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DETERMINISTIC AND STOCHASTIC 2D NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS
WITH ANISOTROPIC VISCOSITY

Siyu Liang ',*> Ping Zhang ', Rongchan Zhu ®,*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate both deterministic and stochastic 2D Navier Stokes
equations with anisotropic viscosity. For the deterministic case, we prove the global well-
posedness of the system with initial data in the anisotropic Sobolev space H'. For the
stochastic case, we obtain existence of the martingale solutions and pathwise uniqueness of
the solutions, which imply existence of the probabilistically strong solution to this system by
the Yamada-Watanabe Theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION
We recall the incompressible classical Navier-Stokes system for incompressible fluids
O +u - Vu — vAu = —Vp,

(NS,) divu = 0,
u ‘t:(): uo,

where v > 0 is the viscosity of the fluid, v and p denote the velocity and the pressure of the
fluid respectively. In 1934, J. Leray proved global existence of finite energy weak solutions to
(N'S,) in the whole space R?, for d = 2, 3, in the seminar paper [I14]. When d = 2, global weak
solutions to (N S,) are unique. However, when d = 3, the regularities and uniqueness of Leray
solutions to (N.S,) are still widely open in the field of mathematical fluid mechanics except
the case when the norm of the initial data is small compared to the viscosity v.

Here we consider the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with partial dissipation. Sys-
tems of this type appear in geophysical fluids( see for instance [0, [I7]). In fact, instead of
putting the classical viscosity —vA in (IN.S,), meteorologist often modelize turbulent diffu-
sion by putting a viscosity of the form: —v, Aj — 1/38%3, where vy, and v3 are empiric constants,
and v3 is usually much smaller than v,. We refer to the book of J. Pedlovsky [17], Chapter 4
for a more complete discussion. And in the particular case of the so-called Ekman layers [9, [12]
for rotating fluids, v3 = e, and € is a very small parameter. In [5] [7, [16], the authors consider
the global well-posedness of such system with small initial data in some anisotropic Besov type
spaces. However, for this 3D anisotropic Navier-Stokes equation, there is no result concerning
global existence of weak solutions. In this paper, we concentrate on the 2D case first.

The aim of this paper is to investigate both the following deterministic system on R? or on
the two dimensional torus T?

Ou + u - Vu — 93u = —Vp,
(1.1) divu =0,

u |¢=0= uo,
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and the following stochastic system on T?
du + (u - Vu — 0fu)dt = o(t,u)dW — Vpdt,
(1.2) divu =0,

u |i=0= uo,

where ¢ is the random external force and W is an £2- cylindrical Wiener process, the definition
of which will be introduced in Section 4. It is well-known that for the 2D incompressible Euler
system with initial data in s-order Sobolev space H*(R?) for s > 2, there exists a unique
global solution in L{® (R™, H*(R?)) (see [I] for instance). As (II)) is an intermediate equation
between 2D Euler equations and 2D Navier Stokes equations, we also have similar global
well-posedness for (1)) with initial data in H*(R?) for s > 2. Since (II) is more dissipative
than Euler system, we are going to prove its global well-posedness with initial data in HO!
(see Section 2 for the definition of H%! ). For the stochastic two dimensional Euler equation,
we can only deal with it driven by additive or linear multiplicative noise (See [10]). But for
the anisotropic system ([ILT]), we can solve the martingale problem with general multiplicative
noise. The main novelty is an H%!- uniform estimate, the proof of which depends crucially
on the divergence free condition (see (B.2])).

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section [2, we introduce some notations and recall
some preliminaries. In the following two sections, we first study the deterministic equation
(LI) and then we consider (I.2)) with stochastic external force which may depend on the
velocity u.

Main results for deterministic part: We prove the existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions in the space L>(R*; H%') N L2(R*; HY') for the deterministic equation (II)) (see
Theorem B3.1] below). In order to prove existence results, we need both the L? as well as H%!
uniform estimate for appropriate approximate solutions to (ILI)). (The definition of H%! and
HY! are given in Section 2) Note that the only L? uniform estimate does not provide the
compactness of the approximate solutions due to the lack of the estimate for |dqul|z2. To
obtain the uniform H%! estimate, we have to use the divergence free condition of the velocity
field in the crucial way. The uniqueness of solutions is proved by estimating the difference
between any two solutions, w = u — v, in the space L.

Main results for martingale solution of stochastic equation: We prove the existence
of martingale solutions (see Theorem 4.1 below). Similar 3D equations with a Brickman-
Forchheimer term, |u|?>®u, have been studied in [2]. In this paper we prove the existence and
uniqueness of probabilistically strong solutions to (1.2) in dimension 2 without Brickman-
Forchheimer term. In order to do so, we first use Galerkin approximations to project (2]
in finite dimensional space. Then we use Itd’s formula to obtain the uniform estimates of
uy, in both L? and H%!. Similar to the deterministic case, the proof depends heavily on the
divergence free condition of the velocity field. However, since we have to take the expectation,
we can not use Ito’s formula to estimate HunH%,O,1 directly, instead we shall multiply it by an

exponential term (3_2Cf(;S Ovull7 dt for some proper c. Then by tightness methods (Skorokhod
Theorem), we can obtain the existence of martingale solutions. Here we emphasize that we
rely more heavily on the divergence free condition and we could not use similar methods as in
[2] since we do not have Brickman-Forchheimer term, (which helps to obtain a better estimate
for the solution.) And we have to use the martingale approach. Moreover, we can prove the
pathwise uniqueness of solutions in L? space. Finally by the Yamada-Watanabe theorem, we
obtain the existence and uniqueness of the (probabilistically) strong solution to (1.2).

2. PRELIMINARIES

We first recall some function spaces on R? and on the two dimensional torus T?.
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2.1. Function spaces on R?. On R?, we recall the classical Sobolev spaces:
HO(R?) = {u € SR w3 oy = /R (1 L€ P () [P de < oo},

where @ denotes the Fourier transform of u. Due to the anisotropic properties of (I.1), we
also need anisotropic Sobolev spaces. Let us recall the anisotropic Sobolev norms and spaces:

1 (82) = {u € B = [ (4160 (4 € )7 a(e) P de < o0}

where £ = (§1,&2). ,
We remark that the space H** (R?) endowed with the norm || - || s (r2) is a Hilbert space.

We also recall the horizontally homogeneous anisotropic Sobolev norm and the space:
19 (R2) 1= {u € 8B [l oy = [ 160 P (1 [ & P) [ (€) P dé < o0 }.
(R?) R2

In what follows, we shall use ‘h’ to denote the horizonal variable x1, and ‘v’ to the vertical di-
rection 9. Let R? = (Ry,, R, ). For exponents p, ¢ € [1,00), we denote the space LP(Ry, L4(R,))
by LP(L¥)(R?), which is endowed with the norm

1

[ u HLﬁ(L%)(R?)iZ {/R (/ | u(zy, 22) |7 d$2)§dxl};-

h v
Similar notation for LY(L{)(IR?). Then it follows from Minkowski inequality that
| w llzerey@e)<Il w2 zry@ey when 1 <q <p < oo,

lwllzery@e) <l w llzr(rg)@e) when 1 < p < ¢ < occ.

