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Abstract

By using a regularity approximation argument, the global existence and uniqueness are derived for
a class of nonlinear SPDEs depending on both the whole history and the distribution under strong
enough noise. As applications, the global existence and uniqueness are proved for distribution-path
dependent stochastic transport type equations, which are arising from stochastic fluid mechanics with
forces depending on the history and the environment. In particular, the distribution-path dependent
stochastic Camassa—Holm equation with or without Coriolis effect has a unique global solution when the
noise is strong enough, whereas for the deterministic model wave-breaking may occur. This indicates
that the noise may prevent blow-up almost surely.
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1 Introduction

To describe the evolutions of stochastic systems depending on the history and micro environment,
distribution-path dependent SDEs of the following type

(1.1) dX(t) = b(t, X¢, Lx,)dt + o(t, X¢, Lx,)dW (1), X(0) = Xo € R?, t € [0,T]

have been studied intensively investigated, see for instance [1, 23, 36, 37, 40] and references therein.
However, the existing study in the literature does not cover distribution-path dependent nonlinear SPDEs
containing a singular term which is not well-defined on the state space. The main purpose of this paper
is to solve a class of such SPDEs including transport type fluid models.

Nowadays there exists an abundant amount of literature concerning the stochastic fluid models under
random perturbation which we do not attempt to survey here, and we recommend the lecture notes
[10, 14] and the monographs [2, 29] for readers’ references. On one hand, in the real world, it is natural
that the random perturbation may rely on both the sample path due to inertia, and averaged stochastic
interactions from the environment. On the other hand, to the best of our knowledge, almost nothing
is known if the randomness in the stochastic fluid models also depends on the distribution and the
path of unknown variables, i.e., distribution-path dependent stochastic fluid models. For such problems,
the fundamental question on the well-posedness (even merely the existence) of solutions remains open.
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Particularly, although the (distribution-path independent) stochastic transport equations have been in-
tensively investigated (see for example [12, 13, 15, 31, 32, 33]), there is no any study on distribution-path
dependent stochastic transport type equations.

To study distribution-path dependent stochastic fluid models, we may need extend (1.1) to infinite
dimensional case, i.e., assuming that X takes value in a separable Hilbert space H. If this is the case, a
singular term, which is not well-defined on H, may occur and the existing study in the literature does
not cover this case. More precisely, we consider the case that (1.1) contains one more singular drift term
B taking value in a larger separable Hilbert space B such that H — B, i.e.,

(1.2)  dX(t) = {B(t, X(t)) + b(t, X¢, Lx,) } dt + o (t, Xo, Lx,)AW (1), X(0) = Xo € H, t € [0, 7).

Indeed, when we consider certain stochastic fluid models in Sobolev spaces H = H?®, if B(t, X (t)) involves
VX or some derivatives of X (see Examples 1.1 and 1.2), then B(¢, X (¢)) may not be expected to be in
H = H°. Particularly, when B(t, X (¢)) = —(X(t) - V)X (¢), (1.2) reduces to the following transport type
equaionts

(1.3) dX(t) = {—(X(t) - V)X (1) + b(t, X¢, Lx,)} dt+0(t, X¢, Lx, ) AW (L), X(0) = Xo € H®, t € [0, T).

We refer to Sections 1.1 and 1.2 for the precise meaning of the notations and precise setting of (1.2)
and (1.3), respectively. Before going further, we would like to explain that working with the abstract
framework in (1.2) entails some difficulties:

(a) Since we want to cover some stochastic fluid models in the abstract system (1.2), we only assume
that the coefficients B, b and o are locally Lipschitz in X. As a result, we do not a prior know that
the solution exists globally in time. This bring us an essential difficulty. More precisely, we notice
that the distribution, as a global object on the path space, does not exist for explosive stochastic
processes whose paths are killed at the life time. As a result, to investigate distribution dependent
SDEs/SPDEs, we have to either consider the non-explosive setting or modify the “distribution” by
a local notion (for example, conditional distribution given by solution does not blow up at present
time).

(b) Again, because the coefficients are only locally Lipschitz in X, we will have to localize them (by
using stopping times) when we need to fix the changing Lipschitz constants. For instance, this
happens when the uniqueness is considered. Then we will be confronted with the difficulty that
distribution can not be controlled by any local condition, again. And we need to identify some
appropriate topology under which the distribution can be measured locally.

(¢) Because of the singular term B(t, X), compared to classical case, the Itd formula is no longer
available. Indeed, to estimate || X||Z, to use the It6 formula in a Hilbert space (cf. [9, 19]), the H
inner product (B(t, X), X )y is required to be well-defined. But it is not because we only assume
that B takes value in B < H. Likewise, to apply the It6 formula under a Gelfand triplet ([28, 35]),
the dual product g(B(t, X), X)g+ needs to be well-defined, where B* is the dual space of B with
respect to H. Because H < B, we see that B* < H. However, we do not a prior know that the
solution X takes value in B* because we only assume X (0) € H.

The first major goal of this paper is to establish an abstract framework for (1.2). The second goal of
this work is to apply the abstract theory for (1.2) to (1.3), which gives some new results for some ideal
fluid systems.

e To achieve the first goal, we introduce the precise assumptions in Section 1.1 (see Assumption (A)).
Then we provide our main results for (1.2) in Theorem 1.1. The key requirements for the proof are
the assumption on the existence of appropriate Lipschitz-continuous and monotone regularizations
for the singular term B. For the difficulty (a), in this paper we restrict our attention to the non-
explosive case only. To this end, we assume that the noise grows fast enough (cf. (As3)), and then
we will show that the blow-up of solutions can be prevented. For the difficulty (b), we introduce
a “local” Wasserstein distance (see (1.7)) and assumption (As) to measure the difference of two
measures, which enables us to prove the uniqueness. By introducing a mollifier satisfying certain
estimates (see assumption (A4)), we can overcome the difficulty (c).

e With the general framework at hand, for nonlinear stochastic transport type equations, we are able
to construct such regular approximation schemes by using mollifying operators and establishing



a commutator estimate (see Lemma 4.1), from which we can verify the assumptions introduced
Section 1.1 and obtain global existence and uniqueness of solutions in Sobolev spaces. This results
is stated in Theorem 1.2. Two examples of Theorem 1.2 are given. The first one, cf. Example 1.1,
is a general nonlinear stochastic transport equation, and the second one is the the distribution-path
dependent stochastic Camassa—Holm equation with or without Coriolis effect, cf. Example 1.2.

1.1 A general framework

Let H, U be two separable Hilbert spaces, and let £2(U;H) be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
from U to H with Hilbert-Schmidt norm || - ||z, w;z). Throughout the paper we fix a time 7' > 0. For a
Banach space M, let &M be the set of probability measures on the path space érm := C([0,T]; M).
We also consider the weakly continuous path space

Crw = {&:[0,T] — M is weak continuous} .
Both ¢7,m and %}ﬁM are Banach spaces under the uniform norm

€llrpa == sup [|€(t)]loa-
t€[0,T]

Let 271 be the space of all probability measures on ¢7'y; equipped with the weak topology. Denote
Pry=A{p € Pru: m(6rm) =1}
For any map & : [0,7] — M and ¢ € [0,77], the path 7 () of £ before time ¢ is given by

m(8) ==& [0,T] = M, &(s):=&(tAs), s€[0,T].
Then the marginal distribution before time ¢ of a probability measure u € &7 reads

[t ::;1,071';1.

Let Z¢ stand for the distribution of a random variable £&. When more than one probability measure are
considered, we denote .Z; by .Zp to emphasize the reference probability measure P.

The noise {W(t)}ic(o,1) is a cylindrical Brownian motion on U with respect to a complete filtration
probability space (2, {%;}i>0,P), ie.

W(t) = Z,Bi(t)ei, te0,7)

for an orthonormal basis {e;}:>1 of U and a sequence of independent one-dimensional Brownian motions
{B'}iz1 on (Q,{F:}>0,P).
Consider the following nonlinear distribution-path dependent SPDE on H:

(14) dX(t) = {B(t7X(t))+b(thtv'fth)}dt_FO-(thtv'fth)dW(t)v te [OvT]v

where, for some separable Hilbert space B with H << B (¢ <»<» ” means the embedding is compact),
B:[0,T] xHx Q — B,

(1.5) b:[0,T) X Cry X PryxQ—H,
0:[0,T] X Cry x Pry x Q— Lo(U; H)

are progressively measurable maps.

