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Abstract

In this paper, we establish a large deviation principle for 2D stochastic Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes
equation perturbed by a small multiplicative noise. The main difficulties come from the lack of a
suitable compact embedding into the space occupied by the solutions and the inherent complexity
of equation. Finite dimensional projection arguments and introducing suitable stopping times play
important roles.
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1. Introduction

Let © C R? be a bounded convex domain with smooth boundary d0. The purpose of this
paper is to establish a Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviation principle (LDP) for the solutions of
the coupled 2D stochastic Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system on O:

dn® +u® - Vn°dt = §An°dt — V - (x(°)n°V°)dt,

dc® +uf - Vadt = pActdt — k(¢ )ncdt,

du® + (u® - V)u'dt + VPdt = vAusdt — n°V¢ dt + eo(u®)dWr, (1.1)
V-uf =0, t>0, x€0,

as the small parameter € > 0 converges to 0, with the boundary conditions

on®  Oct
D% —pandwt =0 for x € 00 and t > 0, (1.2)
ov ov
and the initial conditions
n°(0,z) = no(x), (0,z) =co(x), u(0,z)=wup(x), z€O. (1.3)

Email addresses: cyf01@mail.ustc.edu.cn (Yunfeng Chen), xhpeng@hunnu.edu.cn (Xuhui Peng),
zhaijl@ustc.edu.cn (Jianliang Zhai)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier June 25, 202/


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.16262v1

Here v stands for the inward normal on the boundary 0O.

The deterministic version (¢ = 0) of equation (III), proposed by Tuval et al. [25], has at-
tracted significant attention from mathematicians in recent years, as evidenced by a multitude of
studies(e.g., [2, 4,19, 13, [15, [17, 18, 124, 26, 217, 128, 29, 35]). The model describes the behavior of
aerobic bacterial populations in sessile water droplets [, 25], capturing three primary phenomena:
the chemotactic movement of bacteria toward oxygen, the impact of dense bacteria on the fluid
motion due to gravity, and the convective transport of both cells and oxygen. Further biologi-
cal context is elaborated in |19, 25]. Here, cell density and oxygen concentration are expressed as
n® = nf(z,t) and ¢ = ¢(x,t), respectively, with fluid velocity and pressure denoted as u® = u®(x,t)
and P = P%(x,t). The diffusion coefficients for cells, chemicals, and fluid are represented by the
positive constants d,  and v, respectively. The spatiotemporal variable ¢ = ¢(z) defines the
gravitational potential, while x(c¢®) and k(c®) represent the chemotactic sensitivity and oxygen
consumption rate, assumed to be sufficiently differentiable functions. The process {Wy, t > 0} is
a cylindrical Wiener process, signifying external stochastic influences.

Together with Zhang [33], the third author recently showed the existence and uniqueness of
strong solutions in both the analytical sense and the probabilistic sense to equation (LI). No-
tably, the strong analytical solutions identified in [33] belong to the space L>([0,T],C%(O)) x
L>=([0, T), Wh4(0)) x L>=([0,T], D(A%)), which does not constitute a Polish space. There seems
few results on LDP for stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) taking values in non-
Polish spaces, and such issues are challenging due to the lack of space separability. In this pa-
per, we demonstrate that these solutions are situated within the Polish space C([0,T],C°(0)) x
C([0,T],C°(0)) x C([0,T], D(A%)) (see Proposition Z2)), and we will prove the LDP of equation
(L) in this space.

To formulate the LDP, we adopt the weak convergence methodology pioneered by Budhiraja,
Dupuis, and Maroulas [1]. Matoussi, Sabbagh, and Zhang [20] provided an advanced condition
for satisfying the Budhiraja-Dupuis-Maroulas criteria, offering enhanced efficacy for the analysis
of large deviations in stochastic evolution equations; see e.g., |10, [31]. In this paper we will use
this method.

The primary challenge is to demonstrate the strong convergence in the space C ([0, T], C°(O)) x
C([0,T],C°(0)) x C([0,T], D(A%)) of solutions to the so-called skeleton equations through the
weak convergence of controls h,, in L2([0,7],U) (see Condition 2] (a) in the proof of Theorem
2.1). There are two classical methods for achieving such convergence. One is to secure a space with
compact embedding; see e.g., [1,11,132]. Another is to resort to a time approximation strategy as
explored in [5,8]. Nonetheless, for our problem, finding an appropriate compact embedding seems
to be difficult, and the time approximation method may course a large amount of computation.
Drawing inspiration from [3] and [16], we address this challenge by applying finite-dimensional
projection arguments(see Section ). Additionally, introducing suitable stopping times play an
important role to overcome the inherent complexity of equations; see e.g., (5.4]) and (5.12]).

Finally, it is worth noting that Zhang and Liu [34] have recently established the global solvabil-
ity of three-dimensional stochastic Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes systems with Lévy processes. Ad-
ditionally, Hausenblas et al.[12] have demonstrated the existence of a unique probabilistic strong
solution for two-dimensional stochastic Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes systems with additional noise in
the c-equation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the necessary notations
and preliminaries, present the hypotheses, and state the main result. The existence and uniqueness



of solutions to the associated skeleton equations are proven in Section Bl Finally, we verify two
conditions to establish LDP in Section Ml and Section [, respectively.

2. Framework and Statement of the Main Results

First of all, let us briefly recall some essential definitions and topological spaces that will be
used throughout this paper.

Let L1(0),1 < g < oo denotes the L? space with respect to the Lebesgue measure with norm
| - L. W*9(©O) denotes the Sobolev space of functions whose distributional derivatives of order
up to k belong to LY with norm || - ||z, Let A be the realization of the Stokes operator —PA,
where P denotes the Helmholtz projection from L?(Q) into the space H = {¢ € L*(O) : V- =
0,p(z)|zco0 = 0}. Let A be the fractional powers of the nonegative operator A for all a > 0
with domain D(A%) = {¢ € H : [|¢|la := [¢llp(as) = [|[A%|l[2 < co}. In the sequel, (€');0,
(e*tA) >0 will denote respectively the Neumann heat semigroup and the Stokes semigroup with
Dirichlet boundary condition. Throughout this article, C' denotes a generic constant that may
change from line to line.

In this paper, we study (1)) with the following condition on the parameters and functions:

(H.1) (a) x € C%([0,00)), x > 0 in [0,00),
(b) k€ C%([0,00)), k(0) =0, k>0 in (0,00),
)

(c) ¢ € C*O),

(H.2) (29) >0, (49y" <0, (x(c) - k(c))' >0 on [0,00).

Let U be a separable real Hilbert space and {W;, ¢t > 0} a U-cylindrical Wiener process on
a given complete, filtered probability space (0, F,{F;}i=0,P), representing the driving external
random force.

