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THE STOCHASTIC KLAUSMEIER SYSTEM AND A STOCHASTIC
SCHAUDER-TYCHONOFF TYPE THEOREM

ERIKA HAUSENBLAS AND JONAS M. TOLLE

ABSTRACT. On the one hand, we investigate the existence and pathwise uniqueness
of a nonnegative martingale solution to the stochastic evolution system of nonlinear
advection-diffusion equations proposed by Klausmeier with Gaussian multiplicative
noise. On the other hand, we present and verify a general stochastic version of the
Schauder-Tychonoff fixed point theorem, as its application is an essential step for
showing existence of the solution to the stochastic Klausmeier system. The analysis
of the system is based both on variational and semigroup techniques. We also discuss
additional regularity properties of the solution.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Pattern formation at the ecosystem level has recently gained a lot of attention in spa-
tial ecology and its mathematical modeling. Theoretical models are a widely used tool
for studying e.g. banded vegetation patterns. One important model is the system of
advection-diffusion equations proposed by Klausmeier [41]. This model for vegetation
dynamics in semi-deserted areas is based on the “water redistribution hypothesis”, using
the idea that rain water in dry regions is eventually infiltrated into the ground. Water
falling down onto bare ground mostly runs off downhill toward the next patch of vegeta-
tion which provides a better infiltration capacity. The soil in such regions of the world
as Australia, Africa, and Southwestern North America is prone to nonlocality of water
uptake due to the semi-arid environment. Studies of the properties of the system and
further developments can be found in e.g. [40, [61H64] [71].

The Klausmeier system is a generalization of the so-called Gray-Scott system [31] (see
also [60, [65] for earlier accounts employing similar models) which already exhibits effects
similar to Turing patterns [20, 23], 50, [70], see for instance the discussion in [72]. We
refer to [45] 52, 53] for further reading on pattern formation in biology. A discussion of
reaction-diffusion type equations with motivation from biology can be found in [56].

The underlying mathematics of this model is given by a pair of solutions (u,v) to a
partial differential equation system coupled by a nonlinearity. The function u represents
the surface water content and v represents the biomass density of the plants. In order
to model the spread of water on a terrain without a specific preference for the direction
in which the water flows, the original models were extended by replacing the diffusion
operator by a nonlinear porous media operator, which represents the situation that the
ground is partially filled by interconnected pores conveying fluid under an applied pres-
sure gradient.

To this end, let @ C R? be a bounded domain, d = 1,2, 3, having C?-boundary or
O = [0,1]¢. Consider the following problem

(1 1) { u(t) = T‘uAuM (t) — Xu(t) 1)2(t) k- fu(t), 10, u(O) .
| 60 = rode(t) +ult) (0) — gu(t), t>0, v(0) =,

with Neumann (or periodic when O is a rectangular domain) boundary conditions and
initial conditions u(0) = ug and v(0) = vg. Here, 20 := [2[7"12, v > 1, z € R, and
further, ry, 7y, X, k, f and g denote positive constants.

The deterministic or macroscopic model is derived from the limiting behavior of inter-
acting diffusions — the so-called microscopic model, see [43]. When applying the strong
law of large numbers and passing from the microscopic to the macroscopic equation,
one is neglecting the random fluctuations. In order to get a more realistic model, it is
necessary to add noise, which represents the randomness of the natural environment or
the fluctuation of parameters in the model. The introduction to stochasticity to eco-
logical models is supported by the arguments of [33]. Due to the Wong-Zakai principle,
this leads to the representation of the noise as a Gaussian stochastic perturbation with
Stratonovich increment, see [27), Section 3.4| and [49, [78]. One important consequence is
the preservation of energy in the noisy system.

