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IN L
P SPACES†

Kaicheng Nia, Heling Sua, Jiahui Zhua,∗

a. School of Mathematical Sciences, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310019, China

Abstract. We consider the stochastic incompressible magnetohydrodynamic equations driven
by additive jump noises on either the whole space R

d, d = 2, 3 or a smooth bounded domain
D in R

d. We establish the local existence and uniqueness of a mild solution in the space
Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗

σ (D)) allowing for initial data with less regularity, including the marginal case u0 ∈
L

d⊗
σ (D). In the two-dimensional case, we also prove the global existence of mild solutions.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following stochastic motion for incompressible Magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD)

flows in D ⊂ R
d, d = 2, 3:

∂v

∂t
+ (v · ∇)v −∆v − (H · ∇)H +∇

(

p+
|H |2

2

)

=

∫

Z

ξ1(t, z)Ñ1(dt,dz),

∂H

∂t
+ (v · ∇)H + curl(curlH)− (H · ∇)v =

∫

Z

ξ2(t, z)Ñ2(dt,dz),

div v = 0, divH = 0,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), H(x, 0) = H0(x),

(1.1)

where D is either all of R
d or a bounded domain in R

d with compact and sufficiently smooth boundary. In
this problem, H,v and p denote the magnetic field, velocity and pressure of the fluid respectively, functions

ξi : [0, T ]×Ω×Zi → L
r
σ(D), r ≥ d are two measurable maps such that E

∫ T

0

∫

Zi
‖ξi(s, z)‖

2
Lr
σ(D)νi(dz)ds <∞, and

Ñi(dt, dz) = Ni(dt,dz) − νi(dz)dt, i = 1, 2, are two compensated Poisson random measures with non-negative
σ-finite intensity measures νi on measurable spaces (Zi,Zi), i = 1, 2. When D is a bounded domain, equation
(1.1) is equipped with the boundary conditions v = 0, H · n = 0 and curlH × n = 0 on ∂D, where n is the unit
outer normal on the boundary.

In this paper, we will prove the local existence and uniqueness of an Lq([0, T );Lp⊗
σ (D))-valued solution to Equa-

tion (1.1) for less regular initial data Lr⊗
σ (D), r ≥ d, where p and q are chosen such that the Lq([0, T );Lp⊗

σ (D))-
norm of the solution is scaling dimensionless, i.e. 1

q
= ( 1

r
− 1

p
) d
2
, r < p < ∞, see Theorem 3.2. In the case of

2D domains, we also establish the global existence and uniqueness of an Lq([0, T );Lp⊗
σ (D))-valued mild solution,

p > 2 for u0 ∈ L
2⊗
σ (D), see Theorem 3.3. Our results generalize those found in [17, 19] for stochastic MHD

equations, and [5, 21] for stochastic Navier-Stokes equaitons. In [19], Zeng prove that there is a local solution u in
C([0, T );Lp⊗

σ (D) for u0 ∈ L
p⊗
σ (D) := L

p
σ(D)×L

p
σ(D)) if p > d. However, the proofs of [19] can not directly apply

to the marginal case u0 ∈ L
d⊗
σ (D) and specialized techniques are required in Lq([0, T );Lp⊗

σ (D)). To illustrate our
results, let us recall the scaling property of MHD system: if u(x, t) = (v(x, t),H(x, t)) solves (1.1), then for each
λ > 0, uλ(x, t) = λu(λx,λ2t) also solves (1.1). Observe that the L

d⊗
σ (D)-norm of the initial data has zero scaling

dimension and the Lq([0, T );Lp⊗
σ (D))-norm of the solution also has zero scaling dimension. In the marginal case,

this scaling dimensionless property is critical as it guarantees the uniqueness of the solutions within the specified
Lq([0, T );Lp⊗

σ (D)) function space. It is worth mentioning that the class C([0, T ;Ld⊗
σ (D)) is usually insufficient to

ensure the uniqueness. One may conduct [10] for an example of non-uniqueness in initial boundary value problems
of nonlinear heat equations.

