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Abstract This paper derives the stochastic homogenization for two dimensional Navier–Stokes

equations with random coefficients. By means of weak convergence method and Stratonovich–

Khasminskii averaging principle approach, the solution of two dimensional Navier–Stokes equa-

tions with random coefficients converges in distribution to the solution of two dimensional Navier–

Stokes equations with constant coefficients.
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1 Introduction

The incompressible Navier–Stokes equations play an important role in fluid mechanics, atmo-

spheric and ocean dynamics. Over the past many years, the study of the incompressible Navier–

Stokes equations has been received much attention. It is given by as follows















ut(t) + [−ν∆u(t) + 〈u(t),∇〉u(t) +∇p] = 0,

div u(t) = 0,

u(0) = u0(x),

where ν > 0 is the viscosity of fluid, the space variable x = (x1, x2) ∈ T
2 = R

2/2πZ2, the

velocity u(x, t) = (u1(x, t), u2(x, t)) is vector function, the pressure p(x, t) is scalar function and

〈u,∇〉 = u1∂1 + u2∂2. To simplify notation, we assume that ν = 1 in the following sections.

The fluid dynamics is affected by random forces in the turbulence and statistical hydrodynam-

ics [11, 13, 39, 51]. The model of the stochastic Navier–Stokes equations can simulate structural
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vibrations in aeronautical applications, while the unknown external forces such as solar heating

and industrial pollution can be regarded as random forces in atmospheric dynamics. Inspired

by the above facts, we consider the stochastic homogenization of the following two–dimensional

Navier–Stokes equations for viscous incompressible fluids with random coefficients defined on T
2















uεt (t) + [−∆uε(t) + 〈uε(t),∇〉uε(t) +∇pε] = q̃ε(x, ω)uε(t) + σ̃ε(t, uε(t))dW (t),

div uε(t) = 0,

uε(0) = u0(x).

(1.1)

Here {W (t)} is a Winner process on complete probability space (Ω,F ,P), and we denote by Q is

the covariance operators of {W (t)}. The potential q̃ε(x, ω) = q̃(x
ε
, ω) is highly oscillatory, where

0 < ε < 1 denotes the scale of oscillations. The term σ̃ε(t, uε(t)) = σ̃
(

t
ε
, uε(t)

)

in the system

(1.1).

Lately, the study of homogenization of the Navier–Stokes equations has been intensively stud-

ied by many authors. There are some works in this field. The homogenization of the incom-

pressible Navier–Stokes equations in periodic perforated domains was presented by analytical

method [1,2,16,17,23,31,47,54]. The homogenization of the compressible Navier–Stokes equa-

tions in periodic perforated domains was proved by similar method [5,22,29,30,32,37,38,41,43].

However, stochastic homogenization is a very active study field. One of the study problems in

stochastic homogenization is the partial differential equations with random oscillation coefficients.

The stochastic homogenization results were presented by analytical method [7, 8, 21, 50], proba-

bilistic approach [15, 42, 49], and chaos expansion method [4, 27, 57]. There are some works

on the homogenization of stochastic partial differential equations. The authors [24, 25, 44, 45]

concerned mainly stochastic parabolic equations taking place in periodic setting, almost periodic

setting and ergodic setting. The homogenization of stochastic partial differential equations by

two–scale convergence method [35, 53] and Tartar’s oscillating test function approach [36, 52].

There are some nice works on the homogenization of partial differential equations in randomly

perforated domains. The authors [3] showed the stochastic homogenization immiscible com-

pressible two–phase flow by stochastic two–scale convergence method. Homogenization for the

Poisson equations and Stokes equations in randomly perforated domains was studied by the au-

thors [18, 19]. Giunti [20] derived the Darcy’s law in randomly perforated domains by analytical

method. Homogenization of the linearized ionic transport equations in randomly perforated do-

mains was studied by the authors [34]. It is worth to focus on the stochastic homogenization of the

fluid equations. Wright [55, 56] showed the homogenization of incompressible fluids randomly

perforated domains by stochastic two–scale convergence in mean approach. The authors [6, 40]

showed the homogenization of the compressible Navier–Stokes equations in randomly perforated

domains by constructing Bogovskil̆ operator approach. Bessaih & Maris [9] proved the homoge-

nization for the stochastic Navier–Stokes with a stochastic slip boundary condition by two–scale

convergence approach. Shi & Gao [48] gave the homogenization of stochastic Ginzburg–Landau

equation on the half–line with fast boundary fluctuation by analytical method. The stochastic ho-

mogenization of fluid equations with highly oscillating boundary or domains was proved by the

above authors. Up to our knowledge, there are very few works for the stochastic homogenization
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of fluid equation with random coefficients.

