also usékkbsitore and Za-
bczyk [28] to prove weak convergence of the laws for Wong-aZalpproximations
to semilinear strongly damped evolution equations of sdamder with multiplic-
ative noise acting on the zero-order-in-time term. Errdinggtes and estimates of
the rate of convergence can be found, e.g., in Walsh [29] aret-Qardanyons and
Sanz-Solé&[27] for particular examples governed by a lipeacipal part.

This paper is organized as follows. Secfidn 2 contains albgsumptions and the
statement of the main results of the paper. In Seé¢fion 3, wayghe full discretiza-
tion, prove that the fully discrete problem has a uniquetsmhuand establish a priori
estimates. We use the a priori estimates and compactnassamngs in Section]4 to
obtain a stochastic process that is the weak limit of piesewibnstant-in-time pro-
longations of the solutions to the discrete problem. Ini®ad, it is shown that the
weak limits satisfy the stochastic evolution equation sfhially proves convergence
as well as existence of a solution. Uniqueness is then priov@dctior 6.

2 Statement of assumptions and results

In this section, we state the precise assumptions on thatmpsr we define what is
meant by a solution t¢_(11.3) and we give the statement of thie reault of this paper.
Let us start with explaining the notation.

Throughout this paper, let> 0 denote a generic constant that is independent of
the discretization parameters. We E?:l zj = 0 for arbitraryz;. Recall thafl’ > 0
is given and that(2, 7, (F:)c(o,77, P) is a stochastic basis. By this, we mean that the
probability spaces2, 7, P) is complete(F;).c (0,7 is a filtration such that any set of
probability zero that is inF also belongs toF, and such thaf, = ", , F; for all
s €[0,T). MoreoverW = (W (t)):c0, is an infinite dimensional Wiener process
adapted tq.F;)c(o, 7] and such that for any 2 > 0 the incrementV (¢ + h) — W (t)
is independent of;.

For a Banach spadgX, || - || x), we denote its dual byX*, || - || x+) and we use
(g, w) to denote the duality pairing betwegne X* andw € X. We will use the
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symbol— to denote weak convergence. e [2,00) be given and lety = ﬁ
be the conjugate exponent pf For a separable and reflexive Banach sp&cave
denote byL?(2; X) andL?((0,T) x 2; X ) the standard Bochner-Lebesgue spaces
(with respect toF) and refer to Diestel and UKI|[6] for more details. In partauwe
recall that the concepts of strong measurability, weak ovaddity and measurability
coincide sinceX is separable (see also Amann and Escher [1]). The norms\ae gi
by

T 1/p
[l o) = Elwl%)"" andfw] Lo )« a;x) = (E/O |w(t)||§(dt>

The duals ofL.?(£2; X) and L?((0,T) x 2; X) are identified withL?(£2; X*) and
L1((0,T) x £2; X*), respectively. Le’?(X) be the linear subspace 6P ((0,T") x

£2; X) consisting of equivalence classes ¥fvalued stochastic processes that are
measurable with respect to the progressivagebra. Note thaf? (X)) is closed.

We say that an operatd : X x 2 — X* is weakly measurable with respect to
someo-algebrag C F if the real-valued random variabl®w, z) is G-measurable
foranyw andz in X, i.e.,Dw : 2 — X* is weakly* G-measurable for al € X.

Recallthat H, (-, -),|-|) is areal, separable Hilbert space, identified with its dual.
By h € I(H), we mean thak = (h;),en with h; € H for j € Nandy_, . [h;[* <
co. We define the inner product it (H) by (g, h);z2(m) = > jen(9s, hj), where

g,h € 1*(H). This induces a norm off(H) by |h|;2(my = (h, h)llQ/é{). Further
recall that(Vy, | - ||v,) and(Vg, || - ||v,;) are real, reflexive and separable Banach
spaces that are densely and continuously embeddédind that the main result will

require, in addition, thalt’s is densely and continuously embedded’inand so
Vis Vg H=H" <V —V) (2.1)

with < denoting dense and continuous embeddings. Our notatios mimtedistin-
guish whether the duality pairing, -) is the duality pairing betweely andV; or
Vg andV}; since in situations when both would be well defined they ddmdue
to (2.3).

Finally, we need a Galerkin scheme figs which we denote byV,,,)en. That
is, we assume that for alh ¢ N we haveV,, C V,,11 C Vi andthatJ,, . Vin is
dense in4. We assume further, without loss of generality, that theedligion ofl/,,,
ism.

Assumption B. Let B : Vi x {2 — V} be weaklyF,-measurable. Assume moreover
that B is, almost surelylinear, symmetricand let there b@ g > 0 andcg > 0 such
that, almost surely,

(Bw,w) > pp|wl, and|Bw)|

vy < CBHU)”VB Yw € Vg.
This means thaB is, almost surelystrongly positiveandbounded

Note that with this assumption we can define, Fsalmost allw € (2, an inner
product onVg by (w, z)p := (Bw, z) for anyw, z € V. We will denote the norm

associated with the inner product by | := (-, -)}3/2. This norm is equivalent to

- llvs-
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Assumption AC. The operatorsd : V4 x 2 — ViandC : Vg x V4 x 2 —

I2(H) are weaklyF,-measurable. Moreover, we assume tHatis almost surely,

hemicontinuousi.e., there iy € F, with P(£2y) = 0 and for everyw € 2\

the functione — (A(w + ez, w), v) : [0,1] — R is continuous for any, w, z € V4.
There isc4 > 0 such that, almost surely, tlggowth condition

[Awllv: < ca(l+ lwllv,)P~" Yw e Vay

is satisfied.
There areus > 0, A4 > 0, Ag > 0 andx > 0 such that, almost surely, the
operatorsd andC satisfy themonotonicity-likecondition

1
(Aw— Az, w—2) + Aa|w — 2> > §|C(u,w)70(v,z)|l2z(H) —Aplu—v|% (2.2)
foranyw, z € V4 andu, v € Vg and thecoercivity-likecondition
1
(Aw,w) + Aalwl® = pallwl[y, + F1C(w, )@ = Aslulz —£ (2.3)
foranyw € V4 andu € V.

The almost sure hemicontinuity of : V4 x 2 — V together with the almost
sure monotonicity ofd + A4 : V4 x 2 — V; (see[(ZR)) imply tha#! is in fact,
almost surely, demicontinuous (see also Krylov and Rozoj&).

The growth condition and coercivity from Assumpti&C imply that for any
u € Vg andw € Vy,

|C(u, ) ey < e(1+ [ulB + [w]* + [lwllf,)- (2.4)

The monotonicity-like condition implies that is Lipschitz continuous in its first
argument uniformly with respect to its second argumenteéutifor allw € V4 and
all u,v € Vg we get

|C(u, w) = C(v,w)|i2my < V2ABlu —v|B.

