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STOCHASTIC CONSTRAINED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS ON T?

ZDZISLAW BRZEZNIAK AND GAURAV DHARIWAL

ABSTRACT. We study constrained 2-dimensional Navier-Stokes Equations driven by a
multiplicative Gaussian noise in the Stratonovich form. In the deterministic case [4] we
showed the existence of global solutions only on a two dimensional torus and hence we
concentrated on such a case here. We prove the existence of a martingale solution and
later using Schmalfuss idea [20] we show the pathwise uniqueness of the solutions. We
also establish the existence of a strong solution using a Yamada-Watanabe type result
from Ondrejét [17].

1. INTRODUCTION

In the present article we consider the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations
m
(1.1) du+ [(u - V)u — vAu + Vp| dt = Z(cj -V)uodWj(t), tel0,00)
j=1
in O = [0, 27]? with periodic boundary conditions and with the incompressibility condition
divu = 0.

This problem can be identified as a problem on a two-dimensional torus T? what we will
assume to be our case. Here u : [0,00) x O — R? and p : [0,00) x O — R represent the
velocity and the pressure of the fluid. Furthermore » 0", (c; - V)u o dWj(t) stands for the
random forcing, where ¢j, j = 1,--- ,m, are divergence free R2-valued vectors (so that the
corresponding transport operators éju := (¢j - V)u are skew symmetric in L?(T?,R?)) and
W;, 7 =1,...,m are independent R—valued standard Brownian Motions.

The above problem projected on H N M can be written in an abstract form as the
following initial value problem
(1.2)

du(t) + vAu(t) dt + B(u(t)) dt = v|Vu(t)[7,u(t) dt + 370, Ciu(t) o dW;(t), t € [0,T],

u(0) = uo,

where H is the space of square integrable, divergence free and mean zero vector fields on
O and
M={ueH:|u| =1}
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Here A and B are appropriate maps corresponding to the Laplacian and the nonlinear
term respectively, appearing in the Navier-Stokes equations, see Section 2 and C; = II(C}),
where IT : L?(T? R?) — H is the Leray-Helmholtz projection operator [21] that projects

the square integrable vector fields onto the divergence free vector field.

We prove the existence and uniqueness of a strong solution. The construction of a
solution is based on the classical Faedo-Galerkin approximation, i.e.

dun(t) = — [PaAun (t) + PuB(un(t)) — [Vun(t)2un(t)] dt
(1.3) + 201 PaClun(t) 0 dWj(t), ¢ € [0,T],

Pnu(]
O = 1Bl
given in Section 5. Let us point out that without the normalisation of the initial condition
in the above problem (1.3), the solution may not be a global one, even in the deterministic
case. The crucial point is to prove suitable uniform a’priori estimates on the sequence u,,.
We will prove that the following estimates hold

T
supE {/ \un(s)]%(A) ds] < 00,
0

n>1

and

supE( sup Hun(s)H%,p) < 00,
n>1 0<s<T

forpe 1,1+ %), where D(A) is the domain of the Stokes operator and V = D(A'/2), see

Section 2 for precise definitions and the positive constant K. is defined in (3.2).

In Theorem 3.4 we prove the existence of a martingale solution using the tightness crite-
rion in the topological space Zr = C([0, T]; H)NL2.(0,T;D(A))NL2(0,T;V)NC([0,T]; Vi)
showing that the trajectories of the solution lie in C([0,T]; Vy) but later on, in Lemma 3.6
we show that in fact the trajectories lie in C([0,77; V).

Our work is an extension of a recent article by the two authours and Mauro Mariani [4]
from the deterministic to a stochastic setting. More information and motivation can also
be found therein. Let us recall that already in the deterministic setting, we have been able
to prove the global existence of solutions for Constrained Navier-Stokes equations (CNSEs)
only with periodic boundary conditions and this is why we have concentrated here on such
a case. A similar problem for stochastic heat equation with polynomial drift but with a
different type of noise has recently been a subject of a PhD thesis by Javed Hussain [10].
It’s remarkable that in that case the result holds for Dirichlet boundary conditions as well.

We consider the noise of gradient type in the Stratonovich form (1.1). The structure of
noise is such that it is tangent to the manifold M just like the non-linear part from Navier-
Stokes and hence there is no contribution to the equation (1.2) because of the constraint.
In the deterministic setting [4] we proved the existence of a global solution by proving
the existence of a local solution using Banach Fixed Point Theorem; and no explosion
principle, i.e enstrophy (V— norm) of the solution remains bounded. We can’t take the
similar approach in the stochastic setting as one can’t prove the existence of a local solution
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using the Banach Fixed Point Theorem and hence we switch to more classical approach of
proving the existence of a solution using the Faedo-Galerkin approximation.

We consider the Faedo-Galerkin approximation (1.3) of (1.2). We prove that each ap-
proximating equation has a global solution. One can show that for every n € N global
solution to (1.3) exist for all domains, in particular for Dirichlet boundary conditions. But
in order to obtain a’priori estimates as in Lemma 5.4, we need to consider the Navier-Stokes
Equations (NSEs) on a two dimensional torus T? (i.e. the NSEs with the periodic boundary
conditions).

In order to prove that the laws of the solution of these approximating equations are tight
on Z7 (defined in (4.3)), apart from a’priori estimates we also need the Aldous condition,
Definition 4.6. After proving that the laws are tight in Lemma 5.5, by the application of
the Jakubowski-Skorokhod Theorem and the martingale representation theorem we prove
Theorem 3.4. The paper is organised in the following way:

In Section 2 we introduce some functional spaces and certain linear operators along with
the well-established estimates. Stochastic Constrained Navier-Stokes Equations (SCNSEs)
are introduced in Section 3 along with the definitions of a martingale solution and strong
solution and all the important results of this paper. Section 4 contains all the well-known
and already established results regarding compactness. In Section 5 we establish certain
estimates on the way to prove Theorem 3.4. We conclude the paper by proving the existence
and uniqueness of a strong solution using the results from Ondrejat [17] in Section 6.

2. FUNCTIONAL SETTING

Let O C R? be a bounded domain with periodic boundary conditions. Let p € [1,00)
and let LP(O) = LP(O,R?) denote the Banach space of Lebesgue measurable R2-valued
p-th power integrable functions on the set @. The norm in LP(Q) is given by

1= (/O |u(x)|pd:1:>%, we LP(0).

By L>®(0) = L>*(0,R?) we denote the Banach space of lebesgue measurable essentially
bounded R2-valued functions defined on ©. The norm is given by

[u|peo 0y = esssup {|u(x)],x € O}, u e L*(0).

If p = 2, then L2(0) = L?(O,R?) is a Hilbert space with the scalar product given by
(u, V)2 ::/ u(z) - v(z)de, u,v € L*0O).
@]

Let k € N, p € [1,00). By WFP(O) = WkP(O,R?) we denote the Sobolev space of all
u € LP(Q) for which there exist weak derivatives D%u € LP(QO), |a| < k. For p = 2, we
will write W*2(0,R?) =: H* and will denote it’s norm by || - ||+. In particular H! is a
Hilbert space with the scalar product given by

(u, VYo := (u,v) 2 + (Vu, Vv) 2, u,v € HY(O).
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Let C3°(O,R?) denote the space of all R?2—valued functions of class C> with compact
support contained in O. We introduce the following spaces:

V={uelXO,R?): divu=0},
LZ = {u € L*(T% R?) : / u(z) dr = o} :
T2

H={ueli:divu=0},
V=H'NnH.

(2.1)

We endow H with the scalar product and norm of L? and denote it by
(u, vig := (u, v)re, lulg == |ulr2, w,v € H.

We equip the space V with the scalar product (u, v)v := (Vu, Vv)g and norm |ju||v,u,v €
V.

One can show that in the case of O = T2, V-norm || - ||y, and H'-norm || - ||z are
equivalent on V.

We denote by A : D(A) — H, the Stokes operator which is defined by
D(A) = HN H*(T?),
Au = —II(Au), u € D(A).
D(A) is a Hilbert space under the graph norm,
Julbay = lulf + |AulZ..
It is well known that A is a self adjoint positive operator in H. Moreover
D(AY2) =V and (Au,u)n = ||lul|> = |Vul3s, u € D(A).

We introduce a continuous tri-linear form b : LP x Whi x L" — R,

2 .
ov7 .
b(u,v,w) = Z /Ou’%wj dz, u € L(O)P, v e WH(0),w € L"(O)

i,j=1

where p, q,r € [1, 00] satisfies

1 1 1

-+-+-<1L

p q T
By the Sobolev Embedding Theorem and the Holder inequality, we obtain the following
estimates

b(u, v, w)| < fulpallvlviwlps,  uw,weLHO),veV,

(2.2)
<clullvivivliwlv,  wv,weV.

We can define a bilinear map B : V x V — V' such that
(B(u,v),¢) = b(u,v,p), for u,v,¢ €V,
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where (-, -) denotes the duality between V and V’. The following inequality is well known
[21]:

23)  buv, )| < VE[uld [ull? VI3 V3 6, we Vv e D(A), ¢ € H.
Thus b can be uniquely extended to the tri-linear form (denoted by the same letter)
b:VxD(A) xH—R.
We can now also extend the operator B uniquely to a bounded bilinear operator
B:V xD(A) — H.
The following properties of the tri-linear map b and the bilinear map B are very well
established in [4, 21],
b(u,u,u) =0, u€eVv,
(2.4) b(u, w, w) =0, weV,we H,
(B(u,u),Auyy =0, u € D(A).

We will also use the following notation, B(u) := B(u,u).