The novelties are as follow: due to the fact that the Navier–Stokes equations have strong

nonlinearity, it follows that the tightness of solution is difficult to derive directly. To overcome

it, we adopt some analytical methods to obtain the tightness of solution. It is a fact that the

limit of the product of two weakly convergent sequences does not exist. We use the Skorohod

theorem and Birkhoff ergodic theorem to solve the problem. Since the rapid oscillation nonlinear

coefficient σ̃ε(t, uε(t)), it is difficult to get directly the limit as ε → 0. Utilizing the Stratonovich–

Khasminskii averaging principle approach yields the the limit of nonlinear coefficient as ε → 0.

In the following parts, the positive constants C and CT maybe change from line to line.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents some necessary definitions notations,

assumption, and main result (Theorem 2.1). Section 3 introduces the tightness of solution for the

system (2.1). The proof of Theorem 2.1 is derived in the last section.

2 Preliminaries and assumptions

We give a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P) and denote by E the expectation operator with

respect to P. The probability space equipped with an ergodic dynamical system Tx, x ∈ R
n, that

is , a group of measurable maps Tx : Ω → Ω such that

(i) Tx+y = Tx ·Ty, x, y ∈ R
d, T0 = Id;

(ii) P(TxA) = P(A) for all x ∈ R
d, A ∈ F ;

(iii) Tx(ω) : R
d ×Ω 7→ Ω is a measurable map from (Rd ×Ω,B ×F) to (Ω,F) where B is

the Borel σ-algebra;

(iv) If A ∈ F is invariant with respect to Tx, x ∈ R
d, then P(A) = 0 or 1 .

Definition 2.1. (statistically homogeneous, [12, 58]) A random field f̃(x, ω), x ∈ R
n, ω ∈ Ω

is said to be statistically homogeneous if f̃(x, ω) = f̃(Txω), f̃(ω) ∈ L2(Ω) where Tx is a

dynamical system in Ω.

Let u ∈ L2(T2;R2) such that u can be written as a Fourier series, that is

u(x) =
∑

s∈Z2

use
is·x

with us ∈ C
2 and u−s = ūs. If u(x) ∈ C∞(T2;R2), then

div u(x) =
∑

s∈Z2

is · use
is·x.

We denote by the following space H ,

H =

{

u ∈ L2(T2;R2) | div u = 0 in T
2 and

∫

T2

u(x)dx = 0

}

,

with the norm ‖ · ‖L2 , the following equation

H =







u(x) =
∑

s∈Z2
0

use
is·x ∈ L2(T2;R2) | u−s = ūs and s · us = 0






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holds, where Z
2
0 = Z

2\{0}. The space H is a Hilbert space with inner product 〈·, ·〉.

Next, we introduce a complete orthonormal basis of space H and define

Z
2
+ = {(s1, s2) | s1 > 0 or s1 = 0, s2 > 0},

then,

Z
2
0 = Z

2
+ ∪ (−Z

2
+), Z

2
+ ∩ (−Z

2
+) = ∅.

We define the following set of vectors {es(x) | s ∈ Z
2
0},

es(x) =







css
⊥ sin(s · x), s ∈ Z

2
+,

css
⊥ cos(s · x), s ∈ −Z

2
+,

where cs =
1√
2π|s| and if s = (s1, s2), then s⊥ = (−s2, s1). The set {es(x)} is a Hilbert basis of

space H .

Let Π be the Leray-Helmholtz projection of L2(T2;R2) → H .

Au := −Π∆u

is a Stokes operator and Au = −∆u in the space-periodic case. {es(x)}s∈Z2
0

is a set of eigenvec-

tors of A, that is

Aes =| s |2 es, s ∈ Z
2
0.

For s ≥ 0, we define the spaces as

Hs
0(T

2;R2) =

{

u ∈ Hs(T2;R2) |

∫

T2

u(x)dx = 0

}

,

V s = Hs(T2;R2) ∩H,

Xs = C(0, T ;V s).

If u ∈ Hs
0(T

2;R2), then the norm is defined equivalently as

‖u‖2s =
∑

k∈Z2
0

| uk |2| k |2s,

we obtain easily the ‖u‖s ∼= ‖A
s
2u‖.

As for the stochastic force, we assume that {W (t)} is cylindrical Q–Winner processes. It is

written as

W (t) =

∞
∑

s=1

Qesβs(t),
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where {βs(t)}s≥1 is sequence of standard Brownian motion on (Ω,F ,P), Q : H → H is bounded

linear operator. For any two separable Hilbert spaces E and F , we denote by L2(E,F ) the space

of Hilbert–Schmidt operators from E to F . The Hilbert space L2(E,F ) is endowed with the inner

product

〈Ã, B̃〉L2(E,F ) = TrE[Ã
⊤B̃] = TrF [B̃Ã⊤].

Now, applying the projection Π to system (1.1) yields















uεt (t) + [Auε(t) +B(uε(t))] = qε(x, ω)uε(t) + σε(t, uε(t))dW (t),

div uε(t) = 0,

uε(0) = u0(x).