In practice, we are investigating the system driven by a multiplicative infinite
dimensional Wiener process. Under suitable regularity assumptions on the initial data
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(up,vp), on v and on the perturbation by noise which we shall specify later, we find that
there exists a nonnegative (martingale) solution to the system in dimensions d =
1,2, 3, see our main result Theorem 3.6 More precisely, we prove existence of nonnegative
solutions to the noisy systems (3.6)—(3.7) (Ito noise), (Stratonovich noise)
respectively. For d = 1, we show that the solution to (3.6)—(3.7)) is pathwise unique
and that there exists a strong solution in the stochastic sense. Thus, we are actually
considering the following system for v > 1

(1.2) { W(t) = radull(t) = xu(t) v () + u®) Z1(t), £>0, u(0) = up,
' o(t) = roAu(t) +ut)v2(t) + v(t) Sa(t), >0, v(0)=up.

Here, =; and =3 denote independent random Gaussian noises specified to be certain
Banach space valued linear Stratonovich Wiener noises later on. Similar stochastic equa-
tions with Lévy noise have been studied e.g. in [10,[I8]. We note that due to the coupling
and the nonlinearity, the solutions are not expected to be stochastically independent.

Nonlinear diffusion systems perturbed by noise exhibit certain improved well-posedness
and regularity properties when compared to their deterministic counterparts, see, among
others, [4, 15, 27]. Another feature of linear multiplicative noise is that it preserves
the nonnegativity of the initial condition [I} [68]. Some applications may demand more
complicated noises with nonlinear structure or coupling, however, we choose a linear
dependence on the noise as a first step toward more general models.

The challenging problem in the system given by , respective the noisy system
, is the nonlinearity appearing once with a negative sign and once with a positive
sign. Choosing different speeds of diffusion seems rather natural, as it well known that
the characteristic pattern formation may not take place if v, = r,, cf. [36]. The stochastic
perturbation, however, does not restrict pattern formation [12, [79], noting that our choice
of noise exhibits rather small intensity and damped high frequency modes. On the other
hand, the nonlinearity is not of variational structure, such that energy methods are
not available for the analysis, and neither the maximum principle nor Gronwall type
arguments work. More direct deterministic (pathwise) methods may also fail in general
as the equation for v is non-monotone.

Another difficulty is posed by the nonlinear porous media diffusion operator in the
equation for u. Typically, it is studied with the help of variational monotonicity methods,
see e.g. [2, [48]. To the nonlinear diffusion, neither semigroup methods nor Galerkin
approximation can be applied directly without greater effort. Other approaches are
given for instance in [26, 29] 55, [74], to mention a few.

Our motivation to prove a probabilistic Schauder-Tychonoff type fixed point theorem
originates from the aim to show existence of a solution to the stochastic counterpart
of the system . Our result is for instance also applied in [34] [35]. As standard
methods for showing existence and uniqueness of solutions to stochastic partial differ-
ential equations cannot be applied directly, we perform a fixed point iteration using a
mix of so-called variational and semigroup methods with nonlinear perturbation. Here, a
precise analysis of regularity properties of nonnegative solutions to regularized and local-
ized subsystems with truncated nonlinearities needs to be conducted. Together with the
continuous dependence of each subsystem on the other one, we obtain the fixed point,
locally in time, by weak compactness and an appropriate choice of energy spaces. The
result is completed by a stopping time gluing argument.
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Apart from the probabilistic structure, the main novelty is that we construct the fixed
point in the nonlinearity and not in the noise coefficient. This works well because our
system is coupled precisely in the nonlinearity. The main task consists then in the analysis
of regularity and invariance properties of a regularized system with “frozen” nonlinearity
(not being fully linearized, however, as the porous media operator remains).

It may be possible to apply this method in the future to other nonlinear systems,
as for example, systems with nonlinear convection-terms as systems with transport or
Navier-Stokes type systems. It is certainly possible to apply the method to linear cross
diffusion systems. See [19] for a recent work proving existence of martingale solutions
to stochastic cross diffusion systems, however, their approach relies on other methods
that do not cover the porous media case. See [51] for a previous work using the classical
Schauder theorem for stochastic evolution equations with fractional Gaussian noise.

Given higher regularity of the initial data, we also show the pathwise uniqueness of
the solution to for spatial dimension d = 1. As a consequence of the celebrated
result by Yamada and Watanabe [75], [80], we obtain existence and uniqueness of a strong
solution, see Corollary We refer to [11] 13, [14], 59| for previous works that employ
a similar strategy for proving the existence of a unique strong solution.

