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EFFECT OF RANDOM NOISE ON SOLUTIONS TO THE MODIFIED
TWO-COMPONENT CAMASSA-HOLM SYSTEM ON T

D

LEI ZHANG

Abstract. This paper studies the high dimensional modified two-component Camassa-

Holm (MCH2) system with random perturbation on the torus Td (d ≥ 1). The MCH2 system

reduces to the Euler-Poincaré equation without considering the averaged density, and to the

two-component Euler-Poincaré system as the potential energy term weaken to L2 norm in

the Lagrangian. First, we establish the local well-posedness of strong pathwise solutions

in the sense of Hadamard for the MCH2 system driven by general nonlinear multiplicative

noise. Moreover, we prove that the data-to-solution map does not uniformly depend on the

initial data, assuming that the noise coefficients can be controlled by the nonlocal terms

of the system itself. Second, when the noise coefficients are in the form of polynomial, say

c|f |δf with c 6= 0, we find that the random noises with sufficiently large intensity parameters

δ1 ≥ 1

2
and δ2 ≥ 1 have a regularization effect on the t-variable, which improves the local

strong pathwise solutions to be global-in-time ones. Note that the global existence problem

with small intensity 0 ≤ δ1 < 1

2
and 0 ≤ δ2 < 1 remains to be an open problem. As a partial

positive answer, we prove that, in the case of δ1 = δ2 = 0, the stochastic MCH2 system

admits a unique global strong pathwise solution with high probability for sufficiently small

initial data. Nevertheless, when d = 1, we show that the solutions will break in finite time

for any small initial data satisfying a proper shape condition.
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1. Introduction

The Camassa-Holm (CH) equation, which models the unidirectional propagation of shal-

low water waves over a flat bottom [16,61], or the propagation of axially symmetric waves in

hyperelastic rods [26], has been studied extensively during past decades. The most remark-

able features of CH equation are the the existence of peaked soliton solutions [16, 23, 32, 65]

and the description of wave breaking phenomena [6, 7, 19–21], which can not be character-

ized by the integrable Korteweg-de Vries equation [37, 73]. Recently, Holm, Náraigh and

Tronci [55, 57] extend the CH equation to the modified two-component Camassa-Holm sys-

tem (MCH2) so as to combine its integrability property with compressibility, or free-surface

elevation dynamics in its shallow-water interpretation. The MCH2 system is defined as ge-

odesic motion on the semidirect product Lie group with respect to a certain metric and is

given as a set of Euler-Poincaré equations on the dual of the corresponding Lie algebra.

Consider the following type of variational principle

δ

∫
L(u, ρ)dt = 0,
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with the Lagrangian

L(u, ρ) =
1

2

∫
u · (1 − α2

1∆)udx+
g

2

∫
(ρ− ρ0)(1 − α2

2∆)(ρ− ρ0)dx,

where ∆ denotes the d-dimensional Laplacian operator, α1, α2 ∈ R+ are two length scales

and g > 0 is the downward constant acceleration of gravity in application to shallow water

waves. By substituting the variational derivatives for Lagrangian L(u, ρ) into the semidirect-

product Euler-Poincaré equations (cf. [55, 57, 71]), the MCH2 system in Rd, d ≥ 1 may be

formulated in coordinates as

(1.1)





∂tm = −u · ∇m︸ ︷︷ ︸
convection

− (∇u)T ·m︸ ︷︷ ︸
stretching

−m(divu)︸ ︷︷ ︸
expansion

− gρ∇ρ︸ ︷︷ ︸
force

,

∂tρ = −div(ρu),

m = (1 − α2
1∆)u,

ρ = (1 − α2
2∆)(ρ− ρ0).

In (1.1), the d-dimension vector field u = (u1, u2, ..., ud)
T denotes the velocity of the fluid,

the field m with the component mj = uj − ∆uj , j = 1, 2, ...d represents the momentum,

and the scalar functions ρ and ρ stand for the density and averaged density (or depth, in

the shallow-water interpretation), respectively. For the stretching term in (1.1)1, we denote

(∇u)T ·m =
∑

j mj∇uj, where ·T is the transposition of ·. Without loss of generality, we

shall always assume that α1 = α2 = g = 1 in the following argument.

The MCH2 system (1.1) is closely related to two important models. The first one is the

Euler-Poincaré (EP) equation, which can be obtained by taking ρ ≡ 0 in (1.1):

(1.2)

{
∂tm + u · ∇m + (∇u)T ·m +m(divu) = 0,

m = (1 − α2∆)u.

The system (1.2) was first considered by Holm, Marsden, and Ratiu as a framework for

modeling and analyzing fluid dynamics [55, 56], particularly for nonlinear shallow water

waves, geophysical fluids and turbulence modeling. The EP equation can be considered as

an evolutionary equation for a geodesic motion on a diffeomorphism group [31, 59, 63, 86],

and it has important applications in computational anatomy (cf. [59,86]). The EP equation

has many further interpretations beyond fluid applications. For instance, it is exactly the

same as the averaged template matching equation for computer vision (cf. [51,54,58]). The

rigorous analysis of the EP equation was initiated by Chae and Liu [17], in which the authors

established a fairly complete well-posedness theory for both weak and strong solutions. In

[66], Li, Yu and Zhai proved that for a large class of smooth initial data, the corresponding

solution to the EP equation with α 6= 0 blows up in finite time, which settles an open

problem raised in [17]. The local well-posedness result is improved to Besov spaces by Yan

and Yin [85]. The blow-up phenomena and ill-posedness problem for EP equation on torus

Td are investigated by Luo and Yin [70]. Moreover, it is shown that the data-to-solution map

for EP equation is not uniformly continuous in [67, 89]. Besides, Tang [79] considered the

effect of random noise on the dynamic behavior of pathwise solutions to the EP equation.
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When d = 1, Eq.(1.2) becomes the classical Camassa-Holm equation [16], which has been

well studied since its derivation from the shallow water regime. We are not going to list all

the literatures here, and just refer readers to the references provided in paragraph one and

the references therein for details on theoretical analysis.

The other remarkable model concerned with (1.1) is the following two-component Euler-

Poincaré (EP2) system:

(1.3)





∂tm + u · ∇m + (∇u)T ·m +m(divu) = −gρ∇ρ,
∂tρ + div(ρu) = 0,

m = (1 − α2∆)u.

The EP2 system in one dimension (also called the two-component Camassa-Holm (CH2)

system) was first introduced by Chen and Zhang [18] and Falqui [33], and later Constantin

and Ivanov [22] gave a rigorous justification of the derivation in the context of shallow water

regime. Holm, Náraigh and Tronci [57, 64]; see also Kohlmann [64] and Holm and Tronci

[60], extended the CH2 system to the multi-dimensional case by considering the Hamilton’s

principle δ
∫
L(u, ρ)dt = 0 when the Lagrangian is taken to be the metric

L(u, ρ) =
1

2

∫
u · (1 − ∆)udx+

g

2

∫
(ρ− ρ0)

2dx.

Comparing (1.3) with (1.1), the modification will amount to strengthening the norm for ρ

from L2 to H1 in the potential energy term in the last metric Lagrangian in Hamilton’s

principle for EP2 system. This main difference leads to the fact that, the CH2 system

does not admit singular solutions in the density profile, while the MCH2 system admits

peaked soliton solutions in both the velocity and average density. Moreover, the dynamic

behavior of solutions to MCH2 system is quite different with those of CH2 system. After

its derivation, the EP2 system (1.3) has been studied by several authors. For instance, in

[30], Duan and Xiang investigated the Cauchy problem for EP2 system in Sobolev spaces

by using the energy method. Later, Li and Yin [68] established the local well-posedness of

EP2 system in nonhomogeneous Besov spaces. In terms of the abstract Cauchy-Kowalevski

lemma, they also proved the existence of locally-in-time analytical solutions. In the case of

d = 1, the CH2 system has also attracted much attention owing the fact that it has both

solutions which blow up in finite time and solitary wave solutions interacting like solitons.

To name a few, we would like to refer the readers to [40, 42–45] and the references therein

for more PDEs theory.

To our best knowledge, few works are available for the Cauchy problem of MCH2 system

in high dimensions besides [84], in which the author established the local existence of strong

solutions in nonhomogeneous Besov spaces, and several blow-up criteria for strong solutions

in Besov spaces are also provided. For other works related to the MCH2 system in one

dimension, we refer to [41, 43, 46, 77] and the works therein for details. It is worth pointing

out that, as far as we know, there seems no result concerning the existence of global solutions

to the MCH2 system in high dimensions, which will be one of the main themes in present

paper, and we shall achieve this goal from a probability point of view.
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Indeed, taking into account the random environment surrounding the fluid, it is natural to

consider the MCH2 system perturbed by random noises. The importance of incorporating

stochastic effects in the modeling of complex systems has been recognized, and the dynamic

behavior of fluid models perturbed by different kinds of noises has been widely studied

in past decades. For instance, from a stochastic variational principle, Holm [53] derived

explicitly some new stochastic fluid equations in the Stratonovich form or Itô form. To

just mention a few, we refer to [1, 4, 13, 15, 28, 29, 48, 49, 69, 83, 88] for the PDEs theory on

some stochastic fluid models, and also refer to recent works on stochastic shallow water wave

equations [2,24,27,72,74–76,78,87]. More recently, the compressible fluid flows perturbed by

stochastic forcing has been systematically studied by Breit, Feireisl and Hofmanová [8–10,12].

Furthermore, it is worth pointing out that the appearance of stochastic perturbation in PDEs

can lead to new phenomena. For instance, while uniqueness may fail for the deterministic

transport equation, Flandoli et al. [36] proved that a multiplicative stochastic perturbation of

Brownian type is enough to render the equation well-posed; see also [34]. In [14], Brzeźniak

et al. proved that the 2D Navier-Stokes system driven by degenerate noise has a unique

invariant measure and hence exhibits ergodic behavior in the sense that the time average of

a solution is equal to the average over all possible initial data, which is quite different with

the deterministic case.

The main purpose of this work is to investigate the effect of random noise on dynamic

behavior of periodic solutions to the MCH2 system in high dimensions. Precisely, we are

going to seek for probabilistically the local strong pathwise solution for the MCH2 system

with general random noises, and more interestingly, look for sufficient conditions which

lead to the existence of global solutions and the blow-up phenomena in finite time. The

stochastically perturbed MCH2 (SMCH2) system on the torus Td , (R/2πZ)d considered in

the paper can be formulated by

(1.4)





dm+
(
u · ∇m + (∇u)Tm + (divu)m+ ρ∇ρ

)
dt = g1(t,m)dW1,

dρ+ div(ρu) = g2(t, ρ)dW2,

m = (1 − ∆)u,

ρ = (1 − ∆)(ρ− ρ0),

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d,

which is endowed with the initial conditions

m(0, x) = m0(x), ρ(0, x) = ρ0(x), x ∈ T
d.(1.5)

Here, m0 and n0 are given random initial data in Sobolev spaces with suitable regularity.

The driven stochastic processes W1 and W2 are independent cylindrical Wiener processes

defined on some separable Hilbert spaces. The precise assumptions on the coefficients g1 and

g2 as well as further details are given in Subsection 1.1.

1.1. Preliminaries.

1.1.1. Deterministic background. Denote by S (Td;Rn) the Schwartz space of all rapidly

decreasing infinitely functions from T
d to R

n. The space of tempered distributions is denoted
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by S ′(Td;Rn). Let L2(Td;Rn) be the usual square-integrable Lebesgue space on Td with

the inner product and norm denoted by (·, ·)L2 and ‖ · ‖L2, respectively. Define the complex

trigonometric polynomials em(x) = exp(im · x), m = (m1, ..., md) ∈ Zd, and em denotes the

complex conjugate. For any s ∈ R, the Sobolev space Hs(Td;Rn) of periodic functions can

be characterized as f ∈ S ′(Td;Rn) such that

‖f‖2Hs ,
∑

m∈Zd

(|m|2 + 1)sa2m[f ] <∞,

where am[f ] = 1
(2π)d

(f, em)L2 denotes the Fourier coefficients of f . The spaces Hs(Td;Rn)

are separable Hilbert spaces endowed with the product

(f, g)Hs =
∑

m∈Zd

(|m|2 + 1)sam[f ]am[g] = ((1 − ∆)
s
2 f, (1 − ∆)

s
2 g)L2.

Consider a Schwartz function j(x) such that 0 ≤ Fj(ξ) ≤ 1 for all ξ ∈ Rd and Fj(ξ) = 1

for ξ ∈ [−1, 1]d. For any ǫ ∈ (0, 1), the function defined by jǫ(x) = 1
(2π)d

∑
m∈Zd(j, eǫm)L2em

is called the Friedrichs mollifier. For f ∈ S ′(Td;Rn), we define its regularization Jǫf as

Jǫf(x) = jǫ ⋆ f(x) ≡ (f, jǫ(x− ·))L2. One can verify the following basic properties:

‖f − Jǫf‖Hr ≈ o(ǫs−r), r ≤ s,(1.6)

‖Jǫf‖Hr . O(ǫs−r)‖f‖Hs, r ≥ s,(1.7)

(Jǫf, g)L2 = (f, Jǫg)L2,(1.8)

and

‖[Jǫ, g · ∇]f‖L2 . ‖∇g‖L∞‖f‖L2,(1.9)

for any g ∈ W 1,∞(Td) and f ∈ L2(Td) (cf. [81]).

Since the solutions to SMCH2 system are not expected to be differentiable, we need to

consider the fractional space-time Sobolev spaces: For 1 ≤ q < ∞ and s ∈ R, the space

Lq([0, T ];Hs(Td;Rn)) consists of all measurable functions f : [0, T ] → Hs(Td;Rn) such that

‖f‖qLq([0,T ];Hs) =
∫ T

0
‖f(t)‖qHsdt <∞. For any θ ∈ (0, 1), we define

W θ,q([0, T ];Hs(Td;Rn)) =

{
f ∈ Lq([0, T ];Hs(Td;Rn));

‖f‖qLq([0,T ];Hs) +

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

‖f(t) − f(t′)‖qHs

|t− t′|1+θq
dtdt′ <∞

}
.

To prove the existence of global strong pathwise solutions to the SMCH system, we shall

utilize the Littlewood-Paley theory, and we refer the readers to [3] for more details. Let

{△j}j≥−1 be the Littlewood-Paley blocks which are pseudo-differential operators defined by

certain partition of unity. The nonhomogeneous Besov space Bs
2,r(T

d;Rn) is defined by

Bs
2,r(T

d;Rn) ,
{
u ∈ S

′(Td;Rn); ‖u‖Bs
2,r
<∞

}
,



MCH2 SYSTEM WITH RANDOM NOISE 7

where

‖u‖Bs
2,r

=





( ∑
q≥−1

2rsq‖△qu‖rL2

) 1

r

, if r <∞,

sup
q≥−1

2sq‖△qu‖L2 , if r = ∞.

Since the unknown variable (u, γ) in (1.11) is Rd+1-valued and defined on Td, in order to

write the vector field in a single form, we introduce

L
p(Td;Rd+1) , Lp(Td;Rd) × Lp(Td;R), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

H
s(Td;Rd+1) , Hs(Td;Rd) ×Hs(Td;R), s ∈ R,

and

W
k,p(Td;Rd+1) ,W k,p(Td;Rd) ×W k,p(Td;R), k ≥ 1, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

Here for two Banach spaces X and Y , the Cartesian product space X ×Y is again a Banach

spaces which is equipped with the Cartesian product norm ‖(u1, u2)‖X×Y =
√

‖u1‖2X + ‖u2‖2Y ,

for any (u1, u2) ∈ X × Y . Moreover, if X and Y are Hilbert spaces, then X × Y is also a

Hilbert space with the inner product

(u, v)X×Y = (u1, v1)X + (u2, v2)Y , u = (u1, u2), v = (v1, v2) ∈ X × Y .
For the sake of simplicity, when a function is defined on Td and take values in Rn, where k, n

are clear from the context, we shall omit the parentheses in notations of function spaces.

For example, Hs(Td;Rd+1) = Hs(Td), Wk,p(Td;Rd) = Wk,p(Td) and so on.

1.1.2. Stochastic setting. To make sense of the stochastic forcing, let S = (Ω,F ,P, (Ft)t≥0)

be a fixed complete filtration probability space, and (βi
j)j≥1, i = 1, 2 be mutually indepen-

dent real-valued standard Wiener processes relative to (Ft)t≥0. Let (eij)j≥1 be a complete

orthonormal system in a separate Hilbert space Ai, then one can formally define the mutually

independent cylindrical Wiener processes Wi on Ai by

Wi(t, ω) =
∑

j≥1

eijβ
i
j(t, ω), i = 1, 2.

To ensue the convergence of the last series, we introduce an auxiliary space

A0,i ,

{
u =

∑

j≥1

aije
i
j;
∑

j≥1

(aij)
2

j2
<∞

}
⊃ Ai, i = 1, 2,

which is endowed with the norm ‖u‖2
A0,i

=
∑

j≥1

(aij )
2

j2
, for any u =

∑
j≥1 a

i
je

i
j ∈ Ai, i = 1, 2.

Note that the canonical injection Ai →֒ A0,i is Hilbert-Schmidt, which implies that for

any T > 0 Wi ∈ C([0, T ];A0,i) P-almost surely, i = 1, 2. Here we denote by L2(Y ,Z)

the collection of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from a separable Hilbert space Y into another

separable Hilbert space Z with the norm

‖H‖2L2(Y ;Z) =
∑

j≥1

‖Hvj‖2Z <∞,
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where (vj)j≥1 is a complete orthogonal basis in Y .

Now let H be a Z-valued predictable process in L2(Ω;L2
loc([0,∞);L2(Ai,Z))). One can

define the Itô-type stochastic integration
∫ t

0

H(r)dWi =
∑

j≥1

∫ t

0

H(r)eijdβ
i
j(r), i = 1, 2,

which is actually a continuous Z-valued square integrable martingale. We also remark that

the above definition of the stochastic integration does not depend on the choice of A0,i (cf.

[25]). Moreover, for any p ≥ 1 and t > 0, there exists a positive constant depending only on

p such that the following Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality holds [25]:

E

(
sup
s∈[0,t]

∥∥∥∥
∫ s

0

H(r)dWi

∥∥∥∥
p

X

)
≤ CE

(∫ t

0

‖H(r)‖2L2(Ai,X)dr

) p
2

, i = 1, 2.(1.10)

In the following, we shall reformulate the SMCH2 system into a single form. To this

purpose, we define the Cartesian products A = A1 × A2 and the auxiliary space A0 =

A0,1 × A0,2, then the canonical injection A →֒ A0 is Hilbert-Schmidt, and W = (W1,W2)
T

defines a cylindrical Wiener process on A, which belongs to Cloc([0,∞);A0) P-almost surely.

Moreover, as the noise coefficients for the rewritten SMCH2 system becomes a matrix-valued

Hilbert-Schmidt operator, for instance,

M =

(
M11 M12

M21 M22

)
,

with Mij ∈ L2(Vj;Uj), i, j ∈ {1, 2}, where Vj and Uj , j = 1, 2 are separable Hilbert spaces,

we define the canonical norm

‖M‖2L2(V ;U) ,
2∑

i,j=1

‖Mij‖2L2(Vj ;Uj)
,

where V = V1 × V2 and U = U1 × U2.

1.2. Assumptions and main results. To provide the main results for the SMCH2 system

(1.4), let us first transform the system (1.11) into another two convenient forms. It follows

from (1.4)3 that u = Λ−2m, and from (1.4)4 that γ , ρ− ρ0 = Λ−2ρ, where Λs = (1 − ∆)
s
2 ,

s ∈ R denotes the Bessel potentials. By applying Λ−2 to the first two equations in (1.4),

and using the similar calculations for the deterministic counterpart [84], the Cauchy problem

(1.4)-(1.5) can be reformulated as

(1.11)





du+ (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt = Λ−2g1(t,m)dW1,

dγ + (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)) dt = Λ−2g2(t, ρ)dW2,

u|t=0 = u0 = Λ−2m0,

γ|t=0 = γ0 = Λ−2ρ0,

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d,
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where

L1(u) = Λ−2div

(
1

2
|∇u|2Id + ∇u∇u+ ∇u(∇u)T − (∇u)T∇u− (divu)∇u

)

+ Λ−2
(
(divu)u+ u · (∇u)T

)
,

L2(γ) = Λ−2div

(
1

2

(
γ2 + |∇γ|2

)
Id − (∇γ)T∇γ

)
,

L3(u, γ) = Λ−2div (∇γ∇u+ (∇γ) · ∇u− (divu)∇γ) + Λ−2 ((divu)γ) ,

(1.12)

and Id denotes the d × d unit matrix. The system (1.11) can be regarded as a nonlocal

transport system perturbed by the nonlinear multiplicative noise.

For simplicity, we also rewrite the system (1.11) into a single form. Define

y =

(
u

γ

)
, y0 =

(
u0
γ0

)
, W =

(
W1

W2

)
,

and the bilinear functional

B(y1,y2) =

(
u1 · ∇u2
u1 · ∇γ2

)
, yi =

(
ui
γi

)
, i = 1, 2.

Moreover, we define for m = Λ2u, ρ = Λ2γ

F (y) =

(
L1(u) + L2(γ)

L3(u, γ)

)
, G(t,y) =

(
Λ−2g1(t,m) 0

0 Λ−2g2(t, ρ)

)
.

Then the Cauchy problem (1.11) can be understood in the following concise form:

(1.13)

{
dy +B(y,y)dt+ F (y)dt = G(t,y)dW,

y(ω, 0, x) = y0(ω, x),
t > 0, x ∈ T

d.

Observing that due to the lack of free-divergence property for velocity field, i.e., divu = 0,

the cancelation property (B(y,y),y)L2 = 0, which holds for the Euler equations and Navier-

Stokes equations, doses not hold in the present case.

The following assumptions on the data of the problem will be valid throughout this paper:

Assumption 1.1. Let s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, we assume that

(1) There exists two non-decreasing locally bounded continuous scaler functions µi, χi :

R+ 7→ R+ with χi(0) = 0 such that

‖gi(t, f)‖L2(A1,Hs−2) ≤ µi(t)χi(‖h‖W 1,∞)(1 + ‖h‖Hs), i = 1, 2,

where f = (1 − ∆)h.

(2) There exists two non-decreasing locally bounded continuous scaler functions µ̃2, χ̃2 :

R+ 7→ R+ such that

‖gi(t, f1) − gi(t, f2)‖L2(A1,Hs−2)

≤ µ̃i(t)χ̃i(‖h1‖W 1,∞ + ‖h2‖W 1,∞)‖h1 − h2‖Hs, i = 1, 2,

where fj = (1 − ∆)hj , j = 1, 2.
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Remark. Note that the pseudo-differential operator Λ−2 = (1 − ∆)−1 is a S−2 multiplier

(cf. Proposition 2.78 in [3]), so under the conditions provided in Assumption 1.1, it is

easy to verify that the diffusion matric G(t,y) is also locally bounded and locally Lipschitz

continuous, that is,

‖G(t,y)‖L2(A1,Hs) ≤ µ(t)χ(‖y‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖y‖Hs),(1.14)

and

‖G(t,y) −G(t, z)‖L2(A1,Hs) ≤ µ̃(t)χ̃(‖y‖W1,∞ + ‖z‖W1,∞)‖y− z‖Hs,(1.15)

where µ , max{µ1, µ2}, χ , max{χ1, χ2}, µ̃ , max{µ̃1, µ̃2} and χ̃ , max{χ̃1, χ̃2} are

locally bounded nondecreasing continuous functions.

Now we give the strict definition of local-in-time or global-in-time maximal strong pathwise

solution to the system (1.13) (or (1.11)).

Definition 1.2. Assume that s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, and the initial data y0 ∈ Hs(Td) is a

F0-measurable random variable such that E(‖y0‖2Hs) <∞.

(1) A local strong pathwise solution of SMCH2 system (1.13) is a pair (y0, t), where t is a

P-almost surely positive stopping time, i.e., P{t > 0} = 1, and y(·) is a Hs(Td)-valued

Ft-predictable processes satisfying

y(· ∧ t) ∈ L2(Ω, C([0,∞),Hs(Td)),

and

y(t ∧ t) +

∫ t∧t

0

B(y(r),y(r))dr +

∫ t∧t

0

F (y(r))dr = y0 +

∫ t∧t

0

G(r,y(r))dW(r),

for all t > 0, P-almost surely.

(2) The strong pathwise solution (y, t) is said to be maximal, if P{t > 0} = 1 and there is

a sequence of stopping times tn increasingly tending to t as n → ∞ such that for any

n ∈ N+, (y, tn) is a local strong pathwise solution such that

sup
t∈[0,tn]

‖y(t)‖W1,∞ > n on the set {t <∞}.

In addition, if t̄ = ∞, then the solution is said to be global.

(3) The strong pathwise solution is said to be pathwise unique (or indistinguishable), if for

any given two local strong pathwise solutions (y1, t1) and (y2, t2) related to the same

probability space, we have

P {1Ω0
(y1(t) = y2(t)) , ∀t ∈ [0, t1 ∧ t2]} = 1,

with Ω0 = {y1(0) = y2(0)}.

Our first main result is concerned with the local well-posedness of strong pathwise solution

to the SMCH2 system driven by nonlinear multiplicative noise.
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Theorem 1.3 (Local solutions). Let s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, and y0 be a arbitrary Hs-valued

F0-measurable random variable such that E‖y0‖2Hs < ∞. Under the Assumption 1.1, we

obtain the following conclusions:

(1) The system (1.13) admits a unique maximal local strong pathwise solutions (y, t) in

the sense of Definition 1.2. Moreover, for any fixed ǫ > 0 and T > 0, there is a sufficiently

small δ = δ(ǫ, T, y0) > 0 such that if

‖y0 − z0‖L∞(Ω;Hs) < δ,

then a stopping time t ∈ (0, T ] exists such that

E sup
t∈[0,t]

‖y(t) − z(t)‖2
Hs < ǫ, P-a.s.

where y and z are strong pathwise solutions to the system (1.13) with respect to initial datum

y0 and z0, respectively.

(2) The local solution (y, t) is also a W1,∞-valued Ft adapted process for all t < t, and the

norm inflation of ‖y(t)‖Hs and the norm inflation ‖y‖W1,∞ has the following relationship:

P

(
1{lim sup

t→t

‖y(t)‖Hs=∞} = 1{lim sup
t→t

‖y(t)‖
W1,∞=∞}

)
= 1.

Remark. We would like to make a few comments on Theorem 1.3:

1) Difficulty and strategy: The proof of Theorem 1.3(1) relies on looking at the SMCH2

system as a system of SDEs in Hilbert spaces due to the lack of cancelation condition, i.e.,

divu = 0, and this can be achieved by mollifying the convection terms u · ∇u and u · ∇γ
in (1.13). The main difficulty in carrying out this construction is the appearance of the

norm ‖y‖W1,∞ in L2 moment estimates (cf. (2.12)), which prevent us from closing the a

priori estimate for yǫ in L2(Ω;Hs(Td)). The usual approach for overcoming this problem

is to introduce the exiting times tǫ = inft≥0{‖yǫ(t)‖W1,∞ > r} for r > 0. However, the

current case is strongly different from the deterministic counterpart [84], due to the lack of

the efficient method for estimating infǫ>0 tǫ which may degenerate to zero. To overcome this

difficulty, we shall introduce W 1,∞-truncation functions to the nonlinear terms in system

(1.13) to obtain new approximations {yR,ǫ}. The second difficulty arises from the loss of

the compact embedding from L2(Ω;X ) into L2(Ω;Y) even though X ⊂⊂ Y , and thus one

can not directly extract a convergence subsequence of yR,ǫ. Our method is first to prove the

tightness of the measures {µR,ǫ} induced by the approximations {yR,ǫ}. Then we prove that

the regularized SMCH2 system with truncation admits a smooth global martingale solution

when s > 4 + d
2
. After proving a pathwise uniqueness result for the SMCH2 system, one can

prove by applying the Gyöngy-Krylov lemma and then taking the limit R → ∞ that the

original system (1.13) has a local unique strong pathwise solution in Hs(Td) with s > 4 + d
2
.

Thanks to the density embedding Hs(Td) ⊂ Hs−3(Td), it is successfully prove by a density-

stability argument (cf. [38,88]) that the SMCH2 system admits a local pathwise solution in

the sharp case of s > 1 + d
2
.

2) Note that the SMCH2 system (1.5) degenerates to the deterministic MCH2 system

if we take g1(t, u) = g2(t, γ) ≡ 0. Theorem 1.3 improved the local well-posedness result
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in high dimensions [84] and the results in one dimension [41, 46] to the stochastic setting.

However, the existence and uniqueness result for SMCH2 system on the whole space R
d is

still unknown, where the main difficulty arises from the lack of compact embedding Hs(Rd) ⊂
H t(Rd) for s > t, which leads to the fact that the crucial Lemma 2.5 below associated with

the martingale method does not hold any more.