(2.1)

Here B(u) = Π(〈u,∇〉)u, qu = Π(q̃u) and σ = Π(σ̃). Next, we give the following assumptions

of equations (2.1).

(H1) q(x, ω), x ∈ R
d is stationary ergodic and statistically homogeneous random field on

(Ω,F ,P), that is

q(x, ω) = q(Txω).

(H2) For all ω ∈ Ω, there is a constant C > 0 such that

|q(x, ω)| ≤ C.

(H3) The σ(t, h), ∂h(σ(t, h)), ∂2
h(σ(t, h)) ∈ L2(HQ,H), t ∈ (0, T ),HQ = QH are bounded,

that is for all T > 0,

sup
t∈(0,T ),h∈H

‖σ(t, h)‖L2(HQ,H) < ∞,

sup
t∈(0,T ),h∈H

‖∂h(σ(t, h))‖L2(HQ,H) < ∞,

and

sup
t∈(0,T ),h∈H

‖∂2
h(σ(t, h))‖L2(HQ,H) < ∞.

For all h1, h2 ∈ H ,

‖σ(t, h1)− σ(t, h2)‖
2
L2(HQ,H) ≤ L‖h1 − h2‖

2
H ,

where L > 0 is a Lipschitz constant. The σ(t, ·) is periodic with respect to the variable t. The

well–posedness of systems (2.1) can be proved by the Galerkin approach [26] and the monotone

method [33].

Then we present our main results.
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Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions (H1)–(H3). For every initial conditions u0 ∈ V 2, for

any T > 0, the solution {uε(·, ·)} to equations (2.1) converges in distribution to u(·, ·) in space

C(0, T ;X1), as ε → 0, u(·, ·) is a solution of the following equation















ut(t) + [Au(t) +B(u(t))] = q̄u(t) + σ̄(u(t))dW (t),

div u(t) = 0,

u(0) = u0(x),

where {W (t)} is cylindrical Wiener processes, σ̄(·) = 1
T

∫ T

0 σi(t, ·)dt and q̄ = Eq(0, ω).

We need the following results [26].

Lemma 2.1. (Ladyzhenskaya inequality) Let u ∈ H1(D) such that

‖u‖L4 ≤ C‖u‖ 1

2

≤ C
√

‖u‖ ‖u‖1,

where C is a constant.

Lemma 2.2. (Interpolation inequality) Let a < b be any real number and 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 be a constant

such that

‖u‖θa+(1−θ)b ≤ ‖u‖θa‖u‖
1−θ
b ,

where u ∈ Hb(D).

Lemma 2.3. We set B(u, v) = Π(〈u,∇〉)v, so, B(u) = B(u, u). If u, v, w ∈ C∞(T2)∩H , then

(i) (B(u, v), v) = 0, (B(u, v), w) = −(B(u,w), v).

(ii) (B(u),∆u) = 0.

(iii) For all m ∈ N, we have

| (Amu,B(u)) |≤ C‖u‖
4m−1

2m

m+1 ‖u‖
m+1

2m

1 ‖u‖
1

2 .

Furthermore, for all δ > 0, there exists a positive constant C relating to m and δ such that

| (Amu,B(u)) |≤ δ‖u‖2m+1 + C(m, δ)‖u‖2m+2
1 ‖u‖2m.

(iv)

| (B(u, v), w) |≤







C‖u‖ 1

2

‖v‖ 1

2

‖w‖1,

C‖u‖L4‖v‖1‖w‖
1

2‖w‖
1

2

1 .

(v) There exists a positive constant C such that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖−1 ≤ C(‖u‖1 + ‖v‖1)‖u− v‖1.

We need the following compact embedding result [46].
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Lemma 2.4. Assume that E,E0, and E1 are Banach space such that E1 is compacted embedded

into E0, the interpolation space (E0, E1)θ,1 ⊂ E with θ ∈ (0, 1) and E ⊂ E0. Suppose p0, p1 ∈

[0,∞] and T > 0, such that

V is bounded set in Lp(0, T ;E1)

and

∂V := {∂v : v ∈ V} is bounded set in Lp0(0, T ;E0).

Here ∂ denotes the distribution derivative. If 1− θ > 1
pθ

with

1

pθ
=

1− θ

p0
+

θ

p1
.

Then V is relatively compact in C(0, T ;E).

To prove Lemma 4.1, we also need the following result [28].

Lemma 2.5. For all T > 0. Let Q be bounded region in D × [0, T ]. For all given functions gε

and g in Lp(Q)(1 < p < ∞), if

|gε|Lp(Q) ≤ C and gε → g in Q almost everywhere,

for some positive constant C , then gε converges weakly to g in Lp(Q).

3 Tightness for {uε(·, ·)}ε

In this section, we consider the tightness of the solution of two dimensional stochastic Navier–

Stokes equations (2.1).

Proposition 3.1. Assume that (H1)–(H3), and E‖u0‖
2
V 1 ≤ C for some constant C > 0 hold.