Structure of the paper. The stochastic Schauder-Tychonoff type Theorem [2.1]is pre-
sented in Section [2] In the subsequent section, i.e. Section [3| we apply this fixed point
theorem to show the existence of a martingale solution to the stochastic counterpart
of the system . Section |3| contains our main result Theorem Section 4| is de-
voted to the proof of Theorem In Section 5] we prove several technical propositions
that are need for the main result in Section [8] Section [6] contains the proof of pathwise
uniqueness, that is, Theorem Some auxiliary results are collected in Appendices [A]

Bl and [Cl

2. THE STOCHASTIC SCHAUDER-TYCHONOFF TYPE THEOREM

Let us fix some notation. Let U be a Banach space. Let O C R? be an open domain,
d>1 Let X C {n:[0,T] - E C D'(O)} be a Banach function spacd} let X'
{n :10,T] - E C D'(O)} be a reflexive Banach function space embedded compactly
and densely into X. In both cases, the trajectories take values in a Banach function
space E over the spatial domain O, where we assume that E has the UMD property, see
[73]. Let A = (Q,F,F,P) be a filtered probability space with filtration F = (F)sej0,1]
satisfying the usual conditions. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and (W(t))e(o,n)
be a Wiener processE| in H with a linear, nonnegative definite, symmetric trace class
covariance operator () : H — H such that W has the representation

1
1€l
where {¢; : ¢ € [} is a complete orthonormal system in H, I a suitably chosen countable
index set, and {f; : ¢ € I} a family of independent real-valued standard Brownian

1Here, D'(O) denotes the space of Schwartz distributions on O, that is, the topological dual space of
smooth functions with compact support D(O) = C5°(0O).
2That is, a Q-Wiener process, sce e.g. [16] for this notion.
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motions on [0, 7] modeled in A = (Q, F,F,P). Due to [16, Proposition 4.7, p. 85|, this
representation does not pose a restriction.
For m > 1, define the collection of processes

ME(X) ::{g Q% [0,T] = E :
(2.1)
¢ is F-progressively measurable and E[¢|¥" < oo}

equipped with the semi-norm

€l pmp ) = (ElEY™, ¢ € MF(X).
For fixed A, W, m > 1, we define the operator V = Vo 1 : My (X)x L™ (Q, Fo,P; E) —
MG (X) for £ € MP(X) via
V(&) = V(£ wo) == w,

where w is the solution to the following It6 stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE)
(2.2) dw(t) = (Aw(t) + F(&,t)) dt + X(w(t)) dW (t), w(0)=wy € E.

For convenience, we drop the dependence on the initial datum wg in the notation V(§).
Here, we implicitly assume that is well-posed and a unique strong solution (in the
stochastic sense) w € My (X) exists for £ € My'(X). Here, we shall also assume that
A:D(A) C E — FE is a possibly nonlinear and measurable (single-valued) operator and
F:X x[0,T] — E a (strongly) measurable map such that

P ([ Gl + 1P s ds < o) =1,

and assume that ¥ : ' — ~y(H, E) is strongly measurable. Here, v(H, E) denotes the
space of y-radonifying operators from H to E, as defined in the beginning of Section [5]
which coincides with the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators Lyg(H, E) if E is a separable
Hilbert space.

We are ready to formulate our main tool for proving the existence of nonnegative
martingale solutions to , that is, a stochastic variant of the (deterministic) Schauder-
Tychonoff fixed point theorem(s) from [30} § 6-7].

Theorem 2.1. Let H be a Hilbert space, QQ : H — H such that Q) is linear, symmetric,
nonnegative definite and of trace class, let U be a Banach space, and let us assume that
we have a compact and dense embedding X' — X as above. Let m > 1. Suppose that
for any filtered probability space A = (2, F,F,P) and for any Q-Wiener process W with
values in H that is modeled on 2 the following holds.