2.2. Function spaces on T?. Now we recall some function spaces for the two dimensional
torus T2. Let T? = R/27Z x R/27Z = (T}, Ty). Similar to the whole space R?, we recall the
anisotropic LP spaces:

1
, 1
lwllze Loy (rzy= {/T (/ | u(z1,22) |7 dl’2)qdm1}p-

h v
Similar to the whole space, we also have:
I wllze oy < I wllpg@eyme) when 1< q<p < oo,

lwllzeeryre)y< I wllzerayr2y when 1 <p <q < oo.

1

For u € L?(T?), we consider the Fourier expansion of u:
u(x) = Z Gpe’™T  with Gy, = g,
kez?
where 4y 1= % f[0,27r]><[0,27r] u(z)e”**dx denotes the Fourier coefficient of u on T2. It follows

from Fourier-Plancherel equality that the series is convergent in L?(T?).
Define the Sobolev norm :

lu o zyi= D (A [ R [ P,
kez?
and the anisotropic Sobolev norms:

[KAF o (12) = D Tk P (4 ke 1) | i 2,
kez?
(KAl o (12)= > Tk P A [k D) |

kez?
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where k = (k1, k). .
And we also define the Sobolev spaces H*(T?), H** (T?) and H** (T?) as the completion of
C>(T?) with the norms || - || gs(2), || - | gre.s? (p2y and || - || grs,sr (2) Tespectively.

2.3. Some other notations and definitions. We use D to denote the domain R? or T2.
Let us denote

H:={ue L*D); divu=0},
Vi={ue H'(D), divu=0},
s = {u e (D), divu =0 } .

Moreover, we use (+,-) or (- | -) to denote the scalar product

2
(u,v) = (u | v) = (u,v)r2(p) = wj(x)vj(x)da.
v =Y /|

We use (-,-)go1 or (-,-)o,1 to denote the inner product

2
(u,v) o1 (py = ; /D(uj (2)vj (@) + Douj(x)Oav;(x)) da.

Let
P:L? (D) — H is the Leray projection operator to divergence free space.

By applying P to (L), we write
ou = P(d3u — u - Vu).
As usual, when u,v,w € H'(D), we denote
B(u,v) :=u - Vv,
B(u) :=u - Vu,
b(u,v,w) :=(u- Vo, w).

Then we have b(u, v, w) = —b(u, w,v) for u,v,w € V. In particular, b(u,v,v) = 0.
Let us end this section by the definition of weak solution to (1.1)

Definition 2.1 ( weak solution). We call u a global weak solution of (1.1) with the initial
data ug if u satisfies:

(i) u e LR H%Y(D)) n LA(RY; HYY(D)) ;
(i) for any ¢ € C3°(D) with dive =0, and t > 0,

(2.1) /0 {=(w,000) + (011, 019) + (u- Vu, 9) } ds = (uo, ¢(0)) — (u(t), o(1)),

3. THE DETERMINISTIC CASE
For simplicity, we always omit the domain D in this section.

Theorem 3.1. Given solenoidal vector field ug in H%' (1) has a unique global weak solution
u € L®(RY; HOY) N L2(RT; HY) in the sense of Definition 2.1

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a global smooth enough solution to (L1). Then one has

t
(3.1) ()2, + 2 /0 10ru(s)|22ds < [Juo]%.
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Proof. Indeed by taking the L? inner product of the momentum equation of (L)) with u and
using divu = 0, we obtain

1d
ga\lu(t)Hiz + [|01ul|7. = 0.
Integrating the above inequality over [0,¢] leads to (B.II). 0

Lemma 3.2. Under the same assumption of Lemma[3.1 we have
t
2
(3.2) 102u(t)]|7 +/0 10102u(s)|22ds < [|Byuo|22e T2

for some constant C' > 0.

Proof. By Taking 9 to the momentum equation of (LI and then taking L? inner product
of the resulting equation with dsu, we obtain

1d
(3.3) §E|!32u(t)”2m +[10102ul|72 < —(Ba(u - V) | Byu).
It is easy to observe that
(3.4) (Da(u - Vu) | dou) = (Og(u - Vulb) | doul) + (a(u - Vu?) | dpu?),

where u = (u!, u?).
For the first term on the right-hand side of ([3.4]), we have
(Do (u - Vub) | doul) =(d(u'Oru + u?dul) | doul)
=(Oput0rul | Dout) + (urdp0rut | Boul)
+ (Ogul0put | Doul) + (u203ul | Dpul),
Yet due to divu = 0, we achieve
(Doutdyul | Oyul) 4 (Bpu2doul | Doul) =0,

and

(urdporut | Ogut)+(u?03ut | Dyul) = (u- Voou'|dou')

1

1
:—/ u-V]Z?gul]zda;:——/ div u|deu'|? dz = 0.
2Jp 2Jp

This leads to
(3.5) (Do (u - Vu') | dou') = 0.
For the second term on the right-hand side of (8.4]), again due to divu = 0, we have:
(Da(u - Vu?) | dou?) =(02(u'dru?) | dou?) + (9o(udyu?) | Hyu?)
=(0ou - Vu?|0au?).
The second equality is due to
(01000 | Dau?) 4 (u?03u? | Dyu?) = —%(81u182u2 | Oyu?) — %(82u282u2 | Oyu?) = 0.
Whereas notice that
| (8ou - Vu?|0ou?) |
=| (Dout01u? | Dou?) + (auPDou? | Dou?) |
< (”82UIHL§°(L\2,)”81U2HL}21(L3°) + HalulHLg(Lgo)H52U2HL§°(L3))H52U2HL2=
from which and

1 1 1 1
(3.6) lullzz(rgey S NullZ2ll0z ullzo  and  flullpzpe) S lullzall0mull 72,
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we infer
1 1 1 1
| (02w - Vu?|92u?) |S (|10102ut |2, |02 || 2, |01 2, || 01 O2u® | 2

LA A O A N T R T
This together with divu = 0 ensures that
| (Bou - Vu?|02u?) |S [|0109ul 2[|0ru| L2 || Oou]| L2
Along with ([3.3]), we achieve
| (O2(u- Vu) | Oau) [S [|0102ul| L2 (|01 ul| 12 |02u]] 12
Applying Young’s inequality yields

