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FLUCTUATION CORRECTION AND GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR THE

STOCHASTIC SHIGESADA-KAWASAKI-TERAMOTO SYSTEM VIA

ENTROPY-BASED REGULARIZATION

FLORIAN HUBER

Abstract. We derive a noise term to account for fluctuation corrections based on the particle
system approximation for the n-species Shigesada-Kawasaki-Teramoto (SKT) system. For the
resulting system of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs), we establish the existence
of nonnegative, global, weak martingale solutions. Our approach utilizes the regularization
technique introduced in [3], which is grounded in the entropy structure of the system.
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1. Introduction

In their seminal work [34], Shigesada, Kawasaki, and Teramoto (SKT) introduced a determin-
istic cross-diffusion system for two competing species, designed to model segregation dynamics in
population interactions. Building on the recent derivation of the SKT model from an interact-
ing particle system [9], we incorporate a noise term that accounts for fluctuations of the particle
system around its mean-field limit, following the principles of fluctuating hydrodynamics. This
extension leads to the stochastic system for n species, where ui represents the population density
of the ith species:
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(1.1) dui − div

( n∑

j=1

Aij(u)∇uj
)
dt =

√
1

N
div (σi(u) ◦λ dWi(t)) in O, t > 0, i = 1, . . . , n,

with initial and no-flux boundary conditions

(1.2) ui(0) = u0i in O,
n∑

j=1

Aij(u)∇uj · ν = 0 on ∂O, t > 0, i = 1, . . . , n,

and coefficients

(1.3) Aij(u) = δij

(
ai0 +

n∑

k=1

aikuk

)
+ aijui, i, j = 1, . . . , n,

σ(u)ij = δij

√√√√ui

(
ai0 +

n∑

k=1

aikuεk

)
, i, j = 1, . . . , n,(1.4)

where O ⊂ R
d (d ≥ 1) is a bounded domain. ν denotes the exterior unit normal vector to the

boundary ∂O of our domain. (W1, . . . ,Wn) is an d × n-dimensional, spatially colored, Wiener
noise, and aij ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, j = 0, . . . , n are parameters.

We define √
1

N
div (σi(u) ◦λ dWi(t)) :=

√
1

N
div (σi(u) dWi(t)) +

1

N
λT (vε)i dt,

where the entries of the n × 1 dimensional λ-modified Itô-Stratonovich correction term are given
by

T (vε)i =

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

∂xl

((
∂u(s)i (σ(u(s)))ii

)
eilk e

il
k ∂xl

(σ(u(s)))ii + ∂u(s)i (σ(u(s)))ii e
il
k ∂xl

eilk (σ(u(s)))ii
)
.

The noise term introduced in our model accounts for the effects of finite population sizes, capturing
the inherent fluctuations that arise in systems with a discrete number of individuals. To represent
this, we incorporate the factor 1

N , which corresponds to the inverse of the population size for each
species. As the population size tends to infinity, these stochastic fluctuations diminish, and the
system’s dynamics converge to those of the deterministic SKT model. This deterministic limit
provides a mean-field approximation of the underlying particle system, effectively describing the
collective behavior of individuals.

The stochastic framework, including the definition of the family (eilk )ilk : O → R, is presented
in Section 2. To establish the global existence of solutions, we impose a “smallness” condition
on the factor 1

N relative to the coefficients of the matrix A. Additionally, we introduce a refined
“Itô-Stratonovich” type correction, denoted by ◦λ.

The deterministic counterpart of (1.1)–(1.3) generalizes the classical two-species SKT model [34]
to an arbitrary number of species. This model can be rigorously derived from nonlocal population
models [19, 33], stochastic interacting particle systems [8], and finite-state jump Markov models
[1, 15]. Unlike the original SKT system [34], we omit deterministic environmental potentials
and Lotka–Volterra terms for simplicity. Within this framework, we denote ai0 as the diffusion
coefficients, aii as the self-diffusion coefficients, and aij for i 6= j as the cross-diffusion coefficients.

Recent developments in fluctuating hydrodynamics (e.g., [22, 23]) have motivated our study of
a fluctuation-corrected noise term for the Shigesada-Kawasaki-Teramoto (SKT) system, based on
the particle approximation introduced in [9]. This noise term serves as a correction for stochastic
fluctuations and leads to a system of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) (1.1)–(1.3),
for which we establish the existence of global, nonnegative solutions. As in [22, 23], the noise must
be sufficiently smooth to ensure well-posedness; otherwise, similar to the Dean-Kawasaki equation,
the system would become supercritical in the framework of singular SPDEs [24].

Previous studies of (1.1)–(1.3) have considered multiplicative Itô noise that preserves certain
structural properties of the system. For example, the existence of a local pathwise mild solution
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with n = 2 was established in [29, Theorem 4.3] under the assumption that the diffusion matrix is
positive definite and the noise coefficient satisfies standard Lipschitz conditions. A related system,
incorporating quadratic rather than linear coefficients, was analyzed under detailed balance and
small cross-diffusion coefficients in [18]. However, these works introduce significant simplifications,
and the structural preservation assumed in previous studies does not hold in our present setting.

The present system, (1.1), presents two primary challenges. First, the diffusion matrix as-
sociated with (1.1) is generally nonsymmetric and lacks positive semidefiniteness, which renders
standard semigroup theory inapplicable. In the deterministic case, methods relying on the gradient-
flow (or entropy) structure, implicit Euler time discretization, and the Leray-Schauder fixed-point
theorem have been successfully employed (see [10, 11, 27]). However, in the stochastic setting, an
explicit Euler scheme is necessary to accommodate the stochastic Itô integral, precluding the use
of entropy estimates. Alternatively, a Galerkin scheme, as detailed in [31, Theorem 4.2.4], reduces
the system to a finite-dimensional setting but relies on energy-type (L2) estimates. In contrast,
our system admits only entropy estimates involving the test function log(ui), which lies outside the
Galerkin space. Global martingale solutions for an SKT system with general coefficients satisfying
detailed balance were established in [3], even in the absence of self-diffusion, by leveraging a novel
regularization technique.

The second challenge arises from the noise structure derived from the particle system. This
structure requires additional technical considerations as it only partially aligns with the entropy
structure of the system. Unlike scalar equations, the noise in this system does not conform to the

expected form dictated by the full gradient-flow structure, div
(
B

1
2 (u) dWt

)
, where B is introduced

in the subsequent pages. A noise based on this formal gradient-flow structure has been explored as
a fluctuation correction in numerical simulations of multi-component fluid mixtures [21]. However,
the particle system analysis in [9] suggests that for the SKT system, the appropriate fluctuation
correction should depend on a component-wise mobility. A rigorous investigation into the approx-
imation accuracy of this equation for the particle system, potentially following the methodology of
[20], is deferred to future research.

Our strategy for determining the existence of solutions also relies on the system’s entropy or
formal gradient-flow structure. This time, however, the noise the interacting particle system sug-
gests leads to additional technical difficulties. We say (1.1) has an entropy structure if there exists
a function h : [0,∞)n → [0,∞), called an entropy density, such that the deterministic analog of
(1.1) can be written in terms of the entropy variables (or chemical potentials) wi = ∂h/∂ui as

(1.5) ∂tui(w)− div

( n∑

j=1

Bij(w)∇wj

)
= 0, i = 1 . . . , n,

where w = (w1, . . . , wn), ui is interpreted as a function of w, and B(w) = A(u(w))h′′(u(w))−1

with B = (Bij) is positive semidefinite. Formally, one could read this representation as

(1.6) ∂tui − div

( n∑

j=1

Bij(w)∇DH(u)j

)
= 0, i = 1 . . . , n,

for a suitable entropy functional H =
∫
O h(u) dx. For the deterministic analog of (1.1), it was

shown in [12] that a useful entropy density is given by

(1.7) h(u) =
n∑

i=1

πi
(
ui(log ui − 1) + 1

)
, u ∈ [0,∞)n,

where the numbers πi > 0 are assumed to satisfy the so-called detailed-balance condition: πiaij =
πjaji for all i, j = 1, . . . , n. For the Markov chain associated to (aij), and (π1, . . . , πn), this
condition corresponds to reversiblity ([12]). A formal computation yields that, for the deterministic
SKT system under the detailed-balance condition,

(1.8)
d

dt

∫

O
h(u) dx+ 2

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi

(
2ai0|∇

√
ui|2 + 2aii|∇ui|2 +

∑

j 6=i

aij |∇
√
uiuj |2

)
dx = 0.
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A similar expression can be derived in the stochastic setting; see (6.13). Not only does the entropy
structure provide us with bounds on ui, it gives L2 estimates for ∇√

ui if ai0 > 0 and for ∇ui
if aii > 0. Solving the system in terms of the entropy variables w leads to the positivity of
ui(w) = exp(wi/πi).

We will use this entropy structure combined with a regularization scheme, that preserves the
entropy estimates and non-negativity after passing to the de-regularization limit. The main idea
of this scheme is to “regularize” the entropy variable w. To be specific, we perturb the mapping
w 7→ u(w), and define Qε(w) = u(w) + εL∗Lw, where L : D(L) → H with domain D(L) ⊂ H is
a suitable operator and L∗ its dual. The operator L is chosen in such a way that all elements of
D(L) are bounded functions, implying that u(w) is well-defined. It can be shown that the mapping
Qε : D(L) → D(L)′ is invertible. We will use its inverse, denoted by Rε : D(L)′ → D(L) as a
regularization operator for our approximation scheme to (1.1). The approximated equation can be
written as

(1.9) dv(t) = div
(
B(Rε(v))∇Rε(v)

)
dt+

√
1

N
div
(
σ
(
u(Rε(v))

)
· ◦λ dW (t)

)
, t > 0.

The existence of a local solution vε to (1.9) with suitable initial and boundary conditions can
be shown by applying standard results, e.g. [31, Theorem 4.2.4]. The entropy inequality for wε :=
Rε(v

ε) and uε := u(wε),

E sup
0<t<T∧τR

∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
E sup

0<t<T∧τR

‖Lwε(t))‖2L2(O)

+ E sup
0<t<T∧τR

∫ t

0

∫

O
∇wε(s) : B(wε(s))∇wε(s) dxds ≤ C(u0, T ),

up to some stopping time τR > 0 allows us to extend the local solution to a global one. The
entropy inequality provides suitable, uniform in ε, bounds for uεi , which can be further refined by
the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality to prove uniform bounds for uεi in Lq(0, T ;Lq(O)) with q ≥ 2.
Such an estimate is crucial to define, for instance, the product uεiu

ε
j. Uniform estimate for uεi in

the Sobolev–Slobodeckij space Wα,p(0, T ;D(L)′) for some α < 1/2 and p > 2 such that αp > 1
then allows us to prove the tightness of the laws of (uε) in some sub-Polish space and to conclude
strong convergence in L2 thanks to the Skorokhod–Jakubowski theorem.

On an informal level, we may state our main result as follows.

Theorem 1 (Informal statement). Let the assumptions imposed in [9] hold and s > 3d
2 + 1, then

the martingale term in the equation governing the fluctuations process will be an
(
W s,2(Rd)

)∗
valued martingale satisfying

E [Mi(t, ϕ)Mk(s, ψ)] = δik

∫ s∧t

0

〈
ui,∇ϕ(·)∇ψ(·)


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)



〉

dr,

for ϕ, ψ ∈W s,2(Rd), where u = (u1, . . . , un) is a solution of the mean field equation on R
d.

Theorem 2 (Informal statement). Let λ > 1
2 , ai,0, aii > 0, aij ≥ 0 satisfy the detailed-balance

condition and let 1
N be “small”. Then there exists a global and nonnegative martingale solution to

the system (1.1)–(1.3).

Remark 3. We note that [9] was concerned with the derivation under stronger regularity condi-
tions on the initial datum than we propose, and only the local existence theory on the whole space.
However, we want to give a somewhat rigorous justification for the noise imposed in the first part
of this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. We present our notation and the main results in Section 2.
The operators needed to define the approximative scheme are introduced in Section 3. In Section 4,
the existence of solutions to a general approximative equation is proven. In the following section,
we derive estimates uniform in the regularization parameters and pass to the limit via tightness
arguments. Section 7 deals with the derivation of the noise we impose on our system. Finally, the
proofs of some auxiliary lemmas are presented in Appendix 8.1.



STOCHASTIC SHIGESADA–KAWASAKI–TERAMOTO MODEL 5

2. Notation and main result

2.1. Notation and stochastic framework. Let O ⊂ R
d (d ≥ 1) be a bounded domain. The

Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces are denoted by Lp(O) and W k,p(O), respectively, where p ∈ [1,∞],
k ∈ N, and Hk(O) =W k,2(O). For notational simplicity, we generally do not distinguish between
W k,p(O) and W k,p(O;Rn). We set Hm

N (O) = {v ∈ Hm(O) : ∇v · ν = 0 on ∂O} for m ≥ 2. If
u = (u1, . . . , un) ∈ X is some vector-valued function in the normed space X, we write ‖u‖2X =∑n

i=1 ‖ui‖2X. The inner product of a Hilbert space H is denoted by (·, ·)H , and 〈·, ·〉V ′,V is the dual
product between the Banach space V and its dual V ′. If F : U → V is a Fréchet differentiable
function between Banach spaces U and V , we write DF [v] : U → V for its Fréchet derivative, for
any v ∈ U .

Given two quadratic matrices A = (Aij), B = (Bij) ∈ R
n×n, A : B =

∑n
i,j=1 AijBij is the

Frobenius matrix product, ‖A‖F = (A : A)1/2 the Frobenius norm of A, and trA =
∑n

i=1Aii the
trace of A. The constants C > 0 in this paper are generic and their values change from line to line.
To avoid confusion, we will also highlight when we use the matrix divergence of a matrix-valued

function R
d ∋ x 7→M(x) ∈ R

n×d, which is a vector in R
n with entries divM (M)i =

∑d
j=1 ∂xjMij,

for i = 1, . . . , n.
Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space endowed with a complete right-continuous filtration F =

(Ft)t≥0 and let H be a Hilbert space. Then L0(Ω;H) consists of all measurable functions from Ω to
H, and L2(Ω;H) consists of all H-valued random variables v such that E‖v‖2H =

∫
Ω ‖v(ω)‖2HP(dω) <

∞. Let U be a separable Hilbert space and (ek)k∈N be an orthonormal basis of U . The space of
Hilbert–Schmidt operators from U to H is defined by

L2(U ;H) =

{
F : U → H linear, continuous :

∞∑

k=1

‖Fek‖2H <∞
}
,

and it is endowed with the norm ‖F‖L2(U ;H) = (
∑∞

k=1 ‖Fek‖2H)1/2.
Let W = (W1, . . . ,Wn) be an n-dimensional U -cylindrical Wiener process, taking values in the

separable Hilbert space U0 ⊃ U and adapted to the filtration F. In the current setting,
We can write W ij =

∑∞
k=1 e

ij
k W

ij
k , where (W ij

k ) is a sequence of independent standard one-

dimensional Brownian motions [13, Section 4.1.2], such that E[W i1j1
k1

(t)W i2j2
k2

(s)] = δi1i2δj1j2δk1k2
t∧

s. Then W ij(ω) ∈ C0([0,∞);U0) for a.e. ω [31, Section 2.5.1].

Remark 4. We conjecture that the limitation on λ being > 1
2 can be lifted by considering a

different entropy. Finding such an entropy is, however, not trivial.

2.2. Assumptions. We impose the following assumptions:

Assumption 5.

