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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

w(t) + [—rvAu(t) + (u(t), V)u(t) + Vp] = 0,
div u(t) = 0,
u(0) = uo(),

where v > 0 is the viscosity of fluid, the space variable = (x1,22) € T? = R?/27Z2, the
velocity u(x,t) = (uy(z,t), us(z,t)) is vector function, the pressure p(x, t) is scalar function and
(u, V) = u101 + u20s. To simplify notation, we assume that v = 1 in the following sections.
The fluid dynamics is affected by random forces in the turbulence and statistical hydrodynam-
ics [11,13L39L[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?

g (t) + [-Aus(t) + (u(t), V)us (t) + V] = ¢° (z,w)us(t) + 6°(t, u () dW (t),
div wé(t) = 0, (1.1)
u®(0) = ug(x).

Here {W(t)} is a Winner process on complete probability space [P), and we denote by @ is
highly oscillatory, where

is
& (%, u*(t)) in the system

(€

the covariance operators of {W (¢)}. The potential ¢°(z,w) = ¢(Z£,
0 < & < 1 denotes the scale of oscillations. The term &°(¢, u(t))
(L.

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

f
w)i

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 [[1L2L[16l[17,231[31,47,54]. The homogenization of the compressible Navier—Stokes equa-
tions in periodic perforated domains was proved by similar method [31221[291301[321[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,[8,21150], 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 [18L[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 Bogovskil 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



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 ¢ (¢, u®(t)), it is difficult to get directly the limit as ¢ — 0. Utilizing the Stratonovich—
Khasminskii averaging principle approach yields the the limit of nonlinear coefficient as € — 0.

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

The paper is organized as follows: Section [2] presents some necessary definitions notations,
assumption, and main result (Theorem [Z.T)). Section [3lintroduces the tightness of solution for the
system (2.1). The proof of Theorem 2.]is derived in the last section.

2 Preliminaries and assumptions

We give a complete probability space (€2, F,P) and denote by E the expectation operator with
respect to P. The probability space equipped with an ergodic dynamical system T,z € R", that
is , a group of measurable maps T, : €2 — 2 such that

(i) Typy =T, - Ty, z,y € RY Ty=1d;

(ii) P(T,A) =P(A) forall z € RY, Ac F;

(4i1) Tp(w) : R? x Q +— Q is a measurable map from (R? x Q, B x F) to (Q, F) where B is
the Borel o-algebra;

(iv) If A € F is invariant with respect to T, = € R?, then P(A) =0or 1.

Definition 2.1. (statistically homogeneous, [I2\38]) A random field f(z,w), = € R", w € Q

is said to be statistically homogeneous if f(x,w) = f(Tyw), f(w) € L*(Q) where T, is a

dynamical system in €.

Let u € L?(T?;R?) such that u can be written as a Fourier series, that is

u(x) = Z uge’s®

sEZ2

with ug € C% and u_, = . If u(x) € C>°(T?;R?), then

We denote by the following space H,
H= {u € L*(T%R?) | divu =0 in T? and / u(z)de = 0} ,
T2

with the norm || - || 7.2, the following equation

H =< u(z)= Z use’™” € L*(T%R?) |u_y = G5 and s-us = 0
S€Z2



holds, where Z% = Z*\{0}. The space H is a Hilbert space with inner product (-, ).
Next, we introduce a complete orthonormal basis of space H and define

72 ={(s1,s2) | 51 >0 or 51 =0, s3>0},
then,
Z3=17%U(-7%), 22N (-Z%) = 0.
We define the following set of vectors {es(z) | s € Z3},

() csstsin(s-x), s€ 72,
es(x) =
’ csstcos(s-x), s€ 72,

where ¢, = and if s = (s1, 52), then s+ = (—s9, s1). The set {es(z)} is a Hilbert basis of

1
V2m|s|
space H.

Let II be the Leray-Helmholtz projection of L?(T?;R?) — H.
Au = —TlAu

is a Stokes operator and Au = —Auw in the space-periodic case. {€s(x)} 72 is a set of eigenvec-
tors of A, that is