3) Theorem 1.3(2) provides a blow-up criteria of strong pathwise solution in Sobolev

spaces, which implicitly tells us that although the Sobolev embedding implies ‖y‖W1,∞ ≤
C‖y‖Hs, for s > 1 + d

2
, the H

s-norm of the solution y(t) will not blow up before the W
1,∞-

norm of y(t). Indeed, this characteristic also appears in the study for classic Camassa-Holm

equations in one dimension (cf. [20,21,41]), which has been applied as a cornerstone to prove

the wave breaking mechanism in finite time.

Our second goal is further to investigate the regularity of data-to-solution map for the

SMCH2 system with suitable conditions on diffusion coefficients. To this end, inspired by

[79], we shall utilize the following definition of stability of exiting time for the SMCH2 system:

Let y and {yn}n≥1 are strong pathwise solutions to the SMCH2 system (1.13) with respect

to the initial datum y0 and {y0,n}n≥1 in L2(Ω;Hs(Td)), respectively.

For any a > 0, we say that the stopping time t

a
y defined by

t

a
y , inf{t ≥ 0; ‖y(t)‖Hs ≥ a}(1.16)

is stable, if P{limn→∞ ‖y0,n − y0‖Hs = 0} = 1 implies P{limn→∞ t

a
yn

= t

a
y} = 1 with

t

a
yn

, inf{t ≥ 0; ‖yn(t)‖Hs ≥ a}, ∀n ≥ 1.

The stopping time t

a
y is said to be strongly stable, if for any s′ < s, P{limn→∞ ‖y0,n −

y0‖Hs′ = 0} = 1 still implies P{limn→∞ t

a
yn

= t

a
y} = 1.

Assumption 1.4. For any s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, the operator G(t,y) satisfies the conditions in

Assumption 1.1. Moreover, there is a positive constant C such that

‖G(t,y)‖L2(A1,Hs) ≤ C‖F (y)‖Hs,

and

‖G(t,y) −G(t, z)‖L2(A1,Hs) ≤ C‖F (y) − F (z)‖Hs,

for any y, z ∈ Hs(Td), where F (y) is the nonlocal term defined in (1.13).

The second main result can now be stated by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5 (Nonuniform continuity). Under the conditions of Theorem 1.3 and the As-

sumption 1.4, at least one of the following properties holds true:

(1) For some a0 ≫ 1, the exiting time t

a0
0 defined by (1.16) for the zero solution to system

(1.13) is not strongly stable.

(2) The data-to-solution map for system (1.13)

L∞(Ω;Hs(Td)) ∋ y0 7−→ y ∈ L1(Ω;C([0, T ];Hs(Td)))
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is not uniformly continuous. To be specific, there exist two sequences of solutions (yi,n, ti,n)n≥1,

i = 1, 2 such that the following properties hold:

• For each n ≥ 1, P{ti,n > 0} = 1, i = 1, 2, and

P

{
lim
n→∞

t1,n = lim
n→∞

t2,n = ∞
}

= 1.

• At time t = 0, we have

lim
n→∞

E‖y1,n(0) − y2,n(0)‖Hs = 0.

• Uniform boundedness:

sup
n≥1

E sup
t∈[0,ti,n]

‖yi,n(t)‖Hs . 1, i = 1, 2.

• For t > 0, we have

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧t1,n∧t2,n]

‖y1,n(t) − y2,n(t)‖Hs & ‖ sin(·)‖C([0,T ]), ∀T > 0.

Remark. The Assumption 1.4 provided a special structure on the diffusion coefficients,

which implies that the solution map of the SMCH2 system is nonuniformly continuous. An

interesting and difficult problem is to explore other general conditions which can also be

used to establish the nonuniform continuity. Indeed, in view of the proof for Theorem 1.5, it

is sufficient to find appropriate conditions on G(t,y) (or on g1(t,m) and g2(t, ρ)) such that

E sup
ς∈[0,r∧taκ,n]

‖G(ς,yκ,n)‖L2(A;Hσ) ≪ n−ϑs, ∀r > 0,

where yκ,n is the explicit approximate solutions defined in (C1) or (C2) below, ϑs is the

decaying index defined in Lemma 3.2, and the stopping time t

a
κ,n denotes the first time that

the solution yκ,n = (uκ,n, γκ,n) departure from the ball in Hs(Td) with radius a. This topic

will be discussed in detail in our forthcoming works.

Since the deterministic MCH2 system and the SMCH2 system driven by general noise

can only admits local solutions, motivated by [34, 36], it is interesting to ask whether the

noises have a regularization effect on the local solutions to the system (1.13). The following

theorem provides a positive answer. To highlight the nature of the problem, we shall consider

the MCH2 system driven by 1-D standard Brownian motion W (t).

Theorem 1.6 (Global result-I). Let s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, and (u0, γ0) be a Hs-valued F0-

measurable initial random variable in L2(Ω;Hs(Td)). Assume that the parameters δi and ci,
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i = 1, 2 satisfy one of the following four conditions:

(1)




δ1 >

1

2
, c1 6= 0,

δ2 > 1, c2 6= 0,
(2)





δ1 >
1

2
, c1 6= 0,

δ2 = 1, |c2| >
1√
2
e−

1

4 ,

(3)




δ1 =

1

2
, |c1| >

√
2,

δ2 > 1, c2 6= 0,
(4)





δ1 =
1

2
, |c1| >

√
2,

δ2 = 1, |c2| >
1√
2
e−

1

4 .

Then the corresponding local maximal strong solution (u, γ, t) to the system

(1.17)





du+ (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt = c1‖u‖δ1HsudW,

dγ + (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)) dt = c2‖γ‖δ2HsγdW,

u(0, x) = u0(x), γ(0, x) = γ0(x),

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d,

exists globally in time P-almost surely, that is, P{t = ∞} = 1.

Remark. It is easy to verify that the diffusion coefficients in (1.17) satisfies the Assumption

1.1. Therefore, Theorem 1.3 implies that system (1.17) admits a unique local strong pathwise

solution in the sense of Definition 1.2.

As far as we know, Theorem 1.6 seems to be the first result concerning the existence of

global solutions for MCH2 system in high dimensions, which considerably improves the local-

in-time well-posedness results in [41,84], and it informs us that the polynomial-type random

noises c‖u‖δHsu with proper intensity δ > 0 have a regularization effect on the t-variable of

solutions to the MCH2 system.

Problem: It will be of interest to study the existence of global solutions to the MCH2 system

perturbed by polynomial type noises when the intensity belongs to the region: 0 ≤ δ1 <
1
2

and 0 ≤ δ2 < 1 (maybe with some restrictive conditions on c1 and c2).

As is expected from the following two theorems, the influence of noises on the behavior of

solutions to the Cauchy problem with small intensity will be more complicated. The next

theorem provides a partial positive answer to problem.

Theorem 1.7 (Global result-II). Let s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1 and c ∈ R\{0}. Assume that

(u0, γ0) is a Hs-valued F0-measurable random variable in L2(Ω;Hs(Td)). Let (u, γ, t) be the

corresponding maximal strong pathwise solution to the system

(1.18)





du+ (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt = cudW,

dγ + (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)) dt = cγdW,

u(0, x) = u0(x), γ(0, x) = γ0(x),

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d.
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For any arbitrary parameters R > 1 and κ ≥ 2, there exists a positive constant C̃, depending

only on s and d, such that whenever

‖(u0, γ0)‖Hs ≤ c2

2C̃Rκ
, P-a.s.,

then we have

P{t = ∞} ≥ 1 − 1

R
κ−1

2κ

.

In other words, the strong pathwise solution to the system (1.18) exists globally in time with

high probability.

Remark. Theorem 1.7 provides a global existence result to the MCH2 system driven by

a linear multiplicative noise for small initial data. Observing from ‖(u0, γ0)‖Hs ≤ c2

2C̃Rκ
and

the lower bound P{t = ∞} ≥ 1 − R
1−κ
2κ that, for any fixed c 6= 0, the larger the parameter

R (in other words, the smaller the norm size of initial data), the higher the probability that

the global solution exists. Nevertheless, it is little known about the global well-posedness

for the MCH2 system driven by linear multiplicative noise for large initial data. Comparing

Theorem 1.7 with Theorem 1.6, it is interesting to observe that the nonlinear multiplicative

noise has a better regularization effect than the linear multiplicative noise, in the sense that

the conditions on initial data for the existence of global strong solutions are highly weakened.

Our final result gives a negative answer to the problem. Due to the technique reasons, the

system will be restricted in one dimension, that is,

(1.19)





du+ (uux + ∂xG ⋆ (u2 +
1

2
u2x +

1

2
γ2 − γ2x))dt = cudW,

dγ + uγx +G ⋆ ((uxγx)x + uxγ) = cγdW,

u|t=0 = u0, γ|t=0 = γ0,

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d.

Here the sign ⋆ denotes the spatial convolution, and G(·) is the associated Green’s function

of the operator Λ−2 = (1 − ∂2x)−1, which can be formulated explicitly by

Λ−2f = G ⋆ f, G(x) =
cosh(x− 2π[ x

2π
] − π)

2 sinh(π)
, ∀f ∈ L2(T).

The final result tells us that the linear multiplicative noise can not prevent the wave

breaking phenomena (or equivalently blow-up phenomena) from happening.

Theorem 1.8 (Wave breaking). Let s > 3
2
, c ∈ R\{0}, λ ∈ (0, 1) and (u, γ, t) be the

unique local maximal pathwise solution to system (1.19) with respect to a F0-measurable

initial random variable (u0, γ0) in L2(Ω;Hs(T)) in the sense of Definition 1.2. If there exists

a point x0 ∈ T such that

P

{
(∂xu0)(x0) < − c2

2λ
−
√

c4

4λ2
+ ‖u0‖2H1 + ‖γ0‖2H1

}
= 1.(1.20)
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Then the solution (u, γ, t) will blow up in finite time. Moreover, the wave breaking phenom-

ena occurs with the positive probability

P

{
lim
t→t

inf
x∈T

ux(t, x) = −∞
}
> 0.

Remark. Theorem 1.3 ensures that u ∈ C([0, t);Hs(Td)) P-almost surely, which combined

with Hs(Td) ⊂ W 1,∞(Td), s > 3
2

make sense of the quantity ∂xu(x0) in (1.20). Comparing

Theorem 1.8 with Theorem 1.7, one find that the effect of the structure of initial data

(cf. (1.20)) on existence results is larger than that of linear multiplicative noise. For any

sufficiently small initial data (u0, γ0), although Theorem 1.7 (when d = 1) ensures the

existence of global solutions, only one point property for the initial data will make the

solution blow up in finite time. We also remark that the blow-up phenomena depends only

on the property for the first component u.

1.3. Plan of the paper. Section 2 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. First, we

establish the relationship between the exploring time of ‖y‖Hs and the exploring time of

‖y‖W 1,∞ , which is also important in the proof of Theorem 1.8. Then by using the Gyöngy-

Krylov lemma and the abstract Cauchy theorem, we establish the local well-posedness for

the SMCH2 system in Hs(Td) with s > 1 + d
2
. In Section 3, we prove by constructing two

sequence of approximation solutions that the data-to-solution map of the SMCH2 system

is nonuniformly continuous. In Section 4, we first prove that the MCH2 system perturbed

by polynomial-type noise admits a unique global strong solution in the regime δ1 ≥ 1
2

and

δ2 ≥ 1. Then when δ = 0, we show that the SMCH2 system with small initial data has a

unique global-in-time solution with high probability. Finally, in the case of d = 1, we prove

that, no matter how small the initial data is, if the initial data satisfies a shape condition

(cf. (1.20)), then the solution of SMCH2 system will blow up in finite time with positive

probability.

2. Hadamard local well-posedness

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. To this end, we would like to first

prove the second part Theorem 1.3(2), the proof of the existence and uniqueness of local

strong solutions is long, which will be achieved in next several sections by using suitable

approximate scheme.

2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3(2).

Proof. The proof will be divided into three steps.

Step 1: We prove that, for any m,n ∈ N+, if t1 and t2 are stopping times defined by

t1 = lim
m→∞

t1,m, where t1,m = inf{t ≥ 0; ‖y(t)‖Hs ≥ m},
t2 = lim

n→∞
t2,n, where t2,n = inf{t ≥ 0; ‖y(t)‖W1,∞ ≥ n}.
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Then t1 = t2 P-almost surely. Clearly, t1,m and t2,n are both nondecreasing stopping times.

Indeed, from the Sobolev embedding H
s(Td) →֒ W

1,∞(Td) for s > 1 + d
2
, we infer that there

exists a constant C > 0 such that ‖y‖W1,∞ ≤ C‖y‖Hs. Then

sup
t∈[0,t1,m]

‖y(t)‖W1,∞ ≤ C sup
t∈[0,t1,m]

‖y(t)‖Hs ≤ ([C] + 1)m.

Hence, it follows from the definition of t1,m and t2,n that t1,m ≤ t2,([C]+1)m ≤ t2, for all

m ≥ 1, which implies that

P{t1 ≤ t2} = 1.(2.1)

Step 2: We prove the inverse inequality, i.e., P{t1 ≥ t2} = 1, which combined with (2.1)

leads to P{t1 = t2} = 1. To this end, we first Claim that

P

{
sup

t∈[0,t2,n∧k]
‖y(t)‖Hs <∞

}
= 1, for all n, k ∈ N

+.(2.2)

Since the strong solution y(t) is a Ft-predictable process taking velues in H
s(Td), the con-

vection term B(y,y) = (u · ∇u, u · ∇γ) is just a Hs−1-valued process, and the loss of one

regularity prevents us applying the Itô’s formula in Hilbert space to (1.13). We overcome

this difficulty by regularizing the SMCH2 via the Fredriches mollifier Jǫ, that is,

dJǫy + JǫB(y,y)dt+ JǫF (y)dt = JǫG(t,y)dW.(2.3)

Then Eq.(2.3) can be regarded as a system of SDEs in Hs(Td). By applying the Itô’s formula

in Hilbert spaces (cf. Theorem 4.32 in [25]) to ‖Jǫy(t)‖2
Hs, we get

‖Jǫy(t)‖2Hs =‖Jǫy(0)‖2Hs + 2

∫ t

0

(Jǫy, JǫG(r,y)dW)Hs

+ 2

∫ t

0

(ΛsJǫy,Λ
sJǫ(B(y,y) + JǫF (y)))L2dr +

∫ t

0

‖JǫG(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr.

(2.4)

By using the BDG inequality and the Assumption 1.1, we have for any k ≥ 1

E sup
t∈[0,t2,n∧k]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Jǫy, JǫG(r,y)dW)Hs

∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

(∫
t2,n∧k

0

‖Jǫy‖2Hs‖JǫG(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

) 1

2

≤ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,t2,n∧k]
‖Jǫy(t)‖2Hs

∫
t2,n∧k

0

µ2(t)χ2(‖Jǫy‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖Jǫy(r)‖Hs)2dr

) 1

2

≤ 1

2
E sup

t∈[0,t2,n∧k]
‖Jǫy(t)‖2Hs + CRE

∫
t2,n∧k

0

µ2(r)χ2(‖Jǫy‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖Jǫy(r)‖Hs)2dr

≤ 1

2
E sup

t∈[0,t2,n∧k]
‖Jǫy(t)‖2

Hs + CRχ
2(n)E

∫
t2,n∧k

0

µ2(r)(1 + ‖y(r)‖2
Hs)dr,

(2.5)
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where the last inequality used the boundedness of Jǫ (1.7) and the definition of t2,n. Similarly,

the forth term on the R.H.S. of (2.4) can be estimated as

E sup
t∈[0,t2,n∧k]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖JǫG(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CRχ
2(n)E

∫
t2,n∧k

0

µ2(t)(1 + ‖y(r)‖Hs)2dt.(2.6)

For the third term on the R.H.S. of (2.4), we get by using the symmetry property of Jǫ (cf.

(1.8)) that

(ΛsJǫy,Λ
sJǫB(y,y))L2 + (ΛsJǫy,Λ

sJǫF (y))L2

= (ΛsJ2
ǫ u, [Λ

s, (u · ∇)]u)L2 + (ΛsJ2
ǫ u, (u · ∇)Λsu)L2

+ (ΛsJ2
ǫ γ, [Λ

s, (u · ∇)]γ)L2 + (ΛsJ2
ǫ γ, (u · ∇)Λsγ)L2

+ (ΛsJǫu,Λ
sJǫ(L1(u) + L2(γ))L2 + (ΛsJǫγ,Λ

sJǫL3(u, γ))L2

,
∑

i=1

Aǫ,i.

(2.7)

To estimate the first and third terms in (2.7), we need the following commutator estimate:

Lemma 2.1 ([62]). Let s > 0, and f, g ∈ Hs(Td) ∩W 1,∞(Td), there holds

‖[Λs, f · ∇]g‖L2 ≤ C
(
‖Λsf‖L2‖∇g‖L∞ + ‖∇f‖L∞‖Λs−1g‖L2

)
.

By Lemma 2.1 we have

Aǫ,1 + Aǫ,3 ≤‖ΛsJ2
ǫ u‖L2‖[Λs, (u · ∇)]u‖L2 + ‖ΛsJ2

ǫ γ‖L2‖[Λs, (u · ∇)]γ‖L2

≤C‖u‖Hs(‖Λsu‖L2‖∇u‖L∞ + ‖∇u‖L∞‖Λs−1∇u‖L2)

+ C‖γ‖Hs(‖Λsu‖L2‖∇γ‖L∞ + ‖∇u‖L∞‖Λs−1∇γ‖L2)

≤C‖∇u‖L∞‖u‖2Hs + C(‖∇u‖L∞ + ‖∇γ‖L∞)‖u‖Hs‖γ‖Hs.

(2.8)

Moreover, integrating parts yields that

Aǫ,2 + Aǫ,4 =(ΛsJǫu, [Jǫ, (u · ∇)]Λsu)L2 + (ΛsJǫγ, [Jǫ, (u · ∇)]Λsγ)L2

−
∫

Td

divu(ΛsJǫu)2dx−
∫

Td

divu(ΛsJǫγ)2dx.

It then follows from the Lemma 2.1 that

Aǫ,2 + Aǫ,4 ≤‖ΛsJǫu‖L2‖[Jǫ, (u · ∇)]Λsu]‖L2 + ‖ΛsJǫγ‖L2‖[Jǫ, (u · ∇)]Λsγ‖L2

+ ‖divu‖L∞‖ΛsJǫu‖2L2 + ‖divu‖L∞‖ΛsJǫγ‖2L2

≤‖∇u‖L∞(‖u‖2Hs + ‖γ‖2Hs).

(2.9)

For the first term involved in Aǫ,5, we need

Lemma 2.2 ([39]). Let p ∈ [1,∞), p, pi, qi ∈ (1,∞], i = 1, 2 such that

1

p
=

1

p1
+

1

q1
=

1

p2
+

1

q2
,

Then for any s > 0, there exists a constant c > 0 such that

‖Λs(fg)‖Lp ≤ C(‖Λsf‖Lp1‖g‖Lq1 + ‖f‖Lp2‖Λsg‖Lq2 ).
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Due to the facts that Λ−2div is a S−1-multiplier, Λ−2 is a S−2-multiplier and Hs−1(Td) ⊂
Hs−2(Td), we get from Lemma 2.2 that

(ΛsJǫu,Λ
sJǫL1(u))L2

≤ C‖u‖Hs

(∥∥∥∥
1

2
|∇u|2Id + ∇u∇u+ ∇u(∇u)T − (∇u)T∇u− (divu)∇u

∥∥∥∥
Hs−1

+
∥∥(divu)u+ u · (∇u)T

∥∥
Hs−2

)

≤ C‖u‖Hs

(
‖∇u‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖divu‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖divu‖Hs−1‖∇u‖L∞

+ ‖divu‖L∞‖u‖Hs−1 + ‖divu‖Hs−1‖u‖L∞ + ‖u‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1

)

≤ C‖u‖W 1,∞‖u‖2Hs.

For the second term involved in Aǫ,5, we have

(ΛsJǫu,Λ
sJǫL2(γ))L2 ≤ C‖u‖Hs

∥∥∥∥
1

2

(
γ2 + |∇γ|2

)
Id − (∇γ)T∇γ

∥∥∥∥
Hs−1

≤ C‖u‖Hs(‖γ‖L∞‖γ‖Hs−1 + ‖∇γ‖L∞‖∇γ‖Hs−1)

≤ C‖γ‖W 1,∞‖u‖Hs‖γ‖Hs.

It follows from the last two estimates that

Aǫ,5 ≤ C
(
‖u‖W 1,∞‖u‖2Hs + ‖γ‖W 1,∞‖u‖Hs‖γ‖Hs

)
.(2.10)

For Aǫ,6, we have

Aǫ,6 ≤C‖γ‖Hs(‖∇γ∇u+ (∇γ) · ∇u− (divu)∇γ‖Hs−1 + ‖(divu)γ‖Hs−2)

≤C‖γ‖Hs(‖∇γ‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖∇γ‖Hs−1‖∇u‖L∞ + ‖divu‖L∞‖∇γ‖Hs−1

+ ‖divu‖Hs−1‖∇γ‖L∞ + ‖divu‖Hs−1‖γ‖L∞ + ‖divu‖L∞‖γ‖Hs−1)

≤C(‖γ‖W 1,∞‖u‖Hs‖γ‖Hs + ‖∇u‖L∞‖γ‖2Hs).

(2.11)

Putting the estimates (2.8)-(2.11) into (2.7), using the Hölder inequality and the definition

of t2,n, the third term on the R.H.S. of (2.4) can be estimated as

E sup
t∈[0,t2,n∧k]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(ΛsJǫy,Λ
sJǫ(B(y,y) + JǫF (y)))L2dr

∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

∫
t2,n∧k

0

(‖u‖W 1,∞ + ‖γ‖W 1,∞)(‖u‖2Hs + ‖γ‖2Hs)dr

≤ CnE

∫
t2,n∧k

0

‖y(r)‖2
Hsdr.

(2.12)



20 LEI ZHANG

Thereby, we get from (2.4)-(2.6) and (2.12) that

E

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,t2,n∧k]
‖Jǫy(t)‖2

Hs

)
≤1 + 2E‖y(0)‖2

Hs + CR(χ2(n) + n)

×
∫ k

0

(µ2(r) + 1)E

(
1 + sup

r′∈[0,t2,n∧r]
‖y(r′)‖2

Hs

)
dr.

(2.13)

Notice that the R.H.S. of (2.13) is independent of ǫ, and the convergence Jǫy → y holds

strongly in C([0, T ];Hs(T)) P-almost surely. After taking the limit ǫ → 0 in (2.13), we get

by applying the Fatou lemma and the Gronwall inequality that

E sup
t∈[0,t2,n∧k]

‖y(t)‖2Hs ≤ (1 + 2E‖y(0)‖2Hs)eCR(χ2(n)+n)
∫ k
0
(µ2(r)+1)dr,

which proves the Claim in (2.2). From (2.2) and the monotonicity of stopping times t1,m,

we deduce that for all n, k ∈ N+

P(t2,n ∧ k ≤ t1) ≥ P

(
⋃

m≥1

{t2,n ∧ k ≤ t1,m}
)

≥ P

(
⋃

m≥1

{ sup
t∈[0,t2,n∧k]

‖y(t)‖Hs < m}
)

= P

(
sup

t∈[0,t2,n∧k]
‖y(t)‖Hs <∞

)
= 1,

which means that all the sets {t2,n ∧ k ≤ t1}n,k≥1 have full measure. Therefore, we deduce

from the nondecreasing property of t2,n that

P(t2 ≤ t1) = P

(
lim
n→∞

t2,n ≤ t1

)

= P

(
⋂

n≥1

{t2,n ≤ t1}
)

= P

(
⋂

n≥1

⋂

k≥1

{t2,n ∧ k ≤ t1}
)

= 1.
(2.14)

By (2.1) and (2.14), we get

P(t2 = t1) = 1.

Step 3: We verify that t1 = t2 , t

∗ is actually the maximal existence time t of solution

y. Otherwise, we assume that t

∗ < t on {t <∞}. Then by the uniqueness of solution, the

pair (y, t∗) is a local strong pathwise solution. Note that for a given n > 0, we may have

P(t2,n = 0) 6= 0. However, for almost every ω ∈ Ω, there exists n > 0 such that t2,n(ω) > 0.

In terms of the fact of t2,n ր t2, we deduce from the Sobolev embedding Hs(Td) ⊂ W1,∞(Td)

and the continuity of y(t) on W1,∞ that, for any n ≥ 1,

n = sup
t∈[0,t2,n]

‖y(t)‖W1,∞

. sup
t∈[0,t2,n]

‖y(t)‖Hs . sup
t∈[0,t2]

‖y(t)‖Hs ≈ sup
t∈[0,t∗]

‖y(t)‖Hs ≤ C, on {t <∞},
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for some positive constant C independent of n. This is a contradiction, and we get from the

uniqueness of solution that t

∗ = t P-almost surely. Moreover, by using the definitions of t1
and t2, we see that

1{lim sup
t→t

‖y(t)‖Hs=∞} = 1{lim sup
t→t

‖y(t)‖
W1,∞=∞}, P-a.s.

The proof of Theorem 1.3(2) is now completed. �

2.2. Regularization of SMCH2 system. For each R > 0, we introduce the scalar trun-

cation function ̟R(x) , ̟
(
x
R

)
, for all x ≥ 0, with support in the interval [0, 2R], where

̟ : [0,∞) 7→ [0, 1] is a smooth decreasing function given by

̟(x) ,

{
1, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

0, x > 2,

and

sup
x∈[0,∞)

|̟′(x)| ≤ C <∞.

For example, the function ̟(·) can be obtained by mollifying the piecewise function f(x) = 1

when 0 ≤ x ≤ 1; f(x) = 0 when x > 1. Then the truncated SMCH2 system can be

formulated by:

(2.15)





dy +̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)B(y,y)dt

= ̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)F (y)dt+̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)G(t,y)dW, t > 0, x ∈ T
d,

y(ω, 0, x) = y0(ω, x), x ∈ T
d.

Unlike the fluid models such as Euler equation and Navier-Stokes equation, the SMCH2

system do not possess the cancelation property, that is, (B(y,y),y)L2 = 0. Hence the exis-

tence and uniqueness of global approximate solutions to (2.15) can not be guaranteed.

We overcome the difficulty by regularizing the convection term B(y,y) and considering

(2.16)





dy = FR,ǫ(y)dt + GR(t,y)dW,

FR,ǫ(y) = −̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)JǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy) +̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)F (y),

GR(t,y) = ̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)G(t,y),

JǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy) = (Jǫ[(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫu], Jǫ[(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫγ])T ,

y(ω, 0) = y0(ω),

where Jǫ is the Fredriches mollifier defined in Subsection 1.1. By using Assumption 1.1, one

can verify that the coefficients in (2.15)1 are locally bounded:

‖GR(t,y)‖L2(U1,Hs) ≤ χ(R)µ(t)(1 + ‖y‖Hs),

‖FR,ǫ(y)‖L2(U1,Hs) ≤ (
C

ǫ
+ 1)R‖y‖Hs,

for any t ≤ T and some constant C > 0, which indicates that (2.16) can be regarded as a

system of SDEs in Hilbert spaces H
s(Td). Moreover, by assumption 1.1, it is not difficult to
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verify that

FR,ǫ(y) : Hs(Td) 7→ H
s(Td), GR(t,y) : Hs(Td) 7→ L2(U1,H

s(Td))

both are locally Lipchitz continuous functionals. Therefore, there exits a time TR,ǫ > 0 such

that the SDEs (2.16) admits a local strong solution yR,ǫ ∈ C([0, TR,ǫ);H
s(Td)) P-almost

surely. In a similar manner as we did in the proof of Theorem 1.3(2), one can show that

if TR,ǫ < ∞, then lim supt→TR,ǫ
‖yR,ǫ(t)‖W1,∞ = ∞, P-a.s. However, the above blow-up

phenomena will not happen in present case due to the appearance of the cut-off function

̟R(‖yR,ǫ‖W1,∞), which means that, for each R and ǫ, the solutions yR,ǫ exists globally. We

summarize the above discussion into the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3. Let s > 4+ d
2
, d ≥ 1, and R ≥ 1, ǫ > 0 are given parameters. Assume that y0 is

a F0-measurable random variable in L2(Ω;Hs(Td)), and the conditions (A1)-(A2) hold. Then

for any given T > 0, the SDEs (2.16) admits a unique strong solution yR,ǫ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs(Td))

P-almost surely.

2.3. Momentum estimates. In order to taking the limit R → ∞ and ǫ → 0 in suit-

able sense for approximation solutions {yR,ǫ}R≥1,0<ǫ<1, we shall first establish some a priori

uniform estimates for approximate solutions for any given R ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.4. Let s > 4 + d
2
, d ≥ 1 and R > 1. Assume that the conditions Assumption 1.1

hold, and y0 ∈ Lr(Ω;Hs(Td)) is a F0-measurable random variable. For any T > 0, let yR,ǫ

be the unique strong solution to (2.16). Then for any p ≥ 3, α ∈ (0, 1
2
) and β ∈ (0, 1

2
− 1

p
),

we have

yR,ǫ ∈Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];Hs(Td)))
⋂

Lp(Ω;Wα,p(0, T ;Hs−1(Td)))
⋂

Lp(Ω;Cβ([0, T ];Hs−1(Td))), ∀ǫ ∈ (0, 1).
(2.17)

Moreover, there exists some positive constant C independent of ǫ such that

sup
0<ǫ<1

E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

GR(r, yR,ǫ)dW
∥∥∥∥
p

Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≤ C,

sup
0<ǫ<1

E

∥∥∥∥yR,ǫ −
∫ ·

0

GR(r, yR,ǫ)dW
∥∥∥∥
p

W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≤ C.

