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ABSTRACT. This work focuses on the regularization by nonlinear noise for a class of
partial differential equations that may only have local solutions. In particular, we obtain
the global existence, uniqueness and the Feller property for stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes
equations, which provide positive answers to a longstanding open problem in this field.
Moreover, we discover a new phenomenon that for a potentially explosive deterministic
system, an appropriate intervention of nonlinear noise can not only prevent blow-up
but also lead to the finite time extinction of the associated stochastic system. Our
main results have broad applications, including stochastic p-Laplace equations with heat
sources, stochastic surface growth models and stochastic quasi-geostrophic equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the field of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs), there is great interest
in investigating the impact and changes produced by random perturbations on determin-
istic systems, particularly, how the noise alters the well-posedness, stability and long-time
asymptotic behavior of solutions. For example, it is interesting to observe that a deter-
ministic system may lack uniqueness or global existence of solutions. However, when the
system is perturbed by appropriate noise, it has a unique global solution. This phenome-
non is commonly referred as regularization by noise in the literature. For a comprehensive
discussion, we refer to e.g. the lecture notes by Flandoli [24].

The phenomenon of the regularization by noise for ordinary differential equation (ODE)
has been studied very extensively. Zvonkin [74] first showed the existence of a unique
strong solution to the following one-dimensional (1D) stochastic differential equations
(SDEs) with only bounded measurable drift

(11) dXt = b(Xt)dt + th, X() =x,

where W; is a 1D standard Wiener process. Then, this result was generalized by Vereten-
nikov in [72] for the multi-dimensional case, and later it was further extended by Krylov
and Rockner in [44] for the case of locally unbounded b under some integrability condi-
tions. The key idea of the proof is to use a Zvonkin-type transformation [74] that allows
either to eliminate the non-regular drift or to make it more regular.

On the other hand, noise not only promotes the uniqueness of solutions but also prevents
blow-up. To illustrate this, we consider the following 1D nonlinear ODE

(1.2) dX, = X?dt, Xy = .

If the initial data = > 0, the solution of Eq. (1.2) will blow up in finite time. However, by
adding a suitable nonlinear stochastic perturbation, we observe that the following SDE is
non-explosive

(1.3) dX; = XPdt + XEdW,, Xo =z,
see Section 3.1 below for more details. This type of regularization by noise typically
considers superlinear multiplicative noise, see e.g. [3].

In this work, we investigate the regularization by noise for a class of PDEs. More
specifically, we aim to explore the effect of noise perturbation on possibly explosive PDEs.
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We are particularly interested in what kind of noise perturbation can regularize the system,
thereby preventing solutions from blowing up.

1.1. Variational framework. Let (U, (-, )y) and (H, (-, -)m) be separable Hilbert spaces,
and H* be the dual space of H. Let (V]| - |[v) denote a reflexive Banach space such that
the embedding

VCcH

is continuous and dense. Identifying H with its dual space in view of the Riesz isomorphism,
we obtain a Gelfand triple

(1.4) V C H(~ H*) C V*.
The dualization between V and V* is denoted by = (-, -)y. It is clear that

ve (- )vlEXY = (5 )H
Let Lo(U,H) be the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U to H. For the measur-
able maps

A0, T xV—=V* B:[0,T] xV — Ly(U,H),

we consider the following SPDE
(15) dXy = .A(t,Xt)dt + B(t,Xt)th, Xg ==,

where {W; }4c(0,7 is an U-valued cylindrical Wiener process defined on a complete filtered
probability space (Q, F ATt e 15 IP’).

In the deterministic case (i.e. B = 0), the classical result states that Eq. (1.5) has a
unique solution if the operator A satisfies the monotonicity condition and the following
coercivity condition (see e.g. [73, Thoerem 30.A])

(1.6) 2y (A(t, u), wpv + 8]l < Cllulif + C,

where 0,C' > 0. The theory of monotone operators originated from the work of Minty
[54], and has been systematically studied by Browder [10, 11], Leray and Lions [46], and
Hartmanand and Stampacchia [36].

As for SPDE, the variational approach was initially developed by Pardoux [57], Krylov
and Rozovskii [43]. Later, Liu and Rockner [50] extended the classical variational frame-
work to a class of locally monotone operators, which includes many examples that cannot
be treated previously, such as stochastic Burgers equations and stochastic 2D Navier-
Stokes equations. Very recently, by employing the technique of pseudo-monotone operators
and the compactness argument, the variational framework was significantly generalized by
Shang, Rockner and Zhang [63] to a more general fully local monotonicity condition. We
refer interested readers to [39, 55] and references therein for more results on the variational
framework.

It is important to note that the previous works, both in the deterministic and stochastic
cases, require that the operator A satisfies the standard coercivity condition (1.6), which
ensures global-in-time bounds of solutions. The first purpose of this paper is to establish
the well-posedness of SPDEs that satisfy the following generalized coercivity condition

(1.7) 2v- (A(t,u), upv + 8llull§ < g([lullfy) + C,
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where 0,C' > 0, g : [0,00) — [0,00) is a non-decreasing continuous function. As stated
before, the standard condition (1.6) can provide a priori bounds of solutions hence yield the
global existence. However, under the generalized coercivity condition (1.7), the solution
may blow up in finite time. In a related work [51], Liu and Réckner proved that Eq. (1.5)
driven by additive noise (i.e. B(t,u) = B(t)) possesses a unique local solution under this
generalized coercivity condition (1.7).

In this paper, we adopt the variational framework to investigate the regularization
effect of noise and ensure the global well-posedness under the condition (1.7), which also
differs from the approaches used in the aforementioned works. Specifically, we consider
the regularization by nonlinear multiplicative noises that satisfy the following condition

B¢, w)*ullf
(1 + [lullfy)

where the constants n € (1,2), C' > 0 and the function g is the same as in (1.7). Intuitively,
if B =0 (i.e. the deterministic case), the condition (1.8) implies that the function g is of
linear growth. Therefore, the main idea of using this condition is to employ the fast
enough growth of the nonlinear noise to prevent the potential singularity induced by other
nonlinear terms (see Remark 2.3 for more details). Based on this condition, we can get the
uniform energy estimates in probability of solutions by choosing an appropriate Lyapunov
function.

The first two main results of this work, as presented in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, establish
the global existence, uniqueness and Feller property of solutions for various SPDEs. No-
tably, all the local or fully local monotone examples mentioned in [63], such as stochastic
porous media equations, stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic Cahn-Hilliard
equations, stochastic liquid crystal models and stochastic Allen-Cahn-Navier-Stokes sys-
tems, can be encompassed within the more general framework presented in this paper.
Additionally, regarding the aforementioned models, our results can be applied to deal
with both linearly and superlinearly growing noises.

Moreover, our framework can also be applied to several important new models in geo-
physical fluid dynamics, such as stochastic p-Laplace equations with heat sources, stochas-
tic 3D Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic quasi-geostrophic equations in both critical and
subcritical cases, and stochastic surface growth models, which cannot be encompassed by
existing works [1, 50, 55, 63]. It is worth noting that the global well-posedness of 3D
Navier-Stokes equations and 1D surface growth models still remains to be open problems.

Now, we outline the main ideas presented in the proof. First, in order to construct
a (probabilistically) weak solution of (1.5), we will combine the stochastic compactness
argument with the technique from the theory of pseudo-monotone operators. Different
from the proof in the existing works (cf. [50, 63]), under the generalized coercivity condition
(1.7), we cannot guarantee that the Galerkin approximating solutions { X "} has the finite
second moments. Instead, we establish the energy estimates of {X (”)} in probability by
constructing a suitable Lyapunov function and utilizing the maximal supermartingale
inequality. Then by employing the stopping time technique, we prove the tightness of
sequence {X (™}, oy in space

27 = C((0,T; V) n L([0, T]; H) N Ly ([0, T); V),

(1.8) g(lullts) + 1Bt WL, wm < CA+ llulli) +7
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where LS (]0,T]; V) denotes the space L%([0,T]; V) endowed with the weak topology.

It should be pointed out that due to the lack of finite second moments for {X ™}, ¢y,
this will bring some nontrivial difficulties to the proof and we cannot follow the argument
presented in [50, 63] to obtain the weak convergence of the sequence {.A(-,X.(n))}neN as
well as the convergence of the sequence {B(-,X.(n))}neN. To this end, we first establish
the tightness of {A(-, X.(n))}neN in space

Z2 .= Ly ([0, T); V).

Note that chp and Z% are not Polish spaces. In this case, we apply the Jakubowski’s
beautiful generalization of the Skorokhod’s representation theorem for nonmetric spaces,
as presented by BrzeZniak and Ondrejat [15], to show the almost sure convergence of both
sequences {X (™}, cy and {A(-,X.(n))}neN to certain elements X in Z1 and A(-) in 22,
respectively, on a new probability space. In this case, it is important to prove that Z%
and Z% are considered as standard Borel spaces with respect to an appropriate topology
(cf. Remark 4.1 and Lemma 4.8 for more details). Then by utilizing the truncation method,
we can identify the strong convergence of B(-, X.(n)) to B(-, X.). Additionally, by applying
the pseudo-monotone property of A(t, ), we establish the weak convergence of A(-, X .("))
to A(-, X.).

However, it is noted that we only have the almost sure estimates for X, rather than
suitable moment estimates, thus the 1t6’s formula (cf. Theorem 4.2.5 in [52]) for | X,|Z,
t € [0,T], cannot be directly applied. To solve this problem, we utilize the stopping
time technique and the localizaion procedure. Then, based on the It6’s formula, we are
able to show that X € C([0,T];H). Hence, X is a probabilistically weak solution. The
existence of probabilistically strong solutions follows from the pathwise uniqueness and
the Yamada-Watanabe theorem.

1.2. Regularization by noise.

1.2.1. Semi-linear case. The phenomenon of regularization by noise has been extensively
studied for SDEs, but it is also one of the most interesting research directions in the theory
of SPDEs. Since the well-posedness of many deterministic systems are unknown in the
literature, there is a considerable interest in exploring whether an appropriate stochastic
perturbation can lead to well-posedness for the related stochastic equations. For example,
due to the lack of global well-posedness for 3D Navier-Stokes equations, one want to know
whether an appropriate random perturbation can ensure that the local strong solutions
of 3D Navier-Stokes equations are non-explosive, or that the global weak solutions are
unique (pathwise or in law). This topic has been a longstanding open problem in the field
of SPDEs, as highlighted by Flandoli in [25, Page 242]:

(i) (Uniqueness by noise) Even if the deterministic Navier-Stokes equations do not have
uniqueness of weak solutions (or the problem remains open), one would like to dis-
cover whether there exits a noise perturbation such that we have uniqueness (pathwise
or in law) for the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations.
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(ii) (Noise prevents singularities) Maybe the deterministic Navier-Stokes equations de-
velops singularities: from a reqular initial condition x € H', we have a local (unique)
regular solution up to some time T%, but then the regularity may deteriorate and we
go back to weak solutions. Is it possible that a suitable random perturbation prevents
the emergence of singularities.

In recent years, the regularization effect of noise has been observed in various infinite-
dimensional systems and in different settings. For example, Flandoli, Gubinelli and Pri-
ola [23] considered the linear transport equation with a globally Holder continuous and
bounded vector field. They demonstrated that a multiplicative stochastic perturbation of
Brownian type is sufficient to render the equation well-posed, which is the first concrete
example of a PDE related to fluid dynamics that may lack uniqueness, but is well-posed
under a suitable noise perturbation. In [26], Flandoli and Luo showed that a multiplicative
noise of transport type has regularization effect on 3D Navier-Stokes equations in vorticity
form. They proved that, for a given large initial data, the equation admits a pathwise
unique global solution with high probability. In [31], the authors obtained that adding
a linear multiplicative noise to the 3D Euler equation leads to a regularization effect in
the sense that the solution does not blow up with high probability if the initial data is
sufficiently small or if the noise coefficient is sufficiently large.

In addition to linear noise, there have been some studies in literature focused on the
regularization effect of nonlinear type noise. In a recent work by Tang and Wang [69],
based on the Lyapunov function approach, they developed a general framework for solving
singular SPDEs with applications to fluid models driven by pseudo-differential noises.
Tang and Yang [70] investigated the stochastic Camassa-Holm equations and showed that
the addition of “large noise” can prevent blow-up with probability one, which supports the
notion that strong nonlinear noises have a regularization effect in preventing singularities.
Bagnara et al. [4] considered a class of SPDEs with drift of superlinear growth, with
applications to the stochastic Euler equation as a special case. They showed that a special
superlinear noise can effectively prevent blow-up of solutions to these SPDEs. Crisan
and Lang [19] recently proposed a framework for studying the regularization effect of
superlinear noises. The advantage of [19] is that they can handle a family of compressible
inviscid fluid dynamics models, including the inviscid 2D Burgers equation. We refer
interested readers to [30, 60, 65] and references therein for the recent development on this
topic.

In this work, we aim to establish a general result for the regularization effect using the
variational framework, which is applicable to both semi-linear and quasi-linear SPDEs.
As one specific application, we demonstrate that by adding a suitable nonlinear noise, the
stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations have a unique global strong solution for any initial
condition € H', which solves the aforementioned open problem (ii) (see Section 3.2 for
the details).

It is worth noting that while the global existence and uniqueness of solutions for sto-
chastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations can also be derived from the works of [19, 69], there
are certain limitations in terms of the initial data and the regularity of the solutions. In
[19], the initial data is required to belong to H 2 and the path of solutions is in the space
C([0,T],L?). Similarly, in [69] the initial data is restricted to H® for s > 3. Therefore,
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the results presented in this work for stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations are novel
and cannot be encompassed by the aforementioned works. The main improvements lie in
the following aspects. Firstly, we establish the existence of a unique global solution with
H'-initial data, addressing the aforementioned problem (ii). Additionally, the path of
solutions belongs to the space C([0,T], H'), which is consistent with the space where local
solutions reside in the deterministic case. Moreover, in comparison to [19], the intensity
of nonlinear noise is also different. In [19], the authors take B(t,u) = 0|u||’}.u for some
m > 0 and 6 > 0, which depends on the structure of the operator 4. In our case, as a
typical form of noise, we can take B(t,u) = [|ul|}jiu (cf. Remark 2.7).

