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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 u; represents the population density
of the ith species:
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1
(1.1)  du; —div (ZAU Vu]> =4/ N div (o;(u) oy dW;(t)) in O, t>0,i=1,...,n,
j=1
with initial and no-flux boundary conditions

(1.2) u;(0) =) in O, ZAU w)Vu; -v=0 ond0, t>0,i=1,...,n,
and coefficients
(13) Aij (u) = 5ij (aio =+ Z aikuk> =+ aijui, ’L,] = 1, ey

k=1

(14) O’(’u)ij = 5”' (7 <ai0 + Zaikui> y i,j = 1, ey,
k=1

where O C R? (d > 1) is a bounded domain. v denotes the exterior unit normal vector to the

boundary 9O of our domain. (Wi,...,W,) is an d x n-dimensional, spatially colored, Wiener
noise, and a;; > 0 fori =1,...,n, j =0,...,n are parameters.
We define

\/%div (O'i(u) o) dWZ(t)) = \/%div (O'i(u) dWZ(t)) + %)\T(Us)i dt

where the entries of the n x 1 dimensional A\-modified [t6-Stratonovich correction term are given
by

o0

Z Zawz Ou(s); (o(u(s))); ) er el Oy, (0(u(s))); + Ou(s), (o(uls))) s ez ey (o (U(S)))u) :

k=11=1
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 %, 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 approrimation of the underlying particle system, effectively describing the
collective behavior of individuals.

The stochastic framework, including the definition of the family (ek)zlk O — R, is presented
in Section 2. To establish the global existence of solutions, we impose a “smallness” condition
on the factor % relative to the coefficients of the matriz A. Additionally, we introduce a refined
“Ito-Stratonovich” type correction, denoted by oy.

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 [3], and finite-state jump Markov models
[, 15]. Unlike the original SKT system [34], we omit deterministic environmental potentials
and Lotka—Volterra terms for simplicity. Within this framework, we denote a;o as the diffusion
coefficients, as; as the self-diffusion coefficients, and a;; fori # 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 approzimation 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. Asin [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 Ité 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 matriz 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 mot hold in our present setting.

The present system, (1.1), presents two primary challenges. First, the diffusion matriz 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 fized-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 Ité 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 (L?) estimates. In contrast,
our system admits only entropy estimates involving the test function log(u;), 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 ( 2 (u )th), 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 miztures [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 approz-
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 : [0,00)™ — [0,00), called an entropy density, such that the deterministic analog of
(1.1) can be written in terms of the entropy variables (or chemical potentials) w; = Oh/0u; as

(1.5) Opu;(w le(ZBU ij) =0, i=1...,n,

where w = (wy,...,wy), u; is interpreted as a function of w, and B(w) = A(u(w))h” (u(w))~?
with B = (B;;) is positive semidefinite. Formally, one could read this representation as

(1.6) tu1d1v<ZBU VDH()>0, i=1...,n,

for a suitable entropy functional H = fo u)dz. For the deterministic analog of (1.1), it was
shown in [12] that a useful entropy density is gwen by
(1.7) h(u) = Zm(ui(logui -1)+1), wuel0,00)",

i=1

where the numbers m; > 0 are assumed to satisfy the so-called detailed-balance condition: ma;; =
wjaz for all i,j = 1,...,n. For the Markov chain associated to (ai;), and (m1,...,7,), this
condition corresponds to reversiblity ([12]). A formal computation yields that, for the deterministic
SKT system under the detailed-balance condition,

/ u)dx + 2/ Zﬂ‘l (2a10|v\/171|2 + 2a”|Vul|2 + Zaw|v,/uzu3| )

J#i
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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 w;, it gives L? estimates for V/ui if ajg > 0 and for Vu;
if a;; > 0. Solving the system in terms of the entropy variables w leads to the positivity of
ui(w) = exp(w;/m;).

We will use this entropy structure combined with a reqularization scheme, that preserves the
entropy estimates and non-negativity after passing to the de-reqularization limit. The main idea
of this scheme is to “reqularize” the entropy variable w. To be specific, we perturb the mapping
w — u(w), and define Q-(w) = u(w) + eL*Lw, where L : D(L) — H with domain D(L) C 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
Q- : D(L) — D(L) is invertible. We will use its inverse, denoted by R. : D(L)" — D(L) as a
regularization operator for our approximation scheme to (1.1). The approximated equation can be
written as

(1.9) do(t) = div (B(R:(v))VR:(v)) dt + \/%div (o(u(Re(v))) -oxdW(t)), ¢>0.

The existence of a local solution v 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 w® :=
R-(v%) and u® := u(w®),

E sup /Oh(ue(t))dqugE sup ||Lw8(t))||%2(o)

0<t<TATR 0<t<TATR

t
+E sup / / Vw®(s) : B(w®(s))Vw® (s)dzds < C(u’, T),
0<t<TATR JO JO
up to some stopping time T > 0 allows us to extend the local solution to a global one. The
entropy inequality provides suitable, uniform in €, bounds for uj, which can be further refined by
the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality to prove uniform bounds for u§ in L1(0,T; LY(O)) with g > 2.
Such an estimate is crucial to define, for instance, the product uju5. Uniform estimate for ug in
the Sobolev—Slobodeckij space W*P(0,T; D(L)') for some a < 1/2 and p > 2 such that ap > 1
then allows us to prove the tightness of the laws of (u®) in some sub-Polish space and to conclude
strong convergence in L? 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 > %d + 1, then

the martingale term in the equation governing the fluctuations process will be an (WS’Q(Rd))*
valued martingale satisfying

E [M;(t, o) Mk(s, )] = duk /0S <%V<P(')V1/)(') 20; +2Zf(aijuj> > dr,

for ¢, € W2(RY), where u = (u1,...,u,) is a solution of the mean field equation on R?,

Theorem 2 (Informal statement). Let A > %,ai,o,aii > 0,a;; > 0 satisfy the detailed-balance

condition and let % 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 gemeral 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 Appendiz 8.1.
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2. NOTATION AND MAIN RESULT

2.1. Notation and stochastic framework. Let O C R? (d > 1) be a bounded domain. The
Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces are denoted by LP(O) and W*P(0O), respectively, where p € [1,00],
k €N, and H*(O) = W*2(O). For notational simplicity, we generally do not distinguish between
WkP(O) and WEP(O;R™). We set HHO) = {v € H™(O) : Vv-v = 0 on 90} for m > 2. If
u = (u1,...,un) € X is some vector-valued function in the normed space X, we write ||ul|3% =
Yo lwill% - The inner product of a Hilbert space H is denoted by (-,-)m, 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 = (A;;), B = (Byj) € R™*", A: B = ZZJ':1 A;;Bij is the
Frobenius matriz product, ||A|r = (A : A)Y/2 the Frobenius norm of A, and tr A = 31" | A;; 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 matrixz divergence of a matriz-valued
function R? > z v M (z) € R™™? which is a vector in R™ with entries divy(M); = 2?21 Oz; M,
fori=1,....n

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space endowed with a complete right-continuous filtration F =
(Ft)i>0 and let H be a Hilbert space. Then L°(Q; H) consists of all measurable functions from Q to
H, and L*(%; H) consists of all H-valued random variables v such that E||v||3; = [, ||v(w)|;P(dw) <
00. Let U be a separable Hilbert space and (ex)ren be an orthonormal basis of U. The space of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U to H is defined by

Lo(U;H) = {F : U — H linear, continuous : Z | Ferll? < oo},
k=1

and it is endowed with the norm ||F|| cyw.m = (Xpey [|Fexll3)?.

Let W = (Wy,...,W,,) be an n-dimensional U-cylindrical Wiener process, taking values in the
separable Hilbert space Up D U and adapted to the filtration F. In the current setting,

We can write Wi = S0° e/ W7, where (W}’) is a sequence of independent standard one-
dimensional Brownian motions [13, Section 4.1.2], such thatE[W,zijl( )WIZ”( 8)] = Giyin0jy o Oky katA
s. Then W% (w) € C°([0,00); Up) for a.e. w [31, Section 2.5.1].

Remark 4. We conjecture that the limitation on \ being > % 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 C R (d > 1) is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Let T > 0 and
set Qr = O x (0,T).

(A2) Initial datum: u® = (uf,...,u) € L>°(Q; L*(O;R™)) is a Fo-measurable random variable
satisfying u®(z) > 0 for a.e. x € O P-a.s.

(A3) Diffusion matriz: a;; >0 fori=1,...,n, j=0,...,n and there exist m1,...,m, > 0 such
that m;a;; = mja; for alli,j =1,...,n (detailed-balance condition).

(A4) Let p > 2 be fized. The correction factor %, satisfies the following condition:

1
| :
7 ()2 (s3p2||ek|mo>> <1
1 _p=2 18|\ — A
L3 53})(2( SRt S S sngne i+ sup 3 augname ||%m> < Amao,
1 »—2 A on ;
Ng P S;ljp (g + Z) <; |ekl||%oo> < 27@-(1“-.
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(A5) We assume that the family (ezj)ijk, 1t =1,...,n, j = 1,...,d and k € N forms an
orthonormal basis of W*2(O)", where s > d + 1.

Remark 6. We will also refer to W simply as spatially colored noise or W*2(O) cylindrical noise,
instead of an n-dimensional W*2(O)*(= 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: ¥ = (3;;) is an nxn matriz, where ¥;; : L*(O;R™) — Lo(U; L*(0))
is B(L*(O;R"))/ B(L2(U; L?*(0O)))-measurable and F-adapted. Furthermore, there exists
Cy > 0 such that for all u, v € L?>(O;R"),

| div(E(w) = Z(v))llzosz2(0)) < Cellu = vlpey,
1 div(SB()l|2owiz20y) < Cs(1+ [vllp))

(A7) Correction term: T = (T;) is an n dimensional vector, where T; : D(L)" — D(L)’
measurable and F-adapted. Furthermore, there exists C'y > 0 such that for all vy, vo €
D(L),

[T (v1) = T (v2)llpry < Crllvr = vallpry
IT(w)llpy < Cr(1+ |lvillpry)-

Remark 8 (Discussion of the assumptions).

e (Al): The Lipschitz regularity of the boundary 0O is needed to apply the Sobolev and
Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequalities.

o (A2): The regularity condition on u® can be weakened to u® € LP(Q; L*(O;R™)) 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.

(AB) is a regularity requirement on the noise leading to the same conditions as in [20].

(A6) (AT): The Lipschitz continuity and linear growth of £(u) and T (v) are used for an

auziliary 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) = H}(O).

Definition 1 (Martingale solution). Let A > 0 be fized. A martingale solution to (1.1)~(1.3) is

the triple (U, W, @) such that U = (Q, F,P,F) is a stochastic basis with filtration F = (Fi)is0, W
is an n-dimensional, spatially colored Wiener process (W*2(O) cylindrical, where s > d+1), and

U= (T1,...,0n) is a continuous D(L) -valued F-adapted process such that u; > 0 a.e. in O x (0,T)
P-a.s.,
(2.1) u; € LO(Q; C°([0,T); D(L)')) N LO(€x; L2(0, T; HY(0))),

the law of @;(0) is the same as for uY, and for all ¢ € D(L), t € (0,T),i=1,...,n, P-a.s.,

(2.2) (ui(t), ®) p(ry,p(r) = (Ui (0), ) p(ry,D(L) — Z// ij(U(s))Vu,;(s) - Vo da ds

NZ/</% )dW()>~V¢dx
L[ [ T
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where the entries of the n x 1 dimensional A-modified Ito-Stratonovich correction are given by

Zaxz Das), (0(U(5)));,) €iiehi Dy (0(U(5)))y; + Dags), (0(U(s)))y; €k Ouieiy (0(a()))y,) -

k=11=1
Our main results read as follows.
Theorem 9 (Existence for the SKT model). Let Assumptions (Al)— (A4) be satisfied and let

ai0,ai; >0 fori=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

t n
(u;(t), ®) Ly, oy = (Wi(0), ) p(ry,D(L) — /0 /O w;(s) (aio + ;aijﬂj(s)) Apdxds

+Z/ (/ o (U ))O/\dW())-V(bdx.

for all $ € D(L) N W?2°°(0).