Let £2(U, D(A®)) denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators g from U into D(A?), and its
norm is denoted by HgHL%. For a mapping o : D(A?) — £2(U, D(A®)), we introduce the following

assumptions: there exists a positive constant K such that
(H.3) for all uj,us,u € H,
lo(u) = o (u2) |72 < Kllur = uallfy, and flo(u)l|Ze < K(1+ [|ullZ),
where £3 = L2(U, H),
(H.4) for all uy,us,u € D(A%),

ar

lo(u1) = o(u2)l|Z; < Kllur — w23, and [lo(u)|Zze < K1+ [ull3),

(H.5) for all uj,uz,u € D(A%),

lo(u1) = o (u2)lizz < Kllur a3, and [lo(u)lzz < K1+ [ul1).
2 2
Set uf(t) = u(t,-), n°(t) = n°(t,-), and () = “(t,-). Let g > 2.
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Definition 2.1 We say that (n®,c®,u®) is a mild solution of system (I1) if (n,c*,u%) is a pro-
gressively measurable stochastic processes with values in C°(O) x W14(O) x D(A%), which satisfies,
P-a.s.,

n(t) = e®ny — /Ot e(tfs)‘m{ }ds / A{V : <X(c€(s))n€(s)Vc€(s)) }ds,
E(t) = etBey — /Ot e(tfs)“A{ }ds /Ot (s))ne(s)}ds,
V() = Ay — /0 L o—t-swAp {( } gs / ~(t-swAp { “(5)V ¢} s

o(u®

—|—/€ (t— s)z/A
0

We point out that (nf, ¢, u) is equivalent to a variational solution of the system in the Gelfand
triple W12(0) ¢ L2(0) ¢ WH2(O)*, that is, (nf, ¢, u®) satisfies, P-a.s.,

(5))dW.. (2.1)

ne () + /0 "4 (s) - VS (s)ds = mo + 6 /0 " An(s)ds — /O v (X(&()n(5) Ve (5)) ds,
(1) + /0 "W (s) - Ve (s)ds = co+ s /O " A (s)ds /O (e (5))n (s)ds,
() + /Otp{(zf(s) : V)uf(s)}ds = ug — u/ot Au (s)ds — /Otp{(nf(s)w)}ds
+ /O o ()W (2.2)

For more details of the above statement, we refer to Remark 2.1 in [33].
By Theorem 2.1 in [33], we have

Proposition 2.1 Assume

ng € C°(0), ng >0 in O,
co € WH(O), for some ¢ > 2, co >0 in O,
ug € D(AY), for some o € (1/2,1), (2.3)

and the assumptions (H.1)-(H.5) hold. Then there exists a unique mild/variational solution

(nf, ¢, uf) to the system (I1).
Moreover, P-a.s., for any T > 0,

(n®,c,uf) € LOO([O,T],CO(@)) x L>°([0,T7, Wl’q((’))) x L°°([0,T], D(A%)). (2.4)
Prior to presenting the main result of this paper, we first prove the following result.

Proposition 2.2 Assume that requirements of Proposition[21] are met. Then, the solution (n®, ¢, uf)
of (I1) enjoys the regularity properties:

(nf, ¢, uf) € C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T], D(A%)).
4



Proof. We will use the following facts:

(F1) {e!®}4s¢ is strongly continuous in C°(O) due to the maximum principle(see Theorem 8.1.1
in [14]).

(F2) e~*4 is strong continuous in L?(0).

(F3) For ¢ > 2 and o € (3, 1), the continuous imbeddings W14(0) < C%(O) and D(A%) —
C°(0) hold, respectively;

(F4) Let B denote the operator —A+1in L4(O) (¢ > 2) equipped with the Neumann boundary
condition. Then, for g € (%, %), we have the continuous imbedding D(B?) — C%(O).

For convenience of expression, we will denote (n®, c¢®,u®) as (n,c,u) in the following proof. By
Definition 2.1, for any 0 < s <t < T,

n(t) = =% (s) — /: e(t_l)‘m{u(l) . Vn(l)}dl — /t e(t_l)‘m{v . (X(c(l))n(l)Vc(l)> }dl,

S

c(t) = el e(s) — /t e(t_l)“A{u(l) . Vc(l)}dl — /t e(t_l)“A{k(c(l))n(l)}dl,

S S

ult) = e~ Ay(s) — / t e—“—””AP{(u(n : V>u<Z>}dz - / t e—<t—l>vA7>{n<Z>v¢}dz

S S

t
+ / e~ AG (u(1))dW.

To simplify the exposition, we assume 6 = p=v =1, x(¢) = 1, and k(c) = c¢. The general case
could be established by Condition (H.1)(a)(b) and ||¢|lec < C¢|l1,4-
Using that V- (nu) = u-Vn due to the fact that V-u = 0, we can thus obtain, for any ¢ € [s, T,
In(t) —n(s)| Lo
t
<[le®=D2n(s) — n(s)|| = + C / |BPe=t=DB=DY . (nVe)(1)|| padl
. S
+ C/ | Bf e~ t=D(B=1) (v : (un)(l)) | Ladl

<[lel=*3n(s) - n(s)| g~ + C / (t = )3 (nVe) (1) | adl + C / (t = )~ (un) (1) ol

<[e®=2n(s) = n(s)|lz + C(t = )27 sup (In())z= - e 1 + [uDlla - In@)=).  (25)

s<I<t
We have used the following property for semigroup e~*Z; see Lemma 1.3(iv) in [27):
1B BDY w10 < O+t 2B |Jw|| e, for we LYO). (2.6)

By combining equations (2.5]) and (2.4]), we can observe that,

lim (1) — n(s) |z =0,

which implies that n € C([0,77],C°(0)).
Proceeding similarly as (23], for v € (1,1) and ¢ € [s, 77,

le(t) = e(s)]| o



Set=2es) — el + [ 1B DD @) Teld) + () o

<R e(s) = e(s)| +/ (& = D)7 u(l) - Vel) + e(l)n(l) || Ladl

s

<lle® 2 e(s) = e(s)llzee + (t =)' sup ([lu@lla - el + le@l1g - IOz

s<I<t
Thus, by combining equations (2.4]) and (2.7]), we conclude that

lim (1) — c(s) |z =0,

this implies that ¢ € C(]0,7T],C°(0)).
For u(t), the following inequality holds:

[A%u(t) — A%u(s)[| 2

t
<Jle A A%(s) — A%u(s)| 2 +/ le= VAP (u(l) - V)u(l)} | g2l

+ / e DA AP [ (1)) o + | / DA g (1))t
::yye*é*s)AAau(s) — A%(s)| 12 + L1 (2, 5) + I(t,s) + Is(t, s).
Noticing the inequality:
(- V)ull g2 < [lullzeo || Vul| 2 < C[|A%u3.

