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On Inverse Problems for Mean Field Games with
Common Noise via Carleman estimate®

Zhonghua Liao’ and Qi Lii¥

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 Holder 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, Holder 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 (Q, F,F,P) with F = {F,} 5 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 7" > 0.
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o If f : Q) — H is Bochner integrable (w.r.t. P), we denote by E f the mathematical expectation
of f,i.e.,

Efz/ﬂdeP’.

e By L (;H) (t € [0,T], p > 1) we denote all measurable random variables f such that
E|l [ < +oo.

e By L°(92;C(]0,T]; H)) we denote the space consisting of all H-valued, continuous, F-
adapted processes X () such that ess sup . || X ()|l c(o,r;m) < +00.

e By L3(0,7;H) (p > 1) we denote the space consisting of all H-valued F-adapted processes
X (+) such that E[|X (-)[|7, g 7.pr) < +00-

e By (0,7, 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 5 € [0,1] and B = # We consider the following coupled forward-backward stochastic
parabolic equations:

dp — BApdt =V - (pV,H(-,-,-,Vu; p))dt — BVp-dW(t) in (0,T) x R",
du + BAudt = —BdivUdt — H(-,-,-,Vu; p)dt + U - dW(t) in (0,T) x R", (1.1)
u(T,-) =h(), p(0,-) =po(") in R™.

Here h € L% (Q: L*(R")), po € L*(R"), and H denotes the Hamiltonian as follows: for in-

teraction functlons B(, ) 2 [0,T] x @ x R*™ — R, b(-,-,-,-) : [0,T] x Q x R — R,
G(,): [0,T]xQxR* =R, F(-,) : R? > Rand K(-,-,+,-) : [0,T] x Q x R*" — R,

H(tawaxap;p) é inf {B(t,w,x,a)-p+b(t,w,x,a)—l—G(t,w,x)

acR”

+F( K(t,w,:L",y)P(taW»?/)dy’p(t’w’x)>}

Rn

B(t,w,z,p) + G(t,w,x) + F(

1>

K (t,w, 2, 9)p(tw,p)dy, pt,w, @) ),

(t,w,z,p) €[0,T] x Q x R*",

Rn

(1.2)

with B(t,w, z,p) 2 me {B(t,w,z,a) -p+b(t,w,z,a)}.
e n

In what follows, for the sake of brevity and clarity, we will omit the variable w unless its
inclusion is necessary to avoid ambiguity.
Next, we introduce the following assumptions for the functions appeared in (II)) and (L.2):

Assumption 1.1 Let F € C'(R*;R) and B € LF(Q; C([0,T]; C3*(R*";R))). Moreover, For any
M, > 1, there exists a constant C(My) > 0 such that for any (t,w, z) € [0,T] x £ x
and for j' j,k=1,--- n,

‘Bpjmj(t7m7p)| + |Bpjpk(t7m7p)| + |Bpjpk$k(t7'r7p>| + |Bpj’pjpk<t7x7p)‘ < C(My). (1.3)

Assumption 1.2 Let K € L (0,T; L*(R?")) and there exists a positive constant My such that
| K| Lo (0,702 (R2ny) < M.



The system (L)) describes a mean field models with common noise (see Section 4.1]).
In the system (LIJ), 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 (L)) is given by a triple (p, u, U), where p
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 [, K(x,y)p(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,z,y) = K(t,z —y)
serves as a convolution operator kernel. In such cases, Assumption[[ 2 necessitates that K (-) has
compact support and belongs to L*(R").

As one can see, the FP-HJB system (L)) consists a coupled forward-backward parabolic equa-
tions. It is natural to expect the well-posedness after given u(T', -) and p(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 (L))
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(7, -) and p(0, -),
we also assumed the availability of p(7,-), 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 (LI). Let us assume
that the source term in (ILI)) has the form G(t,w,z) = r(t,w,2’)R(t,z) with an unknown r €

LA(0,T; H'(R™')) which is independent of the first component of 2 (r1,2") € R™ ( where
¥ = (xg, - ,x,) € R*),

(IP2) Let R(-,-) in G(-, -, ) be given. Can we determine the source function r (¢, '), (t,2') €
(0,T) x R™"! by means of the observation of p(T,x) and Lateral Cauchy data on z; = I, and
x1 = Iy for some [y, 15 € 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 (L.