1
| Oa(u-Vu) | Oyu) |< 5[10105ull72 + CllOvu| 721 0ull72
Inserting the above inequality into ([B.3]) gives rise to
d
Eﬂaﬂt(f)”% +[|0100ul| 72 < 2C(|0vul|72]|O2ul 72

Applying Gronwall’s inequality and using (3.I]), we obtain

t t
o2t + [ 1010uu(e) Fads < e 12 oy
0

2
< o2Clluoll7 ”32%“%27
which yields ([32]).
It remains to prove ([B.6]). We only present the proof to the first one, the second one follows

along the same line. Indeed observing that
1 1
Plovan) = [ 0, ) dy=2 [ 12200, f(02) dy

<2 £ w2)ll 52 10, £ 22) 2
which implies
1FCoe) 3o < 20FCowo)ll g2 190 £ 22) o
Applying Hélder’s inequality in the zo variable gives
1B ooy < 2012010, 1o

This completes the proof of the lemma. a
Let us now present the proof of Theorem [3.11

Proof of Theorem [31l. We divide the proof of this theorem to the following two parts:

(1) Existence part. It is standard that the first step to prove the existence of weak solu-
tions to some nonlinear partial differential equations is to construct appropriate approximate
solutions. Here we consider

pus 4 uc - Vut — 03uf — 203uf = —Vp*
(3.7) divu® =0 ,

u(0) = ug * Je
where j is a smooth function on R? with

j@) =1, [z|<L; j(@) =0, |z]>2,
and e

jil@) = i
6
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It follows from classical theory on Navier-Stokes system that ([B.7]) has a unique global smooth
solution (u€, p®) for any fixed e. Furthermore, along the same line to the proof of Lemmas [3.1]
and [3.2, we have

t t
(e +2 [ orclads + [ o ads < ol
(3.8) 0, o 2
o (6)13: + [ 1010 Bads + € [ 105t ads < Ouuolffoc eI,
0 0

It is obvious that for ¢ € C3° with div ¢ = 0, u® satisfies the following equation:
t

(3.9) / (—(us, 0p) + (u - Vus, ) + (1u, o) + 2 (Opuf, Daip)) ds = 0
0

Then for any fixed T' > 0, {uE}OO is uniformly bounded in L*([0,T7; Hovl) OL2([0, T; Hl’l).
By interpolation, {uﬁ}oo is uniformly bounded in L*([0,T]; H %) Sobolev imbedding implies
that {uﬁ}oo is bounded in L*([0,T]; L*). Hence the nonlinear term in (B.7]) is bounded in
L*([0,T); H1). Moreover, Vp© = VA™19;0; ((uf)*(u)”) is uniformly bounded in L*([0, T]; H~1).
As a result, it comes out that

(3.10) {atu5}6>0 is uniformly bounded in L*([0,T]; H™1).

At this stage, we need to use the following Aubin-Lions lemma:

Lemma 3.3 (Aubin-Lions ). Let K be the torus or a smooth bounded domain. If the sequence
(un) ey Is uniformly bounded sequence in LI([0,T]; H'(K)) for ¢ € (1,00), and (J¢un),ey
is a uniformly bounded sequence in LP([0,T]; H'(K)) for some p € (1,00), then there exist
u € L9([0,T); H'(K)) and a subsequence of (up,) . so that (u,) converges strongly to

w in L([0,T]; L*(K)).

jeN jeN
Let us now take e = 1 in (37). Set u,, = un.

(i) For torus T? case, given any T > 0, it follows from (3.9), (3.10) and Aubin-Lions Lemma

that there is a subsequence, which we still denote by {u,} oy and some u € L([0, T]; H N

L2([0,T); H') so that

(3.11) u, — u strongly in L*([0,T); L*(T?)) as n — ooc.

Through a diagonal process with respect to T', we can choose a subsequence, {un} so that
(BI1I) holds for any 7' > 0. Then we can pass the limit in (3.9) to obtain (2.1)).

(ii) For the case that D = R? we choose a sequence of compact sets (K;), such that

neN’?

o0
K; C K;41, and |J K; = R?. By a classical diagonal methods, we can choose a subsequence
i=1

of (un), ey (Which we still denote by (uy),,cy for simplicity) so that

neN
u, — u strongly in L?([0, T]; L*(K;)) for any i.

Since the test function ¢ in (2.1) satisfies ¢ € C§°(D), it must be supported in some K;. Then

as in case (i), we can take n — oo in (8.9) to obtain (21).

Finally notice that since u¢ is uniformly bounded in L>®(R*; HO') N L?*(RT; H>'), we can

choose a subsequence of u,, (which we denote by u,, again) and some @, such that

u, — 4 weakly in L2([0, T]; H>!) for each T' > 0, and

U, — U weakly star in L>([0, T); H%!) for each T' > 0.

By the uniqueness of the limits of weak convergence, u and % coincide.

Since u,, is uniformly bounded in L>(R*; H%1) N L2(R*; HY1), we have

| u ”Loo(RﬁHOJ): Th_lfgo | u ”LOO([O,T];HOvl)g Slrllp | tn HLOO(R*;HOJy
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and
K HL2(R+;H1»1): Th_fgo | w HL2([0,T];H1,1)§ SlrlLP | un HL2(R+;H1»1) .
Thus we actually have v € L®(R"; HO1) 0 L2(RT; AM).

(2) Uniqueness part. Let u,v € L®°(RT, HOY)NL2(RT, H'') be two weak solutions of (L.T).
We denote w := u — v. Then we have

atw—l—w-Vv+u-Vw—8%w:—Vp.

Taking L? inner product of the above equation with w gives
(3.12) S lw®)fz +l1ow|ie <] (w- Vv |w)].

Observing that

(3.15) | (w- Vo |w)|= | (w'dv + w?dw | w) |
' S(le||Lg°(L3)||31U||L§(Lgo) + Hw2\|Lg(Lgo)\|521)||L;:°(L3))||w||L2,

where w = (w!, w?), from which and (3.6)), we deduce that

1 1 1 1
| (w- Vv lw) [S(lwlf 101wl 201072 [01020] 75

(3.14) \ \ h \
+ w72 101wl 7211820122 101020]1 22 ) 1wl 2.
Applying Young’s inequality and using the divergence free condition dw? = —0;w' we have

1 2 2 2 2
| (w- Vo |w) [ 5ll0rwllze + Co(ll010]1 221010201122 + 1920122 1010501 22) w72
Inserting the above inequality into ([B.12) and applying Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

2 2 2 2
()| < [fuo 2220 S (100l 2, 1010201 3, + 102011 3, lon 20 2, ) ds

2 2 2 2
This along with the fact that [|01v]|7,]]0102v( %, + [|820]3,[|0102v]|F, belongs to L'([0,T7)
ensures w(t) = 0, that is u = v. This completes the uniqueness part of the theorem. a

4. THE STOCHASTIC CASE

For the stochastic case, we consider the equation (1.2) on T2, and again for simplicity of
the notation, we always omit the domain T? in what follows.