Suppose that there exist constants Ry,...,Rx > 0, K € N, continuous functions
U, : X — [0,00), 1 < i < K, measurable functions ©; : X — [0,00], 1 < i < K
with closed sublevel sets @;1([0,04]), a>0,1<i< K, and a nonempty, sequentially
weak*-closed, measurable and bounded subseﬂ ARy, R () of MFG(X) such that:

(a) E[¥;(§)] < Ry, for every & € Xr,. ri(A) and every 1 <i < K,
(b)) P({©;(§) < o0, £ € XR,.. R (R)}) =1, for every 1 <i < K.

3Here, the notation X (2) means that Law(¢) = Law(£) on X for £ € X(A) and £ MG implies
EeXx().
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Let us assume that the operator Ve w , defined by (2.2), restricted to X, .. g, () satisfies
the following properties:

(i) the operator Vo w is well-defined on Xg,, . g, (2) for all choices of R; > 0,1 <14 <
K,
(ii) there exist constants RY >0, 1 <i < K such that

Vaaw (Xr,.. R () C Xry,.. Ry (2A)
for all R; ER? and all 1 <i < K,
(iii) for all choices of R; >0, 1 <1i < K, the restriction VQ[7W‘XR (@
1 K
continuous on bounded subsets w.r.t. the strong topology of My (X),
(iv) there exist constants R > 0, mg > m such thazﬁ

E [[Vaw (§)|5°] <R for every €€ Xp,,. ryx(2),

forall R; >0 and all1 <1< K.
(v) for all R; > 0 and all 1 < i < K, Vaw (Xg,,..r (%)) € D(0,T];U) P-a.s[]

Then, there ezists a filtered probability space A* = (Q*, F*,F* P*) (that satisfies the
usual conditions) together with a Q-Wiener process W* modeled on A* and an element
w* € My (X) such that for all t € [0,T], P*-a.s.

Ve - () (6) = w (1)
for any initial datum wo € L™(Q, Fo,P; E), where wi € L™(*, F§,P*; E) satisfies
Law(w) = Law (wo).

) 18 uniformly

,,,,,

The proof of Theorem is postponed to Section [d] We note that by construction,
we get that w* solves

dw*(t) = (Aw*(t) + F(w*,t)) dt + X(w*(t)) dW™*(t), w*(0) = wo.

on 2A*.

3. EXISTENCE OF A SOLUTION TO THE STOCHASTIC KLAUSMEIER SYSTEM

In this section, we shall prove the existence of a nonnegative solution to the stochas-
tic Klausmeier system. First, we will introduce some notation and the definition of
a (martingale) solution. After fixing the function spaces and the main hypotheses on
the parameters of those, we present our main result Theorem [3.6] The following proof
consists mainly of a verification of the conditions for Theorem [2.1] and a stopping time
localization procedure. As pointed out before, we are using compactness arguments to
show the existence, which leads to the loss of the initial stochastic basis.

Let H; and Hs be a pair of separable Hilbert spaces, let 2 = (2, F,F,P) be a filtered
probability space and let Wi, W5 be a pair of independent Wiener process modeled
on 2 taking values in Hy and Hs, respectively, with covariance operators ()1 and @2,

4Note that we can relax assumption (iv) to mo > 1 if we assume additionally that there exist
constants R > 0, my > m such that E [|Va,w (€)|x'] < R for every £ € Xg,,....rx () for all R; > 0 and
all1 <i< K.

5Here, D([0,T];U) denotes the Skorokhod space of cadlag paths in U endowed with the Skorokhod
Ji-topolgy, see [39, Appendix A2].

,,,,,
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respectively. We are interested in the solution to the following reduced Klausmeier system
forx € O and t > 0,

(3.1)  du(t,z) = (re Aul (¢, 2) — yu(t, 2) V2 (¢, 2)) dt + oru(t, z) o AW, (¢, z),

and,

(3.2) dv(t,z) = (ryAv(t, z) + u(t, z) v*(t, ) dt + o9v(t, ) o dWa(t, z),

with Neumann (or periodic if O = [0, 1]¢) boundary conditions and initial conditions
u(0) = up and v(0) = wvg. Let 7,7y, x > 0 be positive constants. Here, we use the
abbreviation zl" := |z|¥~tz for v > 1. The hypotheses on the linear noise coefficient
maps o1, 09 are specified below.