Furthermore, we establish the continuous dependence on the initial data (in space H'!
for stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations as a special case) in probability. In particular,
this result implies that the corresponding Markov transition semigroup is Feller in Cy(H?!).
Notably, the Feller property of the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations has not been
obtained in any previous works. In the deterministic setting, even a selection of solutions
depending continuously on the initial condition cannot be obtained. In the probabilistic
counterpart, the Markov property of stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations is left open,
and the existence of a Markov selection is of interest. The existence of Markov solutions
for the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations was established by Da Prato and Debussche
[20] and Flandoli and Romito [27]. Due to the lack of continuity of solutions in the space
of finite energy, the Markov property holds almost everywhere in time. These works also
proved the Feller property of the selected Markov semigroup. Different from [20, 27], here
we provide the first result concerning the Feller property of the corresponding Markov
semigroup for the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations, rather than regarding a Markov
selection, which also solves an open problem in this field.

1.2.2. Quasi-linear case. As mentioned previously, one advantage of employing the varia-
tional framework is that it can handle a class of quasi-linear SPDEs, including stochastic
porous media equations, stochastic fast diffusion equations and stochastic p-Laplace equa-
tions. To the best of our knowledge, there are no results available regarding the regular-
ization effect of noise for the blow-up problem in quasi-linear systems. In particular, the
existing frameworks such as [4, 19, 60, 69] for the regularization by noise are not applicable
in this context.

For example, we consider the following 1D stochastic p-Laplace equation with nonlinear
sources

(1.9) dX; = div(|[VX P2V X,)dt + AX2dt + B(t, Xy)dW,,

where A = £1, Eq. (1.9) is degenerate if p > 2 or singular if 1 < p < 2. Nonlinear parabolic
equation like (1.9) appears in various applications. For instance, in combustion theory,
the function X; represents the temperature, the term div(|VX;[P=2VX;) represents the
thermal diffusion, and the nonlinear source X7 is physically called the “hot source”, while
the source —X? is known as the “cool source”. These different sources have completely
different influences on the properties of solutions (cf. [21, 71]).

For the deterministic system (1.9) (i.e., B(¢,u) = 0), in the singular case where 1 < p < 2
and A = 1, the solution of the equation may blow up under certain initial condition, and
therefore there is no global solution in general (see e.g. [47]). However, in this work, we
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demonstrate that the addition of a suitable nonlinear noise can effectively prevent the
blow-up of solutions. Consequently, the corresponding stochastic equation has a unique
global solution for any initial condition z € L?. Remarkably, this seems to be the first
concrete example of a quasi-linear PDE that becomes well-posed under the influence of a
suitable nonlinear noise, see Section 3.3 for the details.

1.3. Finite time extinction. After we demonstrated the regularization effect of nonlin-
ear noise on the global well-posedness of stochastic equations, one natural question is the
influence of noise on the long-time behavior of stochastic systems, here we mainly focus
on whether nonlinear noise can prevent or promote finite time extinction of solutions.

The problem of the finite time extinction is generally divided into the following three
cases

(i) P(X¢ extinct in finite time) > 0 for small initial values;
(ii) P(X¢ extinct in finite time) > 0 for all initial values;
(iii) P(X; extinct in finite time) = 1 for all initial values.

There have been many studies in the literature on the finite time extinction of stochastic
systems. For example, Barbu, Da Prato and Rockner [5] investigated the finite time ex-
tinction with positive probability for 1D self-organized criticality stochastic models driven
by linear multiplicative noise. In a subsequent work [7], Barbu and Réckner established
asymptotic extinction results with probability one for stochastic porous media equations
in dimension d € {1,2,3}. This result was further extended by Rockner and Wang [64]
to more general cases. Specifically, they proved the finite time extinction with probabil-
ity one for the Zhang model, and with positive probability for the Bak-Tang-Wiesenfeld
(BTW) model. Notably, the finite-time extinction of the BTW model with probability one
remained an open problem until it was resolved by Gess [29] for all dimensions d > 1. For
more results of this topic, we refer interested readers to [6, 8, 37] and references therein.

It is important to note that all existing results on finite time extinction focused on
systems perturbed by linear multiplicative noise. However, in this work, we make an
advancement by proving that finite time extinction holds with probability one and with
any initial value x € H (i.e. Case (iii)) for a large class of quasi-linear SPDEs perturbed
by nonlinear multiplicative noises, see Section 2.3 for more details.

As applications, our main result on finite time extinction is applicable to stochastic fast
diffusion equations and stochastic singular p-Laplace equations (with nonlinear sources).
More importantly, we discover a new phenomenon, i.e. for a deterministic model that may
exhibit the blow-up of solutions, a suitable nonlinear noise intervention leads to the finite
time extinction of the corresponding stochastic system. This result may shed some new
insight on the impact of nonlinear noise on the long-time behavior of stochastic systems.

1.4. Summary. The main contributions of the present work can be summarized as fol-
lows.

(i) The first main contribution lies in demonstrating that the addition of a suitable non-
linear noise ensures the global existence and uniqueness of solutions to the stochastic
3D Navier-Stokes equations for any initial data in H', which provides a positive
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answer to an open problem in the field of SPDEs. Furthermore, we establish the
continuous dependence on the initial data in probability, as well as the Feller prop-
erty of the corresponding Markov transition semigroup in Cy(H') for the stochastic
3D Navier-Stokes equations. Note that the Feller property of the stochastic 3D
Navier-Stokes equations is novel in the literature, which has not been obtained in
any previous works.

(ii) The second one is that we investigate the influence of nonlinear noise on the well-
posedness and finite time extinction of quasi-linear systems that cannot be treated
by the existing works [4, 19, 60, 69]. Our results also reveal an interesting phenom-
enon that for a deterministic model that may blow up, there exists an appropriate
nonlinear noise intervention which can lead to the finite time extinction for the cor-
responding stochastic system.

(iii) The third one is that we establish a general setting to study the global well-posedness
of SPDEs under the conditions of fully local monotonicity and generalized coercivity.
Furthermore, we prove the finite time extinction of solutions with probability one
and any initial value = € H, instead of with positive probability and small initial
value as demonstrated in [5, 6, 8].

Additionally, in comparison to [50, 63], our results can deal with superlinear type
noise instead of merely linear growth. Furthermore, our framework can also be
applied to some important new models, including but not limited to stochastic 3D
Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic p-Laplace equations with heat sources, stochastic
surface growth models and stochastic quasi-geostrophic equations.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we introduce the main results about
the existence, uniqueness, Feller property as well as finite time extinction in Theorems 2.1-
2.3, respectively. Then in Sec. 3, we apply our general framework to concrete examples
to illustrate the wide applicability of the main results. In Sect. 4, we give the proofs
of Theorems 2.1-2.3. We also recall some useful lemmas in Appendix. Throughout this
paper, C), denotes some positive constant which may change from line to line, where the
subscript p is used to emphasize that the constant depends on certain parameter p.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Preliminaries. We recall some definitions and necessary notations that are fre-
quently used in the paper.

For any Banach space (B, | - ||g), we denote by Cr(B) := C([0,T];B) the space of all
continuous functions from [0, 7] to B, which is a Banach space equipped with the uniform
norm given by

lullcp@) == sup |lulls, v € Cr(B).
te[0,T
Let #,(B) (resp. Cp(B)) be the space of all bounded and Borel measurable (resp. contin-
uous) functions on B.

In this paper, we will employ the theory of pseudo-monotone operators. To this end,
we first recall the definition of the pseudo-monotone operator. For abbreviation, we use
the notation “—” for weak convergence in a Banach space.
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Definition 2.1. An operator A from V to V* is called to be a pseudo-monotone operator
ifup, = u in'V and

liminf v+ (A(uy), up —u)y = 0,

n—oo

then for any v € V,

lim sup v (A(un), un — v)v < v+ (A(u),u —v)y.

n—o0

Remark 2.1. Note that Browder [12] introduced a different definition of pseudo-monotone
operator: An operator A from V to V* is called pseudo-monotone if u, — u in V and

lirginf v (A(up), un —u)y =0
implies A(u,) — A(u) in V* and
nll_>ngo v+ (A(un), un)y = v+ (A(u), u)y.

This definition turns out to be equivalent to Definition 2.3 (cf. [52, Remark 5.2.12]).

2.2. Well-posedness and Feller property. In this part, we consider the well-posedness
and Feller property of SPDE (1.5). To this end, we first recall the (probabilistically) weak
and strong solutions to SPDE (1.5) as follows.

Definition 2.2. (Weak solution) A pair (X, W) is called a (probabilistically) weak solu-
tion to SPDE (1.5), if there exists a stochastic basis (Q, F,{ Fi}icjo,1), P) such that X is an
{F}-adapted process and W is an U-valued cylindrical Wiener process on (Q, #,{F}vc(0,1), P)
and the following holds:

(i) X € Cr(H), P-a.s.;
(ii) fo IAGs, X)llv-ds + Jo 1B(s, X3, ryds < 00, P-a.s.;

(iii) X¢ = Xo + [ A(s, Xs)ds + [} B(s, Xs)dWy, t € [0,T],P-a.s. holds in V*.

Definition 2.3. (Strong solution) We say that there exists a (probabilistically) strong so-
lution to (1.5) if for every probability space (2, F,{Fi}icio ), P) with an U-valued cylin-
drical Wiener process W, there exists an {%}-adapted process X such that properties
(i)-(iii) in Definition 2.2 hold.

In this part, we suppose that there are some constants o > 1, § > 2 and C, 4 > 0 such
that the following conditions hold for a.e. ¢t € [0,7].

(A1) (Hemicontinuity) For any u,v,w € V, the maps
Ry 3 A= v (A(t,u+ ), w)y

are continuous.
(A2) (Local Monotonicity) For any u,v € V,

2y (A(t,u) — A(t,v),u — v)y + Bt u) — B, 0) |20z
<(C + p(w) +n0(v))llu = vl
where p,n: V — [0,00) are measurable functions satisfying

(2.1) p(w) +n(u) < CL+ [|ul|§) (1 + |[ullg), weV.
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(As) (Generalized Coercivity) For any u € V,
2y (A(t, u), uhy + llull§ < g(lullf) +C,

where ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) is a non-decreasing continuous function.
(A4) (Growth) For any u € V,

(2.2) T w) 57 < CO+ [[ull§) (1 + [[ullg)-
(As) There exists a constant 1 € (1,2) such that for any u € V,
1B(t, u)*ul|?
(2.3) g(llullf) + 1B w1, < CQ+ ullf) + 07
(L [Jullg)
where the function g is the same as in (Ag), and for any u € V,
(24) 1Bt )2,z < C(L+ [Jullz)-

Moreover, for any sequence {uy, }neny and u in V with ||u, — ullg — 0,
(2.5) 1B(t, un) = B(t, u)l| Ly — 0.

We state the main result concerning the global existence and uniqueness of (probabilis-
tically) strong solutions and the Markov property to SPDEs (1.5).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the embedding V C H is compact and that (A1)-(As) hold.
For any initial data x € H, (1.5) has a unique strong solution in the sense of Definition
2.8. Moreover, for any p > 2,

T
(2.6) IP(HXH@T(H) +/0 | X ||Sdt < oo) =1.

Furthermore, if A(t,-), B(t,-) are independent of t € [0,T], then the solution (Xt).co,1] of
(1.5) is a time-homogenous Markov process.

Remark 2.2. (i) There exist a large class of PDEs for which the global well-posedness is
not available. Several examples of such equations arise from geophysical fluid dynamics,
such as the 3D Navier-Stokes equations and surface growth models. Motivated by this
observation, our current work focuses on a general coercivity condition (Ag), which was
first introduced by the last named author and Rdckner in [51, 52], where they proved that
Eq. (1.5) has a unique local solution under this generalized coercivity condition in the case
of the additive noise (i.e. B(t,u) = B(t)).

This extension allows our main results to be applicable to various new stochastic models,
which cannot be treated by previous works [1, 50, 55, 63] and may only have local solutions
in their deterministic counterparts. Specifically, these models encompass stochastic 3D
Navier-Stokes equations, stochastic 2D quasi-geostrophic equations in both critical and
subcritical cases, as well as stochastic surface growth models. In particular, we can choose
g(x) = CoaP with Cy > 0 and p > 1 in these models (see Section 3 for details).

(ii) Note that the main idea of the proof in [51, 52] based on a shift transformation to
reduce SPDE (1.5) to a deterministic evolution equation with some random parameters.
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However, this strategy cannot handle the nonlinear multiplicative noise that plays an im-
portant role in this work. More importantly, comparing to [51, 52], we can establish the
global existence and uniqueness of solutions, rather than merely local solutions.

Remark 2.3. The condition (2.3) in (As) plays an essential role in the present work,
which reflects the regularization effect of the nonlinear noise. The main idea is to utilize
the fast enough growth of the nonlinear noise to prevent the potential singularity induced by
other nonlinear terms, which enables to get the energy estimates in probability of solutions
based on choosing a suitable Lyapunov function (see Lemma 4.1 below). More precisely,
the condition (2.3) can be understood as follows:

(i) if g(x) = Coz, which corresponds to the classical coercivity condition (1.6), the dif-
fusion coefficient B(t,-) allows for both linear growth and superlinear growth.