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 u§ satisfy u§ = u; (R (v)) =

exp(R:(v°)/mi) > 0 ae. in Qr.
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 “conmnects” two
Hilbert spaces V and H satisfying V C H. This abstract operator defines a reqularization 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 < ¢ < 1,

(3.1) cllollv < IL@)la = lvllv,  [L*W)llv: < [lwlla, veV, weH.
We apply Proposition 12 to V.= HW(O) and H = L*(O), recalling that HZ(0) = {v €

H™(O):Vv-v=0 on dO} and m > d/2+ 1. Then, by Sobolev’s embedding, D(L) < W1>(0).
Note the following two properties, that will be used later:

(3.2) IL*L(v)llv: < lvllv, L5 (w)llv < llwllg for allveV, we H.
Lemma 13 (Operator L™!). Let L=! : ran(L) — D(L) be the inverse of L and let D(L™')

D(A) be the closure of D(A) with respect to ||[L=1(:)||g. Then D(L)' is isometric to D(L™Y). In
particular, it holds that (L™ (v), L™ (w))x = (v,w)p(ry 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 R.. First, we define another operator, denoted
by Qc, that maps D(L) to D(L)'. Its inverse is the desired regularization operator.

Lemma 15 (Operator Q.). Let e > 0 and define Q. : D(L) — D(L) by Q-(w) = u(w) 4+ eL* Lw,
where w € D(L). Then Q. is Fréchet differentiable, strongly monotone, coercive, and invertible.

Its Fréchet derivative DQ:[w](§) = u'(w)€ + eL*LE for w, £ € D(L) is continuous, strongly
monotone, coercive, and invertible.

Lemma 15 the existence of the inverse of Q., which we denote by R. := Q="' : D(L)" — D(L).
This operator will be used to reqularize our equation and has the following properties.
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Lemma 16 (Operator R.). The operator R, : D(L) — D(L) is Fréchet differentiable and strictly
monotone. In particular, it is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant C/e, where C' > 0 does
not depend on €. The Fréchet derivative satisfies the relation

DR.[v] = (DQ:[R.(v)]) "' = (v (R-(v)) +eL*L)~"  forv e D(L),
and it is Lipschitz continuous with constant C /e, satisfying [|[DR:[v](€)|pr) < 5710|\§HD(L)/ for
v, £ € 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 Re(v) for v € D(L). Setting v = u(Re(v)) +
eL*LR.(v), we consider the reqularized problem

(4.1) dv = divy (B(R-(v))VR:(v)) dt + \/%divM (Z(u(Re(v))) dW (t)) + %/\T(U(RE(’U))) dt,
in O, tel0,TAT),
(4.2) v(0)=u’ in O, VR.(v)-v=0 ondO, t>0,
recalling that B(w) = A(u(w))h” (u(w))~! for w € R™.
T (v) denotes an Ité-Stratonovich type correction term. Let us clarify the notion of solution for

the equation (4.1)=(4.2). Let T > 0, let 7 be an F-adapted stopping time, and let v be a continuous,
D(L) -valued, F-adapted process. We call (v,7) a local strong solution to (4.1)—(4.2) if

v(w, ) € L0, T AT(w)); D(L) )N C([0,T A 7(w)); D(L)")
for a.e. w € Q and for allt € [0,T A7),
(4.3)

v(t) = v(0) Jr/o div s (B(Rg(v(s)))VRE(v(s)))ds + \/%/0 divas (E(U(RE(’U(S))) dW(s))

1 t
+ N)\/O T (v)ds,
(44) VR (v)-v=0 ond0O P-as.

R, 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 ifv € C°([0,T]; D(L)"),
we have R.(v) € C°([0,T]; D(L)) and u(R:(v)) € L=(Q). Finally, if v € L°(Q; LP(0,T; D(L)"))
for 1 < p < oo, then div(B(u(R:(v)))VR:(v)) € L°(Q;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(t =00) =1. Givent >0 and v € L?(2; C°([0,t]; D(L)")), we introduce the stopping time

Tr = inf{s € [0,t] : |[v(s)||p)y > 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)—(AT7) be satisfied and
let e >0, R>0. Then problem (4.1)—(4.2) has a unique local solution (v¢,TR).

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(R:(v))VR(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 ¢ and Lemma 14 now yield that for
v, RS D(L)/ with ||UHD(L)’ S K and ||’DHD(L)’ S K,

| divar (S(u(Re(v)) = S((Re(0)) lleswiniryy < CIEm(R(0) = S(u(Re(@)l|eswszacon
< C(K) [u(Re (1)) — u(R-(0)) | 2(0)
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C(K)||Re(v) = R(0)|| p(ry < Cle, K)|lv = 9|l prys
where C(K) also depends on the L*(O) norms of u/(R.(v)) and u/'(R.(7)). Assumption (A7)
guarantees that

1T () = Tl 2awinryy < Cle; K)|lv=olpLy-

Hence, the assumptions of [31, Theorem 4.2.4] are satisfied in the ball {v € D(L)" : |[v||pry <
K}. These local bounds are sufficient to conclude the existence of a local solution v up to the
stopping time 7. The boundary conditions follow from R.(v) € D(L) = HJ(O) and the definition
of the space HJ(O). O

5. THE SKT SYSTEM WITH FLUCTUATION CORRECTION

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

o (u(Re(v)))ij = 0ijy | wi (aiO +y aikUi),
k=1

(i,j = 1,...,n), with §;; being the Kronecker delta. For notational convenience, we write u®
instead of u(Rs(v?)). To apply the results of the previous section, we reqularize the components of
o in the following way: Set o5(u®)ii = gs (u$ (aio + > p_y airuy)), where

%z 0<z<4/2
gs(x) = { —20043 fx_Werf §/2<x<é.
\/E x>0
The same regularization has been used in [20], in the setting of the Dean-Kawasaki equation. Since

D = (0,00)", we simply set gs(x) = 0 for any x < 0. For notational convenience, let us define
Ai(u®) = aio + X _j—y airuy- The (partial) derivatives of gs(us Ai(u®)), with respect to ui and u5
are given by

Bus g5 (u A (uf)) = (Jﬁswiﬁiws)y + A2 (i Ay (uf)) — Qiﬁ) (Ai(uf) + agu;)  6/2 < uSA;(uf) <6
g uiAi(u) 28
\}gawu u 0 S uf;lz(ue) S 5/2

Ouz o (uf Ai(uf)) = (* 2<§[3(U5Ai(u€))2 + 5%4/32(15&'(”5)) - 2%;) (agjuiug)  6/2 < usd;(us) <o
1 (ayuig) <A (uf) >
2 Vur i) uAu) 2.0

It can be verified that (os5(u®)),; is locally Lipschitz continuous in u®, for every i =1,...,n, due

to the Lipschitz continuity of gs and the local Lipschitz continuity of its argument. Further, it is
not hard to see that gs € C* and that it satisfies

1 1
(5.1) 10295 ()] o < C |0295(2)] < C— )| < CV/lz|, for all x> 0.

%a \/Ea |96

Our goal now is to obtain a local solution (v¢,T) of

(5.2) dv® =diva (B(R-(v°))VR:(v%)) dt + \/%divM (05 (w(R(v))) AW (t)) + %)\T(Us) dt
in O, t€[0,TAT),
(5.3) v°(0)=u’ in O, VR.(v)-v=0 ondO, t>0,

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 x d matriz
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W are given by Wi =322 e W (s) (i =1,...,n and j = 1,...,d). The entries of the n x 1
dimensional modified It6-Stratonovich correction are given by

(5 4 Z Z aﬂcz uw )) )e;cle;clawz (U(UE))M + aui (U(UE))M e?claﬂﬂzezl (U(ua))”) '
k=11=1

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

co d

V)i =2 0 ((9us (0(w));,) eileitdn, (0(u));; + os (0(u7)),; i Dyl (0(u)),;)

k=1 1=1
This term includes functional derivatives in the direction of v¢. 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 v* or u®, as § can be chosen as a function of &, and both limits can be
performed at the same time. In the following estimates, however, we want to keep & as a separate
parameter as this increases the readability of our arguments.

Lemma 19. Let v,v',v* € D(L)', such that |[v]|pry [v* | by, V2 by < R, for some R >0,
then there exist a constant Cr. > 0, such that

(5.5) 1Ty < Cre (1+ 1ol
2
(5.6) IT (") = T@*)Ibry < Cre 0" — U2HD(L)’ :
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix (8.1). O

Proposition 20. Let Assumptions (A1)—(A4) hold. For every e > 0 and § > 0, there exists a
unique local solution (v¢,TR) to problem (5.2)—(5.3).

Proof. By [3], the regularization of ¢ and Lemma 19, Assumptions (A6), (A7) are satisfied and
Theorem 17 (with ¥ = o) 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 (v¥,7r) be a local solution to (5.2)—(5.3) and set vE(t) = v¥(w,t A Tr(w)) for
weQ, te(0,7r(w)). We define

- _ - N2 1
ICi = (g(;(qu(uE))’ (A(us)amlu + uS8,, Au )) el +g(5(qu(u€))8zle}€l) =

Let 0 €[0,1], 0 < k,R3 < 3, then

A/Ot/oiizﬂi“% (axl\/zﬁ)Q(e;j)z da ds

k=11i=1[=1

oo n d
+Z Z<<32;:1 >Hazl€ HLoo) / /u log(us) — u§ +2dzds
=1 =1
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n d

*ZZZ <%||e [ // (0ay5)? davds + 22 ||Lx// (0, u5) dzds>
k=111=11
A 1 ¢ 2
T <%+_27{3>/ HazleleL2 ds
1 0

oo n d
+
k=
BA-1 1 A a2 A 2
(5 g ) N+ G ok

1i=11
t n 1-6 N n
x/ / (—amlu‘f) —”E Opyyfu5 | dzds.
0 o 2ai0 20,17' =1

2.
The proof is in the Appendix (see 8.1).

n

M=

k=1i=1I1=1

Proposition 22 (Entropy inequality). Let (v¢,7r) be a local solution to (5.2)~(5.3) and set
vB(t) = v5 (W, t ATr(w)) forw e Q, t e (O,TR(w)) Let 0 <k < % and A > 1 be fized. Then there
exists constants C(u®,T),c > 0, depending on u® and T but not on €0 and R, such that

E sup /h(ua(t))dquEE sup ||Lw8(t)|\%2(o)
o

0<t<TANATR 0<t<TATR

+cE sup //Zm 4a;|V(u 1/2|2+2(1”|Vu| +227r1a1j|v o 5)1/2|2dzds
0<t<TATR i)

n oo d 2
1 Oz, u$ i 2
+ NC()\ k)E  sup / / E E E miAi(u ( ui? ) (eil)” dzds

0<t<TATR 1 k=1 1=1 i

o0 n

—)\E sup //ozzzd:m“(am/’f)z(eﬁfdxds

0<t<TATR i=1 =1

SC’(u S k™ 1,)\),

where u® = u(R.(vT)) and w® := R.(v®). In particular, we have that for all e > 0 and i,j =
1,...,n withi # j,
(6.1) Bl || Lo 0,7:L1 (0)) < C(u®, T),
(6.2) aid "Bl )| 20,0 0) + il "Bl | 20,0 0 < O, T),
aif “El|V (u§u5) | 20,220 < C(u”.T).