(2.18)
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Proof. Step 1 (L2-estimate): By applying the Bessel potential Λs to (2.16)1 and then the

Itô’s formula to ‖yR,ǫ‖2Hs = (ΛsyR,ǫ,Λ
syR,ǫ)L2 , we get

‖y(t)‖2Hs =‖y(0)‖2Hs − 2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)Λsy · ΛsJǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy)dxdr

+ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)Λsy · F (y)dxdr

+

∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖G(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Td

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)Λsy · ΛsG(r,y)dxdW

=‖y(0)‖2
Hs + I1(t) + I2(t) + I3(t) + I4(t).

(2.19)

Here and in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we shall omit the subscripts R and ǫ of yR,ǫ for simplicity.

For I1(t), by commutating the operator Λs with Jǫu and then integrating by parts, we obtain

∫

Td

Λsy · ΛsJǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy)dx

=

∫

Td

ΛsJǫu · ([Λs, Jǫu] · ∇Jǫu)dx− 1

2

∫

Td

|ΛsJǫu|2 div(Jǫu)dx

+

∫

Td

ΛsJǫγ · ([Λs, Jǫu] · ∇Jǫγ)dx− 1

2

∫

Td

|ΛsJǫγ|2 div(Jǫu)dx.

(2.20)

By using Lemma 2.1 and the fact that ‖Jǫu‖L∞ ≤ ‖Jǫu‖L∞ for any u ∈ L∞(Td), we have

∫

Td

ΛsJǫu · ([Λs, Jǫu] · ∇Jǫu)dx

≤ ‖ΛsJǫu‖L2‖[Λs, Jǫu] · ∇Jǫu‖L2

≤ C‖u‖Hs(‖ΛsJǫu‖L2‖∇Jǫu‖L∞ + ‖∇Jǫu‖L∞‖Λs−1∇Jǫu‖L2)

≤ C‖∇u‖L∞‖u‖2Hs,
∫

Td

|ΛsJǫu|2 div(Jǫu)dx ≤ ‖div(Jǫu)‖L∞‖ΛsJǫu‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇u‖L∞‖u‖2Hs.

Similarly, the third and the forth terms on the R.H.S. of (2.20) can be estimated as

∫

Td

ΛsJǫγ · ([Λs, Jǫu] · ∇Jǫγ)dx− 1

2

∫

Td

|ΛsJǫγ|2 div(Jǫu)dx

≤ C(‖∇γ‖L∞‖u‖Hs‖γ‖Hs + ‖∇u‖L∞‖γ‖2Hs)

≤ C(‖∇γ‖L∞ + ‖∇u‖L∞)(‖u‖2Hs + ‖γ‖2Hs).
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Plugging the estimates into (2.20) yields that

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|I1(r)| ≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)

∣∣∣∣
∫

Td

Λsy · ΛsJǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy)dx

∣∣∣∣ dr

≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)(‖∇γ‖L∞ + ‖∇u‖L∞)(‖u‖2Hs + ‖γ‖2Hs)dr

≤ CR

∫ t

0

E‖y(r)‖2
Hsdr.

(2.21)

For I2(t), by using Lemma 2.2 and the property ‖Λ2f‖Hs−2 ≈ ‖f‖Hs for any f ∈ S (Td),

one can estimate L1(u), L2(γ) and L3(u, γ) as follows:

‖L1(u)‖Hs ≤C‖1

2
|∇u|2Id + ∇u∇u+ ∇u(∇u)T − (∇u)T∇u− (divu)∇u‖Hs−1

+ C‖(divu)u+ u · (∇u)T‖Hs−2

≤C(‖u‖L∞ + ‖∇u‖L∞)‖u‖Hs,

‖L2(γ)‖Hs ≤C‖1

2

(
γ2 + |∇γ|2

)
Id − (∇γ)T∇γ‖Hs−1

≤C(‖γ‖L∞ + ‖∇γ‖L∞)‖γ‖Hs,

and

‖L3(u, γ)‖Hs ≤C(‖∇γ∇u+ (∇γ) · ∇u− (divu)∇γ‖Hs−1 + ‖(divu)γ‖Hs−2)

≤C(‖∇γ‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖∇u‖L∞‖∇γ‖Hs−1 + ‖divu‖L∞‖γ‖Hs−1

+ ‖γ‖L∞‖divu‖Hs−1)

≤C(‖γ‖L∞ + ‖∇γ‖L∞ + ‖∇u‖L∞)(‖u‖Hs + ‖γ‖Hs),

which lead to the estimate for I2(t)

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|I2(r)| ≤CE
∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y‖Hs‖F (y)‖Hsdr

≤CE
∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y‖W1,∞‖y‖2
Hsdr ≤ CR

∫ t

0

E‖y(r)‖2
Hsdr.

(2.22)

By condition (1), one can estimate I3(t) as

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|I3(r)| ≤
∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖G(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)µ2(t)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖y‖2Hs)dr

≤ Cχ2(2R)

∫ t

0

µ2(r)(1 + E‖y(r)‖2
Hs)dr.

(2.23)
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For I4(t), one can use the BDG inequality and (2.23) to obtain

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|I4(r)| ≤ CE

(∫ t

0

∑

k≥1

(∫

Td

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)Λsy · ΛsGk(r,y)dx

)2

dr

) 1

2

≤ CE

(∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖Λsy‖2

L2

∑

k≥1

‖ΛsGk(r,y)‖2
L2dr

) 1

2

≤ CE

(∫ t

0

µ2(r)̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y‖2Hs(1 + ‖y‖Hs)2dr

) 1

2

≤ Cχ2(2R)E

(
sup
r∈[0,t]

‖y(r)‖2Hs

∫ t

0

µ2(r)(1 + ‖y‖Hs)2dr

) 1

2

≤ 1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t]
‖y(r)‖2Hs + Cχ2(2R)

∫ t

0

µ2(r)(1 + E‖y(r)‖2Hs)dr.

(2.24)

By taking the supremum on both sides of (2.19), we deduce from the estimates (2.21)-(2.24)

that

1 + E sup
r∈[0,t]

‖y(r)‖2
Hs ≤1 + 2E‖y(0)‖2

Hs + C(R + χ2(2R))

× E

∫ t

0

(1 + µ2(r))

(
1 + E sup

ς∈[0,r]
‖y(ς)‖2

Hs

)
dr,

By applying the Gronwall inequality, we get

E sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖y(r)‖2
Hs ≤ Ce(R+χ2(2R))

∫ T
0
(1+µ2(r))dr(1 + E‖y(0)‖2

Hs),

for any T > 0, which combined with the continuity of µ(·) yield that the approximations are

uniformly bounded in L2(Ω;C([0, T ];Hs(Td))).

Step 2 (Lp-estimate for p > 2): Applying the Itô’s formula to ‖y(r)‖p
Hs = (‖y(r)‖2

Hs)
p
2

and using the identity (2.19), one find

‖y(t)‖p
Hs = ‖y(0)‖p

Hs − p

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs (y, JǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy) − F (y))Hsdr

+
p

2

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs ‖G(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

+
p(p− 2)

2

∑

k≥1

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−4
Hs (y, Gk(y))2

Hsdr

+ p
∑

k≥1

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs (y, Gk(y))Hsdβk

= ‖y(0)‖p
Hs +H1(t) +H2(t) +H3(t) +H4(t).

(2.25)
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The term H1(t) can be treated as that in Step 1 for FR,ǫ(y), and we have

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|H1(r)| ≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−1
Hs ‖JǫB(Jǫy, Jǫy) − F (y)‖Hsdr

≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−1
Hs ‖y‖W1,∞‖y‖Hsdr

≤ CR

∫ t

0

E‖y(r)‖p
Hsdr.

(2.26)

For H2(t), it follows from the Assumption 1.1 and Young inequality that

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|H2(r)| ≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs ‖G(r,y)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

≤ CE

∫ t

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)µ2(t)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖y‖2Hs)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs dr

≤ Cχ2(2R)

∫ t

0

µ2(r)(1 + E‖y(r)‖p
Hs)dr.

(2.27)

In a similar manner,

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|H3(r)| ≤ Cχ2(2R)

∫ t

0

µ2(r)(1 + E‖y(r)‖p
Hs)dr.(2.28)

For the stochastic integral term H4(t), we get from (1.14) and the BDG inequality that

E sup
r∈[0,t]

|H4(r)| = CE sup
r∈[0,t]

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k≥1

∫ r

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs (y, Gk(y))Hsdβk

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

(∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖2p−2

Hs

∑

k≥1

‖Gk(y)‖2
Hsdt

) 1

2

≤ CE

(∫ t

0

µ2(t)̟2
R(‖y‖W1,∞)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y(r)‖2p−2

Hs (1 + ‖y‖2
Hs)dt

) 1

2

≤ Cχ(2R)E

[
sup
r∈[0,t]

‖y(r)‖
p
2

Hs

(∫ t

0

µ2(t)‖y(r)‖p−2
Hs (1 + ‖y‖2

Hs)dt

) 1

2

]

≤ 1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t]
‖y(r)‖p

Hs + Cχ2(2R)

∫ t

0

µ2(t)(1 + E‖y(r)‖p
Hs)dr.

(2.29)
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Therefore, after taking supremum to (2.25) over the interval [0, t] with respect to time

variable, we deduce from the estimates (2.26)-(2.29) that

E sup
r∈[0,t]

‖y(t)‖p
Hs ≤2‖y(0)‖p

Hs + C(R + χ2(2R))

∫ t

0

(1 + µ2(t))(1 + E‖y(r)‖p
Hs)dr

≤2‖y(0)‖p
Hs + C(R + χ2(2R))

∫ t

0

(1 + µ2(r))dr

+ C(R + χ2(2R))

∫ t

0

(1 + µ2(r))E sup
ς∈[0,r]

‖y(ς)‖p
Hsdr.

An application of the Gronwall inequality to above inequality yield that

E sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖y(r)‖p
Hs ≤eC(R+χ2(2R))

∫ T
0
(1+µ2(r))dr

(
2‖y(0)‖p

Hs

+ C
(
R + χ2(2R)

) ∫ T

0

(1 + µ2(ς))e−C(R+χ2(2R))
∫ ς
0
(1+µ2(r))drdς

)
,

for any T > 0. As the function µ2(t) is continuous and hence integrable on any finite interval

[0, T ], there is a constant C > 0 independent of ǫ such that

E sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖yR,ǫ(r)‖pHs ≤ C, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

which implies that {yR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1 is uniformly bounded in Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];Hs(Td))).

Step 3 (Hölder regularity): Since we do not expect yR,ǫ to be differentiable in time in

the stochastic setting, we have to lead ourselves to estimates on fractional time derivatives

of order strictly less than 1
2
. Notice that for any α ∈ (0, 1), we have

E‖y‖p
Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1) ≤C

(
E‖y(0)‖Hs + E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

FR,ǫ(y)dr

∥∥∥∥
p

W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

+ E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW
∥∥∥∥
p

Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

)
,

(2.30)

where we used the Sobolev embedding W 1,p(0, T ;Hs−1(Td)) →֒ W α,p(0, T ;Hs−1(Td)) for all

0 < α < 1. Let us estimate the second and third terms on the R.H.S. of (2.30). First, we

get by using the Minkowski inequality that

E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

FR,ǫ(y)dr

∥∥∥∥
p

W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

= E

∫ T

0

‖FR,ǫ(y)‖p
Hs−1dt + E

∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

FR,ǫ(y)dr

∥∥∥∥
p

Hs−1

dt

≤ CE

∫ T

0

‖FR,ǫ(y)‖p
Hs−1dt.
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Due to the boundedness of the mollifier Jǫ (cf. (1.12)) and the Moser-type estimate (cf.

Lemma 2.2), we have

‖Jǫ[(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫu]‖Hs−1 + ‖Jǫ[(Jǫu · ∇)Jǫγ]‖Hs−1

≤ C
(
‖Jǫu‖L∞‖∇Jǫu‖Hs−1 + ‖Jǫu‖Hs−1‖∇Jǫu‖L∞

+ ‖Jǫu‖L∞‖∇Jǫγ‖Hs−1 + ‖∇Jǫγ‖L∞‖Jǫu‖Hs−1

)

≤ C(‖u‖L∞‖u‖Hs + ‖∇u‖L∞‖u‖Hs + ‖u‖L∞‖γ‖Hs + ‖∇γ‖L∞‖u‖Hs)

≤ C(‖u‖W 1,∞ + ‖∇γ‖L∞)(‖u‖Hs + ‖γ‖Hs),

and

‖F (y)‖Hs−1 ≤C (‖L1(u)‖Hs−1 + ‖L2(γ)‖Hs−1 + ‖L3(u, γ)‖Hs−1)

≤C
(
‖∇u‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖u‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1 + ‖u‖Hs‖∇u‖L∞

+ ‖∇γ‖L∞‖∇γ‖Hs−1 + ‖γ‖L∞‖γ‖Hs + ‖∇γ‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1

+ ‖∇u‖L∞‖∇γ‖Hs−1 + ‖∇u‖L∞‖γ‖Hs + ‖γ‖L∞‖∇u‖Hs−1

)

≤C(‖u‖W 1,∞ + ‖γ‖W 1,∞)(‖u‖Hs + ‖γ‖Hs).

From the last two estimates, the definition of FR,ǫ(y) and the uniform bound obtained in

Step 2, we deduce that

E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

FR,ǫ(y)dr

∥∥∥∥
p

W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≤ CE

∫ T

0

̟p
R(‖y‖W1,∞)‖y‖pW 1,∞‖y‖p

Hsdt

≤ CRp
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖y(t)‖p
Hs <∞.

(2.31)

For the stochastic term in (2.30), we have

E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW
∥∥∥∥
p

Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≤C
∑

i=1,2

E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

̟R(‖y‖W1,∞)Λ−2gi(t,y)dWi

∥∥∥∥
p

Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≤C
∑

i=1,2

E

∫ T

0

̟p
R(‖y‖W1,∞) ‖gi(t,y)‖pL2(U1;Hs−2) dt

≤C
∑

i=1,2

E

∫ T

0

µp
i (t)̟

p
R(‖y‖W1,∞)χp

i (‖y‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖y‖p
Hs)dt

≤C
∑

i=1,2

χp
i (2R)

∫ T

0

µp
i (t)dt

(
1 + E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖y(t)‖p
Hs

)
≤ C.

(2.32)

As a result, it follows from (2.30)-(2.32) that

sup
0<ǫ<1

E

(
‖yR,ǫ‖pWα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

)
≤ C,
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for some constant C > 0 independent of ǫ, which implies that the approximations {yR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1

is uniformly bounded in Lp(Ω;W α,p(0, T ;Hs−1(Td))), for any T > 0.

In addition, similar to the proof in Step 2, one can also derive E supς∈[r,t] ‖y(ς)‖p
Hs ≤ C for

any 0 < r < t < T , which together with the Hölder inequality and BDG inequality lead to

E
(
‖yR,ǫ(t) − yR,ǫ(r)‖pHs−1

)

≤ CE

(∫ t

r

‖FR,ǫ(y)‖2
Hs−1dς

) p
2

+ CE

(∫ t

r

‖GR(ς,y)‖2L2(U1;Hs−1)dς

) p
2

≤ CE sup
ς∈[r,t]

(
‖FR,ǫ(y)‖2

Hs−1 + ‖GR(ς,y)‖2L2(U1;Hs−1)

)
|t− r| p2

≤ C|t− r| p2 ,

(2.33)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of ǫ. Thanks to the Kolmogorov’s continuity

theorem (cf. Theorem 3.3 in [25]), the uniform estimate (2.33) implies that the approximation

yR,ǫ has a continuous modification in Cβ([0, T ];Hs−1), and

E

(
‖yR,ǫ‖pCβ([0,T ];Hs−1)

)
≤ C, ∀β ∈ (0,

1

2
− 1

p
),

for some positive constant C independent of ǫ. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.4. �

2.4. Smooth strong solutions.

2.4.1. Existence of martingale solutions. With the uniform bounds in Lemma 2.4, we shall

prove by the stochastic compactness method that the probability measures {P ◦ y−1
R,ǫ}0<ǫ<1

induced by the approximations {yR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1 is weakly compact.

For any s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, R > 1 and 0 < ǫ < 1, we consider the phase space

X s = X s
y ×XW , where X s

y = C([0, T ];Hs(Td)), XW = C([0, T ];U1 × U1),

On the given probability space (Ω,F ,P), we define

µR,ǫ = µR,ǫ
y × µW ∈ Pr(X s), where µR,ǫ

y = P ◦ (yR,ǫ)
−1, µW = P ◦W−1,

where Pr(X s) is the collection of Borel probability measures on X s. Recalling that a collec-

tion O ⊂ Pr(X s) is tight on X s if, for every γ > 0, there exists a compact set Kγ ⊂ X such

that, ν(Kγ) ≥ 1 − γ for all ν ∈ O . We have the following weak compact result.

Lemma 2.5. Let s > 4 + d
2
, r > 2, R > 1 and 0 < ǫ < 1, assume that the conditions (1.14)-

(1.15) hold and consider any µ0 ∈ Pr(X s−1) with
∫
X s−1 |y|rµ0(dy), for some r > 2. Suppose

that {yR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1 are solutions to SDEs (2.16) with respect to the initial data y0 satisfying

µ0 = P ◦ y−1
0 . Then the sequence of probability measures {µR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1 is tight on X s−1, and

hence has a weakly convergent subsequence in Pr(X s−1).

Proof. It suffices to prove that, for every η > 0, there exists a relatively compact set Kη ∈
X s−1 such that µR,ǫ(Kη) ≥ 1 − η, for all ǫ ∈ (0, 1).
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Indeed, choosing a α ∈ (0, 1
2
− 1

p
) such that αp > 1. According to the Theorem 2.1 in [35],

one find that both W
1,p(0, T ;Hs−1(Td)) and W

α,p(0, T ;Hs(Td)) are compactly embedded in

C([0, T ];Hs−1(Td)). Thereby, for any L > 0, the set

B(L) , {y : ‖y‖W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1) < L}
⋂

{y : ‖y‖Wα,p(0,T ;Hs) < L}(2.34)

is pre-compact in X s−1
y . Define the balls

B1(L) ,

{
y : ‖

∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW‖Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1) < L

}
,

B2(L) ,

{
y : ‖y−

∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW‖W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1) < L

}
.

Simple calculation shows that B1(L)
⋂
B2(L) ⊆ B(L). By (2.34), the uniform momentum

estimates (2.18) and the Chebyshev inequality, we have

µR,ǫ
y

(
B(L)

c
)
≤µR,ǫ

y

((
B1(L)

⋂
B2(L)

)c)

≤P

(∥∥∥∥y−
∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW
∥∥∥∥
W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≥ L

)

+ P

(∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW
∥∥∥∥
Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≥ L

)

≤E

∥∥∥∥y−
∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW
∥∥∥∥
p

W1,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

+
1

Lp
E

∥∥∥∥
∫ ·

0

GR(r,y)dW
∥∥∥∥
p

Wα,p(0,T ;Hs−1)

≤ C

Lp
,

(2.35)

for some positive constant C independent of ǫ. By choosing L = L(η) > (C/η)
1

p , one can

derive from the estimate (2.35) that

µR,ǫ
y

(
B(L)

)
= 1 − µR,ǫ

y

(
B(L)

c
)
> 1 − C

Lp
> 1 − η, for all 0 < ǫ < 1,

which implies that the collection of probability measures {µR,ǫ
y }0<ǫ<1 is tight on X s−1

y . More-

over, since the sequence {µW} is constant, it is trivially weakly compact and hence tight. As

a result, one may finally infer that the sequence {µR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1 is tight on X s−1. This finishes

the proof of Lemma 2.5. �

Based on the weak compactness result in Lemma 2.5, one can now start to prove the

existence of global martingale solutions to the truncated SMCH2 system (2.15).

Lemma 2.6. Let s > d
2
, d ≥ 1. The functional F (y) defined in () satisfies

‖F (y)‖Hs ≤ ‖y‖W1,∞‖y‖Hs, ∀y ∈ H
s(Td),(2.36)

‖F (y1) − F (y2)‖Hs ≤ C(‖y1‖Hs + ‖y2‖Hs)‖y1 − y2‖Hs,(2.37)

for any y1 = (u1, γ1), y2 = (u2, γ2) ∈ H
s(Td).
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The proof of Lemma 2.6 is given in the Appendix. The following theorem ensures the

existence of global martingale solutions to SDEs (2.16) in a new probability space.

Lemma 2.7. Fix any s > 4 + d
2
, d ≥ 1 and R ≥ 1. Suppose that the conditions (1.14)-

(1.15) hold, and µ0 ∈ Pr(X s−1) is a given initial distribution satisfying
∫
X s−1 |y|rµ0(dy),

for some r > 2. Then there exists a new stochastic basis S̃ , (Ω̃, F̃ , {F̃t}t≥0, P̃, W̃) and a

F̃t-predictable process

ỹR(·) : Ω 7→ C([0, T ];Hs−1(Td)), for any T > 0,

such that P̃ ◦ ỹR(0)−1 = P ◦ y−1
0 , and the following equation

ỹR(t) +

∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)B(ỹR, ỹR)dτ

= ỹR(0) +

∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)F (ỹR)dτ +

∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)G(τ, ỹR)dW̃
(2.38)

holds P̃-almost surely, for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Step 1 (Existence): Due to the weak compactness result in Lemma 2.5 and X s−1

is a separable complete metric space, one infer from the Prokhorov theorem (cf. Theorem

2.3 in [25]) that there exists a probability measure µR ∈ Pr(X s−1) and a subsequence of

{µR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1, still denoted by itself, such that

µR,ǫ ⇀ µR, as ǫ→ 0.

It then follows from the Skorokhod representation theorem (cf. Theorem 2.6.1 in [10]) that

there exist a new probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃), on which defined a sequence of X s−1-valued

random elements {(ỹR,ǫ, W̃ǫ)}0<ǫ<1 = {(ũR,ǫ, γ̃R,ǫ, W̃1,ǫ, W̃2,ǫ)}0<ǫ<1 converging almost surely

in X s−1 to an element (ỹR, W̃) = (ũR, γ̃R, W̃1, W̃2), that is,

ũR,ǫ → ũR, γ̃R,ǫ → γ̃R, in C([0, T ];Hs−1(Td)), P̃-a.s.,(2.39)

and

W̃1,ǫ → W̃1, W̃2,ǫ → W̃2, in C([0, T ];U1), P̃-a.s.(2.40)

Notice that by Theorem 2.1.35 and Corollary 2.1.36 in [11], the random elements W̃ǫ and W̃
are both cylindrical Wiener processes relative to the filters F t

ǫ , σ{(ỹR,ǫ(τ), W̃ǫ(τ))}τ∈[0,t]
and F t , σ{(ỹR(τ), W̃(τ))}τ∈[0,t], respectively.

In order to verify that the limitation ỹR is a martingale solution to the truncated SMCH2

system (2.15), we first observe that, the uniform bounds in Lemma 2.4 hold true in the new

probability (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃). So we get by using the Fatou’s lemma

Ẽ

(
‖ỹR‖pL∞([0,T ];Hs)

)
+ Ẽ

(
‖ỹR‖pWα,p([0,T ];Hs−1)

)
≤ C,(2.41)

for any T > 0 and some positive constant C independent of ǫ.
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Define the stochastic process

Eǫ(t) ,ỹR,ǫ(t) − ỹR,ǫ(0)

+

∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)B(ỹR,ǫ, ỹR,ǫ)dr −
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)F (ỹR,ǫ)dr.
(2.42)

By Lemma 2.4 (under (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃)) and the assumptions (1.14)-(1.15), it is easy to verify

that Eǫ(t) is a Hs−2(Td)-valued square integrable P̃-martingale, and the associated quadratic

variation process is given by

[Eǫ](t) =

∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)G(t, ỹR,ǫ)G(t, ỹR,ǫ)

∗dr.

For any vector valued function ϕ ∈ S (Td) ×S (Td) and bounded continuous function φ on

C([0, s];Hs−2(Td)) × C([0, s];U1 × U1) with 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , there hold

Ẽ

[
(Eǫ(t) − Eǫ(s), ϕ)Hs−2 · φ(ỹR,ǫ, W̃)|[0,s]

]
= 0,

and

Ẽ

[(
(Eǫ(t), ϕ)2

Hs−2 − (Eǫ(t), ϕ)2
Hs−2

−
∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)‖G(t, ỹR,ǫ)

∗ϕ‖2Adr

)
· φ(ỹR,ǫ, W̃)|[0,s]

]
= 0.

By applying the Itô’s product rule, we have

d
(
b̃k(t)(Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2

)
= (Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2db̃k(t) + b̃k(t)d(Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2 + db̃k(t)d(Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2,

where W̃(t) =
∑

k≥1 ekb̃k(t) is a cylindrical Wiener process on A × A, and b̃k = (β1
k , β

2
k)T

denotes the two dimensional Brownian motion. Integrating the last identity on [s, t] and

then taking the expectation leads to

Ẽ

[(
b̃k(t)(Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2 − b̃k(s)(Eǫ(s), ϕ)Hs−2

−
∫ t

s

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)(G(t, ỹR,ǫ)
∗ϕ, ej)Adr

)
· φ(ỹR,ǫ, W̃)|[0,s]

]
= 0.
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Thanks to Lemma 2.6, we find
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)F (ỹR,ǫ) −̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)F (ỹR)dr

∥∥∥∥
Hs

≤
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)‖F (ỹR,ǫ) − F (ỹR)‖Hsdr

+

∫ t

0

|̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞) −̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)|‖F (ỹR)‖Hsdr

≤ C

∫ t

0

̟R(c‖ỹR‖Hs)(‖ỹR‖Hs + ‖ỹR,ǫ‖Hs)‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖Hsdr

+ C

∫ t

0

‖̟′
R‖L∞‖ỹR‖W1,∞‖ỹR‖Hs‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖W1,∞dr

≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ỹR,ǫ(r) − ỹR(r)‖Hsdr → 0, as ǫ → 0,

(2.43)

where the third inequality used the properties for the cut-off functions and the uniform

bounds for ỹR,ǫ and ỹR (cf. Lemma 2.4, (2.39) and (2.41)). Moreover, by using the Moser-

type estimates (see Lemma 2.2) for s− 1 > 1 + d
2
, one get

‖̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)B(ỹR,ǫ, ỹR,ǫ) −̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)B(ỹR, ỹR)‖Hs

≤ ‖̟′
R‖L∞‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖W1,∞‖B(ỹR,ǫ, ỹR,ǫ)‖Hs

+̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)(‖B(ỹR,ǫ − ỹR, ỹR,ǫ)‖Hs + ‖B(ỹR, ỹR,ǫ − ỹR)‖Hs)

≤ ‖̟′
R‖L∞‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖W1,∞‖ỹR,ǫ‖2Hs

+̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)(‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖Hs‖ỹR,ǫ‖Hs + ‖ỹR‖Hs‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖Hs)

≤ C‖ỹR,ǫ − ỹR‖Hs

→ 0, as ǫ→ 0,

(2.44)

where the last inequality used the P-almost surely convergence result (2.39). From (2.43)

and (2.44), we deduce that

lim
ǫ→0

Ẽ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣(
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)B(ỹR,ǫ, ỹR,ǫ)dr −
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)B(ỹR, ỹR)dr, ϕ)Hs−2

∣∣∣∣

= 0,

and

lim
ǫ→0

Ẽ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣(
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)F (ỹR,ǫ) −̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)F (ỹR)dr, ϕ)Hs−2

∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Thereby, one can deduce from the definition of Eǫ(t) that

lim
ǫ→0

Ẽ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|(Eǫ(t) − E(t), ϕ)Hs−2| = 0,(2.45)
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where

E(t) = ỹR(t) − ỹR(0) +

∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)B(ỹR, ỹR)dr −
∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)F (ỹR)dr.