Aes =| s |*es, s€Z2

For s > 0, we define the spaces as

H§(T?;R?) = {u € H¥(T%R?) | | w(z)dx = 0} :
T2

Ve = H5(T%R?*) N H,

X°=0C(0,T;V?).
If u € H§(T?;R?), then the norm is defined equivalently as

lallZ =D g IR,

keZ3

we obtain easily the ||ul|s = ||AZul|.
As for the stochastic force, we assume that {W(¢)} is cylindrical Q—Winner processes. It is
written as

W(t) = Z Qesﬂs(t)a
s=1
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where {5 () }s>1 is sequence of standard Brownian motion on (€2, F,[P), Q : H — H is bounded
linear operator. For any two separable Hilbert spaces F and F', we denote by Lo(F, F') the space
of Hilbert—Schmidt operators from E to F'. The Hilbert space Lo(E, F') is endowed with the inner
product

<A, B>£2(E,F) = TI“E[/ITB] = TI“F[BAT].
Now, applying the projection IT to system (L.I) yields

ug (t) + [Aus (t) + B(us(t))] = ¢° (z,w)us(t) + o°(t, u*(2))dW (1),
div ws(t) = 0, 2.1)
uf(0) = ug(x).

Here B(u) = II((u, V))u, qu = II(qu) and o = II(5). Next, we give the following assumptions
of equations 2.1)).

(Hy) q(z,w),z € R? is stationary ergodic and statistically homogeneous random field on
(Q, F,P), that is

q(:ﬂ, w) = Q(T:vw)'

(H2) For all w € €, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
la(a,w) < C.

(H3) The o'(t, h), Oy (o (t, h)), 02 (o (t, h)) € L2(Hg, H),t € (0,T), Hy = QH are bounded,
that is for all 7" > 0,

sup ||o(t, 1)l 2, (mg, 1) < 00,
te(0,T),he H

sup  [|On (o (t, )| 2 (1g,H) < 00
te(0,T),he H

and

sup (|07 (o (t, )| 2o (b0, ) < 00
te(0,T),he H

Forall hy,hs € H,
lor(t, h1) = (b, ) 12, gy < Ll = Rl

where L > 0 is a Lipschitz constant. The o(¢,-) is periodic with respect to the variable ¢. The
well-posedness of systems (2.I) can be proved by the Galerkin approach [26] and the monotone
method [33]].

Then we present our main results.



Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions (Hy)—(Hs). For every initial conditions ug € V2, for
any T > 0, the solution {u°(-,-)} to equations (2.1) converges in distribution to u(-,-) in space
C(0,T; X1), as e — 0, u(-,-) is a solution of the following equation

ur(t) + [Au(t) + B(u(t))] = qu(t) + o (u(t))dW (t),
div u(t) = 0,
U(O) = UO(CC),
where {W (t)} is cylindrical Wiener processes, 5(-) = % fOT o;(t,-)dt and § = Eq(0,w).

We need the following results [26]].

Lemma 2.1. (Ladyzhenskaya inequality) Let v € H'(D) such that

[ulls < Cllully < CVull [lull1,

where C'is a constant.

Lemma 2.2. (Interpolation inequality) Let a < b be any real number and 0 < 6 < 1 be a constant
such that

0 -6
llgara—-ayp < lullollull, =,
where u € H*(D).

Lemma 2.3. We set B(u,v) = II({u, V))v, so, B(u) = B(u,u). Ifu,v,w € C°(T?) N H, then
(1) (B(u,v),v) =0, (B(u,v),w)=—(B(u,w),v).
(1) (B(u), Au) = 0.
(73i) For all m € N, we have

4m—

1 m+1 1
| (A", B(u)) |< Cllully2ry lully™ [l
Furthermore, for all § > 0, there exists a positive constant C relating to m and  such that

| (A", B(w)) |< 6l|ull 741 + OO, 0) ul 772 [lul ™.

Cllully ol el
| (Blu.v),w) |< -
Cllullgalfoll e ol

(v) There exists a positive constant C' such that
1B(w) = Bv)ll-1 < C([[ull + [lvll)llw =]

We need the following compact embedding result [46]].



Lemma 2.4. Assume that E, Ey, and E are Banach space such that E is compacted embedded
into Ey, the interpolation space (Ey, E1)p1 C E with § € (0,1) and E C Ey. Suppose po,p1 €
[0,00] and T > 0, such that

YV  isbounded setin  LP(0,T; E7)
and
OV :={0v:v eV} isboundedsetin LP°(0,T;Ey).
Here O denotes the distribution derivative. If 1 — 0 > % with

1 1-6 0

Do Po p1

Then V is relatively compact in C(0,T; E).
To prove Lemmad.T] we also need the following result [28]].