(A1) Domain: O ⊂ R
d (d ≥ 1) is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Let T > 0 and

set QT = O × (0, T ).
(A2) Initial datum: u0 = (u01, . . . , u

0
n) ∈ L∞(Ω;L2(O;Rn)) is a F0-measurable random variable

satisfying u0(x) ≥ 0 for a.e. x ∈ O P-a.s.
(A3) Diffusion matrix: aij ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, j = 0, . . . , n and there exist π1, . . . , πn > 0 such

that πiaij = πjaji for all i, j = 1, . . . , n (detailed-balance condition).
(A4) Let p > 2 be fixed. The correction factor 1

N , satisfies the following condition:

√
1

N
3

p−1

p

(
p

p− 1

)
2

1
2

(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) 1
2

< 1,

1

N
3

p−1

p sup
i,j

(
n

2

(
18|λ− 1|

κ
+

1

2
+
λ

2
aii

)
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞ + sup
i,l

λ

2
aii

∞∑

k=1

‖∂xl
eilk ‖2L∞

)
< 4πia0i,

1

N
3

p−1

p sup
i,j

(
λ

3
+
n

4

)( ∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞

)
< 2πiaii.
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(A5) We assume that the family (eijk )ijk, i = 1, . . . , n, j = 1, . . . , d and k ∈ N forms an
orthonormal basis of W s,2(O)n, where s > d+ 1.

Remark 6. We will also refer to W simply as spatially colored noise or W s,2(O) cylindrical noise,
instead of an n-dimensional W s,2(O)n(= U) cylindrical Wiener process.

We also introduce the following assumptions, which will be used in an intermediate step.

Assumption 7 (Auxiliary Assumptions).

(A6) Multiplicative noise: Σ = (Σij) is an n×n matrix, where Σij : L
2(O;Rn) → L2(U ;L2(O))

is B(L2(O;Rn))/ B(L2(U ;L2(O)))-measurable and F-adapted. Furthermore, there exists
Cσ > 0 such that for all u, v ∈ L2(O;Rn),

‖ div(Σ(u)− Σ(v))‖L2(U ;L2(O)) ≤ CΣ‖u− v‖D(L),

‖ div(Σ(v))‖L2(U ;L2(O)) ≤ CΣ(1 + ‖v‖D(L)).

(A7) Correction term: T = (Ti) is an n dimensional vector, where Ti : D(L)′ → D(L)′ is
measurable and F-adapted. Furthermore, there exists CT > 0 such that for all v1, v2 ∈
D(L)′,

‖T (v1)− T (v2)‖D(L)′ ≤ CT ‖v1 − v2‖D(L)′ ,

‖T (v1)‖D(L)′ ≤ CT (1 + ‖v1‖D(L)′).

Remark 8 (Discussion of the assumptions).

• (A1): The Lipschitz regularity of the boundary ∂O is needed to apply the Sobolev and
Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequalities.

• (A2): The regularity condition on u0 can be weakened to u0 ∈ Lp(Ω;L2(O;Rn)) for suf-
ficiently large p ≥ 2 (only depending on the space dimension); it is used to derive the
higher-order moment estimates.

• (A3) The detailed-balance condition is also needed in the deterministic case to reveal the
entropy structure of the system; see [12].

• (A4) This Assumption is the most restrictive one, if “small” population sizes N are con-
sidered. As the population sizes grow, the Assumption becomes hardly restrictive.

• (A5) is a regularity requirement on the noise leading to the same conditions as in [20].
• (A6) (A7): The Lipschitz continuity and linear growth of Σ(u) and T (v) are used for an

auxiliary step, leading to a general statement which is easier citable later on.

2.3. Main results. Let T > 0, m ∈ N with m > d/2 + 1 and D(L) = Hm
N (O).

Definition 1 (Martingale solution). Let λ ≥ 0 be fixed. A martingale solution to (1.1)–(1.3) is

the triple (Ũ , W̃ , ũ) such that Ũ = (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃) is a stochastic basis with filtration F̃ = (F̃t)t≥0, W̃
is an n-dimensional, spatially colored Wiener process (W s,2(O) cylindrical, where s > d+1), and

ũ = (ũ1, . . . , ũn) is a continuous D(L)′-valued F̃-adapted process such that ũi ≥ 0 a.e. in O×(0, T )

P̃-a.s.,

(2.1) ũi ∈ L0(Ω̃;C0([0, T ];D(L)′)) ∩ L0(Ω̃;L2(0, T ;H1(O))),

the law of ũi(0) is the same as for u0i , and for all φ ∈ D(L), t ∈ (0, T ), i = 1, . . . , n, P̃-a.s.,

〈ũi(t), φ〉D(L)′,D(L) = 〈ũi(0), φ〉D(L)′,D(L) −
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ(s))∇ũj(s) · ∇φdxds(2.2)

+
1

N

n∑

j=1

∫

O

(∫ t

0

σij(ũ(s)) dW̃j(s)

)
· ∇φdx

+
1

N
λ

∫

O

∫ t

0

T (ũ(s))φds dx,
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where the entries of the n× 1 dimensional λ-modified Itô-Stratonovich correction are given by

T (vε)i =
∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

∂xl

((
∂ũ(s)i (σ(ũ(s)))ii

)
eilk e

il
k ∂xl

(σ(ũ(s)))ii + ∂ũ(s)i (σ(ũ(s)))ii e
il
k ∂xl

eilk (σ(ũ(s)))ii
)
.

Our main results read as follows.

Theorem 9 (Existence for the SKT model). Let Assumptions (A1)– (A4) be satisfied and let
ai,0, aii > 0 for i = 1, . . . , n. Then (1.1)–(1.3) has a global nonnegative martingale solution in the
sense of Definition 1.

Remark 10. Equation (2.2) can also be written as

〈ũi(t), φ〉D(L)′,D(L) = 〈ũi(0), φ〉D(L)′,D(L) −
∫ t

0

∫

O
ũi(s)

(
ai0 +

n∑

j=1

aij ũj(s)

)
∆φdxds

+
n∑

j=1

∫

O

(∫ t

0

σij(ũ(s)) ◦λ dW̃j(s)

)
· ∇φdx.

for all φ ∈ D(L) ∩W 2,∞(O).

Remark 11 (Nonnegativity of the solution). The a.s. nonnegativity of the population densities is a
consequence of the entropy structure, since the approximate densities uεi satisfy u

ε
i = ui(Rε(v

ε)) =
exp(Rε(v

ε)/πi) > 0 a.e. in QT .

3. Operator setup

In this section, we review the operators’ properties in the approximate scheme laid out in [3].

3.1. Definition of the connection operator L. We define an operator L that “connects” two
Hilbert spaces V and H satisfying V ⊂ H. This abstract operator defines a regularization operator
that “lifts” the dual space V ′ to V .

Proposition 12 (Operator L). Let V and H be separable Hilbert spaces such that the embedding
V →֒ H is continuous and dense. Then there exists a bounded, self-adjoint, positive operator
L : D(L) → H with domain D(L) = V . Moreover, it holds for L and its dual operator L∗ : H → V ′

(we identify H and its dual H ′) that, for some 0 < c < 1,

(3.1) c‖v‖V ≤ ‖L(v)‖H = ‖v‖V , ‖L∗(w)‖V ′ ≤ ‖w‖H , v ∈ V, w ∈ H.

We apply Proposition 12 to V = Hm
N (O) and H = L2(O), recalling that Hm

N (O) = {v ∈
Hm(O) : ∇v · ν = 0 on ∂O} and m > d/2+ 1. Then, by Sobolev’s embedding, D(L) →֒W 1,∞(O).
Note the following two properties, that will be used later:

‖L∗L(v)‖V ′ ≤ ‖v‖V , ‖L∗(w)‖V ′ ≤ ‖w‖H for all v ∈ V, w ∈ H.(3.2)

Lemma 13 (Operator L−1). Let L−1 : ran(L) → D(L) be the inverse of L and let D(L−1) :=

D(Λ) be the closure of D(Λ) with respect to ‖L−1(·)‖H . Then D(L)′ is isometric to D(L−1). In
particular, it holds that (L−1(v), L−1(w))H = (v, w)D(L)′ for all v, w ∈ D(L)′.

Lemma 14 (Operator u). The mapping u := (h′)−1 from D(L) to L∞(O) is Fréchet differentiable
and, as a mapping from D(L) to D(L)′, monotone.

3.2. Definition of the regularization operator Rε. First, we define another operator, denoted
by Qε, that maps D(L) to D(L)′. Its inverse is the desired regularization operator.

Lemma 15 (Operator Qε). Let ε > 0 and define Qε : D(L) → D(L)′ by Qε(w) = u(w)+ εL∗Lw,
where w ∈ D(L). Then Qε is Fréchet differentiable, strongly monotone, coercive, and invertible.
Its Fréchet derivative DQε[w](ξ) = u′(w)ξ + εL∗Lξ for w, ξ ∈ D(L) is continuous, strongly
monotone, coercive, and invertible.

Lemma 15 the existence of the inverse of Qε, which we denote by Rε := Q−1
ε : D(L)′ → D(L).

This operator will be used to regularize our equation and has the following properties.
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Lemma 16 (Operator Rε). The operator Rε : D(L)′ → D(L) is Fréchet differentiable and strictly
monotone. In particular, it is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant C/ε, where C > 0 does
not depend on ε. The Fréchet derivative satisfies the relation

DRε[v] = (DQε[Rε(v)])
−1 = (u′(Rε(v)) + εL∗L)−1 for v ∈ D(L)′,

and it is Lipschitz continuous with constant C/ε, satisfying ‖DRε[v](ξ)‖D(L) ≤ ε−1C‖ξ‖D(L)′ for
v, ξ ∈ D(L)′.

4. Existence of approximate solutions

Analogously to [3], we regularize equation (1.1)–(1.4) on the level of the so-called entropy
variables by introducing the regularized variable Rε(v) for v ∈ D(L)′. Setting v = u(Rε(v)) +
εL∗LRε(v), we consider the regularized problem

dv = divM
(
B(Rε(v))∇Rε(v)

)
dt+

√
1

N
divM

(
Σ
(
u(Rε(v))

)
dW (t)

)
+

1

N
λT (u(Rε(v))) dt,(4.1)

in O, t ∈ [0, T ∧ τ),
v(0) = u0 in O, ∇Rε(v) · ν = 0 on ∂O, t > 0,(4.2)

recalling that B(w) = A(u(w))h′′(u(w))−1 for w ∈ R
n.

T (v) denotes an Itô-Stratonovich type correction term. Let us clarify the notion of solution for
the equation (4.1)–(4.2). Let T > 0, let τ be an F-adapted stopping time, and let v be a continuous,
D(L)′-valued, F-adapted process. We call (v, τ) a local strong solution to (4.1)–(4.2) if

v(ω, ·, ·) ∈ L2([0, T ∧ τ(ω));D(L)′) ∩ C0([0, T ∧ τ(ω));D(L)′)

for a.e. ω ∈ Ω and for all t ∈ [0, T ∧ τ),

v(t) = v(0) +

∫ t

0

divM
(
B(Rε(v(s)))∇Rε(v(s))

)
ds+

√
1

N

∫ t

0

divM
(
Σ
(
u(Rε(v(s))

)
dW (s)

)
(4.3)

+
1

N
λ

∫ t

0

T (v) ds,

∇Rε(v) · ν = 0 on ∂O P-a.s.(4.4)

Rε can be shown to be strongly measurable and, if v is progressively measurable, also progressively
measurable. For progressively measurable w, u(w) inherits this property, and if v ∈ C0([0, T ];D(L)′),
we have Rε(v) ∈ C0([0, T ];D(L)) and u(Rε(v)) ∈ L∞(QT ). Finally, if v ∈ L0(Ω;Lp(0, T ;D(L)′))
for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, then div(B(u(Rε(v)))∇Rε(v)) ∈ L0(Ω;Lp(0, T ;D(L)′))). Therefore, the ex-
pressions in (4.3) are well defined. We call a local strong solution global strong solution if
P(τ = ∞) = 1. Given t > 0 and v ∈ L2(Ω;C0([0, t];D(L)′)), we introduce the stopping time

τR := inf{s ∈ [0, t] : ‖v(s)‖D(L)′ > R} for R > 0,

which is P-a.s. positive. This claim was already verified in [3].
Before we go into further specifics of the system, we want to state a general existence theorem

for equations of the form (4.1)–(4.2).

Theorem 17 (Existence of approximate solutions). Let Assumptions (A1)–(A7) be satisfied and
let ε > 0, R > 0. Then problem (4.1)–(4.2) has a unique local solution (vε, τR).

Proof. The proof is based on Theorem [3, Theorem 13], which in turn uses [31, Theorem 4.2.4,
Proposition 4.1.4]. The necessary conditions for the operator M : D(L)′ → D(L)′, M(v) :=
div(B(Rε(v))∇Rε(v)) are verified in the proof of [3, Theorem 13] in a general setting, which is
analogous in the present setting. The Lipschitz continuity of σ and Lemma 14 now yield that for
v, v̄ ∈ D(L)′ with ‖v‖D(L)′ ≤ K and ‖v̄‖D(L)′ ≤ K,

‖ divM (Σ(u(Rε(v))) − Σ(u(Rε(v̄)))) ‖L2(U ;D(L)′) ≤ C‖Σ(u(Rε(v))) − Σ(u(Rε(v̄)))‖L2(U ;L2(O))

≤ C(K)‖u(Rε(v)))− u(Rε(v̄))‖L2(O)
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≤ C(K)‖Rε(v)−Rε(v̄)‖D(L) ≤ C(ε,K)‖v − v̄‖D(L)′,

where C(K) also depends on the L∞(O) norms of u′(Rε(v)) and u′(Rε(v̄)). Assumption (A7)
guarantees that

‖T (v) − T (v̄)‖L2(U ;D(L)′) ≤ C(ε,K)‖v − v̄‖D(L)′.

Hence, the assumptions of [31, Theorem 4.2.4] are satisfied in the ball {v ∈ D(L)′ : ‖v‖D(L)′ ≤
K}. These local bounds are sufficient to conclude the existence of a local solution v up to the
stopping time τR. The boundary conditions follow fromRε(v) ∈ D(L) = Hm

N (O) and the definition
of the space Hm

N (O). �

5. The SKT system with fluctuation correction

Based on section 7, in particular Lemma 35 and Lemma 36, we set

σ(u(Rε(v
ε)))ij = δij

√√√√ui

(
ai0 +

n∑

k=1

aikuεk

)
,

(i, j = 1, . . . , n), with δij being the Kronecker delta. For notational convenience, we write uε

instead of u(Rε(v
ε)). To apply the results of the previous section, we regularize the components of

σ in the following way: Set σδ(u
ε)ii := gδ (u

ε
i (ai0 +

∑n
k=1 aiku

ε
k)), where

gδ(x) =





1√
δ
x 0 ≤ x ≤ δ/2

− 2
√
δ

δ3 x
3 + 4

δ
√
δ
x2 − 3

2
√
δ
x+

√
δ
2 δ/2 ≤ x ≤ δ

√
x x ≥ δ

.

The same regularization has been used in [20], in the setting of the Dean-Kawasaki equation. Since
D = (0,∞)n, we simply set gδ(x) = 0 for any x < 0. For notational convenience, let us define

Ãi(u
ε) := ai0 +

∑n
k=1 aiku

ε
k. The (partial) derivatives of gδ(u

ε
i Ãi(u

ε)), with respect to uεi and uεj
are given by

∂uε
i
gδ(u

ε
i Ãi(u

ε)) =





1√
δ

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiui

)
0 ≤ uεi Ãi(u

ε) ≤ δ/2(
− 2

√
δ

δ3 3(uiÃi(u
ε))2 + 4

δ
√
δ
2(uiÃi(u

ε))− 3
2
√
δ

)
(Ãi(u

ε) + aiiui) δ/2 ≤ uεi Ãi(u
ε) ≤ δ

1
2
(Ai+aiiui)√

uiAi
uεi Ãi(u

ε) ≥ δ

∂uε
j
gδ(u

ε
i Ãi(u

ε)) =





1√
δ
aiju

ε
iu

ε
j 0 ≤ uεi Ãi(u

ε) ≤ δ/2(
− 2

√
δ

δ3 3(uεi Ãi(u
ε))2 + 4

δ
√
δ
2(uεi Ãi(u

ε))− 3
2
√
δ

)
(aijuiuj) δ/2 ≤ uεi Ãi(u

ε) ≤ δ

1
2

(aiju
ε
iu

ε
j)√

uε
i Ãi(uε)

uεi Ãi(u
ε) ≥ δ

.