4.1. Prelimaries and notations. Let (ex,k > 1) be an orthonormal basis of H whose
elements belong to H? and orthogonal in H%!. For integers k,l > 1 with k # I, we deduce
that

(E?%ek, el) = —(82€k, 8261) =0.
Therefore, d3¢y, is a constant multiple of ey.

Let H,, = span(ey,,..,e,) and let P, (resp. P, ) denote the orthogonal projection from H
(resp. H%') to H,,. We deduce that

P,u = Pyu, for u e HO'.
Indeed, for v € H,,, we have d2v € H,, and for any u € HOL .
(Pou,v) = (u,v) and (02 Ppu, dov) = —(Phu, 05v) = —(u, d3v) = (Ogu, Oav).
Hence given u € H%!, we have
(Phu,v)o,1 = (u,v)p,1, for any v € H,.

This proves that P, and I:’n coincide on HO1.
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Let (W (t),t > 0) be an £?-cylindrical Wiener process on a stochastic basis (€2, F, P). Let
Wi (t) = > ¥;6;(t) == II,W(t), where {3;(t)} is a sequence of independent Brownian Motions
j=1

on (€, F,P) and 1); is an orthonormal basis of 2.
Let L2(¢?,U) denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norms from ¢? to U for Hilbert space U. For
a Polish space V, let B(V) denote its Borel o-algebra and P(V) denote all the probability
measures on (V,B(V)). Let o be a measurable mapping from ([0, 7] x H1, B([0,T] x H1))
to (L?(¢2, HYY, B(L2(¢2, ]fll’l))). Then we introduce probabilistically weak, strong solutions
and martingale solutions. Set
F(u) := —B(u) + d%u.

Definition 4.1 ((Probabilistically) weak solution). We say that a pair (u, W) is a (proba-
bilistically) weak solution to (1.2) if there exists a stochastic basis (0, F,F:, P) such that
u = (u(t))>o is an (F;) adapted process and W is an ¢*-cylindrical Wiener process on
(Q, F,Fi, P) and the following holds:
(i) u e L=([0,T), H*Y) n L*([0,T], H"') for a.s. P and any T > 0 ;
(ii) foT | F(u(s))|lg-1ds + fOT Ha(s,u(s))|]%2(£2ﬂ)ds < 400 a.s. P, for any T > 0;
(iii) For every | € C*(T?) with divl =0, a.s.P

u(0) = wo,

(u(t),l) = (ugp,l) +/0 <—u'Vu+8%u,l>ds+/0 (o(s,u(s))dW (s),1).

Here (-,-) denotes the duality bracket. (u,v) and (u,v) coincide when u,v € L2.
Now we define the (probabilistically) strong solution of (1.2) and we fix a stochastic basis
(9, F, P) and an ¢?>-cylindrical Wiener process W on it.

Definition 4.2 ((Probabilistically) strong solution). We say that u is a (probabilistically)
strong solution to the equation (1.2) on the given probability space (2, F, P) with respect to
the fixed cylindrical Wiener process W, if it satisfies:
(i) w is adapted to the filtration Fy := o{ug V W(s),s < t};
(ii) w satisfies (i),(ii) and (iii) of Definition 4.1.
Finally we define the martingale solutions. For any fixed T > 0, let Q7 := C([0,T]; H™')

be the space of all continuous functions from [0, 7] to H~!.
For 0 <t < T, define the filtration:

Fi=ol{z(r):0<r <tz e Ql}.

Definition 4.3 (Martingale solution). We say that a probability measure P € P(C([0,T]; H~1))
is called a martingale solution of (1.2) with initial value g if

(M1) P(u(0) = ug,u € L®(0,T; H*') N L*(0, T; H“'))= 1, and
T T
Pluc C(0,T),H): /0 VP (u(s)) -1 ds + /0 lor (s, (8)) 22 .yl < +00} = 1;

(M2) For every | € C*(T?), the process

Myt u) = (u(t), 1) — /0 (F(u(s)), Lyds

is a continuous square integrable F; — martingale with respect to P, whose quadratic
variation process is fg |o*(s,u(s))(1)||%ds, where the asterisk denotes the adjoint op-

erator of o(s,u(s));
9



(M3) We have

T
B ((sup (w0 + [ ) o) < O+ )
t€[0,T 0

Remark 4.1. By the above definitions, we know immediately that if u is a (probabilistically)
strong solution with respect to the fized cylindrical Wiener process W, (u, W) is a (proba-
bilistically) weak solution. Moreover, let P denote the law of u in C([0,T], H™'), then P is a
martingale solution.

Notice that by martingale representation theorem, (see for example [8]) the existence of

martingale solution can lead to the existence of (probabilistically) weak solution. And the law
of the weak solution gives a martingale solution P.

Definition 4.4 (Conditign C). The diffusion coefficient o is a measurable mapping from
([0, 7] x H“', B([0,T] x HY)) to (L*(¢%, H'), B(L?(¢?, H"'))) such that :
(i) Growth condition

There exist nonnegative constants K!, K; and K; (i = 0,1,2) such that for every t € [0,T]
and u € HY :

ot )32 e g1y <EG + K [l 22:
ot )3 g2 ry <Ko+ Kullul22 + Kallorul22:
ot )3 go oy <Ko+ Kallull?y + Ka(|0yullle + [0:01ul22).

(ii) Lipschitz condition
There exist constants L1 and Ly such that for t € [0,T] and u,v € H%!:

lo(t,w) = o (t, v) |22 2 g1y < Lallu = vl[72 + Lal|Or (w — v) |72

Remark 4.2. A typical ezample of o satisfying Condition (C) is the following:
First we recall the Hélder space C**™ (k is an nonnegative integer and 0 < 7 < 1) as: u has
kth deriwatives and

DOC
lul|grtr == Z |DYu|| + Z sup (z) = W) < 0.

_ T
lo| <k o=k T7Y |x vl

For we HY' and y € (2, let

Z ckO1u + brg(w)) (Y, Vi) e,
k=1

where Yy, as defined in Section 4.1, is the orthonormal basis of (> and ¢, € CP, 3" ||k (€)%, <
k=1

M for some p > 2, b, € L, Ooby, € L™, z bk ()2 < Ma, and z |0aby (€)|? < Mo, € € T?.
k=

We also assume that ||g||cn < C(g). Here Cp and C1 are the Holder spaces. And suppose that
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div(ek01u + brg(u)) = 0. Then we have
lo(t, )l 22,11y < (VM 4+ V/MaCo(g)) [[ull 2 + v/ MaClg);
o (t,w)l| 22y <V Mil|Orul 2 + v/ Ma(C(9)|Jull 2 + C(9));
lo (¢, )l 22,01y <3/ Mi[[Ovull 2 + v/ Ma(C(g)Jull 2 + C(g))

Z |02 (cx 01 1) HLz % 2”82 brg(u ”LQ)%

k=1

<V/Mi|0vull g2 + VM2(Clg !UHLZ +Cl(9))
+ VM (0vul 2 + 10102ull 2) + VM2C(9) ([[ull 2 + |92l .2 );
o (t,w) = o(t,v)l|L22,m) <V/M]|91(u = )| 12 + V/MaCl(g)|u — v|| 2,
where the first inequality above is due to (2) in page 140, section 2.8.2 [19].