The 2D Navier-Stokes equations driven by multiplicative Gaussian noise in the Stratonovich
form are given by:

du(x,t) + [(u(z,t) - VIu(z,t) — v Au(x,t) + Vp(z,t)] dt

= i1 [(ej(z) - V)u(z,t)] o dW;(t), t>0, z €O,
divu(-,t) =0, t>0,
u(z,0) = up(z), =€ O,

(2.5)

u: [0,00)xO — R% and p: [0,00)x O — R are velocity and pressure of the fluid respectively.

v is the viscosity of the fluid (with no loss of generality, v will be taken equal to 1 for the

rest of the article). Here we assume that c¢; are divergence free R2-valued vectors, W; are

R—valued i.i.d. standard Brownian motions and o denotes the Stratonovich form. Note

that the operators Cj, j € {1,...,m}, defined by Cju = (¢; - V)u, for u € V are skew-

symmetric on L%(T?,R?), i.e. C’;‘ = —C’], where C’* denotes the adjoint of C’ on L?(T2,R?).
We will be frequently using the following Short cut notation

CuodW(t ZCU t) o dWj(t),

where C; = H(C'j) and II is the Leray-Helmholtz projection operator.

With all the notations as defined above, the Navier-Stokes equation (2.5) projected on
divergence free vector field is given by

{du(t) + [Au(t) + B(u(t))] dt = Cu(t) o dW (¢),

(2.6) u(0) = wp.
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Let us denote the set of divergence free R%-valued functions with unit L? norm, as
following
M={ueH:|ul:=1}.
Then the tangent space at u is defined as,
TuM={veH: (v,uyy =0}, ue M.
We define a linear map 7w, : H — T, M by
Tu(v) =v = (v,u)nu,

then m, is the orthogonal projection from H into 7, M.

Since for every j € {1,...,m}, C7 = —Cj in H we infer
(2.7) (Cju,uyy =0, weV, je{l,...,m}.

In particular, if u € VN M, then Cju € T, M for every j € {1,...,m} and hence won’t
produce any correction terms when projected on the tangent space 1, M, which is shown
explicitly below.

Let
F(u) = Au+ B(u,u) — Cuo dW(t)
and F'(u) be the projection of F(u) onto the tangent space T, M, then
F(u) = mu(F(u)) = F(u) = (F(u), u) u
=Au+ B(u) — CuodW — (Au+ B(u) — CuodW,u)ygu
= Au — (Au,u)gu + B(u) — (B(u),u)g u — Cu o dW + (Cu,u)yu o dW
= Au — |Vul3; u+ B(u) — CuodW.

The last equality follows from (2.7) and the identity that (B(u),u)y = 0.
Thus by projecting NSEs (2.6) onto the tangent space T, M, we obtain the following
Stochastic Constrained Navier-Stokes Equations (SCNSEs)

(2.8) du(t) + [Au(t) + B(u(t))] dt = [Vu(t)]?u(t) dt + Cu(t) o dW (),
' u(0) =up € VN M.
3. STOCHASTIC CONSTRAINED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

We consider the following stochastic evolution equation

a.1) { du(t) + [Au(t) + Blu(t))] dt = [Vu(t)Z,u(t) dt + Cu(t) o dW (), ¢ € [0,T],

u(0) = o,
where Cu(t,x) o dW(t) := 371, Cju(t,x) o dW;(t) with Cju = II((c; - V)u) and Wj,j =
1,...,m, are i.i.d standard R—valued Brownian Motions.

From now on we will assume that c; are constant vector fields. Whether our results are
true in a more general setting is an open problem.
Assumptions. We assume that
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(A.1) Vectors cy, ..., ¢, belong to R? such that K2 < 1, where
(3.2) Kc = mane{17...7m}’Cj‘R2 s
‘ .

|g2 is the Euclidean norm in R2.
(A.Q) ug € VO M.

Definition 3.1. A stochastic basis (2, F,F,P) is a probability space equipped with the
filtration F = {F; }4>¢ of its o—field F.

Definition 3.2. We say that problem (3.1) has a strong solution iff for every stochastic
basis (€2, F,F,P) and every R™— valued F—Wiener process W = (W (t)),>, there exists a
F—progressively measurable process u : [0, 7] x Q — D(A) with P-a.e. paths

u(-,w) € C([0,T]; V) N L*(0, T3 D(A)),

such that for all ¢ € [0,7] and all v € V P-a.s.
t

(u(t),v) — (up, v) +/0 (Au(s),v)ds —i—/o (B(u(s)),v)ds
B3 el o A
= [ e+ 5 [ 3 cu(s) as+ [ DGyt vy )

Definition 3.3. We say that there exists a martingale solution of (3.1) iff there exist
e a stochastic basis (0, F,F,P),
e an RmA—V&lued F—Wiener process W, X
e and a F—progressively measurable process u : [0,7] x 2 — D(A) with P-a.e. paths

u(-,w) € C([0,T]; V) N L*(0, T;D(A)),
such that for all t € [0,7] and all v € V the identity (3.3) holds P-a.s.

Next we state some important results of this paper which will be proved in further
sections.

Theorem 3.4. Let assumptions (A.1) — (A.2) be satisfied. Then there exists a martingale
solution (0, F,F,P, W, u) of problem (3.1) such that

(3.4) R

T
sup [[u(t)[ + / ()3 dt] <.
te[0,7) 0

Remark 3.5. The solution obtained in the above theorem is weak in probabilistic sense
and strong in PDE sense.

The next lemma shows that almost all the trajectories of the solution obtained in The-
orem 3.4 are almost everywhere equal to a continuous V-valued function defined on [0, 7.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that the assumptions (A.1)—(A.2) are satisfied. Let (Q, F.FP,W, w)
be a martingale solution of (3.1) such that

T
(3.5) E [ sup [u(t)| + / () B ds] <oo.
te[0,7 0
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Then for[@D almost allw € ) the trajectory u(-,w) is almost everywhere equal to a continuous
V—valued function defined on [0,T]. Moreover for every t € [0,T],P—a.s.

u(t) =ug — /0 [Au(s) + B(u(s)) — |Vu(s)|72u(s)] ds

1 t ZUS S 'y jU(S ] S
(3.6) 5/ Y- cjut)d + - Cyute) (),

Definition 3.7. Let (Q,F,F,P,W,u’), i = 1,2 be the martingale solutions of (3.1) with
u*(0) = ug, i = 1,2. Then we say that the solutions are pathwise unique if P—a.s. for all
t €10,7), ut(t) = u?(t).

In Lemma 6.1 we will show that the pathwise uniqueness property for our problem holds.
This will enable us to deduce the following theorem that summarises the main result of our

paper:

Theorem 3.8. For cvery ug € V there exists a pathwise unique strong solution u of
stochastic constrained Navier-Stokes equation (3.1) such that

T
(3.7) E /0 w(t) Byay dt + sup ()3 | < oo.

te[0,7

Remark 3.9. The solution of (3.1) obtained in previous theorem is strong in both prob-
abilistic and PDE sense.
4. COMPACTNESS

Let us consider the following functional spaces:
C([0,T];H) := the space of continuous functions u : [0,7] — H with the topology 77 in-
duced by the norm [ule(o,7):1) = SuPsejo,r) [u(t)|n,

L2(0,T;D(A)) := the space L*(0,T;D(A)) with the weak topology Tz,

L?(0,T;V) := the space of measurable functions u : [0,7] — V such that

1
T 2
|u|Lz<o,T;v>=(/0 ||u<t>||%/dt) < o0,

with the topology 73 induced by the norm |u|z2 (g 7.v)-

Let Vy, denote the Hilbert space V endowed with the weak topology.

C([0,T]; Vy) := the space of weakly continuous functions u : [0,7] — V endowed with the
weakest topology 74 such that for all h € V the mappings

C([0,T]; Vi) 2 u = (u(-), v € C([0, T; R)
are continuous. In particular, u,, — w in C([0,T]; Vy ) iff for all h € V:

lim  sup |(un (t) — u(t), h)v| = 0.
=0 10,7



STOCHASTIC CONSTRAINED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS ON T2 9

Consider the ball
B:={zeV:|z|v<r}
Let g be the metric compatible with the weak topology on B. Let us consider the
following subspace of the space C([0,T]; Vi)

C([0,T); By ) = the space of weakly continuous functions w: [0,7] — V

(4.1) such that sup ||u(t)|v <7
te[0,7T
The space C([0,T]; By,) is metrizable (see [3, 6]) with metric
(4.2) o(u,v) = sup q(u(t), v(t)).
te[0,T

Since by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem By, is compact, (C([0,7];By),0) is a complete
metric space.

The following lemma [7, Lemma 2.1] says that any sequence (un)nen C C([0,7];B)
convergent in C([0,7; H) is also convergent in the space C([0,7]; By).

Lemma 4.1. Let uy,: [0,7] — V,n € N be functions such that
(i) suppen supseo,r) llun(s)llv <,
(ii) up — w in C([0,T]; H).
Then u,u, € C([0,T];By,) and u, — u in C([0,T];By) as n — oo.
Let
(4.3) Zr =C([0,T]; H) N L2(0,T;D(A)) N L0, T; V) N C(0,T; Vy),

and let 7 be the supremum of the corresponding topologies.

Now we formulate the compactness criterion analogous to the result due to Mikulevicus
and Rozowskii [15], Brzezniak and Motyl [7] for the space Zr .

Lemma 4.2. Let Zp, T be as defined in (4.3). Then a set K C Zp is T —relatively compact
if the following three conditions hold

(a) supyex supsepo,r) [[u(s)llv < oo,

(b) sup,ex fOT |’LL(S)|2D(A) ds < o0, i.e. K is bounded in L?(0,T;D(A)),

(¢) lims0 sup,ex SUP; refo, 7] [u(t) — uls)|ln = 0.

lt—s|<6

Proof. Let K be a subset of Zp. Because of the assumption (a) we may consider the metric
space C([0,T7; By) C C([0, T]; Vi) defined by (4.1) and (4.2) with r = sup,cx supgejo,r) llu(s)]|v-
Because of the assumption (b) the restriction to K of the weak topology in L?(0,7;D(A))
is metrizable. Since the restrictions to K of the four topologies considered in Z¢ are metriz-
able, compactness of a subset of Zp is equivalent to its sequential compactness.