Definition 1.1. (1) A progressively measurable process Xt := {X(t)}icjo,r7 on H is called a solution
of (1.2), if it is continuous in B and P-a.s.

X(t) = X(0) +/O {B(s,X(s)) + b(s, Xs, Lx,)}ds +/O o(s,Xs, Lx,)dW (s), te€0,T],

where fot {B(s, X(s)) + b(s, X(s), ZLx,)} ds is the Bochner integral on B and ¢ fot o(s,X(s), ZLx,)dW(s)
is a continuous local martingale on H.

(2) A couple (X, Wr) = ()Z'(t),W(t))tE[O,T] is called a weak solution of (1.2), if there exists a
complete filtration probability space (Q {jt}tzmlfb) such that Wr is a cylindrical Brownian motion on
U and X7 is a solution of (1.2) for (Wr,P) replacing (Wr, P).



Since both X (¢) and fot b(s, Xs, Lx,)ds + fot o(s, Xs, Lx,)dW (s) are stochastic processes on H, so is
fot B(s, X(s))ds, although B(s, X(s)) only takes values in B.

To ensure the non-explosion such that the distribution is well defined, we will take a Lyapunov type
condition (Asz) below. We write V € 7, if V € C?([0, 00); [0, 00)) satisfies

V(0)=0, V'(r)>0and V'(r) <0 for r >0, V(00) := lim V(r) = cc.

T™—> 00

Consider the following “Wasserstein distance” induced by V € ¥:

Wp(uv) = inf / V(€ — i) (de, dn), v € P,
meE ) CruXCrm

where €' (11, v) is the set of couplings of 1 and v. When V(r) =7, W4 (-, -) reduces to Wa (-, -)*> which
is the square of the L?-Wasserstein distance on P m. Moreover, let

(1.6) 75 =1inf{t > 0: ||E(t)|lm > n}, n>0,€ € Gy

Here and in the sequel, we set inf ) = oo by convention. We define the “local” L2-Wasserstein distance
by
1

2
%,]Bﬂ-(dgvdn)> , MV E gZT,]E-

1.7 \\% = inf _
0 W= it ([ By gy

We write u € Py if p € Prp and
lllv = | VAI€lRnn(e) < oo
CrT.H

In general, || - ||y may not be a norm, but we use this notation for simplicity. A subset A C P[y is
called V—bounded if sup,, » [|u[lv < oo.
Let T' > 0 be arbitrary. For any N > 0, let

(1.8) ¢ran ={{€Cru: l€lre <N}, Pran={n€ Pre:u(érun)=1}

Assumptions (A). Assume that H << B is dense, and there exists a dense subset Hy of B*, the dual
space of B with respect to H such that the following conditions hold for B,b and o in (1.5).

(A1) |16(-,0,00)|lm + llo(-,0,00)|l o sy is bounded on [0,T] x Q. And for any N > 1, there exists a
constant C'y > 0 such that for any £, € €ru,n and p,v € .92’7‘{%

”b(t7§t7 Mt) - b(tﬂb Vt)HH + ”U(t7§t7 Nt) - U(tvntv Vt)Hﬁz(U;H)
< On {l[§e — mellrm + Wap(pe,ve)}, t€[0,T].

Next, for any bounded sequences {(£", u")}n>1 C Cru X Ppy with [|€" — €|lrz — 0 and ™ — p
weakly in P as n — oo, we have P-a.s.

nlinio {|B<b(t7€n7 M?) - b(t7§7 Mt)7 77>]B*| + ||{a'(t7§n7u?) - U(t7fvut)}*77||U} =0, neH
and for any N > 1 there exists a constant C’N > 0 such that

sup {loCt,m, w)llz + llo(t,n, wi)ll cywm b < COw.
tel0,T,n€CT B, N

(A2) There exist constants {Cn,Cr,n > 0:n, N > 1} and a sequence of progressively measurable maps
B, : [0, T xHxQ—H, n>1

such that
sup (1B, 2)lls + || Bu(t,2)|s) < Cn, n,N >1,

te[0,T],||lzllm<N

sup {an ()l + Loy

te[0,T] |z luVllyllu<N

[ Bn(t, #) = Bn(t, y)llu
=yl

}SC’I’L,Ny n7N21



Moreover, for any bounded sequence {£"},>1 in €1y with || — |78 — 0 as n — oo, we have

im [ | o(Ba(t,£"() — B(t,£()), n)g-

n—oo [q

dt =0, n e Ho.

(A3) There exist V € ¥ and constants K1, K2 > 0 such that for any p € Pru, t € [0,T],§ € €ru and
n>1,
Vl(”&(t)”%ﬂ) {2<Bn(t7§(t)) + b(t7£t7 Mt)7€(t)>H + Ha(t7€t7ut)”%2(ﬂl;]ﬁl)}

" 2 * 2 {Vl(”é(t)Hz)”o—(t?&v:U‘t)*é-(t)”U}z
£ 2V (DR (t, o) €D < Ko — Ko Lilnts .

(A4) There exists a sequence of continuous linear operators {Tn}nz1 from B to H with
(1.9) I Tzl <z, lim |Toz —als =0, €,

such that for any N > 1, there exists a constant C'nx > 0 such that

(1.10) sup  [TnB(t, z), Thx)u| < Cn.

lzllg<N,n>1

(As) There exist constants K,e > 0 and an increasing map C. : N — (0, 00) such that for any N > 1,
{7 n € (g’IEU,H,N and w, v € '@%U,]Hh

(B(t,£(t)) — B(t,n(t)),£(t) = n(1))s < On[IE(E) — n()]E,
Hb(t7€757 :u‘t) - b(tv Nt, Vt)”]E + ||0(t7€t7 :u‘t) - 0(t7 Nt, Vt)”Cz(U;]B)

<Cn {II& —nellre + Waz n (e, ve) + Ke "N (1A Wap (1, Vt))} , tel0,T].

Theorem 1.1. Let Xo € L*(Q — H, %, P).
(i) Assume (A1)~(Asz). Then (1.2) has a weak solution (X1, Wr) such that L5y = Lxop and

(1.11) E [V(HXTH%,H)] <2K0\T+1+ % (K1T+E[V(|\X(0)H§ﬂ)l) < oo0.

(ii) If (A4) holds, then the weak solution is continuous in H.
(iii) If (As) holds, then (1.2) has a unique solution with initial value Xo.
Now we give some remarks regarding the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Assumption (A).

Remark 1.1. Except for the difficulties (a), (b) and (c), we will be confronted with one additional
technical obstacle. Indeed, we notice that the singular term B is in general not monotone in the sense of
[34] (see also [35]). Therefore, even coming back to the distribution-path independent case, the Galerkin
approximation under a Gelfand triple developed for quasi-linear SPDEs does not work for the present
model. To overcome this obstacle, we will take a different regularization argument. The proof of Theorem
1.1 includes two main steps:

Step 1: regular case We first establish the solvability of the regular case, i.e., B = 0 (see Proposition
2.1). In this step, we need (A1) as (A1) describes the local Lipschitz continuity of the regular
coefficients b(t, &, 1) and o(t,&, ) in (&, u) under the metric induced by || - ||z and W2 5. Recalling
the difficulty (a) mentioned before, we restrict our attention to the non-explosive case. Hence we
need the assumption (As) which is a Lyapunov type condition ensuring the global existence of
the solution. Furthermore, (As) means that the dependence on the distribution of the coefficients
is asymptotically determined by the distribution of local paths, and it will be used to prove the
pathwise uniqueness. Actually, (As) is proposed to overcome the difficulty (b).