Due to the nonlinear porous media term, we do neither use solutions in the strong sto-
chastic sense, nor mild solutions, that is, solutions in the sense of stochastic convolutions.
Let us define what we mean with a solution on a fixed stochastic basis. The function
spaces Hy '(0) and HS(O) used in the following definition are discussed in Appendix

Definition 3.1. A couple (u,v) of stochastic processes on 2 is called solution to the
system (3.1))—(3.2)) for initial data (ug,vg) if there exists p € R such that

we L3 C(0, T} Hy H(0))) N L7(Q x (0,T) x O)
and

v € (2 C(0, T} HE(0))) N L* (2 x (0,T); HE ™ (0)
such that u and v are F = (F});¢o,77-adapted, and satisfy

(33) () =uo+ /0 (ra AUl (s) — xu(s)v?(s)) ds + /0 oru(s) o Wi (s)

for every t € [0,T], P-a.s. in H, '(O), and

t ¢
(3.4) v(t) = v + / (roAv(s) + u(s)v*(s)) ds + / oav(s) o dWa(s)
0 0
for every t € [0,T], P-a.s. in HY(O).
Here, V := L71(0) is dualized in a Gelfand triple over H := H, '(O) which, in turn,

is identified with its own dual by the Riesz isometry. Thus V* is not to be mistaken

to be equal to be the usual Banach space dual of V', namely LWTH((’)), see the proof of
Theorem for details. Note that the above ds-integral for u in is initially a V*-
valued Bochner integral, however seen to be in fact Hy 1(O)-valued, see the discussion
in [48, Section 4.2| for further details.

As mentioned before, due to the loss of the original probability space, we are consid-
ering solutions in the weak probabilistic sense.

Definition 3.2. A martingale solution to the problem ({3.1)—(3.2) for initial data (ug,vo)
is a system

(35) (Q,]‘—,]F,]P), (WlaWZ)a(u7U))
such that
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(i) the quadruple 2 := (Q, F,F,P) is a complete filtered probability space with a
filtration F = (F3)¢epo,7) satisfying the usual conditions,
(ii) Wi and Ws are independent Hi-valued, respectively, Ho-valued Wiener processes
over the probability space I with covariance operators Q1 and @2, respectively,
(iii) both w : [0,T] x Q — H;'(O) and v : [0,T] x Q — H5(O) are F-adapted
processes such that the couple (u,v) is a solution to the system and
over the probability space 2l in the sense of Definition for some p € R.

Remark 3.3. For our purposes, instead of the Stratonovich formulation the system (3.1])—
(3.2)), it is convenient to consider the equations in It6 form:

(3.6) du(t, ) = (ro Aubl(t, ) — xu(t, z) 02 (t, 2)) dt + oyu(t, z) AW (t, z),
and,
(3.7) dv(t,z) = (roAv(t, ) + ult, z) v*(t, x)) dt + o9v(t, z) dWa(t, z),

with initial data u(0) = up and v(0) = vg. One reason for this is that the stochastic
integral then becomes a local martingale. In order to show the existence of a solution to
the Stratonovich system, one would have to incorporate the It6-Stratonovich conversion
term (cf. [25]), which, due to the linear multiplicative noise, is a linear term being
just a scalar multiple of u, v, respectively. If one is interested in the exact form of
the correction term, we refer to [2I]. We also refer to the discussion in [30], where the
constant accounting for the correction term is computed explicitly.

From now on, we shall consider the system f in It6 form, that is, as in f
(3.7). Definitions and are supposed to be adjusted in the obvious way, keeping
the statement on the regularity of the solution unchanged. We note that we can solve
f by a straightforward modification of the proof given here.

Before presenting our main result, we will first introduce the hypotheses on d, v, p
and the initial conditions ug and vg, and on the multiplication operators o1, 3. Most of
the hypotheses are technical in nature, as they lead to several different embeddings for
function spaces and interpolation spaces that we need to use in our proofs.