Then

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2 + 2E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds ≤ CT (1 + E‖u0‖

2), (3.1)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖21 ≤ CT (1 + E‖u0‖
2
1), (3.2)

Proof. By Itô’s formula,

1

2

d

dt
‖uε(t)‖2 = 〈uε(t),−(Auε(t) +B(uε(t)))〉

+〈uε(t), qε(x, ω)uε(t)〉+ 〈uε(t), σε(t, uε(t))dW (t)〉

+
1

2
‖σε(t, uε(t))‖2LQ

2

,

7



and

1

2

d

dt
‖uε(t)‖21 = 〈∆uε(t), (Auε(t) +B(uε(t)))〉

−〈∆uε(t), qε(x, ω)uε(t)〉 − 〈∆uε(t), σε(t, uε(t))dW (t)〉

+
1

2
‖∂xσ

ε(t, uε(t))∇uε(t)‖2LQ
2

.

Furthermore, the Young inequality and (H2) yield

1

2

d

dt
‖uε(t)‖2 + ‖uε(t)‖21 ≤ C‖uε(t)‖2 + 〈uε(t), σε(t, uε(t))dW (t)〉

+
1

2
‖σε(t, uε(t))‖2LQ

2

, (3.3)

and

1

2

d

dt
‖uε(t)‖21 ≤ −

1

2
‖∆uε(t)‖2 +

C

2
‖uε(t)‖2

+〈∆uε(t), σε(t, uε(t))dW (t)〉

+
1

2
‖∂xσ

ε(t, uε(t))∇uε(t)‖2LQ
2

. (3.4)

Integrating from 0 to t of equations (3.3) and (3.4), respectively, yields

‖uε(t)‖2 + 2

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds ≤ ‖u0‖

2 + C

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

+2

∫ t

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

+

∫ t

0
‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ

2

ds, (3.5)

and

‖uε(t)‖21 +

∫ t

0
‖∆uε(s)‖2ds ≤ ‖u0‖

2
1 + C

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

+2

∫ t

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

+

∫ t

0
‖∂xσ

ε(s, uε(s))∇uε(t)‖2LQ
2

ds. (3.6)

Furthermore,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2 + 2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

≤ ‖u0‖
2 + C

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖2ds

+2 sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

+

∫ T

0
‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ

2

ds, (3.7)
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and

sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖21 +

∫ T

0
‖∆uε(s)‖2ds

≤ ‖u0‖
2
1 +C

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖21ds

+2 sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

+

∫ T

0
‖∂xσ

ε(s, uε(s))∇uε(s)‖2LQ
2

ds. (3.8)

By Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Hölder inequality and (H3),

E sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉2ds

)

1

2

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ

2

ds

)

1

2

≤ E

(

sup
0≤s≤T

‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ
2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)
1

2

≤
1

2

(

C + E

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖2ds

)

, (3.9)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉2ds

)

1

2

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
‖∆uε(s)‖2‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ

2

ds

)

1

2

≤ E

(

sup
0≤s≤T

‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ
2

∫ T

0
‖∆uε(s)‖2ds

)
1

2

≤
1

2

(

C + E

∫ T

0
‖∆uε(s)‖2ds

)

. (3.10)

Substituting (3.9), (3.10) into (3.7), (3.8), respectively, yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2 + 2E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds ≤ CT (E‖u0‖

2 + 1) + CE

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖2ds,

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖21 ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2
1 + 1) + CE

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖21ds.
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By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain (3.1) and (3.2).

Proposition 3.2. Assume that (H1)–(H3), and E‖u0‖
2p
V 1 ≤ C for some constant C > 0 and any

p > 0 hold. Then

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p + C) + 1, (3.11)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p1 ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p
1 + C) + 1. (3.12)

Proof. We first prove that for any p > 1

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p + C), (3.13)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p1 ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p
1 + C). (3.14)

From (3.5) and (3.6), we deduce

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p

≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p + E sup

0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)p

+E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 1), (3.15)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p1

≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p
1 + E sup

0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

)p

+E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 1). (3.16)

The Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Hölder inequality and (H3) yield

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉2ds

)

p

2

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ

2

ds

)

p

2

≤ E

(

sup
0≤s≤T

‖σε(s, uε(s))‖2LQ
2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)
p
2

≤ CE

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)

p

2

,

10



and

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉2ds

)

p

2

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
‖∇uε(s)‖2‖∂xσ

ε(s, uε(s)∇uε(s)‖2LQ
2

ds

)

p
2

≤ E

(

sup
0≤s≤T

‖∂xσ
ε(s, uε(s)∇uε(s)‖2LQ

2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

)
p

2

≤ CE

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

)

p

2

.

Utilizing Young inequality and Hölder inequality yields

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)

p

2

≤
1

2
+

1

2

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)p

≤
1

2
+

CT

2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2pds,

and
(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

)

p

2

≤
1

2
+

1

2

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

)p

≤
1

2
+

CT

2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2p1 ds.