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., [7L[11H17,22,26,27] 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 Holder-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 (I.I)) 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 (L)), unlike the deterministic FP-HJB
system, the diffusion term “—/5Vp - dW (¢)" introduces additional undesirable terms which
have to be got rid of.

* Secondly, there are non-homogeneous correction terms “U - dW (¢)” and “—gdiv U - dt" in
the HIB 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 when the authors study Carleman esti-
mate for stochastic parabolic equation (see Remarks 2.1 and 6.1]). For the HIB equation
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in (L), the situation is even worse due to the appearance of the convolution interaction term
Jan K (t,2,y)p(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 § and B in (L.I).

Next, we introduce an a prior bound of the solution (u, p) which is a common condition when
investigating stability estimate for nonlinear equations.

Assumption 1.3 There exists a positive constant M3 such that

||u||LfF’°(O,T;W2v°°(R”)) + HpHLI‘;"(O,T;leOO(Rn)) < Ms. (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(Ms), My, M3}.
First, we have the following Lipschitz stability estimate for Problem (IP1).

Theorem 1.1 Let Assumptions [[IHL.3| hold. Suppose that (p;,u;,,U;) € L2(0,T, H'(R™)) x
L2(0,T; HY(R™)) x L2(0,T; L*(R™)) (i = 1,2) are two solutions of (L1). Then there exists a
constant C' = C(T, M, F) > 0, such that for any /3 € |0, 1], we have

[ (u1 — ug, p1 — p2)||L§(0,T,H1(R"))><L]§(0,T;H1(R"))
< C(Bllur(T) = wa(D)l|n zy + Ellpr (T) = pa(Dll 2y + 91(0) = p2(0) ey ).
In Theorem [T} we employ three measurements to determine the solution. Next, we only use

two measurements u; (7', -) and p;(7, -). In this case, we can get the following Holder type stability
estimate for Problem (IP1).

(1.5)

Theorem 1.2 Lete € (0,T) and Assumptions[[ IHL.21hold. Suppose that (p1,u1, U1) and (p2, us, Us)
are two solutions of (L) satisfying Assumption[L.3l Then there exist constants n = n(T, M, F, )
and C = C(T, M, F,¢), such that for any 5 € [0, 1], we have

11 = pall 2 ey + I — vl L2 rym )

< Cllpr(0) = po (Ol [lea(T) = (T2 @uanrcany + (L) = pa(T) 2, oo™
(1.6)

Next, we consider Problem (IP2). Without loss of generality, we set [y = 0 and [, = 1. Denote
G £ (0,1)xR". Suppose that (p;, u;, Us) € L2(0,T; HX(G))x L2(0, T; HY(G))x L2(0, T; L*(G))
(1 = 1,2) are two solutions of system (LI)) with the same terminal cost u1(7T,-) = uy(7),-), but
two different source terms 1, 7. We have the following uniqueness result for the above problem.

Theorem 1.3 Suppose Assumptions [ IHL.3 hold and || Ky, || zs=(0,r:12(axc)) < M. Suppose R €
C%([0,T] x G) and inf .5 |R(t, )| > 0. If pr(T,-) = po(T,-) on R, P-a.s. and

P1 = P2, UL = U2, Plz; = P21,
on [0,T] x 0G, P-as. , (1.7)

ulx1 = u2x1a p1x11‘1 = p2x1x1a ulx1x1 = u2:c1:c1>
then ry(t,x') = ro(t, 2') for all (t,2') € [0,T] x R"7!, P-ass.
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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 (L.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[L.IHI.3l 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 (I.I)), which are crucial
in solving Problem (IP1) and Problem (IP2). To begin with, we introduce the following weight
function:

B2, 12Ny, @2 (t+2)", @.1)

for some parameters A, ;1 > 0.
Letw € L2(0,T; H*(R™)) be a solution to

dw + BAwdt = (f — Bdiv fo)dt + fo - AW (1), 2.2)

where 3 and 8 are given in (T1), f; € L2(0,T, L2(R™)), and f, € L2(0,T; H'(R™"; R")). We
have the following Carleman estimate.