Moreover, we have the estimate

(6.3) EE”LRE(UE)||%°°(O,T;L2(O)) + IE||UE||2L<><>(0,T;D(L)/) < C(an 7).
Corollary 23. For everye >0, 4,7 =1,...,n, the estimate

(6.4) E (vaEHLZ(Oj;N(O)) +ls /wiaij@vwfHLQ(O,T;LQ(O))) < O, T)
holds.

Proof. The result is immediate from Proposition 22. The choice of (e}'j)i ., and the definition of
A yield the bound. 0

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

(6.5) H(v) :/Oh(u(R( o))+ SILRe0) 3oy v € DILY.
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Recall that R.(v) = h/(u(R:(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

D#[0](£) = /O (7' (u(Re (0)u' (Re (v))DR: [v](§) + eLDR:[v](€) - LR (v)) d

= <(UI(R8(U)) + EL*L)DRE [U] (E)a RE (U)>D(L)’ D(L)

= <DQ8[R5(’U)]DR5[’U](€)’R ( )>D(L)’ D(L) <§ R ( )> ( )/7D(L)’
where v, £ € D(L)’. In other words, DH[v] can be identified with R.(v) € D(L). In a similar way,
we can prove that DH[v] is Fréchet differentiable and

DQH[U]('EW) = <§aDRa[U](77)>D(L)',D(L) forv, §,n € D(L)I-
Thanks to the Lipschitz continuity of R. and DR.[v] (see Lemma 16) for all v, £ € D(L)" with
vl oy < K for some K > 0, we have
IDH[[(O)] < [[Re()ll Dy €l pery < Ce)(X + llvllpy) gl pry < Cle, K)lI€llpwy
ID*H[0](¢, &) < IIDR:[)E) Iy €l py < CEIEND L)

To bound the mapping D(L) — R, v — DH[v](n) for any n € 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 £ € D(L)’, Lemma 13 yields that

(&, F)pwy.piy = L LE) py.py = (LL™YL7'E LF) 120
= (L7, L7 L*LF) 12 (0) = (L*LF, &) p(ry -
Hence, we can associate DH[v] with L*LR.(v) € D(L)’, since we can identify DH[v] with R.(v) €
D(L). Then, by the first estimate in (3.2) and the Lipschitz continuity of R,
IL*LR:(v)llpy < CllR:(v)lpr) < ClRe(v) = Re(0)|[p(ry + ClIR=(0) [ p(ry
< C(e)(1 +|[vllp(ry) forallve D(L),
giving the desired estimate for DH[v] in D(L)’. Thus, the assumptions of the It lemma, as stated

in [28], are satisfied.
To simplify the notation, we set u® := u(R.(v?)) and w® := R.(v?) in the following. By Ito’s

lemma, using DH[v?] = h/(u®), D*H[v}] = DR.(v?), and already applying Lemma 39 to the
correction term, we have
t
R .
(6.6) H(v™(t)) < H(v(0)) —l—/o <d1VM (B(wE)Vh’(ug(s))),ws(s)>D(L),ﬁD(L) ds
1 . .
NS 5> / / v ((09)s5 (el ) (0 (5))), e W' (s)
k =1 =1
Z//T (' (u(5))); drds
d
+__Z//ZZ x| Uzz )) _d ds.
=1 [=1
By Lemma 39, the first term on the right-hand side can be estimated from above by [, h o %) du.

Using w® = R (vf) = h/(u¥) and integrating by parts, the second term on the right-hand 51de can
be rewritten as

/(div( (w®)VH (u ()))’w8(8)>D(L)/,D(L)dS

//Vw : B(w®)Vu©(s)dzds < 0.
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We observe that R.(v°) = b/ (u(R(v°))) = b/ (u®) implies that VR (v®) = h” (u®)Vu®. It is shown
in [12, Lemma 4] that for all z € R™ and u € (0, 00)",

n

n 2 2
T1n % 2 1 [ Uj | Wi
z'h (U)A(U)Z > E 1 T (aOiu_i + Qan-zi) + 5 N E Fiaij( u—izi + u—]Z]) .
i= i,j=

1,i#]
Using B(R.(v°)) = A(u®)h” (uf)~! and the previous inequalities with z = Vu®, we find that

~—

(6.7) VR.(v°) : B(R-(v°))VR:(v) = Vu& : b (u®) (A(u®)R" (u) 1A (u®) Vu
= Vu® : B (u®)A(u®)Vu®
(68) Z m(4a0i|V(u€)1/2|2+2aii|Vu€|2) +227Tiaij|V(ufu§)1/2|2.
i=1 i#j
Due to the choice of space, the boundary integral vanishes and we are left with
€
(6.9) /O W (1) do + S 1D o)

t n
+/ / Zﬁi(4a0i|V(u€)1/2|2 + 2a|Vu®?) +QZwiaiﬂV(ufuj)l/QFdxds
0 JO = i£j

n

1 ! 5 / £
< /oh(uo)derN)\;/o /OT(’U (5))i (h'(u®(s))); deds
=

11 00 t n d N2 T
S LS oty i

W
i=1 1=1 v

=IT
1 co n d + . -
SR DI Z/ / 0z, ((aa)i,j(u)egj) (W' (u (s))), dzdW]'(s).
k=1i=11=1"0 7O
To bound the remaining terms on the right-hand side, we use Lemma 21 (with § = 1) and condition

(A4):

t n
I+H</ / > " mi(4a0i V()22 + 20|V (uf)[?) da ds
0 70 =1

n

t
+ Critaiyye; | 1+ /0 /O u5(s)log(uj(s)) — uj(s) + 1dxds
j=1

1 t
e f]
N 0o JO

n
i=1 k=1 1=1
n

—)\% /Ot/oizzm% (azl\/u?)Q(e;jf da ds.

k=11i=1 =1

= ~ Ay us \ 2 2

%

We wish to absorb the first term into the left-hand-side of (6.9), leading to
€
(6.10) /O W (1) do + S| L o)
t n
+ C/ / Zm (4aos| vV (u) /2 + 20| Vus|?) + 2 Zmaij|V(ufu§)1/2|2 dzds
0 JO ;1 i#]

1 ' o A (€ 0y uf ? il 2
+C/\7KN/0 /OZZZWZAZ(U)<?> (ekl) dzds

i=1 k=1 1=1 g
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n

+)\N//O;Z 1ima”(axl\/’) (e)? dzds

/ h(u®)dz + Cy, <1+ ot/oh dzds)

\fZZZ// 0r, ((5)1s()ef! ) (1 (u(5))); dar AW (s).

k=11i=1I1=1

We take expectation causing the last term to vanish, and apply Gronwall’s lemma to the function
= [, h(u®(s)) dz to find that

]E/ B (1)) da + SEN L o)
O

+CE/ / Zﬂ'l 4a01|v 1/2|2+2a”|vu8| +2Z7Tza/z]|v Ul 1/2|2dxds

7]
1 t
+C,\7,€—/ /
N Jo Jo

L Opus\” 2

n oo

i=1 k=1 [=1 g

iZmau‘ (&cl \/uif)Q (6%)2 dz ds

Ok 1i=1 =1

S

<C(u T).

Taking first the supremum in (6.10) over (0,Tg), where Tr < T A Tg, and then the expectation
yields

(6.11)
€
Eosup /h(ug(t))dx—i—aﬂﬂ sup ||Lw8|\%2(o)
<t<Tr JO
+cE sup //Zm 4|V (u 1/2|2+2a”|VU| +22maw|v 1/2|2d:cds
0<t<TRr Z;éj
n oo d N O 2 5
—l—C,\,€ E sup // miA;(u® (&) e dzds
oy Jo 22y 2O ) (D
n 2 o
+)\ E sup // ﬂ'aii(am uf) e drds

gE/Oh(uO)dx—i—\/%E sup (—ZZZ /0(05( £(5)));; €10, gh( 6(3))dxde1l(s)>

0<t<Tr \  j=1i=11=1"0

+E sup /h(uo)derC’,@uE sup <1+//h dzds).
0<t<Tr JO 0<t<Tr 0 Jo

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

Oh

E sup (—ZZZ | [ st o, o g <8<s>>dxdwgl<s>>

0<t<Tr

<UE sup {/izz(/ (000 (5) s L0, - (a (s))dz>2ds}

0<t<TRr
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9 1/2
t n d ) os(u(s - —
<4E sup /0 _ lZ(; IIeﬁlimw)) H (8‘2(); ()))Zl))\//li(us(s))maxl\/u_f(s) ds
i=1I=1 \k=1 us(s)A;(us(s L1(0)

(6.12
2

)
0o t n d (s - —

4<su}>2||e§f|%w<0)> B s §[3S O\ [F e sy |
k=1

W=

Do /15 (5)

0<t<Tr =1 1=1 us (s)A;(us(s)) L2(0)

s on d , 1/2
2 4,( ‘ ’aw i ‘ d
5 L10) AV us(s) 12(0) s

=1 [=1

l
<4 SUPZ”@HLM((Q) E sup {
%

<supz [ledt |Lw(0)> E sup (2 <sup ﬂ]aﬂ) / Zma”m u;(t)(log(u;(t)) — 1)+ 1) dx )

0<t<TR
(o]
2 supZHe%H%x(@ o [ 53w o v
L <t<TrJO 277171

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

(6.13) E sup /h(us(t))d:chEE sup ||Lw€|\%2(o)
0<t<Tr JO 0<t<Tr

Tr
+CE/ / Zﬂ'z 4a01|v )1/2|2+2a”|vu6| +227T7,a7,_]|v Eul 1/2|2d$d8

i#]

Tr > & O s\ >, 2
+IEC’>\KN/ /ZZZmAz (zl§l> (ei)” dzds
i=1 k=1 I=1 i

d
+E/\—/ /ZZZma” (8931\/_.) ( )2 dxds
k=1i=1 I=1

<CE/ h(u®)dx + CE sup (1+// dxds)
0<t<Tr

Tr
<C+CE/ / sup h(u®(s))dzdt.
o

0<s<t
We apply Gronwall’s lemma to the function F'(t) = supg.,; [, h(u°(s)) dz to find that
E sup / h(uf(t))dz < C(u°, T).
0<t<Tr JO

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

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

Proposition 24. Let (v, 7r) be a local solution to (5.2)~(5.3), constructed in Proposition 20.
Then v¢ can be extended to a global solution to (5.2)—(5.3).