Lemma 2.5. For all T > 0. Let Q be bounded region in D x [0,T]. For all given functions g°
and g in LP(Q)(1 < p < o0), if

19°|1p(@) < C and  g¢° — gin Q almost everywhere,

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

3 Tightness for {u(-,-)}.

In this section, we consider the tightness of the solution of two dimensional stochastic Navier—
Stokes equations 2.1)).

Proposition 3.1. Assume that (Hy)-(Hg), and E|lugl[3,, < C for some constant C > 0 hold.
Then

T
E sup [lu®(t)]* + QE/ [u(s)||3ds < Cr(1+E|uol*), (3.1
0<t<T 0
and
E sup [lu*(t)]F < Cr(1+Eugl?), (3.2)
0<t<T

Proof. By Itd’s formula,

D@2 = (6), —(Au (1) + B (1)

2dt
+(W (1), ¢ (z, w)us (1)) + (u™(t), 0% (¢, u*(£))dW (¢))

1
3l (e (1) 2,
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and

1d

5 e OIF = (A0, (A (1) + B (1))

—(Au(t), ¢ (z, w)us (1)) — (Au(t), 0% (¢, u*(2))dW (¢))

1
+5 10207 (2, ue(f))Vua(t)llﬁgz

Furthermore, the Young inequality and (Hy) yield

S O + ()13 < CIE ()P + (1), 0% (1w (1) aw (1)
+3llo7 (6w (1) g,
and
SR < gl @I + 5 o)l

AU (L), 0% (¢, us () dW (1))
+% 1920 (¢, uf (£)) Ve () g

Integrating from 0 to ¢ of equations (3.3) and (3.4), respectively, yields
t t
o1 +2 ()]s < ol + € [ ()]s
t
+2 [0 (9), 0% (s, ()Y )
0

t

‘62
and
2 ¢ 2 2 ¢ 2
I @12 + /0 JAE (8)|Pds < [luo? + C /0 u(s)|[2ds
t
/O (A (s), 0% (5, u ()W (5)
t
+ [ 1000 (5, 6)) T 1) g
0 2
Furthermore,

T
sup IIUE(t)HQw%/0 lu® () [Tds

0<t<T

< Juol? + C / sup Ju(r)|ds
+2 sup. /0 (uF(s), 0% (5, 45 (5))) W (s)

T
s [l ) g s,
0 2

8

(3.3)

(3.4)

(3.5)

(3.6)

(3.7)



and

T
sup_[Ju(t )H?Jr/o 1A (s)]*ds

0<t<

ﬂmm+c/ sup_ [l ()]s

+2 sup /0(Aue(s),ae(s,ue(s))>dW(s)

0<t<T

T
—|—/ ||(9x0€(s,ue(s))Vue(s)Hist. (3.8)
0 2

By Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Holder inequality and (Hs)

Hiozgizjjﬁt(ue(s),ae(s,us(s))>dVV(s)
<e ()

T

=(/]

1
2

(u(s), 0 (s, uE(s))>2ds> ’
(

IN

[[u”(s IIQIIGE(s,UE(S))IIZQd8>
2

NI

)
T
= (P o (s, (D2g | uue<5)||2d5>
Hevsf'

1
<1 C+E/ &muwuwwa, (3.9)
2 0 0<r<s
and

E sup /0(Aue(s),as(s,ue(s)»dW(s)

0<t<T
<E < o (s, uE(s))>2ds> :
<e( umt|uw@u<»ﬁyﬁ2
, ;
E(Qngsu<»ﬁgéqu@ww>

1
<5 <C+IE/ | Auf (S)H2d5> . (3.10)
Substituting (3.9), (3.10) into (3.7), (3.8), respectively, yields

T T
E sup [u(t)] +2E/ [u*(s)|[}ds < Cr(Elluol|® + 1) +CE/ sup [|u(7)||*ds,
0<t<T 0