Theorem 2.1 Forany A\, ;i > 0and 5 € [0, 1], it holds that
I A
§E/ / 6> [62|Aw|2 + A2 (4 2)2 2w 4 20 (t + 2)“_1|Vw|2] dxdt
0 n
r —1 2 1 - 52 213 2
+E [Au(t + 207 6| ol + 56" div £ }dxdt 2.3)
0 n
T
<2E / / 0% f2dadt + TR / [Au(T +2)F ' w (T, 2)* + BIVw(T, z)|*] dz.
0 n n
Proof of Theorem 2.1l Set v = Aw. Then
0(dw + BAwdt) = dv — Au(t + 2)" odt + BAwvdt. (2.4)

Multiplying @24) by 26Av — 2\u(t + 2)*~ v, using 1td’s formula and 2.2), we get that

[2BAU — 22u(t +2)* ] 0(dw + BAwdt)
= —d[Mp(t + 2)" "0 + B|Vv|2] + 28V - (Vodv) + At + 2)(dv)? + B|ldVol|*
A — 1) (¢ + 2)F20%dt + 2 [BAU — At + 2)* ] 2dt. (2.5)



Integrating both sides of (2.3) over (0,7) x R", noting that

T
E/ / [)\u(t + 2 (dv)? + B|dVv|2} dx
7? o (2.6)
= E/ / Au(t+ 2/ 07| fo* + B 0| fa, | *dadt,
0 n =1

we get
T A
E / / [Nult + 246 ol + 562 div o]
0 J 2
+E/ / {Au(,u —1)(t +2)" 2% 4+ 2[BAv — Au(t + 2)" 0] }dxdt 2.7)
0 n
g 2 3 34
< E/ / {592(3f12 + 5ﬁ2|div fol?) + 3 [BAv — Au(t + 2)“—1v}2}dxdt
0 n
+e2’\(T+2)“E/ [M(T + 2)" (T, x)? + BV (T, x)|?] da.
Recalling that 3 € [0,1] and 3 = , we obtain from (2.7) that
/ / Mt 4+ 2P| fo]® + 92|dlvf2| }dxdt
+E/ / M — 1) (t+ 2)F 0% + +5 [BAU — At + 2)“_1v]2}d:cdt (2.8)

< 92E / / 0 fidudt + TR / (AT + 2"~ w (T, 2)* + B|Vw(T, x)[*|da.
0 n "
Noting that

[BAU — A\u(t + 2)“_10}2
= B2|Av|? + N2 (t 4 2) 2% — 20u(t + 2)P IV - (0V0) 4 20u(t 4+ 2)7 V|,

the inequality (2.3) follows from 2.8). O
Let p € L3(0,T; H*(R")) be a solution of

dp — BApdt = gidt — BVp - dW (t) (2.9)
for some g; € LZ(0,T; L?*(R™)). We have the following Carleman estimate.

Theorem 2.2 For any A > 0, i > 144(T + 2)? and 3 € [0, 1], we have

T T
i)\,qu/ / (t + 2)"20?p*dxdt + \/EE/ / 0*|Vp|*dxdt
0 n 0 n
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T
< 2E / / 0%g3dxdt + 20u(T + 2)P 1P TH'E / p(T, x)*dx (2.10)

n

+BPE / Vp(0, 2) 2z + /EePE / p(0, 2)dz.
RTL

n

Proof of Theorem Set ¢ = Op. Then
0(dp — BApdt) = dg — \u(t + 2)"qdt — BAqgdt. (2.11)
Multiplying @IT) by —2[(1 + 82)Au(t + 2)*~'q + SAq] and using 1td’s formula, we obtain that

—2[(1+ BH)Au(t +2)*Lq + BAq|6(dp — BApdt)
=2[(1+ ) Ault +2)" g + BAq) "t
—2[(1+ ) Ap(t +2)" g + BAq} [dg + B*Au(t + 2)"*qdt] 2.12)
= 2[(1 4 B)Au(t +2)" g + BAG] dt — d[(1 + B2 Au(t + 2 '¢?]
F(1 4 B — 1)(t+ 2722t + (1 + B2 Au(t + 2)* " (dg)?
-V (QquVQ) + Bd(|Vq|2) — B\qu|2 —28%(1 + BN 2 (t + 2)% 2
—B%(1+ B%)Au(t +2)" ' Agqdt.