Proof. With the notation u® = u(R.(v°)) and w® = R.(v®), we observe that v¢ = Q.(R:(v%))
= u(Re(v°)) + eL*LR.(v°) = u® + eL*Lw®. Thus, we have for Tp < T A 7g,
E sup [[v*(D)llpry <E sup [[u[lpr)y +eE sup [|L*Lw®(t)||lpery
0<t<Tr 0<t<Tr 0<t<Tr

<CE sup |[u|pi o) +€E sup [|[L*Lw*(t)||pLy-
0<t<Tr 0<t<Tr

1/2
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We know from Hypothesis (H1) that |u®| < C(1 + h(u®)). Therefore, taking into account the
entropy inequality and the second inequality in (3.2),

E sup |[[v(t)|[pry < CE sup |(u ()| L1 0y +€C  sup ||L’w8(f)HL2((9)§C(UO,T).
0<t<Tr 0<t< 0<t<Tgr

This allows us to perform the limit R — oo and to conclude that the solution v° exists in (0,7)
for any T > 0. O

6.1. Hiher order uniform estimates. Let v¢ be a global solution to (5.2)—(5.3) and set u® =
u(Re(v%)). We assume that A(u) is given by (1.3) and that a;; > 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,u°,T), which is
independent of €, such that

(6'14) ]EHUEHLOO(O T;L1(0)) < C( )7
2 2
(6.15) AB PR () 2 0 o (o)) + O BN [0 g o9y < €0y u®,T),
2
(6.16) Al PRV (u5us) 27 s 0. 11200y < C0su®, T,

Moreover, we have

P P
(6.17) E( sup ||LRg<v8(t>>||%2<o>> +E(0335T||v5<t>||w) < C(p,u®, T,

o<t<T

p
(6.18) E (||Vw€||L2(O7T;L2(@)) +1, /maijUEwa|\Lz(07T;L2(O))) < O, 7).

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

[ @) do + SLelo
(@)

//Zm dag;|V(u )1/2|2+2a”|Vu5| +227T1a1]|v s E)1/2|2dzds

i#£]
t n oo d 2
+C,\,n%/0 /OZ 1l:ZI7TZAZ (aml—;l> (6%)2 dzds
n 2 a2
+)\N/ / ;;;maii (am/u_g) (ekl) dx ds

/ h(u®)dz + Ci. (1+// dxds)

S [ o ((r0sted) oy, anami'e)

k=11i=1 =1

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

P t P
E sup (/ h(ua(t))d,r) +E sup (E/ ||LR(’U8(S))H%2(O) ds)
o<t<T \Jo o<t<T \ 2 Jo
t n p
+E sup </ / Zm4a0i|V(u€)1/2|2 dxds)
o<t<T \Jo Jo =
t n P
+E sup / / ZmQaii|VuE|2 dzds
o<t<T \Jo Jo



STOCHASTIC SHIGESADA-KAWASAKI-TERAMOTO MODEL 17

t n oo d e\ 2 p
+ CyxE sup (%/ / Z Zm&(ug) (%) (e}!)Q dxds)
0 .

0<t<T O =1 k=1 1=1 i

+E sup < //Zzn:zd:m( Op\JUE u§)2(e;j)2dxds>p

0<t<T h=1i=1 I=1

sc<p,u°>+3p1(pil)p<\f ) B [ wZi( /. am(on-<u>e§f><h'<u6<s>>>ie§5dw)st)p/Q

i=1 j=1

P
+ 371 <i> E sup (// dzds) .
0<t<T

The second term on the right-hand side can be bounded as in the previous estimates (see (6.12)):
(6.19)

p p
E sup </ h(ua(t))dz> +E sup ( / |LR(v¥(s))32 O)ds>
0<t<T \JoO 0<t<T
t n p
+E sup </ / Zm4a0i|V(u5)1/2|2dxds>
0<t<T 4
+E su / / mi2a:|Vus|? dz ds
( > 209
1 [
+ Oy cE sup —/ /
o<t<T \ N Jo o;
1 t co n d 2 5 P
+E sup )\—/ / TiG4i | Ogy /UG e da ds
0<t<T< N Jo O;ZZ ( L ) (k)

< C(p,u?)

17 » P 3 2

+ N opgp—1 (]ﬁ) (s;,lpz |ek||L°°(O)> (Qngpﬂjaji)

+ i172”3”_1 < P ) supz [|eit ||L°°((9 ’ E sup / Zma”m u; (t)(log(u;(t)) — 1) + 1) do
N p—1 il 0<t<Tr

Vr e (G2 (s et '35 v

+ 4/ = - sup e oo Sup / T ||Oz /U (S ‘

N p— il RIL>=(0) <t<Tr Jo =15 ! L2(0)

1 P
+ 3771 (—) E sup (/ / dxds) .
0<t<T

Recalling (A4), using Jensen’s inequality and neglecting the expression ¢||LR.(v® (t))H%Z(O), we

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

B (= sup |LR€<v8(t>>||i2<0)>psc<p,u0>+c<p,T>E / T( /. h(u%s))dx)pds

o<t<T
< C(p,u’,T).

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

p p
IE< supT|va(t)|D(L)/> IE< sup ||u8(t)+€L*LR€(va(t))||D(L)/)

0<t< 0<t<T
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P P/2
< s [ (Ole)) +CB( s LR Oe) < CloalT)
o<t<T o<t<T

The last claim follows again from the same arguments as in Corollary 23. This ends the proof. O
Using the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, we can derive further estimates. We recall that

Qr =0 X (O,T).

Lemma 26 (Higher-order moments I1). Let p > 2. There exists a constant C(p,u°,T) > 0, which
is independent of €, such that

(6.20) Elug HLZ“/G’(QT) Cp,u’,T),
(621) EHU'L||L2+4/(£(01T;L2(O)) S C(p)u aT)

Proof. We apply the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality:

T p/s T (1-0)s »/
B( [ hiliroyae) <o [ il ol ar)

(1-0) T ) p/s
< OB (14150 1ncop [ Dl o)

(1-9) 1/2 4p/s 1/2
< C(E|u 8||Loc(o ;Ll(o))) (E||“§||Lp2(o,T;H1(O))) <,

where 7 > 1 and 6 € (0,1] satisfy 1/r =1—6(d+2)/(2d) and s = 2/6 > 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 4 2/d,
and (6.21) follows from the choice s = 2 4 4/d, implying that r = 2. O

Next, we prove bounds on the fractional time derivative of u°. In combination with the previous
estimates, this will allow us to establish the tightness of the laws of (u) in a suitable space. For
a vector space X, and constants p > 1, « € (0,1), the Sobolev—Slobodeckij space W*P(0,T; X) is
the set of all functions v € LP(0,T; X) for which

[oliyanor.x) = 1VIE00.7.x) + Va1

llo(t) = v(s)l%
/ lvll% dtJr/ / |t—s|1+0‘P dtds < oco.

With this norm, W*?(0,T; X) becomes a Banach space. For 8 € (0,1), we also introduce the
Holder space C%#([0,T], X) of continuous, X-valued functions v which satisfy

1ol Eo.5 0,77:3) = N10eo,1,5) + 1016 10, 71:x)
t) — p
= sup |jv(t)|% + sup —Hv() U(BS>HX < 00
t€[0,T] siteo,T],st |t — 8PP

Lemma 27. [3, Lemma 21] Let g € L*(0,T) and § <2, § # 1. Then

(6.22) / / |t — 5|~ 5/ - g(r)drdtds < co.

Lemma 28 (Time regularity). There exists 0 < (3 and a constant C(u®,T) > 0 such that, for

p= gi?;
E”UEHEUB (0,T:D(L)") < C(uO,T),
(6.23) e’E|[L*LR.(v )HCOB 0,T7;D(L +E||U HCOB (0,7;D(L)") = C(anT)-

Since p > 2, we can choose o < 1/2 such that ap > 1. Then the continuous embedding
Wer(0,T) — C%P([0,T]) for B =a — 1/p > 0 implies that

(6.24) Bl P (0. 11:02y) < C(00T).
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Proof. We recall the continuous embedding W (0,T) — C%#([0,T]) for 8 = a—1/p > 0, which
will be used throughout the proof.

First, we derive the W*P estimate for v* and then we conclude the estimate for u® from the
definition v® = u® + eL*LR.(v°) and Lemma 26. We know from (6.17) that EHUEHPOO(QT;D(L),) is
bounded. Hence it remains to bound the seminorm-part of the W*?(0,T; D(L)") norm:

T o5 (8) = vi () r
e L) g4t d
E[o [y an0,:0(1y) = |1+ap -

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

p1

T T Vs n
J1 = E/ / e / divas Z Aij(us(r))Vu§(r) dr dtds
0 0 s j=1

Nt
D(L)’
b2

T T 1 tVs n
T ::IE/ / [t — 5| ~1-0aps ,/—/ divar | 3 os(u(r) AW () dt ds
0 0 N sAt j=1

illp(Ly
T T 1 tVs
J3 = IE/ / |t —s|tmsPs IN— / T (u®
0 0 N sAL

The bound for J;, we set

dt ds.
D(L)'

t n
o) = [ (o280 |t + Sasuiw|
j=1

J#i L1(0)
Then, using D(L) C W1>°(O) (due to the assumption m > d/2 + 1),

p1

T T tVs n
E/ / [t — |17 / divz Aij(uf () Vs (r)dr dtds
0 0 s =1

At
D(L)y
p1

T T tVs n
< C/ / |t - 3|—1—oz1131 / a0 +2 Z aijuj Vuf + Z aijusuj dr dtds
0 0 s

Nt j=1 J#i L1(0)

T
lg(t) — g(s)|P
< C]E/ / |t _ S|1+Ot1p dtd < C]E”gHWCq p1 OT]R)

The embedding W11 (0, T;R) < WrP1(0,T;R) and estimates (6.15), (6.21) show that for 1 <
p1 < (d+2)/(d+1),

EllgH%l/aLpl(o,T;R) < CEHgle P1(0,T;R) CEHatgHLp 0,T;R) + CEHQHIZIIH(QT;R)

p1
T n
< CE/ ao +2 Z azju; | Vug + Z aiju; Vuj dt
0 j=1 i 11(0)
p1
T pt n
+ CE/ / a0 + 2 Z aijuj | Vui + Z aiju; Vus drdt < C.
0 70 j=1 J#i L1(0)

Hence, we can choose a aq, such that ayp; > 1 and in turn a 8 > 0, such that WP (0,T) —
%% ([0, T)).

In the following estimates, we will neglect the parameters 4/ + N and for simplicity. To estimate
Jo2, we use the embedding L2(0) < W~12(0) < D(L)’, the BurkholderfDawstundy inequality,
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and the Holder inequality:

b2

Jo < C/OT/OT |t —s| 71722 iii/m% (m(us( ))wk) dwi'(r) dtds

D(L)
T T
< C/ / |t — s|_1_0‘2p2E
0 0

( ZZZHU‘S(UE(T))U‘?{C HLZ(O) d?‘) dtds
o - ) p2/2
- C/ / It - S|1a2p2E( Z Z/ dijus (r) | apo + Z aimus, (1) (efcl)2 dx dr) dt ds
0 0 SsAt ) =
T T d oo n | p2/2
= C/ / |t — S|1azp2E< ZZ/ 'UJf(T) <ai0 + Z aimufn(T)> (eﬁ)Q d:L'dT) dt ds
0 0 o —
T T d oo ' Vs b/
< C/ / [t — S|_1—a2P2E<ZZ Heﬁniw(o)/ / ui (r) | aio + Z AimUs, dxdr) dt ds
0 0 =1 k=1 sAt O
T T " ny n
< C/O /0 |t*s|*1fazpz+7 EZ 1+ ||’u, L2 (9)) dr dt ds.