We can conclude that:

t
Ii(t,s) < C/ (t = DA% |3dl < C(t = 5)' = sup [Ju(l)|l2.

s<U<t

Regarding I, we have:

t
Ix(t,s) < / (t = D7)Vl 2dl < sup [In(l)]|ze [V ree(t — )~

s<I<t
< C sup ||[n(l)||pe(t — 8)1_0‘.

s<I<t

To estimate I3, according to assumption (H.4) and (2.4)), we can easily obtain

T T
/ HAO‘U(u(l))HZEgdl < C/ |A%u(1)]|22dl < oo, P-ass..

(2.10)

(2.11)

Then it is well-known that f; e~ t=DA A2 (yu(1))dW; has a continuous modification in H; see, e.g.,

[7, Theorem 6.10(page 160)]. Hence

lim I3(t) = I3(s) = 0

t—s

(2.12)



By combining (Z.8)-(2.12)),
lim || A%u(t) — A%u(s)||z2 =0,

t—s

implying that u € C([0,T], D(A®)). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is complete. O

The purpose of this paper is to establish a large deviation principle for the solution of (LII),
denoted as (nf,c*,u®) on C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T], D(A%¥) as e — 0. Before
presenting the main result, we introduce the definition of LDP. Let (€, p) be a Polish space. A lower-
semicontinuous function I : £ — [0, 00] is called a rate function if the level set {p € £ : I(¢) < M}
is a compact subset of & for all M > 0.

Definition 2.2 A family of £-valued random variables {X¢}e~¢ is said to satisfy the LDP on &
with rate function I if for each Borel subset B of £,

— inf I(p) < liminfe®logP(X® € B) < limsupe?logP(X® € B) < — inf I(y),
veB e—0 e—0 0EB

where B and B are the interior and the closure of B in &, respectively.

We also need to introduce the so-called skeleton equation, which is used to define the rate
function in our main result, for any h € L?([0,T],U),

dn + " - Vnhdt = sAn dt — V - (x(M)n V),
dch +ul - vchdt = pActdt — k(M)nldt,
du” + (u" - VYudt + VP'dt = vAu dt — n"V ¢ dt + o(u")hdt, (2.13)
V-uh:O, t>0, re0,
with the boundary conditions

h h
ai:ai:()anduhZO for x € 00 and t > 0, (2.14)
ov ov

and the initial conditions
n"(0,2) = no(x), "(0,2) =co(x), u"(0,2) =up(zx), zeO. (2.15)

Here L?([0,T],U) denotes the set of square integrable U-valued functions on [0,7] endowed with
the norm

T
1122 g0.21.00) = /0 lo(t) 3 dt.

We state the following result, whose proof is provided in Section [Bl

Proposition 2.3 Assume that requirements of Proposition [2.1 are met. Then, for any h €
L%([0,T],U), there exists a unique mild/variational solution (n", c* u") € C([0,T],C°(O)) x
C([0,7),C°(0)) x C([0,T], D(A®)) to the system (Z13) with the boundary-initial condition (2.17)
and (Z13). That is, (n", " u") satisfies:

nh(t) = e%ng — /Ot e(t_s)‘m{uh(s) : Vnh(s)}ds - /Ot e(t—sm{v . <X(ch(s))nh(s)Vch(s)) }ds,
7



M (t) = ey — /t e(t*s)“A{uh(s) . Vch(s)}ds - /t e(t*s)“A{k:(ch(s))nh(s)}ds,

0 0
uh(t) = e Ay — /Ot e*(t—s)uAfP{(uh(s) ) V)uh(s)}ds _ /Ot e*(t—s)uAfP{nh(s)v(ﬁ}ds
+ /Ot e~ AG (4 (5))h(s)ds. (2.16)

We now formulate the main result.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that requirements of Proposition [21] are met. Then as ¢ — 0, the solu-
tion to the system (L) {(n%,c,u®)}eso satisfies LDP on C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T],C°(0)) x
C([0,T], D(A%) with the rate function I, given by
I(p) = inf 1/T Ih(s)Fds = @ = (n", ", ul)
ner(o,m1.0) 2 Jo v R
where (n, c,ul) is the solution to the skeleton equation (ZI13). Here, we use the convention that

the infimum of an empty set is co.
Proof. Proposition 2.3] implies that there exists a measurable mapping
G" ; L2(0,T),U) - C([0,T],C°(0)) x C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T], D(A®),

such that GO(h) is the solution to (ZI3) for any h € L([0,T],U).
By Yamada-Watanabe’s Theorem (cf. [21]) and Propositions 2T 2.2] there exists a measurable
map

Ge: C([0,T],U) — C([0,T],C°(0)) x C([0,T],C°(O)) x C([0,T], D(A%),

such that G¢(W.) is the solution to (L)) for any U-valued Brownian motion W..
For any NV € N, set

SN .= {so e L*([0,T],U) : llell72 om0 < N}'

SN endowed with the weak topology of the space L2([0,T],U) is a Polish space(see e.g.[1]). We
also define

PN = {CD : @ is U-valued Fi-predictable process such that ®(w) € SN,IP’—a.s.} .

Using [20, Theorem 3.1}, in order to prove Theorem 21l we only need to verify the following
condition:

Condition 2.1 (a)For every N < oo, {hi}ieny C SV that converges weakly to some element h in
L%([0,T),U) as i — oo, A
lim p(¢° (1), 6" (h)) = 0.
(b)For every N < oo, any family {h®}.~0 C Py and any 6 >0
lim P(p(Y*®,Z°) > 6) =0.
e—0

HereY¢ = G(W.+1 Jo BE(s)ds), Z¢ = G(h) and p is the metric of C([0,T],C°(0))xC([0,T], C°(O))x
C([0,T], D(A%).



We will check (a) and (b) in Section ] and [l respectively. O

We end this section by introducing the following generalized Gronwall-Bellman inequality, which
plays an important role in Sections Ml and [l The proof is similar to that of [23] and [30], and we
omit it here.

Lemma 2.1 Let 0 < a1 < ag < as < 1 and consider the time interval I = [0,T), where T < oo.
Suppose a(t) is a nonnegative function that is locally integrable on I, and b(t),g:1(t),g2(t), and
g3(t) are nonnegative, nondecreasing continuous functions defined on I and bounded by a positive
constant M. If f(t) is nonnegative and locally integrable on I, and satisfies

t 3 t
f@) <alt)+ b(t)/O f(s)ds + Zgg(t) /0 (t— s)afflf(s)ds, (2.17)
=1

then

> n!(b(t))? HI(aq))? O (a2))k O (az))!
f(®) <a(t)+; | %:0 () (z‘g!;‘(!k)!l!(r(lz‘)jr;ffl/iaj&z(g) (a3))
- ZJrZ],JJHc,Jr/l:n

¢
X / (t — s)itionthaztlas—1,(g)dg (2.18)
0

where I'() is the Gamma function. Moreover, if a(t) is nondecreasing on I. Then

b(t)t

f(t) < at)Ea, (9(0)T (1)) Bay (9(0)T (2)t%?) By (9(0)T (c3)t% e o1 (2.19)

o0

Here, the Mittag-Leffler function E,(z) is defined by E,(z) = > Wkﬂ) forz >0, and Ey(z) < 00
k=0

when 0 > 0.