Integrating both sides of (Z12) over (0,7) x R", noting that § = # and 1 > 2, by (2.9), we get
that

E | ) [ [+ 8 te +2 da)? = Blavaf]a

=k [ [ [t v -8 Y |

7,k=1

which yields that

T 2
B[ [ [ 2 B )t + 2 Vo dadt
T

+E / 2 (14 ) At + 2)"~ 1q+ﬁAq} dxdt
0 n

n

(14 BHAu P E / p(0, z)%dz + e TR |vp(T x)|Pdxdt

+E/ / —2B%(1 + AN (t + 2)* 1 B2(1+52)>\u(t+2)“ 'Aqq|dadt
o Jrn

T
<-E / [(1+ B2)Ault +2)" " q + BAG|6(dp — BApdt)da (2.13)
0
+Bﬁ2E/ / 6? Z pijmkd:cdt
0 JR™ k=1

+(1+ BH)Au(T + 2)”_162A(T+2)“E/ p(T, x)*dx + Be”QuE/ |Vp(0, z)|*dx.
R?’L

n
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Direct computation yields

BAH1+ Bt + 2" Vq* = 282(1 + BN (t+ 2)* ¢
2
=B 1+ B*)Malt +2)* " Agg + % [+ )t +2)" g +BAq)” @214)

=V [BA(1+ BHAu(t +2)" 1qVq] + BB (Aq)?,
and

n n
Z / piﬂkdm - Z / [(PaPoya1) e = (o, Paran ), + Paja, Paa, | d
jk=17R" jk=1"R"

(2.15)
= / (Ap)?da.
Recalling that 5 < 1, we have % < 1. By 2.9), 2.13), (2.14) and (2.13)), we obtain that
T
E / / §Au2(t + 2)P20%pP dwdt + M2t PR / p(0, 7)*dx
0 n n
+BeP TR [ |Vp(T, z)[*dx (2.16)
R
T
< E/ / 92g%dzdt+2)\M(T—|—2)“_1e2’\(T+2)ME/ p(T, x)*dx
0 n n
+8eP'E [ |Vp(0, z)|2dx.
Rn
By Itd’s formula, we get that
2602p(dp — BApdt
( ) . . (2.17)
= d(6%p*) — 6% (dp)* — 2 u(t + 2)*10*p*dt — V - (2B6*pVp)dt + 236%|Vp|?dt.
Integrating (2.17) over (0,7") x R™ and taking mathematical expectation, we obtain that
T
\/ﬁE/ / 0*|Vp|*dxdt
0 n
, T T
< 3\u2E / / (t +2)*'0*p* dadt + E / / 0% g7 dadt (2.18)
o Jrn o Jrn
+\/ﬁe2’\2“E/ p(0, x)*dx.
Noticing that \ /i1 > 12(7" + 2), we have
1 ) T
[5”‘2 — 3\ (T + 2)]1@ / / (t + 2)A20%p2dudt
0 n
1 T
> Z)\,qu / / (t + 2)"20%p*dadt. (2.19)
0 n
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Combining (2.18) and 2.19) with 2.16)), we get 2.10). O
Next, we introduce two Carleman estimates for solutions to stochastic parabolic equations on
(0, 7) x G.