Compared to [5, 17, 19], which considered fractional Brownian motion, our work deals with the jump noise,
and this requires specialized techniques and tools. To handle the stochastic term of jump type, the ideas of our
proofs are inspired by a recent work [4] by Brzeźniak, Liu and the third named author. Since the semigroup S(t)
of our equation is only a bounded analytic C0-semigroup in L

p⊗
σ (D), we cannot apply the maximal inequality

† This work is partially supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12071433).
∗ Corresponding author.
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for C0-contraction semigroups in [20]. Instead we employ techniques from [4] and [21]. The main feature of our
approach here is that we can prove the trajectories of the corresponding Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process belong to the
space L

q(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)) using the Burkholder inequality in Banach spaces. Another novelty of the present paper

is that our results are applicable to general, possibly unbounded domains. This is important when examining the
asymptotic behavior of solution.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce the functional setting of the problem
and present the abstract formulation of the stochastic model. In section 3, we prove the local existence and
uniqueness of the mild solution in Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗

σ (D)) and also establish global existence of mild solutions in two
dimension.

2. Preliminaries

For function spaces of d-dimensional vector valued functions, we use the blackboard bold letters, for instance,
L

p(D) = {u = (u1, . . . , ud) | uj ∈ Lp(D), j = 1, . . . , d}. Likewise for C
∞
c (D) and W

m,p(D). Let L
p
σ(D) be the

completion in L
p(D) of the set {u ∈ C

∞
c (D) | ∇ · u = 0 in D}.

We define the Stoke operator A = −P∆ with domain D(A) = L
p
σ(D) ∩ W

2,p(D) ∩ W
1,p
0 (D), where P is the

Helmholtz projection from L
p(D) onto L

p
σ(D). According to [6], A is a closed densely defined linear operator

and has a bounded inverse in L
p
σ(D). The operator −A generates a bounded analytic C0-semigroup (e−tA)t≥0 in

L
p
σ(D). When D = R

d, A = −P∆ = −∆P , then A is essentially equal to −∆ and (e−tA)t≥0 is essentially the
heat operator.

Define MH = curl curl H with domain D(M) = L
p
σ(D) ∩ {H ∈ W

2,p(D) | n × curlH = 0 on ∂D}. It is also
shown in [13, 14] that MH ∈ L

p
σ(D) for H ∈ D(M), the domain of D(M) is dense in L

p
σ(D), and M is a closed

operator for 1 < p <∞. Moreover, M is a sectorial operator.
We denote L

p⊗(D) = L
p(D) × L

p(D) and L
p⊗
σ (D) = L

p
σ(D) × L

p
σ(D). Define the operator A : D (A) ⊂

L
p⊗
σ (D) → L

p⊗
σ (D) by the formula Au := (Av,MH), u = (v,H) ∈ D (A) = D(A)× D(M). Since both A and

M are sectorial operators, according to [18, Theorem 2.16], the diagonal matrix operator A, considered with the
domain D(A) × D(M) is still a sectorial positive operator on the space L

p⊗
σ (D). Let (S(t))t≥0 be the bounded

analytic semigroup generated byA on L
p⊗(D). Then for α > 0, the fractional operator Aα commutes with S(t) on

D(Aα). By the properties of analytic semigroup, see [9] (see also [6, Lemma 2.2]), for any u = (v,H) ∈ L
p⊗
σ (D),

‖Aα
S(t)u‖

L
p⊗
σ (D)

≤ Cα t
−α‖u‖

L
p⊗
σ (D)

. (2.1)

Note that D(Aγ) is continuously embedded in H
2γ,r(D) (c.f. [7, Proposition 1.4] ) and D(Mγ) is continuously

embedded in H
2γ,r(D) (c.f. [18, Theorem 16.2]). By using the Sobolev embedding theorem and the regularity

(2.1), we deduce that for any t > 0, S(t) : Lr⊗
σ (D) → L

p⊗
σ (D) is bounded and for any u ∈ L

r⊗
σ (D),

‖S(t)u‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

≤ Cp,r t
− d

2

(

1
r
− 1

p

)

‖u‖
L
r⊗
σ (D)

, 1 < r ≤ p < ∞. (2.2)

Throughout the paper, the symbol C will denote a positive generic constant whose value may change from place
to place. If a constant depends on some variable parameters, we will put them in subscripts.