3. Proof of Proposition 2.3

In this section, our aim is to prove the following proposition regarding the existence, unique-
ness of solutions for the skeleton equations (2.I3]) and provide a priori estimates for them. This
proposition implies Proposition 23l The a priori estimates are devoted to obtain (a) in the proof
of Theorem 211

Proposition 3.1 Assume that requirements of Proposition [21] are met. Then, for any h € SV,
there exists a unique mild/variational solution (n®,c" u") € C([0,T],C%(O)) x C([0,T],C°(O)) x
C([0,T],D(A%)) to the system (213) with the boundary-initial condition (2.14) and (213), and
there exists a constant C depending on N, T, ||no|lree, ||coll1,q, [|wolla such that

sup (sup " () + sup [lM@, + sup A% @) < C (3.1)
heSN MOoi<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

The proof of proposition Bl is a generalization of [33, Theorem 2.1] and Proposition The
main difference lies in the absence of a diffusion term, but the presence of an additional drift term
given by fot e~ (=¥ A5 (y"(s))h(s)ds, requiring appropriate estimates. To simplify the exposition,
in this section, we abbreviate (n”, ¢, u") as (n,c,u) and assume § = = v = 1, x(c) = 1, and

k(c) =c.



3.1. Ezistence of Local Solutions

Introduce the following spaces
) = L2(0,1],C°(0)), Y5 := L¥(0, £, WH(0)), Ty := L¥([0,1], D(A))
with the corresponding norms given by

[nllp = sup [[n(s)llze=, llcllrs = sup [le(s)|1q, [[ullvy = sup [lu(s)]a-
s€[0,t] s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

Proposition 3.2 There ezist kiae € (0,00] and a unique local solution (n,c,u) € C([0, Kmaz ), C°(O)) x
C([0, Kmaz ), C°(O)) x C([0, Kmaz ), D(AY)) of system (213) on the interval [0, Kmaz) such that, if

Kmaz < 00, then
Inllvp + llellrs + [lullry — 00 as t 1 Kmaa- (32)

Proof. We will modify the coefficients in system (Z.I3]) in order to apply a cut-off argument. Fix
a function 8 € C%([0,0), [0,1]) such that

(1) 6(r)=1,r€][0,1],
(2) O(r)=0,7>2,
(3) sup o) 10/01)] < C < o0,
Set 0,(-) = 0(5). For every m > 1, consider the following system of PDEs:

dn + Om (||l )0m(Inlyp)u - Vndt = §Andt — O (|[nxp)0m(llcllrs)V - (x(c)nVe)dt,

de + O (lullry ) Om(llcllve)u - Vedt = pAcdt — O ([[cllvg)Om([[nllry ) k(c)ndt,

du + O (|lullye) (u - V)udt + VPdt = vAudt — 0y, ([|[n|lxp )nVodt + o(u)hdt,

V-u=0, t>0,z€0. (3.3)

We consider the Banach space:
St = {(n,c,u) € L=([0,T],C°(O) x WH1(O) x D(AY)) : n(0) = ng, c(0) = o, u(0) = ug}
with the corresponding norms given by
N, w3, = Inliey + el + lulids.

We introduce a mapping ® = (®1, ®o, P3) on St by defining

t
B1(n, c,u)(t) ==eng — / e(t_S)A{Qm(HnHTg)Hm(HCHTg)V - (nVe)
0

+ O (lullr2)0m(Inlles )V - (un) }(s)ds,

t
Bain,cou)(®) =g = [ eI {0 (I )60l e
0
10



+ Om(lullr2)0m(lellxe)u - Ve (s)ds,

and
t
®3(n, c,u)(t) izetAuo—/O ~AG (Jullre )P (u(s) - V)uls)}ds

t

= [ 0, ) Pin(s) Vs
t

+ / e AP (u(s))h(s) ds.
0

Recall the following result from (3.5) and (3.6) in [33], for 5 € (%, 1) and v € (3,1),

1
1@1(n, e, w)llry < [Inolle + Cm*T277, (3.4)

[®2(n,e,u) 5. < llco]lg + Cm>TH. (3.5)

For ®3, by using assumption (H.4) and the Holder inequality, and applying similar arguments
as in proving (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) in [33], we can therefore yield, for any t € [0, 7],

A% ®@3(n, ¢, u)(t)| L2

t
<lleHA A%ug | 2 + /0 le= 94 4%, (Jullrs P (u(s) - Vyu(s)} | 2ds
t t
T / e~ 4 420, (lnl|vs P {n(s)V} | 2ds + / e =94 AP (o (u(s) h(s)} | 2 ds
0 0
t
<Jluolla + C /0 (t = )0 (ullre) [ A%u(s)|Zads

+/O (t—S)°‘9m(\|n\|m)\In(S)V¢IIL2d8+/0 1A% (u(s))ll c2llh(s) v ds

<|uolla + CmP* =Y 4 Cmt' = + Ont(1 4+ m). (3.6)
We have used ([23) and the following property for semigroup e~ *4:
e A%w]| 2 <t %||wl| 2, for w e L2 (3.7)

Now, [B.4), (B3] and (3.6) together show that ® maps St into itself.
Next we will prove that if 7' > 0 is small enough, then ® can be made a contraction on St.
Let (nq, cl, ul) (na, ca, u2) € St. Also similiar as the discussion of proving (3.17) and (3.18) in
[3 ]forﬁe( 3) and v € (3, 1), we have,

[®1(n1, c1,u1) — P1(n2, ez, uz)llrn

1
<Cm(ller = eallvs. + ur = wallry + lIny = maflry ) T57, (3.8)
and

[®@2(n1, c1,u1) — Pa(ng, ca, ua)||re,
11



<Cm(ller = ealleg, + s = wsllry + Il = malley ) 77 (3.9)

In order to estimate || ®3(n1, c1, u1) —P3(n2, c2, uz)|xy, we use (H.4), (3.1) and similarly discuss
as proving (3.22) and (3.20) in [33], for any ¢ € [0,77,

|®3(n1,c1,u1)(t) — P3(ng, c2, u2)(t)]a

t
<C [ (= 5 (o) - D = Ozl 2 - V) o
0
t
+C [ =5y N llmlles V6 = On(lnalry o] s
0
t
+C [ 40 () — A0 (u)h(s)]2ds
0