Theorem 2.3 Let w € L(0,T; H*(G)) be a solution of

dw + BAwdt = (f1 + f3 - f2 — Bdiv fo)dt + fo - dW(t)  in (0,T) x G,
w =0 on (0,T)x T,

(2.20)

where (3, 3 are given in (I1), f1 € LA(0,T, L*(@)), fo € LA(0,T; HY(G;R")) and f3 € L (0,T;
L>(G;R™)). Then there exist constants \g = \o(f3) and jg = 110( f3) such that for any 5 € [0, 1],
A > Ao and p > g, we have

T
%E/ / 6> [32|Aw|2 + NP (4 2)% 72w + 22u(t + 2)* 7 V] dedt
0 G
T 1 1 — ﬁQ
+IE/ / [—Au(t+2)“‘19|f2|2 + 792|divf2|2] drdt (2.21)
o Jo L2 2
T
<4E / /G 0 fidudt + A TR /G (AT + 2P~ w (T, 2)? + B Vw(T, z)*] da,
0

where the weight function 0 is given in (2.1)).
Theorem 2.4 Letp € L2(0,T; H*(G)) be a solution to
dp — BApdt = gydt — BVp - dW (t) (2.22)

for some g, € L(0,T; L*(R™)) with the boundary condition p = 0 on (0,T) x OG. The weight
function is the same as in (2.1). Then for any X > 0, u > 144(T + 2)? and 3 € [0, 1], it holds that

1 T T
—)\/fE/ /(t + 2)"20*p* dxdt + \/,EE/ / 02| Vp|*dxdt
4 o Ja o Ja

T
< 2E / / 0% g3 dxdt + 20u(T + 2)P 1P TH'E / p(T, x)*dx (2.23)
0 G G

n

—I-Bemz”E/ |Vp(O,I)|2dl'+\//_L62A2HE/ p(0, 2)dx.
G

The proofs of Theorems[2.3]and[2.4] are very similar to those for Theorems[2.1land respec-
tively. Hence, we omit them.

3  Proof of Theorems 1.1 and

Proof of Theorem [I.1l Letu = u; — us, p = p1 — p2 and U = U; — Us,. Then we have

V- (plva(t,x, Vul)) -V (p2VpB(t, x, Vu2))
10



=V (pV,B(t,z,Vu1)) + Vps - (V,B(t, z,Vuy) — V,B(t, 2, Vus))

n

+p2 [Z (ijpj (t? x, Vul) - Bl‘jpj (t, xZ, VUQ))

j=1
+ Z o (T, VU Uiz, — Bpp, (T, 2, VuQ)ungxk)} (3.1)
7,k=1
=Vp-V,B(t,z,Vu) + p( Z By o (t, 2, Vuy) + Z By, (L, 2, VU1)U1xjxk>
j=1 k=1
+ Z uxjpgxk/ - (t x,Vuy + 17(Vuy — Vul))dT
]k 1
+ Z uxJpQ/ PR (t x,Vu + 17(Vuy — Vul dr + Z Uy, P2 By, (t, T, V)
Jik=1 g k=1
1
+ Z u:vjp2u2:vj/mk/ / Bpj/pjpk (t7 x? vul _'_ T(vu2 - vul))dT
Gl k=1 0

= Bip+ By Vp+ By -Vu+ Y Bujstian,,

k=1
where )
B1 = Z Bpjmj (t, Z, Vul) + Z Bpjpk (t, xZ, Vul)ulexk,
a . 3.2)
B, =V,B(t,z,Vu,),
L B4jk:p23p3pk(taxavul)> jak:1>2a"' y 1
andB3 é (Bgl,"' ,ng,"' ,Bgn>,f0rj = 1,2,"' ,n
Zpgxk/ oo (6,2, Vg + 7(Vug — Vug))dr
+Zp2/ e (6 T, Vuy + 7(Vug — V) )dr
1
+ Z P2llog /xk// Bypipi (t,z, Vus + 7(Vus — Vuy))dr. (3.3)
31 k=1
On the other hand, we have
(t x,Vuy) — B(t,z, Vus)
— Zum / t x,Vuy + 7(Vug — Vul))dT (3.4)

11



= B5 'VU,

where .
B; = / V,B(t,z,Vui + 7(Vuy — Vuy))dr. (3.5)
0

Also, we have

F( [ K@w oty peo) = F( | Kooy, )

e (3.6)
= F(t, ) - K(t,z,y)p(t,y)dy + Fa(t, x)p(t, ),
where )
Fl(t> [L’) - /0 Fy{ an K(ta L, y) [pl(ta y) + T(p2(ta y) - pl(t> y))}dya
pi(t, ) + 7(pa2(t, z) — pr (2, I))}dT
and

Ao = [ 5 [ K[ + o) - p)]a

pi(t, z) + 7 (pa(t, z) — pi(t, l’))}dT.