By (6.21) and (6.22), the right- hand side is finite if 1 4+ aope — p2/2 < 2, which is equivalent to
ay < p% + =. Choosing ps = 2 + 4 4> We can choose an as that satisfies 1 < asps and the above

relation. ThlS yields a 82 > 0, such that Wo2P2(0,T) — C%P2([0,T)).
Lastly, we bound the correction term. In this step, we set g(t) = fot 1T (u=(r))ill pry dr-
p3
T (u®(r)); dr

T T
Jg,:IE/ / |t — 5|71 osps
0 0 D(L)
T T tVs P3
gCE/ / [t — 5| ~L-0ops (/ 1T (" ()il ey dr) dt ds
sAt

()1
< CE/ / T S|1+a ey dtds < CElglas s o 7y

Again by the embedding W1P(0,T;R) — W*P(0,T;R), we obtain

dtds

tVs
A

sAt

B9 e o) < CENGIE 0o 0753 = CEIOGIE 07530 + CENIE o 7
T t
< CE / T @)l oy + CE [ [ 1T 0 o dra.

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:
p3 —_P3 —_P3
< CHVAi VA log(ui)P?
(0)

H\/Zi\/gi log(u$
<C Hgf—“ + A log(u$)?

LY(0)

LY(0) .

The bounds (6.20), (6.18) and Lemma 40 now imply that we can choose ps = 2(;—;?). The

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

%. We can choose 2‘?;:_68 ag > 1, which in turn allows us to conclude that

I T (e (), drHD(L), € Wesps (0, T;R) < O (0, T) with 0 < B3 < asps — 1.

az < 1 and p3 =

sAL
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we now simply set 8 := min{f1, 82, f3}. The uniform bounds for u¢ follow by the definition of
v® and the C” seminorm,

Elu®[gn yy = Elv® = eL* LR(v)[&a o1y p(2y)

vE(t) — v (s)||%, ;.\,
<CE  sp [[v=(2) ()b
s,t€[0,T],s#t |t - 3|BP
eP|L*LR: (v (t)) — L*LR-(v*(s)) |51y

[0,T];D(L

+CE  sup
s,t€[0,T],s%#t |t - S|ﬁp

It follows from (3.2) and the Lipschitz continuity of R. (Lemma 16) that
|L* LR () — L LR () pcay < I1Re(v5(8)) = Re(v%(5)) |20
<e 'O (t) — v (s) |l p(ry -

Then we find that
E|“E|gﬂ([o7T];D(Ly) < CE|v®|cs (jo,r1;0(Ly)-
O

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

e ([0, T); D(L)') is the space of continuous functions u : [0, T] — D(L)’ with the topology
T, induced by the norm ||u||00([07T];D(L)/) = supgoser ||u(t)| Der)s
e 12(0,T; H(0)) is the space L?(0,T; H*(0)) with the weak topology T.
We define the space
Zr = C°([0,T]; D(L)") N L2,(0,T; H(O)),
endowed with the topology T that is the maximum of the topologies T; and Ty. The space ZT is
a sub-Polish space, since C°([0,T]; D(L)’) is separable and metrizable and

T
fm(u) = /0 (u(t), vm () Hr(0ydt, u € L2(0,T; HY(0O)), m € N,

where (v )m is a dense subset of L?(0,T; H'(0)), is a countable family (f,,) of point-separating
functionals acting on L?(0,7; H}(0)). In the following, we choose a number s* > 1 such that

2d
(6.25) s*<m itd>3, s"<oo ifd=2, s"<o0 ifd=1.

Then the embedding H'(O) < L*" (O) is compact.
Lemma 29. The set of laws of (u®) is tight in
Zr = Zr N L*(0,T; L% (0))

with the topology T that is the mazimum Ofif and the topology induced by the L*(0,T; L* (0))
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
n>0andd >0,

1
supIP’( sup ||u®(t) — u®(s)|pLy > 77) < sup —E( sup |lut(t) — ua(s)||D(L)/)

e>0 s,t€[0,T7, e>0 1] s,t€[0,T7,
[t—s|<6 [t—s|<6
5" e (8) — w*(s)llpzy \ _ 6 5
< —SUPE< sup 3 &) < —SHPEHUE||C°’ﬂ([0,T];D(L)’)) <C—.
N e>0 \stef0.1], |t — s N e>0 n
[t—s|<d

This means that for all # > 0 and all 7 > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

sup P( swp U () —u(s) Iy > 77) <0,
>0\ s,tef0,7], [t—s/<6
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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 = H'(O) and B = D(L)’, we conclude that (uf) is precompact in
C°([0,T); D(L)"). Then, proceeding as in the proof of the basic criterion for tightness [32, Chap-
ter I, Section 2.1], we see that the set of laws of (u¢) is tight in C°([0,T]; D(L)").

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

P(|[u[l 20,011 (0)) > K) < K2E||U 220,782 (0)) < Ig;

This implies that for any § > 0, there exists K > 0 such that P(||u®||z2(0,7;m1(0)) < K) < 1—6.
Since closed balls in the norm of L?(0,T; H*(O)) are weakly compact, we infer that the set of laws
of (uf) is tight in L2 (0,T; H'(O)).

The tightness in L?(0,T; L (0)) follows from standard Sobolev embedding arguments. O

Lemma 30. The set of laws of \/eR.(v?)) are tight in L2 (0,T; D(L)) N L, (0,T; D(L)). In
addition the laws of VR.(v¢) are tight in L2 (0,T; L*(O)) (equipped with the weak topology). In
other words, (v/eL*LR.(v%)) is tight in

Y = Ly, (0,75 D(L)) N Li3,(0,T; D(L)')
with the associated topology Ty .

Proof. We apply the Chebyshev inequality and use the inequality || L* LR (v°)|| p(zy < C||LR:(v)||lL2(0) =
C||R:(v®)||p(z) and estimate (6.3):

* € . C
P(Vel|L* LR (v°)| 20.7:0(1)) > K) < o EIlL LR:(v) 72 0,m:0(1)) < 2

for any K > 0. Since closed balls in L?(0,7; D(L)") are weakly compact, the set of laws of
(VEL*LR.(v®)) is tight in L2 (0,7; D(L)"). The remaining claims follow from an analogous argu-
ment. (I

6.3. Convergence of (u°). Let P(X) be the space of probability measures on X. We consider the
space Z7 x Yr x C°([0,T7; Up), equipped with the probability measure € := pS x puS, X S, X 15y,
where

) € P(ZT)a
\/_L LR.(v¥) € -) € P(Y7),
VR.(v°) € -) € P(LL,(0,T; L*(0))),

recalling the choice (6.25) of s*.

The family of measures (1€) is tight since the laws of the sequences (uf), (y/eL* LR:(v¢)), and
(VR (v%)) are tight in the respective spaces (Z7, T), (Y7, Ty ), and L2 (0,T; L?(0)). Furthermore,
(15y) is a singleton and, therefore, weakly compact in C°([0,T];Up). By Prokhorov’s theorem,
(15y) is also tight. Consequently, the product space Zr x Yr x L2 (0,T; L*(0)) x C°([0,T7]; Up)
satisfies the assumptions of the Skorokhod—-Jakubowski theorem [6, Theorem C.1].

Applying this theorem, we obtain a subsequence of (u,/eL*LR.(v°)) (not relabeled), along
with a probability space (Q,]?, ﬁ) and random variables (@, w, V@,W) and (175,{55,V155,ﬁ//5)
taking values in Zr x Yr x L2 (0,T; L*(O)) x C°([0,T];Up). These random variables satisfy the
property that (@€, @, Vi, W¢) has the same law as (uf, /eL* LR.(v°), VR (v°), W) on B(Zr X
Yr x L2(0,T; L?(0)) x C°([0,T); Up)). Furthermore, as ¢ — 0, we have

(@, @, Va©, W) — (@,@,Va, W) in Zp x Yr x L2(0,T; L2(0)) x C°([0,T);Up) P-ass.
By the definitions of Zp and Yrp, this convergence implies the following P-a.s. limits:

u® — u strongly in C°([0,T]; D(L)"),

u® —u weakly in L*(0,T; H'(0)),

U = strongly in L2(0,T; L% (0)),
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w° —w weakly in L*(0,T; D(L)),
Va© — Vw weakly in L?(0,T; L*(0)),
w® —w weakly* in L>°(0,T; D(L)"),
We — W strongly in C([0,T); Up).
Although the notation Vw® — Vw may not be immediately obvious, the uniqueness of the
distributional limit ensures that Vw® indeed converges to Vw.
To establish regularity properties for the limit function w, we observe that u is a Zp-Borel

random variable, since B(Zr x Y7 xC°([0, T|; Up)) is contained in B(Z7) x B(Yr)xB(C°([0, T); Up)).
From estimates (6.1) and (6.2), together with the fact that u® and u° have the same law, we obtain

e || P e
ig%)E”U ||L2(O,T;H1(O)) JF?;ISEHU ||L°°(O,T;D(L)/) < 0.

Thus, there exists a further subsequence of (€) (not relabeled) that converges weakly in LP(Q; L2(0, T; HY(O)))
and weakly* in LP(Q; C°([0,T]; D(L)")) as € — 0. Since u° — @ in Zr P-a.s., it follows that

EHUHLQ 0,T;H(0)) + EHEH;ZOC(O,T;D(L)’) < .

Let F and F¢ denote the filtrations generated by (@, w, W) and (a®, w®, W), respectively. Follow-
ing the arguments of [7, Proposition B4], we verify that these variables define stochastic processes.
The progressive measurability of @ follows from [1, Appendix B]. Setting W;’k(t) = (Wg (), er)u,
we claim that for each k € N, W;*k(t) forms an independent, standard F,-Wiener process. The
adaptedness follows by definition, while the independence of increments and the limiting charac-
teristic function imply that W(t) is a spatially colored Wiener (U-cylindrical) process by Lévy’s
characterization theorem.

By definition, u§ = u;(R:(v°)) = exp(R.(v®)) is positive in Q7 a.s. We claim that also w; is
nonnegative in O a.s.