Step 2: singular case Then we will propose a regularization argument to establish existence and
uniqueness to (1.2). Therefore in (A2) we assume that the singular term B € B can be approximated
by a regular term B,, € H with certain nice properties. The result in Step 1 guarantees that the ap-
proximation problem (see (3.1), where B in (1.2) is replaced by B) can be uniquely solved on [0, 7]



1.2

for any given 7" > 0 and we refer to Proposition 2.1. Then we use the martingale approach to pass
limit to the original problem (1.2), where we need the continuity of the coefficient in g under the
weak topology (see (A1)). Precisely speaking, by Prokhorov’s theorem and Skorokhod’s theorem,
we can get almost sure convergence of the approximation solutions relative to a new probability
space. Then by the martingale representation theorem, we can identify the limit of the stochastic
integral. Finally we establish the uniqueness, which together with the Yamada-Watanabe type
result gives the existence and uniqueness of a pathwise solution. Finally, as mentioned before, the
It6 formula can not be applied to to || X (¢)||3 directly (see difficulty (c)). Hence it is not obvious
to obtain the time continuity of the solution in H. And we need to mollify the equation first by
using some mollifiers. Hence (A4) provides certain properties of such mollifiers.

Distribution-path dependent stochastic transport type equations

Let d > 1 and T¢ = (R/27Z)? be the d-dimensional torus. Let A be the Laplacian operator on T¢, and
let i denote the imaginary unit. Then {e‘<k">}kezd consists of an eigenbasis of the Laplacian A in the
complex L?-space of the normalized volume measure p(dz) := (27)~%dz on T%:

Ae®) = _|k2e%) | ke Z

For a function f € L?(u), its Fourier transform is given by

f) = 20w = nré @) = [ 1@ an, yer,

It is well known that

(1.12) 1£7200 = D 1F(R)IP, £ € LP(w),
kezd
and
(1.13) > Gk —m)f(m) = Fg(k), keZ’ fge L' ().
mezZd

By the spectral representation, for any s > 0, we have

Then

D fi=(T—A)3f=">" (1+[k)3f(k)e™?, kezt,
kezd

FEDD®) =1 fFeL* () |D° iz = > A+ IF(R)* < oo
kezd

H® :{f:(fh7fd)fle~@(DS)71§7‘§d}

is a separable Hilbert space with inner product

d

(frg)me =D (D°fi, D°gi oy = 9 (1+ [K*)*(F(k), §(K))ga.

i=1 kezd

Now, we recall the stochastic transport SPDE (1.3) on H*:

(1.14) AX (1) = {—(X () - V)X () + b(t, X¢, Lx,)} dt + o(t, Xe, Lx, ) AW (1), € [0,T],

where W (t) is the cylindrical Brownian motion on U := L*(T¢ — R?), and

b:[0,T) X Crigs X Prgs xQ—H®, 0:[0,T] X Cr.gs X Prgs x Q— Lao(U; H?)

are measurable.
To apply Theorem 1.1, we make the following assumptions on b and o.



Assumptions (B). Let d> 1,V e ¥, s> g +2,8 =s—1and T > 0 be arbitrary. We assume that
the following conditions hold for H= H® and B = H s

(B1) Conditions in (A1) hold.

(B2) There exist constants K1, K2 > 0 such that for any p € Pru, t €0,7],£ € €rm and n > 1,

V/(IE@N1E) {2K0lIE@ 1 1E@)IE + 2(b(t, €, p10), £y + o (t, b, o)z wian }

(V' UEDID o (t, &, pe)"EBlw}*

+ 2V (IRt € )" EWIE < K1 — Ko Ry

(B3) There exist constants K,e > 0 and an increasing map C. : N — (0,00) such that for any N > 1,
5777 S (gﬁH,N and v S gz’}v,]ﬁlv

Hb(t7€t7 /J/t) - b(t7 Mty Vt)”]B + ”U(t7€t7 /J’t) - U(tﬂ% Vt)'lﬁz(U%B)
<Cn {||€t —nellre + Wap n (s, 1) + Ke "N (LA Wap(u, Vt))} , te[0,T].

Then we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Assume s > %+ 2, (B1) and (Bz). For any Xo € L*(Q2 — H*, %,P), (1.3) has a weak
solution (th WT) such that g)’((o)\@ = ZLx,ps X is continuous in H® and

(1.15) E[V(IRrlno)] <2607 +1+ 2 (KaT + BV 0))])

If, moreover, (Bs) holds, then (1.3) has a unique solution.
Below we give some remarks concerning Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.2. We first notice that (1.3) does not contain the viscous term AX(¢), which provides
additional regularization effect to make the problem of existence easier, see [8, Chapter 5]. Besides the
existence and uniqueness, it is interesting to clarify the effect of noise on the properties of solutions. We
notice that existing results on the regularization effects by noises for transport type equations are mainly
for linear equations or for linear growing noises, see for instance [12, 13, 15, 27, 32, 33] for linear transport
equations, and [16, 20, 38, 39] for linear noise. For nonlinear equations with nonlinear noise, there are
examples with positive answers showing that noises can be used to regularize singularities caused by
nonlinearity. For example, for the stochastic 2D Euler equations, coalescence of vortices may disappear
[16]. But there are also counterexamples such as the fact that noise does not prevent shock formation in
the Burgers equation, see [14]. Therefore, for nonlinear SPDEs, what kind of nonlinear noise can prevent
blow-up is a question worthwhile to study. In the current work, the main idea is to use the stochastic
part of the equation to avoid any blow-up phenomena that could arise under the presence of the singular
drift. Hence we use the Lyapunov type condition (B2) to measure how strong the noise term needs
to be (see also [26, Theorem I11.4.1] for the finite dimensional case and [3] for the stochastic nonlinear
beam equations). In this way, the noise effect given by the large enough noise is macroscopic and it is
different from many previous works, where small noise can also bring regularization effect, see for example
[15, 16]. Besides, the noise structure in [15, 16] are transport noise in the Stratonovich sense. A priori,
it is not clear how to interpret the equation (1.3). In the current work, our main interest are mainly
mathematical and we believe that searching for nonlinear noise such that blow-up can be prevented is
important because it helps us understand the regularizing mechanisms of noise. This in turn brings us
one further step to find the really correct and physical noise which provides such regularization.

Remark 1.3. We remark here that there is a gap between the index s > % + 2 in Theorem 1.2 and the
critical value s > g + 1 such that H® — W'*. Formally speaking, on one hand, because the transport
term (u - V)u loses one order of regularity, we have to consider uniqueness in H ' with s’ <s-—1,ie.,
we ask B = H* in (Bs). One the other hand, since {((u - V)u,u)rrs < csullyi.00 ||u|7= for smooth wu,
to verify (B2), we have to pick s’ < s — 1 such that B = H*' < WH. Therefore we have to require

s—1> % + 1. However, if we only consider local solutions in H® without assuming (Bz) (as is explained
before, in this case the distribution has to be modified), then s > % + 1 will be enough.

To conclude this section, we present below two examples to illustrate Theorem 1.2.



Example 1.1. Let s,s" = s — 1 be in assumption (B) and take U = H®. Let u(F) = [ Fdu for
F € L*(p), and take

b(t, & 1) = h(t €l o, n(F))E(), o (t,& 1) = B+ €l gro ) (€(#), ) rre o + 0t [[€]| o s 1(F5)),
where «, 8 > 0 are constants to be determined, and

(1) =o € H® with ||zo|lzs =1 is a fixed element;

(2) Fy, Fy: %T,HS

(3) h(t,-,-) : R x R™ — R is locally Lipschtiz continuous uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7] such that

; — R™ are bounded and Lipschtiz continuous for some m > 1;

sup |h(t,z,2)| < c(1+7°%), r>0
(t,z)€[0,T]xR™,|x|<r

holds for some constant ¢ > 0;
(4) oo(t,-,+) : RxR™ — Lo(H?®; H?) is bounded and locally Lipschtiz continuous uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7.

If o > 1 and B is large enough, then for any probability measure 4o on H* with po(]| - ||%:) < oo, (1.2)
has a weak solution (X7, Wr) with "(ff( (©0)p = Mo, which is continuous in H® and satisfies

B [ log(1 + | Xrllf )] < oo,

In particular, if m = 1 and Fy(§) = Fo(§) = ||¢|l; g A R for some constant R > 0, then for any
X(0) € L*(Q — H*, %0,P), (1.2) has a unique solution, which is continuous in H* and satisfies

E [log(l + HXT||2T,HS)] < 0.