Hypothesis 3.4 (Existence). Let d € {1,2,3}. Let v > 1, p € R, and m > 2, my >
% such that

4 2 d_ _ d
2 m mo_p 2
and p* > 2 and pj > 2 such that
1 2 2 1
1.2 g 2411
p*m mo py, Y+1

Let

d 71

Let us assume that the initial conditions ug, vy are Fy measurable and satisfy

. L 1
Eluo|; \/E|u0]i§?* \/E|u0\2j+1 < oo, and E|U0|7H”22 v E|UO|Z(150 < oo, dp< o
m
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and that up and vy are a.e. nonnegative functions (nonnegative Borel measures that are
finite on compact subsets, respectively).

Hypothesis 3.5 (Noise). Let {¢ : k € Z} be the eigenfunctions of —A and {v;, : k € Z}
the corresponding eigenvalues. Let W and W5 be a pair of Wiener processes given by

Witt,e) =Y A un@)s? ), tel0.T), j=1,2, z€0,
kEZ
where {)\,(Cj) . k€ Z}, j=1,2,is a pair of nonnegative sequences belonging to £2(Z),
(89 : [0,T] xQ - R : (kj) € Z x {1,2}} is a family of independent standard
real-valued Brownian motions. We assume that )\,(Cj ) < Cj\yk]*‘sﬂ', j = 1,2, where é; >
%\/(%—i),52>%\/(%—i),and01>0, Cs > 0.
Compare also with Subsection [5.1] for details.

Under these hypotheses, the existence of a martingale solution can be shown.

Theorem 3.6. Assume that Hypotheses hold. Then there exists a martingale
solution to system f satisfying the following properties

(i) u(t,z) >0 and v(t,x) > 0 P-a.s., for a.e. t € [0,T] and a.e. x € O,

(ii) Letp > 1 and E|u0\iﬁ1 < 00. Then there exists a constant Co(p,T) > 0 such that

1
E | sup [u(s)|7

T
+p(p+ DrE / / lu(s, 2) P72 Vu(s, 2) 2 de ds
0<s<T 0 (@)

T
+(p+ 1);@@:/ / lu(s, )P o(s, 2)|? dz ds < Co(p, T) (E|u0|§2;i1 +1).
0 O

(iii) for any choice of parameters p, mg, l as in Hypothesis there exists a constant

Co(T) > 0 such that
g 2
+E (/0 ]v(s)]HSH ds)

<Co(T) (1 + Eluol3p + Eluol}z)

mo/2

E [ sup_[u(s)|78
0<s<T 2

We shall also collect a standard notion on uniqueness.

Definition 3.7. The system (3.6)—(3.7) is called pathwise unique if, whenever (u;,v;),
i = 1,2 are martingale solutions to the system (3.6))—(3.7) on a common stochastic basis
(Q, F,F,P, (W1, Ws)), such that P(u;(0) = u2(0)) = 1 and P(v;(0) = v2(0)) = 1, then
P(ui(t) =ua(t)) =1 and P(vi(t) =wv2(t)) =1, for everyt e [0,T].
The theorem of Yamada and Watanabe [80] asserts that (weak) existence and pathwise
uniqueness of the solution to a stochastic equation is equivalent to the existence of a
unique strong solution. Therefore, showing pathwise uniqueness is a fundamental step for

obtaining the existence of a unique strong solution. Under certain additional conditions,
as collected below, we are able to prove pathwise uniqueness.

Hypothesis 3.8 (Uniqueness). Let &g € (0, %), and p > % — %
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Remark 3.9. The condition g > 0 implies that the Hypothesis [3.8| can only be satisfied
ifd=1.

Theorem 3.10. Let T' > 0 and let & = (Q,F, (Fi)ico,1];P) a probability space sat-
isfying the usual conditions, let (W1, Ws) be a Wiener process over A on Hy and Hj
and satisfying Hypothesis . Let initial data ug € H{l(O) and vog € L*(O) together
with the parameters m,mo,p*,py,l,00 and p satisfying Hypothesis and Hypothesis
3.8, where O C R. Assume further that Hypothesis holds. Let (u;,v;), i = 1,2,
be two solutions to the system f with initial data (ug,vy) and belonging P-a.s.
to C([0,T]; Hy 1(0)) x C([0,T); Hy®(O)). Then, the processes (uy,v1) and (uz,vs) are
indistinguishable in Hy ' (O) x HQ_‘s0 (0).