Furthermore,

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤
C

2
+

CT

2
E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2pds, (3.17)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈∆uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉dW (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤
C

2
+

CT

2
E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2p1 ds, (3.18)

By Hölder inequality, we have

E sup
0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖2ds

)p

≤ CTE

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2pds. (3.19)

and

E sup
0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖21ds

)p

≤ CTE

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2p1 ds. (3.20)

11



Combining (3.17), (3.19) with (3.15) yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p ≤ CT (E‖u0(x)‖
2p + C) + CTE

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖2pds.

Substituting (3.18), (3.20) into (3.16) yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p1 ≤ CT (E‖u0(x)‖
2p
1 + C) + CTE

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖2p1 ds.

The Gronwall’s inequality yields (3.13) and (3.14).

For the case 0 < p ≤ 1, we obtain

‖uε(s)‖2p ≤
1

p′
‖uε(s)‖2pp

′

+
1

q′
,

and

‖uε(s)‖2p1 ≤
1

p′
‖uε(s)‖2pp

′

1 +
1

q′
.

Here we have used Young inequality

ab ≤
1

p′
ap

′

+
1

q′
bq

′

,

where p′, q′ > 1 , 1
p′
+ 1

q′
= 1. Selecting p′ = 2p−1 yields

‖uε(s)‖2p ≤
p

2
‖uε(s)‖4 + 1,

and

‖uε(s)‖2p1 ≤
p

2
‖uε(s)‖41 + 1.

It follows from (3.13) and (3.14) that

E sup
0≤s≤T

‖uε(s)‖4 ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
4 + C),

and

E sup
0≤s≤T

‖uε(s)‖41 ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
4
1 + C).

The above estimations yield (3.11) and (3.12).

Proposition 3.3. Assume that (H1)–(H2), and E‖u0‖
2
V 2 ≤ C for some constant C > 0 hold.

Then, for 0 < δ << 1
2

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖22 + 2(1 − 2δ)E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖23ds ≤ CT (E‖u0‖

2
2 + 1). (3.21)
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Proof. The Itô’s formula yields

1

2

d

dt
‖uε(t)‖22 = −〈∆2uε(t), Auε(t) +B(uε(t))〉

+〈∆2uε(t), qε(x, ω)uε(t)〉

+〈∆2uε(t), σε(t, uε(t))dW (t)〉

+
1

2
‖∂2

x(t, u
ε(t))∆uε(t)‖2LQ

2

(3.22)

By (iii) of Lemma 2.3, for all δ > 0, we have

| 〈A2uε(t), B(uε(t))〉 |≤ δ‖uε(t)‖23 + C(δ)‖uε(t)‖61‖u
ε(t)‖4. (3.23)

With the help Young inequality and (H2), we deduce

| 〈∆2uε(t), qε(x, ω)uε(t)〉 |

≤ δ‖uε(t)‖23 + C(δ)‖uε(t)‖21

≤ δ‖uε(t)‖23 + C(δ)‖uε(t)‖22. (3.24)

Combining (3.23), (3.24) with (3.22) yields

1

2

d

dt
‖uε(t)‖22 ≤ (2δ − 1)‖uε(t)‖23 + C(δ)‖uε(t)‖61‖u

ε(t)‖4 + C(δ)‖uε(t)‖22

+〈∆2uε(t), σε(t, uε(t))dW (t)〉 +
1

2
‖∂2

x(t, u
ε(t))∆uε(t)‖2LQ

2

. (3.25)

Taking 0 < δ << 1
2 and integrating from 0 to t of equation (3.25) yields

‖uε(t)‖22 + 2(1 − 2δ)

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖23ds

≤ ‖u0‖
2
2 + 2C(δ)

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖61‖u

ε(s)‖4ds+ 2C(δ)

∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

+2

∫ t

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))dW (s)〉+

∫ t

0
‖∂2

x(s, u
ε(s))∆uε(s)‖2LQ

2

ds. (3.26)

Furthermore,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖22 + 2(1 − 2δ)

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖23ds

≤ ‖u0‖
2
2 + 2C(δ)

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖61‖u

ε(s)‖4ds+ 2C(δ)

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖22ds

+2 sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))dW (s)〉

+

∫ T

0
‖∂2

x(s, u
ε(s))∆uε(s)‖2LQ

2

ds. (3.27)
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By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Hölder inequality and (H3),

E sup
0≤t≤T

∫ t

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))dW (s)〉

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉2ds

)

1

2

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22‖∂

2
xσ

ε(s, uε(s))∆uε(s)‖2LQ
2

ds

)

1

2

≤ E

(

sup
0≤s≤T

‖∂2
xσ

ε(s, uε(s))∆uε(s)‖2LQ
2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)
1

2

≤
C

2
+

1

2
E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds. (3.28)

According to Proposition 3.2, we have

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖61‖u

ε(s)‖4ds ≤ CT . (3.29)

Plugging (3.28), (3.29) into (3.27) yield

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖22 + 2(1− 2δ)E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖23ds

≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2
2 + 1) +C(δ)E

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖22ds

The Gronwall’s inequality yields (3.21).