Now let us consider the convergence result related to high order momentum in (2.45). In-

deed, since for any ϕ ∈ S (Td)×S (Td), the process (Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2 is a real valued martingale,

so by using the assumption on F (·) and the BDG inequality, we obtain

sup
0<ǫ<1

Ẽ|(Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2|p

≤ C sup
0<ǫ<1

Ẽ

(∫ t

0

µ2(t)χ2(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)̟R(‖ỹR,ǫ‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖ỹR,ǫ‖2Hs)

) p
2

≤ Cχp(2R)‖µ‖pLp

(
1 + sup

0<ǫ<1
Ẽ sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖ỹR,ǫ(t)‖pHs

)

≤ Cχp(2R)‖µ‖pLp,

for some positive constant C independent of ǫ. This implies that the process |(Eǫ(t), ϕ)Hs−2 |2
is uniformly integrable. It then follows from the Vitali’s convergence theorem (cf. pp.187 in

[19]) that

lim
ǫ→0

Ẽ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|(Eǫ(t) − E(t), ϕ)Hs−2|2 = 0.(2.46)

Thanks to (2.46), one can take the limit as ǫ→ 0 to derive that

Ẽ

[
(E(t) − E(s), ϕ)Hs−2 · φ(ỹR, W̃)|[0,s]

]
= 0,

Ẽ

[(
(E(t), ϕ)2

Hs−2 − (E(t), ϕ)2
Hs−2 −

∫ t

0

̟2
R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)‖G(t, ỹR)∗ϕ‖2

A
dr

)

· φ(ỹR, W̃)|[0,s]
]

= 0,

and

Ẽ

[(
b̃k(t)(E(t), ϕ)Hs−2 − b̃k(t)(E(t), ϕ)Hs−2 −

∫ t

s

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)(G(t, ỹR)∗ϕ, ej)Adr

)

· φ(ỹR, W̃)|[0,s]
]

= 0,

which indicates that the limit process E(t) is in fact an F̃t-adapted square integrable mar-

tingale taking values in Hs(Td). As a result, one can apply the generalized martingale

presentation theorem (cf. Proposition A.1 in [52]) to obtain

E(t) =

∫ t

0

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)G(r, ỹR)dW̃ , ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

Meanwhile, there exists a new filtered probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , F̃t, P̃), a cylindrical Wiener

process W̃ and an F̃t-adapted process

ỹR ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hs(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ];Hs−1(Td)),
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such that ỹR satisfies Eq.(2.38) P̃-almost surely, and ỹR(0) has the same distribution with

ỹ(0) = ỹ0. In other words, we have proved the existence of a martingale solution to the

truncated system (2.15). In addition, the solution ỹR(·) exists globally as T > 0 is arbitrary.

Step 2 (Regularity): We prove that

ỹR ∈ C([0, T ];Hs(Td)), P̃-a.s.

Indeed, it is shown in Step 1 that ỹR belongs to L∞([0, T ];Hs(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ];Hs−1(Td)),

so by the continuous embedding Hs(Td) ⊂ Hs−1(Td), we infer that the solution is weakly

continuous in Hs(Td) (cf. Lemma II.5.9 in [5]), that is,

ỹR ∈ C([0, T ];Hs(Td)weak),

which implies that

Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2
Hs =Ẽ

∣∣∣∣ sup
ϕ∈H−s, ‖ϕ‖

H−s=1

lim
t→ς+

(ỹR(t), ϕ)Hs,H−s

∣∣∣∣
2

≤Ẽ lim inf
t→ς+

(
sup

ϕ∈H−s, ‖ϕ‖
H−s=1

|(ỹR(t), ϕ)Hs,H−s|2
)

≤ lim inf
t→ς+

Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2
Hs.

(2.47)

As ỹR(·) solves the truncated SMCH2 system (2.14) P̃-almost surely, one can apply the Itô’s

formula to ‖ỹR(r)‖2
Hs. After utilizing the BDG inequality and the assumption (1.14), we

obtain

Ẽ sup
r∈[ς,t]

‖ỹR(r)‖2
Hs ≤‖ỹR(ς)‖2

Hs + C

∫ t

ς

̟R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)‖ỹR‖W1,∞‖ỹR‖2Hsdr

+ CẼ

(∫ t

ς

µ2(t)̟2
R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)‖ỹR‖2Hs(1 + ‖ỹR‖2Hs)dr

) 1

2

+ CẼ

∫ t

ς

µ2(t)̟2
R(‖ỹR‖W1,∞)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖ỹR‖2Hs)dr.

(2.48)

Thereby, it follows from (2.48) and the uniform bound for ỹR in H
s(Td) (cf. (2.41)) that

Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2
Hs ≤ Ẽ sup

r∈[ς,t]
‖ỹR(r)‖2

Hs ≤ Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2
Hs + C(|t− ς| + |t− ς| 12 ).

By taking the superior limit t→ ς+ in last inequality leads to

lim sup
t→ς+

Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2
Hs ≤ lim sup

t→ς+

(
Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2

Hs + C(|t− ς| + |t− ς| 12
)

= Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2
Hs.(2.49)

Combining (2.47) and (2.48) yields that

Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2Hs ≤ lim inf
t→ς+

Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2Hs ≤ lim sup
t→ς+

Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2Hs ≤ Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2Hs,

which implies

Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2
Hs = lim

t→ς+
Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2

Hs.
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In a similar manner, one can also prove that Ẽ‖ỹR(ς)‖2
Hs = limt→ς− Ẽ‖ỹR(t)‖2

Hs. Hence, the

solution ỹR is actually strongly continuous in Hs(Td).

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.7. �

2.4.2. Pathwise uniqueness.

Lemma 2.8. Let s > 4 + d
2
, R ≥ 1, and the conditions (1.14)-(1.15) hold. Suppose that

(y
(i)
R ,S), y

(i)
R = (ui, γi), i = 1, 2, are two global solutions of (2.14) in the sense of Lemma

2.7, relative to the same stochastic basis S = (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P). If y
(1)
R (0) = y

(2)
R (0) = y0

P-almost surely with E‖y0‖rHs < ∞ for some r > 2, then the solutions y
(1)
R and y

(2)
R are

indistinguishable, that is,

P

{
y
(1)
R (t) = y

(2)
R (t), ∀t ≥ 0

}
= 1.

Proof. Since y0 ∈ Lr(Ω;Hs(Td)), for every T > 0, we get from Lemma 2.4 that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖y(1)

R (t)‖2Hs + ‖y(2)
R (t)‖2Hs

)
≤ C <∞,

where C > 0 is a universal constant depending only on y0, R, T , µ and χ. Notice that the

continuity in time is only ensured for Hs−1-norm of y
(1)
R and y

(2)
R . In view of the choice of s,

one may define the following collection of exiting times

tK , inf
{
t ≥ 0; ‖y(1)

R (t)‖2
Hs−1 + ‖y(2)

R (t)‖2
Hs−1 > K

}
, ∀K > 0.

Due to the Sobolev embedding Hs(Td) →֒ Hs−1(Td) and the uniformly boundedness of

solutions, we have tK → ∞ P-almost surely as K → ∞.

Setting z = y
(1)
R − y

(2)
R with the components z = (u, γ)T = (u1 − u2, γ1 − γ2)

T , and using

definition of the bilinear property of B(·, ·), one deduce from the system (2.14) that

dz(t) = (J1(t) + J2(t))dt + J3(t)dW,(2.50)

where

J1(t) , ̟1,2(t)B(y
(2)
R ,y

(2)
R ) +̟R(‖y(1)

R ‖W1,∞)(B(z,y
(1)
R ) +B(y

(2)
R , z)),

J2(t) , ̟1,2(t)F (y
(1)
R ) +̟R(‖y(2)

R ‖W1,∞)(F (y
(1)
R ) − F (y

(2)
R )),

J3(t) , ̟1,2(t)G(t,y
(1)
R ) +̟R(‖y(2)

R ‖W1,∞)(G(t,y
(1)
R ) −G(t,y

(2)
R )),

with ̟1,2(t) , ̟R(‖y(1)
R ‖W1,∞) − ̟R(‖y(2)

R ‖W1,∞). In what follows, we shall derive some

momentum estimates for z(t), which ensures the uniqueness of the solution.

First, by applying the operator Λs−2 to Eq.(2.50) and then using the Ito’s formula in

L2(Td), one find for any t > 0

‖z(t ∧ tK)‖2
Hs−2 =2

∑

i=1,2

∫ t∧tK

0

(
Λs−2z(τ),Λs−2Ji(τ)

)
L2 dτ +

∫ t∧tK

0

‖J3(τ)‖2L2(U1,Hs−2) dτ

+ 2

∫ t∧tK

0

(
Λs−2z(τ),Λs−2J3(τ)dW

)
L2 .

(2.51)
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For J1, by commutating the operator Λs−2 with u2, we have

(Λs−2z,Λs−2̟1,2(t)B(y
(2)
R ,y

(2)
R ))L2

= ̟1,2(t)(Λ
s−2u, [Λs−2, u2 · ∇]u2)L2 +̟1,2(t)(Λ

s−2u, u2 · ∇Λs−2u2)L2

+̟1,2(t)(Λ
s−2γ, [Λs−2, u2 · ∇]γ2)L2 +̟1,2(t)(Λ

s−2γ, u2 · ∇Λs−2γ2)L2

= J11 + J12 + J13 + J14.

(2.52)

Then the Cauchy-Schwartz estimate and the commutator estimate Lemma 2.1 lead to

|J11 + J13| ≤|̟1,2(t)|(‖u‖Hs−2‖[Λs−2, u2 · ∇]u2‖L2 + ‖γ‖Hs−2‖[Λs−2, u2 · ∇]γ2‖L2)

≤C|̟1,2(t)|(‖u‖Hs−2‖∇u2‖L∞‖u2‖Hs−2 + ‖γ‖Hs−2‖∇u2‖L∞‖γ2‖Hs−2

+ ‖∇γ2‖L∞‖u2‖Hs−2‖γ‖Hs−2)

≤C‖y(1)
R − y

(2)
R ‖W1,∞‖∇y

(2)
R ‖L∞‖z‖Hs−2‖y(2)

R ‖Hs−2

≤C‖y(2)
R ‖2

Hs−2‖z‖2Hs−2,

where the last inequality used the the embedding Hs−2(Td) →֒ W1,∞(Td), and the mean

value theorem for ̟R(·) such that

|̟1,2(t)| = |̟′
R(θ‖y(1)

R ‖W1,∞ + (1 − θ)‖y(2)
R ‖W1,∞)(‖y(1)

R ‖W1,∞ − ‖y(2)
R ‖W1,∞)|

≤ C‖y(1)
R − y

(2)
R ‖W1,∞ ,

for some θ ∈ (0, 1). In terms of the last inequality, we have

|J12 + J14| ≤ C̟1,2(t)(‖u2‖L∞‖u‖Hs−2‖u2‖Hs−1 + ‖u2‖L∞‖γ‖Hs−2‖γ2‖Hs−1)

≤ C‖y(2)
R ‖Hs−2‖y(2)

R ‖Hs−1‖z‖2
Hs−2.

Putting the estimates into (2.52), we get by the definition of the stopping times tK that

∫ t∧tK

0

(Λs−2z,Λs−2̟1,2(t)B(y
(2)
R ,y

(2)
R ))L2dτ

≤ C

∫ t∧tK

0

‖y(2)
R ‖Hs−2(‖y(2)

R ‖Hs−1 + ‖y(2)
R ‖Hs−2)‖z‖2

Hs−2dτ

≤ CK

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ.

(2.53)
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Using the commutator estimates, we also have

|(Λs−2z,Λs−2B(z,y
(1)
R ))L2| ≤|(Λs−2u,Λs−2(u · ∇u1))L2| + |(Λs−2γ,Λs−2(u · ∇γ1))L2 |

≤C‖u‖Hs−2(‖∇u‖L∞‖u1‖Hs−2 + ‖∇u1‖L∞‖u‖Hs−2

+ ‖u‖L∞‖u1‖Hs−1) + C‖γ‖Hs−2(‖∇u‖L∞‖u1‖Hs−2

+ ‖∇γ1‖L∞‖u‖Hs−2 + ‖u‖L∞‖γ1‖Hs−1)

≤C(‖y(1)
R ‖Hs−2‖∇z‖L∞‖z‖Hs−2 + ‖∇y

(1)
R ‖L∞‖z‖2

Hs−2

+ ‖y(1)
R ‖Hs−1‖z‖L∞‖z‖Hs−2)

≤C‖y(1)
R ‖Hs−1‖z‖2

Hs−2 ,

which implies that

∫ t∧tK

0

̟R(‖y(1)
R ‖W1,∞)(Λs−2z,Λs−2B(z,y

(1)
R )L2dτ ≤ CK

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ.(2.54)

In a similar manner, we also have

∫ t∧tK

0

(Λs−2z,Λs−2̟R(‖y(1)
R ‖W1,∞)B(y

(2)
R , z))L2dτ ≤ C

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z‖2
Hs−2dτ,

which together with (2.53)-(2.54) yield that

∫ t∧tK

0

(
Λs−2z(τ),Λs−2J1(τ)

)
L2 dτ ≤ C

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ.(2.55)

By applying the Lemma 2.6 with s− 2 > d
2

+ 2 and the mean value theorem for ̟1,2(t), one

can now estimate the term involving J2 as follows:

∣∣∣∣
∫ t∧tK

0

(
Λs−2z,Λs−2J2

)
L2 dτ

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ t∧tK

0

̟R(‖y(2)
R ‖W1,∞)(z, F (y

(1)
R ) − F (y

(2)
R ))Hs−2dτ

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t∧tK

0

̟1,2(τ)(z, F (y
(1)
R ))Hs−2dτ

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

(∫ t∧tK

0

̟R(‖y(2)
R ‖W1,∞)‖z‖Hs−2‖F (y

(1)
R ) − F (y

(2)
R )‖Hs−2dτ

+

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z‖W1,∞‖z‖Hs−2‖F (y
(1)
R )‖Hs−2dτ

)

≤ C

∫ t∧tK

0

(‖y(1)
R ‖W1,∞‖y(1)

R ‖Hs−2 + ‖y(1)
R ‖Hs−2 + ‖y(2)

R ‖Hs−2)‖z‖2
Hs−2dτ

≤ C(K2 +K)

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ.

(2.56)
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Finally, by conditions (1.14)-(1.15) and the BDG inequality, one can estimate the diffusion

terms involved in J3 as follows:

E sup
τ∈[0,t]

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ∧tK

0

(
Λs−2z(τ),Λs−2J3(τ)dW

)
L2

∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

(∫ t∧tK

0

µ2(t)‖z‖2
W1,∞χ2(‖y(1)

R ‖W1,∞)‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2(1 + ‖y(1)

R ‖2
Hs−2)dτ

+

∫ t∧tK

0

µ̃2(t)χ̃2(‖y(1)
R ‖W1,∞ + ‖y(2)

R ‖W1,∞)‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2‖z‖2Hs−2dτ

) 1

2

≤ C(χ̃2(CK
1

2 ) + (1 +K)χ2(CK
1

2 ))

× E

[
sup

τ∈[0,t∧tK ]

‖z(τ)‖Hs−2

(∫ t∧tK

0

(µ2 + µ̃2)(t)‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ

) 1

2

]

≤ 1

2
E sup

τ∈[0,t∧tK ]

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2

+ C(χ̃2(CK
1

2 ) + (1 +K)χ2(CK
1

2 ))E

∫ t∧tK

0

(µ2 + µ̃2)(τ)‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ.

(2.57)

Similar to (2.57), there holds

E

∫ t∧tK

0

‖J3(τ)‖2L2(U1,Hs−2) dτ

≤ C(χ̃2(CK
1

2 ) + (1 +K)χ2(CK
1

2 ))E

∫ t∧tK

0

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2dτ.

(2.58)

From the estimates (2.52)-(2.58), after taking the supremum on both sides of (2.51) and

then taking the expected values, we deduce that

E sup
τ∈[0,t∧tK ]

‖z(τ)‖2
Hs−2 ≤ C

∫ t∧tK

0

E sup
ς∈[0,τ∧tK ]

‖z(ς)‖2
Hs−2dτ,

which combined with the Gronwall inequality yield that

E sup
t∈[0,T∧tK ]

‖z(t)‖2
Hs−2 = 0, T > 0.

By taking the limit K → ∞ in above equality, it follows from the monotone convergence

theorem that E supt∈[0,T ] ‖z(t)‖2
Hs−2 = 0 for any T > 0, which implies the uniqueness of

solution. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.8. �

2.4.3. Regularized pathwise solution. With the pathwise uniqueness and the existence of

martingale solutions at hand, we could now establish the existence of local pathwise solutions

in sufficient regular spaces, whose proof is based on the following result.

Lemma 2.9 (Gyöngy-Krylov lemma [47]). Let X be a Polish space, and {Yj}j≥0 be a se-

quence of X-valued random elements. We define the collection of joint laws {νj,l}j,l≥1 of

{Yj}j≥1 by

νj,l(E) = P{(Yj, Yl) ∈ E}, E ∈ B(X ×X).
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Then {Yj}j≥0 converges in probability if and only if for every subsequence {νjk,lk}k≥0, there

exists a further subsequence which converges weakly to a probability measure ν such that

ν({(u, v) ∈ X ×X : u = v}) = 1.

The main result in this subsection can be stated as follows.

Lemma 2.10. Fix s > 4 + d
2
and d ≥ 1. Assume that the conditions in Assumption 1.1

hold, and y0 = (u0, γ0) ∈ Lr(Ω;Hs(Td)) is a F0-measurable initial random variable for some

r > 2. Then the Cauchy problem (2.15) has a unique local smooth maximal pathwise solution

yR = (uR, γR) in the sense of Definition 1.2.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.10 will be divided into several steps.

Step 1 (Existence of global pathwise solution): Let {yR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1 be a sequence of

strong solutions for the SDEs (2.16) in Hilbert space Hs(Td) with respect to the stochastic

basis S fixed in advance.

Define a sequence of measures

νR,ǫ1,ǫ2(E) = P{(yR,ǫ1 ,yR,ǫ2) ∈ E}, πR,ǫ1,ǫ2(E
′) = P{(yR,ǫ1,yR,ǫ2,W) ∈ E ′},

for any E ∈ B(X s
y × X s

y), E ′ ∈ B(X s
y × X s

y × XW), where X s
y = C([0, T ];Hs(Td)) and

XW = C([0, T ];U1 × U1).

With only minor modifications to the arguments in Lemma 2.5, one can essily prove that

the collection {πR,ǫ1,ǫ2}0<ǫ1,ǫ2<1 is tight and hence weakly compact. By using the Prokhorov

theorem, there exist two subsequences of {ǫ1}, {ǫ2}, denoted by {ǫ1,k}, {ǫ2,k} respectively,

converging to 0 as k → ∞, such that

πR,ǫ1,k,ǫ2,k → πR weakly in Pr(X s
y ×X s

y ×XW), as k → ∞.

Furthermore, it follows from the Skorokhod’s representing theorem that one can choose a

new probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃), on which a sequence of random elements (ỹR,ǫ1,k
, ỹR,ǫ2,k

, W̃k)

are defined such that

P̃ ◦ (ỹR,ǫ1,k
, ỹR,ǫ2,k

, W̃k)−1 = πR,ǫ1,k ,ǫ2,k P̃-a.s., as k → ∞,

and

(ỹR,ǫ1,k
, ỹR,ǫ2,k

, W̃k) → (ỹR, ỹ
♯
R, W̃ ) in X s

y × X s
y × XW P̃-a.s., as k → ∞,

with

P̃ ◦ (ỹR, ỹ
♯
R, W̃ )−1 = πR.

Due to the last almost convergence result, one also have

νR,ǫ1,k,ǫ2,k = P̃ ◦ (ỹR,ǫ1,k
, ỹR,ǫ1,k

)−1 → νR weakly in Pr(X s
y × X s

y), k → ∞,

with

P̃ ◦ (ỹR, ỹ
♯
R)−1 = νR.

Following the argument at the beginning of Subsection 2.3, we infer that ỹR and ỹ♯
R are both

global martingale solutions to SDEs (2.14) related to the stochastic basis S̃ = (Ω̃, F̃ , F̃t, P̃),
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where F̃t = σ{ỹR(r), ỹ♯
R(r), W̃ (r)}r≤t. Since ỹR(0) = ỹ♯

R(0), it follows from the pathwise

uniqueness (cf. Lemma 2.8) again that

νR{(ỹR, ỹ
♯
R) ∈ X s

y × X s
y; ỹR = ỹ♯

R} = 1.

Therefore, one can conclude from the Gyöngy-Krylov lemma that, the sequence {yR,ǫ}0<ǫ<1

defined on the original probability space (Ω,F ,P) converges to an element yR almost surely,

that is,

yR,ǫ → yR as ǫ→ 0, P-a.s.,

in the strong topology of X s
y . This convergence combined with (2.38) imply that the limit

yR is a global pathwise solution to the SMCH2 with cut-off function.

Step 2 (Construction of local pathwise solution): The goal will be achieved by

decomposing the random initial data y0 = (u0, γ0) and using the result in Step 1.

Case 1. Assume that the random initial data y0(ω) ∈ Hs(Td) is bounded by some positive

deterministic constant, i.e., there exists a real number l > 0 such that

‖y0(ω)‖Hs ≤ l, ∀ω ∈ Ω.(2.59)

Let c > 0 be the embedding constant from Hs(Td) into W1,∞(Td), for all s > 1 + d
2
. Then

we get from (2.59) that

‖y0‖W1,∞ ≤ c‖y0‖Hs ≤ cl.(2.60)

Considering the stopping times

tm , {t > 0; ‖y(t)‖Hs ≥ m} , ∀m ∈ R
+.

If m > cl, then it follows from (2.60) that tm > 0 P-almost surely, and hence

sup
t∈[0,tm]

‖y(t)‖W1,∞ ≤ m,

which implies that ̟R(‖y‖W1,∞) = 1 for any R ≥ m. As a result, the pair (y|[0,tm], tm) is a

unique local pathwise solution to the SMCH2 system (2.5).

Case 2. For general data y0 ∈ L2(Ω;Hs(Td)), there holds ‖y0‖Hs <∞ P-almost surely. In

this case one can make the decomposition

y0(ω, x) =
∑

n∈N+

y0(ω, x)1{n−1≤‖y0‖Hs<n}(ω) ,
∑

n∈N+

y0(ω, x)1Ωn
(ω), P-a.s.

For each n ≥ 1, setting

y0,n(ω, x) , y0(ω, x)1{n−1≤‖y0‖Hs<n}(ω).

It follows that Ωn ∩ Ωn′ = ∅ when n 6= n′, ∪n≥1Ωn is a set of full measure, and the sequence

{y0,n(ω)} ∈ Hs(Td) is uniformly bounded. By replacing the initial data y0 with y0,n in the

truncated system (2.14), one can concludes from Step 1 that the system admits a unique

global pathwise solution

yn(·) ∈ C([0,∞);Hs(Td)), for any fixed R > 0.
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Thereby, by considering the stopping time tm with m > cn, one get that the solution limited

on [0, tm], denoted by (ỹn, t̃n), provides a local pathwise solution to system (2.5) with initial

data y0,n.

Now we define a stochastic process y(t) by piecing together these solutions, i.e.,

y(ω, t, x) ,
∑

n∈N+

ỹn(ω, t, x)1Ωn
(ω), t ,

∑

n∈N+

t̃n1Ωn
(ω).

As E(‖y0‖2Hs) <∞, one infer from the uniform bound for ỹn (cf. Lemma 2.2) that y(·∧t) ∈
L2(Ω;C([0,∞);Hs(Td))). Moreover, since ỹn is a local solution to (2.5) with initial data

y0,n, we deduce that

y(r ∧ t) =
∑

n∈N+

ỹn(r ∧ t̃n)1Ωn
(ω)

=
∑

n≥1

(
y0,n −

∫ r∧t̃n

0

B(ỹn, ỹn)dr −
∫ r∧t̃n

0

F (ỹn)dr +

∫ r∧t̃n

0

G(r, ỹn)dW
)
1Ωn

=
∑

n≥1

(
y0,n −

∫ r∧1Ωn t̃n

0

B(1Ωn
ỹn, 1Ωn

ỹn)dr −
∫ r∧1Ωn t̃n

0

F (1Ωn
ỹn)dr

+

∫ r∧1Ωn t̃n

0

G(r, 1Ωn
ỹn)dW

)

=y0 −
∫ r∧t

0

B(y,y)dr −
∫ r∧t

0

F (y)dr +

∫ r∧t

0

G(r,y)dW.

Therefore, the pair (y, t) is a unique local pathwise solution to (1.5). By using a standard

argument (cf. [38, 52]), we can extend the solution (y, t) to a maximal time of existence.

The proof of Lemma 2.10 is now completed. �

2.5. Proof of Theorem 1.3(1). In this subsection, we are going to prove the existence of

local pathwise solutions to the SMCH2 system (1.13) in the sharp case of s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1.

To this end, we shall apply a stability density argument. Precisely, we consider the

following SMCH2 system with regularized initial data:

(2.61)

{
dyj +B(yj,yj)dt + F (yj)dt = G(t,yj)dW,

yj(0) = J1/jy0, j ∈ N
+,

where yj = (uj, γj)
T , J1/j is the Friedrichs mollifier, and the nonlinear terms B(·, ·) and F (·)

are defned as before.

By Lemma 2.8, for each j ≥ 1, the Eq.(2.61) admits a unique local smooth strong solution

(yj , tj) in the sense of Definition 1.2. In the following, we shall show that

{yj}j≥1 is a Cauchy sequence in the strong topology of C([0, t∗];Hs(Td)),

for some t

∗ > 0 P-almost surely. By means of the decomposition method as that in Lemma

2.8, one can first consider the uniformly bounded data, i.e.,

‖y0(ω)‖Hs ≤M, ∀ω ∈ Ω,
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for some deterministic M > 0 independent of j. The proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on the

following several lemmas.

Lemma 2.11. Let T > 0, s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1, and (yj, tj)j≥1 be a sequence of local strong

pathwise solutions to the system (2.61) related to the random variables (J1/jy0)j≥1. For each

j, k ∈ N+, define the existing times

t

T
j,k , t

T
j ∧ t

T
k , t

T
j , T ∧ inf

{
t > 0; ‖yj(t)‖2Hs ≥ ‖J1/jy0‖2Hs + 3

}
.

Then we have

E sup
r∈[0,tT

j,k
]

‖yj − yk‖2Hs

≤ C

(
E‖J1/jy0 − J1/ky0‖2Hs + CE sup

r∈[0,tT
j,k

]

(‖uj − uk‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)

)
.

(2.62)

Proof. For each j, k ∈ N
+, denoteing yj,k = yj − yk and yj,k = (uj,k, γj,k), then it follows

from (2.61) that Λsyj,k satisfies the following system:

dΛsyj,k + Λs(B(yj ,yj,k) +B(yj,k,yj))dt+ Λs(F (yj) − F (yk))dt

=
∑

l≥1

Λs(Gl(t,yj) −Gl(t,yk))dβl
t,

(2.63)

where yj,k(0) = J1/jy0 − J1/ky0, Gl(r, ·) = G(r, ·)el and {el} is an orthogonal basis in A.

Applying the Ito’s formula to ‖yj,k‖2Hs, one find

‖yj,k(t ∧ t

T
j,k)‖2Hs =‖yj,k(0)‖2Hs + 2

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

(Λsyj,k(r),Λ
s(B(yj ,yj,k) +B(yj,k,yj)))L2dr

+ 2

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

(Λsyj,k(r),Λ
s(F (yj) − F (yk))L2dr

+
∑

l≥1

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

‖Λs(Gl(r,yj) −Gl(r,yk))‖2L2dr

+ 2
∑

l≥1

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

(Λsyj,k(r),Λ
s(Gl(t,yj) −Gl(t,yk)))L2dβl

t

=‖yj,k(0)‖2
Hs + U1(t) + U2(t) + U3(t) + U4(t).

(2.64)

Let us estimate the terms Ui(t), i = 1, 2, 3, 4 in (2.64) one by one. For the term B(yj,yj,k)

involved in U1(t), by using the Moser-type estimate and the fact of Hs−1(Td) →֒ L∞(Td),
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for all s > d
2

+ 1, one can get

(Λsyj,k,Λ
sB(yj,k,yj))L2 ≤|(Λsuj,k,Λ

s(uj,k · ∇uj))L2 | + |(Λsγj,k,Λ
s(uj,k · ∇γj))L2|

≤C
(
‖∇uj‖L∞‖uj,k‖2Hs + ‖uj,k‖L∞‖uj,k‖Hs‖∇uj‖Hs

+ ‖γj,k‖Hs‖uj,k‖Hs‖∇γj‖L∞ + ‖γj,k‖Hs‖uj,k‖L∞‖∇γj‖Hs

)

≤C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1(‖uj‖2Hs+1 + ‖γj‖2Hs+1)

+ C
(

(‖uj‖Hs + 1)‖uj,k‖2Hs + ‖γj,k‖2Hs(‖γj‖2Hs + 1)
)
.

(2.65)

For the term B(yj,k,yj) involved in U1(t), by commutating the operator Λs with uj and then

integrating by parts, we find

(Λsyj,k,Λ
sB(yj ,yj,k)L2 =(Λsuj,k, [Λ

s, uj · ∇]uj,k)L2 − 1

2
(|Λsuj,k|2, divuj)L2

+ (Λsγj,k, [Λ
s, uj · ∇]γj,k)L2 − 1

2
(|Λsγj,k|2, divuj)L2

,D1 +D2 +D3 +D4.

By applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the commutator estimate Lemma 2.1 for

the first and third terms on the R.H.S., one get

|D1 +D3| ≤‖Λsuj,k‖L2‖[Λs, uj · ∇]uj,k‖L2 + ‖Λsγj,k‖L2‖[Λs, uj · ∇]γj,k‖L2

≤C‖uj,k‖Hs(‖Λsuj‖L2‖∇uj,k‖L∞ + ‖∇uj‖L∞‖Λs−1∇uj,k‖L2)

+ C‖γj,k‖Hs(‖Λsuj‖L2‖∇γj,k‖L∞ + ‖∇uj‖L∞‖Λs−1∇γj,k‖L2)

≤C‖uj‖Hs(‖uj,k‖2Hs + ‖γj,k‖2Hs).