If the coercivity and monotonicity-like conditions are iséied then we obtain with
A= 2max(Aa, Ap, K)

2Aw — Az, w — 2) + Nw — z|* + Mu — v|% > |C(u,w) — C(v, z)|122(H) (2.5)
and
2w, w) + Ml +ul} +1) 2 a0l + 100 0. 26)

In many applications, the operatodsandC would arise separately from various
modelling considerations. In such a situation, it may befulde see under what
assumptions ol andC, stated independently, would (2.2) ahd12.3) hold. To that
end, assume that there arg > 0 and\;, A2 > 0 such that, almost surely, for all
w,z € V4

(Aw — Az,w — z) + Aiw — 2> > 0 and (Aw,w) + As|w|* > pallwl}, . (2.7)
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Assume further that there adg, A4, > 0 such that, almost surely, forall,lv € Vg
andw, z € Vy

|C(u, w) — C(v, Z)|122(H) < Aslu—v|% 4+ Mlw — 22
With v = z = 0 andx = |C(0,0)| 4, We obtain
O, w) oy < 2(slully + Aalwf? + ).
Then [2.2) and(2]3) follow with a suitable choice of the danss.

Examples of operators satisfying the above assumptionshendorresponding
stochastic partial differential equations can be founddardBux [24, Part 111, Ch. 3].
Let us present an example where the condition on Lipschittirwoity on bounded
sets as required by Pardoux is not satisfied but the assumptfdhis paper hold.
Example 2.1. We consider a bounded domaihin R? with smooth boundary and

takeVy = Vi = H}(D), the standard Sobolev space, diid= L?(D). Following
Emmrich [7], we considep : R? — R< given by

0 if |z] =0,
p(z) =4 |z[71/2z0f |z € (0,1),
z otherwise

Itis then easy to check that : V4 — V given by

(Av,w) = /Dp(Vv) -Vwdz

satisfies the hemicontinuity and growth condition of AsstiolpAC as well as the
monotonicity and coercivity conditiod_(2.7). Moreover & possible to show that
this operatord does not satisfy the assumption of Lipschitz continuity onrded
subsets of Pardoux [24].

We say that is a modification ok € £7(X) (y € [1, 00)) if 2(¢,w) = Z(t,w) for
(dt x dP)-almost all(t,w). If X — H then we say that is an H-valued continuous
modification ofz € £7(X) if t — Z(t,w) : [0,T] — H is continuous for almost all
w € 2 andz is a modification of.

We will use the following notation for stochastic integraBivenz € £2(H) and
y € L2(I1%(H)), we write

t t
/(x(s),y(s)dW(s)) ::Z/ (x(s),y;(s))dW;(s).
0 jEN 0
Definition 2.2 (Solution) Letug € L?(§2; V) andvy € L%(£2; H) be Fo-measurable
and letf € £9(V4*). Let there bev € L£P(V,4) such thatuy + Kv € £%(Vz) and

moreover let there be ali-valued continuous modificatiohof v. Thenv is said to
be asolutionto (1.3) if P-almost everywhere, for atle [0, 7] and for allz € V4

(0(t), 2) + /0 (Av(s) + B (ug + (Kv)(s)), z)ds

= (vo, 2) —|—/0 (f(s), z)ds +/O (z,C(uo + (Kv)(s),v(s))dW(s)).
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We will typically not distinguish betweehandv, denoting both by, to simplify
notation. The following result on the uniqueness of sohsito [1.3) will be proved
in Sectior{ 6.

Theorem 2.3 (Uniqueness of solution)Let Assumption®\C and B and let [Z2.1)
hold. Letv; andw, be two solutions td1.3)in the sense of Definitidn 2.2. Then

i ( max |v1 () — va(t)] = 0) =1,

t€(0,7]
i.e.,v; andwvy are indistinguishable. Moreover, if we let
u =ug+Kvy and  wus = ug + Kvg

then
P ( max |lui(t) — u2(t)|lvy = 0) =1,

t€[0,T]
i.e.,u; anduy are also indistinguishable.

Consider a sequenc¢eu, r¢, N¢)sen Such thatn, — oo, 7, — co and Ny, — oo
as! — oo and letr, = T'/N,. Let (u)),en be a sequence ofp-measurable random
variables with values i, such that.) € L?(£2; V) andu) — ug in L2(2; V)
as/ — oo. Moreover, Iet(vg)geN be a sequence dfy-measurable random variables
with values inV,,,, such that? € L2(£2; H) andv) — v in L?(£2; H) as{ — oo.
For f € £7(V4™), we use the approximation

1 [t
jak ::—/ f@®)ydt, nm=1,...,Ny, (2.8)
7_@ tn—l
where we recall that, = n7, forn = 0,..., N,. Note that for readability we drop

the dependence of, and f™ on N,.

For each(my, r¢, Ny), we take(f™)2* | and the solution to the schenie{1.4) and
use this to define stochastic procesge®, andu,, which will be approximations of
f,vandu, as follows: forn =1, ..., Ny, let

fe@®) = 7, ve(t) := 0", up(t) :=u" if t € (t—1,tn]. (2.9)

We may setf,(0) = f*, v,(0) = v!, us(0) = u'. Note that,™ andv™ indeed depend
onm, andN,.

We see that even if™ andu™ are F; -measurable for each = 0,1,..., N,
then the processes andu, are not(F;).c(o,7) adapted. Thus we will not be able
to directly use compactness-based arguments to get wegk thmat are adapted. To
overcome this, we will also use the following approximasiolorn = 2, ..., Ny, let

vy (1) ="y () = Ut E [t t) (2.10)

and letv, (t) = 0 andu, (t) = u° if t € [0,7,). We may set, (T) = v,
uy (T) = ule.

We note thatv(t,) = v, (t,) = v"™ andug(t,) = u, (t,) = u™ forn =
1,..., Ng. If v™ andu™ are 7, -measurable for each = 0, 1, ..., N then the pro-
cesses, andu, are(F:).cp,r) adapted. For, (andu, ) we will then be able to
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obtain weak limits that are themselves adapted processsst, we will show that
the weak limits ofv,” andv, as well as oz, andu, coincide.

We now rewrite [[1}4) in an integral form. To that end, defthg0) := 0 and
0 (t) :==t, if t € (tn_1,tn] @ndn = 1,..., Ny. Then sayingv™)_, satisfies[(1}4)
with m = my andr = 7 is equivalent to

05 (1)
(ve(t), ) + </ (Ave(s) + Bug(s) — fe(s))ds, <p>
o (2.11)
0, (t)
=)+ ([ et s )aw ). )

Te

for all ¢ € V;,,, and for allt € (0, T7].
The following theorem is the main result of the paper. Rettet \ arises from
Assumptions AC as = 2max (A4, A, k).