<Cmllur = ug|lxyt' ™ + Cllng = nafyy -t~ + C/Ot llo(u1) — o (u2)llcz [|R(s)l[udt
<Cn(t+mt' ™) |luy — ug|[ry + Cllny — nafxn - e, (3.10)
By virtue of (8.8) (3.9) and (3.I0)), one can find constants p, Cn m r > 0 such that
|®(n1,c1,u1) — @(ng,CQ,uz)H%T < ONm, 7T ||(n1, c1,u1) — (nQ,CQ,UQ)H%T, (3.11)

and

lim CNmTTp:O.
T—0 Y

Finally using classical arguments and similar arguments as proving Proposition 2.2] we can
obtain Proposition
O

3.2. Global existence

According to Proposition B2l we possess a unique local-in-time solution for (ZI3]) that has
been extended up to a maximal time K4, < 00. In order to prove its global existence, we just
need to establish the following estimate

V lellrs

TAKmaz

V [l

TAKmaz

7]y

TANEmaz

< CN,T,”TLQllLoo,||Co||17q,||u0||a7 for any T e (O, OO), (3.12)

which allows for an application of [B2]) to rule out the case Kpqp < 00. It should be noted that
(B) holds once (3.12) has been proven. In this subsection, the constant C,Cr,--- may depend
on ||ng||ree, |lcol|1,q [uolla, and we will omit it for simplicity. To get (B12)), we shall first recall the
following results from Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.5 in [26].

Lemma 3.1 Letp > 1, r € [1, z%] and 0 < T < Kmqgz- Then there exists a constant Cr and C)
such that

(p—D)r

T T |Vn(t,z)|? P
n(t)||7dt < C / /7’dxdt+1) , 3.13
[ ol <o ([ T (3.13)
and
/ nP(t, z)dz < ( / nP(0, z)dz + 1)eCr Jo Jo IVelso)l'dads 4 ¢ [0 7). (3.14)
(@] @]

12



We start with an estimate of the L2 norm of u and Vu.

Lemma 3.2 Let § € (0,1), h € S and 0 < T < Kpae. Then there exists a constant Cn, such
that

6
2

2 T ‘V“
wpmmw+/Nwwmpw<%T/ﬁ/ dw+0 (3.15)
0<I<T 0

Moreover,

T
/ /|u(t,x)|4dxdt <0NT / /'V” ® s dt+1>. (3.16)
0 O

Proof. Considering equation (2.12) and employing integration by parts, we can deduce that

t
me@+2AHWwW§@—Mﬂ§
t

=— 2/0 (u(s), P{n(s)Ve})r2ds + 2/0 (u(s),o(u(s))h(s))2ds. (3.17)

Based on Lemma [B.I] and employing similar arguments as those used to prove Lemma 4.3 in [26],
for all t € [0,T], we have:

t
meé+/ﬁwww@@

<Cr (/ / ‘V“ [Vnts, o) ;g +1)6 +C/ Lo (u(s))h(s)) 2 ds.
<o (/ / Wn d“ds+1>9 +C/ (L + A7) (1 + [lu(s)[172)ds (3.18)

We apply the Holder inequality and Assumption (H.3) to the second inequality. To complete
the proof ([B.I5), we take the supremum on both sides of the inequality and apply the Gronwall
inequality and the fact that h € SV.

The assertion ([B.J6) now follows from (B.I5) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, see e.g.,
(3.39) in [33]. O

Corollary 3.1 Let 0 € (0,1), h € SN and 0 < T < Kpmaz- The following statements hold:

/ /‘V” E et +1 < Cnors (3.19)

(%
/ /|Vct:c|4dxdt <c / /‘V"” dz dt+1>. (3.20)

Proof. From the proof of Corollary 4.4 in [26], we know that

//W” ddt+ // c(t,x))|D?p(c(t, z)) P dadt < Cl—i-Cz/ /\utx\‘*dxdt



and

T T
4 2 2
/0 /O Ve(t, z)[*dzdt < Cs /0 /O gle(t,2))| D ple(t, z)[Pddt,

where g(c) = igg, plc) = [y %.

Both (3:19) and (3:20)) now follows from Lemma [3:2] O
We are now in the position to prove ([B.12)).

Proof. Considering (3.14), (319) and (3.20), we have for any p > 1:

/ nP(t,z)de < Cp Ny < oo, forallte[0,T A Kmag)- (3.21)

@

Hence, by [B.I7), the Holder inequality and the Assumption (H.3), we can deduce that
2 ! 2 2

Ju(®)lz> + 2/0 IVu(s)||72ds — |luollz-
t t
_ 9 / (u(s),n(5)V$) pads + 2 / (u(s), o (u(s))h(s)) 12 ds

0 0

t t
<C ([ IVl ds + [0+ AR+ (o) F)ds) . for all £ € (0.7 A i)
0 0

which, by Gronwall’s inequality, implies

TAKkmaz
swp (o2 [ [Va(s)[fads
0

0<t<T NEmaz

TNEmaz 2 2 9 T ) ” . , , ]
<C (/0 [n ()72 IVl Lo ds + [[uol|72 +/O 1+ ||h(5)||Ud5> T (s) | ds
s (3.22)

Next, we apply operator P to both sides of (2.I3]) and multiply the resulting identity by Au. By
using similar arguments as in the proofs of (4.16) and (4.17) in [26], we can show that, for all
t€(0,T A Emaz)

t
|43 u(®)|2 + / | Aus)|2ads
0

t t
<c+c/ \|Aéu(s)||§2ds+/ (A2u(s), A2 o (u(s))h(s)) 2 ds
0 0
t t
<C+C / 1Az u(s)||42ds + / (1 + [1h(s) 1) Az u(s)|22ds.
0 0

By using Gronwall’s inequality and the fact that HA%U(S)H 12 is equivalent to |[Vu(s)| 2, it follows

form (3:22]) that

TNEmaz
swp [ Vu()Pa + /0 | Au(s) Pads

0<t<TNEmaz

TANEmazx 2 TAkmax 2
< el IVu(s)]|2 ,ds+ HHIROIE s « o (3.23)
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Using the variation of constants formula and applying the same estimate as (3.52),(3.53), and
(3.54) in [33], for every t € [0,T A Kmaz ), We obtain

t
1A%u(t) 2 <A gz + | / A2 9D (5)V 8} ds | 12
0
t t
y / A% 9AD{(u(s) - Vyu(s)}ds| 2 + | / A% 94D (u(s))h(s) s 12
0 0
t
<[ A%l + CH® 4 Oyp + C / 1+ [u(s)la) (1 + [h(s)[3) ds, (3.24)
0

where the assumption (H.4) and Holder’s inequality are utilized. By taking the supremum on both
sides of the inequality and applying the Gronwall inequality and the fact that h € S, we derive