(11) if g(x) = CoaP with p > 1, the coefficient B(t,-) needs to be of superlinear growth.

Remark 2.4. The classical variational framework (i.e. g(z) = Cox in (As), see e.g. [50,
63]) can be applied to PDEs/SPDEs that have been extensively studied in the literature, in-
cluding (stochastic) porous medium equations, 2D Navier-Stokes equations, Cahn-Hilliard
equations, and liquid crystal models. Our main results in this case also extend the very
recent work [63], which investigated the well-posedness of SPDEs (1.5) with diffusion co-
efficients B(t, -) satisfying the standard linear growth assumption. Instead of imposing the
linear growth condition, our results can handle the case where the coefficient B(t,-) exhibits
superlinear growth, which is of independent interest.

Remark 2.5. As a consequence of the proof of Theorem 2.1, in fact we can obtain a more
general result for the existence of weak solutions to (1.5) directly. More precisely, if the
embedding V- C H is compact, (Ag)-(As) hold and A(t,-) is pseudo-monotone from V to
V* for a.e. t € [0,T], then there exists a weak solution to (1.5) and the estimate (2.6)
holds.

We remark that if the Gelfand triple (1.4) reduces to the case of finite dimensions, i.e.
V = H = RY, the pseudo-monotonicity of A(t,-) is equivalent to the continuity of A(t,-).
Thus, the above existence result of weak solutions is consistent with the classical theory in
finite-dimensional SDEs (cf. [33, Theorem C.3]).

Based on the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.5), we intend to investigate the
continuous dependence on the initial data in probability (in other word, the well-posedness
of (1.5)) and the Feller property of the corresponding transition semigroup.

For any ¢ € %,(H), t > 0, we define a function T;p : H — R by
Tep(x) := Bp(Xi(2)), = € H,
where X;(z) is the solution to (1.5) with the initial data z.

Remark 2.6. Based on Theorem 2.1, it is a direct consequence that (T;)i>o is a stochas-
tically continuous Markov semigroup on ABy(H).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that the embedding V C H is compact and that (A1)-(As) hold.
In addition, suppose that for any u,v € V, B is locally Lipschitz in the sense that

(2.7) 1B(t,w) = B(t,0) 12,0 < (C+ pu) +n(v)u - vllf,
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where functions p,n are the same as in (Az). Let {xn}neny and x be a sequence with
|z — z||m — 0. Then

(2.8) X (xn) — X(2)|lcy @) — 0 in probability as n — oo.
Furthermore, (T¢)t=0 is a Feller semigroup, i.e., Ty maps Cy(H) into itself.

Remark 2.7. We would like to provide some examples for the diffusion coefficient B that
satisfies the aforementioned conditions (As) and (2.7). As we mentioned in Remark 2.2,
we typically choose
g(x) = Coa? withp>1,Cy >0
i our examples. Then the diffusion coefficient can be choose as follows.
(i) Fory € U, we take

(2.9) B(t,u)y =Y billullFuly, gi)v,
k=1

where {g1, g2, -} is an orthonormal basis of U, and the constants by, k > 1, satisfy

[e.e]
v = Zbi < oo.
k=1

For m = p—1, we assume that 7y is a large constant depending on Cy. For m > p—1, we
only need to assume that there is k > 1 such that by # 0.

For reader’s convenience, we present the detailed proof that the example (2.9) satisfies
the condition (2.3) as m =p — 1.

Proof. Note that
1B(t, w) ully = (B(t,u)u, B(t,u)*u)y
= <u B(t,u)B(t, u) u)g

= Zbkuunp )i (Bt ) u, i)

1
ZkaUHﬁT Zb i wlgy, g)v)m

2p+2
= el

For a large constant 7, we can obtain that there exists ng € (1, 2),
2 2
(9(llullfy) + 1B, WF, 0rm) (1 + lullfr) < (Collully + yllullg ) (X + [|ull)
2p+2
< moyllull + C
which implies that the condition (2.3) in (As) holds. O

(ii) In particular, it is applicable to the 1D Wiener process W. In fact, for v € H and
y € U, by taking by, = cd1 1, where ¢ # 0 is a constant, we have

(2.10) B(t,w)y := c|lulliguiy, g1)v-
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For m = p—1, we assume that ¢ is a large constant depending on Cy. For any m >p—1,
we can take c = 1 directly.

Remark 2.8. Since we have established the Feller property of the Markov semigroup
(Tt)i=0 associated with (1.5), a natural and important question arises investigating the
existence of an invariant measure. One commonly employed technique for establishing the
existence of an invariant measure is the Krylov-Bogolyubov procedure. According to the
criterion presented by Maslowski and Seidler [53], we need to prove the following estimate:
for any € > 0 there exists R > 0 such that

1 T
(2.11) sup — P(||X¢(2)||m > R)dt < e.

=171 Jo
However, it is not sufficient to obtain (2.11) based on the estimate (4.2) below (see also
(4.6)). This topic deserves further investigation in the future work.

2.3. Finite time extinction. The phenomenon of finite time extinction for the stochastic
fast diffusion equations with linear multiplicative noises was rigorously derived by Barbu,
Da Prato and Rockner [5, 6, 7, 8] and Gess [29], which displays a self-organized criticality
(SOC) behavior. The purpose of this subsection is to provide a general setting for investi-
gating finite time extinction of solutions with probability one for SPDEs (1.5) perturbed
by nonlinear noises. Additionally, one may also anticipate that the regularization effect
of a suitable nonlinear noise will eventually dominate the (additional) nonlinear source,
which leads to finite time extinction.

Based on the existence and uniqueness results of solutions to (1.5) (i.e. Theorem 2.1), we
shall suppose the following assumptions. Specifically, there are some constants « € (1, 2)
and 0 > 0 such that the following conditions hold for a.e. ¢t € [0, T].

(A3) (Enhanced Coercivity) For any u € V,
2y (A(t, u), upv + 8lull§ < g(|lullf),

where the function ¢ is the same as in (Ag) with g(0) = 0.
(Af) For any u €V,

1B(t, w)ll Lyw,my = 0 if J|ullm =0,
and

(2.12) (9llullz) + 1B, W)L, 0 m) lullfs < ol B(E ) ull.

Remark 2.9. Note that assumption (2.12) is not comparable to assumption (2.3). How-
ever, if we choose g(x) = CoxP, it is easy to select a nonlinear noise that satisfies assump-
tions (2.3) and (2.12) simultaneously, see Subsection 3.3 for details.

Let 7. be the following extinction time
Te:=inf {¢t > 0: || X¢||m = 0},

where (X¢):>0 is the solution to (1.5) given by Theorem 2.1 with initial value z € H.
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Theorem 2.3. Suppose that the embedding V C H is compact and that (Aq), (Az2), (A%),
(A4), (As) with n = «, and (AE) hold. Let the initial data x € H. Then for any t > .,

(2.13) | X¢||m =0, P-a.s..
Moreover, we have
(2.14) P(r. < 00) = 1.

Remark 2.10. (i) By applying our general setting, we are able to obtain the finite time
extinction for a class of quasi-linear SPDEs driven by monlinear multiplicative noises,
including stochastic fast diffusion equations and stochastic singular p-Laplace equations
(with hot sources), which seems new in the literature and demonstrates the reqularization
effect of nonlinear noise.

(ii) In the forthcoming work, we are interested in finite time extinction for the SOC
models, e.g. the BTW model and the Zhang model, perturbed by nonlinear noises, which
model dynamical systems that have a critical point as an attractor.

3. EXAMPLES/APPLICATIONS

In this section, we will denote by A € R? (d > 1) an open bounded domain with a
smooth boundary. Let C§°(A,R?) be the space of all infinitely differentiable functions
from A to R? with compact support. For p > 1, let LP(A,R?) denote the vector valued
LP-space with the norm || - ||z». For each integer m > 0, we use Wy "(A,R%) to denote
the classical Sobolev space defined on A taking values in R? with the equivalent norm:

1
lullwms = (/ Dmu(x)]pdx> v
A

[l = llullwm.-

In particular, we denote

Below we recall the standard Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality (cf. [56]) for
the reader’s convenience. If for any 1 < ¢,r < 0o, and 0 < n < m satisfying

1 n 1 m 1 n
—=—+40(--— 1-0)-, —<0<1,
p d + (r d )+ ( )q m

then there is a constant C > 0 such that

(3.1) ullwne < Cllul|fymrlullte?, w e LIARY) N W™2(A,RY).

In the sequel, we first utilize a simple finite-dimensional example to illustrate the regu-
larization effect by superlinear noises. Then, we present the main applications of our main
results for infinite-dimensional systems.
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3.1. SDEs with superlinear drifts. In this subsection, let V = H = R. Consider the
following nonlinear ODE on R

dXt 2
(32) W = Xt ; XO =X.
This classical equation has applications in many fields such as describing the variation of
a population over time. Due to the superlinear coefficients of Eq. (3.2), if the initial data
x > 0, the solution will blow up in finite time. In fact, it can be immediately seen that

1

X, =
YT e —t

is a solution of (3.2).

In this part, we are interested in ODE (3.2) with superlinear stochastic perturbation,
ie.,

(3.3) dXy = X2dt + coX"dW;, Xo =

where ¢y > 0,m > 1, W, is a standard 1D Wiener process defined on a complete filtered
probability space (Q, F ATt e 15 IP).

Applying our abstract result, we can see that there exists an appropriate nonlinear noise
which effectively prevents the blow-up of solutions to Eq. (3.2).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose either m = % with co > /2 or m > % Then for any initial data

x €R, (3.3) has a unique global strong solution.
Proof. The conditions (A1), (A2) and (A4) can be easily proved with o = 2, § = 2m and
p(u) = n(u) == u+ Cu™ L.
Moreover, the condition (Ag) holds with
g(z) = cra®? for 2 < ¢; < .

Concerning the condition (As), if m > %, for any n € (1,2) by Young’s inequality we have

(3.4) crlulP(1+u?) + uP™ (1 + u?) < O + negu™*2,

and if m = 2, we can take n € (i—é + 1,2) such that (3.4) holds. O
In the following, we also present the numerical simulations to visually demonstrate the

regularization effect of the nonlinear noise in Eq. (3.3).

Remark 3.1. We first show the numerical simulations of solutions to ODE (3.2) and
SDE (3.3) driven by linear multiplicative noise (co = 1,m = 1) in the following figures
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Next, we present the numerical simulations of SDE (3.3) driven by superlinear multi-
plicative noise (co = 1,m = 2), from which we can see the regularization effect of super-
linear noise.
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dX, = XPdt + XEdWy, v =1

3.2. Stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations. 3D Navier-Stokes system is a classical

model to describe the time evolution of an incompressible fluid, which is given as follows
ou =vAu — (u-V)u—Vp+ f,
(3.5) .
div(u) = 0,ulga = 0,u(0) = uy,

where u represents the velocity field of the fluid, v > 0 is the viscosity constant, p denotes
the pressure and f is an external force field acting on the fluid.
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Define
H™:= {U € W[TJ(A,]R:S) cdiv(v) = 0}.
Identifying H' with its dual space by the Riesz isomorphism, then we will use the following
Gelfand triple
(3.6) V:=H?CH:=H'CV*

Let Py be the orthogonal projection operator on L?(A,R3) onto H, which is called
the Leray-Helmholtz projection. Then, the classical 3D Navier-Stokes system (3.5) can be
reformulated in the following abstract form:

(3.7) Ou = Au+ B(u) + F, u(0) = ug,
where operators
AV = V" Au:=vPgAu,
B:VxV—=V* B(u,v):= Py[(u-V)v], B(u) := B(u,u)
F:[0,T] — H°, F, =Puf
are well-defined.

In the past few decades, 3D Navier-Stokes equations have been intensively studied in

the literature, but up to now, its global well-posedness is still a challenging open prob-

lem. Motivated by this, we are interested in the regularization by nonlinear noise for the
following stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations

(3.8) dX; = [AX; + B(Xy)|dt + Y bel| Xe| 7 Xedf,

k=1
where m > 2, 372, b7 € (0, 00), {ﬂf}te[O,T]v k € N, are independent 1D Wiener processes
defined on a complete filtered probability space (Q, 7, {yt}te[O,T}’P)-

Theorem 3.2. For any initial data x € H, (5.8) has a unique strong solution in the sense
of Definition 2.53. Moreover, for any p = 2, we have the following estimate

T
IP’( sup HXtH’f%—/ HXtH%dt < oo> =1.
te[0,1] 0

Furthermore, let Xi(x) be the unique solution to (3.8) with the initial data x, {xy}nen
and x be a sequence with ||z, — z|1 — 0, then
X (zn) — X(2)|lcs @y — O in probability as n — oo.

In particular, the corresponding Markov semigroup (T¢)i>o0 is a Feller semigroup in Cy(H).

Proof. By Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we only need to verify that the conditions (A1)-(As)
hold for equation (3.8).
Let
A(t,u) := Au+ B(u).
Then the conditions (A1)-(A4) hold for A, whose proof is similar to Example 5.2.23 in
[52], we include it here for completeness.

The hemicontinuity (Ay) is obvious since B is a bilinear map.
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By the Agmon inequality (see e.g. (A.29) in [28]),
(3.9) lull oo < Cllully]ull2, we H?,
we have
v+(B(u) = B(v),u —v)y
(B(u) = B(v), (=A)(u = v))

< Ju=vlla (- V)u = (- V)l 2
< = vllz (Jull o |V = Fol 2 + lu = ]l 2= [ Vo]l 2)
1/2 1/2
< = vlla (lullzes = ol + Cllw = w3 Ju = v} o]l )
14
< Slu—li3 + € (lulBllal + 1ol) e = ollf, w0 eV,

2
then
v+ {Au + B(u) — Av — B(v),u — v)y

v
<=5l = vl + C (lul3llull} + [[ol) [lu = olF, w0 €V,
which implies the local monotonicity (Ag) holds with o = 2, 5 = m and

p(u) = |lull3]ulli, n(v) =[]}

In particular, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
v (Au+ B(w),u)y < =5 Jull} + C(L+ [[ul), ue V.
Then, (A3) holds with g(z) = C23, i.e.,
v=(A(t, u),v)v < —gIIUH% +C1+ [[ul),ue V.
Concerning the growth condition, by (3.9) we have
1B() |5 < (w- V)ulze < |lulZe | Vullz: < Cllull2lullf < Cllull3]lullf, uwe V.