0 0<7<s
and

T
EoiugTHue(t)llf < Cr(Elluolf +1) + CE/ sup [|u®(7)|[ids.
<t<

0 0<7<s



By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain (3.1]) and (3.2)). O

Proposition 3.2. Assume that (H1)-(Hgs), and IEHUOH%/p1 < C for some constant C > 0 and any
p > 0 hold. Then

E sup [ju®(t)|** < Cr(E|uo|® + C) +1, (3.11)
0<t<T
and
E sup [l ()] < Cr(Eluol} +C) +1. (3.12)
0<t<T

Proof. We first prove that for any p > 1

E sup [[uf(t)|* < Cr(Elluo)|® + C), (3.13)
0<t<T
and
E sup [[uf ()] < Cr(Elluol + C). (3.14)
0<t<T

From (3.3) and (3.6)), we deduce

E sup [u(t)]*
0<t<T

t p
< CrElul +8 sup ([ I(olPas)

p

+E sup +1), (3.15)

0<t<T

/0<u6(8),05(8,u5(8))>dW(8)

and

2
E sup [lu®(t)|l}
0<t<T

t V4
< Or(Elluo® +E sup ( / ||u€<s>u%ds>
0<t<T \Jo

P

+E sup +1). (3.16)

0<t<T

/0 (Au(s),0%(s,u(s)))dW (s)

The Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Holder inequality and (Hg) yield

e s | [ Garonane)|
< ([ (f(s,zf(s)»?ds)g
<e([ ||u€<s>u2||o€<s,ue(s»HigdS)%
m

0<s<T

<ce(| Tuuff(s)u%s)%,

10
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T
sup ||06(s,u’3(8))||i§/0 ||u€(8)\|2d8>



and
P

E sup /(Aue(s),ae(s,ue(s)»dW(s)
o<t<T |Jo

P
2

IN

E ( /0 T(Aue(s), ae(s,ue(s))>2d5>

T £
<E( [ 1T s, (090 g s
0 2

[SIiS)

T
SIE( sup ||0x05(8,u5(8)Vu5(8)Hi§/0 ||u5(8)||?d8>

0<s<T

< CE (/OT ||u€(s)\|%ds>%.

Utilizing Young inequality and Hélder inequality yields

1 1/ /(7T P
<tz ([ Iera)
1 o [T
< Z ~1 e 2p
<5t ; [|[u®(s)||*ds,
and
T ) 2
(Aum@wﬂﬁ
1 1/ /(7T P
<5+5 ([ o)
1 cr (T 2
<-4 —= ‘ Pds.
<55 [ el
Furthermore,
t p T
B sup | [ (et (s ()i () <G+ B [ ()|
o<t<T |Jo 2 2 0
and
t p C C T
E sup /(Au’g(s),aa(s,ua(s)»dW(s) < ——i——TE/ HuE(S)H%pds,
0<t<T |Jo 2 2 0

By Holder inequality, we have
t p T
E sup (/ Huf(s)u%zs> gcTE/ 42 (s) [ ds.
0<t<T 0 0
and

t p T
E sup (/ \IUE(S)IIfd«S) SCTE/ lu ()" ds.
0 0

0<t<T

11

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)



Combining (3.17), (3.19) with (3.13)) yields

T
E sup |[u(t)[|* SCT(E\\Uo(w)HQ’”rCHCTE/ sup [[u®(7)||*ds.
0<t<T 0 0<7<s

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

T
E sup [uf (2| SCT(EH%(%)H?”CHCTE/ sup [|u®(7)[[ds.
0<t<T 0 0<7<s

The Gronwall’s inequality yields (3.13) and (3.14).
For the case 0 < p < 1, we obtain

1 ;1
Il ()] < ;\IUE(S)H?”” o

and

1

?.