Theorem 2.4(Existence and convergence)et Assumption8C andB and let[2.1)
hold. Letuy € L*($2;Vp) andvy € L?(2; H) be Fy-measurable and lef €
L7 (V4™). Then the stochastic evolution equatiffid) possesses a solutian €
LP(V4) according to Definitio ZJ2 withy = ug + Kv € L2(V3).

Furthermore, considefmy, N¢)eeny With my — co and Ny — oo asf — oo
such thatsup,ey Ate < 1. Let (ul)ren € L2(2;VE), (v))een C L?(£2;H) be
sequences ofp-measurable random variables with valuedip, such that. — g
in L2(£2; V) andv) — v in L2(£2; H) as¢ — cc. Let(f¢)¢ € N be given byl(2]8)
and [2.9). The numerical scherf@&&11)then admits a unique solution with

ug — win L2((0,T) x £2; V) andv, — vin LP((0,T) x §2; V4)
ue(T) — w(T) in L(2; V) andvy(T) — v(T) in L*(2; H) asf — oc.

The proof can be briefly summarized as follows: We first neeshtmw that the
fully discretized problem has a unique solution, which isered by Theorerfi 3.3.
Then we obtain a priori estimates for the fully discrete peab(Theoreni_3]4), so
that we can extract weakly convergent subsequences usingaminess arguments
(Lemmd4.3B). At this point, the only step left to do is to idgnthe weak limits from
the nonlinear terms. Convergence of the full sequence ofoxppations (and not
just of a subsequence) follows because of the uniquenass res

Remark 2.5. Our results require the assumption tlvat — V. The need for this
assumption arises from the use of the standard Itd fornoulén& square of the norm,
which also provides existence of a continuous modificatidowever, if A, B and
C are deterministic then Pardoux [24, Part Ill, Chapter 2,0fbm 3.1] proves the
energy equality((4]6) and sufficient regularity without ttezd to assumg, — V5.

It remains open whether this approach can be extended tdthéen of random and
time-dependent operators.
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3 Full discretization: existence, uniqueness and a priorigimates

In this section, we show that the full discretization {1.4sta unique solution, ad-
apted to the filtration given, and prove an a priori estim@itee a priori estimate is
essential for the proof of the main result of the paper asathisvs us to use com-
pactness arguments to extract weakly convergent subseegirom the sequence of
approximate solutions.

Existence of solutions to the discrete problem will be pbby applying the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Leth : R™ — R™ be continuous. If there i® > 0 such thath(v)-v >
0 whenevet|v|gm» = R then there exists satisfying||v||g» < R andh(v) = 0.

Proof. The lemma is proved by contradiction from Brouwer’s fixedntdheorem
(see, e.g.[112, Ch. 3, Lemma 2.1]). O

To obtain the appropriate measurability of the solutiorhtodiscrete problem we
need the following lemma, which is a modification of Gyon@g,[Lemma 3.8].

Lemma 3.2. Let (S, X') be a measure space. L§t: S x R™ — R™ be a function
that is X-measurable in its first argument for everye R™, that is continuous in
its second argument for evety € S and moreover such that for evety € S the

equationf(a,x) = 0 has a unique solutior = g(«). Theng : S — R™ is

XY-measurable.

Proof. Let F be a closed set iR™. Then
g7 (F) = {a € 5 gle) € F) = {ae S mip | f(o ) =0

sinceF is closed. But sincg = f(«a, ) is continuous in the second argument for
everya € S andX-measurable in the first argument for evarye R™, we see that
g {(F)eXx. O

LetW” := (W])jen andAW™" := (AW"") ey With

Awpforj=1,...,r,

Wi = 0 for j > r.

J

Wiforj=1,...,r,
0 forj>r

and AWJ.T’" = {

We are now ready to prove existence of solutions to the fatirditization.

Theorem 3.3 (Existence and uniqueness for full discretizatiohgt m, N,» € N
be fixed and let Assumptio#sC and B hold. Moreover, let\r < 1. Then, given
Vin-valued andF,-measurable random variableg’,v° and right-hand sidef <
L£4(V}), the fully discrete problerf.4) has a unique solutiofw™)Y_; in the sense
that if (v7)N_, and (vi)_, both satisfy(T.4)then

]P’<n_nll%).(’N|v1 — vy | O) =1

Furthermore, for alln = 1,..., N, the V,,-valued random variables™ are F; -
measurable.
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Proof. We prove existence and uniqueness step by step. Assumadtig tvalued
random variables?®,v!,...,v"~! already satisfy[{1]4) (for all superscripts up to
n — 1). Moreover, assume that is 7;, -measurable fok = 1,...,n — 1. We will
show that there is al,,-valued andF;  -measurable™ satisfying [1.4).

First recall that.* = u® + 7 Zle v?. So(u*)}Z, is also known. Recall that we
are assuming that the dimensiorl§f ism. Let(;) | be a basis fov},,. Then there
is a one-to-one correspondence betweenwany V,, andw = (wy,...,w,)T €
R™ given byw = >~ ; w;p;. We use this to define a norm @&i" by ||w||gm =
lwllv,.

Let 2’ € F, be such thaP(£2’) = 1 and such that, foralb € ', t — (A(w +
tz,w),v) is continuous for anyw, z € V4, the joint monotonicity-like condition and
the coercivity condition omd and C' are satisfied and3 is linear, symmetric and
strongly positive. This is possible due to Assumptions A@ &n For an arbitrary
w € 2 and an arbitrary € V,, and hence for some = (vy,...,v,,)T € R™,
defineh : 2’ x R™ — R™, component-wise, far=1,...,m, as

hw, v); = %(v =" W), @) + (Av,w), 1) + (Bu"H(w) + To,w), 1)

- @l - (O e, @) T ).

The first step in showing thdt (1.4) has a solution is to shawftr eacho € 2’ there
is somev such thath(w,v) = 0. To that end, we would like to apply Lemrhal3.1.
We see that

h(w,v) v = %(v — 0" Hw),v) + (A(v,w),v) + (Bu""Hw) + Tv,w),v)
AWM (w) U) -

T

() - (c<u"1<w>,v“<w>,w>

Now we wish to find large?(w) > 0, which also depends on, such that if|v||v, =
R(w) thenh(w, v) - v > 0. Note that sincéd’y — H, we get

(v = 0" (w),v) = o] = " T W) v]lv,-
The coercivity in AssumptioAC together with AssumptioB imply
1 _ 1
h(w,v) -0 = =(jo]* = " W)l[0llva) + pallvllt, + 1C0, v, @) a)
=M =k = [|Bu" (w),w)]

— /" (w)l

UHVB + T<B('Ua w)a U)
AW (w) ‘

T

Vi

villvllv, = [Cu™ ™ (w), v w), w)liz ) v

Note thatV;, is finite dimensional and so there ég, > 0 such that||¢|v, <
emllellv, forall ¢ € V,,. Thus, noting also thah 47 < A7 < 1, we find that

h(w,v) v > [|v]|v, (MAIIUHZ1 — " T W)] = em | BT (w), w)]

Vi

— [ w)] MD k.

v O @) @), [ 22
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Now chooseR(w) large such thaR(w) > « and also

paR@P™ = cfo" W) = e[| Bu" T w), w)]
‘AWT’"(UJ)‘

vy = I (@)llv;

— O (w), 0" (W), )2y > 1.
Then, if||v||v, = R(w), we haveh(w,v) - v > 0.