4.2. Main theorems of stochastic cases. In this section we state two theorems about the
well-posedness of equation (1.2), which will be proved in the following sections.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that ug is a random variable in LA, H%'Y) and suppose that o
satisfies condition (C) with Ko < 1—21 and Ky < % Then (1.2) has a global martingale solution.

Theorem 4.2 (Pathwise uniqueness). Assume that wg is a random variable in L*(€, H*').
Suppose that o satisfies condition (C) with Ko < %, Ky < % and Lo < % If u,v are two
weak solutions on the same stochastic basis (2, F, P). Then we have u =v P — a.s.

Remark 4.3. By the Yamada- Watanabe theorem, (cf. [15]) the existence of (probabilistically)
weak solution and pathwise uniqueness lead to the existence of the (probabilistically)strong
solution.

4.3. Galerkin Approximation and A Priori Estimates. From now on we use C to denote
the constant which can be different from line to line.
Fix n > 1 and consider the following stochastic ordinary differential equations on .,

un(o) = Pnu07
and for t € [0,T] , v € Hy:

(4.1) d(un(t),v) = (P F(un(t)), v)dt + (Pho(t, uy (), dW (t),v).
Then for k = 1,...,n we have for ¢t € [0,T]:

n
d(un(t), ex) = (PaF (un(t)), ex)dt + > (Pro(t, un (1)), e)dB; (t).
j=1

Now we use [15] Thm 3.1.1 about existence and uniqueness of solutions to stochastic differen-
tial equations. Note that since it is in finite dimensions, there exists some constant C(n) such
that [[v|| g2 < C(n)||v]|z2 for v € H,.
Let ¢, 1, v € H,; integration by parts implies that

| (Fp = 0F,v) < lle = Yllollvlie < C)lle = Dl rallvllza-
Moreover, we have

| (B(¢) = B(¥),v) | =| =(B(p —¢,v),9) = (B(s),v),0 = 9) |
< Clle = dllgrolllelgro + ¢l gro)llvll g

< CCm)°No = vllr2(lellre + 19llz2) vl g2
11



Hence we know that for u,v € H,, and |Ju| 2, ||v]|2 < R,
| {(F(u) = F(v),u —v) |[< 2RC(n)*|lu — v|[72,
The condition (C) implies that for u,v € H,,, and ||ul/z2,||v||2 < R,
1P(o(t,w) = ot o) F2e iy < llo(t,u) = o(t,0)l[72 (2 gy
< Lillu —vlf72 + La[|01 (u — v)| 72
< C(n)*(L1 + Lo)llu — o] 72
So it satisfies local weak monotonicity. Moreover,
2(u, Py F(w)) + (| Pao (t, w172 g2 gy < el Fro + loll72 02,y
< C(n)?||ullZ + Ko + Killu|7. + Ka|01ull72
< Ko+ (C’(n)2 + Ky + KQC(TL)2) ull3s.

Thus it satisfies weak coercivity.
Hence by [15] Thm 3.1.1, there exists a unique global strong solution u,(t) to (4.1). Moreover,
uwe C([0,T),Hy), P — a.s.

4.4. The L? Energy Estimates. In this section, we give the following a priori estimates.
Lemma 4.1. We have the following energy estimates under the hypothesis of Thm 4.1:
T
E( sup [un(t)|[72) +E/ lun ()|[F.0dt < C(1+ Elluo]|72)-
te[0,T] 0

Proof. Let u,(t) be the solution to (4.1) described above. By It6’s formula, we have:

¢
lun(®)l[72 =] Pruol72 +2/ (o (s, un(s))dWn(s), un(s))

0
(4.2) . .
=2 [ Orun()Fads + [ Paos,un(s))Iha B s

0 0

The growth condition implies that
¢
0
The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality( see Thm 6.1.2, chapter 6 in [I5]) and the Young
inequality as well as the growth condition imply that:

E(sup |2 [ (Paotrua ()W, (r),ua(r) )

s<t

t
(4.3) /0 HPHU(Svun(s))HNH%Z(ﬁ,H)dS S/ [KO""KlHun(t)H%Z +K2Halun(t)”2L2]d3~

[

t 1

@t <aB{ [ 1Pt )0 e i () o}
4 t

< BE(sup un(s)[32) + 35 [ Ko+ K () 32 + Kall Oy (1) s
s< 0

Since Ky < %, we can choose 0 < 3 < 1 such that (% +1)K, —2<0.
By (@2)-([@4) and dropping some negative terms, we deduce:

t
(1= B)E sup |lun(s)|72 < Elu(0)]7: +CK0T+CE/ K|un(s) |72 ds.
0

s€[0,t]
Gronwall’s lemma implies that

(4.5) E( sup |lun(t)]|72) < C,
t€[0,T]
12



where C is a constant depending on Ky, K1, K5,T but not n.

Inserting (A.5]) back to ([@2])-(@4]) yields

t
E(sup Jun(t)]22) + E / e (®)|21.0ds < C(1+ Eljuo|22),
te[0,7] 0

where C is a constant depending on Ky, K1, K2,T but not n.
This completes the proof. O

However, it is not enough that we only have L?({2) estimates. We also need an L*(Q)
uniform estimates of u,,.