1 '
2 2
[us ()l < EHUE(S)Ilf’p +
Here we have used Young inequality
1 / 1 /
ab S —I(Zp + —Ibq s
p q

L+ 1 = 1. Selecting p' = 2p~" yields

where p/, ¢ > 1,
lus ()P < Sl () + 1,
and
(I < Sl () 1 + 1.
It follows from (@.13) and (3.14) that

E sup [lu(s)[* < Or(E[uo]* + ),

0<s<T
and
E sup [lu®(s)]} < Cr(Elluolli + C).
0<s<T
The above estimations yield 3.11) and (3.12). O

Proposition 3.3. Assume that (Hy)-(Hz), and Ellugl[3,. < C for some constant C > 0 hold.
Then, for 0 < § << %

T
E sup |lu®(t)]5 +2(1 — 25)E/ [uf(s)[|3ds < Cr(Elluoll5 + 1). (3.21)
0<t<T 0

12



Proof. The It6’s formula yields

52 s I3 = —(A%us (1), Au (1) + B(u(t)))

1d
2 dt
—|—<A2u€
1 2
+5 162

By (#ii) of Lemma[.3] for all § > 0, we have

| (A%uE(1), B(u® (1)) 1< dllu®()]I5 + CO)lus (1T lu ()]
With the help Young inequality and (Hz), we deduce

(A2 (8), ¢F () (1) |
< blu ()13 + CO) [l ()3
< 8llwf ()13 + C(8) Il (t)]I3.

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

1d

52 O3 < (26 = Dl @)1 + COu @S Il @) + C@)lu® (B3

2dt

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

+(A%uE (1), of (t, uf (t))dW (1)) + %H@i(t,ue(t))Aue(t)Hig. (3.25)

Taking 0 < § << 3 and integrating from 0 to ¢ of equation (3.23) yields

lu® (15 +2(1 — 25)/0 lu® (s)l[3ds

< Jluo3 + 2C(5) /0 e ()81 (5)]*ds + 2C(6) /0 s (5) 13

+2 /O (A20E(s), 0% (5,4 ()W (5)) + /0 1685, (5)) A (5) 2 ds. (326

Furthermore,

0<t<T

T
< Jluo3 + 20(6) /O () 10 (5)]*ds + 2C(8) /

+2 sup /0(Azue(s),ae(s,ue(s))dW(s»

0<t<T

T
+ [ 102wt (o)A () g,
0 2

13

T
sup IIZf(t)Hng?(l—?fS)/0 lu® (s)|3ds

sup [Ju®(7)|3ds

(3.27)



By Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Holder inequality and (Hg),

E sup /0(AQuE(s),ae(s,us(s))dW(s»

0<t<T

2

<E ( /O " A% (s), Ja(s,u‘g(s)»zds)
B ([ 1031020 ) 2 0 s

T
E( sup II0§0€(8,ue(S))Aue(S)llig/0 \|u5(8)||§d8>

0<s<T

1
2

IN

NI

IN

<

| Q

1 g € 2
+ §E lu®(s)]|5ds. (3.28)
0

According to Proposition [3.2] we have

T
/0 luf ()15 1w (s)|[*ds < Cr. (3.29)

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

T
E sup [[us(t)]3 +2(1 - 26)E / ()13
0<t<T 0

T
< Cr(Bluolf+ 1)+ COE [ sup flu(r)3ds
0

0<7<s

The Gronwall’s inequality yields (3.21)). O

Proposition 3.4. Assume that (Hl) (Hg), and EHuOH < C for some constant C > 0 and any
p > 0 hold. Then, for 0 < 6 << 2

E sup_[[*(DII3 < Cr (Elluolly? +C) +1. (3:30)
0<t<T

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

E sup [[u*(®)l < Or (Elluol +C). (3:31)
0<t<T

From (3.26), we obtain
) , t , )
E sup Hua(t)ngSCT(EHUO|!zp+E Sup (/ HUE(S)sz8>

0<t<T
e sup ( / e () 18 >H4ds)

/ (A%u(s), 0% (s, u%(5))dW (s))

0

P
+E sup +1). (3.32)
0<t<T

14



The Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality, Young inequality, Holder inequality and (Hg) yield

P
E sup
0<t<T

<E </OT<A2u€(5), o (s, us(s)»?ds)

/0(A2u€(8),Ge(s,ue(S))dW(S»

2
2

T 3
<k ([ @RI E ) aogds)

P

2

T
gE< sup 02 (s,u"(s)) A (92 [ W(s)\\%ds)

0<s<T

<ce(| ' Huf(s)H%ds)g.