Lemma 31 (Nonnegativity). It holds that w; > 0 a.e. in Qr P-a.s. foralli=1,....,n

Proof. Let i € {1,...,n}. Since uf > 0 in Q7 a.s., we have E|[(uf) ™| z2(0,1;22(0)) = 0, where

2z~ =min{0, z}. The function u§ is Zp-Borel measurable and so does its negative part. Therefore,

usmg the equivalence of the laws of u$ and uf in Zp and writing p and g5 for the laws of uf and
u§, respectively, we obtain

BI@) Nioon = [ I lieendi @)
L2(Qr)
- / ™ llz20m ks () = Ellu|2(n) = 0.
L2( T

This shows that uf > 0 a.e. in Qr P-a.s. The convergence (up to a subsequence) ¢ — u a.e. in
Qr P-a.s. then implies that u; > 0 in Qr P-a.s. O

The following lemma is needed to verify that (i, W) is a martingale solution to (1.1)—(1.2).
Lemma 32. It holds for allt € [0,T],i=1,...,n, and all ¢; € L*(O) and all g2 € D(L) that

T

(6.26) ;%E/ (us(t) — ﬂi(t),qﬁl)Lz(o) dt =0,
0

(6.27) g%lE( £(0) —ui(O),¢2>D(L),1D(L) =0,
T

(6.28) lim /0 (VETE (1), 62) iy oy A =,

(6.29) lim E(VE®(0), 62) p(ry 2y =0,
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T

(6.30) Q%E/O Z/O /O (A (U () VU5 (s) — Agj (u(s)) Vi (s)) - Voo dods|dt = 0,
" T n t N _ 2

(6.31) lim B /0 > /O (o (5)) sV (5) _a(a(s))ijdwj(s),v¢2)L2(O) dt =0,

(6.32) i (@ (5)): — T(@(5)):s 62) ds| dt = 0

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

T P T P
B( [ <ﬁwf<t>,¢2>D<L>f,D<L>dt) <o [ 1 Olouy loallo ) <%
0

Convergence (6.29) follows from w§ — w; weakly* in L°°(0,7; D(L)"). We establish (6.30):

/ / 3 (T () V() — Ay (@(5)) Vil (s)) - Vo dards

< / 144 @ (5)) — Ay ()| 220y IV (S) 200 | Vbl 1o 0y s

i ’ /oT /o Ay (W())V (@ (5) — ls)) - Voo dads

By the Lipschitz continuity of A and the uniform bound for Vu®, we have If - 0ase — 0 P-a.s.
At this point, we use the embedding D(L) < W°°(0). Also the second integral I converges to
zero, since A;;(W)Vey € L*(0,T; L*(0)) and Vs — Vu; weakly in L*(0,T; L*(0)). This shows
that ﬁ—a.s.,

;%/OT/OAU@E(S T (s) - Vqﬁgdxds—/ / (@) Vi, (s) - Vo d ds.

A straightforward estimation and bound (6.15) lead to

=:I] + I5.

p

Aij(us(s))Vu5(s) - Voo dzds

~ T n p
SIValioB( [ S as@evae| ) <c
=t L1(0)
Hence, Vitali’s convergence theorem gives (6.30).
It remains to prove (6.31).
We have that P-a.s.,

/OT||%@E(S)) ZICIO] AT iH )~ i i @)

LY(0,T;L1(0))

11 = il 20 iz 0y | @)

L2(0,T;L2(0))

<Y [ 20,722 0 HAi(aE) - A"(m‘ L2(0,T;L2(0))
=1 o

Taking expectation and Hoélder’s inequality yield,

- - 3 ~ ~
> (B2 0200 (E |Au@) - @)
i=1

+ 3 (BI ~ Tl ranon) (E|@)
i=1

2 2
LZ(O,T;LZ(O)))

N

2
LQ(OyT;LQ(O)))
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n

o2 3 ~
<OX (BRI orunon) (E[|A@)
=1

1=

N[

sl

2
L2(0,T;L?%(0)) LZ(O,T;LZ(O)))

n 1 2 3
~e112 ~ 12 2 ~ o
CZ (]E ||Uf||L2(o,T;L2(O)) +E HuiHLZ(O,T;LZ(O))) (E HAz'(U)‘ £2(0 T*Lz(O))) <0
i=1 L

The dominated convergence theorem now implies that

T
lim E / o ()5 — o (@(5))is 2 120y ds = O.

e—=0

The estimate

& (/OT 05 (0 (5)) 5 AW (5) _/OT o(ﬂ(S))z‘dej(S),th)

L2(0)
- T
< CH@H%(L)E/ (los (@ ($))isl 2o wz2(0)) + N0@(8))ij 12 0:22(0y)) ds
0 _ T
< el {1+ B [ (1560 + 1)Ex0) ) } <€

for all ¢, € D(L), the dominated convergence, W¢ — W in C°([0, T; Up), the uniform convergence
of 05 = o and [16, Lemma 2.1] imply

T
/ o5 ()i AW *)/ )i, dW in L2(0,T; L*(0)) P-a.s.
0

We are left with the correction term.

k=1 1=1
T t oo d 1 o 1 o
SE/O /O;l_l<a—§am(ui/1i(u ) = 20 (@A), (ef)” zl¢2> 0s
T pt 1 o (e A (i 1 o (A (u 1
+IE/O ; };§<a“—ﬁi(ﬂf) o (U5 Ay (U®)) — gi@)aii L (WA (), (e ) zl¢,2> s
T t oo d ~ |
<E /O /0 Zz@(ae)am log () — Aj (i), log (), (eil) 8ml¢2> ol a
k=1 1=1
~ T t oo d af . al _ .
+E/0 /o 1;;<aiigi(ﬂf)allAi(u )_a”mallAz(“)’(ek) all¢2> ds| dt
T t oo d
aml all (2] T
+E/O /0,;;< U i, ()" 0 ¢2>
T t oo d
+E 310, A (UF) — @350, A; (W) e O
[T »N (c)" 01,0

Considering the first term

s

oo d
/ Z W)y, log(S) — i(ﬂ)ﬁzllog(ﬂi),(eﬁ)2ﬁzl¢2> ds| dt

0 k=11=1
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t oo d ~ I

/ / ZZ@M log (i) — O, log(ih;), A; (1) (ef)) aml¢2> ds| dt
0 =1

k=11
T
+IE/

t

co d
3 @(m — A(@), (e)? 0., log(ﬂf)axl¢2> ds| dt

0 k=11=1
co d _ I
/ / Z Or, log(Ti5) — O, log(Th;), As (70) (e})) aml¢2> ds| dt
0 k=11=1
T
™ A (e A (= il||2 ~¢
B[ |f 3| )= @), o 30y 100 1080 2 o) 1002l o | .
k=11=1

Using A4; (1) (e ')2 Oy o € L2Ta(0,T; L213(0)) N L2H4(0,T; L2(0)), the weak convergence of
8Ilw = 0Oy, log(uf) for every Il = 1,...,d and i = 1,...,n, as well as the strong convergence of
uc in L%(0, T LQ(O)), allows us to conclude that this term, after an application of the dominated
convergence theorem, goes to 0, as € — 0.

oo d ~

ZZ<8MZZ(&5)—8MZ1@), ,JM (6%)2azl¢2> ds| dt
| e A ) Ai@) + (A - A@E))as

SCE/O /OZZ< T ~( T ) O Ay (°) () aml¢2> ds| dt

t oo d ~
/ Zz<aﬁﬁi(af)amﬁi(a), i <eg)23m¢2> as|
0

The non-negativity of @, u;, the bound ,Zil(ﬁ) + T (1u5) < ai, as well as the fact that ~~(:) Au(z ;

L®(Q; L2(0,T; L®(0))), 8x,¢2 € L=(0), the strong convergence of 4 — @ in L?(0,T; L* (O))
and the weak convergence of 9,,u5 — 9y,u; in L*(0,T; L?(0)) yield that this term vanishes as
€ — 0, due to the dominated convergence theorem. Identical arguments can be applied to the two
remaining terms.

O

To show that the limit is indeed a solution, we define, for t € [0,7],7=1,...,n, and ¢ € D(L),

AS(@, @°, W=, 6)(t) = (w:(0), 6) + Ve(wF(0), )
72// i ( u3(s) - Vodrds

+Z </ (@ (s))i7dWE (s), v¢)

" / / T (@ ()i dar ds,

Ai(T, @, W, ¢)(t) := Z// i (U(s))V,(s) - Vo dads

L2(0)
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+E (/ Z]dW()Vqﬁ)

o[ e

The following corollary is a consequence of the previous lemma.

Corollary 33. It holds for any ¢1 € L?>(O) and ¢o € D(L) that

L2(0)

lim 1@, 61)L2(0) = (@i, 1) 22(0) || 11 @ 0.1y) = O
2141)1(1) HAZE(ﬂE, \/E,{Es, ng ¢2) - A’L(av 05 Wa ¢2>HL1(§~)><(07T)) = 0

Since v° is a strong solution to (5.2), it satisfies for a.e. t € [0,T] P-a.s., i = 1,...,n, and
¢ € D(L),
(v; (), ) L2(0) = Aj (u®,eL"LR(v%), W, 9)(t)
and in particular,

/OT E[(v5 (t), 0)12(0) — Aj (u®, eL*LR:(v7), W, ¢)(1)| dt = 0.
We deduce from the equivalence of the laws of (uf,eL*LR.(v¥), W) and (i, /@®, W) that
/TE\ (@ (8) + VETE ) 120 — Af (@, VT, W=, ¢)(t)| dt = 0.
By Corollary 33, v::e can pass to the limit € — 0 to obtain
/OT B| (@ (1), 6)12(0) — Au(@, 0, W, §)()| dt = 0.
This identity holds for all ¢ = 1,...,n and all ¢ € D(L). This shows that

|(@i(t), 9) 120y — Ai(@,0, W, 9)(1)| =0 for ae. t €[0,T] P-as., i =1,...,n.
We infer from the definition of A; that

(Ui (t), @) r2(0) = (wi(0), d)L2(0) Z/ / i (U(s)) Vs (s) - Vodr ds
+Z(/ UdW()Vqﬁ)

/ [ o

for a.e. t €[0,7] and all ¢ € D(L). Set U = (€, F,P,F). Then (U, W,ﬂ) is a martingale solution
to (1.1)—(1.3).

L2(0)

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 Ny, ..., N,,, moving on R¢. We assume N; = --- = N,, = N. For
i=1,...,nand k =1,..., N, this system takes the form

(1) dxMr=-vu, ( ) dt

1/2
n 1 N
+ 20 +2) " fy ~ > B (Xk i ng’") AWk (1)
j= =1
(£,5) (ki)

X]i\,[z’n(o):é-k izl)---an,k::l,...,N
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where f;, is a globally Lipschitz continuous approximation of f with a Lipschitz constant smaller
or equal to ™ for some small &« > 0. The scaling parameter n 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 pl¥ := % Zﬁi:l Oy N, uN — w; in a suitable

sense. We note that the martingale part of the expression vV N(u — ;) will only depend on the
quantity uY. Let us apply 1t6’s formula to \/—% Zgzl @(XT]XZ") with a smooth test function ¢,
but only keep track of the stochastic integral:

(7.2)
1/2
t N n 1 N
M n(t, o / Z e (20423 fo | % > Bl (X,ff - XjYJz") AWk (t)
k: =1 (=
! (€17 ksi)
(7.3)
1/2
tq N n 1 N
:/ o 3 <5Xév%n,w(-) 20i42) Sy | % D Bl ((-) - Xﬁ”) de(t)> .
’ = = (€ Z k)

Computing the covariance E [M; n (¢, ©)M; n(s, )] yields

sAt n N
E[Mi (t,9)Mi (5, %)) = / <uiv,w<~>w<~> 20423 1 | 7 2 CACER >d7“-
j=1 =1
(,5)#(k,7)

Respecting the relationship between N and 7, given in [9, Lemma 9], the limit N — oo, n — 0,
can be performed simultaneously and we expect the limiting object to satisfy

E [M;(t, o) M;(s,)] = /0S <%Vsﬁ(')v¢(') 20; +2Zf(aijuj) > dr,

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

1/2
(T4)  AX7, ==V (X7) det (200423 fy (Bl wwns (X2.)) ] awk,
j=1

Xp0)=¢, i=1,...,nk=1,...,N.
First passing to the limit N — oo in the original system yields the one above and a consecutive
limit ,7 — 0 leads to the macroscopic system

1/2
(75) d)?kﬁz = *VUz ()?k,z) dt + 20i + 22 f (aijuj ()?k,z)) de(t)
j=1
Xp0)y=¢ i=1,...nk=1,...,N

7

As a first step, we establish tightness for the laws of M; N For this, we set U = (W =51:2)*,
H=(W=m2)* and V = (W—522)* where 51 > d+ 1, so > 3¢ Jr 1 and sy > s,, > 51.