Let us recall the Marcinkiewicz spaces (or weak Lebesgue spaces) L(q)(0, T ) for 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. The Marcinkiewicz

space L(q)(0, T ), 1 ≤ q <∞, consists of all measurable functions f : (0, T ) → R such that

[f ]L(q)(0,T ) = sup
λ>0

λµf (λ)
1/q <∞.

with µf (λ) = µ({t ∈ (0, T ) : |f(t)| > λ}) being its distribution function on [0,∞), where µ is the Lebesgue

measure on R. In the limiting case q = ∞, L(∞)(0, T ), consists of all measurable function f such that

[f ]L(∞)(0,T ) = inf{λ : µf (λ) = 0} <∞.

Note that Marcinkiewicz spaces are special cases of the more general Lorentz spaces. By using the Marcinkiewicz
spaces and generalized Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem, we have the following Lemma whose proof being in
the spirit of [8]. This lemma allows us to consider the marginal case r = d.

Lemma 2.1. For u ∈ L
r⊗
σ (D), we have

∫ t

0

‖S(s)u‖q
L
p⊗
σ (D)

ds ≤ C‖u‖q
L
r⊗
σ (D)

, 0 6 t 6 T, (2.3)

with 1
q
= ( 1

r
− 1

p
) d
2
, q > r > 1 and C = C(p, q, r).

Proof. Consider the map Γ defined by Γv = ‖S(t)v‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

from L
r⊗
σ (D) to functions on [0, T ). In view of (2.2),

we have
[

Γv
]

L(q)(0,T )
=

[

‖S(t)v‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

]

L(q)(0,T )
≤

[

Cp,r t
− d

2

(

1
r
− 1

p

)

‖v‖
L
r⊗
σ (D)

]

L(q)(0,T )
= Cp,r‖v‖

L
r⊗
σ (D)

,

since 1
q
=

(

1
r
− 1

p

)

d
2
and [t−θ]L(p) = 1 if θp = 1. Then Γ is continuous from L

r⊗
σ (D) into L(q)(0, T ). Since

|Γv| = ‖S(t)v‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

≤ Cp‖v‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

, we have
[

Γv
]

L(∞)(0,T )
≤ Cp‖v‖

L
p⊗
σ (D)

. Then Γ is continuous from L
p⊗
σ (D)

2



into L(∞)(0, T ). Now applying the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem, see e.g. [1, Theorem 1.3.1], we infer that
Γ is continuous from L

r1⊗
σ (D) into Lq1 (0, T ), for r1 < q1 with 1

q1
=

(

1
r1

− 1
p

)

d
2
.

�

We define the following bilinear operator, for ui = (vi,Hi)
T ∈ C

∞
c (D)× C

∞
c (D), i = 1, 2,

B(u1,u2) :=
(

B1(u1,u2), B2(u1,u2)
)T
,

with B1(u1,u2) = P (H1 · ∇H2)− P (v1 · ∇v2) and B2(u1,u2) = H1 · ∇v2 − v1 · ∇H2.
Consider the trilinear form b(u,w, v) =

∫

D
(u · ∇w)v dx, for u ∈ C

∞
c (D), w, v ∈ C

∞
c (D). Note that if div u = 0,

then
∑d

i=1
∂

∂xi
(uiw) = u · ∇w. We have b(u,w, v) = −b(u, v, w) and for b(u, v, v) = 0, u, w, v ∈ C

∞
c (D) with

div u = 0. Thus if u ∈ C
∞
c (D), div u = 0, and w, v ∈ C

∞
c (D), then by using the Hölder’s inequality there exists a

constant c > 0 such that

|b(u,w, v)| = |b(u, v, w)| ≤ ‖u‖L4(D)‖w‖L4(D)‖∇v‖L2(D) ≤ ‖u‖H1(D)‖w‖H1(D)‖v‖H1(D). (2.4)

where we used the Sobolev embedding H
1(D) ⊂ L

4(D), for d = 2, 3. Thus b can be extended to a trilinear
continuous form on H

1
σ(D) ×H

1(D)×H
1(D).

Let (Ω,F ,F,P), where F = (Ft)t≥0, be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypothesis. Let P be

a predictable σ-field on [0, T ]× Ω. Let Ñi(dt, dz) = Ni(dt,dz) − νi(dz)dt, i = 1, 2, be two compensated Poisson
random measures with non-negative σ-finite intensity measures νi on measurable spaces (Zi,Zi), i = 1, 2.

