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ABSTRACT. We consider the stochastic incompressible magnetohydrodynamic equations driven
by additive jump noises on either the whole space R?, d = 2,3 or a smooth bounded domain
D in RY. We establish the local existence and uniqueness of a mild solution in the space
L9(0,T;L2% (D)) allowing for initial data with less regularity, including the marginal case ug €
Ld® (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)
flowsin D Cc RY, d = 2,3:

HJ? -
% + (v-V)v—Av — (H-V)H+V(p+ | 2' ) :/Z€1(t,z)N1(dt,dz),
OH

5 + (v-V)H + curl(curlH) — (H - V)v = /Z§2(t7 2)Na(dt,dz), (1.1)

dive =0, divH =0,
v(z,0) =vo(z), H(z,0)= Ho(z),

where D is either all of R? or a bounded domain in R? 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
&[0, T xQx Z; — Ly (D), r > d are two measurable maps such that IEfOT Iy Ei(s, z)HH%T(D)ui(dz)ds < 00, and

Ni(dt,dz) = Ni(dt,dz) — vi(dz)dt, i = 1,2, are two compensated Poisson random measures with non-negative
o-finite intensity measures v; on measurable spaces (Z;, Z;), « = 1,2. When D is a bounded domain, equation
(1.1) is equipped with the boundary conditions v =0, H -n = 0 and curl H x n = 0 on 9D, where n is the unit
outer normal on the boundary.

In this paper, we will prove the local existence and uniqueness of an L%([0, T); LE® (D))-valued solution to Equa-
tion (1.1) for less regular initial data L,® (D), 7 > d, where p and ¢ are chosen such that the L([0,7T); L2¥(D))-

norm of the solution is scaling dimensionless, i.e. * = (% — %)%7 r < p < oo, see Theorem 3.2. In the case of

q
2D domains, we also establish the global existence and uniqueness of an L?([0, T); LE¥(D))-valued mild solution,

p > 2 for ug € L2¥(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); 22 (D) for ug € LE®(D) := L2(D) x L&(D)) if p > d. However, the proofs of [19] can not directly apply
to the marginal case ug € L2® (D) and specialized techniques are required in L?([0,T'); LE® (D)). To illustrate our
results, let us recall the scaling property of MHD system: if u(z,t) = (v(z,t), H(z,t)) solves (1.1), then for each
A > 0, ux(z,t) = du(Az, A\*t) also solves (1.1). Observe that the LE®(D)-norm of the initial data has zero scaling
dimension and the L%([0, T"); LE®(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
L7([0,T);1LE® (D)) function space. It is worth mentioning that the class C([0, T;1LE&® (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 Brzezniak, Liu and the third named author. Since the semigroup S(t)
of our equation is only a bounded analytic Cop-semigroup in LE® (D), we cannot apply the maximal inequality
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for Coy-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 L9(0, T;L2® (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 L9(0,T;1L2¥ (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,
LP(D) = {u = (u1,...,uq) | u; € LP(D),j = 1,...,d}. Likewise for C°(D) and W™P(D). Let LE(D) be the
completion in ILP(D) of the set {u € CZ(D) |V -u =0 in D}.

We define the Stoke operator A = —PA with domain Z(A) = LE(D) N W??(D) N W, (D), where P is the
Helmbholtz projection from LLP(D) onto L2 (D). According to [6], A is a closed densely defined linear operator
and has a bounded inverse in L2 (D). The operator —A generates a bounded analytic Co-semigroup (e ") in
LE(D). When D = RY, A = —PA = —AP, then A is essentially equal to —A and (e **);>¢ is essentially the
heat operator.

Define M H = curl curl H with domain Z(M) = LE(D) N {H € W??(D) | n x curl H = 0 on dD}. Tt is also
shown in [13, 14] that M H € LE(D) for H € (M), the domain of 2(M) is dense in LE (D), and M is a closed
operator for 1 < p < oco. Moreover, M is a sectorial operator.