Proof of Example 1.1. Let a > %7 and take V(r) = log(1 4+ r) € #. By Theorem 1.2, we only need to
verify conditions (A1), (B2) withH=U = H*, B = HS/7 Ho = H*™! and large enough 3 > 0, and finally
prove (Bs) with m =1 and F}(§) = Fo(§) = ||€||7,m5 A R.

To begin with, it is easy to see that the weak convergence in &1 3 is equivalent to that in the metric

Wis(uv) = inf / (1A € — nllrs)m(dé, dn).
€T .BXECT,B

TEE (1,v)

Then (1)-(4) and H — B imply that for any N > 1 there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for all
n€H,

||b(t7£7 ,LL) - b(tﬂh V)HH + ||0—(t7£7 ,LL) - 0(t7 m, V)”Cz(H;H) < Cn (||€ - 77||T,H + Wl,]B(:U‘v V)) .
Therefore, (A1) holds.
Next, let C' = sup(; . .)e[0,7]x 0,00 xrm |00 (t, 7, z)|\2£2(H;H). We have
V/(IE@NE) {2KollE@ e IE @I + 2(b(t, &b, 1), €1 + o (¢, &6, )| 2y i }

_ 260l + B2 (1 + [l ) + 5C
< OB
T>}

I3
2V (OBl (t, €, ) €@)]3 < — D= {ﬁu T leliss)? - 40}

2
{cla el + 22 e

4

T 1+ [IE@IE
for some constant C; > 0, and on the other hand,
I+ E®IF2 | 4
(V' UIEDNENlo(t, & p) eI}~ IEWD i
L+ V(IE@) IR — 1+ €D IR)?

Therefore, when 8 > 21/C1, (B2) holds for some constants K1, K2 > 0.

{B°(1 + llge7,8)* +2C} -



Finally, let m =1, F,(§) = F5(€) = ||€||7,2 A R. It suffices to verify (Bs) for N > R. In this case, by
the formulation of b, 0 and conditions (1)-(4), for any N > R, there exists a constant C'y > 0 such that

Hb(t7€7u) - b(t7 , V)”]B + HO’(@&/L) - U(t7777 V)”LQ(H;]B)

1.16
(1.16) < On (16 = nllzs + lae(l - Il A R) — vl - 5 A R))) -

Denote
1€ —nllry = sup [€(t) — n(t)][e-

tE[O,T/\Tf\]/\T]"\]]]

When N > R we have

<& = mellre = 1€ = nll=y if TN ATR > 8
=R—|nellrs AR <€ =nllry, ifry <t 7>t
l€ellme A R —I&elle A R M d Ny

=R—|&llrp AR <|IE = nllry, if 7y >t75 <t
:0§|‘§_77H7'N7 ifTIEIVTJQTSt'

Consequently,

e[l l7e A R) = vie(ll - lop AR)| < inf / € = nllrydm < Wo g N (pt,v2),
T€C (ht,ve) J@p gxEr
so that (1.16) implies (B3) for K = 0. d

Example 1.2. Now we consider a family of stochastic models which are more physical relevant. Let
s,s’ be in assumption (B) with d = 1 and take U = H®. We focus on the following PDE

(1.17) Oru + udgu + (1 — 82,)7181 (aou +au’ + az(&cu)2 +azu® + a4u4) =0,

where a; (i = 0,1,2,3,4) are some constants. Before we consider their stochastic versions, we briefly
recall some background of (1.17). Due to the abundance of literature on (1.17), here we only mention a

few related results. If a1 =1, as = % and ap = az = a4 = 0, (1.17) becomes the Camassa—Holm equation

(1.18) O+ udpu + (1 — 82,) 0y <u2 + %(azuf) =0.

Equation (1.18) models the unidirectional propagation of shallow water waves over a flat bottom and it
appeared initially in the context of hereditary symmetries studied by Fuchssteiner and Fokas [17] as a bi-
Hamiltonian generalization of KdV equation. Later, Camassa and Holm [4] derived it by approximating
directly in the Hamiltonian for Euler equations in the shallow water regime. It is well known that (1.18)

exhibits both phenomena of (peaked) soliton interaction and wave-breaking. When a1 = %, az = S%b
with b € R and ap = a3 = a4 = 0, (1.17) reduces to the so-called b-family equations, cf. [18, 7],
2 \—1 b, 3-0b 2
(1.19) O+ udpu + (1 — 04z) O FU + T(&cu) =0.
When ap € R, a1 =1, a2 = % and az = a4 = 0, (1.17) is a dispersive evolution equation derived

by Dullin et al. in [11] as a model governing planar solutions to Euler’s equations in the shallow—water
regime. Finally, when a; (i = 0,1,2,3,4) are suitably chosen, (1.17) becomes the recently derived
rotation-Camassa—Holm equation describing the motion of the fluid with the Coriolis effect from the
incompressible shallow water in the equatorial region, cf. [21, equation (4.9)]. In this case, as # 0 and
as # 0 so that the equation has a cubic and quartic nonlinearities.

For this family of PDEs, if distribution-path dependent noise is involved, which can be explained as
the weakly random dissipation, cf. [39], we consider
(1.20)

du(t) + [udzu+ (1 — 02,) "0 (aou + ar1u’ 4 a2(dzu)’ + azu® + a4u4)] (t)dt = o(t, us, L, ) AW (t),

where
o(tu, ) = BA+ ([ullp g ) (@), Yas v+ oot ull o, 1(Fs)),



and v € H® is a fixed element such that ||v|]|zs = 1 and oo satisfies condition (4) with m = 1 as in
Example 1.1. Let

F(u)=(1- 8,%%)71896 (aou +au?+ az(&cu)2 +azu® + a4u4) .
It is easy to show that there is a constant C' > 0 such that
IF(@)llzzs < C (Jaol + (lax| + laz])l|ullw.0e + las|[lullfyr.0c + laslulliyr.ee) ullms,
and
IF(w) = F()ll or < C [laol + (la] + Jaz])Ls(u, v) + las| I3 (w, 0) + aa| I (u, )] lu = o]| s+

with Is(u,v) = |lul|ms + ||v||ms. Since H < Whee, F(-) satisfies the the estimates for drift part as in
(B1) and (B3). Going along the lines as in the proof of Example 1.1 with minor modification, we can
see that if > 1 is large enough and

>3/2, if as #0, ao,a1,a2,a3 € R (with Coriolis effect),
ad >1, if as =0, a3 #0, ao,a1,a2 € R,
>1/2, ifag=as=0, a1 #0, az #0, ao € R (without Coriolis effect),

then for any u(0) € L*(Q — H*, %o, P), (1.20) has a unique solution with continuous path in H*® and
E [log(l + HUT||2T,H5)] < 00.

Therefore, in contrast to the deterministic case where wave-breaking phenomenon may occur in finite
time, see [5, 6, 41], the blow-up is prevented when the growth of the noise coefficient in (1.20) is faster
enough.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we consider the regular case where
B = 0. Then we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 in Section 3 and Section 4 respectively.

2 Regular case: B=0
We consider the following distribution-path dependent SPDE:
(2.1) dX(t) = b(t, X¢, Lx,)dt + o(t, X, Lx, ) AW (), X(0) = Xo, te€[0,T].

Recall that

1

2
Wos(u,v) = inf ( / Hs—nu%,m(dadm) e P
€, X EW

meE (ur) X Crn

Then assumption (A) for B = 0 implies the following assumption (C):

Assumptions (C). With the same notation as in (1.8), we assume the following, for some Hilbert space
B with dense and compact embedding H «—<— B:

(C1) For any N > 1, there exists a constant Cx > 0 such that for any &, n € ¢ru n and p,v € '@T‘F/,Hv
we have that P-a.s. for ¢ € (0,77,

Hb(t7€t7ut)”H + |‘U(t7ft7/lt)”£2([[};]}ﬂ) <Cn,

6(t, &, pie) — b(t, e, ve) i + lo (L, &, pie) — o (L mes ve) |l ooy < ON {1€e — nellrm + Wa (e, ve) } -

(C2) There exists a dense subset Hy C H such that for any bounded sequence {(£", u")}n>1 C Grm X
Py with [|€" — €||rm — 0 and p™ — p weakly in P15 as n — oo, we have

tim {[(b(t, €, ui') = b(t, &, ), mm + [{o(t, 6", ') — (£, )} llu} = 0, 0 € Ho.

n— o0

10



(C3) There exist constants K1, K2 > 0 such that for any u € Pru, t € [0,7] and £ € 6r,u,

V/(IE@NE) {20002, &, p1e), €@ + o (t, e, i 2y o }

V' UEDIE) o (2, €, p1e)"E(E) I}
1+ V(llE@®)1E) '

(C4) There exist constants K,e > 0, an increasing map C. : N — (0, c0),such that for any &, € €ru,n

+ 2V (€@ [E)lo(t, &e, ) €D < Ky — K

Hb(t7€t7 /J/t) - b(t7 Mty Vt)”]B + ||O-(t7€t7 Mt — U(t777t7 Vt)Hllz(U%B)
<Cn {||€t —nelle + Wz n (e, 1) + Ke "N (LA Wa s (i, Vt))} , te[0,T].