Proposition 3.4. Assume that (H1)–(H3), and E‖u0‖
2p
V 2 ≤ C for some constant C > 0 and any

p > 0 hold. Then, for 0 < δ << 1
2

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p2 ≤ CT

(

E‖u0‖
2p
2 + C

)

+ 1. (3.30)

Proof. For the case p > 1, we can prove that

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p2 ≤ CT

(

E‖u0‖
2p
2 + C

)

. (3.31)

From (3.26), we obtain

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p2 ≤ CT (E‖u0‖
2p
2 + E sup

0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)p

+C(δ)E sup
0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖61‖u

ε(s)‖4ds

)p

+E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))dW (s)〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

+ 1). (3.32)

14



The Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Hölder inequality and (H3) yield

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))dW (s)〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))〉2ds

)

p

2

≤ E

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22‖∂

2
xσ

ε(s, uε(s))∆uε(s)‖2LQ
2

ds

)

p

2

≤ E

(

sup
0≤s≤T

‖∂2
xσ

ε(s, uε(s))∆uε(s)‖2LQ
2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)
p

2

≤ CE

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)

p

2

. (3.33)

The Young inequality and Hölder inequality yield

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)

p

2

≤
1

2
+

1

2

(
∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)p

≤
1

2
+

CT

2

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2p2 ds.

The (3.33) is written as

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
〈∆2uε(s), σε(s, uε(s))dW (s)〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤
C

2
+

CT

2
E

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2p2 ds. (3.34)

The Proposition 3.2 yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖61‖u

ε(s)‖4ds

)p

≤ CT . (3.35)

The Hölder inequality yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

(
∫ t

0
‖uε(s)‖22ds

)p

≤ CTE

∫ T

0
‖uε(s)‖2p2 ds. (3.36)

Combining (3.34), (3.35), (3.36) with (3.32) yields

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2p2 ≤ CT

(

E‖u0‖
2p
2 + C

)

+CTE

∫ T

0
sup

0≤τ≤s

‖uε(τ)‖2p2 ds.

The Gronwall’s inequality yields (3.31).

For the case 0 < p ≤ 1,

‖uε(s)‖2p2 ≤
1

p′
‖uε(s)‖2pp

′

2 +
1

q′
.
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Here we have used Young inequality

ab ≤
1

p′
ap

′

+
1

q′
bq

′

,

where p′, q′ > 1 , 1
p′
+ 1

q′
= 1. Selecting p′ = 2p−1 yields

‖uε(s)‖2p2 ≤
p

2
‖uε(s)‖42 + 1.

The (3.31) deduces

E sup
0≤s≤T

‖uε(s)‖42 ≤ CT

(

E‖u0‖
2p
2 + C

)

.

The above estimations yields (3.30).

To derive the tightness of the solution {uε(·, ·)}, we also need show the Hölder continuity of

the solution {uε(·, ·)}. Integrating from s to t yields

uε(t)− uε(s) =

−

∫ t

s

(Auε(τ) +B(uε(τ)))dτ +

∫ t

s

qε(x, ω)uε(τ)dτ

+

∫ t

s

σε(τ, uε(τ))dW (τ).

Proposition 3.5. Assume that (H1)–(H3), and u0 ∈ V 2 hold. For any T > 0, there is a constant

CT > 0 such that

E‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖21 ≤ CT | t− s |
1

2 , (3.37)

where s, t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. By estimation (3.1), estimation (3.30), (H2) and (H3), we obtain

E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

−Auε(τ)dτ

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ C|t− s|2E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖22 ≤ C|t− s|2,

E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

−B(uε(τ))dτ

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ C|t− s|2E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖42 ≤ C|t− s|2,

where we have used B(u) ≤ C‖u‖2‖u‖1, C is a constant.

E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

qε(x, ω)uε(τ)dτ

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ C|t− s|2 sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t)‖2 ≤ C|t− s|2,

and

E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

s

σε(τ, uε(τ)dW (τ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ C|t− s|.
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Thus,

E‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖2 ≤ C|t− s|+ C|t− s|2 (3.38)

≤ C|t− s|(1 + T ). (3.39)

It follows from Lemma 2.2 that

‖u‖1 ≤ C‖u‖
1

2

2 ‖u‖
1

2 .

Thereby,

E‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖21

≤ CE‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖2‖u
ε(t)− uε(s)‖

≤ C(E‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖22)
1

2 (E‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖2)
1

2

≤ C(E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uε(t))‖22)
1

2 (E‖uε(t)− uε(s)‖2)
1

2

≤ C | t− s |
1

2 (1 + T )
1

2 .