We denote LP®(D) = LP(D) x LP(D) and LE®(D) = LZ(D) x LE(D). Define the operator A : 7 (A) C
L2®(D) — LE®(D) by the formula Aw := (Av, M H), u = (v, H) € Z (A) = 2(A) x Z(M). Since both A and
M are sectorial operators, according to [18, Theorem 2.16], the diagonal matrix operator A, considered with the
domain Z(A) x 2(M) is still a sectorial positive operator on the space LZ®(D). Let (S(t)):>0 be the bounded
analytic semigroup generated by A on L*® (D). Then for a > 0, the fractional operator A® commutes with S(¢) on
2(A®). By the properties of analytic semigroup, see [9] (see also [6, Lemma 2.2]), for any u = (v, H) € L2¥(D),

IA®S(B)ulye py < Cat [l (2.1)
Note that 2(A") is continuously embedded in H*"(D) (c.f. [7, Proposition 1.4] ) and Z(M7) is continuously

embedded in H?""(D) (c.f. [18, Theorem 16.2]). By using the Sobolev embedding theorem and the regularity
(2.1), we deduce that for any ¢ > 0, S(t) : L;®(D) — LE®(D) is bounded and for any u € L.®(D),

_a(1_1
1SWll e ) < Cort* G ullyo ), 1< <p < oo (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(‘I)(O7 T) for 1 < ¢ < oco. The Marcinkiewicz
space L@ (0,7, 1 < g < oo, consists of all measurable functions f : (0,7") — R such that

(L@ o,r) = sup Ay (W) < o0,
A>0

with pr(A) = p({t € (0,7) : |f(t)] > A}) being its distribution function on [0, c0), where p is the Lebesgue
measure on R. In the limiting case ¢ = oo, L(°°)(07 T'), consists of all measurable function f such that

[flree) o,y = Inf{A 1 pp(A) = 0} < oo.
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;®(D), we have

N

t
[ 18l ds < Clull 0<t<T, (2.3)
0

15%(D) L5® (D)’
with é =(L- %)%, g>r>1and C=C(p,q,r).

Proof. Consider the map I' defined by I'v = ||S(t)v|\]Lp®(D) from L®(D) to functions on [0, 7). In view of (2.2),
we have

d (1 1
- < [cpmt 2 G=2) ), — ool
[F”]m)(om [”S(t)””w®<m]uq)(o,:r) - [C”’ t P vllze (o) Crrllvlluze oy,

] L(@) (0,T)
since % = (% — %) 4 and [t%], 4 = 1if @p = 1. Then T is continuous from L,®(D) into L(0,T). Since

Tw| = ||S(t)v|\]Lg®(D) < Copllvll pe (), We have [Fv]L<°°)(0,T) < CPH”HU;@@(D)' Then T is continuous from LE® (D)
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into L(>) (0, 7). Now applying the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem, see e.g. [1, Theorem 1.3.1], we infer that

I is continuous from L2*®(D) into L% (0,T), for r1 < q1 with % = (% — %)g.

[ |

We define the following bilinear operator, for w; = (v;, H;)* € C(D) x C°(D), i = 1,2,

B(u1,uz) = (Bl(U17U2)7BQ(U17u2))T7
with Bl(ul,uz) = P(H1 . VHQ) — P(v1 . V’Uz) and Bz(ul,UQ) = H1 . V’Uz — V1 - VHQ.

Consider the trilinear form b(u, w,v) = [, (u- Vw)vdz, for u € CZ(D),w,v € CZ(D). Note that if divu = 0,
then >0 a%i(uiw) = u - Vw. We have b(u, w,v) = —b(u,v,w) and for b(u,v,v) = 0, u,w,v € CZ(D) with
divu = 0. Thus if u € CZ°(D), divu = 0, and w,v € C°(D), then by using the Hélder’s inequality there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that

[b(u, w,v)| = [b(u, v, w)| < [ullus(p)llwllLs D) [VollLzpy < lluller (o) lwlle (o) 0]l (p)- (2.4)

where we used the Sobolev embedding H'(D) C L*(D), for d = 2,3. Thus b can be extended to a trilinear
continuous form on H} (D) x H'(D) x H*(D).