Hence, (A4) holds.
Finally, as shown in Remark 2.7, we can see that condition (As) holds. The proof is
completed. O

Remark 3.2. (i) In the past several decades, the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations have
attracted great interest in the literature (cf. [20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 32, 35, 45]). The ezistence
of martingale solutions of stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations was first established by
Flandoli and Gatarek in [22]. Da Prato and Debussche [20] proved the ezistence of Markov
section for stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations, see also [27]. Recently, Hofmanova et al.
[38] develop the convex integration method to prove the nonuniqueness in law for stochastic
3D Navier-Stokes equations. However, in this work, by applying our abstract result we
shows that for any initial data in H', there exists an appropriate noise perturbation such
that the stochastic 8D Navier-Stokes equations admit a unique global strong solution. Here
the “strong solution” is both in the analytical sense and in the probabilistic sense.

(i) In [27], the authors also proved the Feller property of the selected Markov semigroup,
but due to the lack of continuity of solutions in the space of finite energy, the Markov
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property holds almost everywhere in time. In Theorem 3.2 we prove the Feller property of
the corresponding Markov semigroup for the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations, rather
than regarding a Markov selection, which supports us to further investigate the long-time
behaviour and the ergodicity property in the future work.

Remark 3.3. Throughout this section, for sake of simplicity, we only present an explicit
form of noise term in the examples. However, we mention that our results can also be
applied to more general type of noises, which satisfy the condition (As) and (2.7).

3.3. Stochastic singular p-Laplace equations with heat sources. Before introduc-
ing the main results, we would like to present the numerical simulations for 1D ODE and
SDE in the following figures to show the regularization effect of noise on the finite time
extinction of solutions

o - B o -
T T T T T T T T T T T

00 0.1 02 03 0.4 05 B ‘1 2 3 4

L —(_Y2 2 2 _
%:_th+th,x:2 dX; = (- X2 + X7)dt + XpdWy, =2

Inspired by the above example, in this part, we are interested in the regularization by
nonlinear noise on the finite time extinction for the singular p-Laplace equations with
nonlinear sources. Consider

(3.10) oru = div(|VulP2Vu) + u?, u(0) = uo,

where 1 < p < 2. This model appears in the combustion theory, where u; represents the
temperature, the term div(|Vu[P~2Vu) represents the thermal diffusion and the nonlinear
source u? is physically called the “hot source” (cf. [21, 71]).

It is known that the solutions of Eq. (3.10) may blow up under certain initial condition,
thus there is no global solution in general (see e.g. [47]). Taking account of random
noises, we study the following 1D stochastic singular p-Laplace equations on the interval
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A =10, L] as follows

dX; = div(|V X [P~ 2VXt)dt+X2dt+ZkaXtH3p 5 X,dpr,

(3.11) P

Xiloa =0,
where v := Y32, b? is a large enough constant, {Bf}te[oﬂ, k € N, are independent 1D
Wiener processes defined on a complete filtered probability space (Q, Z, {ﬁt}te[aT],P).
Define the following Gelfand triple:

V:=W"(A,R) CH:= L*(A,R) C V*.

Theorem 3.3. For any initial data x € H, (3.11) has a unique strong solution in the
sense of Definition 2.3. Moreover, for any s > 2,

T
IP’( sup || X¢|[32 +/ [P oo> =1.
te[0,T]

Furthermore, let {xy}nen and x be a sequence with |x, — x|z — 0. Let X(x) be the
unique solution to (3.23) with the initial data x. Then

X (zn) — X(2)|lcy @y — O in probability as n — oo.
In particular, the corresponding Markov semigroup (T)i>o s a Feller semigroup in Cy(H).

Proof. Let
A(t,u) = div(|VulP?Vu) 4 u?.
For any u,v € V, by Young’s inequality we have

ve(u? —v%u —v)y = (W —viu—v)e

< C/\u| u—v2d$+C/|v u—v)
< O(llullzoe + lollze)llu = v]72
< C(llullwrs + lollwro)llu = v]72,

where we have used the Sobolev embedding Wol’p(A) C L™®(A) for p > d=1.
Then

ve (At u) = Aty 0),u = )y < C (L4 [ullfy, + [[05,) lu = o7,
which implies the local monotonicity (Ag) holds with « = p and

p(u) = n(u) = |lulljy,-
By interpolation inequality (3.1) and Young’s inequality, for any u € V there exists
constants C, Cp > 0 such that

v (A(u), uhy = = [[ullfyr, + [lullZs

3(1-6
(3.12) < = [l + Cllull3, [lul 35—

1 8p—6
3p—3
<= Slullfyr, + Collull 35,
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where 6 = 52 € (0,1). Thus, we can see that the condition (Ag) holds with g(z) =
4p—3
Cox 32—3 .
For any u,v € V,

v+ (A(t,u),v)y = — / |VuP~2Vu - Vodz + / u? - vdx
A A

p—1 1
< </ |Vu|pd:z:> ’ </ \Vv|pda:> "y Cllv]| L </ |u|2d:r>
A A A

—1
< el s lvlwee + Cllullzzlollws.

Therefore, the growth condition (A4) holds, namely for any u € V,
p 2
IAG Wi < Cllullpr, + llullzz")-
Finally, it is easy to show that (A1) and (As) hold. We complete the proof by applying
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. O

Let 7. be the extinction time
(3.13) Te:=inf {¢t > 0: || X¢||z2 = 0},

where (X;)¢>0 is the solution to (3.11) with initial value x € H. Then, as a result of
Theorems 2.3, we get the following finite time extinction result for Eq. (3.11).

Theorem 3.4. Let the initial data x € H. Then for any t > 7,
| X¢l|z2 = 0, P-a.s..

Moreover, we have
P(7e < 00) = 1.

Proof. By (3.12), we can see the condition (Aj%) holds. Moreover, by the proof in Remark
2.7, it is easy to see that condition (Af) holds. The proof is completed. O

Remark 3.4. Note that the deterministic singular p-Laplace equations (3.10) may blow
up n finite time. We show that there exists an appropriate random intervention such
that the solution of the corresponding stochastic equation is extinct in finite time. This
phenomenon is new and interesting, indicating the reqularization by nonlinear noise on
the long-time behavior of quasi-linear equations.

3.4. Stochastic surface growth model. In this part, we apply our main results to
study the following surface growth model

(3.14) Opu = =0 — 9%u + 02(9,u)?, u(0) = uo,

where 0., 02,04 denote the first, second and fourth spatial derivatives, respectively. This
model appears in the theory of growth of surfaces, which describes an amorphous material
deposited on an initially flat surface in high vacuum (cf. [9, 59] and the references therein).

Due to the highly nonlinear characteristics in the model (3.14), the global well-posedness

for the 1D surface growth model is still an open problem in both the deterministic and
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stochastic case. In particular, it is known in the literature that this model has some similar
features of difficulty as the 3D Navier-Stokes equation.

Taking account of random noises, the equation is formulated, on the interval A := [0, L],
as follows

dX; = [—00X; — 02X, + 02(0: X)) dt + > by|| Xul[5 XdBf,
(3.15) P
Xiloa =0,

where m > 2, 322, b2 € (0, 00), {Bf}te[o,;p], k € N, are independent 1D Wiener processes
defined on a complete filtered probability space (Q, ZF, {ﬁt}te[O’T},P).

In this work, by applying our abstract result we demonstrate that there exists an ap-
propriate noise perturbation such that the 1D surface growth model has a unique global
strong solution. To this end, we take the following Gelfand triple

V= Wy([0, L)) € H := W22([0, L]) € V*.

Theorem 3.5. For any initial data x € H, (3.15) has a unique strong solution in the
sense of Definition 2.3. Moreover, for any p > 2,

T

P( sup ||Xt||§+/ 1 Xel[3dt < OO) =1
te[0,T 0

Furthermore, let X¢(x) be the unique solution to (3.15) with the initial data x, {Tp}neN

and x be a sequence with ||z, — x|l — 0. Then

X (xn) — X(2)|lcy @) — O in probability as n — oo.
In particular, the corresponding Markov semigroup (T¢)i=0 is a Feller semigroup in Cy(H).

Proof. The conditions (Aj)-(As) hold for (3.15) with a = 2,8 = m and g(z) = Ca?,
whose proof follows from Section 3.4 in [51], we omit the details. g

Remark 3.5. The solution obtained here for the stochastic surface growth model is a global
strong solution both in the PDE and probability sense. We should remark that the local
solution for the stochastic surface growth model has been established in [51, 65]. Blomker,
Flandoli and Romito [9] proved the existence of weak martingale solutions and Markov
selections for this model with space-time white noise. As far as we know, Theorem 3.5 is
the first global well-posedness result of stochastic surface growth model.

3.5. Stochastic quasi-geostrophic equation. Quasi-geostrophic equation is an im-
portant model in geophysical fluid dynamics, which is a special case of general quasi-
geostrophic approximations for atmospheric and oceanic fluid flows with small Rossby
and Ekman numbers. The following dissipative quasi-geostrophic equation in the 2D pe-
riodic domain T? has attracted quite a lot of attention lately from various scholars

90 = —(=A)0 — (u- V)8,
(3.16) u = (u1,us) = (—Ro6, R10) = R0,
6(0) = 6o,
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where v € (0,1), 6 : T2 — R is a scalar function, Ry and Ry are the usual Riesz transforms
in T2.

When v > 1/2 (the so-called subcritical case), the global well-posedness for Eq. (3.16)
is well-known, see e.g. [61]. The critical case (7 = 1/2) exhibits similar features (sin-
gularities) as the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. The global well-posedness for the critical
quasi-geostrophic equation is a challenging issue, which has made significant progress by
Caffarelli and Vasseur [17]. They have provided the existence of a classical solution for
~v = 1/2. Another highly significant result established by Kiselev et al. in [42], demon-
strating that solutions for v = 1/2 with periodic C'* initial data remain C*° for all times.
In the remarkable work [18], Constantin and Nguyen proved existence of global weak L?
solutions of the inviscid quasi-geostrophic equation in bounded domains. The blow-up
or global regularity for v < 1/2 (supercritical case) remains an open problem for the
quasi-geostrophic equation.

Set A := (—A)Y2, define
A2 = A FIF2 =Dk (frer)?, s 20,
k

where {ey} is the eigenbasis of —A. We use H® to denote the Sobolev space of all f €
L*(T? R) with [, fdz = 0 for which ||f|, is finite.
Define the commutator
[A®, flg == A*(fg) = FA®g.
The following commutator estimate is very important for later use (see [41]).
Lemma 3.1. (Commutator estimate) Suppose that s > 0, p,p2,p3 € (1,00) and p1,p4 €
(1, 00] satisfy
1 1 1 1

1 1
(3.17) e R e e
b b1 P2 P P3 D4

Then we have
1A%, flgllze < C (IVf Lo [|A* gl e + [|A°Fl|zes llgllzes) -
We recall the following product estimate (see e.g. [61, 66]).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that s > 0, p,p2,p3 € (1,00), p1,p4 € (1,00] satisfy (3.17). We
have

[A*(Fg)llee < C (1 fl[Lo [A°gllLr2 +[|A”Fl[Lrs gl 2ea) -
Moreover, we also recall the following Sobolev embedding theorem (see e.g. [67]).

Lemma 3.3. If 0 < s < § and % +4= %, then H® C LP. Moreover, there is a constant
C =C(s,p) > 0 such that
| fllr < C||A®fla-

For the quasi-geostrophic equation, we choose the following Gelfand triple

V:= H?>CH:= H*> CV*.
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Now we consider the following stochastic quasi-geostrophic equation in T2
o0
dX; = — (A Xydt — (Y - V) Xodt + > by || Xo |5, XodBE
(3.18) =
Y, = (-Re Xy, Ri Xy) = RE Xy,
where m > 1, 372, b% € (0, 00), {5f}te[o,T]7 k € N, are independent 1D Wiener processes
defined on a complete filtered probability space (Q, Z, {yt}te[O,T},P)-

Theorem 3.6. Fiz vy > % For any initial data = € H, (3.18) has a unique strong solution
in the sense of Definition 2.3. Moreover, for any p > 2,

T
P( sup ||Xt\|2277+/ 1 X¢]|3dt < 00) =1
te[0,7) 0

Furthermore, let X;(x) be the unique solution to (3.18) with the initial data z, {zy}nen
and x be a sequence with ||z, — z||a—y — 0. Then

X (zn) — X(2)|lcy @y — 0 in probability as n — oo.
In particular, the corresponding Markov semigroup (T¢)t>o s a Feller semigroup in Cy(H).

Proof. We first check that the conditions (Aj)-(A4) hold for
At,u) == —(—=A)"u— (v- V)u,
where v = (—Rau, Riju) = Rtu.

The hemicontinuity (A1) is obvious since (—A)7u is linear and (v - V)u is bilinear. For
any ui, us €V,

ve (At u1) — At ug), up — ug)y = —|Jug — ual|3 + v+ (01 Vg — vaVug, uy — us)y
= —lur — |3 + v-((v1 = v2) Vuz, u1 — uz)y
(3.19) +y+ (11 V(u1 — ug),us — ug)y,
where v; = (= Rou;, Riw;) = Rtu;, i=1,2.