Lemma 34. Let Assumptions (A1)-(A4) from [9] hold. In addition, let there be constants C >
0,1 > 0, such that |f(z)| < C(1 + |z|*), for every x € RY. Let (, Tq)gen be a sequence of {Fi}-
adapted sequence of stopping times with 7, <T and 0 < 0 < 1. Then, fori=1,...,n, M; N is a
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square-integrable V—-valued martingale, which satisfies

supE [sup ||M1N||%} <(C < oo,

N t<T

supE [sup M N (g +6) — My n ()13 < COZ.
N t<T

The constant C' depends only on the initial condition, the coefficients, and the time T. In partic-
ular, it can be chosen independently of n and N.

Proof. Let (e )m denote an orthonormal basis of W*2| then

hE

B [sup|Mi,N|$,} <
t<T

| [ (e o3[ 5 S w0 | Yo

1

3
[

m=1

¢
oo T 1 N n 1 N

=SB [ e [y s 5 S By (x - x| | ar

k=1
Let us ignore the sum over j and the term 20;, and focus on

T 1 N 1 N

N, N, N,
2| [ e S et | & S (X | o
k=1

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

T N N
E /O %;(Vem(ng)ffn % ; B (X;Y;"—X;er") dr
(€.0)Z (ki)
_ 1 - N,m\\2 1 - U] N,n N,n n vall
—F /0 N;(Vem(Xk,i D | % ; Bl (X,“. —X&j) — £ (Bij*u,,,j (t,X,“.)) dr
(€.4)Z (ki)

TN o ) o )
= </o 3 2 (Vem (XY (X0 = X oG - X ) dr
k=1
T 1 N N,m\\2 1 n o - . . 1
e o N Z(Vem(XM ) Nn Z (Bij (X’W'(t) - X (t)) - Bj; *unyj(Xk,i(t))) - WB%(O) dr
k=1 =1
T 4 N . . y
TE( [ 2 (Ven (XN (B xuns (6.X7,)) dr
k=1
T 1 N
< CE </0 N Z(V@m(X]inﬂ?)y (nfdflfoL'X]i\’féﬂ — XD |+ n—d—lfalXé\f],_n _ XIZJD dr)
k=1
T q N - ) N ) ) ) 1
+CE /O ~ > (Vem(X25M) N > (B?j (X]Z,i(t) - X/ (t)) - B, *unyj(X,?,i(t))) o Bii(0)] | dr
k=1 =1
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e ([ e G (1 (B o (1 50)) s (s (152)) )
3 (Ve

k=1

([ ) )

By Holder’s and Jensen’s inequality,

2 |

<cC (TE / Z Vem(X05M) ( mRdmamaeg N X P 2R T X,ZJF) er
T 1 N 4
+C <TIE /0 ~ Z(vem(x 7
N 2
x Z (B (K740 = X7,0) = B wwn g (X7,(0))) - %BH(O) dr

1
2

(TE /T 1 Z om0 (1 (B s (1.52,)) — 1 (i (t,x,g,i))fdrb
+ (TE /OT % é(Vem(ng))‘lf (aijuj (t,f(};i))2 dr] ) )

Note that we want to keep the term Tz 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],

T N N
1 N, 1 N, N,
E /0 ~ Z(Vem(Xk,i"))an N Z Bl (Xk,in - XM") dr
k=1 £=1
(£,5)#(k,i)
< THC(T,m) (1 - NFCHTEDCOTO0 ) |Gy 2
1

1
+T20(n, T)||Ver||] o (gay Nigie

+T2C(n, T)||Verl|7gay ()

[ty

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

+T2C(n, T)||Ver||] = a) (E

i —d—1—aprs(— C(n,T,0)d 1 —a
§T2||V€k||2Loo(Rd)C(T,n> (77 d—1 N2( 1+(T+1)C(n,T ))+m+nl >

/OT 1+ (aijUj (t,Xg’i))QL dT‘| ) i

1 1 1
< THITeul g O ) (7717 NA TR0 i)

N%nd-l-oz
1 r 2
+C(a)T?||Ver|| 7o (ga) <E l/o 1+ [l 7o (ay dT])

< THIVer g T, m) (3T T )

+ T, )| Ve 2 gy (E

1
2

1

Trs 1 O e

N
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The terms we initially ignored only contribute to the constant in terms of n and ;. The condition
p~(dtlta) < 0log(N), now implies that, for N > 1, the quantity in the parentheses can be
uniformly bounded by a constant depending only on n,t, 0, and the initial condition of the
mean-field equation. This yields

B sup |4 (03] < 7400 T2 0u(0) 3 I9el~eey

For the second claimed inequality, let (74) oy be a sequence of {]-'t}t adapted sequence of stopping
times with 7y <T and 0 < 0 < 1.

E [|Me.n (7 +0) = My (7)1

[o%S) N n N
T+l 1
n 2 ) S n N.n _ N
<Y E / NE (Vem(X 201 +2Y_ fr | § By (X - X0 dr.
m=t A\ - a (03)2 k1)

The identical steps as in the previous estimate, yield
E[IMin (7 + 0) = M (7 [3] < 03C(0n, T, 0, Z Vel a

The claim follows from the embedding V — U. O

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

E [Mi(ta (p)Mk(S, 1/1)] = 0ik /OS <uia V@()Vw() 20; + 22 f (a’ijuj) > dr,

j=1
Jor gt € W2

Proof. Since (M; n) ~en s a tight sequence of square integrable martingales, we have that for each
sub-sequence and ¢ € Wsm:2,

t n 1 N
: N 2 . = n N N,n _ .
N 0 <M¢ V()™ | 200+ 22f’7 N ; Bj; (() X j ) dr = (M;(-, ¢)), -
’ (£.3)2 k1)
We now have to identify this precise limit. The propagation of chaos result from [9], yields that

the sequence pY converges to u;, in the sense that E sup;¢o,7 [Wa (il (t), us(t))| — 0, where W,
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 n 1 N v
/0 <us, Vo(-)? | 200 + 22 | % Z B, ((-) - XM’") dr
=t (2,5) 726 ki)

into

/0 (i, Vip()2207) dr

t n . N i
S (et |y 3 a0 x| e
=1 =1
’ (€:9)#(k,1)
Since p — f(f {1, Vep(-)*20;) dr is a continuous, bounded function from C([0, T], H) to C([0, T],R?),

and we that the laws of ¥ converge to the u;, we have the convergence in law of fg <,uZN, Vgo(-)220i> dr
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to fg <ui, V(p(-)220i> dr. For the second part, we again add and subtract suitable terms and note
that

t 1 N ) N
I NZ<5wﬁf’W'>22fv ¥ 2 Bi(0-x%) >dr

(=1
(6:9)#(k,1)

[ SR (w2 (g (1 %01)))
j=1"" k=1
e[y LS (ToX)? = Dl + Vol 21 (i (1 %0) )
=1 k=1
yields ]
t n 1 N 1 N N
/ Z;N;<%ww<'>22fv v 2 o(0-xy) >dr
SN

(=1
(€,9)# (ki)

- /Ot . %XN: (V@(Xli\,[{n)Q — Vo(X1i)? + V@(XM)Q) 2f (aijuj (tan,i)) dr

j=1 k=1
t n N al
< /0 3 % 3 <5z;jfav‘P(')22fn % > B ((.) - ng") — Veo()22f (Cbijuj (t,X}c,i))> dr
j=1"" k=1 =1
(£,9)# (ki)

+C /Ot z": % zN: (V@(Xzi\,fén) - V@(Xk,i)) (V@(X;i\,fén) + V(P(Xk,i)) 2f (aijuj (t, Xk,i)) dr

=1 + .

Taking expectations on both sides, E[I;] converges to 0 as N — 0o, n — 0 by the same arguments
as in the proof of [9, Lemma 9, Lemma 10]. E[l5] converges to 0 by the embedding W*=2(R%) —
Whoe(R4), the growth assumption on f and [9, Lemma 9, Lemma 10], yielding

t n 1 N i N
=l NZ<‘5ZWW<'>2% Nox B (0-x) >dr

j=1"" k=1 (=1
(€,5)# (k)

_ /Ot z": % zN: (V@(Xé\;z”)? — Vp(Xp.i)? + Vgo(XM)?) 2f (a/ijUj (t, )A(,m-)) dr| — 0.

j=1 k=1
Since Law(+ fgvﬂ dx, ) satisfies [9, equation (29) in Theorem 7|, we obtain that
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where we used the uniqueness of the limiting mean-field equation ([

It is possible to represent M; 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, such that w(z) > 0-a.e. a weight or
weight function.

Every weight w induces a positive Borel-measure on R? via integration, i.e. Ay, (E) = [, w(z)dx
for measurable sets E C R%.

Definition 3. Let w be a weight. For 0 < p < oo we define L2 (R?) as the set of measurable
functions u on R? such that

sz = ([ )" <o

For m € N, we introduce the norm

ullwi e ey = Z /]Rd |Dju}pwj dx

0<j<m

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 WP the completion of {u € C§°(Ry) : |lullyymrray < 0o} with
respect to the norm || - |lymorray, where (wj)o<j<m are weight functions.

For convenience, for j = 1,...,m, we set w;j(z) = (1 + |z[*)* with a > . If 1 < p < oo, then
for this choice of weight function, W™ P(R?) is a uniformly convex Banach space (see [30, section
4]). We will denote the dual space (identified via the unweighted L?(R¢) duality) of WP(R%) by
W1™P(R?). In other words, we work on the following triple(s) of spaces

WaP(RY) < LA(RY) — WL ™R
We proceed as in [17] and define the quantity
D(u)v = divM(\/\II(u)Q%v).
Lemma 36. (1) Let s € N;s > d, U(u) € L*(R?), u € LY (RY) and Q7 : Wi**(R?Y) —
L2(RY) be continuous. The [0,T] >t — ®(u(t)) is well defined as a map from U = L?(R%)
into H = W;S’Q(Rd) and is an a.s. continuous map into the Hilbert-Schmidt operators

Lo(U,H). It is moreover adapted to the filtration generated by wu.
(2) There exists a filtered probability space (Q,]}, P, (]:"t) ), an L?(RY)—valued (cylindrical)
t

Wiener process, defined on (Q X Q,]:',IP’ X I@D), adapted to (.7-} X ]:'t) , such that
t
¢
Mi(8)(w) = Mi(t)(w, &) = / B, 0, &) AW (5, w, B).
0
Proof. Let ¢ € W22(R%) and s > d, then
(aiv(VEQ0), )| = (v, @ VI@TE)| < ol 2 1QF (VI V) | 22
< Clvll2@eyll v ‘I’(U)anwf’z(uw) < Cllollze@ey IV ¥ (W)l L2(0) 19wy 2 ga)-

The last inequality can be obtained by following the arguments of [2] on weighted spaces. Hence,
the operator v — ®(u)v is bounded from L2(O) into W~12(R%) ¢ W1 *(R%) and, by Sobolev
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embedding theorems, Hilbert-Schmidt from L2(R%) — W1 *%(0) with s > d, which can be de-

duced from [26, Proposition 2.10.] or via the explicit isometry I of = (1 + |z]?)~% (Id —A) "3 f.
The continuity of ¢ — u(t) in L?(R9), 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] with Q = Id, yields the existence of a probability space (Q, F,P, (]:-t)t) ,

an L?-valued cylindrical Wiener process W, defined on (Q X Q, F , P x I@’), adapted to (]—'t X .7:",5) ,
t
such that

Zi(t)(w):Zi(t)(w,Cu):/O B, 0, &) AW (5, w, B).