The other terms can be estimated as

|D2 +D4| ≤ C‖divuj‖L∞(‖Λsuj,k‖2L2 + ‖Λsγj,k‖2L2)

≤ C‖uj‖Hs(‖uj,k‖2Hs + ‖γj,k‖2Hs).

Putting the estimates for {Di}4i=1 together, we get

(Λsyj,k,Λ
sB(yj ,yj,k)L2 ≤ C‖uj‖Hs(‖uj,k‖2Hs + ‖γj,k‖2Hs),

which combined with (2.65) and the definition of the stopping time t

T
j,k yield that

U1(t) ≤C
∫ t∧tT

j,k

0

(
‖uj,k‖2Hs−1(‖uj‖2Hs+1 + ‖γj‖2Hs+1)

+ ‖uj,k‖2Hs(‖uj‖Hs + 1) + ‖γj,k‖2Hs(‖γj‖2Hs + ‖uj‖Hs + 1)
)

dr

≤C
∫ t∧tT

j,k

0

(
‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1 + ‖yj,k‖2Hs

)
dr,

(2.66)
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where the second inequality used the boundedness of Jǫ in Hs(Td). For U2(t), it follows from

the Lemma 2.6 and Young inequality that

U2(t) ≤ C

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

‖yj,k(r)‖Hs(‖yj‖2Hs + ‖yk‖2Hs + 1)‖yj − yk‖Hsdr

≤ C

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

‖yj,k(r)‖2Hsdr.

(2.67)

For U4(t), by using the BDG inequality and condition (1.15), we get

E sup
r∈[0,t∧tT

j,k
]

|U4(r)| ≤E

(∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

∑

l≥1

(Λsyj,k(r),Λ
s(Gl(r,yj) −Gl(r,yk)))2

L2dr

) 1

2

≤E

(∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

µ̃2(r)‖yj,k(r)‖2Hsχ̃2(‖yj‖W1,∞ + ‖yk‖W1,∞)‖yj − yk‖2Hsdr

) 1

2

≤E

[
sup

r∈[0,t∧tT
j,k

]

‖yj,k(r)‖Hs

×
(∫ t∧tT

j,k

0

µ̃2(r)χ̃2(‖yj‖W1,∞ + ‖yk‖W1,∞)‖yj,k(r)‖2Hsdr

) 1

2

]

≤1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t∧tT
j,k

]

‖yj,k(r)‖2Hs + Cχ̃2(C(1 +M2))E

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

µ̃2(r)‖yj,k(r)‖2Hsdr,

(2.68)

where the last inequality used the facts that χ̃(·) is nondecreasing, the Sobolev embedding

Hs(Td) ⊂W 1,∞(Td) for s > d
2

+ 1 as well as the uniform bound

sup
j≥1

‖yj(r)‖Hs ≤ 1

2
+

1

2
sup
j≥1

‖yj(r)‖2Hs ≤ 1

2
(‖J1/jy0‖2Hs + 2) ≤ C(M2 + 1),

for all r ∈ [0, t ∧ t

T
j,k] with some constant C > 0 independent of j.

For U3(t), one can use the condition (1.15) to obtain

|U3(t)| ≤E

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

µ̃2(r)χ̃2(‖yj‖W1,∞ + ‖yk‖W1,∞)‖yj − yk‖2Hsdr

≤Cχ̃2(C(1 +M2))E

∫ t∧tT
j,k

0

µ̃2(r)‖yj,k(r)‖2Hsdr.

(2.69)

Setting

G(t) , E sup
r∈[0,t∧tT

j,k
]

‖yj,k(r)‖2Hs.
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After plugging the estimates for Ui into (2.64), we get

G(t) ≤E‖yj,k(0)‖2
Hs + C

∫ t

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r∧tT

j,k
]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)dr

+ C

∫ t

0

(1 + µ̃2(r))G(r)dr.

An application of the Gronwall lemma to above inequality leads to

E sup
r∈[0,tT

j,k
]

‖yj,k(r)‖2Hs ≤ eC
∫ T
0
(1+µ̃2(r))dr

(
E‖yj,k(0)‖2Hs + CE sup

ς∈[0,tT
j,k

]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)

)
.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.11. �

Lemma 2.12. Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.11, we have

E sup
ς∈[0,tT

j,k
]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)

≤ C

(
E(‖J1/ju0 − J1/ku0‖2Hs−1‖J1/jy0‖2Hs+1) + E sup

ς∈[0,tT
j,k

]

‖uj,k(ς)‖2Hs−1

)
.

(2.70)

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.12 is based on a priori estimate for ‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1. To this

end, we get by applying the Ito’s product law that

d(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)

= ‖yj‖2Hs+1d‖uj,k‖2Hs−1 + ‖uj,k‖2Hs−1d‖yj‖2Hs+1 + d‖uj,k‖2Hs−1d‖yj‖2Hs+1.
(2.71)

From the first component of the system (2.61), we have

dΛs−1uj,k = − Λs−1(uj,k · ∇uj + uk · ∇uj,k)dt− Λs−1(L1(uj) − L1(uk))dt

− Λs−1(L2(γj) − L2(γk))dt+ Λs−3(g1(t,mj) − g1(t,mk))dW1.

Using the Ito’s formula again, one infer that

d‖uj,k‖2Hs−1 = −2(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(uj,k · ∇uj + uk · ∇uj,k))L2dt

− 2(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(L1(uj) − L1(uk)))L2dt

− 2(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(L2(γj) − L2(γk)))L2dt

+ ‖Λs−3(g1(t,mj) − g1(t,mk))‖2L2(A,L2)dt

+ 2(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−3(g1(t,mj) − g1(t,mk))dW1)L2

=

4∑

i=1

Ii(t)dt+ I5(t)dW1.

(2.72)
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For ‖yj‖2Hs+1, we get by replacing s with s + 1 in (2.63) throughout that

d‖yj‖2Hs+1 = − 2(Λs+1yj ,Λ
s+1B(yj ,yj))L2dt− 2(Λs+1yj,Λ

s+1F (yj))L2dt

+ ‖G(t,yj)‖2L2(A,Hs+1)dt + 2(Λs+1yj ,Λ
s+1G(t,yj)dW)L2

=

3∑

i=1

Ji(t)dt + J4(t)dW.

(2.73)

After plugging the identities (2.72)-(2.73) into (2.71), we get

d(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1) =

( 4∑

i=1

‖yj‖2Hs+1Ii(t) +
3∑

i=1

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1Ji(t) + K
)

dt

+ ‖yj‖2Hs+1I5(t)dW1 + ‖uj,k‖2Hs−1J4(t)dW.

(2.74)

Here K is the term arising from d‖uj,k‖2Hs−1d‖yj‖2Hs+1, and is given by

K = 4
∑

q≥1

(Λs+1uj,Λ
s−1g1(t, uj)eq)L2(Λs−1uj,k,Λ

s−3(g1(t, uj) − g1(t, uk))eq)L2 ,

where we used the fact that the Brown motion W1 is independent of W2. It remains to

estimates the terms on the R.H.S. of (2.74).

Estimate for I1. The discussion for term I1 will be classified according to the spatial

dimension d ≥ 1.

Case of d = 1. In this case, the unknown is a scalar quantity, we observe from the identity

uj · ∇uj = uj∂xuj = 1
2
∂x(u2j) that

I1(t) =
1

2
(Λs−1uj,k,Λ

s−1∂x(uj,k(uj + uk)))L2 .

By commutating Λs−1∂x with uj + uk, integrating by parts and using the Cauchy-Schwartz

inequality, we get

|I1(t)| ≤
1

2
|(Λs−1uj,k, [Λ

s−1∂x, uj + uk]uj,k)L2 | +
1

2
|(∂x(uj + uk), (Λs−1uj,k)

2)L2 |

≤ C‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖[Λs−1∂x, uj + uk]uj,k‖L2 + ‖uj + uk‖W 1,∞‖uj,k‖Hs−1)

≤ C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1(‖uj + uk‖Hs + ‖uj + uk‖W 1,∞)

≤ C(‖uj‖Hs + ‖uk‖Hs)‖uj,k‖2Hs−1 ,

where the third inequality used the following commutator estimates by Taylor (cf. Proposi-

tion 4.2 in [80]): If s > 3
2

and 0 ≤ η + 1 ≤ s, then for some C > 0

‖[Λη∂x, f ]g‖L2 ≤ C‖f‖Hs‖g‖Hη , ∀f ∈ Hs(T), g ∈ Hη(T),

and the last inequality used the Sobolev embedding Hs(T) ⊂W 1,∞(T) for s > 3
2
.
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The discussion for the cases of d = 2 and d ≥ 3 is more involved, we first get from the

Moser-type estimates that

‖yj‖2Hs+1|I1(t)| ≤C‖yj‖2Hs+1

(
‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖uj,k‖L∞‖∇uj‖Hs−1 + ‖uj,k‖Hs−1‖∇uj‖L∞)

+ |(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(uk · ∇uj,k))L2|

)

≤C‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖uj‖Hs

+ C‖yj‖2Hs+1|(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(uk · ∇uj,k))L2 |.

(2.75)

The main difficulty comes from the second term on the R.H.S. of (2.75).

Case of d = 2. It is clear that Hs(T2) ⊂ W 1,∞(T2) for s > 2. If 2 < s < 3, then

Hs−1(T2) ⊂ W 1,q(T2), for some q > 2 such that s − 2 = 1 − 2
q
. Choosing p > 2 satisfying

1 = 2
p

+ 2
q
, then the following embedding holds:

Hs(T2) ⊂W s−1+ 2

p
,p(T2) ⊂W s−1,p(T2).

By using Lemma 2.1 and integrating by parts, we have

|(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(uk · ∇uj,k))L2|

≤ C‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖[Λs−1, uk · ∇]uj,k‖L2 + ‖divuk‖L∞‖uj,k‖Hs−1)

≤ C‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖uk‖W s−1,p‖uj,k‖W 1,q + ‖uk‖W 1,∞‖uj,k‖Hs−1)

≤ C‖uk‖Hs‖uj,k‖2Hs−1 .

If s ≥ 3, then Hs−1(T2) ⊂ C1(T2) ⊂ W 1,q(T2), for all q ∈ (2,∞). The above inequality

still remains to be true.

Case of d ≥ 3. It follows from the Sobolev embeddings

Hs(Td) ⊂W 1,∞(Td), Hs(Td) ⊂W s−1, 2d
d−2 (Td), Hs−1(Td) ⊂W 1,d(Td),

and the commutator estimates that

|(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−1(uk · ∇uj,k))L2|

≤ |(Λs−1uj,k, [Λ
s−1, uk · ∇]uj,k))L2 | +

1

2
|(|Λs−1uj,k|2, divuk)L2 |

≤ C
(
‖uk‖

W
s−1, 2d

d−2
‖uj,k‖W 1,d‖uj,k‖Hs−1 + ‖uk‖W 1,∞‖uj,k‖2Hs−1

+ ‖divuk‖L∞‖uj,k‖2Hs−1

)

≤ C‖uk‖Hs‖uj,k‖2Hs−1 .

In summary, the term involving I1 can be estimated by

‖yj‖2Hs+1|I1(t)| ≤ C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1(‖uj‖Hs + ‖uk‖Hs).(2.76)

Estimate for I2. We get by using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that

|I2(t)| ≤ C‖uj,k‖Hs−1‖L1(uj) − L1(uk)‖Hs−1 .
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To estimate ‖L1(uj)−L1(uk)‖Hs−1, one need the following Moser-type estimates (cf. Propo-

sition 2.82 in [3]): For any s1 ≤ d
2
< s2 (s2 ≥ d

2
if r = 1), s1 + s2 > 0, then

‖fg‖Bs1
2,r

≤ C‖f‖Bs1
2,r
‖g‖Bs2

2,r
.

We divide the discussion into two parts.

Case of d
2

+ 1 < s ≤ d
2

+ 2. Since s− 2 ≤ d
2
< s− 1, and (s− 2) + (s− 1) = 2s− 3 > 0, it

follows from the last Moser estimates that

‖L1(uj) − L1(uk)‖Hs−1

≤ C
∥∥∥(|∇u1| + |∇u2|)|∇uj,k|Id + ∇uj,k∇uj + ∇uk∇uj,k + ∇uj,k∇uTj

+ ∇uk∇uTj,k + ∇uTj,k∇uk + ∇uTj ∇uj,k − divuj,k∇uk − divuj∇uj,k
∥∥∥
Hs−2

+
∥∥∥ujdivuj,k + uj,kdivuk + uj,k · ∇uTj + uk · ∇uTj,k

∥∥∥
Hs−3

≤ C‖∇uj,k‖Hs−2(‖∇uj‖Hs−1 + ‖∇uk‖Hs−1) + C‖∇uj,k‖Hs−2

× (‖uj‖Hs−1 + ‖uk‖Hs−1) + C‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖∇uj‖Hs−2 + ‖∇uk‖Hs−2)

≤ C‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖uj‖Hs + ‖uk‖Hs),

which implies that

‖yj‖2Hs+1|I2(t)| ≤ C‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1(‖uj‖Hs + ‖uk‖Hs).

Case of s > d
2

+ 2. In this case, the Sobolev spaces Hs−2(Td) are Banach algebras, and

hence it follows from the embedding Hs(Td) ⊂ H t(Td) for s > t that

‖L1(uj) − L1(uk)‖Hs−1

≤ C‖∇uj,k‖Hs−2(‖∇uj‖Hs−2 + ‖∇uk‖Hs−2) + C‖∇uj,k‖Hs−2(‖uj‖Hs−2

+ ‖uk‖Hs−2) + C‖uj,k‖Hs−2(‖∇uj‖Hs−2 + ‖∇uk‖Hs−2)

≤ C‖uj,k‖Hs−1(‖uj‖Hs + ‖uk‖Hs),

which lead to the similar estimate.

Estimate for I3. There holds

‖yj‖2Hs+1I3 ≤C‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1

(
‖γj,k(γj + γk)‖Hs−2 + ‖∇γj,k(|∇γj| + |∇γk|)‖Hs−2

+ ‖(∇γj,k)T∇γj‖Hs−2 + ‖(∇γk)T∇γj,k‖Hs−2

)

≤C‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖γj,k‖Hs(‖γj‖Hs + ‖γk‖Hs)

≤C‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1(‖γj‖2Hs + ‖γk‖2Hs).

Estimate for I4 and I5. In terms of the assumption (A1), we have

‖yj‖2Hs+1I4 ≤C‖yj‖2Hs+1‖g1(t,mj) − g1(t,mk)‖2L2(A,Hs−3)

≤Cµ̃2
1(t)χ̃

2
1(‖uj‖W1,∞ + ‖uk‖W1,∞)‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1.
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Using the BDG inequality and the Assumption 1.1, we have for any stopping time t

E sup
t∈[0,t]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖yj‖2Hs+1I5(ς)dW1

∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

(∑

i≥1

∫
t

0

‖yj‖4Hs+1‖Λs−1uj,k‖2L2‖Λs−3(g1(t,mj) − g1(t,mk))ei‖2L2dς

) 1

2

≤ CE

[
sup
ς∈[0,t]

(‖yj‖Hs+1‖uj,k‖Hs−1)

×
(∫

t

0

µ̃2
1(ς)χ̃

2
1(‖uj‖W1,∞ + ‖uk‖W1,∞)‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1dς

) 1

2

]

≤ 1

4
E sup

ς∈[0,t]
(‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1)

+ CE

∫
t

0

µ̃2
1(ς)χ̃

2
1(‖uj‖W1,∞ + ‖uk‖W1,∞)‖yj‖2Hs+1‖uj,k‖2Hs−1dς.

(2.77)

Estimate for J1. Using the definition of Hs(Td), commutating the operator Λs+1 with

uj and then integrating by parts, we have

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1J1 ≤C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1|(Λs+1yj,Λ
s+1B(yj,yj)L2 |

≤C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1

(
|(Λs+1uj, [Λ

s+1, uj · ∇]uj)L2 | + |(divuj, |Λs+1uj|2)L2|

+ |(Λs+1γj,Λ
s+1(uj · ∇γj)|L2 + |(divuj, |Λs+1γj|2)L2 |

)

≤C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1

(
‖uj‖Hs+1‖[Λs+1, uj · ∇]uj‖L2

+ ‖γj‖Hs+1‖[Λs+1, uj · ∇]γj)‖L2 + ‖uj‖W 1,∞‖uj‖2Hs+1

+ ‖uj‖W 1,∞‖γj‖2Hs+1

)

≤C‖uj,k‖2Hs−1

(
‖uj‖Hs+1(‖Λs+1uj‖L2‖∇uj‖L∞ + ‖∇uj‖L∞‖Λs∇uj‖L2)

+ ‖γj‖Hs+1(‖Λs+1uj‖L2‖∇γj‖L∞ + ‖∇uj‖L∞‖Λs∇γj‖L2)

+ ‖uj‖W 1,∞‖uj‖2Hs+1 + ‖uj‖W 1,∞‖γj‖2Hs+1

)

≤C‖uj‖Hs‖γj‖Hs‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1.

(2.78)

Estimate for J2 and J3. By using Lemma 2.6, the embedding Hs(Td) ⊂ W1,∞(Td)

(s > d
2

+ 1) as well as assumption (1.14), we have

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1J2 ≤ C‖yj‖2Hs‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1,

and

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1J3 ≤ µ(t)χ(‖yj‖W1,∞)‖uj,k‖2Hs + µ(t)χ(‖yj‖W1,∞)‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1.
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Estimate for J4. By applying the BDG inequality and the assumption (1.14), we have

E sup
t∈[0,t]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1J4(t)dW
∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

(∑

i≥1

∫ t

0

‖uj,k‖4Hs−1(Λs+1yj,Λ
s+1G(t,yj)ei)

2
L2dς

) 1

2

≤ CE

(
sup
t∈[0,t]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)

×
∫

t

0

µ2(t)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)‖uj,k‖2Hs−1(1 + ‖y‖2
Hs+1)dς

) 1

2

≤ 1

4
E sup

t∈[0,t]
(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1) + E

∫
t

0

µ2(ς)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)‖uj,k‖2Hs−1dς

+ E

∫
t

0

µ2(ς)χ2(‖y‖W1,∞)‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖y‖2Hs+1dς.

(2.79)

Estimate for K. By using the Hölder inequality and the local Lipchitz property of

g1(t, uj), we deduce that

|K| ≤C
(∑

q≥1

|(Λs+1uj,Λ
s−1g1(t, uj)eq)L2 |2

) 1

2

×
(∑

q≥1

|(Λs−1uj,k,Λ
s−3(g1(t, uj) − g1(t, uk))eq)L2 |2

) 1

2

≤C‖uj‖Hs+1‖uj,k‖Hs−1‖g1(t, uj)‖L2(A1;Hs−1)‖g1(t, uj) − g1(t, uk)‖L2(A1;Hs−3)

≤Cµ1(t)µ̃1(t)χ1(‖uj‖W1,∞)χ̃1(‖uj‖W1,∞ + ‖uk‖W1,∞)

× ‖yj‖Hs+1‖uj,k‖Hs−1(1 + ‖yj‖Hs+1)‖uj,k‖Hs−1

≤Cµ1(t)µ̃1(t)χ1(‖uj‖W1,∞)χ̃1(‖uj‖W1,∞ + ‖uk‖W1,∞)

× (‖uj,k‖2Hs−1 + ‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1).

Noting that from the definition of tTj,k, there holds

‖yλ(t)‖W1,∞ ≤ C‖yi(t)‖Hs ≤ C(M2 + 1), λ ∈ {j, k}, ∀t ∈ [0, tTj,k],

for some positive constant C independent of j and k. Using the nondecreasing property of

χ1(·) and χ̃1(·), after applying the BDG inequality and taking the supremum over [0, tTj,k],
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we obtain

E sup
ς∈[0,t∧tT

j,k
]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1)

≤ CE(‖uj,k(0)‖2Hs−1‖yj(0)‖2
Hs+1) + C

∫ t

0

(1 + µ2(t) + µ̃2
1(t))E sup

ς∈[0,r∧tT
j,k

]

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1dr

+ C

∫ t

0

(1 + µ2(r) + µ̃2
1(r))E sup

ς∈[0,r∧tT
j,k

]

‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1dr,

for some positive constant C independent of j and k. An application of the Gronwall

inequality to above integral inequality leads to

E sup
ς∈[0,t∧tT

j,k
]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1) ≤ Ce
∫ T
0
(1+µ2(r)+µ̃2

1(r))dr

(
1 +

∫ T

0

(1 + µ2(r) + µ̃2
1(r))dr

)

×
(
E(‖J1/ju0 − J1/ku0‖2Hs−1‖J1/jy0‖2Hs+1) + E sup

ς∈[0,t∧tT
j,k

]

‖uj,k(ς)‖2Hs−1

)
.

which implies the desired inequality (2.70), and this completes the proof of Lemma 2.10. �

Based on the last two lemmas, one can prove the following convergence results.

Lemma 2.13. Under the same conditions of Lemma 2.9, we have

lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

E sup
r∈[0,tT

j,k
]

‖yj − yk‖2Hs = 0.
(2.80)

and

lim
ω→0

sup
j≥0

P

{
sup

r∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

‖yj(r)‖Hs ≥ ‖J1/jy0‖Hs + 3

}
= 0.(2.81)

Proof. Observing that, for any u ∈ Hs(Td), {Jǫu}j≥1 is a Cauchy sequence in Hs(Td), so

lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

E‖J1/jy0 − J1/ky0‖2Hs = 0,

which implies that the first term on the R.H.S. of (2.62) converges to 0 as j, k → ∞. By

Lemma 2.11, it suffices to prove that

lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

E sup
ς∈[0,tT

j,k
]

(‖uj,k‖2Hs−1‖yj‖2Hs+1) = 0.

First, we get from the property of the mollifier Jǫ that

E(‖J1/jy0‖4Hs+1) ≤ Cj4E(‖y0‖4Hs) ≤ Cj4,

and

E(‖J1/ju0 − J1/ku0‖4Hs−1) ≤ 8E(‖J1/ju0 − u0‖4Hs−1) + 8E(‖u0 − J1/ku0‖4Hs−1)

= o(
1

j4
) + o(

1

k4
).
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From the last two estimates, we have

lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

E(‖J1/ju0 − J1/ku0‖2Hs−1‖J1/jy0‖2Hs+1)

≤ lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

(
E‖J1/ju0 − J1/ku0‖4Hs−1

) 1

2
(
E‖J1/jy0‖4Hs+1

) 1

2

≤ C lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

j2
(
o(1/j4) + o(1/k4)

) 1

2

= C lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

(
o(1/j4)

1/j4
+
j4

k4
o(1/k4)

1/k4

) 1

2

= 0.

Second, classical L2-estimate shows that ‖(yj − yk)(t)‖Hs−1 can be bounded by C‖yj(0) −
yk(0)‖Hs−1, where C is a positive constant independent of j and k. So we get

lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

E sup
ς∈[0,tT

j,k
]

‖(uj − uk)(ς)‖2Hs−1 ≤ C lim
j→∞

sup
k≥j

E‖J1/jy0 − J1/ky0‖Hs = 0.

Then the convergence (2.80) follows.

Now we prove (2.81). For each j ∈ N+ and ω > 0, we use Ito’s formula to get

sup
t∈[0,ω∧tT

j
]

‖yj(t)‖2Hs ≤‖yj(0)‖2Hs +

∫ ω∧tTj

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Td

2Λsyj · ΛsB(yj ,yj)dx

∣∣∣∣dr

+

∫ ω∧tTj

0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Td

2Λsyj · ΛsF (yj)dx

∣∣∣∣dr

+

∫ ω∧tTj

0

‖G(r,yj)‖2L2(U1,Hs)dr

+ sup
t∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Td

2Λsyj · ΛsG(r,yj)dxdW
∣∣∣∣

=‖J1/jy0‖2Hs +

∫ ω∧tTj

0

(T1 + T2 + T3)dr + sup
t∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

T4.

Thereby we have the following inclusion relationship

{
sup

r∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

‖yj(r)‖Hs ≥ ‖J1/jy0‖Hs + 3

}

⊂
{∫ ω∧tTj

0

(T1 + T2 + T3)dr >
3

2

}⋃{
sup

t∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

T4dW
∣∣∣∣ >

3

2

}
.
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By using the Chebyshev inequality, we find

P

{∫ ω∧tTj

0

(T1 + T2 + T3)dr >
3

2

}

≤ CE sup
[0,ω∧tTj ]

(|T1| + |T2| + |T3|)

≤ CE sup
[0,ω∧tTj ]

(
‖yj‖W1,∞‖yj‖2Hs + µ2(t)χ2(‖yj‖W1,∞)(1 + ‖yj‖2Hs)

)

≤ C(1 +M2)(ω ∧ T ).

and

P

{
sup

t∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

T4dW
∣∣∣∣ >

3

2

}

≤ CE

(∫ ω∧tTj

0

‖yj‖2Hs‖G(r,yj‖2L2(A;Hs)dt

)

≤ CE sup
t∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

(
µ2(t)χ2(‖yj‖W1,∞)‖yj‖2Hs(1 + ‖yj‖2Hs)

)

≤ C(1 +M4)(ω ∧ T ).

As a result,

P

{
sup

r∈[0,ω∧tTj ]

‖yj(r)‖Hs ≥ ‖J1/jy0‖Hs + 3

}
≤ C(ω ∧ T ) → 0, as ω → 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.13. �

Based on above lemmas, one can now prove the local well-posedness result of Theorem

1.3 in the sharp case s > d
2

+ 1, d ≥ 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3(1). By Lemmas 2.11-2.13 and the uniform bound ‖y0‖Hs < M ,

one can conclude from the abstract Cauchy theorem (cf. Lemma 7.1 in [38]) that there exists

a stopping time t with P{0 < t ≤ T} = 1 such that

sup
j≥1

sup
t∈[0,t]

‖yj‖Hs ≤ CM + 3,

and

yj → y in C([0, t];Hs(Td)), as j → ∞, P-a.s.

Note that the approximate solutions {yj}j≥1 are continuous Ft-adapted processes with values

in Hs(Td), and hence Ft-predictable ones. As the pointwise limits preserve the measurability,

it then follows that the limit process y is also Ft-predictable. By using the decomposition

method as that in Subsection 2.4, we infer that (y, t) is a local pathwise solution in the sense

of Definition 1.2. Finally, one can extend the local soltuion to the maximal solution by using

a standard argument (cf. [21,29]).
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Now we prove that the solution map y0 7→ y is continuous from L∞(Ω;Hs(Td)) into

L2(Ω;C([0, t′];Hs(Td))), for some t

′ > 0 P-almost surely. Assume that yi(t) is solution to

the SMCH2 system with respect to the data y0,i, i = 1, 2. Our aim is to find a δ > 0 small

enough and a stopping time t

′ such that whenever ‖y0,1 − y0,2‖L∞(Ω;Hs) < δ, there holds

E sup
t∈[0,t′]

‖y1(t) − y2(t)‖2Hs < ǫ, P-a.s.

To avoid the difficulty caused by the convection term B(yi,yi), similar to (2.61), let us

consider the mollified initial data {J1/jy0,i}j>1, and the corresponding solutions are denoted

by {yi,j}j>1, i = 1, 2. For any T > 0, we define

t

T
i,j , T ∧ inf

{
t > 0; ‖yi,j(t)‖2Hs ≥ ‖J1/jy0,i‖2Hs + 3

}
, i = 1, 2.

In view of the proof for the Lemmas 2.9-2.11, one can conclude again from the abstract

Cauchy theorem that, there exists a subsequence {jk} of {j} with jk → ∞ as k → ∞, a

sequence of stopping times {t̄i,jk} as well as a stopping time t̄i, such that

t

T
i,jk

≥ t̄i,jk for each k ≥ 1, lim
k→∞

t̄i,jk = t̄i, P-a.s.,(2.82)

and

lim
k→∞

sup
t∈[0,t̄i]

‖yi − yi,jk
‖Hs = 0, sup

t∈[0,t̄i]
‖yi(t)‖Hs ≤ ‖y0,i‖Hs + 3, i = 1, 2.(2.83)

Moreover, there exists Ωi,jk ↑ Ω as k → ∞ such that

1Ωi,jk
sup

t∈[0,t̄i]
‖yi,jk

(t)‖Hs ≤ ‖y0,i‖Hs + 3, P-a.s., i = 1, 2.(2.84)

Define Ωjk , Ω1,jk ∩Ω2,jk . Clearly, Ωjk ↑ Ω as k → ∞. It then follows from (2.83) and (2.84)

that limk→∞E supt∈[0,t̄i] ‖yi − 1Ωjk
yi,jk

‖2
Hs = 0, i = 1, 2, which implies that for any ǫ > 0,

there exists a k0 > 0 such that

E sup
t∈[0,t̄i]

‖yi − 1Ωjk
yi,jk

‖2
Hs <

ǫ

20
, ∀k > k0, i = 1, 2.(2.85)

By (2.82), we get for all k ≥ 1

E sup
t∈[0,t̄1∧t̄2]

‖1Ωjk
y1,jk

(t) − 1Ωjk
y2,jk

(t)‖2
Hs

≤ E sup
t∈[0,tT

1,jk
∧tT

2,jk
]

‖y1,jk
(t) − y2,jk

(t)‖2
Hs

+ E sup
t∈[t̄1∧t̄2∧t̄1,jk∧t̄2,jk ,t̄1∧t̄2]

‖1Ωjk
y1,jk

(t) − 1Ωjk
y2,jk

(t)‖2Hs

, Ik + IIk.