By the singular integral theory of Calderén and Zygmund (cf. [67, Chapter 3]), for any
520, p € (1,00), there is a constant Cj, such that

(3.20) [A%0][r < CoplA%ul| Lo,
where v = (—Rau, Riu) = Rtu.
Then by Lemmas 3.2-3.3, Young’s inequality and (3.20), we have

V*(('Ul — UQ)VUQ,Ul — UQ>V
= <A277((7)1 — 'UQ)VUQ),AZﬁ’Y(Ul — UQ)>L2
IA?72 (01 = v2) V)| 2 [ A* (w1 — ug) || 2

C(HAQi}Y(Ul — ’Ug)”Lm HVUQHLPQ

NN

Hlor = vzHLwHAQ—QV(VUz)IIm) 1A% (ur — ua)|| 2
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< (1A% (wn = w)llp2 |42 s 1o

+ur — U2H277HA2u2HL2) 1A% (ug — u2)| 12

1
(3.21) < gl —uz)3 + Cllus|3llur — w23,
where p% =3-1, p% = 7. Also by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3, Young’s inequality and (3.20),

we obtain that

v (U1 V (u1 — ug), u1 — ug)y
(N> (01V(u1 = ug)) — 01 VA (w1 — uz), A7 (w1 — ug)) 2
A% (01 V (uy — ug)) — v1 VA? Y (uy — ug)|| 2| A7 (ug — ug) | 12

CIVurlon A7V (ur = )|

NN

IV (u1 = ug)l| s ||A2_7(v1)||Lp4) 1A% (w1 — w2) | 2

C(I!Az_”(m)\lp IA2(ur — u2)l| 2

N

A (= )l g2 A% 2 ) |A2 (= o) 2

1
(3.22) < gl = 2|y + Cllua|f3lur — wall5—,
1 _ 1 _> 1 _1_1_7
Wherepl_P3_2’p2_p4_2 2"

1
< —gllw = uall5 + CQllu 5 + luzll3)lur = uall3—y, wr,u €V,
which implies that the local monotonicity (Agz) holds with v = 2 and
plu) = n(u) = [[ull3.
Similar to the proof of (3.22), we have that for any u; €V,
V* <’U1VU1, U1>V == <A2_ﬂ/ (U1Vu1) - 2}1VA2_’Y(U1), A2—'y (U1)>L2
< OJIA*T ()l 2| A% | 2| A7 (un) | 2
1
< glual+Clhnlii,.

Then we can see that the generalized coercivity condition (Ag) holds with g(z) = Cx?,
i.e.,

ve (At ) w)yy = —[lull3 + v (0Vu, u)y
< I3+ Cllulld,, uev.
Finally, for any v € V, by Lemmas 3.2-3.3 we have
A, )l < (A% ulla—2y + [[vVull—24
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< lullz + CUA* 2 0] o [V o2 + [[A2727 (V) || 2 [|0] o)
< lullz + COA* ul|Ze + A% 2| A% Tul| 12),
where pil = % -3, p% = 7. Hence, (A4) holds, namely,

I w5 < Cllull3 + ul3-)-

Finally, we can see from Remark 2.7 that the condition (As) holds. Therefore, the con-
clusion follows directly from Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. O

Remark 3.6. (i) The stochastic quasi-geostrophic equation, as an important fluid equa-
tion, has been extensively studied in recent years. We mention some known results con-
cerning this model. Rdockner, Zhu and Zhu [66] first proved the existence of weak mar-
tingale solutions and Markov selections for stochastic quasi-geostrophic equation in the
2D periodic domain T? when v € (0,1). In the subcritical case v > %, they established
the existence and uniqueness of probabilistically strong solutions. Later, BrzeZniak and
Motyl [14] proved the existence of martingale solutions in the whole space RY, and in the
2D subcritical case they also proves the pathwise uniqueness of solutions. A result on the
reqularization by noise with high probability for the stochastic quasi-geostrophic equation
was proved in [65], see also Buckmaster et al. [16] for the regqularization by noise with high
probability for the inviscid quasi-geostrophic equation with sufficiently small smooth initial
values.

(ii) Different from the aforementioned works, with the help of the superlinear noise, we
can obtain the global well-posedness in the sense of probability one for the critical case,
and we do not need to assume any small initial value condition.

Instead of the aforementioned models, our results are applicable to all the examples
mentioned in [52, 63] perturbed by both linear and superlinear noises. In the sequel, we
only apply our general results to the stochastic fast diffusion equations to keep down the
length of this paper.

3.6. Stochastic fast diffusion equations. Fast diffusion equation arises in the descrip-
tion of a large variety of physical phenomena and processes including fluid flows in porous
media, diffusion processes in kinetic gas theory, heat transfer in plasmas and population
dynamics (cf. [7, 29]).

In this part, we consider the stochastic fast diffusion equations, with either d = 1,2,
re(0,1)ord>3,re¢ [%,1),

o0

dX; = A X" Xy )dt + Z i || X | ™y X od B,
(3.23) 1

Xitlon =0,
where m > 0, Y22, b2 € (0, 00), {Bf}te[o,;p], k € N, are independent 1D Wiener processes

defined on a complete filtered probability space (Q,.%,{Z}icjo1],P), || - [|-1 denotes the
norm of dual space (Hg(A,R))*.
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Define the following Gelfand triple
V=LA, R) C H:= (Hj(A,R))* C V*.
We state the main result concerning the well-posedness of Eq. (3.23).

Theorem 3.7. For any initial data x € H, (3.23) has a unique strong solution in the
sense of Definition 2.3. Moreover, for any p > 2,

T
]P’( sup || X¢||”, +/ HXtHTLﬂldt < oo) =1.

t€[0,7] 0
Furthermore, let {xy}nen and x be a sequence with ||z, — x||—1 — 0. Let X;(x) be the
unique solution to (3.23) with the initial data x. Then

X (xn) — X(2)|lcy @) — 0 in probability as n — oo.
In particular, the corresponding Markov semigroup (T¢)i>0 is a Feller semigroup in Cy(H).

Proof. Tt is known that the map A(t,u) := A(|u|""1u) satisfies (A1)-(A4) with g(x) =
0, we refer to [52, Example 4.1.11] for some details. Moreover, it is easy to see that
the conditions (Ajs) and (2.7) hold. By applying Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, the conclusions
hold. O

Next, we present the finite time extinction for stochastic fast diffusion equations. Let
T be the extinction time

Te:=inf {¢t > 0: || X¢||—1 =0},

where (X¢)i>0 is the solution to (3.23) with initial value x € H. Then, by applying
Theorems 2.3, we have the following result.

Theorem 3.8. Let the initial data x € H. Then for any t > e,
| X¢]|-1 =0, P-a.s..

Moreover, we have
P(re < 00) = 1.

Remark 3.7. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper of investigating finite
time extinction for stochastic fast diffusion equations driven by monlinear noises. In ad-
dition, comparing to previous studies [5, 6, 7, 8], we can derive the extinction in finite
time with probability one for all spatial dimensions (with the usual dimension-dependence
restriction on ).

4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

In this part, we aim to prove Theorems 2.1-2.3. More precisely, in subsection 4.1,
we consider the Galerkin approximation of SPDE (1.5), and derive a priori bounds in
probability by choosing a suitable Lyapunov functions. In subsection 4.2, we present
the tightness of the Galerkin approximating solutions by employing the stopping time
technique. In subsection 4.3, we prove the existence of weak solutions to (1.5) combining
the theory of pseudo-monotone operators, the stochastic compactness approach and the
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Jakubowski’s version of the Skorokhod theorem. In subsection 4.4, we show the pathwise
uniqueness of solutions. Then, the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to (1.5)
follow from the infinite-dimensional version of Yamada-Watanabe theorem. In subsection
4.5, the continuous dependence on the initial data in probability and the Feller property of
the Markov semigroup are derived. In subsection 4.6, we prove the finite time extinction
of solutions to (1.5) by employing different Lyapunov functions.

4.1. Energy estimates. Let {e1,e2,---} C V be an orthonormal basis (ONB for short)
on H. Consider the maps P, : V* — H,,, n € N, given by

n
Pnz = ZV* (x,e;)vei, © €V,
i=1
where H,, := span{ej,ea, -+ ,en}.
If we restrict P, to H, denoted by P, |m, then it is an orthogonal projection onto H,, on
H. Denote by {g1, g2, -} the ONB of U. Let

n

i=1
where P, is an orthonormal projection onto U™ := span{gi, g2, - ,gn} on U.
For any n € N, we consider the following stochastic equation on H,,
(4.1) ax(™ =P A, X\™)dt + PB(t, X™)aw ™

with initial value z(® := P,z. Under (A1), (A3), (A4) and the assumption (2.4), it is
clear that there exists a weak solution to (4.1) in the sense of Definition 2.2 up to its life
time. Furthermore, under the assumption (2.3), the solution is non-explosive (see Lemma
4.1), namely, there is a global weak solution to (4.1).

We have the following a priori estimates based on choosing a suitable Lyapunov function.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 hold. For any e > 0, there
exists IC > 0 such that for any p > 2,

T
(42) supP( sup XL+ [ X gae > k) <<
neN  \ t€[o,T] 0

Proof. By 1to’s formula for || - |3, for any ¢ € [0, 77,
t
1% = 211 + /0 (20 (PuA(s, X(), X + [ PuBs, XV Poll3, iz ) ds

t
(4.3) 12 / (X, PoB(s, X)W ).
0

Then using It6’s formula for the Lyapunov function V (r) := log(1+7), by (Ag) we deduce
that

log(1 + | X" |1%)
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x|
< log(1 + o™ |2) / X v
1+ ||X H]HI

N / (1 X5 12) + 1B(s, XI)2, ) + C
0 1L+ X2

. / 2(1 — =0)[|B(s, X)X
0 (1+[1X57)12)?

t (n)yx y(n) 12
_/ 280”6(8 X ) X HUdS+Mt
o (L Ix)3)?

ds

N

t
X
Cr+Tog(1+ [+~ [ TG
0 1+ X

N / { (91X M2 + HB(S,X("))H%Q o) (L + X5 2)
0 (1+ [ x)2)2
21— =0)|1B(s, X)X ”>||U}d
(1+ X8 )12)2

(n)yx x-(n) 12
+{Mt_/2aous<sx ) X! HUdS}
0o (X))

(4.4) = CT+10g(1+|]:U(n)‘%H)—5/t X5 + (I) + (1),

o 1+ xM2

where gy € (0, 3), and we denote

Hx™ B(s, XM)dw M)y
My =2 O
0 1+ [1XM)2

In view of the assumption (2.3) in (As), we can choose g9 = 1 — 4 such that

t (1 Xgn) 232
0 (1+]1X:" %)
Thus, it follows from (4.4) that

n t Xé”) @
(45)  togl1+ X7 12 < Cr +log(1+ elh) —6 [ s,
0 14 [| X575
On the one hand, by (4.5) we deduce that

n 9
log(1+ X" %) < Cr +log(1 + [l2llf) + (Me = T (M)e)),
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which implies that for any R > 0,
P sup 11> R)

< P( sup eologHX H EologR>

te[0,T)

t€[0,] 2

2

IP( sup 50Mt - 2<M>t> > eo(log R — Cp + log(1 + ||33”12HI>)>
(s

t€[0,77 2

Therefore, using the maximal supermartingale inequality, we have

P( sup | X{V|IE > R) < exp { —co(log R — Cr +log(1 + 2]/})) }

te[0,7
Cr
which implies that for any p > 2,
C
(4.7) P( sup XM > R) <
t€[0,T7] R

Similarly, by (4.5) we also have

P( /T Xy R)
o 1+|x™2
2

< P( sup (50/\/& — %(M}t) > e9(6R — Cp + log(1 + WHIQHI)))
t€[0,T

2
< P( sup exp {aoj\/lt - %(Mﬁ} > exp {80(53 — Cr +log(1 + Hﬂ’%ﬂ))})

te[0,7

(4.8) < Cr exp{ - 605R}.
In order to get the estimate for fOT ||Xt(n) ||¢dt, we set the following stopping time
o = inf {t € (0,77 : | Xl > M} AT, M >0,

with the convention inf ) = co. We deduce that

T
P( |1 e > R)
0

T
< ﬂ»< / 1X"|gdt > R, o) > T) P(ol < T)
0

sup exp soMt - 6—0(/\/1)1&} > exp {Eo(logR — Cr +log(1 + HM%&I))})

31
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T/\g<n) X(n) a
< JP’(/ " ”ti(“vz.( + X M3) de R>+IP’( " <)
0

L I
T X ()|
(4.9) < IP’(C’M/ Wdt >R —i—]P’( sup HX HH M)
0 1+ X! [E telo,T
In light of (4.7) and (4.8), we first take R — oo and then M — oo to obtain
(4.10) lim IP’(/ 1x™|edt > R) = 0.
R—o00
Consequently, (4.2) follows from (4.7) and (4.10). We complete the proof. O

Based on Lemma 4.1, we have the following bounds.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 hold. For any € > 0 there
erists K > 0 such that

T o
(4.11) supIP’(/ HA(t,Xt(n))H{}Jldt > IC) <e.
0

neN

Proof. Set the following stopping time
t
(4.12) 7" = inf {t e 0,7 |1 X" | +/ X || $ds > M} AT, M >0,
0

with the convention inf () = co.
According to the assumption (2.2), we deduce that

(/ A X5 dt > R)

T o
< P(/ HA(t,_Xt(n))H§*—l dt 2 R’ T](\;;) 2 T) + P(T](\’IJ’L) < T)
0

(n)

TNty
<p(C /
0

C T
< Myp sup Ix" HH+/ | XM ¢ds > M ).
R te(0,T

L+ 1x019) (1 + X7 )15 dt > R) +P(rP < T)

By Lemma 4.1, let R — oo and then M — oo, we complete the assertion. O
4.2. Tightness of approximating solutions. Set
(4.13) Zp = Cp(V*) N LY([0, T]; H) N L ([0, TT; V),

2% =Ly ' ([0,T); V¥),
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where L2([0,T];V), Ly~ ([0, T]; V*) denote the spaces L*([0,T]; V), Lﬁ([O,T];V*) en-
dowed with the weak topology, respectively. In this subsection, we will show that {X (n) }nen,
{A(, X™)}pen are tight in ZL, Z2 respectively.