Note thatw € £’ and on this set we have linearity and boundedness ahd
demicontinuity ofA (this follows from the monotonicity-like assumption ghand
the hemicontinuity assumption ofl). Thus the functiorh(w, -) is continuous and
Lemmd31 guarantees existencaafuch that(w, v) = 0.

Next we show that the zero éf(w, -) is unique. Assume that there are two distinct
vy andwvy such that(w, v1) = 0 andh(w, v2) = 0. Then

0 =T (h(w,vl) — h(w,vg),vl — ’UQ) = |U1 — UQ|2
+ 7(A(v1,w) — A(va,w),v1 — vo) + 72(B(v1,w) — B(va,w),v1 — va).

We recall that[(2]2) implies the monotonicity &f + A47 and thatB is strongly
positive. This yields

0> |v1 — va]® — Aatlvr — va|® + pp7?|v1 — v2||},,,

which shows that; andvs cannot be distinct sinck47 < 1/2. Hence the zero to
h(w,-) is unique. Letv(w) := v forw € 2 andv™(w) = 0 forw € 2\ . By
Lemmd3.?, we see that is F;, -measurable. O

Now we need to obtain the a priori estimate.

Theorem 3.4(Discrete a priori estimates) etm, N, r € N be fixed and let Assump-
tionsAC andB hold. Moreover, forf € £9(V;) let (f,)Y_, be given by[(2]8) and
let u® andv® be V;,-valued andFy-measurable and such that € L?(2; H) and
v e L?(2;Vg). Thenforalln =1,..., N

n
E[W S uHFB]

Jj=1

. . (3.1)
< E[W N T T s ol lou) vj>|?2<H>]
j=1 j=1
Moreover, if A7 < 1 then
E[W R+ par S+ S uﬂ‘-%]
=1 = (3.2)

< e T (B 4 1) + 1 myeanay +T)
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Proof. By takingy = v™ in (I.8) and using the relation

(a—b,a) = S(la]* = [b* + |a — b]*),

1
2
we get, forj =1,..., N,

(1092 = 097 + o — 097 P) (Ao + Bud, o)
-

= (f7,v7) + (C(ujl,vjl)—AWhj,vj).

T

(3.3)

We note that Bu’, v7) = (u/,v7) 5 and so
273 (!, 0h)p =23 (g = fu 3
j=1 j=1 j=1
Thus, after multiplying by27 and summing up from = 1 ton in (3.3), we find

n n n
T e S A i (R S N (A e PR NV R
j=1 j=1 j=1

N N (3.4)
= |00 + |u0)% + 27‘Z<fj,’uj> + QZ(C(uj_l,vj_l)AW"’j,vj).
j=1 j=1

Using Cauchy—Schwarz’s and Young's inequalities, we olttazat

(C(w =1 P~ AW™ v
= (O™ v ) AW™T w31 4 (C(w 1 v AW™ vd — 071

< (CW/ ™ THAW™ w7 4 %|C’(uj_1,vj_1)AWT’j|2 + %W‘ — o
By the assumption ofiF;) andW, AW™/ is independent af, _, and hence
E(C(u! ! v~ AW™ w371 = 0.
Furthermore, a straightforward calculation shows that

j=1 -1 ri12 _ 4 ‘
E|C(U U )AW | o {TE|CT(UJ_17UJ_1)|122(H) ifj=2,...,N.

Using this and taking expectation [n (B.4) leads to
B[l + 'l + 3 Iod - ]
j=1

< E|:|’UO|2 + [ul|% + 27 Z(fj — Avd 7)) + TZ |Cr(uj_1,vj_1)|122(H)
j=1

j=2
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At this point, we only have to observe that
Z C7 (w0 Y ey < Z |C" (u?,07) |7 1y
j=2 j=1

to obtain the first claim of the theorem.
Now we apply the coercivity condition in AssumptiéC and [2.6) to get, for
anyj=1,..., N,

=2(Av?v7) < =2pallV’ |}, — 1C (07| gy + AP+ A [+ A
Thus, again with Young’s inequality, we find
B[ o2+ o+ 30 h? =+ ar 3 IR
j=1 j=1

SB[ 1+ e YUY + Ar SO+ I+ ).

j=1 j=1

Then, since\r < 1,

n n
E[W S e par Y |vj|@A]
j=1

j=1
1 n n—1
< B e or DI a7 (P + ) 7]
j=1 j=1

Sincef € £9(V4), we have
N .
B>

j=1

Finally, we can apply a discrete Gronwall lemma to obtaingbeond claim of the
theorem and thus conclude the proof. O

T
qu} <B [ 15Ot = 1o myanvs

4 Weak limits from compactness

In this section, we consider a sequence of approximate @meb{2.111) and use com-
pactness arguments and the a priori estimate of Theloréno 3kbtv that weak lim-
its of the piecewise-constant-in-time prolongations & fihlly discrete approximate
solutions exist and that they satisfy an equation closelgmebling[(1.3).

Recall that we have constructeg , v, andu, , u, in (2.9) and [2.10) by inter-
polating the solution of the fully discrete problelm{|1.4h€elfollowing corollary is a
direct consequence of the a priori estimates of Thedrem 3.4.
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Corollary 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theoreml2.4 be fulfilled. Then

T
sup Elv, (t)]? <¢, sup Elu; (t)|5 <c and E/ v, (WY, dt <ec,
te[0,T) te[0,T) 0

. (4.1)
sup Elvg(t)]> < ¢, sup Elug(t)|% < ¢ and E/ lve() Iy, dt < c.
te[0,T) t€[0,T] 0
Furthermore,
T T
]E/ | Av, (t)[|{+ dt < c, ]E/ [|Ave () ||+ dt < c,
0 A 0 A
T
IE/ [ Bue(t)|[3: dt < c, (4.2)
0
T T
B[ 1007 07 Oyt <. E [ 10Gn0). o)y <
Finally,
T
E/ lue(t) — uy (6)[3 dt < cry. (4.3)
0

Proof. In view of the assumptions, the right-hand sideof](3.2) iarmly bounded
with respect td. This immediately implied(411). The assumptions on thewjnaf
A and B together with [[2}4) and the first part of the corollary im@2). Finally,
(4.3) is a consequence 6f(B.2) and the observation that

T N,
E/ lue(t) —uy (t)|5 dt = TZEZ b — ubY,
0 k=1

O

We will need the following lemma to match the limits of the amgmationsuv,
of v with their “delayed” and progressively measurable coypagsy, , see also
Gyongy and Millet[15].