By Lemma 2.4, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Assume (H1)–(H3), E‖u0‖
2
V 2 ≤ C for some constant C > 0 hold. For every

T > 0 , the family {uε(·, ·)}0<ǫ≤1 is tight in space C(0, T ;X1).

4 Proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.1. By the tightness of {uε(·, ·)}, there is a sub-

sequence converges in distribution to C(0, T ;X1), the subsequence is written as {uε(·, ·)}. By

the Skorohod theorem [10] one can construct a new probability space and new variable without

changing the distribution such that {uε(·, ·)} (here we don’t change the notations) converges al-

most surely to u(·, ·) in space C(0, T ;X1). Next, we determine the limit process u(·, ·).

Before presenting the proof of Theorem 2.1, we first show the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. For all ϕ(x) ∈ C∞
0 (T2), φ(t) ∈ C∞(0, T ) such that

lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫

T2

(q(Tx
ε
ω)uε(x, t))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

T2

q̄u(x, t)ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt.

Proof.
∫ T

0

∫

T2

q(Tx
ε
ω)uε(x, t)ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt −

∫ T

0

∫

T2

q̄u(x, t)ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

T2

q(Tx
ε
ω)(uε(x, t)− u(x, t))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫

T2

(q(Tx
ε
ω)− q̄)u(x, t)ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt. (4.1)

By assumption (H2), (3.1), Lemma 2.5 and the Birkhoff ergodic theorem [59, Theorem 7.2], (4.1)

vanishes as ε → 0. The proof of Lemma 4.1 is complete.
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Lemma 4.2. Assume (H3) holds. For every T > 0, almost sure ω ∈ Ω, ϕ(x) ∈ C∞
0 (T2),

φ(t) ∈ C∞(0, T ) such that

lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫

T2

(σε(t, uε(x, t))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdW1(t) =

∫ T

0

∫

T2

σ̄(u(x, t)))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdW1(t). (4.2)

Proof. The (4.2) is written as

∫ T

0

∫

T2

(σε(t, uε(x, t)) − σ̄(uε(x, t)) + σ̄(uε(x, t))− σ̄(u(x, t)))ϕ(x)φ(t))dxdW (t)

=

∫ T

0

∫

T2

(σε(t, uε(x, t)) − σ̄(uε(x, t)))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdW (t)

+

∫ T

0

∫

T2

(σ̄(uε(x, t))− σ̄(u(x, t)))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdW (t)

, I1 + I2

For I1, we divide the time interval [0, T ] into small interval of size δ > 0, i.e. 0 = t0 < t1 <

· · · < t[T
δ
] + 1 = T , tk = kδ, k = 0, 1, · · · , [T

δ
], for all t ∈ [tk, tk+1], we obtain

∫ t

tk

∫

T2

(σε(s, uε(x, s))− σε(s, uε(x, tk)) + σε(s, uε(x, tk))− σ̄(uε(x, tk))

+σ̄(uε(x, tk))− σ̄(uε(x, s)) + σ̄(uε(x, s))− σ̄(u(x, s)))ϕ(x)φ(s)dxdW (s)

=

∫ t

tk

∫

T2

(σε(s, uε(x, s))− σε(s, uε(x, tk)))ϕ(x)φ(s)dxdW (s)

+

∫ t

tk

∫

T2

(σε(s, uε(x, tk))− σ̄(uε(x, tk)))ϕ(x)φ(s)dxdW (s)

+

∫ t

tk

∫

T2

(σ̄(uε(x, tk))− σ̄(uε(x, s)))ϕ(x)φ(s)dxdW (s)

+

∫ t

tk

∫

T2

(σ̄(uε(x, s))− σ̄(u(x, s)))ϕ(x)φ(s)dxdW (s)

, I11 + I12 + I13 + I14.

For I11, thanks to the fact that δ > 0 is enough small, by (3.38) and (H3), we have I11 vanishes

as ε → 0. For I12, due to the fact that σ(t, ·) is periodic with respect to t, the [14, Theorem 2.6]

yields I12 converges to 0 as ε → 0. For I13, thanks to the fact that δ > 0 is enough small, the

(3.38) and (H3) yield I13 vanishes as ε → 0. For I14, I14 converges to 0 as ε → 0 by (H3). Thus

I1 converges to 0 as ε → 0. By (H3), we have I2 vanishes as ε → 0. The proof of Lemma 4.2 is

complete.