TAKmazx
sup [ A%u(t)][72 < ([ A%uol|2 + Cr) e o LHRGIZds < Oy . (3.25)
0<t<T Nk max

Using the above inequality, we can employ essentially the same technique to estimate ||Ve(t)||La
and ||n(t)|| e~ as in equations (3.61)-(3.66) in [33].

sup  ||Ve(t)||ze < On,r,s (3.26)
0<t<T AEmaz

sup  [|n(?)[|z~ < Cnyr. (3.27)
0<t<T NAmas

From (B.:25)) in conjunction with (3:20) and [B27) we get (B.12]). O

4. Verification of (a) in Condition [2.1]

This section is devoted to verifying part (a) in Condition 2] in the proof of Theorem 2.1

For N < oo, let h',i € N,h € SV such that h' — h as i — oo. Denote (n?,c,u’) := G° (hl)
and (n,c,u) := GY (h) respectively. By the definition of G°, we know that (n,c,u) satisfies (2.13)
and (n', c',u’) satisfies (ZI3) with h replaced by h‘. In this view, we can get

ni(t) — n(t) = — / =92 L (s) u(s)-Vn(s)}ds

- [y, (x i (5)Vel(s) — x(e())n()Ve(s) ) s,
A(t) — c(t) = — / (t- S“A{u u(s)-Vc(s)}ds
_ / t et L(cl(5))n'(s) — k(e(s)n(s) }ds,

0

Wi(t) — ult) = — / t e—<t—8>vA73{(ui(s) V)i (s) — (us) - V)u(s)}ds

0



+/ e~ (tmswA (o(u'(s))h'(s) — o(u(s))h(s)) ds. (4.1)
0
Similar to the proofs of (Z3]) and (Z7), for 5 € (%, 1) and v € (3, 1), we have,
In"(£) = n(t)] Lo
<CN,T/0 (t=5)"2 7 (Ini(s) = nls) e + [l () = e(s) [ + [l (5) = u(s)[la) ds,  (4:2)
and
le* () = e(t)ll1.q
<CN,T/0 (t =) (In"(s) = n(s)lloe + ' () = c(s)llnq + lu'(s) —u(s)la) ds.  (4.3)

We now estimate ||u®(t) — u(t)||o. By applying A® to both side of the third eqaution in (ZI]),

t

A%l ( / —(t- S)VAAO‘P W(s) - V)u'(s) — (u(s) - V)u(s)}ds
+

et S)VAAO‘P{ i(5)Ve — n(s )w}ds

O\NO\

+ [ e (tmovAye (a(u'(s)) — a(u(s))) h'(s)ds.

~+

+ [ e A gag(u(s)) (R'(s) — h(s)) ds.

0
::Il( ) + Ig(t) + Ig(t) + I4(t). (44)

~+

For I}, we can estimate
1 (8)]] 2 </0 (t =)W' (s) - V)u'(s) = (uls) - V)u(s)|| r2ds

</0 (t =) (II(u’(s) - V)(u'(s) = w()l g2 + [(u'(5) - V = uls) - V)u(s)l|2) ds

<Cwr /O (t = )i (s) — u(s)luds. (4.5)
Given ||Vl < C, we obtain

ROl < [ (6= (s)V6 = n(s) Vol ads
0
<0/0 (t — 5)"%||n%(s) — n(s)||Lods. (4.6)

To estimate I3, I in (44]), we observe that I5(t), I4(t) satisfy the PDEs:

dI3(t) = —AL(t)dt + A* (o(u'(t)) — o (u(t))) h'(t)dt,
16



dI,(t) = —AL(t)dt + A% (u(t)) (h'(t) — h(t)) dt, (4.7)
respectively. For the first equation in (£7]), by integration by parts, the Holder inequality and
(H.4), we get

t . .
10135 +2 [ 1A 1) s =2 [ (A% (o)) = o uls)) W 5), ().
<2/ 1A% (' (5)) — A% (u(s))ll 2 17 (s)llw |1 13(5) | 12 ds.

/ et (5) — w()|12 + 1 ()] | Za(s) |2 ds.

By using the Gronwall inequality, we can derive for t € [0, T
sup 1(s) 17 < O [ ) - () (4.9
0<s<t
For the second equation in (4.7]), by integration by parts,
t ¢ ‘
o) +2 [ 14RO 3ds =2 [ (A%0(ulo) (1(s) = hs)) Ta(s))pads. (49)
0 0

By assumption (H.4), h', h € SV, and the Gronwall inequality, we can get

sup [[L4(t)[72 < O (4.10)
0<t<T
To estimate further for the right side of (£9]), we will use the Galerkin approximations. Let
{e;}22, C L?(0) to be a orthonormal basis of L?(0), and let V;,, denote the m-dimensional subspace
of L?(0), spanned by {ey, e, --en}. Defined P, : L?(O) — V,,, by

Pmg = Z(g, €i)12€;.
i=1
Then define 8¢, (t) = fOP A% (u(s)) (h'(s) — h(s)) ds, and let B, (Bi,(1),t € [0,T)).

Through (B.1]) and assumption (H.3), we can obtain the uniform bound of {3¢, (¢) }i>1 in C([0, T], Vi)

. T 1 T . 1
sup sup 8, (Olle < ([ 1+ [u(IEds)* (sup [ 1) = hs)Bs)* < Onr. (@11

121 0<t<T

(>

Next, we prove the equi-continuous property of {3% };~1 in C([0,77], V;,). For any t,s € [0,7]
with s < t and e € L?(0O),

(B (1) — B (5), &g = / A (D) R — b)), Pae) |
/ A% (u(@)l| 23110 (1) = (DIl [P 2l

<c / (1 -+ [lu@)a) 1B () — Al
17



<C(/(1+Hu(l)Ha)2dl)5( Hhi(z)—h(z)”%]dz)%.