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a separable and reflexive Banach space ang ket(1, co).

Consider((x?)f)’io)é . with 2} € LP(2;X) forall n = 0,1,..., N, and/ €
S

N. Consider the piecewise-constant-in-time processeand =, with z(t,) =

z, (t,) =z} and

zo(t) =a" if t€ (ty_1,tn) anda, (t) =2" ' if t € (th1,tn)
for n 1,...,N¢, £ € N. Assume thatz,)en and (z, ey are bounded in

LP((0,T)x£2; X). Thenthere is a subsequence denotefi bydx, z~ € LP((0,T) x
2; X) such thatz,, — x andz, — =~ in L?((0,T) x 2;X) as{’ — oo with
=
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Proof. The existence of a subsequence and,af~ € L?((0,T) x £2; X) such that
zp — xandz, — z~ in LP((0,T) x 2;X) as¢’ — oo follows from standard
compactness arguments sincg (0, T') x 2; X) is reflexive. It remains to show that
rT=x .

To that end, we will employ the averaging operasor: L7((0,T) x 2; X*) —
Li((0,T) x £2; X*) (1/p+ 1/q = 1) defined by

1 0 (t+7e)
— ds if te]0,T — 7],
(Sgy)(t) =<7 /Gj(t) y(S) S [ Té]

0 otherwise.

It can be shown for aly € LI((0,T) x 2; X*), using standard arguments, that
Sey — yin LI((0,T) x £2; X*) asl — oo.
Lety € L7((0,T) x £2; X*). A short calculation then reveals that

/0 (Se) (), xo(t))dt = / (), 2y ()t (4.9)

Te

and hence
E/O (y(t),z(t) — 2™ (¢)) dt = IE/O (y(t),z(t) — zp (1)) dt

+E / ((t), 2 (1) — 2o () dt + E / (w(t), 2 (t) — 2~ (1)) dt.

The first and last integral on the right-hand side convergess?’ — oo. We observe
that due to[(414)

E / (W(t), 25 (1) — a0 (1)) di = E / (b)) dt
+E / (Sew)(t) — y(t), 2o () dt.

The first integral on the right-hand side converged)tsincer, — 0 and since
(z,,)een is bounded inL?((0,T) x £2; X ). The second integral on the right-hand
side converges t0 sinceSyy — y in LI((0,T) x £2; X*) as¢’ — oo and since
(xe)een is bounded inLP((0,7) x 2; X). This finally shows that: = 2z~ in
LP((0,T) x £2; X). O

Lemma 4.3. Let the assumptions of Theorém]2.4 be fulfilled. Then themesisb-
sequence denoted Bysuch that:

(i) Thereisv € £LP(Vy4) such thatv,, — v andwvy — vin LP((0,T") x §2;Vy).
There is¢ € L?(£2; H) such thatv, (T') = vy (T) — £ in L*(2; H) ast' —
Q.

(i) Thereisu € £2(Vg) such thatu,, — vanduy — win L*((0,T) x £2;Vp)
as!¢’ — oo. Furthermoreu — ug = Kv in £P(V4) and the paths of, — v, are
absolutely continuous. Finally,, (T) = ue (T) — u(T) in L?(£2; V) and
u(0) = up.
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(i) Thereisa € L£1(V}) such thatdvy, — ain LI((0,T) x £2;V}). There is¢c €
L2(1?(H)) such thatC™ (uy,, v, ), C(ue,ve) andC™ (uy, ver) all converge
weakly tocin L2((0,T) x 2;12(H)) asl’ — oo.

Proof. We begin by observing that?((0,7) x 2;Va4), L(Va) and L?(£2; H) are
reflexive. Then, due to Corollafy 4.1 and due to e.g. Bré&igheorem 3.18], there
arev € LP((0,T) x 2;Va) v™ € L(V4) and¢ € L%(2; H) and a subsequence
denoted by’ such thaty, — v~ andwvy — v in LP((0,T) x £2;V4) as well as
ver(T) — £in L2(82; H) as!’ — oo. To complete the proof of the first statement, we
simply need to apply Lemnmia 4.2 to see that v—.

Using the same argument as in the first part of the proof, weioht, — u
anduy — win L2((0,T) x 2;Vg) with u € £2(Vp) as well asuy (T) — n with
n € L?(£2,Vp) asl’ — oco. By the way, [4.B8) implies that

HUg — UZ|‘L2((07T)><Q;VB) — 0asl — oo,

which also shows that the weak limits @f andu, coincide.
Now we would like to show that — ug = Kwv. A straightforward calculation
shows that

67 (t)
up —uy = Kvg + e, whereey(t) := / ve(s)ds.
¢

Another straightforward calculation also shows té&t,, — Kv in LP((0,7) x
2;Vy4) sincevy — vin LP((0,T) x 2;V,4) as¢’ — oco. Due to Theorern 34, we
dt

have
07 ()
/ ve(s)ds
t Va

Ne t; )
—EY [ (-7 Il
j=1"7ti-1

Ny
< TfETgZ v}, < e — 0ast — oo.
j=1

p

T
HeéHiP((O,T)XQ;VA) - E/O

It follows that
Upr — ul?, = Kvp +ep — Kv

in LP((0,T) x £2; V4) ast’ — oo, which shows that —ug = Kv in view of up — u
in L2((0,T) x £2;Vg) ast’ — oo andu) — ug in L?(£2; V) asl — oco.
Hence almost all paths af— u are absolutely continuous as functions mapping
[0, T] into V4. Moreoveru(0) = ug since(Kwv)(0) = 0.
To complete the proof of the second statement of the lemmbaaweto show that
n = u(T). Again, a straightforward calculation shows tiatv, )(T) — (Kv)(T)
in L?(§2; V4) ast’ — oo since for allg € L1(2; Vy)

T
E (g, (Kue)(T) — (Ko)(T)) = E / (g, 0 (1) — v(t)dt
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and sinceyy — vin LP((0,T) x £2; V4) ast’ — oo. Therefore, we find thaf—uy =
(Kv)(T) = uw(T) — up.