Let (uy) be a sequence in K. By the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, condition (b) yields
that K is compact in L2 (0,7;D(A)). Condition (c) implies that the functions u, are
equicontinuous in C([0,7],H). Since the embeddings D(A) < V < H are continuous and
the embedding D(A) < V is compact, then Dubinsky Theorem (see [23, Theorem IV .4.1])
with conditions (b) and (c) imply that K is compact in L2(0,7;V) NC([0,T]; H). Hence in
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particular, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (u,, ), convergent in H. Therefore by
Lemma 4.1 (uy) is convergent in C([0,T]; By ). This completes the proof of the lemma. [

4.1. Tightness. Let (S, ¢) be a separable and complete metric space.

Definition 4.3. Let u € C(]0,7];S). The modulus of continuity of u on [0,7] is defined
by
m(u, ) = sup o(u(t),u(s)), ¢>0.
s,t€[0,T], [t—s|<d
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space with filtration F := (F;).c(o,7) satisfying the usual
conditions, see [14], and let (X,,),en be a sequence of continuous F-adapted S-valued pro-
cesses.

Definition 4.4. We say that the sequence (X,,)nen of S-valued random variables satisfies
condition [T] iff Ve > 0,Vn >0, 36 > 0:

(4.4) supP{m(X,,d) >n} <e.
neN

Lemma 4.5. Assume that (Xp,)nen satisfies condition [T]. Let P, be the law of X, on
C([0,T);S), n € N. Then for every e > 0 there exists a subset A. C C([0,T];S) such that

supPp(A:) >1—¢
neN
and

(4.5) lim sup m(u,d) = 0.
—0 ueAs

Now we recall the Aldous condition [A], which is connected with condition [T]. This
condition allows to investigate the modulus of continuity for the sequence of stochastic
processes by means of stopped processes.

Definition 4.6. A sequence (X, )nen satisfies condition [A] iff Ve > 0, Vn > 0, 36 >0
such that for every sequence (7,)nen of F-stopping times with 7,, < T one has

sSup sup ]P){Q(Xn(Tn + 9)7Xn(7—n)) > 77} <e.
neN 0<0<§

Lemma 4.7. Conditions [A] and [T] are equivalent.

Using the compactness criterion from Lemma 4.2 and above results corresponding to
Aldous condition we obtain the following corollary which we will use to prove the tightness
of the laws defined by the Galerkin approximations.

Corollary 4.8 (Tightness criterion). Let (X, )nen be a sequence of continuous F-adapted
H-valued processes such that

(a) there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

suplE

neN s€[0,7T

sup HXn(S)H%/] <Gy,
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(b) there exists a constant Co > 0 such that

T
supE [/ \Xn(s)]%(A) ds} < (s,
0

neN
(¢) (Xn)nen satisfies the Aldous condition [A] in H.
Let P, be the law of X, on Zp. Then for every ¢ > 0 there exists a compact subset K. of

Zr such that

supP,(K.) > 1—e¢.
neN

Proof. Let € > 0. By the Chebyshev inequality and (a), we infer that for any n € N and
any 7 >0

E, X,,(s)2
>§ [SUPse[o,T} [ (3)”\/] < (&
T T

fm( sup [ Xn()|3 > 7
s€[0,7T]

Let Ry be such that % < % Then

Wl ™

sup]f"n< sup || Xn ()3 > R1> <
neN s€[0,T

Let By := {u € Zr 1 SUPyp.7) lu(s)|? < Rl}.

By the Chebyshev inequality and (b), we infer that for any n € N and any r > 0

E”[|X"|%2(O,T;D(A))] - Cy

P (| Xnlz20.mi(a) > 7) < 2 =2

Let Ry be such that %g < % Then
2
sup P (| X2 (0750 (a)) > R2) <
neN

Let BQ = {U S ZT : ’u‘Lz(O,T;D(A)) < RQ}
By Lemmas 4.5 and 4.7 there exists a subset A= C C([0,7], H) such that

Wl ™

B €
Pa(ds) 21 -3
and
lim sup sup |u(t) —u(s)lu = 0.
0=0ucAc s,te)0,T)
3 j—s|<s

It is sufficient to define K. as the closure of the set B1 N By N Ag in Zp. By Lemma 4.2,
K. is compact in Zp. The proof is thus complete. O

4.2. The Skorokhod Theorem. We will use the following Jakubowski’s generalisation
of the Skorokhod Theorem in the form given by Brzezniak and Ondrejét [9], see also [12].

Theorem 4.9. Let X be a topological space such that there exists a sequence {fm }tmen
of continuous functions f,, : X — R that separates points of X. Let us denote by S the
o-algebra generated by the maps {fm}. Then

(a) every compact subset of X is metrizable,
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(b) if (m)men is a tight sequence of probability measures on (X,S), then there exists a
subsequence (my)ren, a probability space (Q, F,P) with X -valued Borel measurable variables
&k, & such that fi,y,, is the law of &, and &, converges to & almost surely on Q. Moreover,
the law of & is a Radon measure.

Lemma 4.10. The topological space Zr satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 4.9.

Proof. We want to prove that on each space appearing in the definition (4.3) of the space
Zr there exists a countable set of continuous real-valued functions separating points.
Since the spaces C([0, T]; H) and L?(0,T; V) are separable, metrizable and complete, this
condition is satisfied, see [1], exposé 8.
For the space L2 (0,T;D(A)) it is sufficient to put

T
fm(u) = /0 (u(t), vin(t))p(a) dt € R, uwe L2(0,T;D(A)), meN,

where {v,,,m € N} is a dense subset of L?(0,7;D(A)).

Let us consider the space C([0,T]; Vy,). Let {h,,, m € N} be any dense subset of H and
let Q7 be the set of rational numbers belonging to the interval [0,7]. Then the family
{fmt, meN, t € Qr} defined by

fmt(w) = (u(t), hm)v € R, uweC(0,T;Vy), meN, teQr

consists of continuous functions separating points in C([0, T|; V), thus concluding the proof
of the lemma. O

Using Theorem 4.9 and Lemma 4.10, we obtain the following corollary which we will ap-
ply to construct a martingale solution to the stochastic constrained Navier-Stokes equations
(3.1).

Corollary 4.11. Let (n,)nen be a sequence of Zp-valued random variables such that their
laws L(ny) on (Zp,T) form a tight sequence of probability measures. Then there exists a
subsequence (ny,), a probability space (Q, F,P) and Zp-valued random variables 7, iy, k € N
such that the variables ng and 7 have the same laws on Zr and T converges to 7 almost
surely on €.

5. FAEDO-GALERKIN APPROXIMATION AND EXISTENCE OF A MARTINGALE SOLUTIONS

As mentioned in the introduction, the proof of the existence of a martingale solution is
based on the Faedo-Galerkin approximation. In this subsection we first talk about the basic
ingredients required for the approximation and then obtain the a’priori estimates, which
we later use in the Subsection 5.2 to prove the tightness of laws induced by the solutions
of the approximating equations (5.2).

Let {e;}?°, be the orthonormal basis in H composed of eigenvectors of A. Let
H,, :=span{eq,...,e,}

be the subspace with the norm inherited from H, then P, : H — H,, given by

n

(5.1) Pu:= Z(u, eime;, u€H,
i=1
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is the orthogonal projection onto H,,.

Let us consider the classical Faedo-Galerkin approximation of (3.1) in the space H,,:

dun (t) = — [PoAun (t) + PaB(un(t)) + |[Vun ()] 2un (t)] dt
(5.2) + 30 PaCun(t) o dW(t), te[0,77,

P
un (0) = Bt

13

Using the idea from [10] and the Banach Fixed Point Theorem we can show that the
SDE (5.2) has a local maximal solution up to some stopping time 7 < 7. In the following
lemma we show that this local solution stays on the manifold M, i.e. u,(t) € M for every

te[0,7).

Lemma 5.1. Let ug € VN.M then the solution of (5.2) stays on the manifold M, i.e. for

allt € [0,7), u,(t) € M.

Proof. Let uy, be the solution of (5.2). Then applying It6 formula to the function |z|% and

the process u,, along (5.2), (2.4) and assumption (A.1), we get

%d\una)\%{ = (un(t), = Po At (t) = PoB(un(t)) + [Vt (£)[F 210 (£) )11 dt
+ % i@n(t), (PCj)2un () dt + % §<Pn0jun(t)v P Cjun(t))n dt
+ iwn(t), PoCyn(8) AW, (1)
p
— —un (8) [t + [V (1) 22 (8t + %gw;‘un(t), Cjun (1)
+ %jﬁ::lrc w0y
= [l (&) [Jun(£) — 1] dt + %g:l |Cun (8)[f1 = |Cun(t)[7] dt

thus we get,
@ [lun(f — 1] = 2un (O [fun (O — 1] de.

Integrating on both sides from 0 to ¢, we obtain

fun(®) — 1= [fun(0)[} — 1] exp {2 [ 1ok ds]

Now since |u,(0)|g = 1 and fot |un(s)|3 ds < oo, we get |up(t)|g =1 for all t € [0,7),

un(t) € M for every t € [0, 7).

ie

O
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Since on the finite dimensional space H,, the H and V norm are equivalent, we can infer
from the previous lemma that the V-norm of the solution stays bounded. Hence using this
non-explosion result as in the case of deterministic setting [4] we can prove the following
lemma:

Lemma 5.2. For each n € N, there exists a global solution of (5.2). Moreover for every
T >0, u, € C([0,T];Hy,),P-a.s. and for any q € [2,0)

E [/OT i ()] ds] < 0.