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 2.1. Assume (C1)—(C3). For any T > 0 and Xo € L*(Q — H, %o, P), (2.1) has a solution
X € C([0,T);H) and satisfies

(2.2) E [V(|X7|7m)] < 2K1T +1+ % (KrT +E [V (|| Xol1#)]) < oo

Moreover, if (C4) holds, then the solution is unique.

To prove this result, we first consider the global monotone situation, and then extend to the local
case.

Lemma 2.2. Let b(t,&, 1) and o(t, &, u) be continuous in (&, u) € Cru X Pru. If there exists a positive
random variable v with E[y] < oo and a constant K > 0, such that for any €rm-valued random variables
& and n with £(0) = n(0), we have P-a.s.

2b(t, &, pue), E())e + llo(t, €, )|z oy < K {7+ 1€ellTm + pelll - 7m) }
(2'3) 2<b(t7§tvut) - b(t777t7 Vt)7€(t) - n(t»H <K {Hgt - 77t| %,H + WQ,H(M“ Vt)z} )

||0(t7 ftmu‘t) - U(tﬂlu Vt)H2£2(U;H) < K {H& - 7775| g",]HI + WS,H(:U‘M Vt)z} , te [07 T]7 JIRZAS '@Tu"},]}ﬂ

Then for any Xo € L*(Q — H, %o, P), (2.1) has a unique solution which is continuous in H.

Proof. By (2.3), the uniqueness follows from It6’s formula and Gronwall’s inequality. Below we only
prove the existence by using the procedure as in [40].

Let X°(t) = X, and H,EO) = Zxo. If for some n > 1 we have a continuous adapted process X@=D(p)
on H with E[| X" V|12 4] < o0, let X ™ (£) solve the SDE

(2.4) dX ™ (1) = b(s, X, u"")ds + o (s, X, ) aw (s), XM (0) = Xo, t € [0, 7).

By (2.3) and induction, we can construct a sequence of continuous adapted processes {Xt(Fn)}nzl on
¢ru with sup,,~, IE[||X¢(F”) [|75) < co. Below we prove that {X;")}nzl is a Cauchy sequence in L?(Q —
%rm;P), and hence has a limit X7 in this space as n — oo, so that due to (2.3) and the continuity of
b(t,&, p) and o (¢, &, p) in (€, 1), we may let n — oo in (2.4) for ¢ € [0, T] to conclude that X1 is a solution
of (2.1).

By (2.3) and Itd’s formula, for Z™ (t) := X ™ (¢) — X~V (1),

t
1271 < & [ {12015+ EI1Z0 N} ds + M0
0

where ,
M) =2 [ (Z27(6) o6, X i) = (s X000 ()
0

Then for A > 0,

t
e VENZ" 7 < Ko™ / {EIZ 1 + EIZE D I | ds + e VE ( sup M(s>)
0

0<s<t

(2.5)
= IVt +1P(), tel0,T).

11



We observe that

t
M) :K/ e M LB 20 s + e VEINZ ) s | ds
(2.6) 0
K —As n K —As n—
<= sup (e MENZI ) + 5 sup (e MEIZS Y ) -
A 0<s<t A 0<s<t

By BDG’s inequality, for some constants ci,c2 > 0, we have

1
t 2
I2(t) < cre”™E ( / 127 () {1287 10 + BN 2 ds)
0

1
t 3
< e (E||ZE”>||2T,H / {1251 +E||z§”*1>n%,ﬂ}ds)
(2.7) 0

IN

1 — n ¢ — —S8 —AS n —AS n—

3¢ VEIZ it [ e (T BN+ e VBN ZE ) ) ds
0

2 C2

TH T h\ {

Substituting (2.6) and (2.7) into (2.5) yields that for ¢ € [0, 77,

IN

e VE| 2|

(M EIZ ) + sup (7 EIZ ) |
0<s<t

sup
0<s<t

2(K + ¢2) sup (ef,\sEnzgn)H%H) n 2(K + ¢2) sup (e’kSIEHZS("*lH

—\t (n) 12
e "E|Z <
1Z:" 7m < B\ 0<s<t A 0<s<t

i )
TH ) >
which implies

sup (e E||Z{")|

0<s<T

2(K —As n —As n—
ha) < 2L (s (BIZO ) + s (BN ) ).
0<s<T 0<s<T

Taking A = 6(K + c2), we arrive at

sup (ef’\SIEHZS("”
0<s<T

2 K + C —As n—
%ﬂ) < ( 2) sup (e A IEHZS( 1)||2T’H) =

—As (n—1)2
T up (e ME||Z! )
S e o wp (e E| 13

L
2 g<s<T

Hence, for any n > 2 we have

sup (e VB2 ) <

—As (1)
su e “E|Z
0<s< - 2nt ogng( 12571

2
TH ) -

Therefore, {Xr}n)}nzl is a Cauchy sequence as desired. |

Lemma 2.3. Assume (C1)~(C3). For any T > 0, X(0) € L*(Q — H, %0,P), and any p € Py.y, the
SPDE
dXH(t) = b(t, X{', pe)dt + o(t, XL, pe)dW(t), X"(0) = Xo

has a unique solution Xk satisfying
64
(2.8) E V(I XE7m)] < 2K:1T + 1+ e (BT +E[V (| Xolli)]) -

Proof. By (Ch), we see that this equation has a unique solution up to the life time 7. Now we prove that
7> T (i.e. the solution is non-explosive) and (2.8). To this end, with the convention inf () = co we set

T = inf{t > 0: | X*)||& >n}, n>1,
_ VX Ol ¢ XE 1) X (#)]lo}?

o T VXA 0R) el
By (C3) and Itd’s formula, we obtain
(2.9) AV (X" (O)N1E) < (K1 — K2H ()} + 2V (|X" (0)[7) (X" (), 0 (8, X, pe)dW (1))

12



This gives rise to

(2.10) E[V (|| X*(T A 72)|2)] + K2E /OTW H(t)dt < KiT +E[V(|Xo|2)] = C, n>1.

Then
V(n)P(r, < T) <EV(IX*(T A7) < C, n>1,

so that by 7 > 7, we obtain P(r < T) < &~ — 0 as n — co. Thus, P(r > T)) = 1. Moreover, by (2.9)

n)

and BDG inequality, we obtain that for all n > 1,

-

2

TATh,
E [V(IXfrr, I7m)] < KuT + 8E / VX" @)1}l (¢, Xt“,ut)X“(t)H%dt)
0

1

re) | o )’

7))| +32E /OT H(t)dt.

1+ V(| X5

/\Tn]|

< KT+ %E[ 1+ V(X

TATR]

Combining this with (2.10), we arrive at

(2.11) E [V(HX;AT ]H%,H)] <2k T+1+ 64K£ =5, n>1
" 2
As C does not depend on n, letting n — oo and noting (2.10) give rise to (2.8). a

Proof of Proposition 2.1. The estimate (2.2) is implied by Lemma 2.3 with pu: = Zx, once existence has
been established. So, it remains to prove the existence and uniqueness.