Assumption 2.2. Let r ≥ d. Assume that ξi : [0, T ] × Ω × Zi → L
r
σ(D) are two P ⊗ Z-measurable maps such

that

E

∫ T

0

∫

Zi

‖ξ(s, z)‖2Lr
σ(D)νi(dz)ds <∞.

Let Z := Z1 × Z2, Z := Z1 ⊗ Z2, ν := ν1 ⊗ ν2 and N := (N1, N2). Let us define the map ξ(t, ω, z) :=
(

ξ1(t, ω, z1), ξ2(t, ω, z2)
)

, where t ∈ [0, T ], z = (z1, z2) ∈ Z, ω ∈ Ω. Then ξ : [0, T ] × Ω × Z → L
r⊗
σ (D) is a

P ⊗ Z-measurable map and E
∫ T

0

∫

Z
‖ξ(t, z)‖2

L
r⊗
σ (D)

ν(dz)dt <∞.

Working with the sectorial positive operator A we rewrite equation (1.1) by the following Cauchy problem of
abstract evolution equations in the Banach space L

r⊗
σ (D):

du(t) = [−Au(t) +B(u(t),u(t))]dst+

∫

Z

ξ(t, z)Ñ(dt,dz), t ∈ (0, T ], u(0) = u0. (2.5)

Remark 2.1. According to [2, Appendix B], the spaces L
r⊗
σ (D) with 2 ≤ r < ∞ are martingale type 2 Banach

spaces. Under Assumption 2.2, the stochastic integral process
∫ t

0

∫

Z
ξ(s, z)Ñ(ds,dz), t ∈ [0, T ] is well defined and

it is an L
r⊗
σ (D)-valued càdlàg F-martingale, see [3, 20] for more details.

Note that in the above formulation u denotes the transpose of (v,H) and the initial condition u0 = (v0,H0).

Definition 2.3. An L
r⊗
σ (D)-valued adapted process u(t), t ∈ [0, T ], is a mild solution to (2.5) if u ∈ Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗

σ (D)),
P-a.s. and for all t ∈ [0, T ], the following equality holds P-a.s.

u(t) = u0 +

∫ t

0

S(t− s)B(u(s),u(s)) ds+

∫ t

0

S(t− s)ξ(s, z) Ñ(ds,dz). (2.6)

3. Existence and uniqueness

Lemma 3.1. For u1 ∈ L
p⊗
σ (D), u2 ∈ L

p⊗(D), 1 < p <∞, there exists a contant Cp > 0 such that

‖A− 1
2 B(u1,u2)‖

L

p
2
⊗
(D)

≤ Cp ‖u1‖Lp⊗(D)‖u2‖Lp⊗(D), (3.1)

‖A− 1
2 B(u1,u1)−A

− 1
2 B(u2,u2)‖

L

p
2
⊗
(D)

≤ Cp ‖u1 − u2‖Lp⊗(D)

(

‖u1‖Lp⊗(D) + ‖u2‖Lp⊗(D)

)

. (3.2)

Proof. The proof follows immediately from the fact that (f ·∇)g =
∑d

j=1
∂

∂xj
(fjg), if div f = 0 and by [7, Lemma

2.1], A− 1
2P ∂

∂xj
and M− 1

2 ∂
∂xj

can be extended uniquely to bounded linear operators from L
p/2
σ (D) to L

p/2
σ (D).

Recall that if D = R
d, P commutes with ∂

∂xj
and −∆, and A = −P∆ is essentially identical with −∆, so (3.1)

and (3.2) still hold.
�

Theorem 3.2. Let d = 2, 3 and r ≥ d. Assume that u0 ∈ L
r⊗
σ (D) and Assumption 2.2 holds. Let 1

q
= ( 1

r
− 1

p
) d
2
,

r < p <∞. Then there exists a unique local mild solution u ∈ Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)) to equation (2.5).

3



Proof. Step 1. Consider the following stochastic process Z(t) =
∫ t

0

∫

Z
S(t)ξ(s, z)Ñ(ds,dz). Since L

r⊗
σ (D),

r ≥ d ≥ 2 is a martingale type 2 Banach space, by using the Burkholder inequality and the boundedness of the
semigroup, we have, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E‖Z(t)‖
L
r⊗
σ (D)

≤ CrE

(

∫ t

0

∫

Z

‖S(t)ξ(s, z)‖2
L
r⊗
σ (D)

ν(dz)ds
) 1

2

≤ CrE

(

∫ t

0

∫

Z

‖ξ(s, z)‖2
L
r⊗
σ (D)

ν(dz)ds
)1

2
<∞.

