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On Inverse Problems for Mean Field Games with

Common Noise via Carleman estimate*

Zhonghua Liao† and Qi Lü‡

Abstract

In this paper, we study two kinds of inverse problems for Mean Field Games (MFGs)

with common noise. Our focus is on MFGs described by a coupled system of stochastic

Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman and Fokker-Planck equations. Firstly, we establish the Lipschitz

and Hölder stability for determining the solutions of a coupled system of stochastic Hamilton-

Jacobi-Bellman and Fokker-Planck equations based on terminal observation of the density

function. Secondly, we derive a uniqueness theorem for an inverse source problem related to

the system under consideration. The main tools to establish those results are two new Carleman

estimates.

Keywords: Mean field games, Carleman estimate, Lipschitz stability, Hölder stability, unique-

ness

1 Introduction

The theory of mean field games (MFGs for short) was first introduced by Lasry-Lions ( [20]), as

well as independently by Huang-Caines-Malhamé ( [9]). It provides a tractable approximation to

Nash equilibria in games involving a large number of players, where each individual’s influence on

the system is infinitesimally small but collectively significant. This theory has found applications

in various fields, such as macroeconomics, crowd motions, finance, and power grid models, where

understanding the collective behavior of large groups is crucial (e.g., [5, 9, 18, 20]). Due to its

wide-ranging applications, MFGs theory is extensively studied in recent years (see [2–6] and the

rich references therein).

In this paper, we aim to investigate two inverse problems for mean-field games (MFGs) with

common noise. To begin with, we introduce some basic settings and notations for our model.

Let (Ω,F ,F,P) with F = {Ft}+∞

t=0 be a complete filtered probability space on which a n-

dimensional standard Brownian motion W (·) is defined and F is the natural filtration generated by

W (·), argumented by all P-null sets.

Let H be a Banach space and T > 0.

*This work is partially supported by the NSF of China under grants 12025105 and 12401586.
†School of Mathematics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China. E-mail address: zhonghualiao@yeah.net
‡School of Mathematics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China. E-mail address: lu@scu.edu.cn.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.08483v1


• If f : Ω 7→ H is Bochner integrable (w.r.t. P), we denote by Ef the mathematical expectation

of f , i.e.,

Ef =

∫

Ω

fdP.

• By Lp
Ft
(Ω;H) (t ∈ [0, T ], p ≥ 1) we denote all measurable random variables f such that

E‖f‖p
H
< +∞.

• By L∞
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];H)) we denote the space consisting of all H-valued, continuous, F-

adapted processes X(·) such that ess sup ω∈Ω‖X(·)‖C([0,T ];H) < +∞.

• By Lp
F
(0, T ;H) (p ≥ 1) we denote the space consisting of all H-valued F-adapted processes

X(·) such that E‖X(·)‖p
Lp(0,T ;H) < +∞.

• By L∞
F
(0, T ;H) we denote the space of all H-valued F-adapted bounded processes.

All of the aforementioned spaces are Banach spaces equipped with the canonical norm.

Let β ∈ [0, 1] and β̂
△
= 1+β2

2
. We consider the following coupled forward-backward stochastic

parabolic equations:















dρ− β̂∆ρdt = ∇ · (ρ∇pH(·, ·, ·,∇u; ρ))dt− β∇ρ · dW (t) in (0, T )× R
n,

du+ β̂∆udt = −βdivUdt−H(·, ·, ·,∇u; ρ)dt+ U · dW (t) in (0, T )× R
n,

u(T, ·) = h(·), ρ(0, ·) = ρ0(·) in R
n.

(1.1)

Here h ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;L2(Rn)), ρ0 ∈ L2(Rn), and H denotes the Hamiltonian as follows: for in-

teraction functions B(·, ·, ·, ·) : [0, T ] × Ω × R
2n → R

n, b(·, ·, ·, ·) : [0, T ] × Ω × R
2n → R,

G(·, ·, ·) : [0, T ]× Ω× R
n → R, F (·, ·) : R2 → R and K(·, ·, ·, ·) : [0, T ]× Ω× R

2n → R,

H(t, ω, x, p; ρ)
△
= inf

a∈Rn

{

B(t, ω, x,a) · p+ b(t, ω, x,a) +G(t, ω, x)

+F
(

∫

Rn

K(t, ω, x, y)ρ(t, ω, y)dy, ρ(t, ω, x)
)}

△
= B(t, ω, x, p) +G(t, ω, x) + F

(

∫

Rn

K(t, ω, x, y)ρ(t, ω, y)dy, ρ(t, ω, x)
)

,

(t, ω, x, p) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω× R
2n,

(1.2)

with B(t, ω, x, p)
△
= inf

a∈Rn
{B(t, ω, x,a) · p+ b(t, ω, x,a)}.

In what follows, for the sake of brevity and clarity, we will omit the variable ω unless its

inclusion is necessary to avoid ambiguity.

Next, we introduce the following assumptions for the functions appeared in (1.1) and (1.2):

Assumption 1.1 Let F ∈ C1(R2;R) and B ∈ L∞
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];C3(R2n;R))). Moreover, For any

M1 > 1, there exists a constant C(M1) > 0 such that for any (t, ω, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Ω×R
n, |p| ≤ M1,

and for j′, j, k = 1, · · · , n,

|Bpjxj
(t, x, p)|+ |Bpjpk(t, x, p)|+ |Bpjpkxk

(t, x, p)|+ |Bpj′pjpk
(t, x, p)| ≤ C(M1). (1.3)

Assumption 1.2 Let K ∈ L∞
F
(0, T ;L2(R2n)) and there exists a positive constant M2 such that

‖K‖L∞

F
(0,T ;L2(R2n)) ≤ M2.
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The system (1.1) describes a mean field models with common noise (see [4, Section 4.1]).