It can be verified that (σδ(u
ε))ii is locally Lipschitz continuous in uε, for every i = 1, . . . , n, due

to the Lipschitz continuity of gδ and the local Lipschitz continuity of its argument. Further, it is
not hard to see that gδ ∈ C1 and that it satisfies

‖∂xgδ(x)‖L∞ ≤ C
1√
δ
, |∂xgδ(x)| ≤ C

1√
x
, |gδ(x)| ≤ C

√
|x|, for all x > 0.(5.1)

Our goal now is to obtain a local solution (vε, τ) of

dvε = divM
(
B(Rε(v

ε))∇Rε(v
ε)
)
dt+

√
1

N
divM

(
σδ
(
u(Rε(v

ε))
)
dW (t)

)
+

1

N
λT (vε) dt,(5.2)

in O, t ∈ [0, T ∧ τ),
vε(0) = u0 in O, ∇Rε(v

ε) · ν = 0 on ∂O, t > 0,(5.3)

In addition, we aim to obtain an entropy estimate, allowing us to extend the solution globally in
time and to pass to the limit, as the regularization(s) vanish. The components of the n× d matrix
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W are given by W ij =
∑∞

k=1 e
ij
k W

ij
k (s) (i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , d). The entries of the n× 1

dimensional modified Itô-Stratonovich correction are given by

T (vε)i =

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

∂xl

(
(∂ui (σ(u

ε))ii) e
il
k e

il
k∂xl

(σ(uε))ii + ∂ui (σ(u
ε))ii e

il
k∂xl

eilk (σ(uε))ii
)
.(5.4)

Remark 18. Note that T differs from the natural Itô-Stratonovich correction, given by

T (vε)i =

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

∂xl

((
∂vε

i
(σ(uε))ii

)
eilk e

il
k ∂xl

(σ(uε))ii + ∂vε
i
(σ(uε))ii e

il
k ∂xl

eilk (σ(uε))ii
)
.

This term includes functional derivatives in the direction of vε. However, for our analysis, working
with (5.4) is more convenient, as this term is already the appropriate correction for the limiting
equation.

Note that the correction term will not include any regularization. We will not highlight the
second regularization in vε or uε, as δ can be chosen as a function of ε, and both limits can be
performed at the same time. In the following estimates, however, we want to keep δ as a separate
parameter as this increases the readability of our arguments.

Lemma 19. Let v, v1, v2 ∈ D(L)′, such that ‖v‖D(L)′, ‖v1‖D(L)′ , ‖v2‖D(L)′ ≤ R, for some R > 0,
then there exist a constant CR,ε > 0, such that

‖T (v)‖2D(L)′ ≤ CR,ε

(
1 + ‖v‖2D(L)′

)
(5.5)

‖T (v1)− T (v2)‖2D(L)′ ≤ CR,ε

∥∥v1 − v2
∥∥2
D(L)′

.(5.6)

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix (8.1). �

Proposition 20. Let Assumptions (A1)–(A4) hold. For every ε > 0 and δ > 0, there exists a
unique local solution (vε, τR) to problem (5.2)–(5.3).

Proof. By [3], the regularization of σ and Lemma 19, Assumptions (A6), (A7) are satisfied and
Theorem 17 (with Σ = σδ) yields the existence and uniqueness of a local solution. �

6. Uniform estimates

To pass to the limit in the regularization, we require suitable estimates. Hence, the goal of the
following pages will be to establish an entropy estimate for the solution of (5.2)–(5.3), which is
uniform in the regularization parameters.

Lemma 21. Let (vε, τR) be a local solution to (5.2)–(5.3) and set vR(t) = vε(ω, t ∧ τR(ω)) for
ω ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, τR(ω)). We define

ICi,k,l := πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
(
Ã(uε)∂xl

uεi + uεi∂xl
Ã(uε)

)
eilk + gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))∂xl
eilk

)2 1

uεi
.

Let θ ∈ [0, 1], 0 < κ, κ̃3 ≤ 1
2 , then

λ

∫ t

0

〈T (uε), Rε〉L2(O) ds+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

ICi,k,l dxds

≤ −
(
λ− 1

2
− λκ

2
− |λ− 1|κ

2
− κ

4

)∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

− λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

((
32λ+ 1

2κ
+

1

2

)∥∥∂xl
eilk
∥∥2
L∞

)
πi

∫ t

0

∫

O
uεi log(u

ε
i )− uεi + 2dxds
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+

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
1

3

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

λ

∫ t

0

∫

O
(∂xl

uεi )
2
dxds+

κ̃3n

4

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∫ t

0

∫

O
(∂xl

uεi )
2
dxds

)

+

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
λ

2κ
+

1

2κ̃3

)∫ t

0

∥∥∂xl
eilk
∥∥2
L2 ds

+

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πi

((
18|λ− 1|

κ
+

1

2
+
λ

2
aii

)∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

+
λ

2
aii
∥∥∂xl

eilk
∥∥2
L∞

)

×
∫ t

0

∫

O

(
n

2ai0
∂xl

uεi

)1−θ

naij

2aij

n∑

j=1

∂xl

√
uεj




θ

dxds.

The proof is in the Appendix (see 8.1).

Proposition 22 (Entropy inequality). Let (vε, τR) be a local solution to (5.2)–(5.3) and set
vR(t) = vε(ω, t ∧ τR(ω)) for ω ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, τR(ω)). Let 0 < κ ≤ 1

2 and λ > 1
2 be fixed. Then there

exists constants C(u0, T ), c > 0, depending on u0 and T but not on ε, δ and R, such that

E sup
0<t<T∧τR

∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
E sup

0<t<T∧τR

‖Lwε(t)‖2L2(O)

+ cE sup
0<t<T∧τR

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

+
1

N
C(λ, κ)E sup

0<t<T∧τR

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+
1

N
λE sup

0<t<T∧τR

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

≤ C
(
u0, T, κ−1, λ

)
,

where uε := u(Rε(v
R)) and wε := Rε(v

R). In particular, we have that for all ε > 0 and i, j =
1, . . . , n with i 6= j,

E‖uεi‖L∞(0,T ;L1(O)) ≤ C(u0, T ),(6.1)

a
1/2
i0 E‖(uεi )1/2‖L2(0,T ;H1(O)) + a

1/2
ii E‖uεi‖L2(0,T ;H1(O)) ≤ C(u0, T ),(6.2)

a
1/2
ij E‖∇(uεiu

ε
j)

1/2‖L2(0,T ;L2(O)) ≤ C(u0, T ).

Moreover, we have the estimate

(6.3) εE‖LRε(v
ε)‖2L∞(0,T ;L2(O)) + E‖vε‖2L∞(0,T ;D(L)′) ≤ C(u0, T ).

Corollary 23. For every ε > 0, i, j = 1, . . . , n, the estimate

E

(
‖∇wε‖L2(0,T ;L2(O)) + ‖

√
πiaijuεj∇wε

i ‖L2(0,T ;L2(O))

)
≤ C(u0, T )(6.4)

holds.

Proof. The result is immediate from Proposition 22. The choice of
(
eilk
)
i,l,k

and the definition of

Ã yield the bound. �

Proof of Proposition 22. We apply the Itô lemma in the version of [28, Theorem 3.1], with V =
H = D(L)′ and the regularized entropy

(6.5) H(v) :=

∫

O
h(u(Rε(v))) dx+

ε

2
‖LRε(v)‖2L2(O), v ∈ D(L)′.
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Recall that Rε(v) = h′(u(Rε(v))) for v ∈ D(L)′, since u = u(w) is the inverse of h′. The necessary
conditions can be verified similarly to in [3]. For convenience, we will outline the steps. H is
Fréchet differentiable and using Lemma 16, its derivative can be expressed as

DH[v](ξ) =

∫

O

(
h′(u(Rε(v)))u

′(Rε(v))DRε[v](ξ) + εLDRε[v](ξ) · LRε(v)
)
dx

=
〈
(u′(Rε(v)) + εL∗L)DRε[v](ξ), Rε(v)

〉
D(L)′,D(L)

=
〈
DQε[Rε(v)]DRε[v](ξ), Rε(v)

〉
D(L)′,D(L)

= 〈ξ, Rε(v)〉D(L)′,D(L),

where v, ξ ∈ D(L)′. In other words, DH[v] can be identified with Rε(v) ∈ D(L). In a similar way,
we can prove that DH[v] is Fréchet differentiable and

D2H[v](ξ, η) = 〈ξ,DRε[v](η)〉D(L)′,D(L) for v, ξ, η ∈ D(L)′.

Thanks to the Lipschitz continuity of Rε and DRε[v] (see Lemma 16) for all v, ξ ∈ D(L)′ with
‖v‖D(L)′ ≤ K for some K > 0, we have

|DH[v](ξ)| ≤ ‖Rε(v)‖D(L)‖ξ‖D(L)′ ≤ C(ε)(1 + ‖v‖D(L)′)‖ξ‖D(L)′ ≤ C(ε,K)‖ξ‖D(L)′,

|D2H[v](ξ, ξ)| ≤ ‖DRε[v](ξ)‖D(L)‖ξ‖D(L)′ ≤ C(ε)‖ξ‖2D(L)′ .

To bound the mapping D(L)′ → R, v 7→ DH[v](η) for any η ∈ D(L)′, as in Lemma 13, we use
that the operator L can be constructed in such a way that the Riesz representative in D(L)′ of
a functional acting on D(L)′ can be expressed via the application of L∗L to an element of D(L).
Indeed, for F ∈ D(L) and ξ ∈ D(L)′, Lemma 13 yields that

〈ξ, F 〉D(L)′,D(L) = (L−1ξ, LF 〉D(L)′,D(L) = ((LL−1)L−1ξ, LF )L2(O)

= (L−1ξ, L−1L∗LF )L2(O) = (L∗LF, ξ)D(L)′ .

Hence, we can associate DH[v] with L∗LRε(v) ∈ D(L)′, since we can identify DH[v] with Rε(v) ∈
D(L). Then, by the first estimate in (3.2) and the Lipschitz continuity of Rε,

‖L∗LRε(v)‖D(L)′ ≤ C‖Rε(v)‖D(L) ≤ C‖Rε(v)−Rε(0)‖D(L) + C‖Rε(0)‖D(L)

≤ C(ε)(1 + ‖v‖D(L)′) for all v ∈ D(L)′,

giving the desired estimate for DH[v] in D(L)′. Thus, the assumptions of the Itô lemma, as stated
in [28], are satisfied.

To simplify the notation, we set uε := u(Rε(v
R)) and wε := Rε(v

R) in the following. By Itô’s
lemma, using DH[vR] = h′(uε), D2H[vR] = DRε(v

R), and already applying Lemma 39 to the
correction term, we have

H(vR(t)) ≤ H(v(0)) +

∫ t

0

〈
divM

(
B(wε)∇h′(uε(s))

)
, wε(s)

〉
D(L)′,D(L)

ds(6.6)

+

√
1

N

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
∂xl

(
(σδ)i,j(u)e

jl
k

)
(h′(uε(s)))i dxdW

jl
k (s)

+
1

N
λ

n∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
T (vε(s))i (h

′(uε(s)))i dxds

+
1

2

1

N

∞∑

k=1

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

(
∂xl

(
σi,i(u)e

il
k

))2 πi
ui

dxds.

By Lemma 39, the first term on the right-hand side can be estimated from above by
∫
O h(u

0) dx.

Using wε = Rε(v
R) = h′(uε) and integrating by parts, the second term on the right-hand side can

be rewritten as ∫ t

0

〈
div
(
B(wε)∇h′(uε(s))

)
, wε(s)

〉
D(L)′,D(L)

ds

= −
∫ t

0

∫

O
∇wε(s) : B(wε)∇wε(s) dxds ≤ 0.
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We observe that Rε(v
ε) = h′(u(Rε(v

ε))) = h′(uε) implies that ∇Rε(v
ε) = h′′(uε)∇uε. It is shown

in [12, Lemma 4] that for all z ∈ R
n and u ∈ (0,∞)n,

zTh′′(u)A(u)z ≥
n∑

i=1

πi

(
a0i

z2i
ui

+ 2aiiz
2
i

)
+

1

2

n∑

i,j=1, i6=j

πiaij

(√
uj
ui
zi +

√
ui
uj
zj

)2

.

Using B(Rε(v
ε)) = A(uε)h′′(uε)−1 and the previous inequalities with z = ∇uε, we find that

∇Rε(v
ε) : B(Rε(v

ε))∇Rε(v) = ∇uε : h′′(uε)
(
A(uε)h′′(uε)−1

)
h′′(uε)∇uε(6.7)

= ∇uε : h′′(uε)A(uε)∇uε

≥
n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2.(6.8)

Due to the choice of space, the boundary integral vanishes and we are left with
∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
‖Lwε‖2L2(O)(6.9)

+

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

≤
∫

O
h(u0) dx+

1

N
λ

n∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
T (vε(s))i (h

′(uε(s)))i dxds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I

+
1

2

1

N

∞∑

k=1

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

(
∂xl

(
σi,i(u)e

il
k

))2 πi
ui

dxds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=II

+

√
1

N

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
∂xl

(
(σδ)i,j(u)e

jl
k

)
(h′(uε(s)))i dxdW

jl
k (s).

To bound the remaining terms on the right-hand side, we use Lemma 21 (with θ = 1) and condition
(A4):

I + II <

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇(uε)|2

)
dxds

+ Cκ,(aij)ij


1 +

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

j=1

uεj(s) log(u
ε
j(s)) − uεj(s) + 1 dxds




− Cλ,κ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

− λ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds.

We wish to absorb the first term into the left-hand-side of (6.9), leading to
∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
‖Lwε‖2L2(O)(6.10)

+ c

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

+ Cλ,κ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds
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+ λ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

≤
∫

O
h(u0) dx+ Cκ

(
1 +

∫ t

0

∫

O
h(uε(s)) dxds

)

+

√
1

N

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
∂xl

(
(σδ)i,j(u)e

jl
k

)
(h′(uε(s)))i dxdW

jl
k (s).

We take expectation, causing the last term to vanish, and apply Gronwall’s lemma to the function
F (t) =

∫
O h(u

ε(s)) dx to find that

E

∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
E‖Lwε‖2L2(O)

+ cE

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

+ Cλ,κ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+ λ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

≤ C(u0, T ).

Taking first the supremum in (6.10) over (0, TR), where TR ≤ T ∧ τR, and then the expectation
yields

E sup
0<t<TR

∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
E sup

0<t<TR

‖Lwε‖2L2(O)

(6.11)

+ cE sup
0<t<TR

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

+ Cλ,κ
1

N
E sup

0<t<TR

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+ λ
1

N
E sup

0<t<TR

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

≤ E

∫

O
h(u0) dx+

√
1

N
E sup

0<t<TR

(
−

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
(σδ(u

ε(s)))ii e
1l
k ∂xl

∂h

∂ui
(uε(s)) dxdW 1l

k (s)

)

+ E sup
0<t<TR

∫

O
h(u0) dx+ CκE sup

0<t<TR

(
1 +

∫ t

0

∫

O
h(uε(s)) dxds

)
.

We apply the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality [31, Theorem 6.1.2]:

E sup
0<t<TR

(
−

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
(σδ(u

ε(s)))ii e
1l
k ∂xl

∂h

∂ui
(uε(s)) dxdW 1l

k (s)

)

≤ 4E sup
0<t<TR

{∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

(∫

O
(σδ(u

ε(s)))ii e
il
k∂xl

∂h

∂ui
(uε(s)) dx

)2

ds

}1/2
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≤ 4E sup
0<t<TR





∫ t

0

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

( ∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

)∥∥∥∥∥∥
(σδ(u

ε(s)))ii√
uεi (s)Ãi(uε(s))

√
Ãi(uε(s))πi∂xl

√
uεi (s)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

L1(O)

ds





1/2

≤ 4

(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) 1
2

E sup
0<t<TR





∫ t

0

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∥∥∥∥∥∥
(σδ(u

ε(s)))ii√
uεi (s)Ãi(uε(s))

√
Ãi(uε(s))πi

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2

L2(O)

∥∥∥∂xl

√
uεi (s)

∥∥∥
2

L2(O)
ds





1/2

(6.12)

≤ 4

(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) 1
2

E sup
0<t<TR

{∫ t

0

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∥∥∥π2
i Ãi(u

ε(s))
∥∥∥
L1(O)

∥∥∥∂xl

√
uεi (s)

∥∥∥
2

L2(O)
ds

}1/2

≤ 2

(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) 1
2

E sup
0<t<TR

(
2

(
sup
i,j

πjaji

)
+

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πiaijπi (ui(t)(log(ui(t)) − 1) + 1) dx

)

+ 2

(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) 1
2

E sup
0<t<TR

∫ t

0

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πi

∥∥∥∂xl

√
uεi (s)

∥∥∥
2

L2(O)
ds.