(a) Existence. To construct a solution using Lemma 2.2, we make a localized approximation of b
and ¢ as follows. For 75 in (1.6), let

G (E)(t) == EXATE), €€ Cru, n>1, tel0,T)],
and define
bn(t7£7u) = b(t7¢7l(§)7uo¢’;l)7 O-n(t7€7/1/) = U(t7¢7l(€)7uo¢;l)7 § S (KT,]HM tG [07 T]7 /1/ S r@T,H«

By (C1), we see that for each n > 1, b" and o" satisfy (2.3) for v = 1 and some constant K depending
on n. Therefore, by Lemma 2.2, the equation

¢ ¢

(2.12) X"(t) = X(0) +/ b" (s, X, Lxn)ds +/ 0" (s, X, Lxn)dW(s), tel0,T]
0 0

has a unique solution. By the definition of ¢,,, we have

(2.13) = inf{t > 0 XTG> n) =m0t a(XD) = Xin, s€[0,T],n> 1.

Moreover, for any measurable set A C €7 m, we have

{(Zxr)odn ' HA) =P(X] € ¢, (A)) = P(¢n(X]) € A) = 2y, (xn)(A) = Lxn . (A),

n
sATT

so that (2.12) reduces to
t t

Q1) X0 =XO)+ [ WX g s+ [ o5, X L, )W), 1€ 0.T)
0 0

So, by (C3) and applying It6’s formula to V(|| X™(t)||Z) up to time T A 7", as in (2.11), we derive

(2.15) E V([ X7 Az,

Tw)] <6 n>1
Consequently, the stopping times

ho=inf{t >0: | X[ |7a >N}, n>N>1
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satisfy
. ¢ < — > > 1.
(2.16) IP’(TN<T)_V(N), n>N2>1

Next, by (C1) and (2.12), we find a constant C'y > 0 such that for any n > N,

(2.17) E sup |X”(tATJ'\Lf)—Xn(s/\T]'\L7)|H:| §CN€%, 0<s<t<T,ee(0,T).
_s,tE[O,T],\tfs\Ss

Indeed, for any [ > 1, by (C1), (2.12) and BDG inequality, there exists a constant Cnx; > 0 such that

E sup I X"(EATR) = X" (s ATR)|IE
_tE[s,(ere)/\T]

< CN,l5l7 n>N,se[0,T —¢].

Let k € N such that ke € [T,T 4 ¢). We find some constant ¢(I) > 0 such that

E[ oSup IX"(t/\Tz’@)—X"(S/\T}@)Iﬁl}
s,te

0,T],|t—s|<e

k
<c()> E [ [ sup X" (tATR) — X" ({(i—Dey ATR)IE| < Ona(T +e)e™", n>N.
i=1

te[(i—1)e, (ie)AT]

Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

IE[ sup ||X”(t/\717\’;)—X"(s/\Tﬁ;)|H:| <{Cnu(T+e)}2m ez 2, n>N.

s,te[0,7],]¢—s|<e

Taking [ > 1 such that £ — & > 1, we obtain (2.17). Particularly, (2.17) holds true for n = N. In this

case, Ty = T, = 7'". Due to this and (2.15), and noting that embedding H — B is compact, we deduce
from the Arzeld-Ascoli type theorem for measures that {u" := "(fX%Mn tn>1 is tight in P . By the
Prokhorov theorem, for some subsequence {nk}kz1 we have p"* — 1 weakly in Zr g as k — oo. Notice

that ¢n (&) =& for £ € €rm,» and define

lef,'j =T A ij.
Then we find
n] _ nJ . .
d)ni (Xt/\r])f]‘l) - Xt/\_r]l:;lv 2W) S {kv l}v
and

lim lim p"* o d);ll = p weakly in Prp.
k— o0 l—00

From the above two properties, (2.15) and (C4),we find a family of constants {e; : k,l > 1} with
€k, — 0 as k,l — oo such that

Hb (t, X:A’“T],cv,uuﬁ’“) —b (t, X:Alﬁkv,“u?? ;

o (e i) b (0 it o5

k.l
/\TN

(2.18) H

+ Hb (t, X ¢;ﬁ> —b (t, X o ¢;ll>

SCNHX’Wc 2 X™ k.l
s/\‘rN s/\‘rN

H

HT,H +Cnegg, 12k >N.

Similarly, we also have

+Cneki, 1> k> N.

(2.29) [lo(t, X% oo ™) o (8 X7 [

n n n
ATt He l)Hﬁz(U;H) < CNHXs/)\CT]]f,’l _Xs/l\n]fz’l
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By (2.18), (2.19), (C1), and applying BDG inequality, we find a constant Cx > 0 such that

T
E ||| x"* —X”’Tk,szTH] < C?v/ E {HX"A’“ ol — XM kle;H] ds + Cxei, T, t€[0,T], 1 >k> N.
N » 0 s TN N »

k,l
t/\‘rN tA SAT

Applying Gronwall’s inequality with noting that €,,; — 0 as k,l — oo, we derive

. 2 . 2
(2.20) lim sup E ||| X", — X" | < C% lim sup £i,Te~T = .
k—oo > ATy Taryt HTHE k—oo >}

Then we infer from (2.16) that for any ¢ > 0,

P (X" = X7

TH > €)

<P < D)+ < D)+ B (I 00— X

N T/\T]If]’l |

TH > 6>
26 ng n;
ST]V) +P ”XT/\TJ)%‘Z — XT/\TJ)%‘Z ||T’H > € 5 l Z k 2 N
Combining this with (2.20), we obtain

26
V(N)’

lim sup P (|| X7* — X7 lowm > ¢€) < N>1,e>0.
k

k—o0 >

Letting N — oo, we conclude that X;* converges in probability to some €7 z-valued random variable
Xr. Since for each n > 1, X7 is adapted, so is X7. Therefore, up to a subsequence {fi;}r>1, we have
P-a.s. )
. A
Jim (| X" = X7

7 = 0.

In particular, .ffXﬁk — Lxp weakly in Pry, and
T
TN = inf{supHXﬁ"(t)HH > N} T oo as N 1 oo.
k>1

Since //_”“ — p weakly in Prp O Pru, as is proved above, we have Lx, = p. Combining this with
(C1), (Cs2) and (2.15), we may let k — oo in (2.12) for n = ny to conclude that Xr satisfies

(X(E A T ) ) = (X(0), s + / ™ (b5, Ko 1), mnds + / ™ 05, X ) AW (s), )

for any t € [0, 7], N > 1 and n € Hp. Since Hy is dense in H and 7y 1 oo as N 1 oo, this implies that Xz
solves (2.1).

(b) Uniqueness. If Cy is bounded, by letting N — oo in (C4) we find a global Lipschitz condition
on the coefficients which, as is well known, implies the pathwise uniqueness. So, below we assume
Cn — 00 as N — oo.

(b1) We first prove the pathwise uniqueness up to a time to € (0,7]. Let X7 and Y7 be two solutions
with X (0) =Y (0). Let

(2.21) T =T ATy =inf{t >0: | XO)|aVI[Y®)|z>n}, n>1

Then Z1+ = X7 — Y7 satisfies
tATh
2enm) = [ 00X 2x) — bt Ve 2
0

tATH
+ / (0(t, X0 Zx,) — 0(t,Ye, L)) AW (1)
0

15



By It6’s formula and BDG’s inequality, there exist constants ci,c2 > 0 such that

TnA\S
E||Zronsl75 SqE/ 16(t, Xe, L) — b(t, Ve, Ly, ||s 1|1 Z (1) |lsdt
0

—

2

ok ([T lot X020 - oY B0 am 12 0]l )
(2.22) +aE /OT"AS (o (t, Xe, Lx,) — ok, Yoo L) |2, )
<SENZesnollhn + coF /Ows Ib(t, Xe, Zx,) — b(t, Vi, )|t
+CQE/OT"AS 10t X, Zx,) — 0t Yo Lo DIy my dts 5 € [0,7)

Since 7 := L x,,v,) € €(Lx,,ZLy,) and by the definition of Wy, in (1.7), we have

(2.23)  Wapn(ZLx,, L) < / Tam(dé,dn) = E|Xrat — Yeonel 7 8-

%T,]EXfT,]B Hgt/\ﬁ,%/\'rﬁ - nt/\T.,E/\'rﬁl

So, by (Cy4), we have
Tn/A\S
B[ 1000 X ) — 60 Vi B + (08 X5 Z) = (8 i B )2, o b
0
Tn/A\S
< CnE/ [”Xt ~Yi|7m + Wane(Lx,, ) + Coefcne] dt
(2.24) N
<O [ [E1Znunslfhs + Wapn (L0, 230" + oo™
0
=20 / E|| Zr,, nsl|Fpdt + CnCoe™ ¢,
0
which together with (2.22) yields