Here F), and F, represent the derivatives with respect to the first and second argument of F'(-,-),
respectively. By Assumptions[[.T]and [[.2] there exists a constant C; = C1(M, F') > 0 such that

n
| Bl zge (0,710 Ry + Z | Bill g ((0.7); Lo Ry + Z | Baji || e (0,75 200 mm)
i=2,3,5 Jk=1

+ Y IE N sz @ny) < Cr. (3.7)

i=1,2

Combining (3.1), (3.6) with (I.2) and (I.I), we obtain

dp — BApdt = — (Blp +B,-Vp+By-Vut Y B4jkuxjxk>dt
k=1

—BVp-dW(t), (t,z) € (0,T) x R", (3.8)
and
du+ BAudt = —BdivUdt — Bs - Vudt
—[Fl(t,x) K(t,z,y)p(t, y)dy+ Fy(t, )p(t, )| dt (3.9)

R

U - dW (1), (t,2) € (0,T) x R™.

12



Applying the Carleman estimate 2.3) to (3.9) and recalling (2.13]), we have
/ / 92 Uy, ) + NA(t+2)% 720 + 22t + 2)P ! Val? }da;dt

T 2
< 4012E/ / 92|Vu|2dxdt+4Cle/ / ( K(t,x,y)@(t)p(t,y)dy) dzxdt (3.10)
0 n 0 n R
T T
+4012E/ / 6’2,02d93dt+262)‘(T+2)“E/ / A(T+2)" (T, z)? + 8| Vu(T, z)*] dz.
0 Jre 0 Jre
By Assumption[L.2land Holder’s inequality, we obtain that
2
[ ([ wwgowptei) i
n Rn

8(0)p(t, v)Pdy / K (¢, 2, y)Pdyde 311

R?’L n R?’L

< M? | |0t)p(t,y)Pdy
Rn
This, together with (3.1Q), implies that
T
E/ / 6? [32|Au|2 + NP (4 2)% 720 4 20 (t + 2)P 7 V] dadt
0 n
T
< 8012M2E/ / 0*(|Vul* + p?)dzdt (3.12)
0 n

T
+262)\(T+2)uE/ / [}\M(T 4 Q)H_IU(T, :L,)2 + 5|VU(T, ;U)P] dx.
0 n

Applying Theorem 2.2] to the first equation of (3.8]), multiplying each sides of 2.10) by p~*
and noting Assumption [L.3] we get that

/ / 92 Au (t +2)r2 2+M—%|Vp|2}dxdt
< 2,(1021@/ /n 92 Z ul .+ IVpl?+ [ Vul* +p )dxdt (3.13)
+2)\(T—|—2)“_1e2’\(T+2)ME/
—I—ezAzuE/n p(0, x)*dx.
By (3.12)) and (3.13), we obtain that

T T
(3 — 20 ' CAE / / 92( >, )dedt + X2pt2% R / / 622 dadt
0 n ‘7 0 n

13

DT, 2)2ds + e / V0(0, 2)Pde

n n



T
(2020 = 8CEM? — 217 CR)E / / 02| Vu|2dxdt
0 n

1 T
+<1)\u2“‘2 _ouie? 86’12M2>E / / 022 dadt (3.14)
0 n

T
+(u—é_2,f1012)1@/ / 0%|V p|*dzdt
0 n
T
< 2@2>‘(T+2)#E/ / [)\M(T—G—Q)u_lu(T, $)2+B|VU(T’ :L')|2]dl'
0 n

F2A(T + 2)F AT+ R / p(T,x)%dx + fu~ e E / Vp(0, z)|*de.
Rn

n

+62)‘2ME/ p(0, 2)dx.