5.1. A’priori estimates. We will require the following lemma to obtain a’priori bounds.

Lemma 5.3. Let ¢ € R? and let ¢ : T? — R? be the corresponding constant vector field.
Put, for u € H%?(T?,R?),

Cu=c-Vu and Cu =TI(Cu).
If the vector field v € H?*2(T?,R?) is divergence free, then Cu is divergence free as well.
Moreover,
(5.3) ACu—CAu=0, uec H**(T?R?).
Proof. Let ¢ = (¢1,c¢2) then Cu = (c1 D1 + caDy)u. We have
div (C’u) =D ((61D1 + CgDQ)’LLl) + Dg((chl + CQDQ)UQ)

= c1D1D1uy + coD1Douy + c1 Do Dius + ca Do Dous

=cD; (D1u1 + Dgug) + coDo (D1u1 + Dgug)

= (ClDl + CQDQ) (le u) =0,

where we used that vector ¢ is constant and u is divergence free respectively. In order to
establish the equality (5.3) we start by considering AC’Q — CAu. Since Au is divergence
free, from the previous calculations we have II(CAu) = C'Au. Thus

ACu— CAu = —A((chl + CQDQ)U) — (chl + CQDQ) (—Au)
= — [t ADyu + coADyu] + [c;ADyu + coADyu) = 0,
since ¢ is a constant vector, completing the proof. U

Lemma 5.4. Let T > 0 and u, be the solution of (5.2). Then under the assumptions
(A1) — (A2), for all p > 0 and p € [1,1 + %), there exist positive constants Cy(p, p),

Ca(p, p) and C3(p) such that if [luollv < p, then

(5.4) supE< sup Hun(r)ll2vp> < Ci(p,p),
n>1 rel0,T)
g 2p-1)
(5.5) SI;QE/O un ()" [Aun(s) — [Vun(s)|F2un(s) i ds < Ca(p, p),
and

T
(5.6) swpE [ ()b ds < Calo)
0

n>1
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Proof. Let uy(t) be the solution of (5.2) then applying the It6 formula to ¢(z) = ||z||3, and
the process uy,(t), we get

dHun(t)H%/ = 2(Auy (1), = PpAun(t) — P B(un(t), un(t)) + ‘VUN(t)’%ZUH(t»Hdt
(Auy (), (PnC'j)zun(t»Hdt + Z(APanun(t), P, Cjup(t))udt
1 =1

NE

.
Il

+2) (Aun(t), PaCjun(t) dW; (t))u.
j=1

Now since (| Vi, ()2 2un (t), Ay (1) — [Vun (t)|22un(t)) = 0, using (2.4), we have
L L
(

)
dllun ()R = =2(Aun(t) = [Vun () F2un(t), Aun () = [Vun () Pun(t) ndt
+ 2{|Vtn (8) P (t), Aun (t) — [V (8)[F2un (t) )udt

— 2(Ay (£), B (), un (8))udt + Y (Aun (t), CHuy (t))udt
7=1
-I-Z(ACjun(t),Cjun( )>Hdt+ 22 Aun C un( )dWJ(t)>H
j=1 J=1

= —2[Au, () — |V, () [2oun (t)|hdt + 22 (At (1), Cjun (t) dW; (t))m
7=1

+ ) (ACun(t) = CjAun(t), Cjun(t))u dt.
j=1
Integrating on both sides and using Assumption (A.1) and Lemma 5.3, we get
t
o (% +2 [ 1) = [V (o) (5
2 — [
(5.7) = [lun (0)[lv + 22/0 (Aun(s), Cjun(s) dW;(s))u
j=1
moot
< O +23 [ (A (s). Cna(s) W s)
j=1
By Lemma 5.2, we infer that the process
mo ot
= Z/ (Aup(s), Cjun(s) dW;(s))u, t€[0,T]
— Jo

is a martingale and that E[u,(t)] = 0. Thus

(5.8) Ellun(®)]¥ + 2E/0 A (s) = [V () [F2un ()l ds < E[lu(0)|R-
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Hence

(5.9) sup sup Elfu, (t)[5 < Ellu(0)]-
n>11te[0,T]

Note that using (5.9) in (5.8), we also have the following estimate

T
(5.10) SUPE/ At (s) = [V () [F2un ()l ds < E[lu(0)]R.
0

n>1

Let £(t) = |lun(t)|3, t € [0,7T] and ¢(z) = 2P, for some fixed p € [1,00). Using the Ito
formula and (5.7), we obtain

un (B[ = [|un (0)[12 — 2p / ()1 | At (5) — |Vt () [22un(s)[Fids

+2p(p 1) Z /0 Jun(5) R (At (), G (5))
G.11) +2pZ / ()13 (), () WV (5
Since C' is skew symmetric, (Cuy,(s), un(s)) = 0 and hence we get

t
un (8) |2 + 2p / tn ()07 | Atn (5) = |Vun (5)|22un(s) [Fids

< Jun (0 +2pz / lan ()P (At (5), Cun(5) W (5))
2 2
L op(p—1 Z / ()22 (At (5) — [Vitn(5) Btin(5), Con(s)) ds.
Using the Holder inequality we have

t
wn (£)]|2 + 2p /0 () [P~V | At (5) — |Vt () [22un(s) [fids

< Jun(O) +2pY /O ()27 (At (5), Can(5) AW (5))
j=1

#2000 =03 [ ()40 (5) = [V (5) Bt () BICs 1 (9 s
=1



STOCHASTIC CONSTRAINED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS ON T2 17

On rearranging we get

t
2(p—1
o (£)]|2 + 2p /O ()™ [Atn(5) — |V (s)[22un(s) Fids

< [lun(0)I +2p2/0 [ ()IPF 1 (A (5), Cun (s) AW ()
j=1

t
2(p—1
L op(p - DE? / ()22 At (5) — [Vt (5) 2t ()] s,

where K. is the positive constant defined in equality (3.2).
Forpe 1,1+ %), K,=2p[1—-KZ(pp—1)] >0, thus

lan (O + K, / n ()PP At (5) — [Vt (5) 20 (5) s

1)
(5.12) < a0 +2p2 / o ()12 (At (5), Ctn(5) W (5))t
Using Lemma 5.2 we infer that the process
m t
_ Z/O ()220 (Atn(s), Cjuun(s) dWi(s))m, ¢ € 0,7,
=1

is a martingale and E[n,,(t)] = 0. Thus
(5.13)
t
2(p—1
Elun (8)[ + KB /0 lun(8) 15" | Awn(s) = [Vtn(s) Zotun(s)fds < Ellun (0)||F
In particular

(5.14) sup sup Eu,(t)]|% < Elluolz?
n>11t€[0,7T)

Note that using (5.14) in (5.13), we also have the following estimate,

T
2(p—1 1
(515  supE / e ()57 Avin(5) = [Veun(3)[Fown () ds < 7= Elluol¥

n>1 p

In order to prove (5.4) we start from (5.11),

[t ()] = [Jun (0)| % — 2p / e ()1 | At (5) — |Vt () [22un(s) [Fids

+2p(p— 1) Z [ 1R (a6 5 s

+2pZ / etn ()12 (At (5), Cuun(s) W ()11



18 ZDZISLAW BRZEZNIAK AND GAURAV DHARIWAL

Since for every j € {1,--- ,m}, (Cjun(s),un(s))n = 0, hence

t
||un(7f)llzvp+2p/0 () | At (5) = [V (5) 10 (5) [y ds = [[un (O)]F

#2000 -3 )R (A 5) = 1910, 5) 5. sy

2(p—1)
¥ 2p2 / ()™ (A () = [Vt (5) Bt (), Cin () AWV ()
Taking the mathematical expectation and using the Holder inequality, we have

E sup [lun(r)|2 + 20 sup / ln()IPE ™ At (3) — [Vt (5) 20 (5) 3 s
rel0,t] rel0,t]

< Bl O + 2o~ VKZE sup [ [ P2 A 5) = [V 5 s >\%{Wun<s>r%zds}
re

(5.16)
+ 2E sup {Z / lun ()12 1<Aun<s>wn<s>iwn(s),cjun(s)dvvj(s)m].

rel0,t]

Using the Burkholder- Davis- Gundy inequality, we get

3 [ R ) = 95 ), ) 8 4

E sup
relo, t]

1/2
m t
<3E|Y /0 lun ()N (A (5) — [V () [22un(s), Ciun(s)) ds

1/2

m t
<3E|Y /0 ()N | At (5) — |V () 22w (s) [F|Cun(s) [ ds
7=1

1/2
< 98 | [ )2 6) = 90 ) () 5]
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Using the Holder inequality and the Young inequality, we obtain

E sup |3 / an ()27~ (At (5) — [Vt (8) 2211 (5), Crun(s) AW (s))n

rel0,t] j=1

1/2
<3E | K. <sup [[wn (r ) (/ et ()37~ At (5) = [Vt (5) 2un (5) d8> ]

rel0,t]

<3E |z sup fun(r)| / ()37 At (5) — [Vt (5) 2 () ds].
re

Thus using this in (5.16), we get

E s%»ﬂuun(r)u%m sup /0 ()12 | At (5) — |V () [22un(s) [} ds
rel0,

2(p—1
< Eflun(0)[|# + 2p(p — )K’E sup / ()27 | At () — [Vt (5) Eotin(s) [ dis

rel0,t]
(5.17)
S8 [ )3 A5 — (V5 5 s
Hence for € = % q. (5.17) reduces to

Es?op}nun() P 4 4R p / [ ()12 | A (5) — |Vt () 2atun(s) f ds < 2E ||y (0|7
rel0,t rel0,t

+dp(p — DKZE sup / ()5 (At (5) — [Vt (5) 32 (5) [y ds
re(0,t]

+ 36p K2R /0 ()P | A (5) — |Vt ()22 () ds.