(2.86)
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For Ik, using a similar argument in Lemma 2.11 and 2.12, one can deduce that

Ik ≤C
(
E‖J1/jky0,1 − J1/jky0,2‖2Hs + E sup

r∈[0,tT
1,jk

∧tT
2,jk

]

(‖u1,jk − u2,jk‖2Hs−1‖y1,jk
‖2
Hs+1)

)

≤C
(
E sup

ς∈[0,tT
1,jk

∧tT
2,jk

]

‖u1,jk − u2,jk‖2Hs−1 + E‖J1/jky0,1 − J1/jky0,2‖2Hs

+ E(‖J1/jku0,1 − J1/jku0,2‖2Hs−1‖J1/jky0,1‖2Hs+1)

)

≤C
(
E sup

t∈[0,tT
1,jk

∧tT
2,jk

]

‖u1,jk − u2,jk‖2Hs−1 + E‖y0,1 − y0,2‖2Hs +
1

j2k
E‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2Hs

)
.

For the first term on the R.H.S. of last inequality, we refer back to the Eq.(2.72) and the

estimates for Ii, i = 1, ..., 5. Due to the continuity of the function µ̃, the nondecreas-

ing property of χ̃ and the embedding from Hs(Td) into W 1,∞(Td), one can deduce that

E supt∈[0,tT
1,jk

∧tT
2,jk

] ‖u1,jk − u2,jk‖2Hs−1 ≤ CE‖y0,1 − y0,2‖2Hs. Thereby the last inequality indi-

cates that

Ik ≤ CE‖y0,1 − y0,2‖2Hs +
C

j2k
E‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2Hs .(2.87)

For IIk, we get by using the convergence (2.82)

IIk ≤E sup
t∈[t̄1∧t̄2∧t̄1,jk∧t̄2,jk ,t̄1∧t̄2]

(4‖y0,1‖2Hs + 4‖y0,2‖2Hs + 72) → 0, k → ∞,

which implies that there exists a k1 > 0 such that

IIk <
ǫ

20
, ∀k > k1.

For the fixed k′ = k0 + k1, there holds

E sup
t∈[0,t̄i]

‖yi − 1Ωj
k′
yi,jk′

‖2Hs <
ǫ

20
, i = 1, 2,

IIk′ <
ǫ

20
.

(2.88)

Moreover, if ‖y0,1 − y0,2‖L∞(Ω;Hs) < δ <

√
ǫj2

k′

20C+20Cj2
k′

, then we get from (2.87) that

Ik′ ≤ C‖y0,1 − y0,2‖2L∞(Ω;Hs) +
C

j2k′
‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2L∞(Ω;Hs) <

ǫ

20
.

which combined with the estimate (2.88)2 lead to

E sup
t∈[0,t̄1∧t̄2]

‖1Ωj
k′
y1,jk′

(t) − 1Ωj
k′
y2,jk′

(t)‖2
Hs <

ǫ

10
.(2.89)
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Thereby, by choosing t

′ = t̄1 ∧ t̄2, if ‖y0,1 − y0,2‖L∞(Ω;Hs) < δ with δ > 0 chosen as before,

then we deduce from (2.88)1 and (2.89) that

E sup
t∈[0,t′]

‖y1(t) − y2(t)‖2Hs

≤ 3

(
E sup

t∈[0,t′]
‖y1(t) − 1Ωj

k′
y1,jk′

(t)‖2Hs + E sup
t∈[0,t′]

‖1Ωj
k′
y1,jk′

(t) − 1Ωj
k′
y2,jk′

(t)‖2Hs

+ E sup
t∈[0,t′]

‖1Ωj
k′
y2,jk′

(t) − y2(t)‖2Hs

)

< 3(
ǫ

20
+

ǫ

10
+

ǫ

20
) < ǫ.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is now completed. �

3. Nonuniform dependence on initial data

In this section, we shall prove that the solution map y0 7→ y defined by Theorem 1.3 is not

uniformly continuous. Due to lack of zero divergence conditions and the complex structure

of the system, it is difficult to find desired explicit solutions to the SMCH2 system. We

overcome this problem by constructing free-divergence approximation solutions, where the

original idea was introduced by Himonas and Misio lek (cf. [50]) for 3-D Euler equation.

3.1. Approximation solutions. Let κ ∈ {1,−1}, we shall choose approximate solutions

yκ,n = (uκ,n, γκ,n)T in the following form:

(C1) If d ≥ 1 is even, we consider

uκ,n(x, t) = γκ,n(x, t) , (κn−1 + n−s cos ηi)1≤i≤d, (x, t) ∈ T
d × R

+,

with

ηi(x, t) , nxd+1−i − κt, i = 1, 2, ..., d.

(C2) If d ≥ 1 is odd, we consider

uκ,n(x, t) = γκ,n(x, t) , (κn−1 + n−s cos η1, ..., κn
−1 + n−s cos ηd−1, 0), (x, t) ∈ T

d × R
+,

with

ηi(x, t) , nxd−i − κt, i = 1, 2, ..., d− 1.

Observing that, yκ,n are free-divergence vector fields, that is,

divuκ,n = divγκ,n = 0, ∀n ≥ 1, κ ∈ {1,−1}.

As the functions yκ,n may not be exact solutions to the SMCH2 system (1.5), in order

to investigate the distance between the approximate solutions and the exact solutions, we

consider the error term Eκ,n(t) = (Eκ,n
1 (t), Eκ,n

2 (t))T defined by

Eκ,n(t) ,yκ,n(t) − yκ,n(0) +

∫ t

0

B(yκ,n,yκ,n)dr +

∫ t

0

F (yκ,n)dr −
∫ t

0

G(t,yκ,n)dW.
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The error can be written in the component form:

(3.1)





Eκ,n
1 (t) = uκ,n(t) − uκ,n(0) +

∫ t

0

F1(u
κ,n, γκ,n)dr −

∫ t

0

Λ−2g1(t,m
κ,n)dW1,

Eκ,n
2 (t) = γκ,n(t) − γκ,n(0) +

∫ t

0

F2(u
κ,n, γκ,n)dr −

∫ t

0

Λ−2g2(t, ρ
κ,n)dW2,

where

F1(u
κ,n, γκ,n) = uκ,n · ∇uκ,n + L1(u

κ,n) + L2(γ
κ,n),

F2(u
κ,n, γκ,n) = uκ,n · ∇γl,n + L3(u

κ,n, γκ,n).

and the bilinear term B(·, ·) as well as the nonlocal terms F (·),L1(·), L2(·) and L3(·) are

defined in Section 1. The following estimates for trigonometric functions cosine and sine are

fundamental in the proof.

Lemma 3.1 ([82]). Let σ, α ∈ R. If λ ∈ Z
+ and λ≫ 1, then

‖ sin(λx1 − α) cos(λx2 − α)‖Hσ
∼= λσ,

‖ sin(λx1 − α)‖Hσ = ‖ cos(λx1 − α)‖Hσ
∼= λσ.

Applying Lemma 3.1, we have

‖uκ,n‖Hσ , ‖γκ,n‖Hσ ≤
d∑

i=1

‖κn−1 + n−s cos ηi‖Hσ

. n−1 + nσ−s . 1,

(3.2)

for all n ≫ 1 and d
2
< σ ≤ s. The following lemma provide an explicit decay estimate for

the error term Eκ,n(t) in suitable Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 3.2. Let s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1. For d

2
< σ < min{s− 1, 1 + d

2
}, we have

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n(t)‖2Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs, n≫ 1,

where the damped exponential ϑs > 0 is given by

ϑs =





2s− σ − 1, if 1 +
d

2
< s ≤ 3;

s− σ + 2, if s > 3.

Proof. We first assume that d ≥ 1 is even, i.e., the approximate solutions are defined in (C1).

Direct calculation shows that

uκ,n(t) − uκ,n(0) =

∫ t

0

∂tu
κ,n(r)dr =

∫ t

0

(κn−s sin ηi)1≤i≤ddr.(3.3)
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For the convection term uκ,n · ∇uκ,n, we have
∫ t

0

uκ,n · ∇uκ,ndr =

∫ t

0

uκ,n(∇uκ,n)Tdr

=

∫ t

0

(κn−1 + n−s cos η1, κn
−1 + n−s cos η2, ..., κn

−1 + n−s cos ηd)

∗




0 0 · · · −n1−s sin ηd
...

...
...

0 −n1−s sin η2 · · · 0

−n1−s sin η1 0 · · · 0


 dr

= −
∫ t

0

(κn−s sin ηi + n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr.

(3.4)

Noting that

|∇uκ,n|2 =
∑

1≤i≤d

n2−2s sin2 ηi,

we have ∫ t

0

Λ−2div

(
1

2
|∇uκ,n|2Id

)
dr =

∫ t

0

Λ−2

(
∂xj

(
1

2

∑

1≤i≤d

n2−2s sin2 ηi

))

1≤j≤d

dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2
(
n3−2s sin ηd+1−i cos ηd+1−i

)
1≤i≤d

dr.

(3.5)

Moreover, by using the fact of divuκ,n = 0, we have
∫ t

0

Λ−2div
(
∇uκ,n(∇uκ,n + (∇uκ,n)T ) − (∇uκ,n)T∇uκ,n − (divuκ,n)∇uκ,n

)
dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2div




n2−2sRκ,n
1 (r) 0 · · · 0

0 n2−2sRκ,n
2 (r) · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · n2−2sRκ,n
d (r)


 dr

=

∫ t

0

(
Λ−2∂xi

(n2−2sRκ,n
i )
)
1≤i≤d

dr

=

∫ t

0

(
n3−2sΛ−2(−2 sin ηd+1−i cos ηd+1−i + sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)

)
1≤i≤d

dr,

(3.6)

where the diagonal elements are given by

Rκ,n
i (r) = sin2 ηi − sin2 ηd+1−i + sin ηi sin ηd+1−i, i = 1, 2, ..., d.

Also, we have
∫ t

0

Λ−2
(
(divuκ,n)uκ,n + uκ,n · (∇uκ,n)T

)
dr

= −
∫ t

0

Λ−2
(
κn−s sin ηd+1−i + n1−2s cos ηd+1−i sin ηd+1−i

)
1≤i≤d

dr.

(3.7)
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For the terms involved in L2(γ
κ,n), there holds

∫ t

0

Λ−2div
(
|γκ,n|2 + |∇γκ,n|2

)
Iddr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2div




Dκ,n(r) 0 · · · 0

0 Dκ,n(r) · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · Dκ,n(r)


 dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2 (∂xi
D

κ,n(r))1≤i≤d dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2
(
2(n3−2s − n1−2s) sin ηd+1−i cos ηd+1−i − 2κn−s sin ηd+1−i

)
1≤i≤d

dr,

(3.8)

where the diagonal element is given by

D
κ,n(r) =

∑

1≤i≤d

(
n2−2s sin2 ηi + (κn−1 + n−s cos ηi)

2
)
.

Also we have

∫ t

0

Λ−2div
(
(∇γ)T∇γ

)
dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2div




n2−2s sin2 ηd 0 · · · 0

0 n2−2s sin2 ηd−1 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · n2−2s sin2 η1


 dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2
(
2n3−2s sin ηd+1−i cos ηd+1−i

)
1≤i≤d

dr.

(3.9)

Putting the identities (3.3)-(3.9) together, we get

Eκ,n
1 (t) = −

∫ t

0

(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr

+

∫ t

0

(
Λ−2Si(r)

)
1≤i≤d

dr +

∫ t

0

Λ−2g1(t,m
κ,n)dW1,

(3.10)

where

Si(r) ,n
3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i + 3(n3−2s − n1−2s) sin ηd+1−i cos ηd+1−i − 3κn−s sin ηd+1−i.
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For the terms involved in L3(u
κ,n, γκ,n), it follows from the fact of divuκ,n = 0 that

∫ t

0

L3(u
κ,n, γκ,n)dr =

∫ t

0

Λ−2div (∇γκ,n∇uκ,n + (∇γκ,n) · ∇uκ,n) dr

=

∫ t

0

n2−2sΛ−2div




sin η1T
κ,n
1 0 · · · 0

0 sin η2T
κ,n
2 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · sin ηdT
κ,n
d


dr

=

∫ t

0

n2−2sΛ−2 (∂xi
(sin ηiT

κ,n
i ))1≤i≤d dr

=

∫ t

0

Λ−2(n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr.

(3.11)

where T
κ,n
i = sin ηd+1−i + sin ηi. Since uκ,n = γκ,n, we also have

γκ,n(t) − γκ,n(0) +

∫ t

0

uκ,n · ∇γl,ndr = −
∫ t

0

(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr.

Hence we get

Eκ,n
2 (t) = −

∫ t

0

(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr

+

∫ t

0

Λ−2(n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr +

∫ t

0

Λ−2g2(t,m
κ,n)dW1.

(3.12)

In order to get some momentum estimates for Eκ,n(t) in Hs(Td), we shall first apply the Itô’s

formula to ‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hs, and then use (3.12) and Eκ,n

1 (0) = 0 to find

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hσ = − 2

∫ t

0

(ΛσEκ,n
1 (r),Λσ(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d)L2dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

(ΛσEκ,n
1 (r), (Λσ−2Si(r))1≤i≤d)L2dr

+

∫ t

0

‖Λσ−2g1(r,m
κ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

(ΛσEκ,n
2 (r),Λσ−2g1(r,m

κ,n)dW1)L2

=P1 + P2 + P3 + P4.

(3.13)
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For P1, we get by using Lemma 3.1 that

|P1| ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ΛσEκ,n
1 (r)‖L2‖Λσ(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d‖L2dr

≤ C
∑

1≤i≤d

∫ t

0

‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσ‖n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i‖Hσdr

≤ Cnσ+1−2s

∫ t

0

‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσdr.

For P2, we get from the definition of Si (cf. (3.10)) that

|P2| ≤C
∑

1≤i≤d

∫ t

0

‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσ‖Si(r)‖Hσ−2dr

≤C
∑

1≤i≤d

∫ t

0

‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσ

(
‖n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i‖Hσ−2

+ ‖3(n3−2s − n1−2s) sin ηd+1−i cos ηd+1−i‖Hσ−2 + ‖3κn−s sin ηd+1−i‖Hσ−2

)
dr

≤C(nσ+1−2s + nσ−1−2s + nσ−2−s)

∫ t

0

‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσdr.

For P4, by using the BDG inequality and the Assumption 1.1, we have

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|P4(t)| ≤CE
[ ∫ T

0

‖ΛσEκ,n
1 (r)‖2L2‖Λσ−2g1(r,m

κ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

) 1

2

≤CE
[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖Hσ

(∫ T

0

‖g1(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ−2)dr

) 1

2

]

≤1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hσ + CE

∫ T

0

‖Λ−2g1(r,m
κ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ)dr

≤1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hσ + CE

∫ T

0

‖F (yκ,n)‖2Hσdr

≤Cn−2ϑs +
1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hσ .

In a similar manner, we also have

|P3(t)| ≤ CE

∫ T

0

‖g1(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ−2)dr ≤ Cn−2ϑs.
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Plugging the estimates for Pi into (3.13), we get by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hσ ≤Cnσ+1−2s

∫ t

0

E‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσdr + C

∫ T

0

E‖g1(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ−2)dr

+ C(nσ+1−2s + nσ−1−2s + nσ−2−s)

∫ T

0

E‖Eκ,n
1 (r)‖Hσdr

≤Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ T

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r]

‖Eκ,n
1 (ς)‖2Hσdr.

An application of the Gronwall inequality to above inequality yields that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
1 (t)‖2Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs .(3.14)

In order to deal with the second component equation with respect to γκ,n, one can use Itô’s

formula to ‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (t)‖2L2 to find that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (t)‖2L2 ≤CE

∫ T

0

|(ΛσEκ,n
2 (r), (Λσ

Pi)1≤i≤d)L2 |dr

+ E

∫ T

0

‖Λσ−2g2(r,m
κ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(ΛσEκ,n
2 (r),Λσ−2g2(r,m

κ,n)dW1)L2

∣∣∣∣

,Q1 +Q2 +Q3.

(3.15)

where Pi(r) = −n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i + Λ−2(n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i), i = 1, 2, ..., d.

By means of Lemma 3.1, we have

Q1 ≤CE
∫ T

0

‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (r)‖L2

∑

1≤i≤d

‖Λσ
Pi(r)‖L2dr

≤C
∑

1≤i≤d

E

∫ T

0

‖Eκ,n
2 (r)‖Hσ

×
(
‖n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i‖Hσ + ‖n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i‖Hσ−2

)
dr

≤C(nσ+1−2s + nσ−2+3−2s)E

∫ T

0

‖Eκ,n
2 (r)‖Hσdr

≤Cn−2ϑs + CE

∫ T

0

‖Eκ,n
2 (r)‖2Hσdr.
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And by using the BDG inequality, we derive that

Q2 +Q3 ≤CE
∫ T

0

‖g2(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ−2)dr

+ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (t)‖2L2

∫ T

0

‖Λσ−2g2(r,m
κ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

) 1

2

≤1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (t)‖2L2 + CE

∫ T

0

‖g2(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ−2)dr

≤Cn−2ϑs +
1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (t)‖2L2 .

Putting the last two estimates into (3.15) leads to

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ΛσEκ,n
2 (t)‖2L2 ≤ Cn−2ϑs + CE

∫ T

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r]

‖Eκ,n
2 (r)‖2Hσdr,

which implies that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n
2 (t)‖2Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs ,(3.16)

for some constant C > 0 depending on T . Thereby, we get from (3.14) and (3.16) that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Eκ,n(t)‖2
Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs ,

which implies the desired inequality when d ≥ 1 is even.

When d ≥ 1 is odd, then the approximate solutions are now defined by (C2), and d − 1

is even. As the last component in yκ,n has no effect on the estimates, one can establish the

error estimate in a similar manner, and we shall omit the details here. This completes the

proof of Lemma 3.2. �

3.2. Error estimate. Consider the following periodic initial boundary value problem:

(3.17)





du+ (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt = Λ−2g1(t,m)dW1,

dγ + (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)) dt = Λ−2g2(t, ρ)dW2,

u|t=0 = uκ,n(0, x),

γ|t=0 = γκ,n(0, x),

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d,

where the vectors uκ,n and γκ,n are defined in the last subsection. Precisely, the initial data

is given by

uκ,n(0, x) = γκ,n(0, x) =

{
(κn−1 + n−s cos(nxd+1−i))1≤i≤d, if d ≥ 1 is even;

(κn−1 + n−s cos(nxd−i), 0)1≤i≤d−1, if d ≥ 1 is odd.

By Lemma 3.1, for any n ≥ 1, κ = ±1, one can verify that the initial datum belongs to

Hs(Td), s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1. Thereby it follows from Theorem 1.3 that, for each n ≥ 1, there

exists a stopping time tκ,n such that the system (3.17) admits a unique strong pathwise
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solution (uκ,n, γκ,n, tκ,n). The following lemma tells us the specific rate of decay for the error

between (uκ,n, γκ,n) and (uκ,n, γκ,n) in suitable Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 3.3. Let s > 1 + d
2
, d ≥ 1. For any κ ∈ {1,−1}, define the exiting time t

a
κ,n by

t

a
yκ,n

, {t ≥ 0; ‖yκ,n(t)‖Hs ≥ a}, ∀a ≫ 1.

Then for d
2
< σ < min{s− 1, 1 + d

2
} and any t > 0, we have

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖yκ,n(r) − yκ,n(r)‖2
Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs, ∀n≫ 1,(3.18)

and

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖yκ,n(r) − yκ,n(r)‖2
H2s−σ ≤ Cn2s−2σ, ∀n≫ 1,(3.19)

where the positive constant C depends only on σ and t, and the damped exponential ϑs is

defined in Lemma 3.2.

Proof. For convenience, we denote

ϕ(t) = uκ,n(t) − uκ,n(t), ψ(t) = γκ,n(t) − γκ,n(t), v(t) = (ϕ(t), ψ(t)) = yκ,n(t) − yκ,n(t).

Then ϕ(0) = ψ(0) = 0, and it follows from (3.1) and (3.17) that

Eκ,n
1 (t) =ϕ(t) +

∫ t

0

(uκ,n · ∇ϕ+ ϕ · ∇uκ,n)dr

+

∫ t

0

(L1(u
κ,n) − L1(uκ,n) + L2(γ

κ,n) − L2(γκ,n))dr

−
∫ t

0

(Λ−2g1(t,m
κ,n) − Λ−2g1(t,mκ,n))dW1.

Moreover, by applying the identities derived in Subsection 3.1 for the error Eκ,n
1 (t), the last

equation can be written in the form of

ϕ(t) = −
∫ t

0

(
uκ,n · ∇ϕ + ϕ · ∇uκ,n − L1(uκ,n) − L2(γκ,n)

)
dr

−
∫ t

0

(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr −
∫ t

0

Λ−2g1(t,mκ,n)dW1.

(3.20)

For any n≫ 1 and κ ∈ {1,−1}, since

‖(uκ,n(0), γκ,n(0))‖Hs . 1 + n−1 . 1,
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the stopping time t

a
κ,n > 0 P-almost surely. By applying the Ito’s formula to ‖ϕ(t)‖2Hσ and

utilizing the equation (3.20), we obtain

‖ϕ(t)‖2Hσ = − 2

∫ t

0

(Λσϕ,Λσ(uκ,n · ∇ϕ+ ϕ · ∇uκ,n))L2dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

(Λσϕ,Λσ
L1(uκ,n) + Λσ

L2(γκ,n))L2dr

− 2

∫ t

0

(Λσϕ,Λσ(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d)L2dr

+

∫ t

0

‖Λσ−2g1(t,mκ,n)‖2L2(A,L2)dr

+ 2

∫ t

0

(Λσϕ,Λσ−2g1(t,mκ,n)dW1)L2

=V1 + V2 + V3 + V4 + V5.

(3.21)

For V1, noting that Hσ(Td) (d
2
< σ ≤ s− 1) are Banach algebra, it follows from the Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality that

|(Λσϕ,Λσ(ϕ · ∇uκ,n))L2 | ≤ C‖ϕ‖Hσ‖ϕ · ∇uκ,n‖Hσ ≤ C‖uκ,n‖Hs‖ϕ‖2Hσ ≤ C‖ϕ‖2Hσ ,

where the last inequality have used the uniform bound (3.2) for uκ,n as n≫ 1. The estimate

for the term uκ,n · ∇ϕ involved in V1 is complicated, which will be divided into two cases.

(I) If d = 2, then we choose p > 0 large enough such that 1 − 2
p
< σ − 1 = σ − d

2
. Let

q > 0 be the dual number such that 1
p

+ 1
q

= 1
2
, then the following embedding hold:

Hσ(T2) ⊂W 1,p(T2), Hs(T2) ⊂ W σ+ 2

p
,p(T2) ⊂ W σ,p(T2).

By means of the uniform bound (3.2) and the commutator estimate, we get

|(Λσϕ,Λσ(uκ,n · ∇ϕ))L2 | ≤C‖ϕ‖Hσ‖[Λσ, uκ,n · ∇]ϕ‖L2 + |(Λσϕ, uκ,n · ∇Λσϕ)L2|

≤C‖ϕ‖Hσ

(
‖Λσuκ,n‖Lp‖∇ϕ‖Lq + ‖∇uκ,n‖L∞‖Λσ−1∇ϕ‖L2

+ ‖divuκ,n‖L∞‖Λσϕ‖L2

)

≤C‖ϕ‖Hσ(‖uκ,n‖Wσ,p‖ϕ‖W 1,q + ‖∇uκ,n‖Hs−1‖ϕ‖Hσ)

≤C‖uκ,n‖Hs‖ϕ‖2Hσ . ‖ϕ‖2Hσ .

(II) If d = 2k for k ≥ 2, one can use the assumption s − 1 ≥ σ > d
2

and the Sobolev

embedding theorem to find that

Hσ(Td) ⊂ W 1,d(Td), Hs(Td) ⊂ Hσ+1(Td) ⊂ W σ, 2d
d−2 (Td).
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By applying Lemma 2.2 and the last embedding, we get

|(Λσϕ,Λσ(uκ,n · ∇ϕ))L2| ≤C‖ϕ‖Hσ(‖Λσuκ,n‖
L

2d
d−2

‖∇ϕ‖Ld + ‖∇uκ,n‖Hs−1‖ϕ‖Hσ)

≤C‖ϕ‖Hσ(‖uκ,n‖
W

σ, 2d
d−2

‖ϕ‖W 1,d + ‖uκ,n‖Hs‖ϕ‖Hσ)

≤C‖uκ,n‖Hs‖ϕ‖2Hσ . ‖ϕ‖2Hσ .

Therefore, according to the discussions for (I) and (II), the term V1 can be estimated by

|V1| ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖uκ,n(r)‖Hs‖ϕ(r)‖2Hσdr ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ϕ(r)‖2Hσdr.(3.22)

For V2, we first get from Lemma 2.6 that

|V2| ≤C
∫ t

0

|(Λσϕ,Λσ(L1(u
κ,n) − L1(uκ,n) + L2(γ

κ,n) − L2(γκ,n)))L2 |dr

+ C

∫ t

0

|(Λσϕ,Λσ(L1(u
κ,n) + L2(γ

κ,n)))L2|dr

≤C
∫ t

0

(‖yκ,n‖Hs + ‖yκ,n‖Hs)‖v‖2Hσdr

+ C

∫ t

0

‖ϕ‖Hσ

∥∥∥
(
n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i +

3

2
(n3−2s − n1−2s) sin(2ηd+1−i)

− 3κn−s sin ηd+1−i

)
1≤i≤d

∥∥∥
Hσ

dr

≤C(1 + a)

∫ t

0

‖v‖2
Hσ−2dr + C

∫ t

0

(nσ+1−2s + nσ−1−2s + nσ−2−s)‖v‖Hσdr

≤Cn−ϑs + C(1 + a)

∫ t

0

‖v(r)‖2
Hσ−2dr,

(3.23)

for all t ∈ [0, taκ,n], where we used the definitions of v(t) and the exiting time t

a
κ,n in the

second and third inequalities, respectively.

By Lemma 3.1, we have

|V3| ≤2

∫ t

0

‖Λσϕ‖L2‖Λσ(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d‖L2dr

≤C
d∑

i=1

∫ t

0

‖ϕ(r)‖Hσ‖n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i‖Hσdr

≤C
∫ t

0

nσ+1−2s‖ϕ(r)‖Hσdr

≤Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ t

0

‖ϕ(r)‖2Hσdr.

(3.24)
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For V5, we get by using the BDG inequality that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

|V5(r)| ≤ CE

(∫ t∧taκ,n

0

‖Λσϕ‖2L2‖Λσ−2g1(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

) 1

2

≤ CE

[
sup

t∈[0,t∧taκ,n]
‖ϕ(r)‖Hσ

(∫ t∧taκ,n

0

‖Λσ−2g1(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

) 1

2

]

≤ 1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]
‖ϕ(r)‖2Hσ + E

∫ t∧taκ,n

0

‖g1(r,mκ,n)‖2L2(A;Hσ−2)dr

≤ Cn−2ϑs +
1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]
‖ϕ(r)‖2Hσ .

(3.25)

As a consequence, after taking the supremum on both sides of (3.21) over [0, t∧ t

a
κ,n] for any

t > 0 and then taking the expectation, we obtain from the estimates (3.22)-(3.25) that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖ϕ(t)‖2Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ t

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r∧taκ,n]

‖v(ς)‖2Hσdr.(3.26)

Next, we shall estimate the error ψ(t) with respect to the second component.

Eκ,n
2 (t) =ψ(t) +

∫ t

0

(
uκ,n · ∇ψ + ϕ · ∇γκ,n + L3(uκ,n, γκ,n) − L3(uκ,n, γκ,n)

)
dr

−
∫ t

0

Λ−2(g2(t, ρ
κ,n) − g2(r, ρκ,n))dW2

Using the formulation of the approximation solutions γκ,n, we have

Eκ,n
2 (t) +

∫ t

0

(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr =

∫ t

0

L3(u
κ,n, γκ,n)dr −

∫ t

0

Λ−2g2(t, ρ
κ,n)dW2,

which combined with the last identity implies that

ψ(t) = −
∫ t

0

(
uκ,n · ∇ψ + ϕ · ∇γκ,n − L3(uκ,n, γκ,n)

)
dr

−
∫ t

0

(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤ddr −
∫ t

0

Λ−2g2(r, ρκ,n)dW2.



MCH2 SYSTEM WITH RANDOM NOISE 69

By applying the Ito’s formula to ‖ψ(t)‖2Hσ , we find

‖ψ(t)‖2Hσ = − 2

∫ t

0

(Λσψ,Λσ(uκ,n · ∇ψ + ϕ · ∇γκ,n − L3(uκ,n, γκ,n)))L2dr

− 2

∫ t

0

(Λσψ,Λσ(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d)L2dr

+

∫ t

0

‖Λσ−2g2(t, ρκ,n)‖2L2(A,L2)dr

− 2

∫ t

0

(Λσψ,Λσ−2g2(r, ρκ,n))dW2)L2

=T1 + T2 + T3 + T4.