In the system (1.1), the first equation corresponds to the Fokker-Planck (FP) equation for the

density function, while the second equation represents the stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman

(HJB) equation for the value function. The solution to (1.1) is given by a triple (ρ, u, U), where ρ
denotes the density function, u represents the value function, and U stands for the correction terms

in the backward stochastic parabolic equation.

Remark 1.1 In practical applications, the term
∫

Rn K(x, y)ρ(y)dy describes the interaction be-

tween an individual player and the surrounding environment. For example, in a traffic congestion

model, each driver’s strategy is influenced not only by their own position but also by the density of

traffic in the vicinity. Similarly, in a bird migration scenario, a bird’s migration strategy is affected

by the presence of other birds nearby. A common scenario occurs when K(t, x, y) = K(t, x− y)
serves as a convolution operator kernel. In such cases, Assumption 1.2 necessitates that K(·) has

compact support and belongs to L2(Rn).

As one can see, the FP-HJB system (1.1) consists a coupled forward-backward parabolic equa-

tions. It is natural to expect the well-posedness after given u(T, ·) and ρ(0, ·). However, one may

fails because the uniqueness of this system is quite rare, and have only been proven under strong

conditions, like, e.g., a monotonicity assumption [20]. There are examples showing that (1.1)

may have two classical solutions even for smooth Hamiltonian ( [1]). Consequently, the first in-

verse problem we are interested in is that whether we can weaken those assumptions, but restore

the uniqueness by adding an additional measurement. More precisely, besides u(T, ·) and ρ(0, ·),
we also assumed the availability of ρ(T, ·), and our goal is to determine whether this extra data

can restore uniqueness. Furthermore, since the measurements might be given with a noise/error.

Therefore, it is also important to get the corresponding stability estimate. In practical terms, this

inverse problem represents a scenario where the games has already happened, and we are inter-

ested that whether the process depends on the terminal state continuously. Specifically, we study

the following questions:

(IP1) Can we determine the solution by proper measurements? Further, is the solution contin-

uously dependent on the measurements?

Next, we consider an inverse source problem for the FP-HJB system (1.1). Let us assume

that the source term in (1.1) has the form G(t, ω, x) = r(t, ω, x′)R(t, x) with an unknown r ∈
L2
F
(0, T ;H1(Rn−1)) which is independent of the first component of x

△
= (x1, x

′) ∈ R
n ( where

x′ = (x2, · · · , xn) ∈ R
n−1).

(IP2) Let R(·, ·) in G(·, ·, ·) be given. Can we determine the source function r(t, x′), (t, x′) ∈
(0, T ) × R

n−1 by means of the observation of ρ(T, x) and Lateral Cauchy data on x1 = l1 and

x1 = l2 for some l1, l2 ∈ R?

Problem (IP2) naturally arises in many Mean Field Games (MFGs). For instance, in numerous

control problems in economic theory, we may have partial information about the cost function

without knowing its exact form. In such scenarios, we aim to determine the unknown part through

additional observations of the solution to the FP-HJB system (1.1).

It is important to study the associated inverse problems in the field of MFGs. For example, in

economics, solving proper inverse problems linked to market competition and resource allocation

can enrich our comprehension and forecasting of market behaviour and outcomes. Similarly, in
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transportation, investigating MFG inverse problems can facilitate the optimization of traffic flow

control strategies, thereby enhancing the efficiency and sustainability of road networks. In the

realm of financial systems, exploring inverse problems in MFGs can provide insights into optimiz-

ing portfolio management strategies and risk assessment, leading to more robust investment deci-

sions. Furthermore, in the field of environmental sustainability, exploring MFG inverse problems

can assist in improving decision-making processes for resource management and conservation ef-

forts, leading to a more balanced and eco-friendly approach to development.

Due to their significant applications, inverse problems for MFGs have attracted considerable

attention in recent years (e.g., [7, 11–17, 22, 26, 27] and references therein). To the best of our

knowledge, the pioneering work on the inverse problem (IP1) for MFGs without common noise is

presented in [14], where the FP-HJB system are coupled forward-backward deterministic parabolic

equations, rather than coupled forward-backward stochastic parabolic equations. A key aspect of

their method is the establishment of two innovative Carleman estimates for the FP-HJB system.

These estimates lead to Lipschitz stability results. Subsequently, in [15], a similar Carleman es-

timate is utilized to derive a Hölder-type stability estimate with fewer measurements. Since then,

various other Carleman estimates for FP-HJB system have been developed and applied to different

inverse problems (e.g., [8, 12, 13, 16]). However, it is important to note that all these works are

focused exclusively on MFGs without common noise.

Common noise appears in many practical control systems, affecting all agents simultaneously

(e.g., [6]). For example, in financial markets, the effect of a shared market factor or index can

be represented as common noise influencing investors’ decision-making; and in models of traffic

flow, variables such as weather conditions or road constructions can be considered as common

noise impacting motorists’ driving behaviours. Consequently, incorporating common noise into

MFGs not only increases complexity but also captures crucial phenomena. Hence, exploring the

inverse problems of MFGs with common noise is desirable.

Borrow some ideas from [8, 12–16], to answer Problem (IP1) and Problem (IP2), we aim to

establish a suitable Carleman estimates for the FP-HJB system (1.1) to solve the desired inverse

problem. Due to their wide applications, Carleman estimates for stochastic parabolic equations

have recently attracted a lot of attention (e.g., [21, 23–25, 28–31] and the reference therein). Nev-

ertheless, to establish proper Carleman estimates to solve Problem (IP1) and Problem (IP2), we

encounter several challenges:

• Firstly, when considering the Carleman estimate for (1.1), unlike the deterministic FP-HJB

system, the diffusion term “−β∇ρ · dW (t)" introduces additional undesirable terms which

have to be got rid of.