<2Nz2C(t — 5)2 sup (|[ul)]|a + 1). (4.12)
lE(s,t)

This gives the equi-continuous property of {3% };~1 in C([0,T],V;,). Consequently, according to
the Arzela-Ascoli theorem,

{B! Yi>1 is precompact in C([0,T], Vy,). (4.13)
Next, we will prove that
lim sup (181, (t)z2 = 0. (4.14)
=00 10,7

Let (A% (u(l)))* be the adjoint operator of A% (u(l)). For any e € L?(0), we have

T T T
| 1o w@) Prelpat < [ o)l [Puelfdi < K [ 14 [ud]2dl < .
0 0 0

Hence (A% (u(-)))*Pme € L?([0,T],U). Combining the weakly convergence of A’ to h in L?([0, T],U),
we can conclude

t

lim (B (t),e)p2 = lim [ (A% (u(l))(R'(1) — h(1)), Pme) 2dl

1—00 =00 J
t

= lim [ ((h%(1) — h(1)), (A% (u(l)))* Pme)ydl

=0. (4.15)
Hence, by (@I3]) and (£I3),
lim sup [|8,(t)]z2 = lim sup |3, (8)]v;, = 0. (4.16)
100 4¢(0,7) 100 ¢¢[0,T]

The proof of ([@I4]) is complete. We remark that the above equality use the fact that V,, is a finite
dimentional space. We also point out that the above equality holds for the full sequence.
By integration by parts, we have

/0 (P A% (u(s)) (hi(s) — h(s)) L 14(3)) 2ds

(88, (8), 1a(t)) = — /0 (B.(5), Pl (5)) 12

= (81 (8), 1a(t)) 12 — /0 (BL(8), = PmAlLy(s)ds + P A% (u(s)) (h'(s) — h(s)) ds) 2

<183 () 2 L4 (2)]] 2 +/0 185 ()l 2 (1P ALs(s)l| 2 + | A% (uls)) (h'(s) = h(s)) || 2) ds

<83 )l 22 s ()] 2 + Cr sup 155 (¢ )HL2/0 (Ha(s)llz2 + (1 + [u(s)la) 15 (s) = h(s)]vr) ds

<<

18



<Cr,nr sup |85, ()] 2 (4.17)

bx

Here we have used (@I0), B)), and k%, h € SV. Then, we can estimate I, by
[Ma(8)]] 2 <2H/0 (AP (u(s)) (h'(s) = (s)) , La(s)) p2ds|l 2
+2]| /0 (1= Pim) A% (u(s)) (h'(s) = h(s)) . La(s)) p2ds|l 2

' T 1/2
Conar s 85Oz + Covr( [ sup (1= Pa)Aa(u(s)kads)
0<t<T 0 keU:||k|ly<t

(4.18)
Finally, by combining equations (£.2)), (&3], (£4)), (4£3), (£6), ([48), and ([@I8), and applying

Lemma 2.T] we obtain
(" —n,c" —c,u’ —u)|s,

‘ T 1/2
<Coir s [B@le+ Cur( [ swp =P Aou()kads) . (119)
0<t<T 0 keU:||k||ly<1

Notice that, by the definition of the Hilbert-Schmidt operator and

T T T
/ sup (1= Pr) A% (u(s))k|2ads < / lo(u(®) |22 dI < K / 1+ Ju@)2dl < oo,
0 keU:|k|lu<1 0 « 0

we have

T
lim sup  [[(1 — Pm) A% (u(s))k||72ds = 0. (4.20)

m=o0 Jo  keU:|k|u<1

Now first letting ¢ — oo and then letting m — oo in ([4.19), by ([d.14]) and (£.20]), we yield

lim ||(n —n,c" — ¢, u’ —u)| s, = 0.

1—00

The proof of the verification of (a) is complete. O

5. Verification of (b) in Condition [2.7]

This section is dedicated to verifying part (b) in Condition 2] in the proof of Theorem 211 To
do so, we first give some preparations.

Recall G¢ in the proof of Theorem 2l For any N > 0 and {h®}.~¢9 C PV, we can use the
Yamada-Watanabe Theorem and the Girsanov transformation to determine that (n®, ¢, u®) =

GE(W. + L [ he(s)ds) € C([0,T],C°(0)) x C([0,T],C%(0)) x C([0,T], D(A%)) satisfies
(nf, ¢, uf) € L°°([0,T],C%O)) x L=([0,T], WH4(0)) x L*=([0,T], D(A%)), P-as., (5.1)
and it is the unique mild solution of

dn® 4+ u® - Vnfdt = 6An°dt — V - (x(")n°Vo)dt,
19



dc® +uf - Vadt = pActdt — k(¢ )ndt,
du® 4 (u® - V)usdt + VPdt = vAusdt —n°V¢ dt + co(u®)dWy + o(u®)hdt, (5.2)
V-u® =0, t>0, ze0,

that is, (n®, ¢%,u®) satisfies
t t
nf(t) = e ngy — / e(t_s)‘m{ue(s) . Vna(s)}ds - / e(t—8>5A{v . <X(ce(s))n5(s)Vc€(s)) }ds,
0 0

t

E(t) = ety — /t e(t_s)“A{ua(s) . Vce(s)}ds - / e(t_s)“A{k:(ca(s))ne(s)}ds,

0 0
uf (t) = e” Ay — /Ot e_(t_s)”AP{(ua(s) . V)ue(s)}ds - /Ot e_(t_s)”AP{na(s)ng}ds
+ /Ot e~ Aeq (uf (5))dW,s + /Ot e_(t_s)”AP{a(ua(s))hE(s)}ds, (5.3)
P-a.s.

For M > 0, define
Ty = nf{t 2 0, [[n"[lvp + [|[lvs + [[u|[xy = M} AT. (5.4)

Let 7 = limp/—o0 75y (B.I) implies that 7° = T'. The following three estimates to (n,c®,u®)
can be simliarly proved as Lemma [3.1] Lemma and Corollary Bl in this paper, together with
Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.1 in [33].

Lemma 5.1 Let p > 1, h* € PV, and r € [1, z%]' Then there exist constants Cp and Cp such
that

(p—Dr

T T 2
o |Vne (¢, )| Z
/0||n (t,.)HL,,dtgcT(/o /O () dxdt+1> : (5.5)
and
/ (n¥)P(t, 2)dz < ( / (n)P(0, 2)da + 1)eCr o Jo Ve (salltdeds 4 ¢ [0, 77, (5.6)
O O

Here, Ct and C, are independent of .

Lemma 5.2 Let § € (0,1) and h® € PN. Then there exists a constant Cy  independent of € such
that, for all 0 < e < 1,

B s w0l + B[ [ IVt

<t<

gCN,TE{(/OT/(Qdedt—i-l)g}. (5.7)

7)

Moreover,

T T Vne(t, z)[? 0
E (¢, x)[*dadt| < E ’7’d dt +1) |. )
o B[ [ [ e otasar] < onam[( [ [ B Saa )] 6
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Lemma 5.3 Let § € (0,1) and h* € PN. The following statements hold:

T |Vne(t,z)|?
sup E —— > dxdt +1| < Cpnr, 5.9
0<eI<)1 [/ o nf(t,x) } v (5.9)

/ /\vc t,a \4dmdt} / / ‘V” Vet oF dt+1>6}. (5.10)

Here, Cn 1 and C are independent of .