Therefore, after absorbing suitable terms into the left-hand-side, (6.11) becomes

E sup
0<t<TR

∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
E sup

0<t<TR

‖Lwε‖2L2(O)(6.13)

+ cE

∫ TR

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

+ ECλ,κ
1

N

∫ TR

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+ Eλ
1

N

∫ TR

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

≤ CE

∫

O
h(u0) dx+ CE sup

0<t<TR

(
1 +

∫ t

0

∫

O
h(uε(s)) dxds

)

≤ C + CE

∫ TR

0

∫

O
sup

0<s<t
h(uε(s)) dxdt.

We apply Gronwall’s lemma to the function F (t) = sup0<s<t

∫
O h(u

ε(s)) dx to find that

E sup
0<t<TR

∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx ≤ C(u0, T ).

The proof is finished by applying this bound in (6.13). �

The entropy inequality allows us to extend the local solution to a global one.

Proposition 24. Let (vε, τR) be a local solution to (5.2)–(5.3), constructed in Proposition 20.
Then vε can be extended to a global solution to (5.2)–(5.3).

Proof. With the notation uε = u(Rε(v
ε)) and wε = Rε(v

ε), we observe that vε = Qε(Rε(v
ε))

= u(Rε(v
ε)) + εL∗LRε(v

ε) = uε + εL∗Lwε. Thus, we have for TR ≤ T ∧ τR,

E sup
0<t<TR

‖vε(t)‖D(L)′ ≤ E sup
0<t<TR

‖uε‖D(L)′ + εE sup
0<t<TR

‖L∗Lwε(t)‖D(L)′

≤ CE sup
0<t<TR

‖uε‖L1(O) + εE sup
0<t<TR

‖L∗Lwε(t)‖D(L)′ .
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We know from Hypothesis (H1) that |uε| ≤ C(1 + h(uε)). Therefore, taking into account the
entropy inequality and the second inequality in (3.2),

E sup
0<t<TR

‖v(t)‖D(L)′ ≤ CE sup
0<t<TR

‖h(uε(t))‖L1(O) + εC sup
0<t<TR

‖Lwε(t)‖L2(O) ≤ C(u0, T ).

This allows us to perform the limit R → ∞ and to conclude that the solution vε exists in (0, T )
for any T > 0. �

6.1. Hiher order uniform estimates. Let vε be a global solution to (5.2)–(5.3) and set uε =
u(Rε(v

ε)). We assume that A(u) is given by (1.3) and that aii > 0 for i = 1, . . . , n. We start with
some uniform estimates, which are a consequence of the entropy inequality in Proposition 22.

Lemma 25 (Higher-order moments I). Let p ≥ 2. There exists a constant C(p, u0, T ), which is
independent of ε, such that

E‖uε‖pL∞(0,T ;L1(O)) ≤ C(p, u0, T ),(6.14)

a
p/2
i0 E‖(uεi )1/2‖pL2(0,T ;H1(O)) + a

p/2
ii E‖uεi‖pL2(0,T ;H1(O)) ≤ C(p, u0, T ),(6.15)

a
p/2
ij E‖∇(uεiu

ε
j)

1/2‖pL2(0,T ;L2(O)) ≤ C(p, u0, T ).(6.16)

Moreover, we have

(6.17) E

(
ε sup
0<t<T

‖LRε(v
ε(t))‖2L2(O)

)p

+ E

(
sup

0<t<T
‖vε(t)‖D(L)′

)p

≤ C(p, u0, T ),

E

(
‖∇wε‖L2(0,T ;L2(O)) + ‖

√
πiaijuεj∇wε

i ‖L2(0,T ;L2(O))

)p
≤ C(u0, T ).(6.18)

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 22 and taking into account identity (6.10):
∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx+

ε

2
‖Lwε‖2L2(O)

+ c

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi
(
4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 + 2aii|∇uε|2

)
+ 2

∑

i6=j

πiaij |∇(uεiu
ε
j)

1/2|2 dxds

+ Cλ,κ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+ λ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

≤
∫

O
h(u0) dx+ Cκ

(
1 +

∫ t

0

∫

O
h(uε(s)) dxds

)

+

√
1

N

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
∂xl

(
(σδ)i,j(u)e

jl
k

)
(h′(uε(s)))i dxdW

jl
k (s).

We raise this inequality to the pth power, take the supremum order time as well as the expec-
tation, apply the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality. Since every term on the left-hand-side of
the inequality is non-negative, we can multiply out the square and drop the (non-negative) cross
terms to obtain

E sup
0<t<T

(∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx

)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(
ε

2

∫ t

0

‖LR(vε(s))‖2L2(O) ds

)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 dxds
)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi2aii|∇uε|2 dxds
)p
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+ Cλ,κE sup
0<t<T

(
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(
λ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

)p

≤ C(p, u0) + 3p−1

(
p

p− 1

)p
(√

1

N

)p

E

(∫ T

0

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

j=1

(∫

O
∂xl

(
σi(u)e

il
k

)
(h′(uε(s)))i e

ij
k dx

)2

ds

)p/2

+ 3p−1

(
1

N

)p

E sup
0<t<T

(∫ t

0

∫

O
h(uε(s)) dxds

)p

.

The second term on the right-hand side can be bounded as in the previous estimates (see (6.12)):

E sup
0<t<T

(∫

O
h(uε(t)) dx

)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(
ε

2

∫ t

0

‖LR(vε(s))‖2L2(O) ds

)p

(6.19)

+ E sup
0<t<T

(∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi4a0i|∇(uε)1/2|2 dxds
)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi2aii|∇uε|2 dxds
)p

+ Cλ,κE sup
0<t<T

(
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

)p

+ E sup
0<t<T

(
λ
1

N

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πiaii

(
∂xl

√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

)p

≤ C(p, u0)

+

√
1

N

p

2p3p−1

(
p

p− 1

)p
(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) p
2 (

2 sup
i,j

πjaji

)p

+

√
1

N

p

2p3p−1

(
p

p− 1

)p
(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) p
2

E sup
0<t<TR

(∫

O

n∑

i=1

πiaijπi (ui(t)(log(ui(t))− 1) + 1) dx

)

+

√
1

N

p

2p3p−1

(
p

p− 1

)p
(
sup
i,l

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

) 1
2

E sup
0<t<TR

∫ t

0

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πi

∥∥∥∂xl

√
uεi (s)

∥∥∥
2

L2(O)
ds.

+ 3p−1

(
1

N

)p

E sup
0<t<T

(∫ t

0

∫

O
h(uε(s)) dxds

)p

.

Recalling (A4), using Jensen’s inequality and neglecting the expression ε‖LRε(v
ε(t))‖2L2(O), we

apply Gronwall’s lemma. Then, taking into account the fact that the entropy dominates the L1(O)
norm, and applying the Poincaré–Wirtinger inequality, we obtain estimates (6.14)–(6.16). Going
back to (6.19), we infer that

E

(
ε sup
0<t<T

‖LRε(v
ε(t))‖2L2(O)

)p

≤ C(p, u0) + C(p, T )E

∫ T

0

(∫

O
h(uε(s)) dx

)p

ds

≤ C(p, u0, T ).

Combining the previous estimates and arguing as in the proof of Proposition 24, we have

E

(
sup

0<t<T
‖vε(t)‖D(L)′

)p

= E

(
sup

0<t<T
‖uε(t) + εL∗LRε(v

ε(t))‖D(L)′

)p
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≤ CE

(
sup

0<t<T
‖uε(t)‖L1(O)

)p

+ CE

(
ε2 sup

0<t<T
‖LRε(v

ε(t))‖2L2(O)

)p/2

≤ C(p, u0, T ).

The last claim follows again from the same arguments as in Corollary 23. This ends the proof. �

Using the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, we can derive further estimates. We recall that
QT = O × (0, T ).

Lemma 26 (Higher-order moments II). Let p ≥ 2. There exists a constant C(p, u0, T ) > 0, which
is independent of ε, such that

E‖uεi‖pL2+2/d(QT )
≤ C(p, u0, T ),(6.20)

E‖uεi‖pL2+4/d(0,T ;L2(O))
≤ C(p, u0, T ).(6.21)

Proof. We apply the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality:

E

(∫ T

0

‖uεi‖sLr(O) dt

)p/s

≤ CE

(∫ T

0

‖uεi‖θsH1(O)‖uεi‖
(1−θ)s
L1(O) dt

)p/s

≤ CE

(
‖uεi‖

(1−θ)s
L∞(0,T ;L1(O))

∫ T

0

‖uεi‖2H1(O) dt

)p/s

≤ C
(
E‖uεi‖

2(1−θ)p
L∞(0,T ;L1(O))

)1/2(
E‖uεi‖

4p/s
L2(0,T ;H1(O))

)1/2 ≤ C,

where r > 1 and θ ∈ (0, 1] satisfy 1/r = 1− θ(d+2)/(2d) and s = 2/θ ≥ 2. The right-hand side is
bounded in by (6.14) and (6.15). Setting r = s yields estimate (6.20), implying that r = 2 + 2/d,
and (6.21) follows from the choice s = 2 + 4/d, implying that r = 2. �

Next, we prove bounds on the fractional time derivative of uε. In combination with the previous
estimates, this will allow us to establish the tightness of the laws of (uε) in a suitable space. For
a vector space X , and constants p ≥ 1, α ∈ (0, 1), the Sobolev–Slobodeckij space Wα,p(0, T ;X) is
the set of all functions v ∈ Lp(0, T ;X) for which

‖v‖pWα,p(0,T ;X) = ‖v‖pLp(0,T ;X) + |v|pWα,p(0,T ;X)

=

∫ T

0

‖v‖pX dt+

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

‖v(t)− v(s)‖pX
|t− s|1+αp

dt ds <∞.

With this norm, Wα,p(0, T ;X) becomes a Banach space. For β ∈ (0, 1), we also introduce the
Hölder space C0,β([0, T ], X) of continuous, X–valued functions v which satisfy

‖v‖p
C0,β([0,T ];X)

= ‖v‖pC([0,T ];X) + |v|p
Cβ([0,T ];X)

= sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖v(t)‖pX + sup
s,t∈[0,T ],s6=t

‖v(t)− v(s)‖pX
|t− s|βp <∞.

Lemma 27. [3, Lemma 21] Let g ∈ L1(0, T ) and δ < 2, δ 6= 1. Then

(6.22)

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−δ

∫ t∨s

s∧t

g(r) dr dt ds <∞.

Lemma 28 (Time regularity). There exists 0 < β and a constant C(u0, T ) > 0 such that, for
p := d+2

d+1 ,

E‖uε‖p
C0,β(0,T ;D(L)′)

≤ C(u0, T ),

εpE‖L∗LRε(v
ε)‖p

C0,β(0,T ;D(L)′)
+ E‖vε‖p

C0,β(0,T ;D(L)′)
≤ C(u0, T ).(6.23)

Since p > 2, we can choose α < 1/2 such that αp > 1. Then the continuous embedding
Wα,p(0, T ) →֒ C0,β([0, T ]) for β = α− 1/p > 0 implies that

(6.24) E‖uε‖p
C0,β([0,T ];D(L)′)

≤ C(u0, T ).
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Proof. We recall the continuous embedding Wα,p(0, T ) →֒ C0,β([0, T ]) for β = α− 1/p > 0, which
will be used throughout the proof.

First, we derive the Wα,p estimate for vε and then we conclude the estimate for uε from the
definition vε = uε + εL∗LRε(v

ε) and Lemma 26. We know from (6.17) that E‖vε‖pL∞(0,T ;D(L)′) is

bounded. Hence it remains to bound the seminorm-part of the Wα,p(0, T ;D(L)′) norm:

E|vεi |pWα,p(0,T ;D(L)′) = E

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

‖vεi (t)− vεi (s)‖pD(L)′

|t− s|1+αp
dt ds.

Instead of bounding each term in the same seminorm, we will perform a more fine-grained analysis:

J1 := E

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α1p1

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ t∨s

s∧t

divM

n∑

j=1

Aij(u
ε(r))∇uεj(r) dr

∥∥∥∥∥∥

p1

D(L)′

dt ds

J2 := E

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2

∥∥∥∥∥∥

√
1

N

∫ t∨s

s∧t


divM




n∑

j=1

σδ(u
ε(r)) dW (r)






i

∥∥∥∥∥∥

p2

D(L)′

dt ds

J3 := E

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α3p3

∥∥∥∥λ
1

N

∫ t∨s

s∧t

T (uε(r))i dr

∥∥∥∥
p3

D(L)′
dt ds.

The bound for J1, we set

g(t) =

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥∥∥


ai0 + 2

n∑

j=1

aiju
ε
j


∇uεi +

∑

j 6=i

aiju
ε
i∇uεj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1(O)

dr.

Then, using D(L) ⊂W 1,∞(O) (due to the assumption m > d/2 + 1),

E

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α1p1

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∫ t∨s

s∧t

div

n∑

j=1

Aij(u
ε(r))∇uεj(r)dr

∥∥∥∥∥∥

p1

D(L)′

dtds

≤ C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α1p1



∫ t∨s

s∧t

∥∥∥∥∥∥


ai0 + 2

n∑

j=1

aiju
ε
j


∇uεi +

∑

j 6=i

aiju
ε
i∇uεj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1(O)

dr




p1

dtds

≤ CE

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|g(t)− g(s)|p
|t− s|1+α1p1

dtds ≤ CE‖g‖pWα1,p1 (0,T ;R).

The embedding W 1,p1(0, T ;R) →֒ Wα1,p1(0, T ;R) and estimates (6.15), (6.21) show that for 1 ≤
p1 ≤ (d+ 2)/(d+ 1),

E‖g‖p1

Wα1,p1(0,T ;R) ≤ CE‖g‖p1

W 1,p1(0,T ;R)
= CE‖∂tg‖p1

Lp(0,T ;R) + CE‖g‖p1

Lp1(0,T ;R)

≤ CE

∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥∥∥


ai0 + 2

n∑

j=1

aiju
ε
j


∇uεi +

∑

j 6=i

aiju
ε
i∇uεj

∥∥∥∥∥∥

p1

L1(O)

dt

+ CE

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥∥∥


ai0 + 2

n∑

j=1

aiju
ε
j


∇uεi +

∑

j 6=i

aiju
ε
i∇uεj

∥∥∥∥∥∥

p1

L1(O)

drdt ≤ C.

Hence, we can choose a α1, such that α1p1 > 1 and in turn a β1 > 0, such that Wα1,p1(0, T ) →֒
C0,β1([0, T ]).

In the following estimates, we will neglect the parameters
√

1
N and 1

N for simplicity. To estimate

J2, we use the embedding L2(O) →֒W−1,2(O) →֒ D(L)′, the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality,
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and the Hölder inequality:

J2 ≤ C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2E

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

l=1

∞∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

∫ t∨s

s∧t

∂xl

(
σδ(u

ε(r))ije
jl
k

)
dW jl

k (r)

∥∥∥∥∥∥

p2

D(L)′

dt ds

≤ C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2E

(∫ t∨s

s∧t

d∑

l=1

∞∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

‖σδ(uε(r))ijejlk ‖2L2(O) dr

)p2/2

dt ds

= C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2E

(∫ t∨s

s∧t

d∑

l=1

∞∑

k=1

n∑

j=1

∫

O
δiju

ε
i (r)

(
ai0 +

n∑

m=1

aimu
ε
m(r)

)
(ejlk )

2 dxdr

)p2/2

dt ds

= C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2E

(∫ t∨s

s∧t

d∑

l=1

∞∑

k=1

∫

O
uεi (r)

(
ai0 +

n∑

m=1

aimu
ε
m(r)

)
(eilk )

2 dxdr

)p2/2

dt ds

≤ C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2E

( d∑

l=1

∞∑

k=1

‖eilk ‖2L∞(O)

∫ t∨s

s∧t

∫

O
uεi (r)

(
ai0 +

n∑

m=1

aimu
ε
m(r)

)
dxdr

)p2/2

dt ds

≤ C

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α2p2+
p2
2

∫ t∨s

s∧t

E

n∑

j=1

(
1 + ‖uε(r)‖p2

L2(O)

)
dr dt ds.