Remark 3.11. It can be shown that for dimension d = 1 such indices m*, mg, p*, pg, [, do
and p satisfying Hypothesis and Hypothesis [3.8] can be found. Because of our condi-
tion p > % — %, we cannot handle dimensions d € {2,3} as Hypothesis then implies
that p < 0.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section [6} O

By this Theorem at hand, the following corollary is a consequence of the Theorem of
Yamada-Watanabe.

Corollary 3.12. There ezists a unique strong solution (in the stochastic sense) to the
system. (3.0)- (D).

Proof. This follows from Theorem[3.6]in combination with Theorem[3:10]and the Yamada-
Watanabe theorem, see [48, Appendix E| and [44] 54, 57]. O

The proof of Theorem is an application of the Schauder-Tychonoff-type Theorem
and consists of the following five steps to verify the conditions of Theorem

In the first step, we are specifying the underlying Banach spaces. In the second step,
we shall construct the operator V for a truncated system and show that the operator V
satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [2.1] In the third step, we localize via stopping times
and glue the fixed point solutions together, which exist by Theorem In the fourth
step, we prove that the stopping times are uniformly bounded. In the fifth step, we show
that we indeed yield a martingale solution satisfying the above properties. However, to
keep the proof itself simple, we will postpone several technical a priori estimates and
further regularity results which are collected in Section [5}

Proof of Theorem [3.6, Step (I). The underlying space(s). Here we define the
spaces on which the operator V will act. Let the probability space 2 = (2, F,F,P) be
given and let W7 and W5 be two independent Hy and Hs-valued Wiener processes defined
over 2 with covariances Q1 and Qq. Let W = (Wq,Ws), H = Hy x Hy, with covariance

operator
(@1 0
@= ( 0 @)
Let us define the Banach space

Y = L0, T; L1Y(0)) N L®(0, T; Hy 1 (0))
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equipped with the norm
Inlle = Inll ooy + Il oz rye M € Y,
and the reflexive Banach space
Z:=L"(0,T;L™(0)),
equipped with the norm
1€llz == €]l Lmo0,;m), € € Z.

Finally, let us fix an auxiliary Banach space H, := L?(0, T’; HETHO)NL®(0,T; HE(O))
equipped with the norm

(3'8) HSHHp = H§||L2(O,T;Hg+1) + ”fHLW(O,T;Hé”)a §€ Hp-
Remark 3.13. If

d 2 d

5P — A

2 m My

then one can show by Sobolev embedding and interpolation theorems (see Proposition
in the appendix) that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1€llz < Cll¢llm,, & € Hy,.
Let us fix the compactly embedded reflexive Banach subspace of Z byﬁ
Z' = L™ (0,T; H3,(0)) NW2, (0,T; H,,°(0))
equipped with the norm

l/m()
11|z := (HgHLmO 0.1;Hg,) T H§||Wa o (0T H P )) ’

compare with Appendix , where the compact embedding Z' <« Z is discussed. The
parameters o > 0, a € (0,1), § > 0 are specified in Proposition

Now, denote the space of progressively measurable (pairs of) processes M%{mo (Y,Z)
by

ME™O(Y, 7)) ;:{(n,g) : ,€:[0,T] x Q — D'(O) such that
1 and £ are progressively measurable on 2 and
Ell7]} < oo and Bljg]3* < oo}
equipped with the norm
(39) 10Ol oy = ElIR)? + EIEIZ) ™, (,6) € ME™(Y,2).

Note that here, progressive measurability is meant relative to the Borel o-fields of the
target spaces H, '(0) and H(O) respectively.
Finally, for fixed Ry, R1, Ro > 0, let us define the subspace Xy = Xy (Rp, R1, R2) by

6For the definition of Wi, we refer to Appendix
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Xo(Ro, R1, R2)

:={<n,s> e ME™(Y,2) :

.| #
E [ sup_[n(s) Z‘L] < Ry, E[|¢]l7"° < R, E[|¢]l5° < Ro, and
0<s<T

n and £ are nonnegative P ® Leb-a.e. in ’D'((’))}.