Remark 4.1. Here the intersection space Z} takes the following intersection topology
denoted by Tzl the class of open sets of Z% are generated by the sets of the form O N

OyN\ 05, where 01, Oy and O3 are the open sets in Cp(V*), L*([0,T]; H) and L, (]0,T]; V),
respectively. Let @(TZ%) be the corresponding Borel o-algebra.

In the following, we formulate the compactness criterion for the space Z1..

Lemma 4.3. Let K be a subset of Z% such that the following conditions hold
(1)

T
sup/ | Xe||§dt < o0,
Xek Jo

(i)
lim sup sup | X: — Xsl|v= = 0.
0=0 X ek 5,t€[0,T],[t—s|<5

Then IC is relatively compact in Zilp.

Proof. The proof is inspired by Lemma 3.1 in [13]. Without loss of generality, we suppose
that K is 7z -closed. It is known that the weak topology in Lg([0,T7; V) restricted in K

is metrizable. Therefore, the compactness of a subset of Z} is equivalent to the sequential
compactness.

Now, let {X™},cn denote a sequence in K. It is sufficient to prove that there exists
an element X € K such that along a subsequence still denoted by {X (™}, oy, we have

(4.14) X™ 5 X in 2} as n — .
First, due to the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and the condition (i), it follows that
(4.15) K is compact in L3, ([0, T]; V).

On the other hand, in view of the condition (i) we can deduce that there exists an dt-null
set N and a subsequence still denoted by {X (™}, cx such that for any ¢ € [0, T\,

{HXt(n)HV}neN is bounded.

By the assumption of Theorem 2.1, the embedding V C H is compact, we infer that
V C V* is compact as well. Thus, the sequence {Xt(n)}neN contains a subsequence that is
convergent in V*.

Denote {t;}ren C ([0,7\N) N Q. Applying the diagonal method we can choose a
subsequence still denoted by {X (™}, cxy such that

(4.16) {Xt(:)}neN is convergent in V* for all £ € N.
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Next, we prove that the sequence {X (™}, cy is a Cauchy net in Cp(V*). For any & > 0,
by the condition (ii) there exists ¢ > 0 such that

€
(4.17) sup sup 1 X — Xsllve < <.
X€EK 5,t€[0,T),|t—s|<5 3

Fix t € [0,7]. We can find a tx € ([0,7]\N) N Q such that |t; — ¢| < §. Combining
(4.16)-(4.17), for large enough n,m € N we deduce that

17 = 2™ o < 10X = X0l XY = X e+ 167 = X e < e
Since t € [0,T] is arbitrary, we can obtain that

sup [ X" = X"y <,
t€[0,T]

which yields that
(4.18) {X™1, cn is a Cauchy net in Cp(V*).

Collecting (4.15) and (4.18), there exists a subsequence still denoted by {X ()}, cy and
X € Cp(V*)N LY([0,T7; V) such that

(4.19) XM & X in Cp(V*) N LE([0,T); V) as n — oo.
Hence, once we can prove
(4.20) X™ = X in L0, T]; H) as n — oo,

then (4.14) follows. Since the embedding V C H is compact, by the Lions lemma [49] for
any € > 0 there exists a constant C. > 0 such that for almost all ¢ € [0, 7],

12" = Xollg < el X = Xll§ + CelIX™ — Xi|$., n €N,
which also yields that
(421) 1 X™ = X||%a o) < el X™ = X Zaompv) + CellX™ = X[ Eaompvey, » €N
Taking the upper limit as n — oo in (4.21) and using the following bounds
IX™ = X1%a 021y < CUX MG aiorp9) + 1K1 e 0.1750)) < Cs
we can conclude that

lim (| X — X || %0070 = O-

n—oo

We complete the proof. O

We recall the Aldous condition in the space V*.

Definition 4.1. A sequence {X ™ },en is said to satisfy the Aldous condition in V* iff
for any €,m > 0, there exists 0 > 0 such that for every stopping time sequence ((p)nen
with ¢, < T one has

sup sup P(| X 0 — Xl > ) <e.
neN0<KALS

The following lemma presents a tightness criterion for the laws of sequence {X (”)}neN
on Zr_lp.
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Lemma 4.4. Let {X (™}, ey be a sequence of continuous {.F; }-adapted V*-valued processes
such that

()
T
lim supIF’(/ HXt(n)HQ,dt > R) =
(i) {X ™Y, e satisfies the Aldous condition in V*.
Let iy be the law of X™ on the Borel o-algebra @(TZ%). Then for every e > 0 there
exists a compact subset K. of Z% such that

sup pn (ko) > 1 —e.
neN

Proof. In view of (i), for any € > 0 there exists R > 0 such that

(n) €
sup P / X dt > R =
supP( | 1X(V vt > R) < 5.

We denote
T
o= {X0 € 2 / 1%t < R}.
0
By Lemmas 3.6 and 3.8 in [13], in view of (ii) there exists a subset As C Cp(V*) such

that
pn(AZ) <

W | m

and

lim sup sup 1 = Xs[}v- = 0.
5—0 X€Ag 5,t€[0,T],[t—s|<o

Finally, we denote by IC; the closure of the set X N Ag in Z}. Due to the compactness

criterion presented in Lemma 4.3, we conclude that K. is a compact set in Z}. The proof
is complete. O

Based on Lemmas 4.1 and 4.4, in order to show the tightness of {X ™1,y in Zk it
is sufficient to prove {X(},cy satisfies the Aldous condition in V*, which is given as
follows.

Lemma 4.5. {X }neN satisfies the Aldous condition in V* in the sense of Definition
4.1.

Proof. Recall Lemma 4.1, we know

(4.22) lim supP(7\}) < T) =0,

where the stopping time 7'](\;) is defined by (4.12). In addition, we have
P(IX{ 8~ Xl > <)

(HXHJFA—X”)H >e > T)+IP’( M < 1)
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(4.23) < == IE||X A ng>||§ +P(r < T).
Now we estimate the first term on the right hand side of (4.23). By (4.1) and applying
B-D-G’s inequality, it follows that

EIX 5~ X500

(n) -

(CHJFA)/\TM a=1
< CE / 1P, Als, X™M)|y-ds
Cn/\ff\;)

(Cata)AT{P - oD
4B [ T PaB (s, XVl s

Cn /\TIL?>

(4.24) =: (I) + (II).
For (I), by (A4) and Hélder’s inequality, we have

1 (Cn""A)/\T](\?) o
() < ClA[=1 B / [PuA(s, X)) 527 ds
Cn A\

n TJ(\/T[L)

1 T/\T](VY[L)
<cmw1E{A (14 X)) (1 4+ X0 M)}

(4.25) < Carr]AlaT.
For (II), we can get
(n)

(CntA)ATL D)
< ey [T @)
n/\Tar

(4.26) < Cy|AZE-T
Combining (4.24)-(4.26) gives

My a1 _
(4.27) ilin iupI[-EHXC o — Xe s
Finally, taking into account (4.22), (4.23) and (4.27) and letting A — 0 then M — oo in
(4.23), we conclude that the Aldous condition holds. The proof is completed. O

We now give the tightness of {X (™}, ¢y in Zk.
Lemma 4.6. {X® }neN is tight in Z7..
Proof. Combining Lemmas 4.1, 4.4 and 4.5, the assertion follows. O

The following lemma shows the tightness of {A™(.) := A(-, X.(n))}neN in Z2.
Lemma 4.7. {A™(:)},cy is tight in Z2.

Proof. The tightness of {A™(-)},en in 22 follows directly from the Banach-Alaoglu the-
orem and the estimate (4.11). O
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4.3. Passage to the limit. In this part, we aim to prove Theorems 2.1, where the
Jakubowski’s beautiful generalization of the Skorokhod’s representation theorem, in the
form presented by Brzezniak and Ondrejat, for nonmetric spaces (see Lemma 5.1) and the
theory of pseudo-monotone operators play a crucial role.

In order to apply Jakubowski’s version of the Skorokhod theorem, we first present the
following lemma, whose proof is inspired by Theorem B.5 in [48].

Lemma 4.8. Z} is a standard Borel space in the sense of Definition 5.2.

Proof. Let Y := L?([0,T]; V*) with Borel o-algebra %()). In order to show the assertion,
according to Theorem 2.3 of Chapter V in [58] and the fact that ) is a standard Borel
space, it is sufficient to show the following three claims:

(i) the embedding Z+ C Y is continuous;

(i) 21 € B);

(iii) B(rz1) = B(Y)N 2.
First, the claim (i) follows directly from Cp(V*) C Y continuously. Next, we focus on
proving claims (ii) and (iii).

Proof of (ii): By claim (i) we have
(4.28) BY)NZr C B(rz1).
Fix N € N. Let us denote
(L3 (0, T): V) := {@ € L0 T): V) [zl o o130y < N},

which is endowed with the weak topology on L%([0,7;V). Then (L% ([0,T];V))y is a
compact and metrizable, hence complete and separable, space with metric d;. Fix N € N.
Set
Z( = (L% ([0, T); V) N Cr(V*) N1 L2 ([0, T]; H),

which is a closed subset of Z}. The metrics on Cp(V*) and L*([0,7];H) are denoted by
do and d3, respectively. Now, let Z}N) be endowed with the metric d := max{d;, da,ds}.
Since the intersection of finite separable metric space (with the maximal metric) is a
separable metric space, it follows that Z:(FN) is a separable metric space. We intend to

show that Z;N) is complete. To this end, it is sufficient to show that for a sequence

{)}ren converging to 2 in d;, i = 1,2, 3, we have
(4.29) M) = g® =4O,
Since zj, — () and zj, — ) both in L¥([0, T]; H), it follows that
21— )
In addition, z;, — z® and zj, — 3 both in L*([0,T]; V*), we can deduce that

22— 23
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Hence, (4.29) follows, then ZéN) is a complete separable metric space. Furthermore, the
following embeddings are continuous

(4.30) (2fV,d) c (2}, 751) C V.

Therefore, in view of Theorem 2.4 of Chapter V in [58] we can obtain
(4.31) 2((2y",d) € B).

Moreover, by (4.30) we have

(4.32) 2V)n 2y c (27", d)).
Combining (4.31)-(4.32) we obtain

(4.33) 228N, d)) = BY)N 2L,

which yields that

zZh=J 2V enW)
N=1
The proof of claim (ii) is completed.

Proof of (iii): Since Z}N) is the closed subset of Z1., it is clear that Z:(FN) € %(TZ%).
Then we can obtain
B(rzy) N 28 = {B € B(rz)|B C Z;M}

and

Brz) = | {B € B(rz)|B C Z;N)}.
N=1

Moreover, the embedding (Z:(FN), d) C (Z}N), Tz N Z:(FN)) is continuous, which implies

N N
(4.34) Blrz 0 20) c B2, 4d)).
Suppose that A is an Tzl ~closed subset of Z%. Then AN Z;N) is =2 -closed. Then by
(4.33) and (4.34) we have

Anzl e B(rgy nzdh)
c A2, d)
(4.35) = B(Y)nzM.

Note that ZZ(FN) € B(Y), in view of claim (ii) we can get

2(Y) Nz = {B € B(Y)|B C Z}N)} c {B c BB C z%} — B(y)n 2L
Then by (4.35) we have

A=|JAnzN e zy)n 2k
N=1
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Thus, #(7z1) C #(¥) N Z7, which together with (4.28) implies #(7z1) = B(Y) N Z7.
The proof is completed. O

Now, we need to check that the spaces Zr}, Z% satisfy the conditions in Lemma 5.1.
In fact, since Cp(V*) and L*(]0,7T]; H) are separable Banach spaces, it is easy to see the
conditions in Lemma 5.1 hold. Furthermore, for the space LS ([0,77];V), it suffices to put

T
Fn(t) = /0 e (om0, ()t € R, € L([0,T]; V), m € N,

where {vy, bm>1 is a dense subset of La-1 ([0, T]; V*). Since {vy }m>1 is dense in La-1 ([0, T]; V*),
it separates points of L%([0,77]; V). Moreover, since (21, # (TZ% )) is a standard Borel space

(i.e. Lemma 4.8), the o-algebra generated by the sequence of the above continuous func-
tions, which separate the points in Z1., is exactly %(TZ% ) by Theorem 5.1. Thus all the

conditions in Lemma 5.1 are satisfied for Z}. From the same reason, we deduce that the
conditions in Lemma 5.1 also hold for Z%.
Set

By = Zh x 22 x Cp(Uh),

where U is a Hilbert space such that the embedding U C U is Hilbert—Schmidt. Since
{X™}en, {AM ()} ,en are tight in 2%, 22, respectively, it is clear that {(X ™), A™ (1), W)} ,en
is also tight in Zp. By the Jakubowski’s version of the Skorokhod theorem, there exists a
probability space (Q,.Z,P), and on this space, Er-valued random variables (X ™ A (.), W),
(X, A(-), W) (here choosing a subsequence if necessary) such that

(i) the law of (X, A (), W) under P is equivalent to the law of (X, A™ (.), W)
under P;

(ii) the following convergence hold
(4.36) XM — X in zL P-a.s., as n — oo,
(4.37) AM () = A() in La1 ([0, T); V*), P-as., as n — oo,
where “—” stands for the weak convergence.
(iii) W = W for any n € N, P-a.s..
Let (jt)te[O,T] be the filtration satisfying the usual conditions and generated by
U {f(é"),f(s,ﬁ/s 15 € [O,t]}.
neN

Note that by the claims (i) and (iii) above, we know
P

W € |J) P(W; — Wy € )
v W € )
).