It is easy to see that by (B.5)-(5.10), we can find some constant Cyr independent of ¢, such

that:
E[/OT/O%m@ \/E{/OT/O\VCE(t,x)\‘ldxdt}

T
VE[/ / |Vu€(s,x)|2dxds} VE[ sup ||u€(t)\|L2} < Onor. (5.11)
0 @) t€[0,T]

For R > 0, define the stopping time 75 by

5% —inf{t > 0; / / ]Vn d ds > R, or / / |V (s, z)[*drds > R,

/ \Vus(s,z)|*deds > R, or sup |[u(s)| 2 > R}. (5.12)
s€[0,t]

The proof of the following proposition is similar as Proposition 3.1 in [33], so we omit it here.

Proposition 5.1 For R > 0 and T > 0, there exists some constant Crr n > 0, which is indepen-
dent of €, such that

E[ sup [n°(@®)lz=] +E[ sup V@)L +E[ sup (D)2 < Crrn.  (5.13)

0<t<TATE R 0<t<TATE R 0<t<TATE R

Set 75" = 798 A 75, By (I and (5I3), we get

C C
P(ry <T) SBrf <)+ P(rfy < T37°F > T) < =25 + =15

Now, letting M — oo and than R — oo, we obtain

lim i P(rSR < T) = 0. 5.14
A, e P <) o1

With these preparations, we are now in the position to prove (b) in Condition 2] in the proof
of Theorem 211
Verification of (b). Take & = C([0,T],C°(0)) x C([0,T],C%(O)) x C([0,T], D(A%)). Let
(n?, % u®) = GU(h®), that is, (n®, c°, u") satisfy ([2.I6]) with h replaced by h®.
Recall the definition
1(n, e, )&, = lnllig, + el + llulFs.
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The Sobolev imbedding W14(0) < C%(O) shows that ||(n?, ¢®,u®) — (n%, &, u%)||% < ||(n®, &, uf) —
(n°, ¢, u)||5,.. Thus, to verify (b) in Condition 1] in the proof of Theorem T} we only need to
show that

lim P(||(n%, ¢*,u) — (n°, &, u°)|s, > &) = 0.
e—0

From the equations satisfied by (n¢,c®,u) and (n°,c°, u"), we have

né(t) — no(t) = — /t e(t_s)‘m{ua(s) -Vnf(s) — u’(s) - Vno(s)}ds

0

- /t e(t—8>5A{v . <X(c€(s))n5(s)Vc€(s) - X(co(s))no(s)Vco(s)) }ds, (5.15)

0

Et)—At) =— /Ot e(t_s)“A{ue(s) Ve (s) —u(s) - Vco(s)}ds
- / t e@—S)MA{k(cE(s))na(s) - k(co(s))no(s)}ds, (5.16)
0

W (1) — ul(t) = — / e*@*s)MP{(uf(s) V)l (s) — (u0(s) - V)uo(s)}ds

0

_ /0 t e AP Lf (5)T — n(5)V 6 }ds

+ / e~ (0 (u(5))h° (5) — o (u®(5))he(s)) ds

0

t
+e / e =G (4F (5))dW. (5.17)
0

Similar to the proof of (£2) and ([&3)), for 8 € (%, 1) and v € (1,1),we have,

In* () = n°(#) || o < /O (t = 5)"2 P (J[u(8) lalln®(s) = n0(s)l e + [In°(5)l| o< [[u (5) — u®($)]la
+ 0% ()l 1€ (s) = P (5)ll1g + () l1glln(s) = n°(s)[| o< ) ds, (5.18)
and
() = P (@)]l1,q < /0 (t = )77 (lu(s)llalle(5) = (9)llq + 1°(5)]l1,llu"(5) = u*(s)|a
+ 1 (3) 11,glIn°(s) = n°(8) oo + [2°(8) [ £ I () = P(8)[|1,q) ds. (5.19)

Applying A% to both side of (5I7), and using similar arguments as proving (45]), (6] and
@), we get

lA% e () — A% (t)]] 2
</0 (t =) (e ($)lla + u’(5)lla) [1u®(s) = u®(s)]la + [In°(s) = n°(s) | L) ds
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t
(O [ 1 (6) =)+ e [ 4 P otus ()
0

Letting Mf = ft A%e= =3V A5 (42 (5))dW,, combining (5.15) -(520), we get

I(n®, =, u®) = (n%, &, )3,

Cr( /0 In®(s) = n®(s) [ (¢ = ) FP Yl () |2 + (0 = )75 s) 3,

(=) NG Ry + (= )™ )ds

# [ 16 - 6, (
+ [ o) -l
(

/Hu — ()2 (¢ = ) ()2 + [0 (5)]12) + Cvr) ds )
EH S

t—s)”
t= )T 0 5)lF + (t = ) L3, ) ds

By the definition of T@R and (BI), we arrive at

0

sup “(nzs’ce’us) - (nO’c 7u0)”%t

0<t<TATST

<Crau( [ " ) - w0l (=) 3 4 (=) + (b= 5)° ) ds

+ " e s) - A1, (=) 3P4t —s)7)ds

+ /OT/\TIEV}R Hus(s) _ UO(S)Hi ((t — 8)7%76 + (t — 8)77 + (t - 5)70{ + 1) dS)

fe o s MR
te[0,TAT51)

Taking expectation, and using Lemma 2.1] inequality, we get

E sup (0%, % uf) — (n°, W) g, | < OrneE sup || M5 |72

0<t<TATS " t€[0,TAT5; ]
Now, we estimate My, notice that My satisfies the SPDE
dMy = —AM; + A% (u®(t))dW,.
Using It6’s Formula and the BDG inequality, we have

TATE R
B( s i) c2e( [ )
te[0,TAT5H) 0 ?
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(5.20)

2| (s) 7w + (¢ = ) T ()2 + (¢ = 8)’”|ln°(8)lli> ds

(5.21)

(5.22)



TATE R
<E(/ HA%(ue(t))u;dt) + 2E( sup
0 0 te[0,TATE T

/0 <Mf,Aaa(u5(s))dW8>D

1
<C | TE sup  uE@W)2 | +T | + §E< sup ||Mf||%2>’
0<t<TATS te[0,TAT5;"

here we have used Assumption (H.4). Hence, by (5.13),

B( s MFE)<C(TE[ s @2 ) +T) <Crany.  (523)

te[0,TAT5H) 0<t<TATH

Combine (£.22) and (5.23]), we get, for any § > 0,

P(H(navcavue) - (n07co7uO)HST > 5)

<P s 06 0) = (a0l > S ST |+ PG < )
0<t<TATS
eC
< T,(;‘g,N,R + OS<111<)1 ]P)(T;jR < T), (524)
X

which leads to 0, by letting ¢ — 0, M — oo and then R — oo, and using (5.14)).
This completes the proof of the verification of (b). O
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