The second part of Corollary 4.1 (s€e{4.2)) implies (iiijjlwthe same arguments
as before. In particular, the weak limits 4, and ofC"* (u,, , v,, ) are progressively
measurable and thus€ £4(V}) as well ast € £2(1%(H)). Indeed,[[4P) implies
that

00 T
S E/ 1O (wer, v0)[2dt — 0
0

J=Ty
as!’ — oo. This in turn implies that
||CTW (’u,[,’U@/) — C(ué’;'UZ’)HLQ((O,T)XQ;IQ(H)) — 0.
Using this observation allows us to show that the weak limft€"« (u,, v,) and
C(ugr,ve) coincide inL2((0,T) x (2;1?(H)). Moreover, due to Lemma4.2, the

weak limits of C"¢' (ug/, vy ) @andC™' (uy,, v,, ) also coincide. O

At this point, we are ready to take the limit [n.(2111) alofig~ cc.

Lemma 4.4. Let the assumptions of Theoréml2.4 be fulfilled. Ther{dorx dP)-
almost all(t,w) € (0,T) x 12

U(t)—i—/o a(s)ds—i—/o Bu(s)ds :vo—i—/o f(s)ds—l—/0 e(s)dW(s)inV}, (4.5)

and there is arf{ -valued continuous modification of(which we denote by again)
such that for allt € [0, T

[w()[* + [u(t) | = lvol® + |uolp +/ [2(f(s) — a(s), v(s)) + |e(s)|*]ds
0 (4.6)

t
+ 2/ (v(s),c(s)dW (s)).
0
Finally, ¢ = v(T) and thusvy/ (T') — v(T) in L?(£2; H) asl’ — cc.
Proof. In what follows, we only write/ instead of¢’. Let us fixm < m, and take

v =Y (t)pin 213) withg € V,,, andy € LP((0,T) x 2;R). Integrating fronD to
T and taking the expectation then leads to

EAThwmwm+<£ﬁwMM$+&mmwwmﬂﬁ

. AT%&ﬂm+<Aﬁmﬂ@www>

+ (/Tei(ﬂ CW(UZ(S)’”Z(S))dW(S),(P(t))]dt_

[2
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We subsequently see that
E/O {(ve(t),so(t))ﬂL<(KAve)(t),<p(t)>+<(KBue)(t),<p(t)> dt
—5 [ | (a0 + (00000

# ([ et oo oaw(s)ott)) e+ 71+ 5+ 2

where

Ry

E [ ' (/ " uls) — Avals) — Bus(s))ds, o) ),

Rk [ ' ([ et @naw .ot )

Rt ' (/ " g (9,7 ()W), o))

We will now show that?}, RZ, R} — 0 asl — oo.
Because of

Ne oty o 4 4
R}:EZ/ </ (f7 — A’ Buj)ds,ga(t)>dt
j=1 tj71 t

_E / (07 (£) — 0) (folt) — Ave(t) — Bua(t), o(0)) dt,

we obtain, using Holder's inequality and Corollaryl4.1,

IR} < nE / (folt) — Ave(t) — Bug(t), o(t))| dt

(4.7)

< Té((||fé||Lq((o,T)xn;V;) + HAWHLQ((O,T)xQ;v;))H@HLP((O,T)xQ;vA)

+ | Buel| L2 0,7y x 2;v) ol L2(o,m)x2:v)) — 0

as{ — oo. Using Holder's inequality and 1td’s isometry (see, eRyévot and Rock-
ner [26, Section 2.3]), we find with, (¢) = v andv, (t) = 0if ¢ € [0, 7¢) that

T
IR} <E / (1)t

T
< E/
0

1/2

T T¢
(E / / |c<u2,o>|%z<ﬂ>dsdt> loll 22 oz

1/2 0 2 1/2
= (eT)"2 (EICl, 0)agary)  llzeomyeastny = 0

/0 " Otug (s), v (5)dW™ (s)

/0 k C(ud,0)dW™ (s)

2 /
dt) el 22 (0,7 x 2; 1)
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as/ — oo. Similarly, using also Corollafy 4.1, we see that
T
rH< (B [
0
T 0] (t)
(=) ]
0 t

_ (B [ - fct w00

T
<T1/2 ]E/
0

as! — oo.

We would now like to let!/ — oo in (@.4). A simple calculation shows that
KAvy — Kain L9((0,T) x £2; V) asl — oo sincedv, — ain L1((0,T) x 2, V})
as/ — oo. Analogously, we observe thaf Bu, — K Bu in L*((0,T) x £2;V}) as
¢ — oo sinceuy — win L2((0,T) x 2;Vp) and thusBu, — Bu in L?((0,T) x
2;V}) ast — oo (note thatB is linear bounded and thus weakly-weakly continu-
ous).

The stochastic integral is a linear bounded operator mapgi{i?(H)) into
L2(H). Indeed, by Itd’'s isometry (see again Prévot and Rocf2@ Section 2.3]),
we have for any € £2(1?(H))

} [ atsrawe

Hence the stochastic integral maps weakly convergent segaen,?(I2(H)) into
weakly convergent sequencesdi( H). With Lemmd4.B, we thus obtain

E [ T( [ et ) opaws, o))t 5 | T( [ e, o))

as{ — oo.

So, taking the limit in[(4]7) aé¢ — oo and using als@, — v in L?((0,T) x
2;H),v) — v in L2(2;H) and f, — fin LY((0,T) x £2;V}) ast — oo (the
latter can be shown by standard arguments), we arrive at

(o) (L)
1] oo o) o)

0F () 2\ /2
/ Cuy (5),v, (5))dW"™(s) dt) lll 220,77y x 2: 1)
t

2

1/2
C’(u[(s),v[(s)) det) ||80||L2((0,T)xQ;H)

12(H)

1/2
dt) lll 20,7y x 2: 1)
12(H)

2

Clug (1), v, (1))

1/2
dt) lell L2 0,1y x 2:) — O
12(H)

2 T t
:E/ / 19(8) 2 o st
L2((0,T) x 2: H) o Jo

< Tlgl1 20,7y % 230211
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which holds for allp = ¢@ with ¢» € LP((0,T) x 2;R) andg € V;,,. AS (Vin )men
is a Galerkin scheme fdr,, the above equation indeed holds {oE= ¢ with any
@ € V4 = Vp. This proves[(4]5).