• Secondly, there are non-homogeneous correction terms “U · dW (t)” and “−βdivU · dt" in

the HJB equation, which add complexity to the analysis and require meticulous scrutiny.

• Thirdly, solutions to stochastic parabolic equation may not be continuously differentiable

with respect to the time variable. Hence, one cannot take the time derivative to reduce the

non-homogeneous term in the stochastic equation under consideration to the initial datum of

another equation as people did in the deterministic situation.

These difficulties have already been observed in [28] when the authors study Carleman esti-

mate for stochastic parabolic equation (see [28, Remarks 2.1 and 6.1]). For the HJB equation
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in (1.1), the situation is even worse due to the appearance of the convolution interaction term
∫

Rn K(t, x, y)ρ(t, y)dy. Fortunately, for our special inverse problems, after careful analysis and

calculation, we are able to address the gradient drift term in FP-HJB system in our Carleman

estimates. This is primarily due to the relationship between the coefficients β and β̂ in (1.1).

Next, we introduce an a prior bound of the solution (u, ρ) which is a common condition when

investigating stability estimate for nonlinear equations.

Assumption 1.3 There exists a positive constant M3 such that

‖u‖L∞

F
(0,T ;W 2,∞(Rn)) + ‖ρ‖L∞

F
(0,T ;W 1,∞(Rn)) ≤ M3. (1.4)

Now we present our main results in this paper, which provide answers to Problem (IP1) and

Problem (IP2). For simplicity of notations, let us denote M
△
= max{1, C(M3),M2,M3}.

First, we have the following Lipschitz stability estimate for Problem (IP1).

Theorem 1.1 Let Assumptions 1.1–1.3 hold. Suppose that (ρi, ui, , Ui) ∈ L2
F
(0, T,H1(Rn)) ×

L2
F
(0, T ; H1(Rn)) × L2

F
(0, T ;L2(Rn)) (i = 1, 2) are two solutions of (1.1). Then there exists a

constant C = C(T,M, F ) > 0, such that for any β ∈ [0, 1], we have

‖(u1 − u2, ρ1 − ρ2)‖L2

F
(0,T,H1(Rn))×L2

F
(0,T ;H1(Rn))

≤ C
(

E‖u1(T )− u2(T )‖H1(Rn) + E‖ρ1(T )− ρ2(T )‖L2(Rn) + ‖ρ1(0)− ρ2(0)‖H1(Rn)

)

.
(1.5)

In Theorem 1.1, we employ three measurements to determine the solution. Next, we only use

two measurements ui(T, ·) and ρi(T, ·). In this case, we can get the following Hölder type stability

estimate for Problem (IP1).

Theorem 1.2 Let ε ∈ (0, T ) and Assumptions 1.1-1.2 hold. Suppose that (ρ1, u1, U1) and (ρ2, u2, U2)
are two solutions of (1.1) satisfying Assumption 1.3. Then there exist constants η = η(T,M, F, ε)
and C = C(T,M, F, ε), such that for any β ∈ [0, 1], we have

‖ρ1 − ρ2‖L2

F
(ε,T ;H1(Rn)) + ‖u1 − u2‖L2(ε,T ;H1(Rn))

≤ C‖ρ1(0)− ρ2(0)‖1−η

H1(Rn)

[

‖u1(T )− u2(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;H1(Rn)) + ‖ρ1(T )− ρ2(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;L2(Rn))

]η
.

(1.6)

Next, we consider Problem (IP2). Without loss of generality, we set l1 = 0 and l2 = 1. Denote

G
△
= (0, 1)×R

n. Suppose that (ρi, ui, Ui) ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;H2(G))×L2

F
(0, T ;H1(G))×L2

F
(0, T ;L2(G))

(i = 1, 2) are two solutions of system (1.1) with the same terminal cost u1(T, ·) = u2(T, ·), but

two different source terms r1, r2. We have the following uniqueness result for the above problem.

Theorem 1.3 Suppose Assumptions 1.1-1.3 hold and ‖Kx1
‖L∞

F
(0,T ;L2(G×G)) ≤ M . Suppose R ∈

C2([0, T ]×G) and infx∈G |R(t, x)| > 0. If ρ1(T, ·) = ρ2(T, ·) on R
n, P-a.s. and







ρ1 = ρ2, u1 = u2, ρ1x1
= ρ2x1

,

u1x1
= u2x1

, ρ1x1x1
= ρ2x1x1

, u1x1x1
= u2x1x1

,
on [0, T ]× ∂G, P-a.s. , (1.7)

then r1(t, x
′) = r2(t, x

′) for all (t, x′) ∈ [0, T ]× R
n−1, P-a.s.
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Remark 1.2 In practice, we can conduct polls of game players to get the boundary data. Typically,

these polls are not limited to the boundary itself, but conducted in a small neighbourhood of the

boundary. Hence, it is possible to approximately figure out all the data in (1.7). Notably, if we

have prior knowledge that the source term r is independent of time variable, our result implies

that, theoretically, one can perform an experiment over a brief time interval to reconstruct the

source term.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2„ we establish two Carleman esti-

mates for forward and backward stochastic parabolic operators, which play key roles in proving

Theorems 1.1–1.3. In Sections 3 and 4, we give proofs of our main results.

2 Two Carleman Estimates for FP-HJB system

In this section, we establish two Carleman estimates for the system (1.1), which are crucial

in solving Problem (IP1) and Problem (IP2). To begin with, we introduce the following weight

function:

θ
△
= eℓ, ℓ

△
= λϕ, ϕ

△
= (t + 2)µ, (2.1)

for some parameters λ, µ > 0.