(2.25) E [|Zrrsl72] < CCn/ {EHZmAt|\J2B + Coefsc"}dt7 n>1
0

for some constant C' > 0. Applying Fatou’s lemma and Gronwall’s inequality, we derive

E||Zs|[35 < liminf E [||Zr, rs]35] < sCColiminf Cpe= "7 =0, T > s € (0,¢/C).
n—oo n—o0

This implies the pathwise uniqueness up to time to := {¢/C} A T.
(b2) If to = T, then the proof is finished. Otherwise, since Z;, = 0, (2.25) implies

E [ ZrnslTg] < ccn/ E||Zr nt||3dE + sCoe =™, n > 1, s € [to, T].
to

Using Fatou’s lemma and Gronwall’s inequality as before, we arrive at

E||Zs|[75 < liminf E [||Z,, rs]/55] < sCColiminf Cpe” “nE7CC~100) — 0 T > 5 € (to, to +£/O).
n—r oo n— oo

Thus, the uniqueness holds up to time (2¢o) A T. Repeating the procedure for finite many times, we
prove the uniqueness up to time 7'. O

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of (1) in Theorem 1.1. For each n > 1, let

b (t, &, 1) = Bu(t, (1) + b(t, &6, pe), (8,6, 1) € [0, T] X G X Pr.
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Obviously, (A1)—(As) imply (C1)—(C3) for (bn, o) replacing (b, o). Thus, by Proposition 2.1, there exists
a continuous adapted process X" (¢) on H such that

X™(t) :X(0)+/0 {Bn(s,X"(s)) 4+ b(s, X', Lxn)} ds

(3.1) t
+ [ ol X2 Ze)aw (), te0.T)
0
and
n 64
(3:2) B [V(IXF 0] <6:= 2637+ 1+ 5 (KT + EIV(IXOIR)), n> 1

Consequently, the stopping times
o= 1inf{t >0 | X7 |7e > N}, n,N>1

satisfy

d n, N > 1.

(3.3) P(ry <T) < m7 >

Next, similarly to (2.17), by (A1), the first inequality in (As2), (3.1) and noting that || - ||z < ¢|| - ||u for
some constant ¢ > 0, we find a constant Cn > 0 such that

(3.4) E[ sup [ XT(UATR) — X" (sATR)|e| < Cned, 0<s<t<T, c€(0,T).

s,t€[0,T],|t—s|<e

Now, combining (3.4) with (3.3), we arrive at

E [ sup (LA [|X™(s) — X”(t)HB)]

$,t<T,|s—t|<e

<Pty <T)+E

sup (LAIX"(s) = X"(t)llm)}

s t<TATE |s—t|<e

1) 1

< —— + Cne? N>1 0.

_V(N)+ NE®, N, el 7E>
Since V(N) 1 oo as N T 0o, we obtain

07,x(0) 1 }

3.5 E su IAX"(s) — X" (¢ < inf : + Cne3 Oasel 0.
(35) L,KT,E’ BRCNELE <>||B>] <t { e v ovetpLoas <l
Due to this and (3.2), one can use the Arzela-Ascoli theorem for measures to find that {u" := Zxn }n>1
is tight in P75, so is {A" := .7 X%y%z,WT)}nzl, where W is a continuous process on a separable Hilbert

space U such that the embedding U C U is Hilbert-Schmidt, and
t
Y0 = [ ol X2 AW (s), te0.1]
0

is a continuous process on B. By the Prokhorov theorem, there exists a subsequence {nk};g21 such that
p™) = 1 weakly in Pps, and A" — A weakly in the probability space on P (€t x U). Then the

Skorokhod theorem guarantees that there exists a complete filtration probability space (Q {jt}tzmlfj’)

and a sequence ()Z';’“,?;KW;’“) such that A"t = o?ig;kyygk’ﬁ/;k)@ and

(3.6) lim (IX7 = Zrllra + V7% — Yrllrs) =0

holds for some continuous adapted process ()Z'T, ?T) on B. Since the embedding H — B is continuous,
there exist continuous maps m,, : B — H, m > 1 such that

[rmele < llzfls,  lm fmnls =zl =B,
m— o0
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where [|z|a := oo if @ ¢ H. Recalling Lzn 5 = Lyni p, X% — Xp in €rp as k — oo, (3.2) and Fatou’s
T T
lemma, one has

E[V(IXr3a)] < B[ lim V(ImnKrlf)] < liminf & [V(lm.Xr 30

(3.7)
= hmlnfhkmlnfE [ (H?TmX;k”T’H)] <4 < o0.

m— oo

Therefore we can infer from .Zj(;k@ = iﬂX;k\Pv (3.2) and (3.7) that P-a.s.,
(3.8) TN = inf{t20:sup||X”k(t)|\H2N}Tooas N 7 oo.
E>1
Since Y/{f’“ is a continuous local martingale on B with quadratic variational process
~ t ~
0 = [ (070) (s, X5t ) s, te .71
0

We deduce from (3.2), (3.6), (3.8) and (A1) that Y7 is a continuous local martingale on B with quadratic
variational process

(V)(t) = /Ot(a*o) (s,Xs,:sz@) ds, teo,T].

By the martingale representation theorem, there exists a cylindrical Brownian motion W(t) on U under
P such that

(3.9) Y(t):/ota(s7)~(s7$)-(s“§,) AW (s), teo,T).

Moreover, it follows from (3.1) and £ ¢ that P-a.s.,

xpk B = Lxpe wr e
(3.10) X" (1) = X" (0 / { B (5 X7()) b (s, X0 ) s+ Y™ (1), t€(0,7), k> 1.
So, for any N,k > 1,
~ ~ tATN ~ ~
X (8 A 7y) = X (0) + / {Buw (5, X7 (5)) +b (s, X3%, 020 ) h ds + Y™ (A Fr), ¢ € 10,7,
0

Summarizing this, (A1), (A2), (3.2), (3.6) and (3.9), and then letting k& — oo, we derive

(FCrmn) = (KO [T (Bl K 4 (5K Zx ) ) Y

tAFN . ~
(3.11) + </ o (57X57-$)'(5\£F>) dW(5)7n> , n € Ho.
B \J0

B
It is easy to see that (A1), (A2) and (3.7) imply that for some constant Cx > 0,

sup ||lo(s, Xs, L5, 1p) | couin) < Cn,
s€[0,TATN]

which means fOtMN 0(57XS7$XS‘]§,)dV~V(s) is an adapted continuous process on H C B. Similarly, by
(A1), (A2) and (3.7),

(3.12) /MTN{B(&X) +b(s, Ko, Z, ) }ds

is a continuous process on B as well. On account of (3.7) and (3.8), we identify that (X7, Wr) is a weak
solution of (1.2). O
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Proof of (ii) in Theorem 1.1. Now, assume (A4). We aim to prove the continuity of X (¢) in H. Since
X (t) is an adapted continuous process on B, and hence weak continuous in H, it suffices to prove the
continuity of [0,7] 3 t — [|X(t)|lu. By (3.8), we only need to prove the continuity up to time 7y for
each N > 1, where 7y is given in (3.8). If X € H, then B(t,X) € B and (B(t, X), X)u does not make
sense, therefore we can not use the Ité formula to || X || directly. To overcome this difficulty, we consider

| 75 X || firstly, where T, is the operator as in (A4). Applying Ty, to (1.2) with noting (A4), we see that
~ - tAFN ~ B
T X (t A 7r) =To(X(0)) + / T { B, X(r) + b(r, X, L5 5) } dr
0
tAFN _
(3.13) —|—/ Tmo(r, Xe, L 5)dW(r), t€[0,T]
0

is an LP-semimartingale on H for any p € [1, 00).
Combining this with (A1), (A4) and the Itd’s formula, we find a constant C'x > 0 such that

- - . 4
E [(HTmX(t AT = T X (s A 7)) } <COn(t—9)2 [s,] CO,T], t—s<1, m>1.
Since || Tz — ||u — 0 as m — oo holds for = € H and X (t) takes values in H, Fatou’s lemma implies
= o NP o NN 2
B[ (10 Al — 1X6AmIE) | <oxe-9 e i-s<a,

Therefore, Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem ensures the continuity of ¢ — || X (¢t A 7x)||z as desired. [

Proof of (iii) in Theorem 1.1. By (i) in Theorem 1.1, (1.2) has a weak solution. Moreover, for any fixed
€ Pry, it is easy to deduce from (A1), (Az2), (As) and (As) that the distribution independent SPDE

AX* () = {B(t, X" (1) + b(t, XV, p)} dt + o (t, XF', )dWs,  X*(0) = Xo

has a unique solution. So, by a Yamada-Watanabe type principle, see for instance [24, Lemma 3.4] and
[30], it remains to prove the pathwise uniqueness.