It follows that Z(t) ∈ L
r⊗
σ (D), P-a.s. For an L

r⊗
σ (D)-valued predictable process ξ, we define an Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗

σ (D))-
valued process ψs,z :=

{

[0, T ] ∋ t 7→ 1[s,T ](t)S(t− s)ξ(s, ω, z)
}

, s ∈ [0, T ], ω ∈ Ω, z ∈ Z. By using Lemma 2.1, we
infer

‖ψs,z(·)‖
q

Lq(0,T ;Lp⊗(D))
=

∫ T

s

‖S(t− s)ξ(s, z)‖q
L
p⊗
σ (D)

dt

=

∫ T−s

0

‖S(t)ξ(s, z)‖q
L
p⊗
σ (D)

dt

≤ Cp,q,r‖ξ(s, z)‖
q

Lr⊗(D)
. (3.3)

Note that Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)

)

is a martingale type 2 Banach space. By applying Burkholder’s inequality in Banach
space [20, Theorem 3.1] and (3.3) we find

E‖Z(t)‖
Lq(0,T ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

= E

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

∫

Z

S(t)ξ(s, z)Ñ(ds,dz)
∥

∥

∥

Lq(0,T ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

= E

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

∫

Z

ψs,z(·)Ñ(ds,dz)
∥

∥

∥

Lq(0,T ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

≤ CpE

(

∫ T

0

∫

Z

‖ψs,z(·)‖
2

Lq(0,T ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

ν(dz)ds
)1

2

≤ Cp,q,rE

(

∫ T

0

∫

Z

‖ξ(s, z)‖2
L
r⊗
σ (D)

ν(dz)ds
)1

2
<∞. (3.4)

That is Z ∈ L(Ω;Lq(0, T ;Lp
σ(D))). Meanwhile, by using the above estimate and the Lebesgue dominated con-

vergence theorem, we infer limT ′→0 E‖Z(t)‖Lq(0,T ′;L
p⊗
σ (D))

= 0.

Step 2. Set Y := u−Z, with u being the solution to equation (2.5). Define an operator

Γ(Y ) := S(t)u0 +

∫ t

0

S(t− s)B
(

Y (s) +Z(s),Y (s) +Z(s)
)

ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

where Y ∈ Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)). To establish the existence of mild solutions to (2.5), it is equivalent to finding a

fixed point for the operator Γ in Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)). We shall look for a random time τ such that Γ(Bτ

R) ⊂ Bτ
R

and Γ is a contraction map on a closed ball Bτ
R in Lq(0, τ ;Lp

σ(D)).
Let r ≥ d. Since by Step 1, limT ′→0 E‖Z(t)‖Lq(0,T ′;L

p⊗
σ (D))

= 0, so there exists a sequence {Tn} ⊂ [0, T ] such

that limTn→0 ‖Z(·)‖Lq(0,Tn ;L
p
σ(D)) = 0, P-a.s. Hence for every ε > 0, there exists Tε such that ‖Z(·)‖Lq(0,Tε;L

p
σ(D)) <

ε, P-a.s. In view of Lemma 2.1, we have ‖S(t)u0‖Lq(0,T ;L
p
σ(D)) ≤ C0 ‖u0‖Lr , hence limT ′→0 ‖|S(t)u0‖Lq(0,T ′;L

p
σ(D)) =

0. Therefore, we can always find 0 < T0 < T and Ω0 ∈ F with P(Ω0) = 1 such that for d ≤ r < p,

‖S(t)u0‖Lq(0,T0;L
p⊗
σ (D))

+ ‖Z(·)‖
Lq(0,T0 ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

< (10T
1
2
− d

2r
0 K1)

−1,

where the constant K1 depends on d, r, p, q and will be determined later.
If ω ∈ Ω0, define τ (ω) = T0, if ω /∈ Ω0, define τ (ω) = 0. Define a random variableNτ = ‖S(t)u0‖Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

+

‖Z(t)‖
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

. Let Bτ
R denote the closed ball in Lq(0, τ ;Lp

σ(D)) with radious R = 2Nτ . Next we shall prove

Γ(Bτ
R) ⊂ Bτ

R. Let Y ∈ Bτ
R. By using (2.1) and Lemma 3.1, we have

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

S(t− s)B
(

Y (s) +Z(s),Y (s) +Z(s)
)

ds
∥

∥

∥

L
p⊗
σ (D)