By choosing A = 1, it can be seen that there exists a positive constant g = po(M, F') such that
when y1 > i, 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 (L3)) holds. m|

Proof of Theorem .2l Letu = u; —uy, p = p1 — po and U = U; — U,. By (B.14), there exist
positive constants p1g = po(7, M, F') and C' = C(T, M, F'), such that for any A\ > 0,

T
IE/ / 0*(p* + |Vp|* + v + |Vu|?)dxdt
0 n

< CeATHMR / (w(T,2)* + |Vu(T,2)]* + p(T,x)*)dzx (3.15)

n

n

—I—CeQMMOIE/ (p(0,2)* +|Vp(0,2)]?) da.

Recalling that § = e* 2" we have
1ol L2 eyt (mmyy + [0l L2 70 (e
F
< CMNTHR el (HU(T)HLQFT(Q;Hl(R”)) + ||p(T)||L2FT(Q;L2(]R”))) (3.16)
+06A[2“0—(2+5)#0} Hp(O)HHl(Rn)

Set
N In Hp(O)HHl(R”) —In (||U(T)HL2fT(Q;H1(R")) + Hp(T)HLQFT(Q;L?(R")))

(T + 2)Ho — 2m0

A

in (3.16). Then we get

ol sz + el ez ey
1—
< Cllp(O) gy (10T 12, gy + 10D 22, @yrzany)™
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with

4 Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.3l Letu = u; — us, p = p1 — p2, U = Uy — Uy and r = 1 — 15. Similar

to (3.8), the following holds:

(

For arbitrary small € > 0, we choose ¢; and ¢, such that
O<ti<ty<e.

Let y € C*°(R) satisfy that 0 < x < 1 and that

07 tétla
X:
1, t>t

Putv = g and V = %. By elementary calculation, we have that

dU+BAvdt
/R, R Vo
VRV . B; - VRuv
+(—5 - —ﬁdlvV—Bg,-Vv—T)dt
1
—= (B [ KCoy)ploy)dy+ Fap)dt+ V- dW (1)
Rn

= (r+flv+f2~Vv+f3~V—ﬁdiVV)dt
1

—E(Fl RnK(, y)p(, )dy+F2p)dt+V dW (t),

15

dp — BApdt = —(Blp +Bs-Vp+ Bs-Vu+ Z B4jkuxjxj>dt
k=1
— BV AW () in Q,
du + fAudt = (rR — BdivU — Bs - w) dt
F1/K L, Y)P dy+F2p}dt+U dW(t) inQ,
U=p= Uy, = Po, = Ugyz; = Payzy =0 on (0,7) x 0G,
L u(T) = p(T) =0, inG.

4.1)

4.2)

4.3)

4.4)



where

A R AR B;-VR
fl_ R—i_ﬁR R 9
A AVR A VR
294¥ " _ B 2 _pr=

(4.5)
2

Setting w 2 XUz, W 2 xV., and p 2 XpPz,» and noting that r is independent of x;, we get from
@1) and (@4) that

dw + BAwdt
= (XtVa, + frw + fo - V0 + fro,X0 + X Jouy - VO)dt+ (f3- W = BdivIW + x faq, - V)dt

—%(Fm/GK(-,-,y)xp(ny)dy+F1LKm1(~7~7y)xp(-,y)dy)dt

(4.6)
—(Fouyxp + Fop)dt +W - dW (t)
and that
dp — BApdt
= — (timl + grw +gs - Vw + Z 93jkWaa, + Ga - VP + gsp) dt
jk=1 4.7)
—X [glmlv + 9oz, * Vv + Z (8wlg3jk)vmjmk + Gz - VP + g5m1p:| dt + va : dW(t)7
4 k=1
where g = (g1, . 9255+, 92n)> G4 = (941, -+ , Gaj, - . gan) and for j b =1,--- ' n,
91=Bs-VR+ > ByjrRea, 92 = RBsj+2>  BuykRe, gsjt = BijR,
~ — (4.8)
94 == B27

gs = By.
From the choice of y (see (4.3)), we have that

1 x1
/(Xv)de:/ da?'/ (/ w(t,z,x')dz>2dx1 < / wdx. 4.9)
G Rn-1 o ~Jo

G
Similarly, we can obtain that

1 T 2
/|XV\2d:c:/ dx'/ (/ W(t,z,x’)dz) dxy S/\WPdm,
G Rn—1 0 0 G
. (4.10)
1 2
/(Xp)zdx:/ dx’/ (/ p(t,z,x')dz) dr, < /pzdx,
G Rn—1 0 0 G