=

)€ |F) =BV —
s € |,/) P(W, — W, € -

“*§1§

(
(
(
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It follows that T is an (fj})—cylindrical Wiener process on U. From (4.1) and the claims
(i) and (iii), the following identity holds P-a.s.

(4.38) X" = / PpA(s, X(M)ds + / PoB(s, X{)PdW,, t € [0,T).

By the claim (i), the convergence (4.37) and the fact that the law of A(-, X .(”)) under P is
equivalent to the law of A" () under P, we can infer that (at least) along a subsequence
still denoted by {n} we have

(4.39) A XMy ~ A() in Leo1([0, T]; VF), Pas., as n — oo.

In addition, by Lemmas 4.1, we can obtain same bounds hold for X (™. More precisely,
we have for any € > 0 there exists I > 0 such that for any p > 2,

(4.40) sup P up 1X™ |18 + / IXMedt > K | <e.
neN t€[0,T
Using the lower semicontinuity of norms || - ||lm, || - [[v in V*, by the convergence (4.36) and

Fatou’s lemma we can deduce for any € > 0 we can choose K such that

T
P( sup %l + [ thu%dtwc)
t€[0,7] 0

T
P{ sup liminf HX(n 1%+ / lim inf ||Xt(n)||§}dt > K
tE[OT] n—00 0 n—o0

< P[ liminf{ sup X P / X dt K
(w {temu N+ [ IX g > )

i (n T o (1
< supﬁ»< sup [|X™|E + /0 1% >u<¢dt>/c)

neN te[0,7)

N

(4.41) < e

In the sequel, we investigate the convergence of (4.38), as n — oo, where we can choose
a subsequence if necessary.

In the following lemma, we present the convergence of the stochastic integral in (4.38).

Lemma 4.9. [ PoB(s, XM Pod, — Jy B(s, X5)dW, in L*([0,T]; H) in probability as
n — o0o.

Proof. In light of Lemma 5.2 in [34] or Lemma 4.3 in [4] for the version of infinite dimen-
sions, it suffices to show that for any ¢ € [0, 7],

(4.42) / |P.B(s, X"P, — B(s, X D7, (w,mds — 0 in probability as n — oc.
Note that by (4.36) we know

(4.43) / IX™ — Xy||5dt — 0, Pas., Ve € [1,q).
0
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Then, there exists a P ® dt-null set A" such that for any (¢,w) € (Q x [0, T])\N, along a
subsequence still denoted by {n} we have

(4.44) H)E't(") (w) — X¢(w)|lg — 0 as n — oo.
Moreover, we know
|PnB(s, X(n)) B(s, X )||L2 (UH)
<CW((«WW B(s, X)) Pl ) + ClIPaB(s, Xo)Po — Bls, Xo)|,wmy
< ClIB(s, X{M) = Bls, Xl 0y + ClIPoB(s, Xs)Po = Bls, Xo)I L,
= I 4+ 11",

In what follows, we only focus on the convergence of I(™, since the convergence of I7(™
follows directly from the property of orthonormal projections.

We intend to prove
t
/ I é”)ds — 0 in probability as n — oo.
0
In light of the continuity condition (4.42) and the convergence (4.44), it suffices to show

(4.45) / |B(s, HL2(UH)ds — / 1B(s, X, )HL2(UH ds in probability as n — oc.

Let xr € C2°(R) be a cut-off function with

(T) _ 17 ‘T’ < R
XEY =0, r| > 2R

Set

t
Vr(t,w) rz/o 1B (s, wa) 17, vy X R (lws12)ds

ity = [ 1B s
On the one hand, by (2.5), (4.44) and the continuity of xr we have as n — oo
1B(s, XINNZ, wmxr(IXE [s) = 1B(s, Xo) 17w xr(1Xslw)| = 0, P@ dt-ace.,
which combining with the dominated convergence theorem yields
(4.46) Ur(t, XM) = Ug(t, X), P-as., as n — .
On the other hand, by the definition of xyg we obtain that for any € > 0,
P(\\y(t, X))~ Wpt, XM > a)

= P(19(t, X™) = Wn(t, X)| > ¢, sup X" < R)
t€[0,T

FB(J0(t, X)) = Wp(t, X)) > ¢, sup | X" | > R)
t€[0,T)
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< supr’( sup H)Z't(n)HH > R).
neN te[0,7
In view of (4.40), letting n — oo and R — oo we derive
(4.47) | (t, X)) — Wg(t, X™)| = 0 in probability.
Applying similar argument, we also obtain
(4.48) |W(t, X) — Ug(t, X)| — 0 in probability.
Collecting (4.46)-(4.48), we conclude that (4.45) follows.
We complete the proof. O

From Lemma 4.9, along a subsequence still denoted by {n} we have that as n — oo,

t _ _ _ t _ 5
(4.49) sup | / PoB(s, XY PrdiVs — / B(s, X,)dWW,
tefo,r) 1 Jo 0

— 0, P-a.s..
H

Thus applying the convergence (4.36)-(4.39) and (4.49), for any v € U,>1H,(C V), ¢ €
L*>(]0,T] x £2;R) we obtain

T
/ v (X¢, prv)ydt
0

T ~
= lim Vv <Xt(n), orv)ydt

n—o0 0

T T t
~ lim <V*<x<”>,v>v |t [ ] e (Prd(s X0, ropyasie
0 0 0

n—o0

T t B N 5
+ / ( / PnB(s,XS("))PndWS,gotvmdt)
0 0

n—o0

T T T
~ lim <V*<x<n>,v>v / oudt + / v (A(s, X), / pudt - vyyds
0 0 s
T t 5 B B
+ / ( / PuB(s, X)PdWs, ppv)udt
0 0

= / ' e (T + / t A(s)ds + / tB(s, X, )dWy, grv)vdt, P-as..
Thus we deﬁneO 0 O
(4.50) X =+ /t A(s)ds + /t B(s, X)dWs, t €[0,T].
It is clear that : 0
(4.51) X =X, P®dt-ac.

In what follows, without loss of generality, we replace (,.% ,IP’), (X W)y, (f( , W),
by (Q,.Z,P), (X, W), (X, W), respectively, for sake of simplicity.
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In order to characterize the limit of A(™)(-), we recall the following lemma concerning
the pseudo-monotonicity (cf. [51]).

Lemma 4.10. Assume that the embedding V C H is compact, (A1) and (Az) hold. Then
A(t,-) is pseudo-monotone from 'V to V* for a.e. t € [0,T].

The next important step is to show A(-) = A(-,X.). To this end, we introduce the
following lemma.
Lemma 4.11. Assume that the embedding V C H is compact, (A1)-(A4) hold. If
() X™ —~ X in LY([0,T); V), P-a.s.,
(i1) A(, X™) = A in La71([0,T]; V*), P-a.s.,

T T
(iii) lim inf / v (A X ™M), XMyydt > / v (A(t), X;)vdt, P-a.s.,
0 0

n—00

then A(-) = A(-, X)), P® dt-a.e..

Proof. First, due to (Ag) and (A4), we can obtain that there exists dg > 0 such that
v (A X)), X = Xy

< =O1XMNG + €+ 91X 1R + 1A X)) v | Xellv
< 01X G + €+ g(1X12)
O+ XG5 1+ I1XE) 51Xl
(4.52) < =00l X1 + O+ g(1X IR + (1 + 12X 1) 1K1

For convenience, we denote
o (t,w) = v (Al X (@), X{ (@) = Xe(w))v,
n n n a—1 a
FO(t,w) == C+ g(|X" @)lIF) + C(1+ 11X @)IE) "1 Xe(w) -
Then (4.52) reads as
(4.53) 0" (t,w) < =0oll X" W) + PO (¢, w).
The proof of this lemma is divided into the following four steps.
Step 1: In this step, we prove that for a.e. (t,w),
(4.54) lim sup ¢™ (¢, w) < 0.

n—oo

According to (4.43), there exists a P ® dt-null set N such that for any (t,w) € (Q x
[0,7])\\, along a subsequence still denoted by {n} we have

(4.55) 11X (W) — Xy(w)]l — 0 as n — oo.
From now on, we fix (t,w) € (2 x [0,7])\N and suppose that
lim sup ¢™ (t,w) > 0.

n—oo
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Thus we can take a subsequence {nj}ren such that
(4.56) lim ¢™) (¢, w) > 0.
k—o0
It follows from (4.53) and (4.55) that
(4.57) {HXt("k)(w)Hg;} is bounded.
keN
Therefore, there exists an element z € V such that
Xt(nk)(w) —zin Vas k — oo.
From the convergence (4.55), it is clear that z = X;(w) and
Xt(n’“)(w) — Xi(w) in Vas k — .
Using the fact that A(t, -) is pseudo-monotone (cf. Lemma 4.10), we deduce that
(4.58) lim sup ¢("k)(t, w) <0,

k—o0
which contradicts to (4.56). Hence, (4.54) holds.
Step 2: In this step, we prove that along a subsequence {ny }ren for a.e. (¢t,w),

lim ¢ (t,w) = 0.
k—o0

First, by the conditions (ii)-(iii) in this lemma, the control (4.41), (4.55) and Fatou’s
lemma, we have for a.s. w,

T
l1m1nf/ »™ (t,w)d limsup/ ¢(")(t,w)dt
0

n—00 n—00

g/ lim sup ¢™ (¢, w)dt < 0.
0

n—o0

Hence

T
(4.59) lim [ ¢ (t,w)dt = 0.

n—oo 0

Then combining (4.54) and (4.59) and applying the dominated convergence theorem, it
follows that

T
(4.60) lim / ¢ (t,w)dt = 0,

n—o0 0
where gbg_l) (t,w) := max{o™(t,w),0}.
By (4.59)-(4.60) and the fact that |¢(™)| = 2¢>$L) — ¢, we have
T
lim [ |o™(t,w)|dt =0,

n—oo 0

which implies that the claim follows.
Step 3: In this step, we prove that A(-) = A(-, X.), P ® dt-a.e..
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Combining the claim of Step 2, (4.53) and (4.55), we can get (4.57) holds. Thus,
Xt(n’“)(w) — Xi(w) in Vask — oo,
which combining with the pseudo-monotonicity of A(¢,-) implies that
A(t,Xt(n’“)(w)) — A(t, Xi(w)) in V* as k — oo,

ConsequentNIy, by the condition (ii) in the lemma and the uniqueness of the limit, it is
clear that A(-) = A(-, X.), P ® dt-a.e.. O

Now we have all the ingredients to prove the existence of weak solutions to (1.5).

Proof of existence of weak solutions: We aim to show that (X, W) obtained above
is a weak solution to Eq. (1.5) in the sense of Definition 2.2. Combining (4.36), (4.39),
(4.50), (4.51) and Lemma 4.11, we need to show that the condition (iii) in Lemma 4.11
holds and X € Cp(H), P-a.s.. The proof is separated into the following two steps.

Step 1: In this step, we prove that the condition (iii) in Lemma 4.11 holds. First, in
view of (4.39) it implies that

A s gy < 00 P

Then we denote a stopping time
i _a
Ty = inf{t €[0,7]: / | A(s)|[g< ' ds > M} ANT, M > 0.
0

It is easy to see that

lim Tﬁ =T, P-as..
M—o0

On the other hand, the estimate (4.41) yields
T
(4.61) sup \XtHH—k/ | X¢||gdt < 0o, P-a.s..
te[0,T 0
By (4.36), we know that
(4.62) X € Cp(V"), P-as..

Since H C V* is dense, in view of (4.61) and (4.62) we deduce that X. is weakly continuous
in H, so that || X.||g is lower semicontinuous. Therefore, we set

¢
7% = inf {t €[0,77: ]Xt||H+/ | Xs||§ds > M} AT, M >0,
0

which is a stopping time and

lim 735 =T, P-a.s..
M—o0

Let us denote
TN = Tﬁ AT
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Recall Eq. (4.50), it is easy to see that

t t
Xt/\f'M = +/ l{sg.,:M}A(S)dS +/ 1{5<+M}B(S,Xs)dws, te [O,T].
0 0

Let us denote
Y(t) == 1ieryyAlt), Z(8) = Lpes 1 B(t, Xo).
Then it is clear that
Xopey, € LU0, T) x V), Y(-) € La-1([0,T] x Q;V*), Z(-) € L*(0,T] x Q; H)

and
E”Xt/\f'M”]%I < CM < 0.

Therefore, according to Theorem 4.2.5 in [52], we can apply [t&’s formula for || X;az,, 1%
and deduce that

t ~
Il = ol [ (20 CAG) Xy + 185, X0 0 )

(4.63) +2 /0 (B(s, X.) AW, Xo) on {t < #ar).

Note that limp; 00 77 = T, P-a.s., which implies that the equality (4.63) holds for all
te[0,T].

Next, applying It6’s formula for HXt(n)HIZHI, we have
t
18 = Jl2™| + /O (20 (PuAs, X(), X + [ PuBs, XV Poll2, iz ) ds

t
(4.64) +2 / (PpB(s, X{M)aw ™ XMy,
0

The following lemma concerns the convergence of the martingale term in (4.64).