Lemma 4.2. We have the following uniform estimates under the hypothesis of Thm 4.1:

T
E( sup |lun(t)]72) +E/O lun (Ol 72 un (B)IF1.0dt < C(1+ Elluollz»).

te[0,T
Proof. Applying once more the Itd’s formula to the square of || - H%z, we obtain:
t
(4.6) Hun(t)”i? = ”Pnu0|’i2 - 4/ ”81un(3)Hi2 Hun(s)HizdS + I+ 1+ I3,
0
where

I =4 /0 (05,1 (8))dWin (), 0 (9)) [t ()22
I =2 /0 | Pac (st ()T 32 g2l ()13 s,

=4 [ 1(Paos, 0, ()L ) s,

The growth condition implies that
t
(4.7) I(t) + Is(t) < 6/ (Ko + Ki|un(s)|72 + Kal|01un(t)[|72) [un(s)[|7 2 ds.
0

The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the growth condition and the Young inequality imply
that:

t 1
B(sup 11 (s)) <8E{ /0 oy un ()3 g2 gl () Sl }

(4.8) <YE(sup un(s)llz:)

16 t
+ D / (Ko + K1 [n(8)]122 + Kol Ortun (8)][22) 1tn(5)]22dls.
0

Since Ky < %, we can choose 0 < v < 1, such that 6 K5 + 1—ng —4<0.
Thus combining (4.6])-(4.8]) and dropping some negative terms on the right of the inequality,
we have:

t
(1=7E( sup lun (8)]172) < Ellu(0)]7> + E/O Cllun(s)llz2 + Callun (s)II7ds.
€|0,

Since we have obtained E( sup |[u,(t)[|22) < C, the Gronwall inequality yields
te[0,7

E( sup_[lun(t)][12) < oo.
te[0,7

Similar as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we complete the proof. O
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4.5. Tightness and the Skorokhod Theorem. In this section we use the classical tightness
methods. Similar to the deterministic cases, L2-estimates are not enough to obtain strong
convergence. As a result, we use tightness in the following space X.

Let P, be the law of u, on C([0,T]; H™).

Lemma 4.3. Under the hypothesis of Thm. 4.1, b, is tight in the space
X =C([0,T); H- ) n L*([0,T); H) N L3, ([0, T); HY') n Ly ([0, T]; HY),

where L2([0,T); HYY) denotes L*([0,T); HYY) with the weak topology and L2S.([0,T]; HO!)
denotes L>([0,T); H*') with the weak star topology.

Proof. Firstly, since Ky < %, we can choose &, 3 € (0,1), such that:
. 4
K2+2a+TK2 < 2.
B
From the calculation in Lemma 3.2, by the Young inequality, we deduce that:
(4.9) | (D2(u- V) | Du) [< @[|018ull72 + C(a)]|Orull72|02ull72.
Let

T
- —1y. 2 2
KR —{U € C([07T]7H )7021;£T Hu(t)HLZ +/0 ”u(t)”HlvOdt + Hu”c%([o,T};Hfl)

—-2C (&) ft |01 u)|? 5 ds 2 r —2C (&) ft 101 u||? , dt 2
+ sup OO ()3, 4 [ OB < R),
0<t<T 0

Now we want to show that

(i) For any R > 0,Kp is relatively compact in X’;
(ii) For any e > 0, there exists R > 0, such that P,(Kg) > 1 — € for any n.

Proof of (i): By the definition of Kg, it is obvious that u € Kg is bounded in L2([0,T]; H1),
thus Kg is relatively compact in L2 ([0, T]; H!) and LS ([0, T]; HOY).

Moreover, by definition, K is equicontinuous in C([0, T]; H~!). The compactness in C([0, T]; H~!)
can be obtained by Arzela-Ascoli Lemma.

Finally we prove the compactness in L?([0,7]; L?). Let u, be a sequence in Kr. We can
assume that u,, converges to u in C([0,T]; H~1) N L2 ([0, T]; H%!). Then we have:

T T
/’wm—uﬁmus/ it — ull g1 e — -1
0 0

T ) 1 T )
s(A mm—umpwwpéwmn—mmldo

< Cprr sup |Jun — ul-
te[0,7

[NIES

— 0,

which finishes the proof of (i).

Proof of (ii): By Lemma 4.1 as well as Chebyshev’s inequality, we can choose Ry large enough
such that:

T
R
(4.10) P( sup un @) + [ un @) dt > 712) <
0

€
te[0,7] 4 4’
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Set h(t) = 2C (&) fot [|01un |3 2ds. Now we need another estimate as following:
T
E( sup (™" ®[uy (t)]F0.)) +E/ Oy (8) 7711t
(4.11) t€[0,77] 0
SC(X(M Kl) XQ? T)(l + EH“OH%{Ovl)v

the proof of which is postponed later to Lemma, 4.4.
By (@I1]) and Chebyshev’s Inequality, we can choose Ry large enough such that:

“ -\ [t T ~\ [t R,
(4.12) Pn( sup 020 Jo ||61“”2L?d5||u(t)||§{0,1+/ 020 Jo ||51UI|izdS||u||§{1’1dt > _0><
0<t<T 0 4

>~

Now we fix Ry and set

T
< R
Ky = {ue C0, T, H™): sup [u(t)]7 + / J(®) 30 dt < =2 and
0

t€[0,T
—20(a) [ |01ul? ,ds 9 T —20(@) [ |0rul? yds . 112 Ry
sup ORI o3, 4 [ DT ul,ar) < TP
0<t<T 0 4

Then we know P,(C([0,T), H ')\ Kg,) < 5. Now we only consider u in Kpg,. By Holder’s
inequality, we have:

B o | J} ~0Fu(r) + div(u @ wdr|,

sAL€[0,T] [ t—s]| ) "EKRJ

(4.13) T
<E™| / | = OFu(r) + diviu @ ) [Fr dr e, |-
0

The boundedness of u in L2([0,T]; H%!) leads to the boundedness of 6?u in L2([0,T]; H~1).
By the definition of Kg, u is also bounded in L> ([0, T]; H%!). By interpolation, u is bounded

in L4([0,T7; H%) By Sobolev imbedding, u is bounded in L*([0,77]; L*). Thus we obtain:

. T
(4.14) P [ /0 | = O3u(r) + div(u @ u)|% -1 drl,, KR} < C(Ro),

where C'(Ry) is independent of n.

Thus by (£I13) and (£I4), we have

] o | J} ~0Ru(r) + div(u® w)dr|? .
s£t€[0,T] [t —s|

(4.15) )1uef<30} < C(Ry).

Moreover, for any T' >t > s > 0 and any p € N we have
R t R t »
B [ Pactrul )W) -1 < CBP ([ otrvu(r)) s oy )
t .
<Cplt=s Pt [ P lotraal ) B oy

t
<Cplt—spt [ EP (] + e
<Cpr | t—s|P (1+B(sup [lua(t)]32)).
te[0,7T

By Kolmogorov’s criterion, for any a € (0, 1)2;;), we have:

¢ 2
(4.16) EP"< sup I/ Pna(r,u(r))de(r)HHl)

s£t€[0,T] [t —s [P
15
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1,
Choose p = 2. By (@.I3) and (.I6) , we get for o = g:
EP”( [u(t) — u(s)llm—

sup

< o0.
s£te[0,T] [t —s|® >

UERRO
Similarly, we choose R > Ry large enough and obtain:

R .
”uHC%([o,T];H*I) > and u € Kp,) <

Combining with (€I0),[@12) and [@I7) complete the proof.
Lemma 4.4. Under the hypothesis of Thm. 4.1, the uniform estimates (LIT]) holds.