Let w ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;H2(Rn)) be a solution to

dw + β̂∆wdt = (f1 − βdivf2)dt+ f2 · dW (t), (2.2)

where β̂ and β are given in (1.1), f1 ∈ L2
F
(0, T, L2(Rn)), and f2 ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;H1(Rn;Rn)). We

have the following Carleman estimate.

Theorem 2.1 For any λ, µ > 0 and β ∈ [0, 1], it holds that

1

2
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
[

β̂2|∆w|2 + λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−2w2 + 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇w|2
]

dxdt

+E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

λµ(t+ 2)µ−1θ|f2|2 +
1− β2

2
θ2|divf2|2

]

dxdt (2.3)

≤ 2E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2f 2
1dxdt+ e2λ(T+2)µ

E

∫

Rn

[

λµ(T + 2)µ−1w(T, x)2 + β̂|∇w(T, x)|2
]

dx.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Set v = θw. Then

θ(dw + β̂∆wdt) = dv − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1vdt+ β̂∆vdt. (2.4)

Multiplying (2.4) by 2β̂∆v − 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v, using Itô’s formula and (2.2), we get that

[

2β̂∆v − 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v
]

θ(dw + β̂∆wdt)

= −d
[

λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v2 + β̂|∇v|2
]

+ 2β̂∇ · (∇vdv) + λµ(t+ 2)µ−1(dv)2 + β̂|d∇v|2

+λµ(µ− 1)(t+ 2)µ−2v2dt + 2
[

β̂∆v − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v
]2
dt. (2.5)

6



Integrating both sides of (2.5) over (0, T )× R
n, noting that

E

∫

Rn

∫ T

0

[

λµ(t+ 2)µ−1(dv)2 + β̂|d∇v|2
]

dx

= E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

λµ(t+ 2)µ−1θ2|f2|2 + β̂
n

∑

j=1

θ2|f2xj
|2dxdt,

(2.6)

we get

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

λµ(t+ 2)µ−1θ2|f2|2 + β̂θ2|divf2|2
]

dxdt

+E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

{

λµ(µ− 1)(t+ 2)µ−2v2 + 2
[

β̂∆v − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v
]2
}

dxdt (2.7)

≤ E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

{2

3
θ2
(

3f 2
1 +

3

2
β2|divf2|2

)

+
3

2

[

β̂∆v − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v
]2
}

dxdt

+e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

[

λµ(T + 2)µ−1w(T, x)2 + β̂|∇w(T, x)|2
]

dx.

Recalling that β ∈ [0, 1] and β̂ = 1+β2

2
, we obtain from (2.7) that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

λµ(t+ 2)µ−1θ|f2|2 +
1− β2

2
θ2|divf2|2

]

dxdt

+E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

{

λµ(µ− 1)(t+ 2)µ−2v2 +
1

2

[

β̂∆v − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v
]2
}

dxdt

≤ 2E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2f 2
1 dxdt+ e2λ(T+2)µ

E

∫

Rn

[

λµ(T + 2)µ−1w(T, x)2 + β̂|∇w(T, x)|2
]

dx.

(2.8)

Noting that

[

β̂∆v − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1v
]2

= β̂2|∆v|2 + λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−2v2 − 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1∇ · (v∇v) + 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇v|2,

the inequality (2.3) follows from (2.8).

Let p ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;H2(Rn)) be a solution of

dp− β̂∆pdt = g1dt− β∇p · dW (t) (2.9)

for some g1 ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(Rn)). We have the following Carleman estimate.

Theorem 2.2 For any λ ≥ 0, µ ≥ 144(T + 2)2 and β ∈ [0, 1], we have

1

4
λµ2

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2dxdt +
√
µE

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2|∇p|2dxdt

7



≤ 2E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2g21dxdt+ 2λµ(T + 2)µ−1e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

p(T, x)2dx (2.10)

+β̂e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

|∇p(0, x)|2dx+
√
µe2λ2

µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Set q = θp. Then

θ
(

dp− β̂∆pdt
)

= dq − λµ(t+ 2)µ−1qdt− β̂∆qdt. (2.11)

Multiplying (2.11) by −2[(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q] and using Itô’s formula, we obtain that

−2
[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
]

θ
(

dp− β̂∆pdt
)

= 2
[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
]2
dt

−2
[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
][

dq + β2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1qdt
]

(2.12)

= 2
[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
]2
dt− d

[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q2
]

+(1 + β2)λµ(µ− 1)(t+ 2)µ−2q2dt+ (1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1(dq)2

−∇ · (2β̂dq∇q) + β̂d(|∇q|2)− β̂|d∇q|2 − 2β2(1 + β2)λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−2q2

−β2(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1∆qqdt.

Integrating both sides of (2.12) over (0, T )×R
n, noting that β̂ = 1+β2

2
and µ ≥ 2, by (2.9), we get

that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1(dq)2 − β̂|d∇q|2
]

dt

= E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1β2|∇q|2 − β̂β2
n

∑

j,k=1

q2xjxk

]

dxdt,

which yields that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[1 + β2

2
λµ2(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2 + β2(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇q|2

]

dxdt

+E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

2
[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
]2
dxdt

+(1 + β2)λµ2µ−1e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx+ β̂e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

|∇p(T, x)|2dxdt

+E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

− 2β2(1 + β2)λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−1q2 − β2(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1∆qq
]

dxdt

≤ −E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

2
[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
]

θ
(

dp− β̂∆pdt
)

dx (2.13)

+β̂β2
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
n

∑

j,k=1

p2xjxk
dxdt

+(1 + β2)λµ(T + 2)µ−1e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

p(T, x)2dx+ β̂e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

|∇p(0, x)|2dx.
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Direct computation yields

β2(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇q|2 − 2β2(1 + β2)λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−1q2

−β2(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1∆qq +
2β2

1 + β2

[

(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q + β̂∆q
]2

= ∇ ·
[

β2(1 + β2)λµ(t+ 2)µ−1q∇q
]

+ β̂β2(∆q)2,

(2.14)

and
n

∑

j,k=1

∫

Rn

p2xjxk
dx =

n
∑

j,k=1

∫

Rn

[

(pxj
pxjxk

)xk
− (pxj

pxkxk
)xj

+ pxjxj
pxkxk

]

dx

=

∫

Rn

(∆p)2dx.