Now we need to us& 4 — Vp. With this assumption, we can apply the 1td
formula for the square of the norm (see, e.g., Krylov and Rekio[19, Theorem 3.1
and Section 2] or Prévot and Rocknerl[26, Theorem 4.2T8jus we conclude that
v has anH -valued continuous modification (which we lahehgain) such thaf(4].5)
holds for allt € [0,7] and

[o()|* = [vol* = /0 [2(f(s) — a(s) — Bu(s), v(s)) + |e(s)|*]ds

+2/0 (v(s), c(8)dW (s)).
With

/ (Bu(s), v(s))ds = / (Blu + (Kv)(s)), v(s))ds
0

= (Bug, (Kv)( // (Bu(o ))dods
= (Bug, (Kv)( // (Bv(o ))dsdo

= (Buo, (Kv)(0) + (BUE)0), (K1) - / (Bo(o), (Kv)(0))do
= (Blut) +w0). (u(t) - wo)) ~ [ (Bus). ofs))ds
0

and thus .
2 / (Bu(s), o(s))ds = [u(®)[} — [uol3. .8)
0

we arrive atl[(4.6).
Recall that¢ is the weak limit ofv,(T') in L2(£2; H). Using a similar limiting
argument as above, we obtain that

E-i—/OTa(s)ds—i—/oTBu(s)ds:vo—i—/OTf(s)ds—i—/oTc(s)dW(s)

with the equality holding almost surely i. This, together with the knowledge that
has anH-valued continuous modification and with (4.5), impliesttha= v(7"). O

5 Identifying the limits in the nonlinear terms. Proof of convergence and
existence

In this section, we continue the considerations of the prevsection and we will use
a variant of a well known monotonicity argument to identifywith Av andc with
C'(u,v). This will conclude the proof of the main theorem of the pajés will need
the following observation.
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Lemma 5.1. Let a and b be real-valued integrable functions such that for al&
(0,77

a(t) < a(0) +/ b(s)ds. (5.1)
0
Then for allx > 0 and for allt € [0, T
t t
—Kt —KS —KS . 2
e a(t)-i—li/o e "a(s)ds §a(0)+/0 e~ "b(s)ds (5.2)

Moreover, if equality holds if5.2) then equality also holds i6.2).

Proof. Using the assumption and integrating by parts, we find
t t
e "ta(t) Jr/ ke "Sa(s)ds < e "a(0) + e_”t/ b(s)ds
0 0

+ /Ot ke " [a(O) + /0S b(u)du} ds = a(0) + /Ot e~ b(s)ds.

This proves the assertion. O
Proof of Theorerh 2]4Let
E(Joe ()] + |ue(t)[3) if ¢ € (0,7,
o(t) = 02 02 -
E(|’l}l + |UZ B) |f t= 0

Then from Theorem 314, in particular (B.1), we find forsadt [0, 7]

pe(t) < W(O)HE/O [2(fe(s)—Ave(s), ve(5))+|C™ (ue(s), ve(5)) [ (1) | ds+Re (1),

where
o (1)
Ry(t) == IE/ [2(fe(s) — Ave(s),ve(s)) + |C™ (Ug(s),’l)g(s))th(H)]dS.
t
Note thatR,(0) = R,(T") = 0. From LemmaZ5]1, we see that

T
e py(T) < o1(0) — A / e oy(s)ds
0

T (5.3)

+ E/Oe_“ [2(fe(s) — Avg(s),ve(s)) + [C™ (ug(s), vg(s))|122(H)}ds + Ry,

whereR, := )\fOT e~ | Ry(s)|ds. We will show thatR, — 0 asf — co. Indeed,
~ T 0 (t)
Re < \E / 120f2(s) — Av(s), ve()) + |Cue(s), ve(5)) B o | dsilt
0 t
T

< an/O [2 (Ilfe®)llv; + [ Ave(®)llvz) lve(®)lva + Cue(t), ve ()7 gy ) dt

< cTy,
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since the integrand is piecewise constant in time and sireeam apply Young's
inequality and Corollary4]1.

Now we are ready to apply the monotonicity-like assumpt@E) Letw <
LP(V4) and letz € £2(V). We see that

Tef)‘svsvs s = Tef)‘svsfwsvsfwss
B[ e (s o) =B [ e Aus) = Aus) nls) — ws)d
T
+ IE/ e_)‘s[<Aw(s),vg(s) —w(s)) + (Ave(s), w(s))]ds
0

E /0 e [|Cue(s), ve(s)) — Cla(s), w())
— Mve(s) — w(s)[? = Mug(s) — 2(s)[3] ds
+ E/ e_)‘s[<Aw(S),Ue(S) —w(s)) + (Ave(s), w(s))]ds.
0
Then from [5.8), we can deduce that
e TE (|og(T) + ue(T)[3)
<B(uff? + [uff}) A [ e Bl + fuelo)[b)ds
0
T

+E [ € 2fo(s) = Ave(s) (o) + 1O Cus) 0(6)) s + e

T
< E(|v? 24 |uf 2B) + 2E/0 e 2 (fo(s),ve(s))ds (5.4)

T
—HE/O e N [Q(C(uz(s),w(s)),C(z(s),w(s)))lz(H)
= |C (), w(s))[72 (1) — 2M(we(s), w(s)) + Aw(s)|*
— 2X\(ug(s), 2(8)) B + Alz(s)[3] ds
T
- IE/O 2e ™ [(Aw(s), ve(s) — w(s)) + (Ave(s),w(s))]ds + Ry.

We can now take the limit inferior along the subsequeficBue to Lemm&4]3 and
due to the weak sequential lower-semicontinuity of the narmsee that
e ME((D)P + [u(D)]}) < limint e E(jor (D) + |ue (T)]3)
T

< E(Juof? + [uol3) + 2E / e (f(s), u(s))ds

+ IE/O e [2(6(5),C(z(s),w(s)))l2(H) — |C(z(s),w(s))|122(H) (5.5)
= 2X(v(s),w(s)) + Alw(s)]* — 2A(u(s), 2(s)) 5 + Alz(s)[3] ds

) /O 2e" M [(Aw(s), v(s) — w(s)) + (a(s),w(s))] ds.
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We now need the limit equation obtained in Lemimd 4.4 to proc&aking expecta-
tion in (4.8) and using Lemnia 5.1, we get

e MME(Jo(T) P+ u(T)[%) = E(|vol* + |uol%)

B [ e o) + fu(s) ] s

(5.6)
T
+E/O e [2(F(s) — als), v(s)) + [2(5) By ) ds.
Subtracting[(56) fron{(515) leads to
0 < lim inf ™ E(|ve (T)* + [up (T)[3) — e E(|o(T)]* + |u(T)[3)
T A 2
<E e~ —é(s) — C(z(s),w(s))|p
| 1= b = et w o

+AJ(s) — w(s)? + Auls) — 2()[3 + 2a(s), o(s) — w(s))]ds
— Te_AS w(s),v(s) —w(s))ds.
QEA (Au(s), v(s) — w(s))d
This implies
T(f)‘s w(s),v(s) —w(s))ds
QEA (Auw(s), v(s) — w(s))d
T
SEAe”ﬂ—w@—c@@mwmam
T+ AJu(s) — w(s)? + Au(s) — 2(3)]3 + 2als), v(s) — w(s)]ds

< IE/O e N [)\|v(s) —w(s)* + Mu(s) — 2(s) % + 2(a(s),v(s) — w(s)ﬂds
(5.8)

Now we are ready to identify the limits. First we take= v andz = u. The first
inequality in [5.8) leads to

T
0< —E/O e ME(s) — C(u(s),v(s))ﬁz(mds

which can only be true i = C(u,v). Next we take an arbitraryy € £P(V), set
zZ = ug + Kw and lete € (0,1). Then withw = v — ew andz = u — €z, the second
inequality in [5.8) leads to

2E/o e (A(v(s) — ew(s)), ew(s))ds

<B [ D) + [2(0)h) + 2a(e).ca(s))as.
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We divide bye > 0. Due to the hemicontinuity and growth assumptions4and
sincee < 1, we can apply Lebesgue’s theorem on dominated convergentkt
e — 0. Hence, we arrive at

T T
IE/O e (Av(s), w(s))ds < IE/O e % (a(s),w(s))ds,

which can only hold true for alic € £P(V) if a = Av. Finally, we note that the
uniqueness of the solution to equatién [1.3) implies thatwinole sequence con-
verges to the limit and not only the subsequence.