(3.27)

For T1, recalling the definition of taκ,n, we first have for r ∈ [0, t ∧ t

a
κ,n] that

‖ϕ · ∇γκ,n‖Hσ ≤ C‖ϕ‖Hσ‖∇γκ,n‖Hσ ≤ C‖ϕ‖Hσ‖γκ,n‖Hs ≤ Ca‖ϕ‖Hσ ,

For the term uκ,n · ∇ψ, by using the uniform bound (3.1), one can estimate it similar to

(3.22) and obtain

‖uκ,n · ∇ψ‖Hσ ≤ C‖uκ,n‖Hs‖ψ‖Hσ ≤ Cψ‖Hσ .

For the term L3(uκ,n, γκ,n), we have

‖L3(uκ,n, γκ,n)‖Hσ ≤ ‖L3(u
κ,n, γκ,n) − L3(uκ,n, γκ,n)‖Hσ + ‖L3(u

κ,n, γκ,n)‖Hσ

≤ ‖F (yκ,n) − F (yκ,n)‖Hσ + ‖Λ−2(n3−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d‖Hσ

≤ C(‖yκ,n‖Hs + ‖yκ,n‖Hs)‖v‖2
Hσ + Cnσ+1−2s

≤ Cn−ϑs + C(1 + a)‖v‖Hσ .

Thereby, by using the the last three estimates and the Young inequality, for all r ∈ [0, t∧taκ,n],

one can estimate the terms involved in T1 as

T1 ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖Λσψ‖L2‖Λσ(uκ,n · ∇ψ + ϕ · ∇γκ,n − L3(uκ,n, γκ,n))‖L2dr

≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ψ‖Hσ(a‖ϕ‖Hσ + ‖ψ‖Hσ + Cn−ϑs + (1 + a)‖v‖Hσ)dr

≤ Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ t

0

‖v(r)‖2
Hσdr.

For T2, we get from the Lemma 3.1 that

T2 ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖Λσψ‖L2‖Λσ(n1−2s sin ηi cos ηd+1−i)1≤i≤d‖L2dr

≤ Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ t

0

‖ψ(r)‖2Hσdr.
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For T3 and T4, we get from the BDG inequality that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

|(T3 + T4)(r)| ≤C
∫ t∧taκ,n

0

‖Λσ−2g2(t, ρκ,n)‖2L2(A,L2)dr

+ CE

(∫ t∧taκ,n

0

‖Λσψ‖2L2‖Λσ−2g2(r, ρκ,n)‖2L2(A;L2)dr

) 1

2

≤1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]
‖ψ(r)‖2Hσ + C

∫ t∧taκ,n

0

‖g2(t, ρκ,n)‖2L2(A,Hσ−2)dr

≤Cn−2ϑs +
1

2
E sup

r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]
‖ψ(r)‖2Hσ .

Taking the supremum over [0, t ∧ t

a
κ,n] for any t > 0 and then taking the expectation, we

deduce from the estimates for Ti and (3.27) that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖ψ(t)‖2Hσ ≤Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ t

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r∧taκ,n]

‖v(ς)‖2
Hσdr.(3.28)

Adding (3.26) and (3.28), we have

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖v(t)‖2Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs + C

∫ t

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r∧taκ,n]

‖v(ς)‖2
Hσdr, ∀t > 0,

which implies that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖v(r)‖2Hσ ≤ Cn−2ϑs .

Since 2s − σ > 1 + d
2
, it follows from the Theorem 1.3 that (uκ,n, γκ,n) is a unique solution

to the SMCH2 system (1.5) with initial data explicitly given by (uκ,n(0), γκ,n(0)), one can

taking the similar estimates as we provided in the proof of Lemma 2.6 to get

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖(uκ,n, γκ,n)(t)‖2
H2s−σ

≤ C‖(uκ,n, γκ,n)(0)‖2
H2s−σ + C

∫ t

0

E sup
ς∈[0,r∧taκ,n]

‖(uκ,n, γκ,n)(ς)‖2
H2s−σdr,

which implies that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖(uκ,n, γκ,n)(t)‖2
H2s−σ ≤ C‖(κn−1 + n−s cos(nxd+1−i))1≤i≤d‖2H2s−σ

≤ C(n−2 + n2s−2σ) ≤ Cn2s−2σ.
(3.29)
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Thereby, we get by applying the Lemma 3.1 and (3.29) that

E sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖v(r)‖2
H2s−σ

≤ CE sup
r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]

‖(uκ,n, γκ,n)(r)‖2
H2s−σ + E sup

r∈[0,t∧taκ,n]
‖(uκ,n, γκ,n)(r)‖2

H2s−σ

≤ Cn2s−2σ + C‖(κn−1 + n−s cos ηi)1≤i≤d‖2H2s−σ

≤ Cn2s−2σ.

Finally, if the dimension d ≥ 1 is odd, one can also prove the similar estimates for ϕ and ψ as

d− 1 is even, we shall omit the details here. The proof of Lemma 3.3 is now completed. �

3.3. Nonuniform continuity. Based on the previous lemmas, we could now prove that

the solution map S(t) is not uniformly continuous.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let us first prove Theorem 1.5 in even dimensions. Indeed, we

shall verify that the solutions y±1,n = (u±1,n, γ±1,n) constructed by (3.17) satisfy the conclu-

sions stated in Theorem 1.5.

(1) By Theorem 1.3, if y0 = 0, then the SMCH2 system (1.11) admits a unique zero

solution y ≡ 0. Moreover, observing that the a0-exiting time (cf. (1.16)) for zero solution is

infinity, i.e.,

t

a0
0 = inf ∅ = ∞.(3.30)

Recalling that y±1,n = (uκ,n, γκ,n) is the unique pathwise solution to (3.17) with initial data

y±1,n(0) = y±1,n(0). On the one hand, in terms of the definition of ya0
±1,n (a0 ≫ 1) and the

uniform bound ‖y±1,n(0)‖Hs = ‖y±1,n(0)‖Hs . 1, we have P{ta0y±1,n
> 0} = 1. On the other

hand, an application of Lemma 3.1 implies that, for any t < s,

‖y±1,n(0)‖Ht = ‖(u±1,n(0), γ±1,n(0))‖Ht

≤
∑

1≤i≤d

‖κn−1 + n−s cos(nxd+1−i)‖Ht ≤ C(n−1 + nt−s) → 0, as n→ ∞,

(3.31)

which shows that y±1,n(0) → 0 in the strong topology of Ht(Td) for any t < s. Since we

assume that the a0-exiting time t

a0
0 (a0 ≫ 1) for zero solution to system (3.17) is strongly

stable, then the convergence property (3.31) implies that t

a0
y±1,n

→ t

a0
0 P-almost surely, as

n→ ∞. Thereby, we can conclude from (3.30) that

P

{
lim
n→∞

t

a0
y±1,n

= ∞
}

= 1.

This proves the first conclusion by taking t1,n = t

a0
y−1,n

and t2,n = t

a0
y1,n

.

(2) By Lemma 3.1 and the definition of initial data y±1,n(0), we have

‖y1,n(0) − y−1,n(0)‖Ht = ‖y1,n(0) − y−1,n(0)‖Ht ≤
∑

1≤i≤d

‖2n−1‖Hs . n−1 → 0, as n→ ∞.

This proves second conclusion.
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(3) By Theorem 1.3 and the definition of y±1,n, we see that y±1,n ∈ C([0, ta0y±1,n
];Hs(Td))

P-almost surely, and E supt∈[0,ta0y±1,n
] ‖y±1,n(t)‖Hs ≤ a0. To prove the nonuniform continuity,

we first use the triangle inequality to get

‖y1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs

≥ ‖y1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs − (‖y1,n(t) − y1,n(t)‖Hs + ‖y−1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs).
(3.32)

For the first term on the R.H.S. of (3.32), denoting by t

a0
n , t

a0
y1,n

∧ t

a0
y−1,n

for simplicity, we

get by using Lemma 3.1 and the construction of the approximation solutions that

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs

&
∑

1≤i≤d

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

(
‖n−s cos(nxd+1−i + t)

− n−s cos(nxd+1−i − t)‖Hs − ‖n−1‖Hs

)

&
∑

1≤i≤d

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

n−s‖ cos(nxd+1−i + t) − cos(nxd+1−i − t)‖Hs

&
∑

1≤i≤d

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

n−s‖2 sin(nxd+1−i) sin t‖Hs

& lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

| sin t| & sup
t∈[0,T ]

| sin t|.

(3.33)

For the second and third terms on the R.H.S. of (3.32), by using the interpolation inequality

between Hσ(Td) and H2s−σ(Td), we get

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖Hs

. E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

(
‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖

1

2

Hσ‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖
1

2

H2s−σ

)

.

(
E sup

t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖Hσ

) 1

2
(
E sup

t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖H2s−σ

) 1

2

.

(
E sup

t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖2
Hσ

) 1

4
(
E sup

t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y±1,n(t) − y±,n(t)‖2
H2s−σ

) 1

4

. n− 1

2
(ϑs−s+σ)

=




n− 1

2
(s−1), if 1 +

d

2
< s ≤ 3;

n−1, if s > 3.

→ 0, as n→ ∞.

(3.34)



MCH2 SYSTEM WITH RANDOM NOISE 73

By (3.33) and (3.34), it follows from (3.32) and the Fatou’s emma that

lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs

≥ lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs

− lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

(‖y1,n(t) − y1,n(t)‖Hs + ‖y−1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs)

= lim
n→∞

E sup
t∈[0,T∧ta0n ]

‖y1,n(t) − y−1,n(t)‖Hs

& ‖ sin(·)‖C([0,T ]).

(3.35)

This proves the forth conclusion, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.5 for even dimen-

sions. In the case of odd dimensions, we shall consider the approximation solutions defined

by (C2), and repeat the previous procedure to verify the conclusions (1)-(3). The details

will be omitted here for simplicity.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is now completed. �

4. Global existence and blow-up criteria

4.1. Proof of global result-I. In this subsection, we shall prove that the polynomial-type

multiplicative noise with suitable index of growth have a regularization effect on t-variable

of solutions to the MCH2 system.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Under the assumptions stated in Theorem 1.6, we conclude from

the Theorem 1.3 that the system (1.13) admits a local strong pathwise solution (u, γ, t̄) in

the sense of Definition 1.2. To finish the proof of Theorem 1.6, it is sufficient to prove that

t̄ = ∞ P-almost surely.

By applying the differential operator Λs and Friedrichs mollifier Jǫ to the first equation in

(1.17), then the resulted system can be regarded SDEs in Hs(Td), i.e.,

dΛsJǫu = −JǫΛs (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt + c1‖u‖δ1HsΛsJǫudW,

which implies that

d‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs = − 2(JǫΛ
su, JǫΛ

s(u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)))L2dt

+ c21‖u‖2δ1Hs‖Jǫu‖2Hsdt + 2c1‖u‖δ1Hs‖Jǫu‖2HsdW.
(4.1)

In terms of (4.1) and applying the Ito’s formula to ln(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs), we get

d ln(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)

= −2(JǫΛ
su, JǫΛ

s(u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)))L2

e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

dt− 2c21‖u‖2δ1Hs‖Jǫu‖4Hs

(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)2
dt

+
c21‖u‖2δ1Hs‖Jǫu‖2Hs

e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

dt +
2c1‖u‖δ1Hs‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

dW.

(4.2)
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By using the commutator estimates, the Sobolev embedding Hs(Td) ⊂ W 1,∞(Td) for s >

1 + d
2
, and the similar procedure as we did in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we have

|(JǫΛsu, JǫΛ
s(u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)))L2 | ≤ C(‖u‖3Hs + ‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs).(4.3)

Integrating both sides of (4.2) on the interval [0, t] and then taking the expectation, we

derive from (4.3) and ‖Jǫu‖Hs . ‖u‖Hs that

E ln(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)

≤ E ln(e+ ‖Jǫu0‖2Hs) + CE

∫ t

0

(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)−1(‖u‖3Hs + ‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs)dr

− E

∫ t

0

2c21‖u‖2δ1Hs‖Jǫu‖4Hs

(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)2
dr + E

∫ t

0

c21‖u‖2δ1Hs‖Jǫu‖2Hs

e + ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

dr

≤ E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) + CE

∫ t

0

‖u‖3Hs + ‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs

e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

dr − CE

∫ t

0

2c21‖u‖2δ1+4
Hs

(e+ ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)2
dr

+ CE

∫ t

0

c21‖u‖2δ1+2
Hs

e + ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs

dr,

for some C > 0 independent of ǫ. Thereby, by using Fatou’s lemma and the dominated

convergence theorem, the last inequality implies that

E ln(e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs) ≤ lim
n→∞

E ln(1 + ‖Jǫu(t)‖2Hs)

≤E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) − CE

∫ t

0

2c21‖u‖2δ1+4
Hs

(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)2
dr

+ CE

∫ t

0

‖u‖3Hs + ‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs + c21‖u‖2δ1+2
Hs

e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs

dr.

(4.4)

Next, we apply the operators Λs and Jǫ to the second equation in (1.17) and obtain

dΛsJǫγ = −JǫΛs (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)) dt+ c2‖γ‖δ2HsΛ
sJǫγdW.

An application of the Ito’s formula to ‖JǫΛsγ(t)‖2L2 yields that

‖JǫΛsγ‖2L2 =‖JǫΛsγ0‖2L2 − 2

∫ t

0

(JǫΛ
sγ, JǫΛ

s (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)))L2dr

+ c22

∫ t

0

‖γ‖2δ2Hs‖Jǫγ‖2Hsdr + 2c2

∫ t

0

‖γ‖δ2Hs‖Jǫγ‖2HsdW.

(4.5)

Applying the Itô’s formula again to ln(e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs), it follows from (4.5) and the uniform

bound for Jǫ in Hs(Td) that

ln(e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs) − ln(e+ ‖Jǫγ0‖2Hs)

= −2E

∫ t

0

(JǫΛ
sγ, JǫΛ

s (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)))L2

e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs

dr +

∫ t

0

c22‖γ‖2δ2Hs‖Jǫγ‖2Hs

e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs

dr

−
∫ t

0

2c22‖γ‖2δ2Hs‖Jǫγ‖4Hs

(e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs)2
dr +

∫ t

0

2c2‖γ‖δ2Hs‖Jǫγ‖2Hs

e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs

dW.

(4.6)
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Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4, one can verify that

|(JǫΛsγ, JǫΛ
s (u · ∇γ + L3(u, γ)))L2 | ≤ C‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs.

By plugging the last estimate into (4.6) and using Fatou’s Lemma and dominated convergence

theorem, we have

E ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs) ≤ lim
ǫ→0

E ln(e+ ‖Jǫγ(t)‖2Hs)

≤E ln(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs) + CE

∫ t

0

‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs + c22‖γ‖2δ2+2
Hs

e + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs

dr

− CE

∫ t

0

2c22‖γ‖2δ2+4
Hs

(e+ ‖γ(r)‖2Hs)2
dr.

(4.7)

Adding (4.4) and (4.7) and then rearranging the terms, we arrive at

E ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs) + E ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

≤ E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) + E ln(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs)

+ CE

∫ t

0

(
‖u‖3Hs + ‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs + c21‖u‖2δ1+2

Hs

e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs

− 2c21‖u‖2δ1+4
Hs

(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)2

+
‖u‖Hs‖γ‖2Hs + c22‖γ‖2δ2+2

Hs

e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs

− 2c22‖γ‖2δ2+4
Hs

(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)2

)
dr

≤ E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) + E ln(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs)

+ CE

∫ t

0

(
2‖u‖Hs +

1

2
√
e
‖γ‖2Hs + c21‖u‖2δ1Hs + c22‖γ‖2δ2Hs

− 2c21‖u‖2δ1+4
Hs

(e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs)2
− 2c22‖γ‖2δ2+4

Hs

(e + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)2

)
dr.

(4.8)

To get a better understanding of the estimates on the R.H.S. of (4.8), we have the following

observation:

(I) For δ1 >
1
2
, c1 6= 0, we have

fδ1(x) , 2x+ c21x
2δ1 − 2c21x

2δ1+4

(e+ x2)2
+

c21x
2δ1+4

(e + x2)2 ln(e+ x2)

= x2δ1

(
2

x2δ1−1
+ c21 −

2c21
(1 + e

x2 )2
+

c21
(1 + e

x2 )2 ln(e+ x2)

)

→ −∞, as x→ ∞.

Moreover, direct calculation shows that fδ1(x) > 0, for all x ∈ (0,
√

e√
2−1

). Therefore, by

using the facts of fδ1(0) = 0 and the continuity of fδ1(·) on [0,∞), one can find a upper

bound d′1 > 0 such that fδ1(x) ≤ d′1, for all x ∈ [0,∞).
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(II) For δ1 = 1
2
, |c1| >

√
2, due to

f 1

2
(x) , 2x+ c21x−

2c21x
5

(e+ x2)2
+

c21x
5

(e + x2)2 ln(e+ x2)
∼ (2 − c21)x as x→ ∞,

we also have limx→+∞ f 1

2
(x) = −∞. Note that the function f 1

2
(·) is continuous on R+, and

f 1

2
(x) > 0 for any x ∈ (0, 1). A positive constant d′′1 exists such that f 1

2
(x) ≤ d′′1, for all

x ∈ [0,∞). As a consequence, we have in both cases

fδ1(x) ≤ d′1 + d′2 , d1, x ∈ [0,∞).

One can also consider the function

gδ2(y) ,
1

2
√
e
y2 + c22y

2δ2 − 2c22y
2δ2+4

(e+ y2)2
+

c22y
2δ2+4

(e + y2)2 ln(e+ y2)
, y ∈ [0,∞).

Direct calculation shows that

(I)′ If δ2 > 1, c2 6= 0, then we have

gδ2(y) ∼ −c22y2δ2 → −∞ as y → ∞.

(II)′ If δ2 = 1, |c2| > 1√
2
e−

1

4 , then we have

gδ2(y) ∼
(

1

2
√
e
− c22

)
y2 → −∞ as y → ∞.

Moreover, gδ2(0) = 0, gδ2(·) is continuous on R+, and gδ2(x) > 0 for any x ∈ (0, 1). There

must be a positive constant d2 such that gδ2(x) ≤ d2, for all x ∈ [0,∞).

Applying above facts on functions fδ1 and gδ2 to the R.H.S. of (4.8), note that if the

parameters δi and ci, i = 1, 2 satisfy one of the conditions provided in Theorem 1.6, one can

deduce by using the identities (4.2) and (4.6) that

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣ ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs) −
∫ t

0

2c1(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−1‖u‖δ1Hs‖u(t)‖2HsdW

∣∣∣∣

+ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣E ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs) −
∫ t

0

(e + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)−12c2‖γ‖δ2Hs‖γ‖2HsdW

∣∣∣∣

+ E

∫ T

0

(
(e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−2c21‖u(t)‖2δ1+4

Hs

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)
+

(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)−2c22‖γ(t)‖2δ2+4
Hs

ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

)
dt

≤ E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) + E ln(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs) + CE

∫ t

0

f(‖u(r)‖Hs)dr

+ CE

∫ t

0

g(‖γ(r)‖Hs)dr

≤ E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) + E ln(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs) + C(d1 + d2)T.

(4.9)
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Using the BDG inequality and the Fatou’s Lemma, we have for any T > 0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

2c1(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−1‖u‖δ1Hs‖u(t)‖2HsdW

∣∣∣∣

≤ CE

(∫ T

0

4c21(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−2‖u‖2δ1Hs‖u(t)‖4Hsdt

) 1

2

≤ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)

∫ T

0

4c21(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−2‖u‖2δ1Hs‖u(t)‖4Hs

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)
dt

) 1

2

≤ 1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs) + CE

∫ T

0

4c21(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−2‖u‖2δ1+4
Hs

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs)
dt.

(4.10)

Meanwhile, we also have

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

2c2(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)−1‖γ‖δ1Hs‖γ(t)‖2HsdW

∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

2
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs) + CE

∫ T

0

4c22(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)−2‖γ‖2δ2+4
Hs

ln(e + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)
dt.

(4.11)

Therefore, by using the inequality 1 + ln(e+ a+ b) ≤ ln(e+ a) + ln(e+ b), a, b ≥ 0, it follows

from the estimates (4.9)-(4.11) that for any T > 0

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

≤ E sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
ln(e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs) + ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

)

≤ E ln(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs) + E ln(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs) + C(d1 + d2)T

+ CE

∫ T

0

(
4c21(e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs)−2‖u‖2δ1+4

Hs

ln(e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs)
+

4c22(e + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)−2‖γ‖2δ2+4
Hs

ln(e+ ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

)
dt

≤ E

(
ln(e + ‖u0‖2Hs) + ln(e + ‖γ0‖2Hs)

)
+ C(d1 + d2)T.

(4.12)

Define the stopping time

t = lim
m→∞

tm, tm = inf
{
t ≥ 0; (‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

1

2 ≥ m
}
.

Notice that tm ր t as m→ ∞, and

{t < T} ⊂ {tm < T} ⊂
{

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs) ≥ m2

}

⊂
{

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs) ≥ ln(e+m2)

}
.
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By applying the Chebyshev inequality to above events and then using the uniform estimate

(4.12), we get for any T > 0

0 ≤ P{t < T} ≤ P

{
sup

t∈[0,T ]

ln(e+ ‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs) ≥ ln(e+m2)

}

≤
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

ln (e + ‖u(t)‖2Hs + ‖γ(t)‖2Hs)

ln(e +m2)

≤ E ln[(e+ ‖u0‖2Hs)(e+ ‖γ0‖2Hs)] + (d1 + d2)T

ln(e+m2)

→ 0, as m→ ∞,

which implies that P{t < T} = 0 for any T > 0. It follows that

P{t = ∞} = 1 − P

(
⋃

k∈N+

{t < k}
)

≥ 1 −
∑

k∈N+

P{t < k} = 1.

By means of Theorem 1.3 and the similar proof in Theorem 1.3(2), we find that the stoping

time t is actually the maximal existence time t of the strong pathwise solution to the SMCH2

system in the sense of Definition of 1.2. As a consequence, the local strong pathwise solution

(u, γ, t) is actually a global-in-time one.

The proof of Theorem 1.6 is now completed. �

4.2. Proof of global result-II. In order to prove Theorem 1.7, we shall first transform

(1.18) into a system of random PDEs (note that δ1 = δ2 = 0 in present case). Define

µ(t) = e
1

2
c2t−cW (t), ũ(ω, t, x) = µ(t)u(ω, t, x), γ̃(ω, t, x) = µ(t)γ(ω, t, x).(4.13)

In terms of (1.18)1, we get

dũ =µdu+ udµ+ dudµ

=µ (cudW − (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt) + u(c2µdt− cµdW ) − c2µudt

= − µ (u · ∇u+ L1(u) + L2(γ)) dt

= −
(
µ−1ũ · ∇ũ+ µ−1

L1(ũ) + µ−1
L2(γ̃)

)
dt.

In a similar manner, one can also deduce from (1.18)2 that

dγ̃ = −
(
µ−1ũ · ∇γ̃ + µ−1

L3(ũ, γ̃)
)

dt.

Therefore, the system (1.18) can be reformulated as

(4.14)





∂tũ+ µ−1ũ · ∇ũ+ µ−1
L1(ũ) + µ−1

L2(γ̃) = 0,

∂tγ̃ + µ−1ũ · ∇γ̃ + µ−1
L3(ũ, γ̃) = 0,

ũ|t=0 = u0, γ̃|t=0 = γ0,

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d, P-a.s.,

where the nonlocal terms L1(·),L2(·) and L3(·, ·) are defined as before. Given a F0–adapted

initial data (u0, γ0) ∈ L2(Ω;Hs(Td)), Theorem 1.3 indicates that the system (1.18) admits
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a unique local maximal pathwise solution (u, γ) ∈ C([0, t̄),Hs(T) ∩ C1([0, t̄),Hs−1(T)) P-

almost surely. According to the transformation (4.13), one find that the pair (ũ, γ̃) satisfies

the random system (4.14), which ensures the existence of a unique local strong solution

(ũ, γ̃) ∈ C([0, t̄),Hs(T) ∩ C1([0, t̄),Hs−1(T)) P-almost surely.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Applying the Littlewood-Paley block △j to Eq.(4.14)1 , we get

∂t△jũ+ µ−1ũ · ∇△jũ

= µ−1(ũ · ∇△jũ−△j(ũ · ∇ũ)) − µ−1(△jL1(ũ) + △jL2(γ̃)), P-a.s.

Multiplying both sides of above equation by △jũ and integrating on T, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖△jũ‖2L2 =

1

2
µ−1(divũ, |△jũ|2)L2 + µ−1

(
(ũ · ∇△jũ−△j(ũ · ∇ũ)),△jũ

)
L2

− µ−1(△jL1(ũ) + △jL2(γ̃),△jũ)L2

≤1

2
µ−1‖divũ‖L∞‖△jũ‖2L2 + Cµ−1cj2

−js‖∇ũ‖L∞‖△jũ‖L2‖ũ‖Bs
2,2

+ µ−1‖△jL1(ũ) + △jL2(γ̃)‖L2‖△jũ‖L2, P-a.s.,

(4.15)

where we used the Lie bracket [A,B] = AB − BA, and the following commutator estimate

(cf. [3]) to the second term on the R.H.S. of (4.15).

‖[△j, ũ · ∇]ũ‖L2 ≤ Ccj2
−js‖∇ũ‖L∞‖ũ‖Bs

2,2
, ‖{cj}j≥−1‖l2 = 1.

So we get from (4.15) that

d

dt
2js‖△jũ‖L2 ≤1

2
µ−1‖∇ũ‖L∞2js‖△jũ‖L2 + Cµ−1cj‖∇ũ‖L∞‖ũ‖Bs

2,2

+ µ−12js‖△jL1(ũ) + △jL2(γ̃)‖L2, P-a.s.
(4.16)

Taking the l2-norm on both sides of (4.16) with respect to j leads to

d

dt
‖ũ‖B2

2,2
≤Cµ−1‖∇ũ‖L∞‖ũ‖Bs

2,2
+ µ−1‖L1(ũ) + L2(γ̃)‖Bs

2,2
, P-a.s.(4.17)

Next, by applying the blocks △j to Eq.(4.14)2 yields

∂t△jγ̃ + µ−1ũ · ∇△j γ̃ + µ−1[△j, ũ · ∇]γ̃ + µ−1△jL3(ũ, γ̃) = 0.

Multiplying the both sides of last equation by △jγ̃, integrating the resulted inequality on T

and applying the commutator estimate (cf. Lemma 2.100 in [3])

‖{2js‖[△j, ũ · ∇]γ̃‖L2}j≥−1‖l2 ≤ C(‖∇ũ‖L∞‖γ̃‖Bs
2,2

+ ‖∇γ̃‖L∞‖∇ũ‖Bs−1
2,2

).

After taking the l2-norm j ≥ −1 and simplifying the terms, we get

d

dt
‖γ̃‖Bs

2,2
≤Cµ−1(‖∇ũ‖L∞‖γ̃‖Bs

2,2
+ ‖∇γ̃‖L∞‖ũ‖Bs

2,2
) + µ−1‖L3(ũ, γ̃)‖Bs

2,2
, P-a.s.(4.18)
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Since the operator (I −∆)−1div, (I −∆)−1 are S−1 multipliers, by using the similar method

as we did in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we get

‖L1(ũ) + L2(γ̃)‖Bs
2,2

≤ C(‖ũ‖L∞ + ‖∇ũ‖L∞)‖ũ‖Bs
2,2

+ C(‖γ̃‖L∞ + ‖∇γ̃‖L∞)‖γ̃‖Bs
2,2
,

(4.19)

and

‖L3(ũ, γ̃)‖Bs
2,2

≤ C(‖γ̃‖L∞ + ‖∇γ̃‖L∞)‖ũ‖Bs
2,2

+ C‖∇ũ‖L∞‖γ̃‖Bs
2,2
.(4.20)

By (4.17)-(4.20) and the equivalence Bs
2,2(T) ≈ Hs(T), we deduce that

d

dt
(‖ũ(t)‖Hs + ‖γ̃(t)‖Hs)

≤ C1µ
−1(‖ũ(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖γ̃(t)‖W 1,∞)(‖ũ(t)‖Hs + ‖γ̃(t)‖Hs), P-a.s.,

(4.21)

for some positive constant C1 depending only on s and d.

Introducing

φ(t) , e−
c2

2
tũ(t) = e−cW (t)u(t), ϕ(t) , e−

c2

2
tγ̃(t) = e−cW (t)γ(t).

As µ(t) = e
c2

2
t−cW (t), it then follows from (4.21) that

d

dt
(‖φ(t)‖Hs + ‖ϕ(t)‖Hs) +

c2

2
(‖φ(t)‖Hs + ‖ϕ(t)‖Hs)

≤ C1e
tW (t)(‖φ(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖ϕ(t)‖W 1,∞)(‖φ(t)‖Hs + ‖ϕ(t)‖Hs), P-a.s.

(4.22)

For any κ ≥ 2, define the stopping times

t̃ , inf
t≥0

{
etW (t)(‖φ(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖ϕ(t)‖W 1,∞) ≥ c2

2κC1

}

= inf
t≥0

{
‖u(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖γ(t)‖W 1,∞ ≥ c2

2κC1

}
.