≤

∫ t

0

∥

∥

∥A
1
2S

( t− s

2

)

S
( t− s

2

)

A
− 1

2B
(

Y (s) +Z(s),Y (s) +Z(s)
)

∥

∥

∥

L
p⊗
σ (D)

ds

≤ Cd,p

∫ t

0

( t− s

2

)−
(

1
2
+ d

2p

)

∥

∥A
− 1

2 B
(

Y (s) +Z(s),Y (s) +Z(s)
)∥

∥

L

p
2
⊗

σ (D)
ds

≤ Cd,p

∫ t

0

(t− s)
−( 1

2
+ d

2p
)
‖Y (s) +Z(s)‖2

L
p⊗
σ (D)

ds

≤ Cd,pτ
1
2
− d

2r

∫ t

0

(t− s)
−
(

1− d
2
( 1
r
− 1

p
)
)

‖Y (s) +Z(s)‖2
L
p⊗
σ (D)

ds.
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Noticing 1
q
= d

2

(

1
r
− 1

p

)

and applying the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (c.f. [16]), we obtain

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

S(t− s)B
(

Y (s) +Z(s),Y (s) +Z(s)
)

ds
∥

∥

∥

Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

≤ Cd,pKr,p,qτ
1
2
− d

2r ‖Y (s) +Z(s)‖2
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

≤ K1τ
1
2
− d

2r

(

‖Y (s)‖
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

+ ‖Z(s)‖
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

)2

,

with K1 = Cd,pKr,p,q and Kr,p,q being the constant from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality. It follows
that

‖Γ(Y )‖
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

≤ ‖S(t)u0‖Lq(0,T0 ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

+K1τ
1
2
− d

2r (‖Y ‖
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D)

+ ‖Z‖
Lq (0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

)2

< Nτ +K1τ
1
2
− d

2r 9Nτ ·Nτ < 2Nτ .

Hence we obtain Γ(Y ) ∈ Bτ
R.

Next we prove that Γ is a contraction map in Bτ
R. Let Y1,Y2 ∈ Bτ

R. Applying similar arguments as before, we
have

‖Γ(Y1)− Γ(Y2)‖Lp
σ(D)

≤
∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

S(t− s)B(Y1 − Y2,Y1 +Z)ds
∥

∥

∥

L
p⊗
σ (D)

+
∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

B(Y2 +Z,Y1 − Y2)ds
∥

∥

∥

L
p⊗
σ (D)

≤ Cd,pτ

(

1
2
− d

2r

)
∫ t

0

(t− s)
−
(

1− d
2
( 1
r
− 1

p
)
)

(

‖Y1‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

+ ‖Y2‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

+ 2‖Z‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

)

‖Y1 − Y2‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

ds.

By using again the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we infer

‖Γ(Y1)(t)− Γ(Y2)(t)‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p
σ(D))

≤ Cd,pKp,r,qτ
1
2
− d

2r
(

‖Y1‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

+ ‖Y2‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

+ 2‖Z‖
Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

)

‖Y1 − Y2‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

≤ K1τ
1
2
− d

2r (6Nτ )‖Y1 − Y2‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

<
3

5
‖Y1 − Y2‖Lq(0,τ ;L

p
σ(D)).

Step 3. Uniqueness Next we prove the uniqueness of the local solution. Let u1,u2 be two local mild
solutions to equation (2.5) given by (2.6). Applying similar arguments as in Step 2 gives

‖u1 − u2‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

=
∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

S(t− s)(B(u1(s),u1(s))−B(u2(s),u2(s)))ds
∥

∥

∥

Lp⊗(D)

≤ Cd,pτ
1
2
− d

2r

∫ t

0

(t− s)
−
(

1− d
2
( 1
r
− 1

p
)
)

‖u1 − u2‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

(

‖u1‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

+ ‖u2‖
L
p⊗
σ (D)

)

ds.

Applying again the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality gives

‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

≤ K1τ
1
2
− d

2r ‖u1 − u2‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

(

‖u1‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

+ ‖u2‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

)

≤ K1τ
1
2
− d

2r (4Nτ )‖u1 − u2‖Lq(0,τ ;L
p⊗
σ (D))

≤
2

5
‖u1 − u2‖Lq(0,τ ;L

p⊗
σ (D))

,

This shows that u1 = u2 in Lq(0, τ ;Lp⊗
σ (D)).