Since [ [Aun(s) — [Vun(s)|[Foun(s)[f ds is an increasing function, we have

t
E sup (7 [|2 + 4E /0 [ ()12 V| A (5) — [Vt () [22un(s)[F ds
rel0,

t
< 2E||u, (0) |7 + 4pK2 [10p — 1] E /0 ()1 | At (5) — |Vt () 22un(s) f ds.

In particular

Esx[lop}uunmn <4pKZ2[10p — 1] / n ()12 | At (5) — |Vt () [2aun(s) [} ds
re|0,t

+ 2E [un (0)[1¥
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Since E|[u,, (0)[7 < Eluo|[3 and using (5.15), for p € [1,1+ 7)

T
2(p—1
EA [ ()27 At (5) = [Vt (s) 22 un(5)[F ds
is uniformly bounded in n, thus

2
supE sup |jun(r)||7 < Ci(p, p).
n>1  rel0,7)

Now we will establish (5.6). Note that

T T T
B [ fun(s)fbds = [ [Aun(s) = [Vun(o)Eaun()ds +E [ Juns)]ds.
0 0 0

Using (5.4) for p =2 and (5.5) for p = 1, we get

T
SUPE/O [un ()| Dayds < Ca(1,p) + C1(2,p)T =: Cs(p).

n>1

O

5.2. Tightness. In this subsection using the a’priori estimates from the Lemma 5.4 and
the Corollary 4.8 we will prove that for every n € N the measures L(uy,) on (27,7 ) defined
by the solution of the stochastic ODE (5.2) are tight. The following is the main result of
this subsection.

Lemma 5.5. The set of measures {L(uy),n € N} is tight on (Zp,T).

Proof. We apply Corollary 4.8. According to the a’priori estimates (5.4) (for p = 1) and
(5.6), conditions (a) and (b) of Corollary 4.8 are satisfied. Thus it is sufficient to prove that
the sequence (uy,)nen satisfies the Aldous condition [A] in H. Let (7,)nen be a sequence of
stopping times such that 0 < 7,, < T. By (5.2), for ¢t € [0,7] we have

un (t) :un(O)—/O P, Auy(s) ds—/o PnB(un(s))als—k/0 Vi (8)[32un(s) ds

+%/0 (PC)2up (s) ds+/0 PrCup(s) dW (s)

= T D) 4 T + R+ JO() + R, e [0,T).

Let # > 0. First we make some estimates for each term of the above equality.

Ad.J3. Since A : D(A) — H, then by the Holder inequality and (5.6), we have the following
estimates

Tn+0
E (|2 (7 + 0) — J2(r)|u] = E / Py Au(s) ds

Tn+0
< CE/ |Auy,(s)|g ds
H Tn

(5.18)

7-7L+6 1 T % 1
< cE/ ]un(s)\D(A) ds < c02 <E [/ [un(s) %(A) ds}) <cCF 02 =:cy-02.
T 0

n

-
Jun
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Ad. J3. Since B : V x V — H is bilinear and continuous, then using (2.3), the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, (5.4) and (5.6), we have the following estimates

Tn+60
E[|J3 (T + 0) = J3'(Tn) [n] = E < CE/ | B(un(s), un(s))|n ds

Tn+60
/ P, B(uy(s))ds

H

Tut0 1 1 Tnt0 3 1/2
< [ ()il (s) v uns) s dsﬁcE[/ e ()11 un () 52, ds

n n

Tn+0 9 % Tn+0 9 %
<@ (| [ R as] | [ o ]

1

(5.19)

T 4 3
[E/ |un(8)|2D(A)ds} < cci)ic
0

W s
>
PN
I
o
oI
>
N

E sup [un(s)|3
s€[0,T

3
< cf1

Ad. J}. Using Lemma 5.1 and estimate (5.4), we have

Tn—+0
Bl (ra + 6) — I (7u)lst] = E / Vit (5) 2t (5) dis

H

Tn+0
(5.20) < E/ |Vun(s)|%2|un(s)|H ds <E sup Hun(s)H% 0 <Ci(1l)-0=:cq-80.
n s€[0,7T

Ad. JZ. Since C is linear and continuous, then using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Assumption (A.1) and (5.6), we have the following

7'7L+6
B[ J2 (7 + 0) — J2 (1) ur] = Z/ n () ds
" H
1 Tn+0 1 9 Tn+0
5 Z/ \C up(s)mpds | < §cKCE/ [un(s)|D(a) ds
T 3 K2
1 1

Ad. Jg. Using the Ito isometry, Assumption (A.1) and estimate (5.4), we obtain the
following

2

Tn+0 Tn+0
E [|J2(r + 6) — J2(r)3] =E / PoCun(s)dW(s)| < cE/ (Cun(s)|2 ds

H

Tn+0
(5.22) < cKCQE/ un(8)||13 ds < cK*E sup |jun(s)|3 0 < cK.C1(1) -0 =: cg - 6.

sel0,T
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Let us fix kK > 0 and € > 0. By the Chebyshev’s inequality and estimates (5.18) - (5.21),
we obtain

1 ;0
P({|J7' (7 +6) = T (m)li 2 6}) < B[] (ra +0) = ()] < == meN,

where i =1,--- ,5. Let §; = ia. Then

Ci

sup sup P{|J (1, +60) — J ' (tn)|lu > K}) <e, i=1...5.
neN 0<0<s;

By the Chebyshev inequality and (5.22), we have
mn n 1 n mn
P{[Jg (7 +0) = Jg' (mn) |1 = K}) < S E [|JF (70 + 0) = J7 (1) 7]

669
2"

IN

e N.

2

Let 06 = g—e. Then
6

sup sup P({|J§(mn +0) — J§(n)|lu > K}) <e.

neN 0<6<ds
Since [A] holds for each term J, i = 1,2,---,6; we infer that it holds also for (uy).
Therefore, we can conclude the proof of the lemma by invoking Corollary 4.8. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem 3.4. By Lemma 5.5 the set of measures {L(u,),n € N} is tight
on the space (Z7,7) defined by (4.3). Hence by Corollary 4.11 there exist a subsequence
(nk)ken, a probability space (Q,]} ) I@’) and, on this space, Zp-valued random variables
U, Up,,k > 1 such that

(5.23) Up, has the same law as w,, and @, — @ in Zr, P— as.

Up, — w in Z7, P — a.s. precisely means that
Uy, — win C([0,T]; H),
i, — @in L?(0,T;D(A)),
iy, — @in L?(0,T; V),
Uy, — win C([0,T]; V).
Let us denote the subsequence (@, ) again by (i )nen-

Since u, € C([0,T];H,),P-a.s. and C([0,7];H,) is a Borel subset of C([0,7];H) N
L?(0,7T;V) and also iy, u, have the same laws on Z7 we can make the following inferences
L(tuy)(C([0,T);Hy,) =1, n>1,

|tn (t)|g = |un(t)|m, a.s.

Also from (5.23) @, — @ in C([0,T]; H) and by Lemma 5.1 u,(t) € M for every t € [0,T].
Therefore we can conclude that

(5.24) a(t)e M, telo,T).
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Moreover, by (5.4) and (5.6), for p € [1,1 + 75)

(5.25) supE ( sup uan<s>|r%p) < (o),
neN 0<s<T
/T
(5.26) supE [/ \&n(s)]%(A) ds] < Cs.
neN 0

By inequality (5.26) we infer that the sequence (4, ) contains a subsequence, still denoted
by (u,) convergent weakly in the space L~2([O, T] x ;D(A)). Since by (5.23) P-a.s 4, — u
in Z7, we conclude that @ € L2([0,T] x §;D(A)), i.e.

T
(5.27) EU 3(5) 12 ds] < .
0
Similarly by inequality (5.25) we can choose a subsequence of (i, ) convergent weak star
in the space L2(€; L°(0,T;V)) and, using (5.23), we infer that
(5.28) E( sup Hﬂ(s)”%) < 0.
0<s<T

For each n > 1, let us consider a process M, with trajectories in C([0,T]; H,), in partic-
ular in C([0,T]; H) defined by

5 t

Ny (t) = iy (£) — Pyii(0) + /0 Py Ay (s) ds + /0 P B iy (5)) ds
—tﬂs2ﬂss—1m t V2, (s) ds
(5:29) | )P d 2;/0@”0]) A(s)ds 1e[0.7)

Lemma 5.6. Mn s a square integrable martingale with respect to the filtration F,, = (.7-:”7t),
where Fp, 1 = 0{ly,(s),s <t} with the quadratic variation

(5.30) / Z\P Cjiin(s)|} ds.

Proof. Indeed, since @, and u,, have the same laws, for all s,¢ € [0,T], s < ¢, for all bounded
continuous functions h on C([0, s]; H), and all ¥, € H, we have

(5:31) E [(M(t) = Na(s), ¥mh(njo,)] = 0

and

(5.2) —Z / Pt (Cyin(@))” Pacg o) - h(ingo )] = 0.
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Lemma 5.7. Let us define a process M for t € [0,T] by

NI(t) = () — a(0) + /tAu ds+/B 5)) ds
(5.33) /yvu 8)|32(s) ds—— /02

Then M is an H—wvalued continuous process.

Proof. Since @ € C([0,T]; V) we just need to show that each of the remaining four terms
on the RHS of (5.33) are H—valued and well defined.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality repeatedly and by (5.27) we have the following

inequalities
~ T ~ 1/2
& / |Adi(s) | ds < T2 (E/ >
0 0

Using (2.3), the Holder inequality, (5.24) and the estimates (5.27) and (5.28) we obtain
the following:

_ T _ T
B [ 1Bl ds <28 [l Vi(s) ()

(/0 Ja) I ds) ([)T\a<s>\%<A>d8)l/4]

. 34, o 1/4
< 273/4 <E sup |]&(S)H<‘/3> <E/O ]ﬁ(s)\%(A) ds) < 0.