By (6.21) and (6.22), the right-hand side is finite if 1 + α2p2 − p2/2 < 2, which is equivalent to
α2 <

1
p2

+ 1
2 . Choosing p2 = 2 + 4

d , we can choose an α2 that satisfies 1 < α2p2 and the above

relation. This yields a β2 > 0, such that Wα2,p2(0, T ) →֒ C0,β2([0, T ]).

Lastly, we bound the correction term. In this step, we set g(t) =
∫ t

0
‖T (uε(r))i‖D(L)′ dr.

J3 = E

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α3p3

∥∥∥∥
∫ t∨s

s∧t

T (uε(r))i dr

∥∥∥∥
p3

D(L)′
dt ds

≤ CE

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|t− s|−1−α3p3

(∫ t∨s

s∧t

‖T (uε(r))i‖D(L)′ dr

)p3

dt ds

≤ CE

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

|g(t)− g(s)|p3

|t− s|1+α3p3
dtds ≤ CE‖g‖p3

Wα3,p3(0,T ;R).

Again by the embedding W 1,p(0, T ;R) →֒ Wα,p(0, T ;R), we obtain

E‖g‖p3

Wα3,p3 (0,T ;R) ≤ CE‖g‖p3

W 1,p3(0,T ;R)
= CE‖∂tg‖p3

Lp(0,T ;R) + CE‖g‖p3

Lp(0,T ;R)

≤ CE

∫ T

0

‖T (uε(t))i‖p3

L1(O) dt+ CE

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

‖T (uε(r))i‖p3

L1(O) drdt.

To bound the terms above, we perform the same steps as in the proof of Lemma 19. The only
term requiring attention will be the one involving the derivative of the logarithm of our solution.
Here we notice the following:

∥∥∥∥
√
Ãi

√
Ãi log(u

ε
i )

∥∥∥∥
p3

L1(O)

≤ C

∥∥∥∥
√
Ãi

p3
√
Ãi

p3

log(uεi )
p3

∥∥∥∥
L1(O)

≤ C

∥∥∥∥Ã
p3

2−p3

i + Ãi log(u
ε
i )

2

∥∥∥∥
L1(O)

.

The bounds (6.20), (6.18) and Lemma 40 now imply that we can choose p3 = 2(d+4)
d+6 . The

remaining terms can be easily bound by Lemma 25 and Lemma 26, yielding that J3 is finite for

α3 < 1 and p3 = 2(d+4)
d+6 . We can choose d+6

2d+8α3 > 1, which in turn allows us to conclude that∥∥∥
∫ t∨s

s∧t
T (uε(r))i dr

∥∥∥
D(L)′

∈Wα3,p3(0, T ;R) →֒ Cβ3(0, T ) with 0 < β3 ≤ α3p3 − 1.
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we now simply set β := min{β1, β2, β3}. The uniform bounds for uε follow by the definition of
vε and the Cβ seminorm,

E|uε|p
Cβ([0,T ];D(L)′)

= E|vε − εL∗LRε(v
ε)|p

Cβ([0,T ];D(L)′)

≤ CE sup
s,t∈[0,T ],s6=t

‖vε(t)− vε(s)‖pD(L)′

|t− s|βp

+ CE sup
s,t∈[0,T ],s6=t

εp‖L∗LRε(v
ε(t)) − L∗LRε(v

ε(s))‖pD(L)′

|t− s|βp .

It follows from (3.2) and the Lipschitz continuity of Rε (Lemma 16) that

‖L∗LRε(v
ε(t))− L∗LRε(v

ε(s))‖D(L)′ ≤ ‖Rε(v
ε(t))−Rε(v

ε(s))‖L2(O)

≤ ε−1C‖vε(t)− vε(s)‖D(L)′ .

Then we find that
E|uε|p

Cβ([0,T ];D(L)′)
≤ CE|vε|Cβ([0,T ];D(L)′).

�

6.2. Tightness of the laws of (uε). We show that the laws of (uε) are tight in a certain sub-
Polish space. For this, we introduce the following spaces:

• C0([0, T ];D(L)′) is the space of continuous functions u : [0, T ] → D(L)′ with the topology
T1 induced by the norm ‖u‖C0([0,T ];D(L)′) = sup0<t<T ‖u(t)‖D(L)′;

• L2
w(0, T ;H

1(O)) is the space L2(0, T ;H1(O)) with the weak topology T2.

We define the space

Z̃T := C0([0, T ];D(L)′) ∩ L2
w(0, T ;H

1(O)),

endowed with the topology T̃ that is the maximum of the topologies T1 and T2. The space Z̃T is
a sub-Polish space, since C0([0, T ];D(L)′) is separable and metrizable and

fm(u) =

∫ T

0

(u(t), vm(t))H1(O) dt, u ∈ L2
w(0, T ;H

1(O)), m ∈ N,

where (vm)m is a dense subset of L2(0, T ;H1(O)), is a countable family (fm) of point-separating
functionals acting on L2(0, T ;H1(O)). In the following, we choose a number s∗ ≥ 1 such that

(6.25) s∗ <
2d

d− 2
if d ≥ 3, s∗ <∞ if d = 2, s∗ ≤ ∞ if d = 1.

Then the embedding H1(O) →֒ Ls∗(O) is compact.

Lemma 29. The set of laws of (uε) is tight in

ZT = Z̃T ∩ L2(0, T ;Ls∗(O))

with the topology T that is the maximum of T̃ and the topology induced by the L2(0, T ; Ls∗(O))
norm, where s∗ is given by (6.25).

Proof. We apply Chebyshev’s inequality for the first moment and use estimate (6.24), for any
η > 0 and δ > 0,

sup
ε>0

P

(
sup

s,t∈[0,T ],
|t−s|≤δ

‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖D(L)′ > η

)
≤ sup

ε>0

1

η
E

(
sup

s,t∈[0,T ],
|t−s|≤δ

‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖D(L)′

)

≤ δβ

η
sup
ε>0

E

(
sup

s,t∈[0,T ],
|t−s|≤δ

‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖D(L)′

|t− s|β
)

≤ δβ

η
sup
ε>0

E‖uε‖C0,β([0,T ];D(L)′)) ≤ C
δβ

η
.

This means that for all θ > 0 and all η > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that

sup
ε>0

P

(
sup

s,t∈[0,T ], |t−s|≤δ

‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖D(L)′ > η

)
≤ θ,
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which is equivalent to the Aldous condition [5, Section 2.2]. Applying [35, Lemma 5, Theo-
rem 3] with the spaces X = H1(O) and B = D(L)′, we conclude that (uε) is precompact in
C0([0, T ];D(L)′). Then, proceeding as in the proof of the basic criterion for tightness [32, Chap-
ter II, Section 2.1], we see that the set of laws of (uε) is tight in C0([0, T ];D(L)′).

Next, by Chebyshev’s inequality again and estimate (6.2), for all K > 0,

P
(
‖uε‖L2(0,T ;H1(O)) > K

)
≤ 1

K2
E‖uε‖2L2(0,T ;H1(O)) ≤

C

K2
.

This implies that for any δ > 0, there exists K > 0 such that P(‖uε‖L2(0,T ;H1(O)) ≤ K) ≤ 1 − δ.

Since closed balls in the norm of L2(0, T ;H1(O)) are weakly compact, we infer that the set of laws
of (uε) is tight in L2

w(0, T ;H
1(O)).

The tightness in L2(0, T ;Ls∗(O)) follows from standard Sobolev embedding arguments. �

Lemma 30. The set of laws of
√
εRε(v

ε)) are tight in L2
w(0, T ;D(L)) ∩ L∞

w∗(0, T ;D(L)). In
addition the laws of ∇Rε(v

ε) are tight in L2
w(0, T ;L

2(O)) (equipped with the weak topology). In
other words, (

√
εL∗LRε(v

ε)) is tight in

YT := L2
w(0, T ;D(L)′) ∩ L∞

w∗(0, T ;D(L)′)

with the associated topology TY .

Proof. We apply the Chebyshev inequality and use the inequality ‖L∗LRε(v
ε)‖D(L)′ ≤ C‖LRε(v

ε)‖L2(O) =
C‖Rε(v

ε)‖D(L) and estimate (6.3):

P
(√
ε‖L∗LRε(v

ε)‖L2(0,T ;D(L)′) > K
)
≤ ε

K2
E‖L∗LRε(v

ε)‖2L2(0,T ;D(L)′) ≤
C

K2

for any K > 0. Since closed balls in L2(0, T ;D(L)′) are weakly compact, the set of laws of
(
√
εL∗LRε(v

ε)) is tight in L2
w(0, T ;D(L)′). The remaining claims follow from an analogous argu-

ment. �

6.3. Convergence of (uε). Let P(X) be the space of probability measures on X . We consider the
space ZT ×YT ×C0([0, T ];U0), equipped with the probability measure µε := µε

u×µε
w×µε

∇w×µε
W ,

where

µε
u(·) = P(uε ∈ ·) ∈ P(ZT ),

µε
w = P(

√
εL∗LRε(v

ε) ∈ ·) ∈ P(YT ),

µε
∇w = P(∇Rε(v

ε) ∈ ·) ∈ P(L2
w(0, T ;L

2(O))),

µε
W (·) = P(W ∈ ·) ∈ P(C0([0, T ];U0)),

recalling the choice (6.25) of s∗.
The family of measures (µε) is tight since the laws of the sequences (uε), (

√
εL∗LRε(v

ε)), and
(∇Rε(v

ε)) are tight in the respective spaces (ZT ,T), (YT ,TY ), and L
2
w(0, T ;L

2(O)). Furthermore,
(µε

W ) is a singleton and, therefore, weakly compact in C0([0, T ];U0). By Prokhorov’s theorem,
(µε

W ) is also tight. Consequently, the product space ZT × YT × L2
w(0, T ;L

2(O)) × C0([0, T ];U0)
satisfies the assumptions of the Skorokhod–Jakubowski theorem [6, Theorem C.1].

Applying this theorem, we obtain a subsequence of (uε,
√
εL∗LRε(v

ε)) (not relabeled), along

with a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) and random variables (ũ, w̃,∇w̃, W̃ ) and (ũε, w̃ε,∇w̃ε, W̃ ε)
taking values in ZT × YT × L2

w(0, T ;L
2(O)) × C0([0, T ];U0). These random variables satisfy the

property that (ũε, w̃ε,∇w̃ε, W̃ ε) has the same law as (uε,
√
εL∗LRε(v

ε),∇Rε(v
ε),W ) on B(ZT ×

YT × L2
w(0, T ;L

2(O))× C0([0, T ];U0)). Furthermore, as ε→ 0, we have

(ũε, w̃ε,∇w̃ε, W̃ ε) → (ũ, w̃,∇w̃, W̃ ) in ZT × YT × L2
w(0, T ;L

2(O)) × C0([0, T ];U0) P̃-a.s.

By the definitions of ZT and YT , this convergence implies the following P̃-a.s. limits:

ũε → ũ strongly in C0([0, T ];D(L)′),

ũε ⇀ ũ weakly in L2(0, T ;H1(O)),

ũε → ũ strongly in L2(0, T ;Ls∗(O)),
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w̃ε ⇀ w̃ weakly in L2(0, T ;D(L)′),

∇w̃ε ⇀ ∇w̃ weakly in L2(0, T ;L2(O)),

w̃ε ⇀ w̃ weakly* in L∞(0, T ;D(L)′),

W̃ ε → W̃ strongly in C0([0, T ];U0).

Although the notation ∇w̃ε ⇀ ∇w̃ may not be immediately obvious, the uniqueness of the
distributional limit ensures that ∇w̃ε indeed converges to ∇w̃.

To establish regularity properties for the limit function ũ, we observe that ũ is a ZT -Borel
random variable, since B(ZT×YT×C0([0, T ];U0)) is contained in B(ZT )×B(YT )×B(C0([0, T ];U0)).
From estimates (6.1) and (6.2), together with the fact that uε and ũε have the same law, we obtain

sup
ε>0

Ẽ‖ũε‖pL2(0,T ;H1(O)) + sup
ε>0

Ẽ‖ũε‖pL∞(0,T ;D(L)′) <∞.

Thus, there exists a further subsequence of (ũε) (not relabeled) that converges weakly in Lp(Ω̃;L2(0, T ;H1(O)))

and weakly* in Lp(Ω̃;C0([0, T ];D(L)′)) as ε→ 0. Since ũε → ũ in ZT P̃-a.s., it follows that

Ẽ‖ũ‖pL2(0,T ;H1(O)) + Ẽ‖ũ‖pL∞(0,T ;D(L)′) <∞.

Let F̃ and F̃
ε denote the filtrations generated by (ũ, w̃, W̃ ) and (ũε, w̃ε, W̃ ), respectively. Follow-

ing the arguments of [7, Proposition B4], we verify that these variables define stochastic processes.

The progressive measurability of ũε follows from [4, Appendix B]. Setting W̃ ε,k
j (t) := 〈W̃ ε(t), ek〉U ,

we claim that for each k ∈ N, W̃ ε,k
j (t) forms an independent, standard F̃t-Wiener process. The

adaptedness follows by definition, while the independence of increments and the limiting charac-

teristic function imply that W̃ (t) is a spatially colored Wiener (U -cylindrical) process by Lévy’s
characterization theorem.

By definition, uεi = ui(Rε(v
ε)) = exp(Rε(v

ε)) is positive in QT a.s. We claim that also ũi is
nonnegative in O a.s.

Lemma 31 (Nonnegativity). It holds that ũi ≥ 0 a.e. in QT P̃-a.s. for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since uεi > 0 in QT a.s., we have E‖(uεi )−‖L2(0,T ;L2(O)) = 0, where
z− = min{0, z}. The function uεi is ZT -Borel measurable and so does its negative part. Therefore,
using the equivalence of the laws of uεi and ũεi in ZT and writing µε

i and µ̃ε
i for the laws of uεi and

ũεi , respectively, we obtain

Ẽ‖(ũεi )−‖L2(QT ) =

∫

L2(QT )

‖y−‖L2(QT )dµ̃
ε
i (y)

=

∫

L2(QT )

‖y−‖L2QT )dµ
ε
i (y) = E‖uεi‖L2(QT ) = 0.

This shows that ũεi ≥ 0 a.e. in QT P̃-a.s. The convergence (up to a subsequence) ũε → ũ a.e. in

QT P̃-a.s. then implies that ũi ≥ 0 in QT P̃-a.s. �

The following lemma is needed to verify that (ũ, W̃ ) is a martingale solution to (1.1)–(1.2).