As is explained in step (b2) in the proof of Proposition 2.1, we assume that Cn — oo as N — oo and
it suffices to prove the pathwise uniqueness up to a time g > 0 independent of the initial value X (0).
Let 7, be defined by (2.21). As is shown in (b1) in the proof of Proposition 2.1, it follows from (A4s),
1to’s formula and BDG inequality that there is a constant Ko > 1 such that

E[|Zrunillha] < KoCr | (E[1Zrunrlfrc] +¢70" ) dry s€ 0.7, n 21
0

By Fatou’s lemma and Grénwall’s inequality, this implies
E [||Zs][75] < lminfE [||Z-, asl75] < liminf sKoe 0“7 = o
n—o0 n—o0

provided s < to := ¢/Ko. Therefore pathwise uniqueness holds up to time to, and hence the proof is
finished. |

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

It suffices to verify conditions in Theorem 1.1 for suitable choicei of H,B, By, Jn and 1. Let j(x) be a
Schwartz function such that 0 < j(€) < 1 for all the ¢ € R* and j(¢) = 1 for any |¢] < 1. For any n > 1
and f € H° := L*(T? — R% 1), we define

(4.1) Jnf =G fo jnlx) = % S (k/m) 0,
kezd
and
“2) Tof = (=072 8) 7 = 37 (1 n P hf) " Fl e,
kezd
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Obviously, for any s > 0,

(4.3) D*Jp = JuD*, DTy = ToD",
(44) <Jnfvg>HS = <f7 Jng>Hs7 <Tnf7g>H5 = <f7Tng>H57 f7g € HS7
(4.5) [ Tnfllzrs VAT fllis < Nfllas, IV Infllas VINTofllas S nllflas, n>1,f€H,

where for two sequences of positive numbers {an, bn}nZh an < by, means that a, < c¢b, holds for some
constant ¢ > 0 and all n > 1. Moreover, we write a, = 0(b,) if limp— oo bn an = 0. Then

(4.6) |X — JoX|lar =0(n" %), 0<r<s,Xe€H’
and for any r > s,
(4.7) |Jn X e S0 %] X ||zs uniformly in X € H®.

To verify conditions in Theorem 1.1, we need more properties of J,,, T, and D®. In general, the commu-
tator for two operators P, () is given by

[P, Q] :=PQ—QP.
Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that
I[Tns (g VI fll2y < ClVGllooll FllLzgy, n> 1 f € LT =5 R p), g € WHe(T? — RY ).

Proof. 1t is worth noticing that in 1-D case, the above commutator estimate has been established for a
different mollifier on the whole space, see [22]. In current setting, periodicity is required and the mollifier
is different, so we present also the proof here.

Let 9, denote the I-th partial derivative in R?. Since [T},,8;] = 0 for I € {1,2,--- ,d}, we have

d d
I (- DMz = 3 H > T (@0f) Zglal @) |

L2(p)
<dz T (901 f5) — 91 Tn (D1 f5) HHW) =d Z H T, 91] lfJ L2
J,l=1
Hence, it suffices to find a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(4.8) [T, 901 f 1720 < cllVgllioell 720, frg€CHT)1<I<dn>1.
Noting that
d
1 1 _ (m —k,m+k) Z k)j(m; + kj)

L+ k2 1+ lml n2(1+ 5 kP (1 + S5 (mf?) 1+ 72|k| A+ sz lmf?)’

Jj=1
by T, = (I — 2A)™', (1.12), and (1.13), we find a constant ¢ > 0 such that

n

1T, 910012 = 1T (9000) = GTa(@) T2y = D |1+ 072 1kP) " 900f (k) — 9T (k) i

2
"2 <1+Zi§|k|2 - 1+Z|m|z) 3 ath=mfim)
ZEEmem |
R |
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d
1 2 1 2 2 2
szdz {Fu(ajg)TnazaijW) +— H(ajg)TnaszLz(m} < el Vgl 172
where the last step is due to the fact that

1 1
70000372y + I T00F 2y < ClANZ2Gy, 21

holds for some constant C' > 0. Then we obtain (4.8) and hence finish the proof. |

We also need the following lemma on the commutator estimates for D®.
Lemma 4.2 ([25]). Let p,p2,ps € (1,00) and p1,pa € (1,00] such that

i1, t_1.1
p p1 P2 ps pa
Then for any s > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
1D, f19llzr ) < CUNV Fllzer o ID* gllzez () + 110" Fllzes oy lgllzea )

holds for all f,g € H* N WH(T% — R%; ).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2. Let s,s’ be given in Assumption (B). Take H = H?,
B=H Hy=C>® (T% R?), and let J, and T}, be given in (4.1) and (4.2), respectively. Take
(4.9) B(t,X)=B(X)=—(X V)X, Bn(t,X)=Bn(X)=JuB(J.X), t>0, X € H".
Obviously, (A1) follows from (Bi). So, it remains to verify (A2), (As), (A4) and (As).
Proof of (A2). By (4.5), we have

1B (t, X)llrze < N(JnX - V) InXlrre < N Jn X e |V In X e < | X[,
and
[1Br(t, X) = Bu(t,Y)lmrs <[|(JnX - V)Jn X = (JuY - V) JoY ||
XNz IV (In X = JnY) e + 1X = Y[z [V IR Y]
Sn (X lws + 1Y ) [ X = Ylae.

Finally, by identifying H* and (H S,)" via the Riesz isomorphism, then (Az) follows from the above
estimates and (4.6). O
Proof of (As). It follows from Lemma 4.2, integration by parts, H*~* < W (4.3) and (4.5) that for
some C' = Cs > 0,

[(Bn(X), X) g«

< ‘([DS, (JuX - V)JuX],D* Jn X)

L2 | T \((Jnx -V)D*J.X,D*J, X)

SCul| In X ||m= |V I X oo | In X |2 + IV In X [|oo || Jn X [ 1o
(4.10) <(Cs + DX N grs—1 | X N7rs, X € H:= H.
Then above estimate and (Bsz) yields (As). O

Proof of (A4). Let T, be defined in (4.2). It is easy to see that (1.9) is satisfied. So, to verify (A4)
it remains to check (1.10). By (4.3), (4.4), (4.5), Lemma 4.2, integration by parts, Lemma 4.1, and
H* — W' we find constants ¢, c2,c3 > 0 such that

(T {(X - V)X}, ThX) s

L2 ()

=1, (X - V)X], DUTEX) ) A+ (Tl (X 9)D X} DX |
<107 (X - 9)X), DUT2X) |+ (T, (X - 90D X, DT X) |

+ ’((X VDT X, D°To X)

L2(p)
<er|| XN VX oo IR X |5 + e2]| VX oo | X ||+
<es|X|[frs, X €H® =H.

Therefore, (1.10) holds. d

T X1
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Proof of (As). By (Bs), for any N > 1 it suffices to find a constant C'y > 0 such that

<B(t7X) —B(t,Y),X _Y>HS' < CNHX _Y”i[S/? X,Y € %T,HS,N-

Let Z=X-Y. By H® — H < W and Lemma 4.2, we find constants ci1,c2 > 0 such that

(B(t,X) — B(t,Y), X = Y)
=—((Z-V)X, Z) yor = (Y -V)Z, Z) s

<all X121 + (D7 (v -9)2), 0 2)

L2(p)
2 s’ 2

<allX|las[|Z[ e + c2llD° Y2y IV Zl s ) 121 s + 2l VY (oo |21 17
2 2

<l Xllas |1 Z|5e + c2llY lus | 2] 5o

which is the desired estimate. O
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