< 2E

s€[0,7T
Using the Holder inequality, (5.24) and inequality (5.28) we have
B [ ValBalats)luds <E [ ()[R ds <E sup ) ) 7 < oo
0 0 s€[0,T

Now we are left to deal with the last term on the RHS. Using Assumption (A.1) and

estimate (5.27), we have the following inequalities for every j € {1,--- ,m},
T T 1/2
E/ |C’]2ﬂ(8)|H < K.T'? <E/ |ﬂ(8)|2D(A) d8> < 00.
0 0
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.8. For all s,t € [0,T] such that s <t then:
(2) limy oo (@ (t), Pt = (@(t), Y)u, P-a.s. p €H,
(b) limp o0 [} (Afin(0), Patp)ur do = [{Adi(0),9)u do, P-a.s. ¢ € H,
(¢) limy,—00 f;(B(ﬂn(a) Un(0)), Py do = fst(B(&(a),fL(J)),¢> do, P-a.s. 1 € V,
)

(d) iy so0 [1 | Vi ()35 (i (0), Pub)u do = [L|Va(o)[2, (@(o), ¥)u do, P-a.s. ¢ €
H,
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() limyyoo{ [} C2iin(0), Pat)u do = [[(C2i(0), ¥)u do, P-a.s. 9 € H.
Proof. Let us fix s,t € [0,7], s <t. By (5.23) we know that
(5.34) i, — @ in C([0,T];H) N L2(0,T; D(A)) N L2(0,T;V) N C([0,T); Vi), P-a.s.
Let ¥ € H. Since @, — @ in C([0,T]; H) P-a.s. and P, — 1 in H, we have
Tim (i (8), Put)i — {(t), )i
= lim (i (t) = a(t), Pyy))u + lim (a(t), Pty —9)u =0 P-as.

Thus we infer that assertion (a) holds.

Let ¢ € H, then
t t
/ (Adiy (0), Pyib) do — / (Adi(o), ¥ do
t t

= / (A, (o) — Au(o), )y do +/ (At (o), PyYp — ) do

st ° t
< [ (anlo) ~ (o) A ¥)piay do + [ fin@)logn| Pav — vl do

t
< / (i (0) — (), A" ) p(a) do + |Poth — Blu|in] 20 mpan T2

By (5.34) @, — @ weakly in L2(0,T;D(A)) P-a.s. Uy, is a uniformly bounded sequence in
L?(0,T;D(A)) and P, — 1 in H. Hence we have, P—a.s.,

t
lim [ (4,(o) —a(o), A_lﬂ))D(A) do — 0,

n—o0 s
and
lim [Py — bl — 0.
n—o0
Thus, we have shown that assertion (b) is true.

We will now prove assertion (c¢). Let ¢ € V. Then we have the following estimates:
t t
| (Blano) Py~ [ (Bla(o)).v)do
t t
= [ (Blaa0)) - Bla(o)). vhudo + [ (Blan(o)).Pav —v) do

=/ [b(tin(0), tin(0), 1) — bu(0), u(0), )] d0+/ (B(tin(0)), Patp — ¢) do-
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Using (2.2), we get
[ Blanto)). P~ [ (Bla(o)). v} do

= / b(tn (o) — (o), un(0), ) do —|—/ b(a(o), un(0) — (o), ) do

" / (Bliin(0)), Patb — ) do

< | an(o) = alo)llv[an(o)IvI¢lly da+/ [a(@)lIvlian(e) —alo)llvI[¢llv do

t
4 [ (@) 12w vl do

Now since, @, — @ in L?(0,T;V), in particular @ € L?(0,7;V), also the sequence (i)
is uniformly bounded in L?(0,7T;V). Thus using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the

convergence of P, — 1 in V, we have P—a.s.,
t

t
Jm [ (B (). Pt~ [ (Bla(),v)do
< lim |, —a|r20mv) [|ﬂn|L2(O,T;V)
+ il ran | I91v + Tim 3 g | Pa = Yllv = 0.
Next we deal with (d). Let ¢ € H, then
t t
[ V()2 (an0), Pashudo — [ Vo) il0). o)udor

= / t (IVin(0)[72 — [Va(o)[72] (a(o), ¥)u do + / t Vi (0)}2 (i (0) — a(0), ¢)u do
i / Vit (o) B (), Pt — ¥t do
= [ 19 ~ [V [V (o) + Vo) 1] 0(0). o
[ Vin@)slin(o) ~ )t + [ [Via(o)slin(o), Pt — i o
Thus by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get
[ W@ tino), Bt~ [ (9o i) e do
< [ (o) = 5V Uaa(oly + o)) (o) o

t t
+/ Hfbn(a)ll%\ﬁn(a)—ﬁ(U)!H\ledaJr/ [ () ¥ (o) [0 Prtp — ¥ dor
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By (5.34), since @, — @ strongly in C([0,T]; H) N L?(0,T; V), in particular @ € L?(0,7T;V),
also the sequence (4,) is uniformly bounded in L?(0,7;V) and P,y — ¢ in H. Thus we
have P—a.s.

Jim / (Vi (0)|2a (it (), Pt dor — / Vi) 22 (ii(0), )it do

n—oo
< lim. [lanl20.7:v) + 1@l L2073 ] |8n ] Loo (0,750 | — @l 20,71 ¥

+ nh_{lolo ‘an‘%%qT;v)’ﬁn — U] oo (0,7 [¥ |1 + nh_{I;O ’an’%Z(O,T;V)‘ﬁn‘Lw(O,T;H)‘in —lg — 0.
Hence we infer that assertion (d) holds.

Now we are left to show that (e) holds. Let ¢ € H, then
t t
/ (C2iin(0), Patb)ss dor — / (C%(0), b)u do
t t
— [ (C*nlo) ~ alo)). v do + [ (CPulo). Put — v)u do

t t
< / (C? A Aliin (0) — (o)), )i do + K2 / i (0) [y | Pt — i dor

where K. is defined in (3.2).
Since (i) is a uniformly bounded sequence in L2(0,7;D(A)) and C2A~! is a bounded
operator thus by (5.34), we have P-a.s.

t t
fim [ (C%in(o), Pyt)s do — / (C%(0), ¥)u do

s
t

< lim [ (A(Gn(0) —al0)), (C*A™") )i do + lim K2Ji| 20, mpay| Path — luT"/?
t
= lim [ {in(0) — (o), A7 (C*ATY) " P)p(a) do + Tim KZJal 207,004 Pt — YluT? — 0,

s

where to establish the convergence we have used that P,y — ¢ in H. This completes the
proof of Lemma, 5.8. O

Let h be a bounded continuous function on C([0,7];H) and F = (.ft) =o{u(s),s <t}
be the filtration of sigma fields generated by the process .

Lemma 5.9. For all s,t € [0,T], such that s <t and all 1) € V:

(5:35)  Tim B [(Ma(t) = Ma(s), 0)hlin0,)| = B [((t) = M(s), w)h(iiy,)]

n—o0

Here (-,-) denotes the duality between V and V'.
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Proof. Let us fix s,t € [0,T],s <t and ¢ € V. By (5.29), we have

(M (t) — My(s),1) = (lin(t), Patb)r — (fin(s), Path)u + / (Atin(0), Pot)u do

n / (Bliin(0)), Pt} do / (Viin(0) 22 {7in(0), Putb do

t
-5 [ (Cinlo), Putiu o
By Lemma 5.8, we infer that
(5.36) Tim (My(t) = Ma(s), %) = (M(t) — M(s),9), P-as.

In order to prove (5.35) we first observe that since @,, — @ in Z7, in particular in C([0, T']; H)
and h is a bounded continuous function on C([0,7T]; H), we get

(5.37) Tim_Anyo,q) = Payp,) P — as.
and
(5.38) Sup |h(Tin|[0,5]) | Loe < 00.

neN

Let us define a sequence of R—valued random variables:

fn(w) = |:<Mn(t7w)71/}> - <Mn(37w)7w>] h(ﬁn\[o,s})7 w e Q

We will prove that the functions {f, }nen are uniformly integrable in order to apply the
Vitali theorem later on. We claim that

(5.39) sup E[| fn|*] < oo.
n>1

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the embedding V' — H, for each n € N there exists
a positive constant ¢ such that

(5.40) E[|fal’] < 2¢lhlZ o [W IV E [IMn(t)I% + My ()] -

Since M, is a continuous martingale with quadratic variation defined in (5.30), by the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we obtain

(5.41) i [ p (0
te[0,T

m T
< Z/ P Ciin (o), dor
j=1"0

Since P,,: H — H is a contraction then by Assumption (A.1) and (5.25) for p = 1, we have
o |moT ~ T
i Z/ P.Citn(o)y do | <E [mK2/ H&,L(U)H%,da}
oo 0

(5.42) < mK*E [ sup |G, (0)|3 | T < oc.

o€[0,T]
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Then by (5.40) and (5.42) we see that (5.39) holds. Since the sequence { f }nen is uniformly
integrable and by (5.36) it is P—a.s. point-wise convergent, then application of the Vitali
theorem completes the proof of the lemma. O

From Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.9 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.10. For all s,t € [0,T] such that s < t:
E (]\Z/(t) - M(s)\ft> ~0.
Lemma 5.11. For all s,t € [0,T] such that s <t and all ,{ € V:

tim B (0, (0), ) (M (8).€) — (M (). ) (o (5). ) )l 0.

= E| ((N1(2), ¥)NL (1), €) = (M (5), ¥){NL(5), ) ) o).
where (-,-) denotes the dual pairing between V' and V.

Proof. Let us fix s,t € [0,T] such that s <t and ¢, € V and define the random variables
[n and f by

fal@) = (0L (t, @), ) (W (), €) = (W (5,0), ) (M (5,0), €) ) 0,1 ()),

£w) = (VT (4,w), )M (8,), Q) = (M (s, ), ) (M (5,), ) Ao, (), w € .