We will now show thatvy(T) — o(T) in L2(£2; H) andu,(T) — u(T) in
L?($2; V) asl — oo. We first take the limit superior if.(5.4) with = v andz = u
to obtain

lim sup e_”\TE(|W(T)|2 + |W(T)|QB)
£—00
T

< E(jool® + |uo|23) +E / e [2f(s) — als). o(s))
+ 2(6(5) ))l 2(H) u S)av(s))|l22(H)

= 2X(v(s), v(s)) + Alu(s)[* = 2A(u(s), u(s)) 5 + Au(s)[5 | ds
Sincea = Av ande = C(u, v) and due to[(516), we get

lim sup e_’\TE(|W(T)|2 + |ue(T)|%)

£— 00

< Bl + uff) +E [ e [246(5) = Avs). o)

1Cu(s), o)y — Alo(s)? = Mu(s)3] ds
= ATE(|o(T)P + [u(D)[3).

(5.9)

Finally, due to weak sequential lower-semicontinuity af ttorm and with[{519), we
see that

TE(o(T) + [u(T)[3) < liminf e TE(fue (7)) + ue(T) )

< limsup e_”\TE(|W(T)|2 + |W(T)|2B)

{—00

< e ME((T)]” + [ul(T)[3).

HenceE (|vy(T)]? + |we(T)|%) — E([o(T)]* + [u(T)|3%) as? — oo. The space
L?(£2; (H, Vg)) with the natural inner product is a Hilbert space. This isschese the
spacé/g, under the conditions imposed &1 is a Hilbert space. We can now use this
together with the weak convergeng€T’) — v(T) in L?(§2; H) andu(T) — u(T)

in L?($2; V) to complete the proof. O
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Remark 5.2. It is possible to show that ift andC jointly satisfy some appropriate
stronger monotonicity assumption then— v in LP((0,T) x £2; V4) as¢ — oc. For
example, if there ig > 0 such that, almost surely, for amy, z € V4 andu,v € Vg

(Aw — Az, w — 2) 4+ Aa|w — 2|?
» 1 ) ) (5.10)
2 pllw = zlly, + 510w, w) = Cv, )|z — Aplu— |5

thenvy — vin LP((0,T) x £2;V4) ast — cc.

Indeed with [5.I0), we obtain, instead &f (5.4), the follogi(lwe have taken
w=wvandz = u):

T
E [ llos) — v(s) s+ € TE(u(DE + fua(D)f)
0
<E(uf? + [uff}) + B [ e [24fuls),vels))ds
0

T
+ E/O e_AS [2 (CTE (Ug(S), U@(S))a cr (U(S), v(s)))lz(H)
= 1C7 (u(s), v(s))If (1) — 2M(ve(s), v(5)) + Mo (s)[* = 2A(ue(s), u(s))
T
+ Alu(s)|B]ds — IE/O 2e~ A [(Av(s),ve(s) — v(s)) + (Ave(s), v(s))]ds + Ry.

Taking the limit as — oo and using Lemm@a4].3 together with the fact, established
earlier, thata = Av andc = C(u, v), we obtain

T
ptim B [ eV s) = o), ds + e TE(D)E + ()
o0 0
T
<E(Juof? + fuof})  AB [ e [lo(s) -+ u(s) ] ds
0
T
HE/O e N [2(f(s) — Av(s), v(s)) +C(ul(s), v(s)) [ gy ] ds-
If we subtract[(5.6) then we obtain
T
’uelggoE/O e lue(s) —v(s)|},, ds < 0.
From this, we conclude that — v in LP((0,T) x {2;Vy4) and thus alsa, — « in
L2((0,T) x £2;Vg) ast — oo.
6 Proof of unigueness

In this short section, we will prove that the solution g liSunique in the sense
specified in Theoref 2.3.
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Proof of Theoreh 2]3Letv := v; —vs andu := uj —us. ThenP-almost everywhere
and for allt € [0, 7]

u(t) = — /0 [Avy(s) — Ava(s) + Bu(s)]ds

+ / (Clur(5), 01(5)) — Clus(s), va(s))] AW (5)

holds inV ;. With the assumptiovy — Vg, we may apply 1td’s formula for the
square of the norm (see, e.g., Prévdt and Rocknér [26rEhe4.2.5]) and obtain

w2 = — 2/0 (Avi(s) — Ava(s) + Bu(s), v(s))ds
+ 2/0 (v(s), C(u1(s),vi(s)) — C(ua(s), v2(s))dW (s))

+/0 |Cur(s),v1(5)) — C(ua(s), va(s)) 2 ) ds-

Sinceu(0) = 0, we obtain with[(4.B)
() + [u(t) % = 2 / (Avn(s) — Avs(s), v(s))ds
2 / (0(5), [Cuns (5), 01 (5)) — Clun(s), va(s)}dW(5))
0

T / 1C (), 01(5)) — Clua(5), 02(5)) P gy s,

Now we apply Itd’s formula for real-valued processes (&mto Lemma5ll) to
obtain

e M (o) P+ u(t)|3) = *A/ e M (Jo(s)]* + Ju(s)|3)ds
0
— e M (A (s) — Auvs(s),v(s))ds
2 [ vy (s) = Ava(s).o(s)d

b [0 (5,016~ (), o)) s+ ).
0

where

m(t) = 2/0 e N (U(s), [C(u1(s),v1(s)) — C(ua(s), vg(s))]dW(s)).
This together with[(2]5) yields
0 < e M(Jo(t) + u(t)|}) < m(t).

Hence the process(t) is non-negative for alt € [0,T]. We also can see that it is
a continuous local martingale starting framThus, almost surelyn(t) = 0 for all
t € [0,T]. But this in turn means that, almost surély, (t) — v2(¢)|? = [v(t)|*> = 0
as well agu (t) — u2(t)|% = |u(t)|% = 0 for all t € [0, T]. Thus solutions td(1]3)
must be indistinguishable. O
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