As s > 1 + d
2
, there is a Sobolev embedding constant C2 > 0 such that

‖u0‖W 1,∞ + ‖γ0‖W 1,∞ ≤ C2(‖u0‖Hs + ‖γ0‖Hs) ≤ c2

4RκC1
,

where we used the assumption ‖u0‖Hs + ‖γ0‖Hs ≤ c2

4RκC1C2
, R > 1. From the definition of t̃,

we find that t̃ > 0 P-almost surely. Moreover, (4.22) indicates

d

dt
(‖φ(t)‖Hs + ‖ϕ(t)‖Hs) +

(
c2

2
− c2

2κ

)
(‖φ(t)‖Hs + ‖ϕ(t)‖Hs) ≤ 0,

for all t ∈ [0, t̃) P-almost surely, and so P-almost surely

‖u(t)‖Hs + ‖γ(t)‖Hs ≤ ecW (t)−( c
2

2
− c2

2κ
)t(‖u0‖Hs + ‖γ0‖Hs)

≤ ecW (t)− 1

2
( c

2

2
− c2

2κ
)te−

1

2
( c

2

2
− c2

2κ
)t(‖u0‖Hs + ‖γ0‖Hs), ∀t ∈ [0, t̃).

(4.23)

Define the stopping time

˜̃
t(R) , inf

{
t ≥ 0; ecW (t)− 1

2
( c

2

2
− c2

2κ
)t ≥ R

}
, ∀R > 1.
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Clearly, ˜̃
t(R) > 0 P-almost surely, and we get from (4.23) and the conditions on initial data

that

‖u(t)‖Hs + ‖γ(t)‖Hs ≤ c2

4RκC1C2
Re−

1

2
( c

2

2
− c2

2κ
)t ≤ c2

4κC1C2
, ∀t ∈ [0, t̃ ∧ ˜̃

t(R)).

According to the definition of t̃, the above bound shows that

t̃ ∧ ˜̃
t(R) = ˜̃

t(R).

Therefore, we have on [0, ˜̃t(R)]

sup
t∈[0,˜̃t(R)]

(‖u(t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖γ(t)‖W 1,∞) ≤ C2 sup
t∈[0,˜̃t(R)]

(‖u(t)‖Hs + ‖γ(t)‖Hs) ≤ c2

4κC1

,

which implies that t̃ ≥ ˜̃
t(R). Observing from last estimate that the maximal pathwise

solution (u, γ, t) of (4.14) is global in time on the set {˜̃
t(R) = ∞}, that is, on the set where

Θ(t) , ecW (t)− 1

2
( c

2

2
− c2

2κ
)t always stay below R. To make sense the existence of global solution,

one have to estimate the probability P{˜̃
t(R) = ∞}.

First, we have on {˜̃
t(R) = ∞}

0 < Θ(t) ≤ R, for all t ≥ 0.

Note that Θ(t) is a geometric Brownian motion satisfying

dΘ(t) =

(
c2

4
+
c2

4κ

)
Θ(t)dt + cΘ(t)dW (t).

Applying the Ito’s formula to Θλ(t), λ ∈ R, we find

dΘλ(t) = λΘλ−1(t)dΘ(t) +
λ(λ− 1)

2
Θλ−2(t)dΘ(t)dΘ(t)

=

[(
c2

4
+
c2

4κ

)
λ+

c2λ(λ− 1)

2

]
Θλ(t)dt + cλΘλ(t)dW (t).

(4.24)

Integrating (4.24) up to t ∧ ˜̃
t(R) and taking the expectation value, we have

E

[
Θλ(t ∧ ˜̃

t(R))
]

= 1 + E

∫ t∧˜̃t(R)

0

[(
c2

4
+
c2

4κ

)
λ+

c2λ(λ− 1)

2

]
Θλ(t)dr.

Choosing λ = 1
2
− 1

2κ
in last identity, it follows that

E

[
Θ

1

2
− 1

2κ (t ∧ ˜̃
t(R))

]
= 1, ∀t > 0.(4.25)
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Using the continuity of the measures and the fact that ˜̃
t(R) ≤ t is increasing in R, we get

P{t = ∞} ≥ P{˜̃
t(R) = ∞}

= P

{⋂

n

(˜̃t(R) > n)

}
= lim

n→∞
P{˜̃

t(R) > n}

≥ lim
n→∞

P{Θ
1

2
− 1

2κ (n ∧ ˜̃
t(R)) < R

1

2
− 1

2κ}

≥ 1 − lim
n→∞

P{Θ
1

2
− 1

2κ (n ∧ ˜̃
t(R)) ≥ R

1

2
− 1

2κ}

≥ 1 − 1

R
1

2
− 1

2κ

lim
n→∞

E

[
Θ

1

2
− 1

2κ (n ∧ ˜̃
t(R))

]

= 1 − 1

R
1

2
− 1

2κ

,

where the third inequality used the Chebyshev inequality, and the final limit used the identity

(4.25) with t = n ∈ N+. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.7. �

4.3. Blow-up phenomena. In this subsection, we prove that, if δ1 = δ2 = 0 and d = 1,

then the strong pathwise solutions to the SMCH2 system will blow up in finite time with

some shape condition on initial data. In present case, the system (4.14) reduces to the

following one dimensional random PDEs:

(4.26)





∂tũ+ µ−1ũũx + µ−1∂xG ⋆ (ũ2 +
1

2
ũ2x +

1

2
γ̃2 − γ̃2x) = 0,

∂tγ̃ + µ−1ũγ̃x + µ−1G ⋆ ((ũxγ̃x)x + ũxγ̃) = 0,

ũ|t=0 = u0, γ̃|t=0 = γ0,

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d.

The following lemma tells us that the solutions to (4.26) are H1-conserved.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that 0 6= c ∈ R, and (u0, γ0) is a Hs-valued F0-measurable initial data

in L2(Ω;Hs(Td)). Let (u, γ, t̄) be the maximum local strong solution to the system (). Then

we have

E(t) ,

∫

T

(
ũ2(t) + (∂xu)2(t) + γ̃2(t) + (∂xγ)2(t)

)
dx

=

∫

T

(
u20 + (∂xu0)

2 + γ20 + (∂xγ0)
2
)

dx = E(0), P-a.s.,

for all t > 0. Moreover, we have for all t ≥ 0

‖u(t)‖2L∞ + ‖γ(t)‖2L∞ ≤ 1

2
(‖u0‖2H1 + ‖γ0‖2H1), P-a.s.

Remark. Note that, by Sobolev embedding theorem, the L∞-bound in Lemma 4.1 only

holds for d = 1, even though the H1-conservation also holds for d ≥ 1. This limitation

prevent us from extending the Theorem 1.8 to high dimensions (cf. (4.34) below).
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Proof of Lemma 4.1. By using a density argument, it is sufficient to prove Lemma 4.1

in the case of s > 3. Differentiating the equation in (4.26) with respect to x and using the

identity ∂2xG ⋆ h = G ⋆ h− h for all h ∈ L2(T), we get

∂tũx + µ−1ũũxx + µ−1ũ2x + µ−1G ⋆ f = µ−1f, P-a.s.,

and

∂tγ̃x + µ−1ũxγ̃x + µ−1ũγ̃xx + µ−1∂xG ⋆ g = 0, P-a.s.,

where f = (ũ2 + 1
2
ũ2x + 1

2
γ̃2 − γ̃2x) and g = (ũxγ̃x)x + ũxγ̃. Using previous equations and

integrating by parts on T, we obtain

d

dt
E(t) =2

∫

T

(ũ∂tũ+ ũx∂tũx + γ̃∂tγ̃ + γ̃x∂tγ̃x) dx

=2

∫

T

(
ũ(−µ−1ũũx − µ−1∂xG ⋆ f)) + ũx(−µ−1ũũxx − µ−1ũ2x − µ−1G ⋆ f + µ−1f)

+ γ̃(−µ−1ũγ̃x − µ−1G ⋆ g) + γ̃x(−µ−1ũxγ̃x − µ−1ũγ̃xx − µ−1∂xG ⋆ g)
)

dx

=2

∫

T

(
− µ−1ũ∂xG ⋆ f − 1

2
µ−1ũ3x − µ−1ũxG ⋆ f + µ−1ũxf

+
1

2
µ−1ũxγ̃

2 − µ−1γ̃G ⋆ g − µ−1ũxγ̃
2
x +

1

2
µ−1ũxγ̃

2
x − µ−1γ̃x∂xG ⋆ g

)
dx

=2

∫

T

(1

2
µ−1ũxγ̃

2 + µ−1ũxf − 1

2
µ−1ũxγ̃

2
x −

1

2
µ−1ũ3x − µ−1γ̃g

)
dx = 0,

which implies the desired identity. The L∞-estimate follows from the embedding H1(T) ⊂
L∞(T), and this completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. �

Considering the random characteristic flow

(4.27)





dΦ(ω, t, x)

dt
= µ−1(t)ũ(ω, t,Φ(t, x)),

Φ(ω, 0, x) = x,
t ≥ 0, x ∈ T

d.

Lemma 4.2. Let s ≥ 3, and (u0, γ0) ∈ L2(Ω;Hs(T)) be a F0-measurable initial data. Assume

that (u, γ, t) is the associated local pathwise solution of (4.26). Then

• Eq.(4.27) has a unique solution Φ ∈ C1([0, t)×T), P-almost surely. For a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the

map Φ(ω, t, ·) : T → T is an increasing diffeomorphism of T, and

P{Φx(ω, t, x) > 0, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, t) × T} = 1,

Moreover, for all (t, x) ∈ [0, t) × T,

ρ̃(t,Φ(ω, t, x))Φx(ω, t, x) = ρ0(x), P-a.s.

• If there exists a M > 0 such that ux(t, x) ≥ −M for all (t, x) ∈ [0, t) × T, then

‖ρ̃(t, ·)‖L∞ ≤ eMt‖ρ0‖L∞ ,

for all t ∈ [0, t), P-almost surely.
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Proof. For fixed x ∈ T, Eq.(4.27) is a random ODE. For a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the generator µ−1ũ is

bounded and Lipschitz continuous in x. Then one can conclude from the classical theory for

ODEs that Eq.(4.27) has a unique solution Φ(ω, t, x) ∈ C1([0, τ) × T), P-almost surely.

Differentiating (4.27) with respect to x, we get for a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

(4.28)





dΦx(ω, t, x)

dt
= µ−1(ω, t)ux(ω, t,Φ(ω, t, x))Φx(ω, t, x),

Φx(ω, 0, x) = 1,
t ≥ 0, x ∈ T

d,

which implies that

Φx(ω, t, x) = e
∫ t

0
µ−1(ω,t)ux(ω,t,q(ω,t,x))ds > 0, P-a.s.

Hence, the function Φ(ω, t, x) is an increasing diffeomorphism of T before blow-up P-almost

surely. For a.e. ω ∈ Ω, we get from (4.26), (4.28) that

d

dt
(ρ̃(t,Φ(ω, t, x))Φx(ω, t, x))

= (∂tρ̃)(t,Φ(ω, t, x))Φx(ω, t, x) + ρ̃x(t,Φ(ω, t, x))Φx(ω, t, x)Φt(ω, t, x)

+ ρ̃(t,Φ(ω, t, x))Φxt(ω, t, x)

=
(
− µ−1(ρ̃ũ)x(ω, t,Φ(ω, t, x)) + µ−1ρ̃x(t,Φ(ω, t, x))ũ(t,Φ(ω, t, x))

+ µ−1ρ̃(t,Φ(ω, t, x))ũx(ω, t,Φ(ω, t, x))
)

Φx(ω, t, x) = 0.

Integrating above equation leads to the desired identity. By using the iterated logarithm

lim supt→∞
W (t)√

2t log log t
= 1, we get

sup
t>0

µ−1(ω, t) = sup
t>0

ecW (t)− c2

2
t ≤ C <∞, P-a.s.

Thereby,

‖ρ̃(t, ·)‖L∞ = ‖ρ̃(t,Φ(ω, t, ·))‖L∞ ≤ e−
∫ t
0
µ−1(ω,r)ux(ω,r,Φ(r,x))dr‖ρ0‖L∞ ≤ eMt‖ρ0‖L∞ .

This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.2. �

Based on above lemmas, we can now give the proof of the main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. The proof of Theorem 1.8 will be divided into several steps.

Step 1: We show that for any s > 3
2

P

(
1{limt→t

infx∈T ux(t,x)=−∞} = 1{limt→t

‖y(t)‖Hs=∞}

)
= 1,(4.29)

which combined with Theorem 1.3(1) yield that the singularities of the solutions can occur

only in the form of wave breaking.

The Sobolev embedding theorem implies {limt→t

infx∈T ux(t, x) = −∞} ⊆ {limt→t

‖y(t)‖Hs =

∞}. Conversely, we will prove

A ,
{

lim
t→t

‖y(t)‖Hs = ∞
}C

⊇ B ,

{
lim
t→t

inf
x∈T

ux(t, x) = −∞
}C

.
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Notice that the even B happens if and only if there exists a positive constant M = M(ω) > 0

such that ũx(t, x) ≥ −M , for all (t, x) ∈ R
+ ×T P-almost surely. It follows from Lemma 4.2

that

‖ρ̃(t, ·)‖L∞ ≤ eMt‖ρ0‖L∞ , ∀t ≥ 0, on B.

In order to prove B ⊆ A, we shall utilize another equivalent form of the system (4.26):

(4.30)





∂tm̃+ µ−1ũm̃x + 2µ−1m̃ũx + µ−1ρ̃ ¯̃ρx = 0,

∂tρ̃+ µ−1(ρ̃ũ)x = 0,

ρ̃ = (1 − ∂2x)(¯̃ρ− ¯̃ρ0)

m̃|t=0 = (1 − ∂2x)u0, ρ̃|t=0 = (1 − ∂2x)γ0,

t ≥ 0, x ∈ T
d.

where m̃ = (1 − ∂2x)ũ, ρ̃ = (1− ∂2x)γ̃. Multiplying (4.30)1 by m̃ and integrating on T, we get

1

2

d

dt

∫

T

m̃2dx = −
∫

T

m̃(µ−1ũm̃x + 2µ−1m̃ũx + µ−1ρ̃ ¯̃ρx)dx

= −
∫

T

(
3

2
µ−1m̃2ũx + µ−1m̃ρ̃ ¯̃ρx)dx.

Repeating the same procedure to Eq.(4.30)2, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

T

ρ̃2dx = −1

2

∫

T

µ−1ũxρ̃
2dx.

Thereby we arrive at

1

2

d

dt

∫

T

(m̃2 + ρ̃2)dx = −
∫

T

(
3

2
µ−1m̃2ũx + µ−1m̃ρ̃ ¯̃ρx)dx− 1

2

∫

T

µ−1ũxρ̃
2dx

≤3M

2

∫

T

(µ−1m̃2 + µ−1ρ̃2)dx+ ‖ ¯̃ρx‖L∞

∫

T

µ−1m̃ρ̃dx, P-a.s.

(4.31)

Meanwhile, it follows from the formulation (4.30)3 that

‖ ¯̃ρx‖L∞ = ‖(¯̃ρ− ¯̃ρ0)x‖L∞ = ‖(1 − ∂2x)−1∂xρ̃‖L∞ = ‖γ̃x(t, ·)‖L∞.

Moreover, by using the identity ∂xG⋆f = G⋆f −f , the equation for γ̃x (cf. proof of Lemma

4.1), the H1-conservation law as well as the fact that Φ is an increasing diffeomorphism of

T, we have
∣∣∣∣
dγ̃x(t,Φ(ω, t, x))

dt

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣γ̃xt(t,Φ(ω, t, x)) + µ−1γ̃xx(t,Φ(ω, t, x))u(ω, t,Φ(ω, t, x))

∣∣

≤
∣∣[µ−1ũxγ̃x + µ−1∂xG ⋆ ((ũxγ̃x)x + ũxγ̃)](t,Φ(ω, t, x))

∣∣

≤
∣∣[µ−1G ⋆ (ũxγ̃x) + µ−1∂xG ⋆ (ũxγ̃)](t,Φ(ω, t, x))

∣∣

≤µ−1(‖G‖L∞ + ‖Gx‖L∞)(‖ũxγ̃x‖L1 + ‖ũxγ̃‖L1)

≤CE2(0), on B,

which implies that

‖γ̃x(t, ·)‖L∞ = ‖γ̃x(t,Φ(ω, t, ·))‖L∞ ≤ CE2(0)t+ ‖γ0,x‖L∞ , on B.(4.32)
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Thereby, we get from (4.31)-(4.32) that

1

2

d

dt

∫

T

(m̃2 + ρ̃2)dx ≤ C(E2(0)t+ ‖γ0,x‖L∞ +M)

∫

T

(m̃2 + ρ̃2)dx, on B.

An application of the Gronwall inequality yields that the solution ‖(ũ, γ̃)(t)‖Hs < ∞ on B,

for any t > 0, which shows that B ⊆ A. Hence, A = B P-almost surely. This proves (4.29).

Step 2: Define the quantity

H(ω, t) , inf
x∈T

ũx(ω, t, x).

Theorem 1.3 implies that the first component of the solution ũ ∈ C1([0, t);H2(T)) P-almost

surely for s > 3, it follows from Constantin’s theorem (cf. Theorem 2.1 in [20]) that, for

almost ω ∈ Ω, there exists a point ξ(ω, t) ∈ R such that

H(ω, t) = inf
x∈T

ũx(ω, t, x) = ũx(ω, t, ξ(ω, t)), ũxx(ω, t, ξ(ω, t)) = 0.

Moreover, the function H(ω, t) is absolutely continuous in t P-almost surely, and

d

dt
H(ω, t) = ũxt(ω, t, ξ(ω, t)), P-a.s.(4.33)

Thanks to the facts of

µ−1(t) > 0, G ⋆ f(x) ≥ 0 if f ≥ 0,

we get from (4.33) and the estimate ‖f‖L∞ ≤ 1√
2
‖f‖H1 that

d

dt
H(t) =

(
µ−1f − µ−1ũũxx − µ−1ũ2x − µ−1G ⋆ f

)
(t, ξ(t))

≤ −1

2
µ−1H2(t) + µ−1ũ2(t, ξ(t)) +

1

2
µ−1γ̃2(t, ξ(t)) + µ−1G ⋆ (γ̃2x)(t, ξ(t))

≤ −1

2
µ−1H2(t) +

1

2
µ−1‖ũ(t, ·)‖2H1 +

1

4
µ−1‖γ̃(t, ·)‖2H1 +

1

2
µ−1‖γ̃x(t, ·)‖2L2

≤ −1

2
µ−1H2(t) +

1

2
µ−1E(0),

(4.34)

for all t ∈ [0, t) P-almost surely. From the assumption H(0) = infx∈T(∂xu)(x) ≤ (∂xu)(x0) ≤
−
√
E(0) P-almost surely, one can deduce that

H(t) ≤ −
√
E(0), for any t ∈ [0, t), P-a.s.(4.35)

Otherwise, we define

t

′ , inf

{
t ≥ 0; H(ω, t) > −1

2

√
E(0)

}
∧ t.

Clearly, P{t′ > 0} = 1. By (4.33), there is an event Ω′ ∈ Ω with P(Ω′) = 1 such that H(ω′, t)

is absolutely continuous for all ω′ ∈ Ω′. If t′ = t P-almost surely does not hold, then there

must be a subset Ω′′ ⊂ Ω with P(Ω′′) > 0 such that 0 < t

′(ω′′) < t(ω′′) for all ω′′ ∈ Ω′.
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For any ω′′′ ∈ Ω′ ∩ Ω′′, we get from the continuity of H(t) that H(ω′′′, t′(ω′′′)) = −
√
E(0).

However, in view of (4.34), we get by using again the continuity of H(t) that

d

dt
H(ω′′′, t) < 0, for t ∈ [0, t′(ω′′′)),

which implies

H(ω′′′, t′(ω′′′)) < −
√
E(0).

This is a contradiction, so t

′ = t P-almost surely, and (4.35) holds.

Since H(t) < H(0) < −
√
E(0) < 0 for all t ∈ [0, t), we have

0 <
H(0)

H(t)
< 1, 0 <

E(0)

H2(0)
< 1, ∀t ∈ [0, t), P-a.s.

It then follows from (4.34) that

− d

dt

1

H(t)
=

1

H2(t)

d

dt
H(t) ≤ −1

2
µ−1 +

1

2
µ−1 E(0)

H2(t)

= −1

2
µ−1 +

1

2
µ−1 E(0)

H2(0)

H2(0)

H2(t)

≤ −1

2
µ−1

(
1 − E(0)

H2(0)

)
, ∀t ∈ [0, t), P-a.s.

Integrating the last inequality leads to

− 1

H(0)
≥ 1

H(t)
− 1

H(0)
≥ 1

2

(
1 − E(0)

H2(0)

)∫ t

0

ecW (r)− 1

2
c2rdr, ∀t ∈ [0, t), P-a.s.(4.36)

For any given λ ∈ (0, 1) and c 6= 0, define

Ωλ ,
{
ω; ecW (t)− 3

8
c2t ≥ λe−

3

8
c2t for all t

}
.

It follows from (4.36) that

− 1

H(0)
≥ 1

2

(
1 − E(0)

H2(0)

)∫
t

0

ecW (r)− 3

8
c2re−

1

8
c2rdr

≥ λ

2

(
1 − E(0)

H2(0)

)∫
t

0

e−
1

2
c2rdr

=
λ

c2
(1 − e−

1

2
c2t)

(
1 − E(0)

H2(0)

)
, on Ωλ.

Assume that t(ω) = ∞ on some subset Ω′
λ ⊂ Ωλ with positive probability, we deduce from

the last inequality that

1

H(0)
+
λ

c2

(
1 − E(0)

H2(0)

)
≤ 0, on Ω′

λ.(4.37)

Notice that

ς1 =
−c2 +

√
c4 + 4λ2E(0)

2λ
> 0, ς2 =

−c2 −
√
c4 + 4λ2E(0)

2λ
< 0,
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are two real roots to the quadratic equation λx2 + c2x − λE(0) = 0. Hence if H(0) ≤
(∂xu0)(x0) < ς2 P-almost surely, then λH2(0)+c2H(0)−λE(0) > 0 on Ω′

λ, which contradicts

to (4.37), and this shows that t(ω) < ∞ for almost every ω ∈ Ωλ, i.e., Ωλ ⊆ {t < ∞}.

Thereby, we get from Ωλ ⊃ {ecW (t) ≥ λ for all t} that

P{t <∞} ≥ P
{
ecW (t) ≥ λ for all t

}
> 0,

which combined with (4.29) yield that the solution (ũ, γ̃) breaks in finite time with positive

probability. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.8. �

5. Appendix

Proof of Lemma 2.8. We only prove the estimate (2.38), and the proof of (2.36) is similar.

It follows from the definition of F (y) that

‖F (y1) − F (y2)‖Hs ≤‖L1(u1) − L1(u2)‖Hs + ‖L2(γ1) − L2(γ2)‖Hs

+ ‖L3(u1, γ1) − L3(u2, γ2)‖Hs

,A1 + A2 + A3.

(5.1)

For A1, by using the Moser-type estimate (cf. Lemma 2.2), and the embedding Hs−1(Td) →֒
Hs−2(Td), Hs−1(Td) →֒ L∞(Td) for s− 1 > d

2
, we have

A1 ≤‖1

2
(|∇u1|2 − |∇u2|2)Id + ∇(u1 − u2)∇u1 + ∇u2∇(u1 − u2)

+ ∇(u1 − u2)∇uT1 + ∇u2∇(u1 − u2)
T + ∇(u2 − u1)

T∇u2
−∇uT1∇(u2 − u1) + div(u2 − u1)∇u2 + (divu1)∇(u2 − u1)‖Hs−1

+ ‖(divu1 − divu2)u1 + (divu2)(u1 − u2)

+ (u1 − u2) · ∇uT1 + u2 · ∇(u1 − u2)
T‖Hs−2

≤C
(
‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L∞‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Hs−1 + ‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L∞(‖∇u1‖Hs−1

+ ‖∇u2‖Hs−1) + ‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Hs−1(‖∇u1‖L∞ + ‖∇u2‖L∞)

+ ‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Hs−1‖u1‖L∞ + ‖u1‖Hs‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L∞

+ (‖∇u1‖Hs−1 + ‖∇u2‖Hs−1)‖u1 − u2‖L∞ + (‖∇u1‖L∞

+ ‖∇u2‖L∞)‖u1 − u2‖Hs−1

)

≤C(‖∇u1‖Hs−1 + ‖∇u2‖Hs−1)‖u1 − u2‖Hs.

(5.2)
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For A2, we have

A2 ≤C
(
‖(γ1 + γ2)(γ1 − γ2)‖Hs−1 + ‖|∇γ1|2 − |∇γ2|2‖Hs−1

+ ‖(∇γ1)T∇γ1 − (∇γ2)T∇γ2‖Hs−1

)

≤C
(
‖γ1 + γ2‖L∞‖γ1 − γ2‖Hs−1 + ‖γ1 + γ2‖Hs−1‖γ1 − γ2‖L∞

+ ‖∇γ1 + ∇γ2‖L∞‖∇γ1 −∇γ2‖Hs−1 + ‖∇γ1 + ∇γ2‖Hs−1‖∇γ1 −∇γ2‖L∞

+ ‖∇γ1 −∇γ2‖L∞‖∇γ1‖Hs−1 + ‖∇γ1 −∇γ2‖Hs−1‖∇γ1‖L∞

+ ‖∇γ1 −∇γ2‖L∞‖∇γ2‖Hs−1 + ‖∇γ1 −∇γ2‖Hs−1‖∇γ2‖L∞

)

≤C(‖γ1‖Hs + ‖γ2‖Hs)‖γ1 − γ2‖Hs .

(5.3)

For A3, we have

A3 ≤C
(
‖∇γ1∇u1 −∇γ2∇u2 + (∇γ1) · ∇u1 − (∇γ2) · ∇u2‖Hs−1

+ ‖(divu2)∇γ2 − (divu1)∇γ1‖Hs−2

)

≤C
(
‖∇(γ1 − γ2)‖L∞‖∇u1‖Hs−1 + ‖∇(γ1 − γ2)‖Hs−1‖∇u1‖L∞

+ ‖∇γ2‖L∞‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Hs−1 + ‖∇γ2‖Hs−1∇(u1 − u2)‖L∞

)

≤C(‖u1‖Hs + ‖γ2‖Hs)(‖u1 − u2‖Hs + ‖γ1 − γ2‖Hs).

(5.4)

Plugging the estimates (5.2)-(5.4) into (5.1), we have

‖F (y1) − F (y2)‖Hs ≤C(‖u1‖Hs + ‖u2‖Hs + ‖γ1‖Hs + ‖γ2‖Hs)

× (‖u1 − u2‖Hs + ‖γ1 − γ2‖Hs),

which implies the desired inequality. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.8. �
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[15] Z. Brzeźniak, E. Motyl, M. Ondrejat, et al., Invariant measure for the stochastic navier–stokes equations

in unbounded 2d domains, The Annals of Probability 45 (2017), no. 5, 3145–3201.

[16] R. Camassa and D.D. Holm, An integrable shallow water equation with peaked solitons, Physical Review

Letters 71 (1993), no. 11, 1661.

[17] D. Chae and J. Liu, Blow-up, zero α limit and the liouville type theorem for the euler-poincaré equations,

Communications in Mathematical Physics 314 (2012), no. 3, 671–687.

[18] M. Chen and Y. Zhang, A two-component generalization of the camassa-holm equation and its solutions,

Letters in Mathematical Physics 75 (2006), no. 1, 1–15.

[19] A. Constantin, On the blow-up of solutions of a periodic shallow water equation, Journal of Nonlinear

Science 10 (2000), no. 3, 391–399.

[20] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Wave breaking for nonlinear nonlocal shallow water equations, Acta Math-

ematica 181 (1998), no. 2, 229–243.

[21] , On the blow-up rate and the blow-up set of breaking waves for a shallow water equation, Math-

ematische Zeitschrift 233 (2000), no. 1, 75–91.

[22] A. Constantin and R. Ivanov, On an integrable two-component camassa–holm shallow water system,

Physics Letters A 372 (2008), no. 48, 7129–7132.

[23] A. Constantin and W.A. Strauss, Stability of peakons, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathe-

matics 53 (2000), no. 5, 603–610.

[24] D. Crisan and D.D. Holm, Wave breaking for the stochastic camassa–holm equation, Physica D: Non-

linear Phenomena 376 (2018), 138–143.

[25] G. Da Prato and J. Zabczyk, Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions, Cambridge university press,

2014.

[26] H-H. Dai, Model equations for nonlinear dispersive waves in a compressible mooney-rivlin rod, Acta

Mechanica 127 (1998), no. 1, 193–207.

[27] A. de Bouard and A. Debussche, On the stochastic korteweg–de vries equation, Journal of Functional

Analysis 154 (1998), no. 1, 215–251.



MCH2 SYSTEM WITH RANDOM NOISE 91

[28] Z. Dong, J. Xiong, J. Zhai, and T. Zhang, A moderate deviation principle for 2-d stochastic navier–
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