(2.15)

Recalling that β ≤ 1, we have 2β2

1+β2 ≤ 1. By (2.9), (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15), we obtain that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

1

2
λµ2(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2dxdt+ λµ2µ−1e2λ2

µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx

+β̂e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

|∇p(T, x)|2dx (2.16)

≤ E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2g21dxdt+2λµ(T+2)µ−1e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

p(T, x)2dx

+β̂e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

|∇p(0, x)|2dx.

By Itô’s formula, we get that

2θ2p(dp− β̂∆pdt)

= d(θ2p2)− θ2(dp)2 − 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1θ2p2dt−∇ · (2β̂θ2p∇p)dt+ 2β̂θ2|∇p|2dt.
(2.17)

Integrating (2.17) over (0, T )× R
n and taking mathematical expectation, we obtain that

√
µE

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2|∇p|2dxdt

≤ 3λµ
3

2E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

(t+ 2)µ−1θ2p2dxdt + E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2g21dxdt (2.18)

+
√
µe2λ2

µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx.

Noticing that
√
µ ≥ 12(T + 2), we have

[1

2
λµ2 − 3λµ

3

2 (T + 2)
]

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2dxdt

≥ 1

4
λµ2

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2dxdt. (2.19)
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Combining (2.18) and (2.19) with (2.16), we get (2.10).

Next, we introduce two Carleman estimates for solutions to stochastic parabolic equations on

(0, T )×G.

Theorem 2.3 Let w ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;H2(G)) be a solution of







dw + β̂∆wdt = (f1 + f3 · f2 − βdivf2)dt+ f2 · dW (t) in (0, T )×G,

w = 0 on (0, T )× Γ,
(2.20)

where β̂, β are given in (1.1), f1 ∈ L2
F
(0, T, L2(G)), f2 ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;H1(G;Rn)) and f3 ∈ L∞

F
(0, T ;

L∞(G;Rn)). Then there exist constants λ0 = λ0(f3) and µ0 = µ0(f3) such that for any β ∈ [0, 1],
λ ≥ λ0 and µ ≥ µ0, we have

1

2
E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2
[

β̂2|∆w|2 + λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−2w2 + 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇w|2
]

dxdt

+E

∫ T

0

∫

G

[1

2
λµ(t+ 2)µ−1θ|f2|2 +

1− β2

2
θ2|divf2|2

]

dxdt

≤ 4E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2f 2
1 dxdt+ e2λ(T+2)µ

E

∫

G

[

λµ(T + 2)µ−1w(T, x)2 + β̂|∇w(T, x)|2
]

dx,

(2.21)

where the weight function θ is given in (2.1).

Theorem 2.4 Let p ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;H2(G)) be a solution to

dp− β̂∆pdt = g1dt− β∇p · dW (t) (2.22)

for some g1 ∈ L2
F
(0, T ;L2(Rn)) with the boundary condition p = 0 on (0, T ) × ∂G. The weight

function is the same as in (2.1). Then for any λ ≥ 0, µ ≥ 144(T + 2)2 and β ∈ [0, 1], it holds that

1

4
λµ2

E

∫ T

0

∫

G

(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2dxdt +
√
µE

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2|∇p|2dxdt

≤ 2E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2g21dxdt+ 2λµ(T + 2)µ−1e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

G

p(T, x)2dx (2.23)

+β̂e2λ2
µ

E

∫

G

|∇p(0, x)|2dx+
√
µe2λ2

µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx.

The proofs of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 are very similar to those for Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, respec-

tively. Hence, we omit them.

3 Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u = u1 − u2, ρ = ρ1 − ρ2 and U = U1 − U2. Then we have

∇ ·
(

ρ1∇pB(t, x,∇u1)
)

−∇ ·
(

ρ2∇pB(t, x,∇u2)
)
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= ∇ ·
(

ρ∇pB(t, x,∇u1)
)

+∇ρ2 ·
(

∇pB(t, x,∇u1)−∇pB(t, x,∇u2)
)

+ρ2

[

n
∑

j=1

(

Bxjpj(t, x,∇u1)− Bxjpj(t, x,∇u2)
)

+
n

∑

j,k=1

(

Bpjpk(t, x,∇u1)u1xjxk
−Bpjpk(t, x,∇u2)u2xjxk

)

]

(3.1)

= ∇ρ · ∇pB(t, x,∇u1) + ρ
(

n
∑

j=1

Bpjxj
(t, x,∇u1) +

n
∑

j,k=1

Bpjpk(t, x,∇u1)u1xjxk

)

+

n
∑

j,k=1

uxj
ρ2xk

∫ 1

0

Bpjpk

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ

+
n

∑

j,k=1

uxj
ρ2

∫ 1

0

Bpjpkxk

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ +
n

∑

j,k=1

uxjxk
ρ2Bpjpk(t, x,∇u1)

+
n

∑

j,j′,k′=1

uxj
ρ2u2xj′xk′

∫ 1

0

Bpj′pjpk

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ

= B1ρ+B2 · ∇ρ+B3 · ∇u+
n

∑

j,k=1

B4jkuxjxk
,

where


























B1 =
n

∑

j=1

Bpjxj
(t, x,∇u1) +

n
∑

j,k=1

Bpjpk(t, x,∇u1)u1xjxk
,

B2 = ∇pB(t, x,∇u1),

B4jk = ρ2Bpjpk(t, x,∇u1), j, k = 1, 2, · · · , n.