Let (2, F,F,P), where F = (F%)+>0, be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypothesis. Let P be
a predictable o-field on [0, 7] x Q. Let Ni(dt,dz) = N;(dt,dz) — vi(dz)dt, i = 1,2, be two compensated Poisson
random measures with non-negative o-finite intensity measures v; on measurable spaces (Z;, Z;), i = 1, 2.

Assumption 2.2. Let r > d. Assume that & : [0,T] x Q x Z; — L, (D) are two P ® Z-measurable maps such
that

T
E/ / ||€(572)||H2_3(D)Vi(dz)ds < 0.
0o Jz,

Let Z := Z1 X Zay Z2 := Z1 ® Z2, v := 11 @z and N := (N1, N2). Let us define the map £(t,w,2) =
(&1(t,w, 21),&a(t,w, 22)), where t € [0,T], z = (21,22) € Z, w € Q. Then £ : [0,T] x Q x Z — L;®(D) is a
P ® Z-measurable map and IEfOT I, G, z)Hi;@(D)V(dz)dt < o0.

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 L5%(D):

du(t) = [~Au(t) + B(u(t),u(t))]dst —|—/;{(257,2)](7(d157d,z)7 te (0,7, u(0) = uo. (2.5)

Remark 2.1. According to [2, Appendix B], the spaces LL® (D) with 2 < r < oo are martingale type 2 Banach
spaces. Under Assumption 2.2, the stochastic integral process fot fz &(s,2)N(ds,dz), t € [0,T] is well defined and
it is an L.®(D)-valued cadlag 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 wo = (vo, Ho).
Definition 2.3. AnL.®(D)-valued adapted process u(t),t € [0,T], is a mild solution to (2.5) if u € L(0,T;1L2% (D)),
P-a.s. and for all t € [0,T], the following equality holds P-a.s.

u(t) = uo + /o S(t—s)B(u(s),u(s))ds + /o S(t—s)é(s,z) N(ds, dz). (2.6)

3. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS

Lemma 3.1. For ui € LE®(D), us € LP®(D), 1 < p < oo, there exists a contant Cp > 0 such that

1
|A™2 Blus,w)l, g6 ) < Gy llurlle o) uzllre o), (3.1)

1 1
|A™2 Bur,w) = A7 Bluz,wa)| g, < Cp llur = walluse (o) (lwrliso oy + fuzlisemy).  (3:2)

Proof. The proof follows immediately from the fact that (f-V)g = Zd 9_(f;q), if div f = 0 and by [7, Lemma

j=1 9z
2.1], AiéP% and M2 52— can be extended uniquely to bounded linear operators from L2/ (D) to ]Lg/Q(D).
J J
Recall that if D = R%, P commutes with % and —A, and A = —PA is essentially identical with —A, so (3.1)
J
and (3.2) still hold.

Theorem 3.2. Let d = 2,3 and r > d. Assume that uo € L% (D) and Assumption 2.2 holds. Let % =(L- %)%,
r < p < oco. Then there exists a unique local mild solution w € L(0,T;LE®(D)) to equation (2.5).
3



Proof. Step 1. Consider the following stochastic process Z(t) = fot I S(t)€(s,z)N(ds,dz). Since L5®(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 ¢ € [0,7],

BIZ0)]z0 0y < CE( [ [ 1S @e 20 py(d2)as)”

t 1
<C.E (/ / I€(s, z)HE;@(D)V(dz)ds) ? < .
0 Jz
It follows that Z(t) € L.®(D), P-a.s. For an L,®(D)-valued predictable process &, we define an L?(0, T;1L2®(D))-

valued process s . == {[0,7] 2 t = 1, 7(¢)S(t — $)é(s,w, 2)}, s € [0,T], w € Q, 2 € Z. By using Lemma 2.1, we
infer

T
G D ST [
s o

T—s
— q
= [ 180l
< Cpq,r (s, Z)”]ZT@(D)‘ (3-3)

Note that L(0,T;LE® (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

t
BIZOl oo razo oy =B [ [ S0¢0 28 s. o)

= [ N @)
= CPE</0T/Z ”w“(')”iqm,T;w@(D»”(dz)ds)%

T 1
< cp,q,rE(/O /ZHf(s,z)Hi;@(mV(dz)ds)2 < . (3.4)