By (5.36) and (5.37) we infer that lim, .. fn(w) = f(w), for P almost all w € €.
We will prove that the functions { f, }nen are uniformly integrable. We claim that for some
r>1,

(5.43) sup E [|f,|"] < oc.

n>1

For each n € N, as before we have
(5.44) E(1fal"] < ClB o 1T ICIVE [ 1820 (1) 2 + W3]

Since M, is a continuous martingale with quadratic variation defined in (5.29), by the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we obtain

T

m T
(5.45) E | sup \MN)PT] <cE ) / | P, Cliin (0) [y do
j=1"0

te[0,T

Since P,: H — H is a contraction, by Assumption (A.1) we have

T

5 m T 5 T T
i Z/ P Ciin ()2 do gE[me/ H&,L(U)H%,da}
o 0

(5.46) < (mKZ)'E < sup Hﬂn(O’)H%/T> T".
o€[0,T]
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Thus for r € (1,1 + %), by (5.44), (5.45), (5.46) and (5.25) we infer that condition (5.43)
holds. Hence, by the Vitali theorem we infer that

(5.47) lim E[f,] = E[f].
The proof of the lemma is thus complete. O

Lemma 5.12 (Convergence of the quadratic variations). For any s,t € [0,T] and 1,{ € V,
for all h € C([0,T]; H) we have

n—o0

im & | (S0 / (Chiin(0))" Path, (Ciin(0))" Pl dor | - Bliinjo.s)
=17

mo o
B |3 [ (©ilo)) 6. (Co))" O do | i)
j=17s
Proof. Let us fix ¢, € V and define a sequence of random variables by
mo ot
fulw) = [ 3 / (Ciin(0,0))* Path, (Ciin(0,0))* PuCl do | - hl(fino.): w €
j=178

We will prove that these random variables are uniformly integrable and convergent P—a.s.
to some random variable f. In order to do that we will show that for some r > 1,

(5.48) supE | f|" < 0.
n>1

Since P,: H — H is a contraction, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Assumption
(A.1) there exists a positive constant ¢ such that

|(Cjtin(0,w))" Patbl < [(Cjitin(0,w))"| gy [Pt < |Cjtin (0, w)| Ly [0
< KCHan(O—?w)HVhﬂH) j € {17 7m}7

where L(X,Y") denotes the operator norm of the linear operators from X to Y. Thus using
the Holder inequality, we obtain

Bl =E|[> / (Cin(0))* Puth, (Clin(0))* PaCl dor | - hlfingo )
j=17s

T

<IfE (3 / (Cjin(0))* Putblg - |(Cyiin(0))* Pucly do
j=17s

~ t T
< (M) Wy [ ICE ( [tk da)

(5.49) < (mK2)" IhIZooWIﬁICIﬁE( sup ||ﬂn(0)||%/r> .

o€[0,T]

Therefore using (5.49) and (5.25) we infer that (5.48) holds for every r € (1,1 + %)
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Now for pointwise convergence we will show that for a fix w € Q,

(5.50) lim Z ((Citn(o,w))* Py, (Cjiin(0,w))* Pal)g do

_ / S (Cii(o,w))* b, (Cyii(,w))* ) dor
s =1

Let us fix w € Q such that

(1) ﬂn(')“‘)) - a(')“‘)) in L2(07T;V)7
(ii) and the sequence (7, (+,w))n>1 is uniformly bounded in L?(0,T;V).

Note that to prove (5.50), it is sufficient to prove that
(5.51) (Cyitn(0,))" Patd = (Cyii(0,w))" ¥ in LA (s, R),

for every j € {1,--- ,m}. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequaltiy we have
t
[ Cstnto.)” P~ (Csito.))” i do
S . )
< [ (ICsnlo,0))" (Puts = 0)lg +1(Cyin(0:0) — (o))" ¥l ) o

<9 /st Cin(0,) 2 gy | Pats — 6 dor +2 /: Cyitnl0.) — Cpii,0)|? g [0 do
= I} (t) + IA(1).
We will deal with each of the terms individually. We start with I1(¢). Since
Jim By —lu =0, eV,

and by Assumption (A.1), (i) there exists a positive constant K such that
sup/ |Ctp, (0, w \LRH do < Kzsup/ i (0, w)||3 do < K.
n>1

Thus we infer
lim I}(t) = 0.

n— oo

Next we consider I2(t). Using Assumption (A.1) and (i) we can show that for every
j € {17 7m}7

t
. ~ ~ 2 2
nlingo/s [Citin(0,w) = Ot )| g gy Wl do

t
< lim [P K / lin(0,w) — a0, w)|% do = 0.
n—oo s

Hence, we have proved (5.51), finishing the proof of lemma. O
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By Lemma 5.9 we can pass to the limit in (5.31). By Lemmas 5.11 and 5.12 we can pass
to the limit in (5.32) as well. After passing to the limits we infer that for all ¢,{ € V:

(5.52) E [ (M(t) = M (s), 9)h(iiyp,q)| =0,
and

B[ ({NE(t), $)(NL(1), €) — (M (s), ) (M (5),C)
(5.53) =3 [ (@) b (C@))” Qg o) - i) =0,
j=1"%

From the two previous lemmas and Lemma 5.6, we infer the following corollary.

Corollary 5.13. Fort € [0,T]

t—/ Z|cja(s)|;§ ds, te[0,T).
=1

Theorem 3.4 proof continued. Now we apply the idea analogous to that used by Da
Prato and Zabczyk, see [11, Section 8.3]. By Lemma 5.7 and Corollary 5.10, we infer that
M(t), t € [0,T] is an H-valued continuous square integrable martingale with respect to the
filtration F = (]'N—t)tzo- Moreover, by Corollary 5.13 the quadratic variation of M is given

by
+ m
M)), :/ > |Csa(s) ds,  te0,T).

Therefore by the martingale representation theorem, there exist

e a stochastic basis (Q .7-" .7-"t>0,]P’),

e a R"—valued F— Wiener process W( ) defined on this basis,
e and a progressively measurable process (t) such that for all t € [0,7] and v € V:

~ t ~

(1), v) — (#(0),v) + / (Af(s), v) ds + / (B((s)), v) ds
:/0 (Vii(s) 22 (i(s), v) ds + /Z (C2i(s ds+/ VY AW ().

Thus the conditions from Definition 3.3 hold with (Q, F, {]:}}tzo,]f") = (5:2,]5', {]-:'t}tzo,IP’),
W =W and 4 = 4. Hence the proof of Theorem 3.4 is complete.

6. PATHWISE UNIQUENESS AND STRONG SOLUTION

In this section we will show that the solutions of (3.1) are pathwise unique and that (3.1)
has a strong solution. In the previous section we showed that paths of martingale solution
u of (3.1) belong to C([0,T]; V) N L?(0,7;D(A)). We start by proving Lemma 3.6, in
particular showing u € C([0,7]; V) N L?(0,T; D(A)).
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Proof of Lemma 3.6. u is a martingale solution of (3.1) thus, u € C([0, T]; V& )NL2(0, T; D(A))
P—a.s. We start by showing that RHS of (3.6) makes sense. In order to do so we will show
that each term on the RHS is well defined.

Firstly we consider the non-linear term arising from Navier-Stokes. Using (2.3), the
Hélder inequality, (5.24) and (3.5), we have the following bounds :

T T
i /0 B(u(s))[3 ds < 28 /O () 11| Vu() 2 () [ s
1/2

1/2 .
< 27'/? <E sup Hu(s)|]‘\1/> <E/ ]u(s)]%(A) ds) < 0.
s€[0,7T7 0

Using (5.24), the Holder inequality, (5.23), (5.25) and (3.5) we have the following in-
equalities for the non-linear term generated from the projection of the Stokes operator,

/ HVU \Lzu( )‘ ds = / |Vu(s )’iz ds <T <E sup Hu(s)”%,) < 0.

s€[0,T

Next we deal with the correction term arising from the Stratonovich integral. Using
Assumption (A.1) and estimate (3.5), for every j € {1,--- ,m} we have

T T
B[ 1) < K2 [ ful)lby ds < oc,
0 0

where K, is defined in equality (3.2).
We are left to show that the Ito integral belongs to L?(€2x [0, T]; V). Due to Itd isometry
it is enough to show that for every j € {1,--- ,m}

T
(6.1) E/ |Cju(s)||¥ ds < oo.
0

Using Assumption (A.1) and estimate (3.5), we have

T T
E/ 1Cu(s)|1% ds < KCE/ [u(s)[3a, ds < o0,
0 0

Thus we have shown that each term in (3.6) is well defined. Now we will show that the
equality holds.

Since u is a martingale solution of (3.1), for every v € V and t € [0,T] it satisfies the
equality (3.3), i.e. P—a.s.

(u(t),v) — (o, ) + /t<Au<> vyds + /t<B<u<s>> ) ds
/]Vu 8)|32(u(s),v)ds + = / ds+/ 2:1<CjU(S),V>de(S).

Note that the above equation holds true for every v € V(as defined in (2.1)) and hence
(3.6) holds in the distribution sense. But since V is dense in V, equality (3.6) holds true
almost everywhere, which justifies Remark 3.5.
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We use [18, Lemma 4.1] to prove the first part of the lemma. We work with the D(A) C
V C H space triple. Let us rewrite equation (3.6) in the following form

u(t) = up + /0 g(s)ds + N(t),

where g contains all the deterministic terms and N corresponds to the noise term. We have
shown that g € L(Q; L?(0,7T;H)) and N € L?(; L*(0,T;V)). Thus from [18, Lemma 4.1]
we infer that u € L?(Q;C([0,T]; V)). This concludes the proof of lemma. O

In the following lemma we will prove that the solutions of (3.1) are pathwise unique. The
proof uses the Schmalfuss idea of application of the It6 formula for appropriate function
(see [20]).