(3.2)

and B3
△
= (B31, · · · , B3j, · · · , B3n), for j = 1, 2, · · · , n,

B3j =
n

∑

k=1

ρ2xk

∫ 1

0

Bpjpk

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ

+

n
∑

k=1

ρ2

∫ 1

0

Bpjpkxk

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ

+

n
∑

j′,k′=1

ρ2u2xj′xk′

∫ 1

0

Bpj′pjpk

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ. (3.3)

On the other hand, we have

B(t, x,∇u1)−B(t, x,∇u2)

=
n

∑

j=1

uxj

∫ 1

0

Bpj

(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ (3.4)
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= B5 · ∇u,

where

B5 =

∫ 1

0

∇pB
(

t, x,∇u1 + τ(∇u2 −∇u1)
)

dτ. (3.5)

Also, we have

F
(

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)ρ1(t, y)dy, ρ1(t, x)
)

− F
(

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)ρ2(t, x)dy, ρ2(t, x)
)

= F1(t, x)

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)ρ(t, y)dy + F2(t, x)ρ(t, x),

(3.6)

where

F1(t, x) =

∫ 1

0

Fy

{

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)
[

ρ1(t, y) + τ(ρ2(t, y)− ρ1(t, y))
]

dy,

ρ1(t, x) + τ
(

ρ2(t, x)− ρ1(t, x)
)

}

dτ

and

F2(t, x) =

∫ 1

0

Fz

{

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)
[

ρ1(t, y) + τ(ρ2(t, y)− ρ1(t, y))
]

dy,

ρ1(t, x) + τ
(

ρ2(t, x)− ρ1(t, x)
)

}

dτ.

Here Fy and Fz represent the derivatives with respect to the first and second argument of F (·, ·),
respectively. By Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2, there exists a constant C1 = C1(M,F ) > 0 such that

‖B1‖L∞

F
(0,T ;L∞(Rn) +

∑

i=2,3,5

‖Bi‖L∞

F
((0,T );L∞(Rn;Rn) +

n
∑

j,k=1

‖B4jk‖L∞

F
(0,T ;L∞Rn)

+
∑

i=1,2

‖Fi‖L∞

F
(0,T ;L∞(Rn)) ≤ C1. (3.7)

Combining (3.1), (3.6) with (1.2) and (1.1), we obtain

dρ− β̂∆ρdt = −
(

B1ρ+B2 · ∇ρ+B3 · ∇u+

n
∑

j,k=1

B4jkuxjxk

)

dt

−β∇ρ · dW (t), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
n, (3.8)

and

du+ β̂∆udt = −βdivUdt−B5 · ∇udt

−
[

F1(t, x)

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)ρ(t, y)dy+F2(t, x)ρ(t, x)
]

dt (3.9)

+U · dW (t), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× R
n.
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Applying the Carleman estimate (2.3) to (3.9) and recalling (2.15), we have

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
[(

n
∑

j,k=1

u2
xjxk

)

+ λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−2u2 + 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇u|2
]

dxdt

≤ 4C2
1E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2|∇u|2dxdt+ 4C2
1E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

(

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)θ(t)ρ(t, y)dy
)2

dxdt (3.10)

+4C2
1E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2ρ2dxdt+2e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

λµ(T+2)µ−1u(T, x)2 +β̂|∇u(T, x)|2
]

dx.

By Assumption 1.2 and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain that

∫

Rn

(

∫

Rn

K(t, x, y)θ(t)ρ(t, y)dy
)2

dx

≤
∫

Rn

|θ(t)ρ(t, y)|2dy
∫

Rn

∫

Rn

|K(t, x, y)|2dydx (3.11)

≤ M2

∫

Rn

|θ(t)ρ(t, y)|2dy

This, together with (3.10), implies that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
[

β̂2|∆u|2 + λ2µ2(t+ 2)2µ−2u2 + 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇u|2
]

dxdt

≤ 8C2
1M

2
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2(|∇u|2 + ρ2)dxdt

+2e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

λµ(T + 2)µ−1u(T, x)2 + β̂|∇u(T, x)|2
]

dx.

(3.12)

Applying Theorem 2.2 to the first equation of (3.8), multiplying each sides of (2.10) by µ−1,

and noting Assumption 1.3, we get that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
[1

4
λµ(t+ 2)µ−2ρ2 + µ−

1

2 |∇ρ|2
]

dxdt

≤ 2µ−1C2
1E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
(

n
∑

j,k=1

u2
xjxk

+ |∇ρ|2 + |∇u|2 + ρ2
)

dxdt (3.13)

+2λ(T + 2)µ−1e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

ρ(T, x)2dx+ β̂µ−1e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

|∇ρ(0, x)|2dx

+e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx.

By (3.12) and (3.13), we obtain that

(

β̂2 − 2µ−1C2
1

)

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2
(

n
∑

j=1

u2
xjxj

)

dxdt+ λ2µ222µ−2
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2u2dxdt
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+
(

2λµ2µ−1 − 8C2
1M

2 − 2µ−1C2
1

)

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2|∇u|2dxdt

+
(1

4
λµ2µ−2 − 2µ−1C2

1 − 8C2
1M

2
)

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2ρ2dxdt (3.14)

+
(

µ−
1

2 − 2µ−1C2
1

)

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2|∇ρ|2dxdt

≤ 2e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

[

λµ(T + 2)µ−1u(T, x)2 + β̂|∇u(T, x)|2
]

dx

+2λ(T + 2)µ−1e2λ(T+2)µ
E

∫

Rn

ρ(T, x)2dx+ β̂µ−1e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

|∇ρ(0, x)|2dx.