Lemma 32. It holds for all t ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, . . . , n, and all φ1 ∈ L2(O) and all φ2 ∈ D(L) that

lim
ε→0

Ẽ

∫ T

0

(
ũεi (t)− ũi(t), φ1

)
L2(O)

dt = 0,(6.26)

lim
ε→0

Ẽ
〈
ũεi (0)− ũi(0), φ2

〉
D(L)′,D(L)

= 0,(6.27)

lim
ε→0

Ẽ

∫ T

0

〈√
εw̃ε

i (t), φ2
〉
D(L)′,D(L)

dt = 0,(6.28)

lim
ε→0

Ẽ〈
√
εw̃ε

i (0), φ2〉D(L)′,D(L) = 0,(6.29)
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lim
ε→0

Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

O

(
Aij(ũ

ε(s))∇ũεj(s)−Aij(ũ(s))∇ũj(s)
)
· ∇φ2 dxds

∣∣∣∣dt = 0,(6.30)

lim
ε→0

Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

(
σδ(ũ

ε(s))ijdW̃
ε
j (s)− σ(ũ(s))ijdW̃j(s),∇φ2

)
L2(O)

∣∣∣∣
2

dt = 0,(6.31)

lim
ε→0

Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈T (ũε(s))i − T (ũ(s))i, φ2〉 ds
∣∣∣∣ dt = 0(6.32)

Proof. The proof is a combination of the uniform bounds and Vitali’s convergence theorem. Con-
vergences (6.26) and (6.27) have been shown in the proof of [18, Lemma 16], and (6.28) is a direct
consequence of (6.23) and

Ẽ

(∫ T

0

〈
√
εw̃ε

i (t), φ2〉D(L)′,D(L) dt

)p

≤ εp/2Ẽ

(∫ T

0

‖w̃ε
i (t)‖D(L)′‖φ2‖D(L) dt

)p

≤ εp/2C.

Convergence (6.29) follows from w̃ε
i ⇀ w̃i weakly* in L∞(0, T ;D(L)′). We establish (6.30):

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

O

(
Aij(ũ

ε(s))∇ũεj(s)−Aij(ũ(s))∇ũj(s)
)
· ∇φ2 dxds

∣∣∣∣

≤
∫ T

0

‖Aij(ũ
ε(s))−Aij(ũ(s))‖L2(O)‖∇ũεj(s)‖L2(O)‖∇φ2‖L∞(O) ds

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ(s))∇(ũε(s)− ũ(s)) · ∇φ2 dxds

∣∣∣∣ =: Iε1 + Iε2 .

By the Lipschitz continuity of A and the uniform bound for ∇ũε, we have Iε1 → 0 as ε→ 0 P̃-a.s.
At this point, we use the embedding D(L) →֒W 1,∞(O). Also the second integral Iε2 converges to
zero, since Aij(ũ)∇φ2 ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(O)) and ∇ũεj ⇀ ∇ũj weakly in L2(0, T ;L2(O)). This shows

that P̃-a.s.,

lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ

ε(s))∇ũεj(s) · ∇φ2 dxds =
∫ T

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ(s))∇ũj(s) · ∇φ2 dxds.

A straightforward estimation and bound (6.15) lead to

Ẽ

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ

ε(s))∇ũεj(s) · ∇φ2 dxds
∣∣∣∣
p

≤ ‖∇φ2‖pL∞(O)Ẽ

(∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=1

Aij(ũ
ε(s))∇ũεj(s)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1(O)

ds

)p

≤ C,

Hence, Vitali’s convergence theorem gives (6.30).
It remains to prove (6.31).

We have that P̃-a.s.,
∫ T

0

‖σij(ũε(s))− σij(ũ(s))‖2L2(U ;L2(O)) ds ≤
n∑

i=1

∥∥∥ũεi Ãi(ũ
ε)− ũiÃi(ũ)

∥∥∥
L1(0,T ;L1(O))

≤
n∑

i=1

‖ũεi‖L2(0,T ;L2(O))

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ
ε)− Ãi(ũ)

∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2(O))

+ ‖ũεi − ũi‖L2(0,T ;L2(O))

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ)
∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2(O))

.

Taking expectation and Hölder’s inequality yield,

n∑

i=1

(
E ‖ũεi‖2L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

(
E

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ
ε)− Ãi(ũ)

∥∥∥
2

L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

+

n∑

i=1

(
E ‖ũεi − ũi‖2L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

(
E

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ)
∥∥∥
2

L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2



STOCHASTIC SHIGESADA–KAWASAKI–TERAMOTO MODEL 25

≤ C

n∑

i=1

(
E ‖ũεi‖2L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

(
E

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ
ε)
∥∥∥
2

L2(0,T ;L2(O))
+ E

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ)
∥∥∥
2

L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

+ C

n∑

i=1

(
E ‖ũεi‖2L2(0,T ;L2(O)) + E ‖ũi‖2L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

(
E

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ)
∥∥∥
2

L2(0,T ;L2(O))

) 1
2

<∞.

The dominated convergence theorem now implies that

lim
ε→0

Ẽ

∫ T

0

‖σδ(ũε(s))ij − σ(ũ(s))ij‖2L2(U ;L2(O)) ds = 0.

The estimate

Ẽ

∣∣∣∣
( ∫ T

0

σδ(ũ
ε(s))ijdW̃

ε
j (s)−

∫ T

0

σ(ũ(s))ijdW̃j(s),∇φ2
)

L2(O)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C‖φ2‖2D(L)Ẽ

∫ T

0

(
‖σδ(ũε(s))ij‖2L2(U ;L2(O)) + ‖σ(ũ(s))ij‖2L2(U ;L2(O))

)
ds

≤ C‖φ2‖2D(L)

{
1 + Ẽ

(∫ T

0

(
‖ũε(s)‖2L2(O) + ‖ũ(s)‖2L2(O)

)
ds

)}
≤ C

for all φ2 ∈ D(L), the dominated convergence, W̃ ε → W̃ in C0([0, T ];U0), the uniform convergence
of σδ → σ and [16, Lemma 2.1] imply

∫ T

0

σδ(ũ
ε)ijdW̃

ε →
∫ T

0

σ(ũ)ijdW̃ in L2(0, T ;L2(O)) P̃-a.s.

We are left with the correction term.

Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈T (ũε(s))i − T (ũ(s))i, φ2〉 ds
∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
∂ũεσ(ũε(s))ii∂xl

σ(ũε(s))ii − ∂ũσ(ũ(s))ii∂xl
σ(ũ(s))ii,

(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
1

ũεi
∂xl

(ũεi Ãi(ũ
ε))− 1

ũi
∂xl

(ũiÃi(ũ)),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
aii

1

Ãi(ũε)
∂xl

(ũεi Ãi(ũ
ε))− 1

Ãi(ũ)
aii∂xl

(ũiÃi(ũ)),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
Ãi(ũ

ε)∂xl
log(ũεi )− Ãi(ũ)∂xl

log(ũi),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
aii

ũεi

Ãi(ũε)
∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)− aii

ũi

Ãi(ũ)
∂xl

Ãi(ũ),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
∂xl

ũεi − ∂xl
ũi,
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
aii∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)− aii∂xl

Ãi(ũ),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt.

Considering the first term

Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
Ãi(ũ

ε)∂xl
log(ũεi )− Ãi(ũ)∂xl

log(ũi),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt
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≤ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
∂xl

log(ũεi )− ∂xl
log(ũi), Ãi(ũ)

(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
Ãi(ũ

ε)− Ãi(ũ),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

log(ũεi )∂xl
φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
∂xl

log(ũεi )− ∂xl
log(ũi), Ãi(ũ)

(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

∥∥∥Ãi(ũ
ε)− Ãi(ũ)

∥∥∥
L2(O)

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L2(O)

‖∂xl
log(ũεi )‖L2(O) ‖∂xl

φ2‖L∞(O) ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt.

Using Ãi(ũ)
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2 ∈ L2+ 2
d (0, T ;L2+ 2

d (O)) ∩ L2+ 4
d (0, T ;L2(O)), the weak convergence of

∂xl
w̃ε = ∂xl

log(ũεi ) for every l = 1, . . . , d and i = 1, . . . , n, as well as the strong convergence of
ũε in L2(0, T ;L2(O)), allows us to conclude that this term, after an application of the dominated
convergence theorem, goes to 0, as ε→ 0.

Ẽ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
aii

ũεi

Ãi(ũε)
∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)− aii

ũi

Ãi(ũ)
∂xl

Ãi(ũ),
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ CẼ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈(
ũεi

Ãi(ũε)
− ũi

Ãi(ũ)

)
, ∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

+ CẼ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)− ∂xl

Ãi(ũ),
ũi

Ãi(ũ)

(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ CẼ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
(ũεi − ũi) Ãi(ũ) +

(
Ãi(ũ)− Ãi(ũ

ε)
)
ũεi

Ãi(ũε)Ãi(ũ)
, ∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣∣
dt

+ CẼ

∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

〈
∂xl

Ãi(ũ
ε)− ∂xl

Ãi(ũ),
ũi

Ãi(ũ)

(
eilk
)2
∂xl

φ2

〉
ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dt.

The non-negativity of ũεi , ũi, the bound
1

Ãi(ũ)
+ 1

Ãi(ũε)
≤ 2

ai0
, as well as the fact that

ũε
i

Ãi(ũε)
, ũi

Ãi(ũ)
∈

L∞(Ω;L∞(0, T ;L∞(O))), ∂xl
φ2 ∈ L∞(O), the strong convergence of ũε → ũ in L2(0, T ;Ls∗(O))

and the weak convergence of ∂xl
ũεi → ∂xl

ũi in L2(0, T ;L2(O)) yield that this term vanishes as
ε→ 0, due to the dominated convergence theorem. Identical arguments can be applied to the two
remaining terms.

�

To show that the limit is indeed a solution, we define, for t ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, . . . , n, and φ ∈ D(L),

Λε
i (ũ

ε, w̃ε, W̃ ε, φ)(t) := 〈ũi(0), φ〉 +
√
ε〈w̃ε(0), φ〉

−
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ

ε(s))∇ũεj(s) · ∇φdxds

+

n∑

j=1

(∫ t

0

σδ(ũ
ε(s))ijdW̃

ε
j (s),∇φ

)

L2(O)

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
T (ũε(s))iφdxds,

Λi(ũ, w̃, W̃ , φ)(t) := 〈ũi(0), φ〉 −
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
〈Aij(ũ(s))∇ũj(s) · ∇φdxds
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+

n∑

j=1

(∫ t

0

σ(ũ(s))ijdW̃j(s),∇φ
)

L2(O)

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
T (ũ(s))iφdxds.

The following corollary is a consequence of the previous lemma.

Corollary 33. It holds for any φ1 ∈ L2(O) and φ2 ∈ D(L) that

lim
ε→0

∥∥(ũεi , φ1)L2(O) − (ũi, φ1)L2(O)

∥∥
L1(Ω̃×(0,T ))

= 0,

lim
ε→0

‖Λε
i (ũ

ε,
√
εw̃ε, W̃ ε, φ2)− Λi(ũ, 0, W̃ , φ2)‖L1(Ω̃×(0,T )) = 0.

Since vε is a strong solution to (5.2), it satisfies for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ] P-a.s., i = 1, . . . , n, and
φ ∈ D(L),

(vεi (t), φ)L2(O) = Λε
i (u

ε, εL∗LRε(v
ε),W, φ)(t)

and in particular,
∫ T

0

E
∣∣(vεi (t), φ)L2(O) − Λε

i (u
ε, εL∗LRε(v

ε),W, φ)(t)
∣∣ dt = 0.

We deduce from the equivalence of the laws of (uε, εL∗LRε(v
ε),W ) and (ũε,

√
εw̃ε, W̃ ) that

∫ T

0

Ẽ
∣∣(ũεi (t) +

√
εw̃ε

i , φ
)
L2(O)

− Λε
i

(
ũε,

√
εw̃ε, W̃ ε, φ

)
(t)
∣∣ dt = 0.

By Corollary 33, we can pass to the limit ε→ 0 to obtain
∫ T

0

Ẽ
∣∣(ũi(t), φ)L2(O) − Λi(ũ, 0, W̃ , φ)(t)

∣∣ dt = 0.

This identity holds for all i = 1, . . . , n and all φ ∈ D(L). This shows that
∣∣(ũi(t), φ)L2(O) − Λi(ũ, 0, W̃ , φ)(t)

∣∣ = 0 for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ] P̃-a.s., i = 1, . . . , n.

We infer from the definition of Λi that

(ũi(t), φ)L2(O) = (ũi(0), φ)L2(O) −
n∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

O
Aij(ũ(s))∇ũj(s) · ∇φdxds

+

n∑

j=1

(∫ t

0

σ(ũ(s))ijdW̃j(s),∇φ
)

L2(O)

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
T (ũ(s))iφdxds.

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ] and all φ ∈ D(L). Set Ũ = (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃, F̃). Then (Ũ , W̃ , ũ) is a martingale solution
to (1.1)–(1.3).

7. The fluctuation correction term

The deterministic version of (1.1)–(1.3) was derived in [9] from an n species interacting particle
system with particle numbers N1, . . . , Nn, moving on R

d. We assume N1 = · · · = Nn = N . For
i = 1, . . . , n and k = 1, . . . , N , this system takes the form

dXN,η
k,i = −∇Ui

(
XN,η

k,i

)
dt(7.1)

+


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)






1/2

dW k
i (t)

XN,η
k,i (0) = ξki , i = 1, . . . , n, k = 1, . . . , N
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where fη is a globally Lipschitz continuous approximation of f with a Lipschitz constant smaller
or equal to η−α for some small α > 0. The scaling parameter η should be interpreted as the
interaction radius of each particle. Although a derivation of the exact fluctuation equation would
be interesting, for our purpose we only focus on the structure of the noise appearing in this

characterization of the fluctuations process. Setting µN
i := 1

N

∑N
m=1 δXN,η

m,i
, µN

i → ui in a suitable

sense. We note that the martingale part of the expression
√
N(µN

i − ui) will only depend on the

quantity µN
i . Let us apply Itô’s formula to 1√

N

∑N
m=1 ϕ(X

N,η
m,i ) with a smooth test function ϕ,

but only keep track of the stochastic integral:

Mi,N (t, ϕ) =

∫ t

0

1√
N

N∑

k=1

∇ϕ(XN,η
k,i )


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)






1/2

dW k
i (t)

(7.2)

=

∫ t

0

1√
N

N∑

k=1

〈
δXN,η

k,i
,∇ϕ(·)


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)






1/2

dW k
i (t)

〉
.

(7.3)

Computing the covariance E [Mi,N (t, ϕ)Mi,N (s, ψ)] yields

E [Mi,N (t, ϕ)Mi,N (s, ψ)] =

∫ s∧t

0

〈
µN
i ,∇ϕ(·)∇ψ(·)


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)






〉
dr.

Respecting the relationship between N and η, given in [9, Lemma 9], the limit N → ∞, η → 0,
can be performed simultaneously and we expect the limiting object to satisfy

E [Mi(t, ϕ)Mi(s, ψ)] =

∫ s∧t

0

〈
ui,∇ϕ(·)∇ψ(·)


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)



〉

dr,

where ui denotes the i-th component of the mean-field limit (1.5). Let us recall the following
auxiliary intermediate system, used in [9]:

dX̄η
k,i = −∇Ui

(
X̄η

k,i

)
dt+


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη

(
Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j

(
X̄η

k,i

))



1/2

dW k
i (t),(7.4)

X̄η
k,i(0) = ξki , i = 1, . . . , n, k = 1, . . . , N.

First passing to the limit N → ∞ in the original system yields the one above and a consecutive
limit , η → 0 leads to the macroscopic system

dX̂k,i = −∇Ui

(
X̂k,i

)
dt+


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f
(
aijuj

(
X̂k,i

))



1/2

dW k
i (t)(7.5)

X̂n
k,i(0) = ξki , i = 1, . . . , n, k = 1, . . . , N

As a first step, we establish tightness for the laws of Mi,N . For this, we set U = (W−s1,2)∗,
H = (W−sm,2)∗ and V = (W−s2,2)∗, where s1 > d+ 1, s2 >

3d
2 + 1 and s2 > sm > s1.

Lemma 34. Let Assumptions (A1)–(A4) from [9] hold. In addition, let there be constants C >
0, ι > 0, such that |f(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|ι), for every x ∈ R

d. Let (τq)q∈N
be a sequence of {Ft}t-

adapted sequence of stopping times with τq ≤ T and 0 < θ ≤ 1. Then, for i = 1, . . . , n, Mi,N is a



STOCHASTIC SHIGESADA–KAWASAKI–TERAMOTO MODEL 29

square-integrable V–valued martingale, which satisfies

sup
N

E

[
sup
t≤T

‖Mi,N‖2V
]
≤ C <∞,

sup
N

E

[
sup
t≤T

‖Mi,N(τq + θ)−Mi,N (τq)‖2U
]
≤ Cθ

1
2 .

The constant C depends only on the initial condition, the coefficients, and the time T . In partic-
ular, it can be chosen independently of η and N .