Lemma 4.3. For all ϕ(x) ∈ C∞
0 (T2), φ(t) ∈ C∞(0, T ) such that

lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫

T2

B(uε(x, t))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

T2

B(u(x, t))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt.
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Proof.
∫ T

0

∫

T2

(B(uε(x, t))−B(u(x, t)))ϕ(x)φ(t)dxdt

≤

∫ T

0
‖B(uε(x, t)) −B(u(x, t))‖−1‖ϕ(x)‖1φ(t)dt. (4.3)

By (v) of Lemma 2.3 and (3.2), we deduce (4.3) converges to 0 as ε → 0. The proof of Lemma

4.3 is complete.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Multiplying both sides of the equations (2.1) by the test function ϕ(x, t) ∈

C1(0, T ;H1(T2)) with ϕ(x, T ) = 0, ϕ(x, 0) = 1 yields

−

∫ T

0

∫

T2

uε(x, s)
∂ϕ(x, s)

∂s
dxds

=

∫

T2

u0(x)dx

−

∫ T

0

∫

T2

Auε(x, s)ϕ(x, s)dxds

−

∫ T

0

∫

T2

B(uε(x, s))ϕ(x, s)dxds

+

∫ T

0

∫

T2

qε(Tx
ε
ω)uε(x, s)ϕ(x, s)dxds

+

∫ T

0

∫

T2

σε(s, uε(x, s))ϕ(x, s)dxdW (s). (4.4)

Passing the limit (ε → 0) on the both sides of (4.4) yields

−

∫ T

0

∫

T2

u(x, s)
∂ϕ(x, s)

∂s
dxds

=

∫

T2

u0(x)dx

−

∫ T

0

∫

T2

Au(x, s)ϕ(x, s)dxds

−

∫ T

0

∫

T2

B(u(x, s))ϕ(x, s)dxds

+

∫ T

0

∫

T2

q̄u(x, s)ϕ(x, s)dxds

+

∫ T

0

∫

T2

σ̄(u(x, s))ϕ(x, s)dxdW (s). (4.5)

Here, we have used Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. That is,














ut(t) + [Au(t) +B(u(t))] = q̄u(t) + σ̄(u(t))dW (t),

div u(t) = 0,

u(0) = u0(x).

We finish the proof of Theorem 2.1.
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[43] M. Pokorný & E. Skřĺšovský, Homogenization of the evolutionary compressible Navier–

Stokes–Fourier system in domains with tiny holes, J. Elliptic Parabol. Equ., 7 (2021) 361–

391.

[44] P.A. Razafimandimby & J.L. Woukeng, Homogenization of nonlinear stochastic partial dif-

ferential equations in a general ergodic environment, Stoch. Anal. Appl., 31 (5) (2013) 755–

784.

[45] P.A. Razafimandimby, M. Sango & J.L. Woukeng, Homogenization of a stochastic nonlinear

reaction–diffusion equation with a large reaction term: the almost periodic framework, J.

Math. Anal. Appl., 394 (1) (2012) 186–212.

[46] J. Simon, Compact sets in the space Lp(0, T ;B), Ann. Mat. Pura Appl, 146 (1987) 65–96.

[47] G. Sperone, Homogenization of the steady–state Navier–Stokes equations with prescribed

flux rate or pressure drop in a perforated pipe, J. Differential Equations, 375 (2023) 15–29.

[48] Y.Y. Shi & H.J. Gao, Homogenization for stochastic Ginzburg–Landau equation on the half–

line with fast boundary fluctuation, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 525 (2), (2023) 127198.

[49] D. Su & W. Wang, Approximation for a generalized Langevin equation with high oscillation

in time and space, Stoch. Dyn., 22 (8), (2022) (29 pages).

[50] D. Su, Stochastic homogenization for wave equation with random potential and non–periodic

coefficients, J. Math. Phys., 65 (11), (2024) 112706.

[51] M.I. Vishik & A.V. Fursikov, Mathematical Problems of Statistical Hyromechanics, Springer,

Netherlands, 1988.

[52] W. Wang, D.M. Cao & J.Q. Duan, Effective macroscopic dynamics of stochastic partial

differential equations in perforated domains, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 38 (05) (2006) 1508–

1527.

[53] W. Wang & J.Q. Duan, Homogenized dynamics of stochastic partial differential equations

with dynamical boundary conditions, Comm. Math. Phys., 275 (1) (2007) 163–186.

[54] Y.Y. Wang & Y.F. Yang, Homogenization of stationary Navier–Stokes equations in domains

with 3 kinds of typical holes, J. Partial Differ. Equ., 34 (2021) 284–296.

[55] S. Wright, On the steady–state flow of an incompressible fluid through a randomly perforated

porous medium, J. Differential Equations, 146 (1998) 261–286.

23



[56] S. Wright, Time–dependent Stokes flow through a randomly perforated porous medium,

Asymptot. Anal., 23 (2000) 257–272.

[57] N.Y. Zhang & G. Bal, Convergence to SPDEs of the schrödinger equation with lager, random

potential, Commun. Math. Sci., 12 (5) (2014) 825–841.

[58] V.V. Zhikov & A. Piatnitski, Homogenized of random singular structures and random mea-

sures, Izv. Math., 70 (3) (2006) 19–67.

[59] V.V. Zhikov, S.M. Kozlov, O.A. Oleinik & G.A. Yosifian, Homogenized of Differential Op-

erators and Integral Functionals, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1994.

24


	Introduction
	Preliminaries and assumptions
	Tightness for {u(,)}
	Proof of Theorem 2.1