16



and thatfor 3,k =1,--- ,n

2
/ XVq; ) d:)s—/ d{E/ / wy, (t, 2 x)dz) dxy S/ngda:,
Rn—1 G
/ XVs,ay,) )2dx —/ da’ / / Wy, (t, 2 x)dz) dx; _/ xmdz 4.11)
Rn—1 G
/ XPz;) dx—/ dx/ / P, (t, 2 x)dz) dry < /pijda:.
Rn—1 G

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

/ /Ktxy (ty)dy) dx
< /G X (t)p(t,y)|*dy /G /G K(t,x,y)*dady (4.12)

< M2/p(T, y)dy.
G

On the other hand, recalling || K., || oo 0,752 (<)) < M, we have

2
| ([ Batmmpte.vyay) o
¢ NJa
< [ opttPdy [ [ Kelto)dedy 4.13)
G ¢Ja
< M? / p(T,y)*dy.
G
Next, we apply the Carleman estimates (2.21)) and 2.23) to (&.6) and (4.7), respectively. From
(2.27)), keeping the Assumption[I.3]in mind, and noting (£.9)—(@.13)), we find that there exist con-

stants Cy = Co(T, M, F, R), \g = Xo(T, M, F, R) and po = uo(T, M, F, R), such that for every
A > Ao and i1 > pi, it holds that

T
IE/ /92 |Aw|2—|—)\2,u2(t—|—2)2” 2w? + 2\ (t 4 2)* 7 Vw|? | dadt

< IE/ / XtVz; ) +C'26’2p2] dxdt.

Multiplying each sides of (2.23) by p !, we get that there exist constants C3 = C3(T, M, F, R),
A = M(T, M, F,R) and p; = pu1(T, M, F, R), such that for each A > A\ and 1 > p1,

(4.14)

T T
)\,uE/ /(t + 2)"20*p* dxdt + \/,EE/ / 02 |Vp|*dxdt
0 e 4.15)

< CgE/ / 92 "Xt )? + 00 (W + | Vwl® + |Aw|2)}da:dt.
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Adding @.14) and {@.13)) together, we obtain that there exist constants ps = ps(7, M, F, R) > 0,
Xy = XN(T, M, F,R) > 0and Cy = Cy(T, M, F, R) > 0 such that for every u > us and X > A,

T T
IE/ / 0% (p* + |Vp|* + w® + |Vw|*)dadt < C4IE/ / 0% (Ixtva, |* + [ XtPa |?) dadt.
0 G 0 G

(4.16)
Recalling @3) for the definition of y and § = e**+2" we obtain that

T T
s [+ Vg + o+ (Vup)dsdi< C R [ (o + pe P dar
€ G 0 G

which yields that

T T
e2>\[(£+2)#—(t2+2)#}E/ /(pZ + ‘Vp‘z + w4+ |Vw|2)dxdt < C4E/ /(‘Um1|2 + |px1‘2)dl’dt.
€ G 0 JG

(4.17)
Letting A tend to infinity, recalling the definition of x in (4.3), and noting that p = xp,, and
w = XV, , We obtain that

poy = s, =0 infe,T] x G, P-as. (4.18)
Noting that G 2 (0,1) x R",and p = u = 0 on [0, T] x 9G, from (4.18) and v = u/R, we get
p=u=0 inle,T]|xG, P-as. (4.19)

By the second equation in (4.I)), we have

(rR—pdivU)dt =U -dW(t), inle,T]x G. (4.20)
This, together with inf _ |R(t, )| > 0, yields r = 0in (¢,T’) x G, IP-a.s. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary,
we get that 7 = 0in (0,7) x G, P-a.s. O
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