(4.17) Bl

= o

2

4701, We obtain:

Proof. Using again the Ité’s Formula to e~(®)]|u,, (t)]|

3 t
M Olun (8)|[3101 = [1Pu(0) | o +2Tj(t)—/ e "N ()| () | Fro ds
(4.18) i=1 0

t
4 / e =2yt (5)]|2 — 20101 Oatun (5)] 2],
0
where

Ti(t)=—2 /Ot e ) (02 (un - Vug), Oaun(s)),
Ts(t) :2/0 e (0 (s, (5)) AW (5), tn(8)) o,

130) = [ €O Paoo, (Dl s o
The growth condition implies that
(419)  Tx(t) < /Ot e M [Ko + Kil|un(s) 500 + Kol (Orun(s)l|72 + 1010aun(s)]72)] ds.
For Ty(t), we use (£.9):
(4.20) | Th(t) |< /Ot e ) [26]|10102un| 2 + 2C(&)||01un |32 ]|O2un || 32] ds.
Similar to (4.8)), we have

E(Sup | 2/08 e " (0 (7, un (1)) AW (1), tn (1)) groa |)

s<t

N

t
< 45{ /0 MO oo (7, 1) ()Tl g2 g0y~ 1t (1) o}

< BE(sup(e™") [lun (5)|I0.1)

s<t
t

4 ~ ~ ~
+ EE e M [Ko + Kullun(s)[F01 + Ko([01un(s) 72 + 10105un(s)II72)] ds.
0

(4.21)

Combining (£I8))-([4.21]) and dropping some negative terms, we have:
(1 - B)E( up e lun () F70.1)
t

)

T
4 - -
< B|Pouo|for + E / MO+ 20+ Rl () o s
0
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By Gronwall’s inequality,

(4.22) E( S[up}(e_h(t)Hun(t)llifo,l)) < C(T, Ko, K1, K3) ||uo|| 30
te[0,T

Combining (4.I8)-([@.21)) again with the estimate (£.22]) we obtain:

T
E( sup (e‘h(”Hun(t)\l?{o,l))JrE/ ey (1) |31, dt
te[0,T] 0

SO(K(b Klv KQ) T)(l + EHuOH%{OJ)‘

O

The classical Skorokhod Theorem can only be used in metric space. We will use the following

Jakubowski’s version of the Skorokhod Theorem in the form given by Brzezniak and Ondrejat
[4] Thm A.1. and it was proved by A. Jakubowski in [13].

Theorem 4.3. Let Y be a topological space such that there exists a sequence f,, of continuous
functions f, : Y — R that separates points of ). Let us denote by S the o-algebra generated
by the maps fy,. Then
(j1) every compact subset of ) is metrizable;
(j2) if (pm) Is tight sequence of probability measures on(),S), then there exists a subse-
quence (my), a probability space (2, F, P) with )-valued Borel measurable variables
&k, such that ji,,, is the law of §, and &, converges to £ almost surely on ). Moreover,
the law of £ is a Radon measure.

Now we check the X defined in Lemma 4.3 satisfies the above condition. It is sufficient
to prove that on each space appearing in the definition of X there exists a countable set of
continuous real-valued functions separating points:

Since C([0,T]; H~') and L?([0,T]; H) are separable Banach spaces, it is easy to see the con-
dition in Thm. 4.3 is satisfied.
For the space L2 ([0,T]; H%!) it is sufficient to put

T
fm(u) = /0 (u(t), vm (t)) gradt € Ryu € L2 ([0, T); HYY),m € N,

where vy, is a dense subset of L2([0, T]; H%').
Similarly for the space L ([0, T]; H*!) it is sufficient to put

T
fm(u) = /0 (w(t), v (t)) goadt € Ryu € L%([0,T); H*'), m € N,

where v,, is a dense subset of L'([0,7]; H%!).
Now all the conditions of the above Skorokhod theorem are satisfied. By Thm 4.3, there exists
another probability space (Q, F, f@) and a subsequence Pnk as well as random variables 1, in
the space (Q, F,P), such that
(i) i, has the law Py, ;
(ii) Pnk converges weakly to some P;
(iti) @, — @ in X P — a.s. and @ has the law P € P(C([0,T]; H™")).

Remark 4.4. Since iy, has the same law as uy,, , we immediately have:

_ T _
E"( sup [a(t)72) +EP/ a(®)|Fro0dt < C(1+ EX ull72).
te[0,T) 0

. . T .
(4.23) E"( sup ||u(t)lliz)+EP/ [u(®)IF0dt < C(1+ E”||ug|72).
te[0,T 0
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Similarly for L*(Q) estimates, we have:

_ T -
Ep(ts[lépﬂ ||ﬂ(t)\|iz)+EP/0 a1 Zalla(®) [ 70dt < O+ E[luollz2).
€10,

. . T .
(4.24) Ep(ts[lépﬂ lu(t)][72) +EP/0 () Zellu(®)[Fp0dt < O+ EF |luollzs).
€|0,

4.6. Pass to the Limit and the proof of main theorems. In this section we pass the

limit as n — oo.

Proof of Theorem [J1} Let us prove P satisfies (M1),(M2) and (M3).
(M3) is satisfied by (E23)) .
For (M1), noting that u,(0) — wg in H, we have:

P(u(0) = uo) = P(a(0) = up) = lim P(@n(0) = Pouo) = 1,
T T
Pluccqoal ™) s [ 1P lads+ [ ot u(o)aq ms < +oo)
T T
_ E»{a e C(0,T),H™): /0 IF(i(s))|| -1 ds +/0 lo(s. ()22 g2, gy ds < +00 }
Since
Uy — 4 in X P—a.s.,
@€ L2([0,T), H"Y) N L>=([0,T], H*Y) P — a.s..
Thus by the growth condition of o, we have
Jo Nlo(s,@()22 0 ryds < Jo (Ko + Kil[i]2s + Kal|0yiil|?,)ds < o0, P — a.s.
Again, we know by interpolation, u € L4([O,T],H%) ]I~”~— a.s. By Sobolev imbedding, @ €
L4([0,T), L*) P — a.s. Hence div(i ® @) € L2([0,7], H!) P —a.s. And 6?1 € L*([0,T]),H™'),

F(a(s)) € L'([0,T],H~") P — a.s. Thus (M1) is satisfied.
Finally we prove (M2):

Set
GW (t,u) := (u(t),l);

GO (1, ) = /O (F(u(s)), 1) ds.

Since @, — @ in C([0,T], H~') and | € C*(T?), we have for P — a.s.
[[tn (), 1) = (a(t), Dl oo 0,r) = 0

Moreover, since i, is bounded in L*(2, L>=([0, T, L?)), (ii,(t),1) is bounded in L*(Q) for any
t, we have

lim E? | GO(t, i) — GO (¢, @) |= 0

n—oo
For G®, since
iy, — @ in L*([0,T],L*) P — a.s.,

we have

/(( ds—>/ yds P—as.,leCYT?).