+e2λ2
µ

E

∫

Rn

p(0, x)2dx.

By choosing λ = 1, it can be seen that there exists a positive constant µ0 = µ0(M,F ) such that

when µ ≥ µ0, the terms on the left side of (3.14) are all positive. Consequently, there exists a

constant C = C(T,M, F ) > 0 such that (1.5) holds.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let u = u1−u2, ρ = ρ1− ρ2 and U = U1−U2. By (3.14), there exist

positive constants µ0 = µ0(T,M, F ) and C = C(T,M, F ), such that for any λ ≥ 0,

E

∫ T

0

∫

Rn

θ2(ρ2 + |∇ρ|2 + u2 + |∇u|2)dxdt

≤ Ce2λ(T+2)µ0
E

∫

Rn

(

u(T, x)2 + |∇u(T, x)|2 + ρ(T, x)2
)

dx

+Ce2λ2
µ0
E

∫

Rn

(

ρ(0, x)2 + |∇ρ(0, x)|2
)

dx.

(3.15)

Recalling that θ = eλ(t+2)µ0 , we have

‖ρ‖L2

F
(ε,T ;H1(Rn)) + ‖u‖L2(ε,T ;H1(Rn))

≤ Ceλ[(T+2)µ0−(2+ε)µ0 ]
(

‖u(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;H1(Rn)) + ‖ρ(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;L2(Rn))

)

(3.16)

+Ceλ[2
µ0−(2+ε)µ0 ]‖ρ(0)‖H1(Rn).

Set

λ
△
=

ln ‖ρ(0)‖H1(Rn) − ln
(

‖u(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;H1(Rn)) + ‖ρ(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;L2(Rn))

)

(T + 2)µ0 − 2µ0

in (3.16). Then we get

‖ρ‖L2

F
(ε,T ;H1(Rn)) + ‖u‖L2(ε,T ;H1(Rn))

≤ C‖ρ(0)‖1−η

H1(Rn)

(

‖u(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;H1(Rn)) + ‖ρ(T )‖L2

FT
(Ω;L2(Rn))

)η
,
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with

η =
(2 + ε)µ0 − 2µ0

(T + 2)µ0 − 2µ0

.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let u = u1 − u2, ρ = ρ1 − ρ2, U = U1 − U2 and r = r1 − r2. Similar

to (3.8), the following holds:







































































dρ− β̂∆ρdt = −
(

B1ρ+B2 · ∇ρ+B3 · ∇u+

n
∑

j,k=1

B4jkuxjxj

)

dt

− β∇ρ · dW (t) in Q,

du+ β̂∆udt =
(

rR− βdivU −B5 · ∇u
)

dt

−
[

F1

∫

G

K(·, ·, y)ρ(·, y)dy+ F2ρ
]

dt+ U · dW (t) in Q,

u = ρ = ux1
= ρx1

= ux1x1
= ρx1x1

= 0 on (0, T )× ∂G,

u(T ) = ρ(T ) = 0, in G.

(4.1)

For arbitrary small ε > 0, we choose t1 and t2 such that

0 < t1 < t2 < ε. (4.2)

Let χ ∈ C∞(R) satisfy that 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 and that

χ =

{

0, t ≤ t1,

1, t ≥ t2.
(4.3)

Put v = u
R

and V = V
R

. By elementary calculation, we have that

dv + β̂∆vdt

=
(

− Rt

R
v + β̂

∆R

R
v + 2β̂

∇R · ∇v

R

)

dt+ rdt

+
(

− β
∇R · V

R
− βdivV −B5 · ∇v − B5 · ∇Rv

R

)

dt (4.4)

− 1

R

(

F1

∫

Rn

K(·, ·, y)ρ(·, y)dy+ F2ρ
)

dt+ V · dW (t)

=
(

r + f1v + f2 · ∇v + f3 · V − βdivV
)

dt

− 1

R

(

F1

∫

Rn

K(·, ·, y)ρ(·, y)dy+ F2ρ
)

dt+ V · dW (t),
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where










f1
△
= −Rt

R
+ β̂

∆R

R
− B5 · ∇R

R
,

f2
△
= 2β̂

∇R

R
−B5, f3

△
= −β

∇R

R
.

(4.5)

Setting w
∆
=χvx1

, W ∆
=χVx1

and p
∆
=χρx1

, and noting that r is independent of x1, we get from

(4.1) and (4.4) that

dw + β̂∆wdt

=
(

χtvx1
+ f1w + f2 · ∇w + f1x1

χv + χf2x1
· ∇v

)

dt+
(

f3 · W − βdivW + χf3x1
· V

)

dt

− 1

R

(

F1x1

∫

G

K(·, ·, y)χρ(·, y)dy+ F1

∫

G

Kx1
(·, ·, y)χρ(·, y)dy

)

dt (4.6)

−
(

F2x1
χρ+ F2p

)

dt+W · dW (t)

and that

dp− β∆pdt

= −
(

χtρx1
+ g1w + g2 · ∇w +

n
∑

j,k=1

g3jkwxjxk
+ g4 · ∇p+ g5p

)

dt

−χ
[

g1x1
v + g2x1

· ∇v +

n
∑

j,k=1

(∂x1
g3jk)vxjxk

+ g4x1
· ∇ρ+ g5x1

ρ
]

dt + β∇p · dW (t),

(4.7)

where g2 = (g21, · · · , g2j, · · · , g2n), g4 = (g41, · · · , g4j, · · · , g4n) and for j, k = 1, · · · , n,

g1 = B3 · ∇R +

n
∑

j,k=1

B4jkRxjxk
, g2j = RB3j + 2

n
∑

k=1

B4jkRxjk, g3jk = B4jkR,

g4 = B2, g5 = B1.