The Young inequality and Holder inequality yield

The (3.33)) is written as

E sup
0<t<T

The Proposition 3.2 yields

/O (A% (s), 0% (s, u%(5))dW (s))

t P
E sup ( / Hu€<s>uﬁuu€<s>u4ds) <Cr.
0

0<t<T
The Holder inequality yields

t p T
E sup (/ \|u5(8)||§d8> SCTE/ lu () 157 ds.
0 0

0<t<T
Combining (3.34), (3.33), (3.36) with (3.32) yields

E sup ()3 < Cr (Elluol¥ +C)
0<t<T

T
+CIE / sup [[uf(r)| % ds.
0

0<7r<s
The Gronwall’s inequality yields (3.31).
Forthecase 0 < p <1,
1

?.

1 /
2 2
lus(s)112" < EHUE(S)HQPP +

15

p T
<9 Gy / Ju®(s) 2"ds.
2 2 ),

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)



Here we have used Young inequality

1, 1
ab S _/ap + _/bq s
p q

where p/, ¢’ > 1 ’z% + 4 = 1. Selecting p’ = 2p~! yields

q

2 p
[u(s)])2" < 5W(s)H§1 + 1.

The (3.31) deduces
E sup [u(s)[} < Cr (Efuoll3” +C).
0<s<T
The above estimations yields (3.30). O

To derive the tightness of the solution {u®(-,-)}, we also need show the Holder continuity of
the solution {u®(-,-)}. Integrating from s to ¢ yields

ut(t) —u(s) =
—/ (AuE(T)+B(u5(T)))dT+/ ¢ (z, w)us(7)dr
+/ o (1,u(7))dW (7).

Proposition 3.5. Assume that (Hy)—(Hs), and ug € V2 hold. For any T > 0, there is a constant
Cr > 0 such that

E|luf () — u*(s)|3 < Cr | t — s |2, (3.37)
where s,t € [0,T].

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

t 2
E‘ / —Auf(1)dr|| < C|t—s|*E sup ||u(t)|5 < Ot — s/,
s 0<t<T

t 2
E‘/ _BuE(r))dr| < Clt— sPE sup [u )4 < CJt — o2,
s 0<t<T

where we have used B(u) < C||u||2]|ul|1, C is a constant.

t 2
E‘ / ¢ (x,w)us (T)dr|| < Ot —s* sup [[uf(t)]]* < Clt — s|?,
s 0<t<T

and

t 2
E‘/ o (T,u(m)dW (r)|| < C|t—s|.
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Thus,
E|uf(t) —u(s)|> < Clt—s|+C|t — s (3.38)
< Clt—s|(1+T). (3.39)
It follows from Lemma[2.2] that
el < Cllul3 .
Thereby,
Eluf (t) — u®(s)|I}

< CE[Ju(t) — e (s)2]|u () — u(s)]

< C(E[luf(t) — uf (s)|I3)2 (Bl () — v (s)]*)>

< C(E sup [l ()13)7 (Blluf (£) — u®(s)]|)2

<Clt—s|z (1+T).

By Lemmal[2.4] we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Assume (Hy)-(H3), Elluo||}. < C for some constant C' > 0 hold. For every
T > 0, the family {u® (-, ) }o<e<1 is tight in space C(0,T; X1).

4 Proof of Theorem 2.1]

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.1l By the tightness of {u®(-,-)}, there is a sub-
sequence converges in distribution to C'(0,7; X!), the subsequence is written as {u®(-,-)}. By
the Skorohod theorem [10] one can construct a new probability space and new variable without
changing the distribution such that {u*(+,-)} (here we don’t change the notations) converges al-
most surely to u(-, -) in space C(0,T; X!). 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 p(x) € C§°(T?), ¢(t) € C*(0,T) such that

lim/ / (Tzw)u(x,t))p(x)p(t)dedt = / / qu(z,t)p(z)p(t)dzdt.
e—0 T2 € T2

Proof.
/ A(Tzw)u®(z,t)p(x)P(t)dzdt —/ / qu(z, t)p(z)p(t)dzdt
’]1‘2 T2
- / (T 200) (4 (1) — (e, 1)) (1)
0 JT2 c
T
[ [ @)~ gute Dpte)o0 e @)
o Jr

By assumption (Hz), (3.I)), Lemma[2.3land the Birkhoff ergodic theorem [59] Theorem 7.2], @)
vanishes as ¢ — 0. The proof of Lemma[d.Tlis complete. U
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Lemma 4.2. Assume (Hg) holds. For every T > 0, almost sure w € €, ¢(x) € C§°(T?),
¢(t) € C*(0,T) such that