That is Z € L(Q; LY(0,T;1LE(D))). Meanwhile, by using the above estimate and the Lebesgue dominated con-
vergence theorem, we infer limz/ IEHZ(t)HLq(O 71129 (py) = O-

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

L4(0,T;LE® (D))

La(0,T;L5% (D))

(YY) :=S(t)uo + /o S(t—s)B(Y(s)+ Z(s),Y(s) + Z(s))ds, te€[0,T],

where Y € L%(0,T;1L2%(D)). To establish the existence of mild solutions to (2.5), it is equivalent to finding a
fixed point for the operator I in L?(0, T; L% (D)). We shall look for a random time 7 such that I'(B%) C B
and I' is a contraction map on a closed ball B in L?(0, 7;LE(D)).

Let r > d. Since by Step 1, limz/_, E”Z(t)HL‘Z(O,T’;IL?;@(D)) = 0, so there exists a sequence {T,,} C [0, 7] such
that limr, 0 | Z(")llLa(o, 7,12 (p)) = 0, P-a.s. Hence for every € > 0, there exists T; such that | Z(")|| a0, 7. ;12 (p)) <
g, P-a.s. In view of Lemma 2.1, we have Hs(t)UOHLq(o,T;Lg(D)) < Co |luollyr , hence limzs o [||S(E)uollpa0,77 .12 (D)) =
0. Therefore, we can always find 0 < To < T and Qo € F with P(Q) = 1 such that for d < r < p,

14
I1S@)woll (0. 10:12% (pyy T 12O La (o, 11028 (py) < (101G 2" K1) Y
where the constant Ky depends on d, 7, p,q and will be determined later.

Ifw € Qo, define 7(w) = To, if w ¢ Qo, define 7(w) = 0. Define a random variable N, = ||S(t)uo|\Lq(0 129 (o) T
|\Z(1€)||Lq(0 L9 (DY) et BF% denote the closed ball in L(0, 7; L2 (D)) with radious R = 2N,. Next we shall prove
I'(BR) C Bi. Let Y € Bf. By using (2.1) and Lemma 3.1, we have

H /t S(t—s)B(Y(s)+ Z(s),Y(s) + Z(s))ds
0

L5® (D)

S/(; HA%S(t;S)S(t;S)A’%B(Y(s)+Z(s)7Y(3)+Z(S))

S
LE® (D)

SCd’p/(; (t;s)(2+2P)HA%B(Y(s)+Z(s),Y(s)—|—Z(5))H}L§®(D)ds

t l,d
< Cap [ =9 E BNV )+ 206 s

1

t
< cd,ﬂ%*z*‘r/ t— 5" 4E=D) 1y (5) + Z(s) ds.
0

[
L% (D)
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Noticing % =4(1- %) and applying the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (c.f. [16]), we obtain

T

L4(0,7;LE® (D))

H /Ot S(t—s)B(Y (s) + Z(s), Y (s) + z(s))ds‘

1 d 2
< CapKrp,am? 27 [|Y(s) + Z(S)||LQ(O»T;]14§®(D))

1_d 2
< K2 (1Y) oz (o)) + 126 o raze o)

with K1 = Cq,Krpq and K. p 4 being the constant from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality. It follows
that

1_d 2
IO 2o 0,722 (py) < ISOBll Lago,1y 020 0y + E1TZ 27 (¥ Nl 0,22 () + 12 00,229 (7))
< N, + Ky73"#9N, - N, < 2N,

Hence we obtain I'(Y) € Bf.
Next we prove that I" is a contraction map in Bg. Let Y1, Y> € By. Applying similar arguments as before, we
have

IT(Y1) = T(Y2)llLz (o)

t t
gH/ S(t — 5)B(Yi — Ya,Yi + Z)ds +H/ B(Y: + Z,Yi — Ya)ds
0 0

LE® (D) LE® (D)

t
1_d _(1—d¢1_1
< CaprG#) [ =7 0D (Wil g )+ %ol 0y + 2120 0)1¥i = Vol o oy
By using again the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we infer
IT(Y1)(8) = T(Y2) (D)l a0, 512 (D))
1_d
< CapKpram "2 (11l Lao,r,222 (o)) T Y2l paorinz® (b)) + 212 Lago,r.225 (0) V2 = Y2l oo 029 1))