By the previous arguments, it is clear that Z(t) takes values in W **(R%) and for ¢ € W52(R?),

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

Remark 37. The respective Q—Wiener process we proposed in the first part of the paper can be
obtained by considering QzW.

8. APPENDIX

8.1. Proofs of technical lemmata.

Proof of Lemma 21.

3 T R

Y / / 3 (0 (Re(@))))is) (@r, (05 (uF (Re(0))))s1) 1) €l) By, Re(r) s

Ok=11=1

—A / /O Z > (Ou, (05(u (Re(v))))y; (Om €t (05(u(Re(v)))) ;) €4) Or, Re(vi) dds

=—Zm / /. S5 gh(u A )2 (Ai(w) + assus ) (Fw)n, 0+ 50, Ai(w)) (ef))” D, o) drdis

t oo d
D L[ 53 (O (a0 (RN Oril o5(a (Rl ) O o) s

€

== Zﬂ-z / /O Z us A ug)gi(ue))Q (Zz(us) + aiiuf) gz(us)% (e}!)Q dxds
- Zm / / Z Z ) (Zz(us) + aiiuf) O, A (uF) Oy, us (e}!)Q dzds
— im—/\/ot /(9 i Z@Ileﬁe;jaﬂcl log(u$) dzds

oy [ [ S () (2 e aras
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d

- Zﬂz / / (/L(us) + aiiuf) 8zlgi(u€)8mluf (6}!)2 dzds
O

k=11=1 ¥

- Z T / / u®) + aiiuf) Oy eileild,, log(uf) da ds
O

k=11=1
—181+ISQ+ISg,+IS4.

For the further steps, we want to bound IS,.

n co d

=1 -1
1 t n oo d i
- 2,%2A/0 /OZ”ZZ (0n,ef)” dads.

Next, let us consider the correction term appearing in the It6 formula:

/ / Zzzm (95 ws Au)) (~(u8)8xluf +u§amlﬁ(uf)) el +g(;(u321(uf))azleg)2 %dzds

1=1 k=1 [=1 N
- / / Ziﬂ' (gé(uig(ua))l)Q ((Z(ug)&”uf)Q—i—Qﬁ(ug)&” us - EaZlA( ) + (uiamg(ug))Q)
i=1 k=1 1[=1
/ Z i i 7295 (uf A(u®)) gs(uf A(u)) (Au)r,uf + 150, Alu)) e;;lamle;;% dzds
k= i
/Ot /O ii im (gé(uzﬁ(us)))2 (Onyeil)”
- %iii% (ga(ufg(ug))/)Q A(uf)?us (amul—;i) (ei)? dads

A(uf) Dy s - D, A(u) (e}!)Q dzds

§m|,_.

] =

H
Il
-

[Nk
M=~
2
£
>
5,
=
Q('\
=

~(u€)) ’ (e}!)Q dx ds

Nk
(]~
2
N
)
>
I3
Ll
=
N—
[\
/N
§QJ
BN

,_.
Il
—

7ri295(uf;l(us))/glg(ufﬁ(ug))g(ug)ﬁzlufe?f@ml e?cl % dz ds

7

ANgE
M=~

,_.
Il
—

/gg(ufg(ug))ufaml;l(u )e; 8Ilek dzds

Z

,_.
Il
—

M3
(]~
2
<
59
=
=

~ 2 _
(us))) ((%leﬁ)Q % dz ds

%

+
N =
s~
S—
-
NE
M&
B
s
=
b

¢}
-
Il
—
o~
Il
-
Il
—
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=1C; +1ICy +1IC3+1C4+1C5 +1C¢

We want to group our remaining terms. At this point, the necessity of the additional It6 correction
becomes apparent.

e IC; can be grouped with ISy, noting that gj(x)*z < i, for every z > 0.
e ICs and IS3 can be bounded in the same way by

~ [ LS 1oe X o eN2 (T (€ sNE(aﬂczuf)Q
K1 ; /OZZZM%(UZ-AZ-(U ) (Ai(u )—l—aiiui)Ai(u)i

" (e}!)Q dxds

* %1/; /O iiimgé(uiﬁi(us))z (Astu®) + asiuf) _u (3xl/~li(u€))2 () deds
< Ot /(9 i i iﬂi% (Az(us) + amﬁ) /~1¢(u€)7(ag”uf)2 (eﬁ)2 dzds

1>
Uy

+ %Atéiiimm (IZ{Z(UE) + aiiUf) ~u§ (393 /L(us))2 (6%)2 dx ds

~ 2
fA(uE))’) < ﬁ(us), ICj5 is easily controlled by

s (0, A0)) (el

e 1C, is treated by Young’s inequality:

n oo d
; Z Z Z 7”95(“fg(ug))'ga(ufﬁ(ua))ﬁ(ua)azluﬁeﬁ&cleﬁi@
1=1 k=1 1=1 :
7{2”0011 a~8/2~526zluf2ﬂ2
SE;;;“ (95 (usA)))” (A(w)) =) ()
n o0 d
" 2%2 Zzzﬂ'ig(s(ufg(uf)f (ame?cl)Q %
i=1 k=1 1=1

N

By the non-negativity of u and (5.1), the second term can be bounded by C (3°1_; uf log(u$) — u$ + 2).
e By Young’s inequality, we bound IC5 by

~ ~ ~ . g1
=D g (s Aw)) g s A s O Al el el —

%

S (9ot ) 050 A (02, A))” (o)’

co d 9
Z Z v (eﬁ@mleﬁ) .

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

e The final term is again bounded by C (3°_; u$ log(u$) — uf + 2).
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Combining the previous observations
t
3 [T R o s

t n o0 - - ) - )
/O/ZZZW gs(usA(u ( (ua)amluf—i-u?@zlz‘l(ua)) e}cl+gé(ufz4(u5))5zle}€l)2%dxds

Oz:1k:11:1 i
1 K2 ! "Wd' 1 ~,82Ea$lu§2i12
()\—5—)\3H1—3|)\—1|H1—Z)/0 /o;;;muf?l(uf) (Al(u )) us (u—f (ef)” dzds
t n oo d
1 2/ il
—)\// T—— aii A (u®) (Og,us)” (e) dxds
; O;;; T (u) (8zyu5)” (k)
t n oo d e Al e
e [ Lt (el dras
R Jo Joid == i
~ n oo d
+E)\/ / ZZ i (O, u)? (ei)” dzds
2 Do Joim TS
1 t n oo d
+2"%2>\/0/o ZZWZ-([? ) dzds

i=1 k=1 I=1

1 n oo d 5 1
5 Z Z Z miui A(u®) (6116}3) =
i=1 k=1 1=1 i
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(A%)\Z}fil |)\1|3n1%> /Ot/oiiimﬁi(us) (%)2(65)2@(15
f>\/ /Zzzm i a” Ai(uf) (0guf)? (e)? dads

i=1 k=1 1=1 i
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i=1 k=1 I=1
ATl [ 2 (0ud00) dea
2HE5 ML= o Jo A(uey N
oo n d
S mlnetl [ [ A)asas
2k:1i:1 =1
~ o0 n d
Y mlellin [ (00Aw) aras
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=1i=1 [=1
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2 1 iln2 i
FS S (A onetl e+ e el + 3okl ) [ [ Aswyaras
k=1 i=1 I=1
co n d N . t . ' ' B )
S S (Gl [ [ avas el [ [ (0n00)" dras)
k=11i=1 =1
d 1 ,
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co n d
3A—-1 1 A , A 2
# 2 Yo (e o G ) ke + a0 HLW)/ L Ae)) dods.
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Setting K1 = K2 = K, A1 = § We require A > % + A5 + [N = 1|5 + 4, which is satisfied if k < %
We make the restriction that % < k.

1 Ak K K ¢ n > 4 N T 2 o
§<)\§7|>\1|§Z)/0 /OZZZMAZ(U)<UL—5> (ekl) dxds
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4/ /Ozzzmu(amf) (ef)? dads
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t
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Proof. (of Lemma 19) We begin with the linear growth estimate, using that D(L) — W1>(0),
by the definition of the dual-norm,

O
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where C' only depends on the domain O. Hence,
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+ Cii (RGN moy Cii |
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Note that C only depends on the domain O. We note that
I/ s Ai ()il 2 1y ws As(ue) | 2 < lleftlzoe |y u§ Ai (w72

u§ Ai(u)

< He?fl\m/
(@)

The resulting term can be treated as in the proof of [3, Theorem 13](see also [25, Theorem 2.6.6]),
by

n
dz < C|lell|| L~ Z/ |us|? da.
j=1"0

C
il = < Cll [l | Re(v%) = Re(O)llpezy + [lu(Re(O)22 < — (1 + | zo< 0" [l pey) -
The term including the spatial derivative is handled similarly but requires additional care. By the
embedding D(L) — W12(0),
C
10267l 2 < 0| 190, Re () 2200 < = (L4 [l %[l pry) -

Every remaining term, except for the first, can be bound similarly. For the first term, we use that
log(u$) = wi = R.(v§) 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-
date for the fact that we need two vector-valued functions u' = u® (R.(v')) ,u*® = u® (R.(v?)).
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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/(Re(v1)), u'(Re(v2)), u(Re(v1)), u(Re(v2)), > pey HeﬁHQLw
and the constant appearing in the embedding of D(L) into W12(0O) and the difference || R-(v1) —

Re(e2)ll by < C(E) o1 — walliey .
8.2. Auxiliary Lemmata.

Lemma 38. [3, Lemma 14][25, Lemma 2.7.3] Let w € D(L), a = (a;;) € L'(O;R™™"), and
b= (b;j) € D(L)™*™ satisfying DR.[w](a) = b. Then

/ a:bdx §/ trfaT v/ (w) " a] da.
o o

Lemma 39. [3, Lemma 15][25, Lemma 2.7.4] Let v € LP(Q; LY(O)) for some p > 1 satisfy
Efo 9 dx < C. Then

[ RO da 4 SILR oy < [ 1)

Lemma 40. Let 1 < ky, ko, k3, 11,1213 < 0o as well asp,q,m > 1. Ifu € LF(Q; L¥2(0,T; L* (0)))

and vkel L3(Q, L'2(0,T; L' (0))), then uv € L™(Q, LP(0,T; LY(0))), with ¢ = k’jlﬁl ,p= éﬁ?z’
303

k3+l13 °

m =

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

T 2 ?
lwoll o, 1o (0, 7529(0))) = /Q</o (/O(Uv)q dx) dt) dp(w)

mps 1 mas 1

. /Q< [ ([ o dx)%dt) " )| / ( [ ([ dx)ﬁdt) ™ )

By the assumptions, the following relations need to hold:

pp2 ko mp3 k3
qp1 = ki1, — =T — =T,
gr1 k1 pp2 ko
P2l mqs I3
q=bh, =2 DB_23
gpn  h pg2 2
In addition,
1_1(1+1)_1 1_k1+11 _klll
g qg\p1 @ ki L kily 1 ki+1°
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