T
hm/ Ag(ge(t,w(m,t))ap(m)tb( )dxdWy (t / /TZ u(z,t)))(x)p(t)dedWi (t). (4.2)

e—0 0

Proof. The (@.2) is written as

/ /11‘2 (t,u(z,t)) — o (u(z,t)) + a(u (z,t) — a(u(z,t)))e(x)p(t))dxdW (t)
= /0 /TQ(UE(t,uE(w,t)) — o (u(z,t)))p(x)p(t)dedW (t)
T
+/0 /TQ(U(“ (@,8)) — 7 (u(z, 1)) p(2)$(t) dwdW (1)
2N +1

For I, we divide the time interval [0, 7] into small interval of size 6 > 0, i.e. 0 = ¢y < t; <
<tz + 1=T,t, =k6,k=0,1,---, [%] forall ¢t € [ty, txt1], we obtain
5

/t /IP (Oﬁ(svue('%s)) - Ua(S,uE(m',tk)) + Ua(S,uE(x,tk)) _ 5(UE($,tk))
uf(x, 1)) — o (uf (2, 8)) + a(uf (x, 8)) — o (u(x, 8)))(x)d(s)drdW (s)
/t /1r2 (s,u°(z,s)) — o (s,u(z, 1)) p(x)P(s)dxdW (s)

+/t /TQ(U*E(S,US(SC,M)) —a(u(z,tr)))e(x)p(s)dedW (s)
/t /11‘2 (z,tr)) —a(u®(x, s)))p(x)p(s)dxdW (s)
+/t /Tg(ﬁ(uf(ﬂ:,s)) —a(u(z, 5)))p(x)p(s)dzdW (s)
= I+ o+ Iz + I14.

For I11, thanks to the fact that § > 0 is enough small, by (3.38) and (Hj), we have I1; vanishes
as ¢ — 0. For I9, due to the fact that o (¢, -) is periodic with respect to ¢, the [14, Theorem 2.6]
yields I15 converges to 0 as ¢ — 0. For I3, thanks to the fact that § > 0 is enough small, the
(3.38) and (Hg) yield ;3 vanishes as e — 0. For I4, I14 converges to 0 as ¢ — 0 by (Hg). Thus
I, converges to 0 as ¢ — 0. By (Hg), we have I vanishes as ¢ — 0. The proof of Lemmald.2] is
complete. O

Lemma 4.3. For all p(z) € C§°(T?), ¢(t) € C*(0,T) such that

lim B(uf(z,t))p(z)d(t)dzdt = / /T 2 ()b (t)dzdt.

e—0 T2
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Proof.
T
/o /Tg(B(“a(“’t)) — B(u(x,1)))p(x)p(t)ddt
T
< /0 | B(u®(z,t)) — B(u(z,t))||-1]l¢(x)|16(t)dt. 43)

By (v) of Lemma 23] and (3.2), we deduce (@3] converges to 0 as ¢ — 0. The proof of Lemma
[43lis complete. 0

Proof of Theorem 2.1l Multiplying both sides of the equations (Z.I) by the test function p(z,t) €
CH0,T; HY(T?)) with (2, T) = 0, ¢(, 0) = 1 yields

[ ] e 2
iy
_/ T /TQ Au (z, 8)p(x, s)dads

/ B(u(z, s))p(x, s)dxds
T

/ /Tz tw (z,8)p(x, s)dwds

—|—/0 /11‘2 o°(s,u(x, 8))p(x, s)dxedW (s). (4.4)

Passing the limit (¢ — 0) on the both sides of @.4)) yields

/ /TQ xsa‘p“)dxds
_/11‘2 ug(w)dz

T
—/ Au(z, s)p(z, s)dxds
0 T2

/ B(u(zx, s))p(x, s)dxds
T

2
/ / u(z, s)p(x, s)dxds
T2

+/0 /TQ a(u(z, s))p(x, s)dzdW (s). (4.5)

Here, we have used Lemma[. 1] Lemma.2land Lemma4.3] That is,
u(t) + [Au(t) + B(u(t))] = qu(t) + o (u(t))dW (1),
div u(t) = 0,
u(0) = ug(x).
We finish the proof of Theorem 2.11 O
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