�

Theorem 3.3. Let d = 2. Assume that u0 ∈ L
2⊗
σ (D) and Assumption 2.2 holds with r = 2. Let 1

q
= 1

2
− 1

p
,

p > 2. Then there exists a unique global mild solution u ∈ Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)) to equation (2.5).

Proof. The local existence follows from Theorem 3.2. Now let us establish an a priori bound that ensures global
existence. We shall show that the L

2⊗
σ (D)-norm of Y is bounded on the interval [0, T0]. Using the chain rule

gives

1

2

d

dt
‖Y (t)‖2

L2⊗(D) = −‖∇Y (t)‖2
L2⊗(D) − b(Y1(t) + Z1(t), Z1(t), Y1(t)) + b(Y2(t) + Z2(t), Z2(t), Y1(t))

− b(Y1(t) + Z1(t), Z2(t), Y2(t)) + b(Y2(t) + Z2(t), Z1(t), Y2(t)),

where Y = (Y1, Y2),Z = (Z1, Z2). By using the property of B, (2.4) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖Y (t)‖2

L2⊗(D) ≤ −‖∇Y (t)‖2
L2⊗(D) + 4‖Y (t) +Z(t)‖L4⊗(D)‖Z(t)‖L4⊗(D)‖∇Y ‖L2⊗(D)

≤ −
1

2
‖∇Y (t)‖2

L2⊗(D) + C1‖Z‖4
L4⊗(D)‖Y ‖2

L2⊗(D) +C2‖Z‖4
L4⊗(D).
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Now applying the Gronwall’s Lemma yields that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Y (t)‖2
L
2⊗
σ (D)

≤ C2

∫ T

0

e
C1

∫

T
s

‖Z(r)‖4
L4⊗(D)

dr
‖Z(s)‖4

L4⊗(D) ds <∞, P-a.s. (3.5)

where we used (3.4) with p = q = 4 to infer E‖Z‖L4(0,T ;L4⊗(D)) < ∞. Since Y0 ∈ L
2⊗
σ (D), by Theorem 3.2 there

exists a unique local solution Y which belongs to Lq(0, τ ;Lp⊗
σ (D)). By the above priori estimate (3.5), we infer

Y(τ ) ∈ L
2⊗
σ (D). We can repeating the argument above and consider equation (2.5) with initial data Y (τ ):

dv(t) = −Av(t)dt+B(v(t) +Z
τ (t),v(t) +Z

τ (t))dt, v(0) = Y (τ ), (3.6)

where Z
τ (t) =

∫ t

0

∫

Z
ξ(s, z)Ñτ (ds,dz), with Nτ (t, A) := N(t + τ,A) −N(τ,A), for each t ≥ 0 and A ∈ Z. It is

easy to verify that Nτ (t,A) is a Poisson random measure with respect to the shifted filtration F
τ := (Ft+τ )t≥0

with the same intensity measure ν and
∫ t

0

∫

Z
S(t−s)ξ(τ+s, z) Ñτ (ds,dz) =

∫ τ+t

τ

∫

Z
S(τ + t−s)ξ(s, z) Ñ(ds,dz).

By Theorem 3.2, Equation (3.6) has a unique solution v ∈ Lq(τ, τ1 L
p⊗
σ (D)) with τ1 > τ . In this way we extend

our solution to the time interval [τ, τ1]. Repeating this procedure finitely many times leads to solutions on [0, τ∞],
where τ∞ is the supremum time over [0, T ] upon which the solution exists.

Note that by interpolation theorem and the Sobolev embedding we have L∞(0, T ;L2⊗
σ (D))∩L2(0, T ;H1,2⊗(D)) ⊂

Lq(0, T ;H1− 2
p
,2⊗(D)) →֒ Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗

σ (D)), for 2 ≤ p < ∞ with 1
q
= 1

2
− 1

p
. Then by (3.5), we have the a priori

estimate for Y in Lq(0, T ;Lp⊗
σ (D)). By following a standard contradiction argument, the above uniform priori

estimate leads to τ∞ = T . Therefore we construct a global mild solution existing on the full interval [0, T ].
�
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