(4.8)

From the choice of χ (see (4.3)), we have that

∫

G

(χv)2dx =

∫

Rn−1

dx′

∫ 1

0

(

∫ x1

0

w(t, z, x′)dz
)2

dx1 ≤
∫

G

w2dx. (4.9)

Similarly, we can obtain that



















∫

G

|χV |2dx =

∫

Rn−1

dx′

∫ 1

0

(

∫ x1

0

W(t, z, x′)dz
)2

dx1 ≤
∫

G

|W|2dx,
∫

G

(χρ)2dx =

∫

Rn−1

dx′

∫ 1

0

(

∫ x1

0

p(t, z, x′)dz
)2

dx1 ≤
∫

G

p2dx,

(4.10)
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and that for j, k = 1, · · · , n,







































∫

G

(χvxj
)2dx =

∫

Rn−1

dx′

∫ 1

0

(

∫ x1

0

wxj
(t, z, x′)dz

)2

dx1 ≤
∫

G

w2
xj
dx,

∫

G

(χvxjxk
)2dx =

∫

Rn−1

dx′

∫ 1

0

(

∫ x1

0

wxjxk
(t, z, x′)dz

)2

dx1 ≤
∫

G

w2
xjxj

dx,

∫

G

(χρxj
)2dx =

∫

Rn−1

dx′

∫ 1

0

(

∫ x1

0

pxj
(t, z, x′)dz

)2

dx1 ≤
∫

G

p2xj
dx.

(4.11)

At last, similar to (3.11), using Hölder inequality, combining (4.10), we can get that

∫

G

(

∫

G

K(t, x, y)χ(t)ρ(t, y)dy
)2

dx

≤
∫

G

|χ(t)ρ(t, y)|2dy
∫

G

∫

G

K(t, x, y)2dxdy (4.12)

≤ M2

∫

G

p(T, y)2dy.

On the other hand, recalling ‖Kx1
‖L∞

F
(0,T ;L2(G×G)) ≤ M , we have

∫

G

(

∫

G

Kx1
(t, x, y)χ(t)ρ(t, y)dy

)2

dx

≤
∫

G

|χ(t)ρ(t, y)|2dy
∫

G

∫

G

Kx1
(t, x, y)2dxdy (4.13)

≤ M2

∫

G

p(T, y)2dy.

Next, we apply the Carleman estimates (2.21) and (2.23) to (4.6) and (4.7), respectively. From

(2.21), keeping the Assumption 1.3 in mind, and noting (4.9)–(4.13), we find that there exist con-

stants C2 = C2(T,M, F,R), λ0 = λ0(T,M, F,R) and µ0 = µ0(T,M, F,R), such that for every

λ ≥ λ0 and µ ≥ µ0, it holds that

E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2
[

|∆w|2 + λ2µ2(t + 2)2µ−2w2 + 2λµ(t+ 2)µ−1|∇w|2
]

dxdt

≤ E

∫ T

0

∫

G

[

8(χtvx1
)2 + C2θ

2p2
]

dxdt.

(4.14)

Multiplying each sides of (2.23) by µ−1, we get that there exist constants C3 = C3(T,M, F,R),
λ1 = λ1(T,M, F,R) and µ1 = µ1(T,M, F,R), such that for each λ ≥ λ1 and µ ≥ µ1,

λµE

∫ T

0

∫

G

(t+ 2)µ−2θ2p2dxdt +
√
µE

∫ T

0

∫

Q

θ2|∇p|2dxdt

≤ C3E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2
[

µ−1(χtρx1
)2 + µ−1θ2

(

w2 + |∇w|2 + |∆w|2
)

]

dxdt.

(4.15)
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Adding (4.14) and (4.15) together, we obtain that there exist constants µ2 = µ2(T,M, F,R) > 0,

λ2 = λ2(T,M, F,R) > 0 and C4 = C4(T,M, F,R) > 0 such that for every µ ≥ µ2 and λ ≥ λ2,

E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2
(

p2 + |∇p|2 + w2 + |∇w|2
)

dxdt ≤ C4E

∫ T

0

∫

G

θ2
(

|χtvx1
|2 + |χtpx1

|2
)

dxdt.

(4.16)

Recalling (4.3) for the definition of χ and θ = eλ(t+2)µ , we obtain that

e2λ(ε+2)µ
E

∫ T

ε

∫

G

(

p2 + |∇p|2 + w2 + |∇w|2
)

dxdt≤ C4e
2λ(t2+2)µ

E

∫ T

0

∫

G

(

|vx1
|2 + |px1

|2
)

dxdt,

which yields that

e2λ[(ε+2)µ−(t2+2)µ]
E

∫ T

ε

∫

G

(p2 + |∇p|2 + w2 + |∇w|2)dxdt ≤ C4E

∫ T

0

∫

G

(

|vx1
|2 + |px1

|2
)

dxdt.

(4.17)

Letting λ tend to infinity, recalling the definition of χ in (4.3), and noting that p = χρx1
and

w = χvx1
, we obtain that

ρx1
= vx1

= 0 in [ε, T ]×G, P-a.s. (4.18)

Noting that G
△
= (0, 1)×R

n, and ρ = u = 0 on [0, T ]× ∂G, from (4.18) and v = u/R, we get

ρ = u = 0 in [ε, T ]×G, P-a.s. (4.19)

By the second equation in (4.1), we have

(rR− βdivU)dt = U · dW (t), in [ε, T ]×G. (4.20)

This, together with infx∈G |R(t, x)| > 0, yields r = 0 in (ε, T )×G, P-a.s. Since ε > 0 is arbitrary,

we get that r = 0 in (0, T )×G, P-a.s.
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