Lemma 4.12. Along a subsequence still denoted by {n}, we have that as n — oo,
(4.65)

/(PnB(s,Xs(”))ﬁndW&Xs(")m—>/(B(s,Xs)dWS,Xsm in L>®([0,T]; R), P-a.s..
0 0

Proof. The proof is exactly similar to that of Lemma 4.9, we omit the details. O
Note that by the lower semicontinuity of norm || - || in V* and the convergence (4.36),
we have
(4.66) 1X,)% < liminf | X2, P-as..
n—oo

Finally, combining (4.36), (4.42), (4.63)-(4.66), it follows that

n—0o0

T T
lim inf / v (A XY, XMyt > / v+ (A(t), X;)vdt, P-as.,
0 0

namely, the condition (iii) in Lemma 4.11 holds.
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Step 2: In this step, we prove X € Cp(H), P-a.s.. In Step 1, we have show that X.
is weakly continuous in H. Thus it suffices to prove t — | X;|/m is continuous on [0, 7.
Based on Step 1, we deduce that

t
Il = ol [ (200 (A X0, X+ 1B X))

t
(4.67) +2/ (B(s, X,)dWs, X;)m.
0

Since the right-hand side of (4.67) is continuous on [0, 7], so must be its left-hand side.
We complete the proof of the existence of weak solutions. O

4.4. Proof of existence and uniqueness. We first prove the pathwise uniqueness of
solutions to (1.5).

Proof of pathwise uniqueness: Let X,Y be two solutions of (1.5) with same initial
value € H. Then, the difference process Z := X — Y solves the following equation

Zy = /t (A(s, Xs) — A(s, Ys))ds + /t (B(s, Xs) = B(s,Ys))dWs, t € [0, T].
0 0
Set

t
iy := inf {t €0, 7] : | X¢tllm —i—/ | Xs|[5ds > M} NT, M >0,
0

t
T = inf{te 0,7] : ||Yt||H+/ ||Y5H§‘,ds>M}/\T, M > 0.
0

It is clear that T])V([, 7']\32 are stopping times and limp; o T]\)/([ =T, limp e Tﬂi =T, P-a.s..

Let 7y := T4y A Ti;. Applying Itd’s formula to ||Z;||3, which follows from the same
argument as (4.63), and by (Az) we derive

1213 = /0 (2 (A(s. X) = A(s. Yo). Zay +[1B(s, X) — B, Vo) 2y ) ds
42 /Ot<(B(s,XS) — B(S,YS))dWS, Zs)u
<c /0 (14 p(X) + (V)| Z|3ds

t
(4.68) +2 / ((B(s, X,) — B(s, Ya))dWs, Zs)is.
0
Then, we have
9 tATN 9
El| Ziary, i < CE/O (1+ p(Xs) + 1Y) | Zslrnds.

Applying stochastic Gronwall’s lemma (cf. [32, Lemma 5.3]), it leads to
EHZU\TMH%]I <0, te [OvT]>
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which implies that
(4.69) E|| Z|lfy < lim inf B|| Ziar,, |[f < 0, t € 0, 7).
M—o0
Therefore, the pathwise uniqueness follows from (4.69) and the pathwise continuity in H.
O
Now we have all the ingredients to verify Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1: Combining Subsection 4.3 and the above pathwise uniqueness,
the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to (1.5) is a direct consequence of the
infinite-dimensional version of Yamada-Watanabe theorem.

Finally, the Markov property follows from the standard arguments as in [52, Proposition
4.3.3] based on the above existence and uniqueness results. We complete the proof. O

4.5. Proof of Feller property. Set the stopping time

Thy = inf {t € [0, 77 : [ Xe(n) la + | Xe(2) ez

t t
4 / X, () 8s + / X, (2)|8ds > M} AT, M >0,
0 0

with the convention inf () = co. According to the estimate (2.6) and the convergence of
T,, we can deduce that

(4.70) lim supP(ry; < T) = 0.

In the following, we first prove the continuous dependence on initial data in probability,
and then we derive the Feller property of the transition semigroup.

Proof of Theorem 2.2: In view of the proof of (4.68), by B-D-G’s inequality we have
E| swp [ Xilwn) - Xe() |

te[0, ATy
9 Tty 9
< llzn —2flg + CIE/O (14 p(Xs(@n)) + 0(Xs (@) [ Xs(wn) — Xs(@)|[ds

1
2

TATY
+CE (/0 1Xs(2n) — X () 1F]|B(s, Xs(2n)) — Bs, XS($))H%2(U,H)dS>

TNty
< Nlen — 2l + CE/O (1+ p(Xs(@n)) + n(Xs(@) | Xs(2n) — Xo(2)|fuds

1
—|—§]E{ sup || Xe(zn) — Xo(2) |
te[0,TATY]

T/\Tj’\ﬁl 9
L CE /0 1B(s, Xy(20)) = Bls, Xo(@)) I3, 5,5

TNty
< o — x”IQHI + CE/O (1 + p(Xs(wn)) + n(Xs ()| Xs(2n) — XS(CC)”IQHIdS
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1 2
+SE| s ([ Xi() - Xi(@)IE],
te[0,TATY]
where we used the assumption (2.7) in the last step.

Applying stochastic Gronwall’s lemma, we have

E| sup | Xi(an) = X(@)lE] < Cnllen — il
te[0,TATY]

Consequently, for any € > 0,

P( sup | Xu(wn) — Xo(@)]u > )
t€[0,T]

< P( sup | Xilwn) — Xo(@) | > &, T < iy ) +B(rfy < T)
te[0,7

N

1
SE[ sw (1 Xi(z) - Xi(@)lE] + Pl < T)
€ te[0,TATY]

Cwm
< ETH»’Un — x|+ P(riy < T).

Taking (4.70) into account, we conclude that (2.8) holds.

Now we prove the Feller property of the transition semigroup. For any ¢ > 0 and
¢ € Cy(H), we show Tip € Cp(H), i.e.,

(4.71) Eo(Xi(zy)) — Ep(Xi(x)), if 2, — x in H.

Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ € Lip,(H) (the space of all bounded and Lipschitz
continuous functions), since Lip,(H) C Cy(H) densely. Note that by (2.8) it is easy to see
that for any € > 0,

Jim P(Jo(Xi(an)) — o(Xe(@))| > €) < lim B(CLipll Xi(n) ~ Xie) s > <) =0,

where Chp is the Lipschitz constant of . Thus, ¢(X¢(z,)) = ¢(X¢(x)) in probability,
as n — o0. Since p(Xi(zy)) < |l¢lloo for all n € N, (4.71) follows from the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem. We complete the proof of Theorem 2.2. O

4.6. Proof of finite time extinction. In this part, we intend to prove Theorem 2.3.
We first present the following lemma.

Lemma 4.13. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.3 hold. Then there is a con-
stant C > 0 such that for any t > 0,

(4.72) E(1+ | Xellf)' ™% < (1 + |l2llf)' 2.
Proof. Recall that for any ¢ > 0,

t
Il = ol + [ (200 A X, Kby + 1B X))

t
+2 / (X, B(s, X )dW, ).
0
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Applying It&’s formula for the Lyapunov function V(r) := (1 +r)'~2, by (A%) for any
t>0,

(1 + Xl ' 2

. o [ XS
< (Ut fl) 5 — 51— %) / _ MRl
2 Jo (4 1X.3)3
o) / g(IXI2) + 1B(s, X2,
2’ Jo 1+ %25

t2 Xs *Xs 2
_a(l_a)/ 1B(s; )2 gﬂfderM?
2 27 Jo (1+ [ Xl

_ 1215 _ _a ! | X611
= (L [e]2)E - 50 >/O T s

—ds + M"
2 1+ | X,[12)% '

wraa-3 [ (9(01Xl) + (s, X3 ) 1+ 1X:ll) — lBs. X)Xl
27 Jo (14| X,]3) e+ ’
where

' (X4, B(s, Xs)dW.,
Mg — 2(1 _ 04)/ < S5 (87 8)2 gs>]HI
2°Jo (14 [IXlE) 2
Taking into account the assumption (2.3), by (4.73) we can get that

t
(L 1XelE) 72 < A+ [l2flf)' 2 + C/O (1+ 1 X l1E) '~ 2 ds + M§.
By the standard localization argument and the estimate (2.6), Gronwall’ lemma implies

E(1+ || X )2) 2 < et + |Jz]3) 2.
We complete the proof.

The following lemma plays an important role for proving (2.13) and (2.14).

Lemma 4.14. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.3 hold. Then there is ¢* > 0
such that for any 0 < r < t,

t
—a *\Q o
1 Xell7 ™ +6(c")*(1 = 2)/r L)X, f>01ds

t
2-a a (Xs, B(s, Xs)dW)u
< X% +2(1—2)/T L0110} 1 X 1%

Proof. For any ¢ > 0, using Ité’s formula for the Lyapunov function Ve(r) := (¢ 4+ )~ 2,
then we have by (Aj%) that for any 0 < r < t,

(4.74)

(e + 1 XellE) 2

. o [ XS
< e+ IXIRS 51— %) / I
' 2 ), et X2
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- / 91X ) + 185, Xl )
RN o S
2’ ), (e + 1 X:IB)%

oo /t2||B<S,Xs>|12<U,H)||Xs||%ﬂ
20 2 et xR

ds + M;

. o [ X
= e IX R s -9 / &g
2 ), CrIXB)3

t (g(|| Xs1%) + [I1B(s, X)) e+ || X3
+(1_a)/ (91X 1) + 1B(s, Xo)I1Z, ) (e + | IIH)dS
(6%

2 (e + 1 X [I) =™

" a||B(s, Xs)* X7
4.75 —1—/ = 2 s+ M,
e SR S AR '

where

ci=2(1— g) /t (Xs, B(s, Xs)dWs)m

20 EHIXI)E
Recall the fact that there is a constant ¢* > 0 such that ||ul|y > ¢*||ul|lm. Then, it follows
that

. ol [ X
(e + I1X2) 5 +8(c)° (1 — ) / A
2 ), Cr X)L

< e+ X8 + M,
+(1 _ g) /t (Q(HXSHIQHI) + ||B(57Xs)||%2(U,H))(5 + HXS”%I)d
2°Jr (e+ X 1Z)2

—(1- E) /t al|B(s, Xs)* Xl
27 ) (e +1XsR) 2

Then, due to (Af) we deduce that

S

(e + X)) % +8(c)°(1 - ) / L P
270 (e 4 1XslIE)2 o

o ¢ X, B(s, X,)dW,)
< 2\1-2 o« (X, » s s)H
< (e+[1X )2 + 20 2)/7« L{j1x. >0} (e + | X.|B)3

a)/t (g1 XllF) + 1B(s, Xo)lI7, (0rm)) (€ + 1 X IFy)

+H1- 2 (e + HXSH]%I)%H L{)x. >0 48
a. [tal|B(s, Xs)* X2
476) (-5 2 Cs) oy ds.
(4.76) ( 2)/T (e + || X4|[2) 2 H1 U1 Xs [l >0}

Taking ¢ — 0 on both sides of (4.76), we get

t
— *\ Q¢ «
Xl +5() 0= 5) [ Lnasods

< X i + Mo
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a) /t (Q(HXSHIZHI) + HB(SvXS)H%Q(UVH)) 1 X5 1% — QHB(57XS)*X5”%]
r X 15

Ly x>0y ds-

o t X57B SvXS dWs
My =2(1 - 2)/ 1{||XSHH>0}< (X Cz =
g 1 5

According to the assumption (Af), we have

t
—Q *\ Qv « —«
1 Xellig™ + 6(c”) (1—2)/ L(x, a0y s < | X0 30 + Moy

We complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3: We first prove (2.13). For any 0 < r < ¢, by (4.72) and (4.74)
we deduce

(4.77) E[1 X[l %] < IXe i + E[Me| Z0] = 1 X 57,
which implies that the process
£ {1 Xl F®

is an (%#;)-nonnegative supermartingale. This combining with (4.72) yields that for every
pair of stopping times 71 < 72,

EHXTQ H]%ﬂ_a < ]EHXTl H]%I_Oé'
In particular, for any ¢ > 7., we have
E| Xl < B[ X- 5 =0.
Thus, it follows that for any ¢ > 7,

| X¢|lm = 0, P-as..

As for (2.14), we set r = 0 and take expectation in (4.74), by a standard localization
argument we obtain that for all ¢t > 0,

t
(=5 [ P> s < el
0
This implies

B(re > 1) < [l / (3(e)* (1 = D)t

which yields
P(7e < 00) = 1.

We complete the proof. O
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5. APPENDIX

The classical Skorokhod theorem can only be applied in metric space. In this work, we
use the following Jakubowski’s version of the Skorokhod theorem in the form presented
by Brzezniak and Ondrejat [15].

Lemma 5.1. (Skorokhod Theorem) Let ) be a topological space such that there exists a
sequence of continuous functions fp, : Y — R that separates points of Y. Let us denote by
% the o-algebra generated by the maps f,. Then

(i) every compact subset of Y is metrizable;

(i) if (pm) is tight sequence of probability measures on (),.%), then there exists a sub-
sequence denoted also by (m), a probability space (0, %, P) with Y-valued Borel measurable
variables &, & such that py, is the law of &, and &, converges to & almost surely on €.
Moreover, the law of £ is a Random measure.

We first recall the definitions of the countably generated Borel space and the standard
Borel space in the sense of Parthasarathy (cf. [58, Chapter V, Definition 2.1 and 2.2]).

Definition 5.1. (Countably generated Borel space) A Borel space (X, A) is said to be
countably generated if there exists a denumerable class D C P such that D generates A.

Definition 5.2. (Standard Borel space) A countably generated Borel space (X, ) is
called standard if there exists a Polish space Y such that the o-algebras % and ) are
o-isomorphic.

In order to apply Lemma 5.1, we recall the following result from [48].

Theorem 5.1. (Theorem B.4 in [48]) Let (X, %) be any standard Borel space. Suppose
that { fm }men is an B-measurable sequence from X to R, which separate the points of X .
Denote by o¢(X) the o-algebra generated by { fm}men. Then oo(X) = A.
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