Moreover, since i, is bounded in L*(Q, L°°([0,T], L?))NL?(2, L*([0,T], H')) and I € C(T?),

we have
EP(/()T | (F(iin(s)),1) | ds>2 <c

Therefore, we have
lim EF | G (t,a,) — GA(t,a) |=0.

n—oo

By the definition of M; in (M2), we have

(4.25) lim EF | My(t, @) — Mi(t, @) |= 0.

n—o0

Let ¢ > s and g be any bounded and real-valued Fg-measurable continuous function on X.
Using (4.25]) we have:

EP((My(t,u) — My(s,u))g(u)) = EP((M{(t, a) — Mi(s,a))g())
= lim EF((M(t, ) — My(t, ) g(iin))

n—oo
= tim B (Mt u) — Mis,u))g(w)
=0,
where the last step is due to (M2) for B,.
Then we have
(4.26) EP(My(t,u) | Fy) = My(s, u).

On the other hand, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, growth condition of ¢ and
Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2 we have:

~ - t
sup E° | My(t, i) |* < CSUPEP(/ o™ (n () (1) 172 ds)?
n n 0

< Comp /O EP (|0 (iin(5)) (1)1 4) ds

~ t

< Csup BF [0 s, oyl
n 0
~ t

= Coup ¥ [ (s, e sl
n 0

ot
ngupEP/O (K6+K{||an||%2)2ds

n

< 400,

where the third inequality is due to the reason that the normal norm of the operator is
smaller than the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the operator, the fourth inequality is a result of
lollz22,m-1) = llo*|| L2 (a1 e2) -

Then by (4.25]) we obtain

lim EP | My(t, i) — My(t, @) [*= 0.

n—oo
On the other hand, by Lipchitz condition of o,

lim EP/O lo* (s, @ () (1) — 0™ (s, a(s)) (1) [72ds = 0.

n—00
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Thus, using the same method used for proving EP(Ml(t u) | Fs) = M(s,u), we obtain

P(ME(t,u) /|w sl )Olfeds | 7 = M50 = [ lo* rutr) Do

(M2) holds.
The results follow. O

Finally let us turn to the proof of the pathwise uniqueness.

Proof of Theorem [{.2 Set
wi=u—v.

Then we have

(4.27) (u(t), ex) = (u(0), ex) +/ (—u- Vu+ 0fu,ey)ds +/ (o(s,u(s))dW (s), ),
0 0
and
@28)  (o(t),ex) = (0(0), ex) +/ (—v- Vv + v, ex)ds +/ (o5, 0(s))AW (5), ex).
0 0
([£27)-(4.28]) ensures that
(4.29) (i(t), ex) = /0 (—@-Vu+v~vw+8%w,ek>ds+/o (05, u(s)) — (s, v(s)) AW (s), ex).
Set ¢ = (W(s), ex). Itd’s formula and (£.29) yield:
dipi = 2pdepy + [|(0 (s, u(s)) — a(s,v(s))) exljads
= 2((s), ep)(— - Vu+ v - Vb 4 9340, e}, )ds
+ 2(w(s), ex)((o(s,u(s)) — o(s,v(s)))dW (s), ex)
+l(a(s,u(s)) — a(s,v(s))) "exlfads.
Since Ly < %, we can choose 0 < & < 1 and 0 < B < 1, such that Lo 4+ 2& + %Lg < 2. From

the calculation in the uniqueness part of deterministic cases (the proof of Thm. 3.1), we know
that

| (W Vu | @) |
(4.30) < |l - Vul 2] 2
2 2 2 2
< al|ova|| 72 + O @) ([01ull}> 101 0zull 2 + [|02ull 221181 0aull ) 10|72

2 2 2
Set q(t fo 20(a)(I01ull} 2 + (|92ul| }2)]|0102ul| } . ds
By Ito S formula

t
e 102 = ©(0)? + 2/ e~ 1) (i (s), ep) (— - Vu + v - Vi + 03, ey, )ds
0

(4.31) +2 /0 e~ 1) (w(s), ex)((o(s,u(s)) — o(s,v(s)))dW (s), ex)

+AeﬂWwwmw—awwwﬁm@w—Ad@fmww&

Notice that

(4.32) > ok =)l



The dominated convergence theorem imply when N — oo:

21 Y [ ). e Vuserdds

k<N

t
Y / e=15) (45 . Vi, u)ds |
0

since by (£30),
(4.33)
t
/ - V||| 2ds

/ 26e~15)||9y]|2, + 20(G)e~ (|yaluHL2|yalagu|yL2+|yaguHL2Hal@zuHLg)HwHdes
0

t
_ / [26e799) 0525 + e~ 9g (s)[|4] 2] ds

0

Notice that

1Y~ (@(s), er)er)llzz ]l < Jao(s)ll e

k<N

Now we follow the same calculation of (B.I3]) and (B.14):

e - Vi, 3 (i(s), ex)en) |

k<N

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
< e O (o) 2. 0101 22 101D 22 1010212 + [[0]] 221010 22 |02 22101 DB | 22 ) [ 2

Since the latter € L'([0,T]) for ¢, we use dominated convergence theorem again and obtain:

(4.34) 2 Z / —a(s)¢ ex)(v- Vi, ep)ds — 0 as N — o0 .
k<N

Similarly, by dominated convergence theorem,

t
(4.35) 2 Z / ~96) ((s), ex ) (%0, e ds — 2/ e_q(5)||81w||%2ds as N — oo,
k<N 0

and

> / e~ (o (s, u(s)) — (s, 0(s))ex [

(4.36) —>/0 e~ ||o (s, u(s)) —U(S,U(S))H%?(Z?,H)ds

t
< / e~ (Ly |02, + Loy |22)ds
0
21



Since Ly < %, we can choose 0 < B < 1, such that %Lg + Lo < 2. By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s
inequality as well as the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce

(4.37)

2| E( sup / Y @), en)((o(r,ulr) — o(r,o(r)dW (1), ex)) |

0<s<t k<N

t 1
< ap( /0 &) (s, u(s)) — (5,052 0 15]22)

< BE(sup(e” ") [l (s)[172))

4 N -
+5E / e~ 1) (Ly i (5)|22 + Lal|01(s) || 22)ds
0

Combining (4.31))-([@37) and dropping some negative terms, we obtain:

(1— B)E( sup e~ 10|||2,) < E / (1+2 Lle—q<s>u (5)|| 2 ds.
0<s<t

By Gronwall’s inequality we obtain @ =0 P — a.s. a
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