1_d
< Kar2 2 (6N Ys = Yall oo rn® ()

3
< gHYl = Y2l pa(o,712 (D))

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

s = sl e, = | [ S0 = 5)(B1 (9, (9) = Blaas(s),us(s))as|

LP®(D)
t
1_d —(1—d1_1
<Caprd [0 00D~ wal g (g iy + unlge ) 05
0
Applying again the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality gives

1_d
w1 (®) = w2 (Ol o 0,708 () < E172 72 llur = uall oo 129 (1)) (”“l”m<o,r;m€®<D>> + ”“2||Lq<o,f;w®<m))

1_d
< Karz o2 (AN7)|fun — w2l oo raze ()

2
< gllua - 2l Lao,r 12 (D))
This shows that w1 = us in L(0, 7;LE¥(D)).
]

Theorem 3.3. Let d = 2. Assume that wo € L2%(D) and Assumption 2.2 holds with r = 2. Let % = % - %,
p > 2. Then there exists a unique global mild solution w € L(0,T;L2®(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¥(D)-norm of Y is bounded on the interval [0, 7). Using the chain rule
gives

| o

1Y (1)220 () = ~IVY (1) [Z20 (py — b(Y1 () + Z1(2), Z1 (), Ya(t)) + b(Ya(t) + Z2(t), Z2(t), Ya (1))
—B(Yi(t) + Za(8), Za(2), Ya(t)) + b(Ya(t) + Za(t), Z0 (1), Ya(t)),
where Y = (Y1,Y2), Z = (Z1, Z2). By using the property of B, (2.4) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

ld
2dt

N | =
Q.

t

A\

1Y (D)lI20 (p) < —IVY ()l[E20 (p) + 4IY (1) + Z(1) 1o () | Z (#) | () I VY Ilp2e ()

IN

1
—5IVY ®)[1720(p) + Cill Zllias (o) Y 25 () + C2ll Z Lo ().
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Now applying the Gronwall’s Lemma yields that

ey T zemt

dr
sup ||Y (¢ )||]L2®(D) < Cg/ 148 (D) |\Z(s)|\ﬁ4®(D) ds < o0, P-as. (3.5)

te[0,T]
where we used (3.4) with p = ¢ = 4 to infer E||Z|| (o 1,140 (p)) < 00. Since Yy € L2®¥(D), by Theorem 3.2 there
exists a unique local solution Y which belongs to L(0, 7;L2¥(D)). By the above priori estimate (3.5), we infer
Y (7) € L2®(D). We can repeating the argument above and consider equation (2.5) with initial data Y (7):

dv(t) = —Av()dt + B(v(t) + Z7 (), v(t) + Z7(1))dt, v(0) = Y (r), (3.6)

where Z7 (¢ fo S, &(s,2) YN (ds,dz), with N7(t, A) := N(t + 7, A) — N(1, A), for each t > 0 and A € Z. Tt is
easy to verlfy that N7 (¢, A) is a Poisson random measure with respect to the shifted filtration F” := (Fi4r)i>0
with the same intensity measure v and fot S, St—s)é(T+s,2) N7 (ds,dz) fTH [, S(r+t—15)(s,2) N(ds,dz).
By Theorem 3.2, Equation (3.6) has a unique solution v € L(1, 11 ]Lp® (D)) with 71 > 7. In this way we extend
our solution to the time interval [7, 71]. Repeating this procedure finitely many times leads to solutions on [0, Toc],

where 7o is the supremum time over [0, 7] upon which the solution exists.
Note that by interpolation theorem and the Sobolev embedding we have L°° (0, T;1L2%(D))NL*(0, T; H“*® (D)) C

Lq(07T;H17%’2®(D)) — L%0,T;1LE%(D)), for 2 < p < oo with % 2 — 1. Then by (3.5), we have the a priori
estimate for Y in L9(0,T;LE®(D)). By following a standard contradlctlon argument, the above uniform priori

estimate leads to 7oc = T'. Therefore we construct a global mild solution existing on the full interval [0, T].
|
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