Proof. Let (em)m denote an orthonormal basis of W s1,2, then

E

[
sup
t≤T

‖Mi,N‖2V
]
≤

∞∑

m=1

E



∫ T

0

〈
µN
i , (∇em(·))2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·) −XN,η

ℓ,j

)






〉
dr




=

∞∑

m=1

E



∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)




 dr


 .

Let us ignore the sum over j and the term 2σi, and focus on

E



∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)

 dr


 .

We expand the term by using (7.4), (7.5) and incorporate the estimates from the proof of [9,
Lemma 9, Lemma 10] to obtain

E



∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)




 dr

= E



∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2


fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)

− fη

(
Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j

(
t, X̄η

k,i

))

 dr




+ E

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2fη

(
Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j

(
t, X̄η

k,i

))
dr

)

≤ CE

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2

(
η−d−1−α|XN,η

k,i − X̄η
k,i|+ η−d−1−α|XN,η

k,j − X̄η
k,j |
)
dr

)

+ CE

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2

(
1

Nηα

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

l=1

(
Bη

ij

(
X̄η

k,i(t)− X̄η
l,j(t)

)
−Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j(X̄
η
k,i(t))

)
− 1

ηd
Bii(0)

∣∣∣∣∣

)
dr

)

+ E

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2fη

(
Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j

(
t, X̄η

k,i

))
dr

)

≤ CE

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2

(
η−d−1−α|XN,η

k,i − X̄η
k,i|+ η−d−1−α|XN,η

k,j − X̄η
k,j |
)
dr

)

+ CE

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2

(
1

Nηα

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

l=1

(
Bη

ij

(
X̄η

k,i(t)− X̄η
l,j(t)

)
−Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j(X̄
η
k,i(t))

)
− 1

ηd
Bii(0)

∣∣∣∣∣

)
dr

)
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+ E

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2

(
fη

(
Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j

(
t, X̄η

k,i

))
− f

(
aijuη,j

(
t, X̂η

k,i

)))
dr

)

+ E

(∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2f

(
aijuη,j

(
t, X̂η

k,i

))
dr

)
.

By Hölder’s and Jensen’s inequality,

≤ C

(
TE

[∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))4

(
η−2d−2−2α|XN,η

k,i − X̄η
k,i|2 + η−2d−2−2α|XN,η

k,j − X̄η
k,j |2

)
dr

]) 1
2

+ C

(
TE

[∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))4

×


 1

N2η2α

∣∣∣∣∣

N∑

l=1

(
Bη

ij

(
X̄η

k,i(t)− X̄η
l,j(t)

)
−Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j(X̄
η
k,i(t))

)
− 1

ηd
Bii(0)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

 dr






+

(
TE

[∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))4

(
fη

(
Bη

ij ⋆ uη,j

(
t, X̄η

k,i

))
− f

(
aijuj

(
t, X̂η

k,i

)))2
dr

]) 1
2

+

(
TE

[∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))4f

(
aijuj

(
t, X̂η

k,i

))2
dr

]) 1
2

.

Note that we want to keep the term T
1
2 separate, in anticipation of the second bound claimed in

the statement. Following the same steps as in the proofs of [9, Lemma 9, Lemma 10] and using
the results of [9, Lemma 9, Lemma 10],

E



∫ T

0

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)




 dr

≤ T
1
2C(T, n)

(
η−d−1−αN

1
2
(−1+(T+1)C(n,T,σ)δ)

)
‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)

+ T
1
2C(n, T )‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)

1

N
1
2 ηd+α

+ T
1
2C(n, T )‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)

(
η1−α

)

+ T
1
2C(n, T )‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)

(
E

[∫ T

0

f
(
aijuj

(
t, X̂η

k,i

))2
dr

]) 1
2

.

By our additional assumption on the growth of f , we can bound the term above by

≤ T
1
2 ‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)C(T, n)

(
η−d−1−αN

1
2
(−1+(T+1)C(n,T,σ)δ) +

1

N
1
2 ηd+α

+ η1−α

)

+ T
1
2C(n, T )‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)

(
E

[∫ T

0

1 +
(
aijuj

(
t, X̂η

k,i

))2ι
dr

]) 1
2

≤ T
1
2 ‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)C(T, n)

(
η−d−1−αN

1
2
(−1+(T+1)C(n,T )δ) +

1

N
1
2 ηd+α

+ η1−α

)

+ C(a)T
1
2 ‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)

(
E

[∫ T

0

1 + ‖uj‖2ιL∞(Rd) dr

]) 1
2

≤ T
1
2 ‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd)C(T, n)

(
η−d−1−αN

1
2
(−1+(T+1)C(n,T,σ)δ) +

1

N
1
2 ηd+α

+ η1−α + C(‖u(0)‖L∞(Rd))

)
.
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The terms we initially ignored only contribute to the constant in terms of n and σi. The condition
η−(d+1+α) ≤

√
δ log(N), now implies that, for N > 1, the quantity in the parentheses can be

uniformly bounded by a constant depending only on n, t, σ, δ and the initial condition of the
mean-field equation. This yields

E

[
sup
t≤T

‖Mi,N (t)‖2V
]
≤ T

1
2C(n, T, σ, u(0))

∞∑

m=1

‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd).

For the second claimed inequality, let (τq)q∈N
be a sequence of {Ft}t-adapted sequence of stopping

times with τq ≤ T and 0 < θ ≤ 1.

E

[
‖Mi,N (τm + θ)−Mi,N(τm)‖2V

]

≤
∞∑

m=1

E



∫ τq+θ

τq

1

N

N∑

k=1

(∇em(XN,η
k,i ))2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
XN,η

k,i −XN,η
ℓ,j

)







 dr.

The identical steps as in the previous estimate, yield

E

[
‖Mi,N (τm + θ)−Mi,N(τm)‖2V

]
≤ θ

1
2C(n, T, σ, u(0))

∞∑

m=1

‖∇ek‖2L∞(Rd).

The claim follows from the embedding V →֒ U . �

Lemma 35. The sequence (Mi,N)N∈N
converges in law in C([0, T ],H) towards a Gaussian process

Mi with

E [Mi(t, ϕ)Mk(s, ψ)] = δik

∫ s∧t

0

〈
ui,∇ϕ(·)∇ψ(·)


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)



〉

dr,

for ϕ, ψ ∈W sm,2.

Proof. Since (Mi,N )N∈N
is a tight sequence of square integrable martingales, we have that for each

sub-sequence and ϕ ∈W sm,2,

lim
N→∞

∫ t

0

〈
µN
i ,∇ϕ(·)2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)






〉
dr = 〈Mi(·, ϕ)〉t .

We now have to identify this precise limit. The propagation of chaos result from [9], yields that
the sequence µN

i converges to ui, in the sense that E supt∈[0,T ]

∣∣W2(µ
N
i (t), ui(t))

∣∣ → 0, where W2

denotes the Wasserstein distance on the space of probability measures with finite second moment.
In particular, we have convergence in Law. For convenience let us split

∫ t

0

〈
µN
i ,∇ϕ(·)2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)






〉
dr

into ∫ t

0

〈
µN
i ,∇ϕ(·)22σi

〉
dr

+

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

〈
µN
i ,∇ϕ(·)22fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)



〉
dr.

Since µ 7→
∫ t

0

〈
µ,∇ϕ(·)22σi

〉
dr is a continuous, bounded function from C([0, T ],H) to C([0, T ],Rd),

and we that the laws of µN
i converge to the ui, we have the convergence in law of

∫ t

0

〈
µN
i ,∇ϕ(·)22σi

〉
dr
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to
∫ t

0

〈
ui,∇ϕ(·)22σi

〉
dr. For the second part, we again add and subtract suitable terms and note

that

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

〈
δxN,η

k,i
,∇ϕ(·)22fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)



〉
dr

−
∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

〈
δxN,η

k,i
,∇ϕ(·)22f

(
aijuj

(
t, X̂k,i

))〉
dr

+

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

(
∇ϕ(XN,η

k,i )2 −∇ϕ(X̂k,i)
2 +∇ϕ(X̂k,i)

2
)
2f
(
aijuj

(
t, X̂k,i

))
dr,

yields
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

〈
δxN,η

k,i
,∇ϕ(·)22fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·) −XN,η

ℓ,j

)



〉
dr

−
∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

(
∇ϕ(XN,η

k,i )2 −∇ϕ(X̂k,i)
2 +∇ϕ(X̂k,i)

2
)
2f
(
aijuj

(
t, X̂k,i

))
dr

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

〈
δxN,η

k,i
,∇ϕ(·)22fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)

−∇ϕ(·)22f

(
aijuj

(
t, X̂k,i

))〉
dr

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

+ C

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

(
∇ϕ(XN,η

k,i )−∇ϕ(X̂k,i)
)(

∇ϕ(XN,η
k,i ) +∇ϕ(X̂k,i)

)
2f
(
aijuj

(
t, X̂k,i

))
dr

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= I1 + I2.

Taking expectations on both sides, E[I1] converges to 0 as N → ∞, η → 0 by the same arguments
as in the proof of [9, Lemma 9, Lemma 10]. E[I2] converges to 0 by the embedding W sm,2(Rd) →֒
W 1,∞(Rd), the growth assumption on f and [9, Lemma 9, Lemma 10], yielding

E

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

〈
δxN,η

k,i
,∇ϕ(·)22fη




1

N

N∑

ℓ=1
(ℓ,j) 6=(k,i)

Bη
ij

(
(·)−XN,η

ℓ,j

)



〉
dr

−
∫ t

0

n∑

j=1

1

N

N∑

k=1

(
∇ϕ(XN,η

k,i )2 −∇ϕ(X̂k,i)
2 +∇ϕ(X̂k,i)

2
)
2f
(
aijuj

(
t, X̂k,i

))
dr

∣∣∣∣∣∣
→ 0.

Since Law( 1
N

∑N
k=1 δX̂i,k

) satisfies [9, equation (29) in Theorem 7], we obtain that

E 〈Mi(·, ϕ)〉t =
∫ t

0

〈
ûi,∇ϕ(·)2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)



〉

dr

=

∫ t

0

〈
ui,∇ϕ(·)2


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)



〉

dr,

=

∫ t

0

〈
∇ϕ(·)

√√√√√ui


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)


,∇ϕ(·)

√√√√√ui


2σi + 2

n∑

j=1

f (aijuj)



〉

dr,
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where we used the uniqueness of the limiting mean-field equation �

It is possible to represent Mi as a stochastic integral. This step can be performed on either
a bounded domain or by working with weighted spaces. For consistency within this section, we
choose the second option.

Definition 2. We call a locally integrable function w on R
d, such that w(x) > 0-a.e. a weight or

weight function.

Every weight w induces a positive Borel-measure on R
d via integration, i.e. λw(E) =

∫
E w(x) dx

for measurable sets E ⊂ R
d.

Definition 3. Let w be a weight. For 0 < p < ∞ we define Lp
w(R

d) as the set of measurable
functions u on R

d such that

‖u‖Lp
w
=

(∫

Rd

|u(x)|pw(x) dx
)1/p

<∞.

For m ∈ N, we introduce the norm

‖u‖Wm,p
w (Rd) =


 ∑

0≤j≤m

∫

Rd

∣∣Dju
∣∣p wj dx




1/p

.

We admit the abuse of notation where the subscript w represents not only one weight but a family
of weights.

Definition 4. We denote by Wm,p
w the completion of

{
u ∈ C∞

0 (R+) : ‖u‖Wm,p
w (Rd) <∞

}
with

respect to the norm ‖ · ‖Wm,p
w (Rd), where (wj)0≤j≤m are weight functions.

For convenience, for j = 1, . . . ,m, we set wj(x) = (1 + |x|2)a with a > d
2 . If 1 < p < ∞, then

for this choice of weight function, Wm,p
w (Rd) is a uniformly convex Banach space (see [30, section

4]). We will denote the dual space (identified via the unweighted L2(Rd) duality) of Wm,p
w (Rd) by

W−m,p
1
w

(Rd). In other words, we work on the following triple(s) of spaces

Wm,p
w (Rd) →֒ L2(Rd) →֒ W−m,q

1
w

(Rd).

We proceed as in [17] and define the quantity

Φ(u)v := divM (
√
Ψ(u)Q

1
2 v).

Lemma 36. (1) Let s ∈ N, s > d, Ψ(u) ∈ L2(Rd), u ∈ L1(Rd) and Q 1
2 : W−s,2

1
w

(Rd) →
L2(Rd) be continuous. The [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Φ(u(t)) is well defined as a map from U = L2(Rd)

into H = W−s,2
1
w

(Rd) and is an a.s. continuous map into the Hilbert-Schmidt operators

L2(U,H). It is moreover adapted to the filtration generated by u.

(2) There exists a filtered probability space
(
Ω̂, F̂ , P̂,

(
F̂t

)
t

)
, an L2(Rd)–valued (cylindrical)

Wiener process, defined on
(
Ω× Ω̂, F̂ ,P× P̂

)
, adapted to

(
Ft × F̂t

)
t
, such that

Mi(t)(ω) =Mi(t)(ω, ω̃) =

∫ t

0

Φ(u, ω, ω̃) dW (s, ω, ω̃).

Proof. Let ψ ∈W s,2
w (Rd) and s > d, then

∣∣∣
〈
div(

√
Ψ(u)Q

1
2 v), ψ

〉∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
〈
v,Q

1
2

√
Ψ(u)∇ψ

〉∣∣∣ ≤ ‖v‖L2(Rd)‖Q
1
2 (
√
Ψ(u)∇ψ)‖L2(Rd)

≤ C‖v‖L2(Rd)‖
√
Ψ(u)∇ψ‖W−s,2

1
w

(Rd) ≤ C‖v‖L2(Rd)‖
√
Ψ(u)‖L2(O)‖ψ‖W 1,2

w (Rd).

The last inequality can be obtained by following the arguments of [2] on weighted spaces. Hence,

the operator v 7→ Φ(u)v is bounded from L2(O) into W−1,2(Rd) ⊂ W−1,2
1
w

(Rd) and, by Sobolev
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embedding theorems, Hilbert-Schmidt from L2(Rd) → W−s,2
1
w

(O) with s > d, which can be de-

duced from [26, Proposition 2.10.] or via the explicit isometry Is,af = (1 + |x|2)− a
2 (Id−∆)−

s
2 f .

The continuity of t 7→ u(t) in L2(Rd), hence in particular in H, follows from similar arguments as
[9, Proof of Theorem 3] (using u as a test function and integrating in time) and yields the first
claim.

Applying [14, Theorem 8.2] withQ = Id, yields the existence of a probability space
(
Ω̂, F̂ , P̂,

(
F̂t

)
t

)
,

an L2-valued cylindrical Wiener processW , defined on
(
Ω× Ω̂, F̂ ,P× P̂

)
, adapted to

(
Ft × F̂t

)
t
,

such that

Zi(t)(ω) = Zi(t)(ω, ω̃) =

∫ t

0

Φ(u, ω, ω̃) dW (s, ω, ω̃).

By the previous arguments, it is clear that Z(t) takes values in W−s,2
1
w

(Rd) and for ψ ∈W s,2
w (Rd),

we have 〈Z(t), ψ〉 =M(t, ψ). The remainder of the proof follows from identical arguments as [17,
Proposition 5.16], so we choose to skip them. �

Remark 37. The respective Q–Wiener process we proposed in the first part of the paper can be

obtained by considering Q 1
2W .

8. Appendix

8.1. Proofs of technical lemmata.

Proof of Lemma 21.