Lemma 6.1. Assume that the assumptions (A.1) — (A.2) are satisfied. If uy,us are two
martingale solutions of (3.1) defined on the same filtered probability space (S, F,F,P) then
P—a.s. for allt € [0,T], ui(t) = ua(t).

Proof. Let us denote the difference of the two solutions by U := u; — us. Then U satisfies
the following equation

dU(t) + [AU(t) + B(ux(t)) — B(u(t))] dt = [[Vu(t)|F2ur(t) — [Vua(t)[F2uz(t)] dt

(6.2) + Em:ch(t) o dW;(t), telo,T).
j=1

Let us define the stopping time
(6.3) : =T Aif{t€[0,T]: [lurt(®)|% V |u2(t)|3 > N}, N eN.
Since E [supte[QT} Hu,(t)”%,} < 00, P—a.s. for i =1,2, imy_e 7y = T.
We apply the Ito formula to the function
F(t,x)=e Oz, te0,T), eV

where 7(t), t € [0,T] is a real valued function which will be defined precisely later in the
proof.

Since 5 5
OF v —r2 OF o ey,
=W el () =200, .

we obtain for all ¢ € [0, T

eIt AT = /0 T (=" ()|U ()| +2(=AU(s) + B(u1(s)) — Bluz(s)), U(s))n) ds

+ /0 T e [ 2 Tur () a1 (5) — [Vua(s) aus(s) Uls)hu + 3 (C2U(),Uls))u | ds

2 Ox?
j=1 7j=1

tATNy T 2 tATN m
+ /0 > Tr [CjU@)a—F(CjU(s))*} ds +2 /0 e N (C5U(s), U(s))udW (s).
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Thus using the Assumption (A.1), we obtain the following simplified expression

e T A7)y < /0 U (@~ 2V — 20U (s). w1 (5). U(s)) ds
+2 /0 e (Vur(s) B — [Vua(s) 2 (5), U + [Vua () 20U (s)[R) ds

tATN s m 1
_|_/0 e ( )]Z::l <<C]2U(S), U(s))a + 3 X 2<CjU(s),CjU(S)>H> ds.

Using (2.2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

tATN
eIz [ Ok d
0
tATN , 9
< [ (W R+ AV ITE) vy ds
tATN
2 [T OO (Fur(o)lse + [Tua(s)lge) (o)l 5) s ds
0

tATN
+2 / e )| Vuy(t)[72]U () [ ds.
0

Using the Young inequality we obtain

tATN

tATN
e "I (E AT + 2/ e U (s)|R ds < / ™" [—r'(s) + 8llua (s)|] U (s) [ ds
0 0

tATN
1 / ) (1T (3)) 12 + [Vua(s)]12) 2l (5)A T ()] ds
0

tATN
(6.4) + / e"OU(s)|? ds.
0

Now choosing

r(t) = /0 [Sllus ()13 + 2(| Vs ()2 + [Vua(s) =) *ur (5) | ds,

inequality (6.4) reduces to

tATN
T+ [ T UEIR ds <o
0
In particular
(6.5) sup e MU A )] = 0.
te[0,7

Note that since u; and wug are the martingale solutions of (3.1) satisfying the estimates
(5.4) and (5.6) and because of the Lemma 5.1, r is well defined for all ¢ € [0, T].

Since P—a.s. limy_,o0 7v = T and E [r(T)] < oo, thus from (6.5) we infer that P—a.s.
for all t € [0,T], U(t) = 0. The proof of the lemma is thus complete. O
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Definition 6.2. Let (Q, F!,F", P! W u'), i = 1,2 be the martingale solutions of (3.1)
with 4?(0) = ug, i = 1,2. Then we say that the solutions are unique in law if

Lawp: (u') = Lawps (u®) on C([0, 00); Vir) 1 L*([0, 00); D(A)),
where Lawpi (u?), i = 1,2 are by definition probability measures on C([0, 00); Vi )NL2([0,00); D(A)).
Corollary 6.3. Assume that assumptions (A.1) — (A.2) are satisfied. Then

(1) There exists a pathwise unique strong solution of (3.1).

(2) Moreover, if (2, F,F,P,W,u) is a strong solution of (3.1) then for P—almost all
w € Q the trajectory u(-,w) is equal almost everywhere to a continuous V—valued
function defined on [0,T].

(3) The martingale solution of (3.1) is unique in law.

Proof. By Theorem 3.4 there exists a martingale solution and in the Lemma 6.1 we showed
it is pathwise unique, thus assertion (1) follows from [17, Theorem 2|. Assertion (2) is a
direct consequence of Lemma 3.6. Assertion (3) follows from [17, Theorems 2,11]. O

Using Theorem 3.4, Lemma 6.1 and Corollary 6.3 one can infer Theorem 3.8.
Remark 6.4. For any bounded Borel function ¢ € B,(V) and t > 0, we define
(6.6) (Prp)(uo) = E [p(u(t, uo))], wuo € V.

Then one can show that this family of semigroups is sequentially Feller [8, Proposition 6.2].
In order to prove the existence of invariant measure following the idea from Maslowski-
Seidler [13] one requires to obtain certain boundedness in probability which we haven’t
been able to establish so far. Thus proving the existence of invariant measure for Stochastic
Constrained Navier-Stokes equations on T? is still open.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Badrikian, Séminaire sur les fonctions aléatoires linéaires et les mesures cylindriques, Lecture Notes
in Mathematics, 139, Springer Verlag (1970).

[2] V. Barbu, G. Da Prato and L. Tubaro, A reflection type problem of the stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes
equations with periodic conditions, Electronic Communications in Probability 16, 304-313 (2011).

[3] H. Brezis, ANALYSE FONCTIONNELLE, Masson (1983).

[4] Z. Brzezniak, G. Dhariwal and M. Mariani, 2D constrained Navier-Stokes equations, J. Differential
Equations 264, no. 4, 2833-2864 (2018)

[5] Z. Brzezniak , E. Hausenblas and P. Razafimandimby Stochastic Reaction Diffusion equation driven by
Jjump processes, Potential Anal. (2017)

[6] Z. Brzezniak and E. Motyl Fuzistence of a martingale solution of the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations
in unbounded 2D and 8D-domains, J. Differential Equations, 254(4), 1627-1685 (2013).

[7] Z. Brzezniak and E. Motyl, The ezistence of martingale solutions to the stochastic Boussinesq equations,
Global and Stochastic Analysis, 1(2), 175-216 (2014).

[8] Z. Brzezmiak, E. Motyl and M. Ondrejat, Invariant measure for the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations
in unbounded 2D domains, Ann. Probab. 45, no. 5, 3145-3201 (2017)

[9] Z. Brzezniak and M. Ondrejat, Stochastic geometric wave equations with values in Riemanninan ho-
mogeneous spaces, Quaderni di Matematica (2011).

[10] J. Hussain, Analysis of some deterministic and stochastic evolution equations with solutions taking
values in an infinite dimensional Hilbert manifold, PhD Thesis, University of York (2015).



STOCHASTIC CONSTRAINED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS ON T2 37

[11] G. Da Prato and J. Zabczyk, STOCHASTIC EQUATIONS IN INFINITE DIMENSIONS, Cambridge University
Press, (1992).

[12] A. Jakubowski, The almost sure Skorokhod representation for subsequences in nonmetric spaces, Teor.
Veroyatn. Primen. 42(1), 209-216 (1997); translation in Theory Probab. Appl. 42(1), 167-174 (1998).

[13] B. Maslowski and J. Seidler, On sequentially weakly Feller solutions to SPDE’s, Rendiconti Lincei
Matematicae Applicazioni, 10, 69-78 (1999).

[14] M. Métivier, SEMIMARTINGALES, Gruyter (1982).

[15] R. Mikulevicius and B.L. Rozovskii, Global L?-solutions of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, Annals
of Probability, 33(1), 137 — 176 (2005).

[16] E. Motyl, Stochastic hydrodynamic-type evolution equations driven by Lévy noise in 3D unbounded
domains - abstract framework and applications, Stoch. Processes and their Appl. 124 , 2052-2097 (2014).

[17] M. Ondrejdt, Uniqueness for stochastic evolution equations in Banach spaces, Dissertationes Mathe-
maticae, 426, 1-63 (2004).

[18] E. Pardoux, Equatians aux dérivées partielles stochastiques de type monotone, Séminaire Jean Leray,
3, 1-10 (1975).

[19] E. Pardoux, Stochastic partial differential equations and filtering of diffusion processes, Stochastics, 3,
127-167 (1979).

[20] B. Schmalfuss, Qualitative properties of the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, Nonlinear Analysis,
28(9), 1545-1563 (1997).

[21] R. Temam, NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS: THEORY AND NUMERICAL ANALYSIS, North-Holland Pub-
lishing Company (1979).

[22] R. Temam, NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS AND NONLINEAR FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS, Second Edition,
STAM (1995).

[23] M. J. Vishik and A. V. Fursikov, MATHEMATICAL PROBLEMS OF STATISTICAL HYDRODYNAMICS,
Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht (1988).

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF YORK, HESLINGTON, YORK, YO10 5DD, UK
E-mail address: zdzislaw.brzezniak@york.ac.uk

INSTITUE OF ANALYSIS AND SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING, VIENNA UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, WIEDNER
HAUPSTRASSE 8-10, 1040 WIEN, AUSTRIA
E-mail address: gaurav.dhariwal@tuwien.ac.at



	1. Introduction
	2. Functional setting
	3. Stochastic Constrained Navier-Stokes equations
	4. Compactness
	4.1. Tightness
	4.2. The Skorokhod Theorem

	5. Faedo-Galerkin approximation and existence of a martingale solutions
	5.1. A'priori estimates
	5.2. Tightness
	5.3. Proof of Theorem ??

	6. Pathwise uniqueness and strong solution
	References