λ

∫ t

0

〈T (uε), Rε〉L2(O) ds

= −λ
∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

((
∂uε

i
(σδ(u

ε(Rε(v))))ii
) (

(∂xl
(σδ(u

ε(Rε(v))))ii) e
il
k

)
eilk
)
∂xl

Rǫ(vi) dxds

− λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

(
∂ui (σδ(u

ε(Rε(v))))ii
(
∂xl

eilk (σδ(u
ε(Rε(v))))ii

)
eilk
)
∂xl

Rǫ(vi) dxds

= −
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

g′δ(u
ε
i Ãi(u

ε))2
(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)(
Ãi(u

ε)∂xl
uεi + uεi∂xl

Ãi(u
ε)
) (
eilk
)2
∂xl

log(uεi ) dxds

−
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

(
∂ui (σδ(u

ε(Rε(v))))ii
(
∂xl

eilk (σδ(u
ε(Rε(v))))ii

)
eilk
)
∂xl

Rǫ(vi) dxds

= −
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ãi(uε)
Ãi(u

ε))2
(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
Ãi(u

ε)
(∂xl

uεi )
2

uεi

(
eilk
)2

dxds

−
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ãi(uε)

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
∂xl

Ãi(u
ε)∂xl

uεi
(
eilk
)2

dxds

−
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

∂xl
eilk e

il
k ∂xl

log(uεi ) dxds

= −
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ãi(uε)

(
Ãi(u

ε)
)2
uεi

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

−
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ãi(uε)
aiiÃi(u

ε) (∂xl
uεi )

2 (
eilk
)2

dxds
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−
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ãi(uε)

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
∂xl

Ãi(u
ε)∂xl

uεi
(
eilk
)2

dxds

−
n∑

i=1

πiλ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
∂xl

eilk e
il
k ∂xl

log(uεi ) dxds

= IS1 + IS2 + IS3 + IS4 .

For the further steps, we want to bound IS4.

IS4 = − λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
∂xl

eilk e
il
k ∂xl

log(uεi ) dxds

≤ κ̂1
2
λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ãi(uε)
Ãi(u

ε)2uεi
(
eilk
)2
∂xl

log(uεi ) dxds

+
1

2κ̂1
λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

uεi Ãi(u
ε)

uεi

(
∂xl

eilk
)2

dxds

+
κ̂2
2
λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

(∂xl
uεi )

2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+
1

2κ̂2
λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

πi

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

(
∂xl

eilk
)2

dxds.

Next, let us consider the correction term appearing in the Itô formula:

1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
(
Ã(uε)∂xl

uεi + uεi∂xl
Ã(uε)

)
eilk + gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))∂xl
eilk

)2 1

uεi
dxds

=
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2((

Ã(uε)∂xl
uεi

)2
+ 2Ã(uε)∂xl

uεi · uεi∂xl
Ã(uε) +

(
uεi∂xl

Ã(uε)
)2) 1

uεi

(
eilk
)2

d

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi2gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))′gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))
(
Ã(uε)∂xl

uεi + uεi∂xl
Ã(uε)

)
eilk ∂xl

eilk
1

uεi
dxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))
)2 (

∂xl
eilk
)2 1

uεi

=
1

2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2
Ã(uε)2uεi

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

+
2

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2
Ã(uε)∂xl

uεi · ∂xl
Ã(uε)

(
eilk
)2

dxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2
uεi

(
∂xl

Ã(uε)
)2 (

eilk
)2

dxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi2gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))′gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))Ã(uε)∂xl
uεie

il
k ∂xl

eilk
1

uεi
dxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi2gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))′gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))uεi∂xl
Ã(uε)eilk ∂xl

eilk
1

uεi
dxds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))
)2 (

∂xl
eilk
)2 1

uεi
dxds
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= IC1 + IC2 + IC3 + IC4 + IC5 + IC6

We want to group our remaining terms. At this point, the necessity of the additional Itô correction
becomes apparent.

• IC1 can be grouped with IS1, noting that g′δ(x)
2x ≤ 1

4 , for every x > 0.
• IC2 and IS3 can be bounded in the same way by

κ̃1

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πig
′
δ(u

ε
i Ãi(u

ε))2
(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
Ãi(u

ε)
(∂xl

uεi )
2

uεi

(
eilk
)2

dxds

+
1

κ̃1

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πig
′
δ(u

ε
i Ãi(u

ε))2
(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

) uεi

Ãi(uε)

(
∂xl

Ãi(u
ε)
)2 (

eilk
)2

dxds

≤ κ̃1

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi
1

uεi Ãi(uε))

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

)
Ãi(u

ε)
(∂xl

uεi )
2

uεi

(
eilk
)2

dxds

+
1

κ̃1

∫ t

0

∫

O

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi
1

uεi Ãi(uε))

(
Ãi(u

ε) + aiiu
ε
i

) uεi

Ãi(uε)

(
∂xl

Ãi(u
ε)
)2 (

eilk
)2

dxds

• Noting that
(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2

≤ 1

uε
i Ã(uε)

, IC3 is easily controlled by

1

2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2
uεi

(
∂xl

Ã(uε)
)2 (

eilk
)2 ≤ 1

2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

1

uεi Ã(u
ε)
uεi

(
∂xl

Ã(uε)
)2 (

eilk
)2

≤ 1

2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi
1

uεi Ã(u
ε)
uεi

(
∂xl

Ã(uε)
)2 (

eilk
)2

• IC4 is treated by Young’s inequality:

2

2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πigδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))′gδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))Ã(uε)∂xl
uεie

il
k ∂xl

eilk
1

uεi

≤ κ̃2
2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πi

(
gδ(u

ε
i Ã(u

ε))′
)2 (

Ã(uε)
)2
(
∂xl

uεi√
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

+
1

2κ̃2

n∑

i=1

∞∑

k=1

d∑

l=1

πigδ(u
ε
i Ã(u

ε))2
(
∂xl

eilk
)2 1

uεi

By the non-negativity of uε and (5.1), the second term can be bounded by C (
∑n

i=1 u
ε
i log(u

ε
i )− uεi + 2).

• By Young’s inequality, we bound IC5 by
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i Ã(u

ε))
)2 (

∂xl
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A constant bounds the first term, whereas the second one can be absorbed into the left-
hand side in the entropy inequality.

• The final term is again bounded by C (
∑n

i=1 u
ε
i log(u

ε
i )− uεi + 2).
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Combining the previous observations
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πiÃi(u
ε)

(
∂xl

uεi
uεi

)2 (
eilk
)2

dxds

− λ

∫ t

0

∫

O

∞∑

k=1

n∑

i=1

d∑

l=1

πig
′
δ(u

ε
i Ãi(u
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2 + |λ − 1|κ2 + κ

4 , which is satisfied if κ < 2
3 .
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Proof. (of Lemma 19) We begin with the linear growth estimate, using that D(L) →֒ W 1,∞(O),
by the definition of the dual-norm,
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where C only depends on the domain O. Hence,
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Note that C only depends on the domain O. We note that
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The resulting term can be treated as in the proof of [3, Theorem 13](see also [25, Theorem 2.6.6]),
by
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ε)−Rε(0)‖D(L) + ‖u(Rε(0))‖L2 ≤ C

ε

(
1 + ‖u′‖L∞‖vε‖D(L)′

)
.

The term including the spatial derivative is handled similarly but requires additional care. By the
embedding D(L) →֒W 1,2(O),
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Every remaining term, except for the first, can be bound similarly. For the first term, we use that
log(uεi ) = wε

i = Rε(v
ε
i ) and [3, Lemma 9](see also [25, Lemma 2.5.12]) to obtain an analogous

bound.
To verify the Lipschitz continuity, we slightly alter the notation in these estimates to accommo-
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l=1

∥∥∥
((
∂u1,ε

i

(
σδ(u

1,ε)
)
ii

)
−
(
∂u2,ε

i

(
σδ(u

2,ε)
)
ii

)) (
∂xl

(
σδ(u

2,ε)
)
ii

)
eilk

∥∥∥
L1

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥
(
∂u1,ε

i

(
σδ(u

1,ε)
)
ii

) (
∂xl

eilk
(
σδ(u

1,ε)
)
ii
− ∂xl

eilk
(
σδ(u

2,ε)
)
ii

)
eilk

∥∥∥
L1
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+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥
(
∂u1,ε

i

(
σδ(u

1,ε)
)
ii
− ∂u2,ε

i

(
σδ(u

2,ε)
)
ii

) (
∂xl

eilk
(
σδ(u

2,ε)
)
ii

)
eilk

∥∥∥
L1

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥∥∥

((
Ãi(u

1,ε)Ãi(u
1,ε)∂xl

u1,εi

u1,εi Ãi(u1,ε)

)
−
(
Ãi(u

2,ε)Ãi(u
2,ε)∂xl

u2,εi

u2,εi Ãi(u2,ε)

))
(
eilk
)2
∥∥∥∥∥
L1

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥∥∥

((
Ãi(u

1,ε)u1,εi ∂xl
Ãi(u

1,ε)

u1,εi Ãi(u1,ε)

)
−
(
Ãi(u

2,ε)u2,εi ∂xl
Ãi(u

2,ε)

u2,εi Ãi(u2,ε)

))
(
eilk
)2
∥∥∥∥∥
L1

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥∥∥

((
aiiu

1,ε
i Ãi(u

1,ε)∂xl
u1,εi

u1,εi Ãi(u1,ε)

)
−
(
aiiu

2,ε
i Ãi(u

2,ε)∂xl
u2,εi

u2,εi Ãi(u2,ε)

))
(
eilk
)2
∥∥∥∥∥
L1

+
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥∥∥

((
aiiu

1,ε
i u1,εi ∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε)

u1,εi Ãi(u1,ε)

)
−
(
aiiu

2,ε
i u2,εi ∂xl

Ãi(u
2,ε)

u2,εi Ãi(u2,ε)

))
(
eilk
)2
∥∥∥∥∥
L1

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥
(
Ãi(u

1,ε)∂xl
log(u1,εi )− Ãi(u

2,ε)∂xl
log(u2,εi )

) (
eilk
)2∥∥∥

L1

+
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥
(
∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε)− ∂xl

Ãi(u
2,ε)
) (
eilk
)2∥∥∥

L1

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥
(
aii∂xl

u1,εi − aii∂xl
u2,εi

) (
eilk
)2∥∥∥

L1

+
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥∥∥∥

((
aiiu

1,ε
i u1,εi ∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε)

u1,εi Ãi(u1,ε)

)
−
(
aiiu

2,ε
i u2,εi ∂xl

Ãi(u
2,ε)

u2,εi Ãi(u2,ε)

))
(
eilk
)2
∥∥∥∥∥
L1

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥Ãi(u
1,ε)− Ãi(u

2,ε)
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

‖u′‖L∞

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+ C

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

‖u′‖L∞

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥∥∥

(
u1,εi

Ãi(u1,ε)
− u2,εi

Ãi(u2,ε)

)
∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε) +

u2,εi

Ãi(u2,ε)

(
∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε)− ∂xl

Ãi(u
2,ε)
)∥∥∥∥∥

L1

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥Ãi(u
1,ε)− Ãi(u

2,ε)
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+ C
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

‖u′‖L∞

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥∥∥

(
u1,εi Ãi(u

1,ε)− u2,εi Ãi(u
2,ε)

Ãi(u1,ε)Ãi(u2,ε)

)
∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε) +

u2,εi

Ãi(u2,ε)

(
∂xl

Ãi(u
1,ε)− ∂xl

Ãi(u
2,ε)
)∥∥∥∥∥

L1

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥Ãi(u
1,ε)− Ãi(u

2,ε)
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+ C

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

‖u′‖L∞

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥∥∥∥




(
u1,εi − u2,εi

)
Ãi(u

1,ε) +
(
Ãi(u

1,ε)− Ãi(u
2,ε)u2,εi

)

Ãi(u1,ε)Ãi(u2,ε)



∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥∂xl
Ãi(u

1,ε)
∥∥∥
L2
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+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥∂xl
Ãi(u

1,ε)− ∂xl
Ãi(u

2,ε)
∥∥∥
L1

≤
n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥Ãi(u
1,ε)− Ãi(u

2,ε)
∥∥∥
L2

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+ C

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

‖u′‖L∞

∥∥w1 − w2
∥∥
D(L)

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

(∥∥∥u1,εi − u2,εi

∥∥∥
L2

+
∥∥∥Ãi(u

1,ε)− Ãi(u
2,ε)
∥∥∥
L2

)∥∥∥∂xl
Ãi(u

1,ε)
∥∥∥
L2

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

l=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

∥∥∥∂xl
Ãi(u

1,ε)− ∂xl
Ãi(u

2,ε)
∥∥∥
L1
.

As in the proof of [3, Theorem 13](see also [25, Theorem 2.6.6]), we can bound all terms by a con-

stant, depending on the L∞ norms of u′(Rε(v1)), u
′(Rε(v2)), u(Rε(v1)), u(Rε(v2)),

∑∞
k=1

∥∥eilk
∥∥2
L∞

and the constant appearing in the embedding of D(L) into W 1,2(O) and the difference ‖Rε(v1)−
Rε(v2)‖D(L) ≤ C(ε)‖v1 − v2‖D(L)′ . �

8.2. Auxiliary Lemmata.

Lemma 38. [3, Lemma 14][25, Lemma 2.7.3] Let w ∈ D(L), a = (aij) ∈ L1(O;Rn×n), and
b = (bij) ∈ D(L)n×n satisfying DRε[w](a) = b. Then

∫

O
a : b dx ≤

∫

O
tr[aTu′(w)−1a] dx.

Lemma 39. [3, Lemma 15][25, Lemma 2.7.4] Let v0 ∈ Lp(Ω;L1(O)) for some p ≥ 1 satisfy
E
∫
O h(v

0) dx ≤ C. Then
∫

O
h(u(Rε(v

0))) dx+
ε

2
‖LRε(v

0)‖2L2(O) ≤
∫

O
h(v0) dx.

Lemma 40. Let 1 ≤ k1, k2, k3, l1, l2, l3 <∞ as well as p, q,m ≥ 1. If u ∈ Lk3(Ω;Lk2(0, T ;Lk1(O)))

and v ∈ Ll3(Ω, Ll2(0, T ;Ll1(O))), then uv ∈ Lm(Ω, Lp(0, T ;Lq(O))), with q = k1l1
k1+l1

, p = k2l2
k2+l2

,

m = k3l3
k3+l3

.

Proof. The proof is a repeated application of Hölder’s inequality:

‖uv‖Lm(Ω,Lp(0,T ;Lq(O))) =



∫

Ω

(∫ T

0

(∫

O
(uv)

q
dx

) p
q

dt

)m
p

dµ(ω)




1
m

≤



∫

Ω

(∫ T

0

(∫

O
(u)

qp1 dx

) pp2
qp1

dt

)mp3
pp2

dµ(ω)




1
mp3



∫

Ω

(∫ T

0

(∫

O
(v)

qq1 dx

) pq2
qq1

dt

)mq3
pq2

dµ(ω)




1
mq3

By the assumptions, the following relations need to hold:

qp1 = k1,
pp2
qp1

=
k2
k1
,

mp3
pp2

=
k3
k2
,

qq1 = l1,
pq2
qq1

=
l2
l1
,

mq3
pq2

=
l3
l2
.

In addition,

1

q
=

1

q

(
1

p1
+

1

q1

)
=

1

k1
+

1

l1
=
k1 + l1
k1l1

, q =
k1l1
k1 + l1

,
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1

p
=

1

p

(
1

p2
+

1

q2

)
=

1

k2
+

1

l2
=
k2 + l2
k2l2

, p =
k2l2
k2 + l2

,

1

m
=

1

m

(
1

p3
+

1

q3

)
=

1

k3
+

1

l3
=
k3 + l3
k3l3

, m =
k3l3
k3 + l3

.

�
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[27] A. Jüngel. The boundedness-by-entropy method for cross-diffusion systems. Nonlinearity, 28:1963–2001, 2015.
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École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne, Switzerland

Email address: florian.huber@epfl.ch


	1. Introduction
	2. Notation and main result
	2.1. Notation and stochastic framework
	2.2. Assumptions
	2.3. Main results

	3. Operator setup
	3.1. Definition of the connection operator L
	3.2. Definition of the regularization operator R

	4. Existence of approximate solutions
	5. The SKT system with fluctuation correction
	6. Uniform estimates
	6.1. Hiher order uniform estimates
	6.2. Tightness of the laws of (u)
	6.3. Convergence of (u)

	7. The fluctuation correction term
	8. Appendix
	8.1. Proofs of technical lemmata
	8.2. Auxiliary Lemmata

	References