It is easy to verify that Xy is a sequentially weak*-closed and bounded subset of
./\/lgl’m0 (Y,Z). The continuous functions ¥;, ¢ = 0,1,2, satisfying assumption (a) of
Theorem can be defined in the obvious way. Also, it is easy to find measurable
functions ©;, i = 0, 1, 2, with closed sublevel sets such that assumption (b) of Theorem
is satisfied, and can be used to capture the nonnegativity by setting e.g. 0;((n,&)) := oo
if n or £ is negative, 1 =0, 1, 2.

Every (n,£) € Xy is a pair of a (equivalence class of a) nonnegative function (or a
nonnegative Borel measure that is finite on compact subsets of O).

Remark 3.14. Note that in order to apply Theorem formally, we will assume the
obvious modification (or extension) of its statement and proof, such that we can treat

pairs of spaces with different exponents like Mg{,mo (Y,Z).

Step (II). The truncated system.
Let ¢ € D(R) be a smooth cutoff function that satisfies

=0, if |x| > 2,
p(z)< €10,1], ifl1<]z|<2,
=1, if x| <1,

and let ¢.(x) := ¢(z/k), x € R, k € N. In addition, for any progressively measurable
pair of processes (1,§) € M;’mo (Y,Z) let us define for ¢ € [0, T

t
1
B(n.€1) = sup [n(s)% . + / ()1 ds + €104l
0<s<t 2 0

where v € (0, 1] is chosen such that I% + 20 <1 and % + -2 <1
0 0

y+1 mo
Let us consider the truncated system given by
(3.10)
duc(t) = [rul(ue(®)D = x@u (At vy 1)) ()02 ()] dt + o1us(t)dWA (1),
us(0) = wo,
and

dve(t) = [roAve(t) + ¢r (M, Vg, £)ug ()02 (t)] dt + o9v,(t)dWa(t).
(3.11) o0 = w0
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We shall show the existence of a martingale solution to system (3.10)—(3.11)).

Proposition 3.15. For any x € N, there exists constants Ry > 0, Ry > 0, Rs > 0,
depending on k, such that there exists a martingale solution (u,vy) to system (3.10])—
(3.11) contained in Xy(Ry, R1, R2) C Mg{mo (Y, Z).

Proof of Proposition[3.15 The proof consists of several steps. First, we shall define an
operator denoted by V, which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem yielding the
existence of a martingale solution.
Step (a) Definition of the operator V.
First, define

Vi := Vst : Xa(Ro, Ry, Ra) € MZ™ (Y, Z) — My™(Y,Z)
by

Vn(ﬁ;f) = (unavl-i)? for (7775) € XQ[(R0>R17R2)

where u, is a solution to
(3.12)

{ dux(t) = [ruA(un(t))M — X0k(h(n,§,1)) ux(t) §2<t)] dt + oyuy(t) dWi (1),
ug(0) = wo,

and v, is a solution to

dvg(t) = [roAvg(t) + dx(h(n,€,1) n(t) E2(1)] dt + o2v.(t) dWa(t),
(3.13) ol0) = .

The operator V, is well-defined for (n,£) € Xy(Ro, Ri, R2). In fact, by Theorem
and Proposition given such a pair of processes (7,&), the existence of a nonnegative
unique solution u, to (3.12)) for nonnegative initial data ug with

(3.14) E|us|> <Ci(k,T)

follows. By Proposition [5.7 and Proposition [5.8] the existence of a unique solution vy to

B.13) with
Ello. 5 < Eluoljg + C (s, T)Ro.
follows.
Step (b) The V,.-invariant set X.
Let

Co(T) <E|uo\i(;* + 1) < Ry,
where the constant Cy(v,T) is as in (5.6). Then, due to Proposition , we know that

1
E sup |u(s) F/_H < Rp.

0<s<T

sup |uﬁ(s)|i€,] VE
0<s<T

Furthermore, by Proposition the existence of a unique solution to (3.13) such that
(3.15) E||v,€||ﬁ? §E|vo|z§ + RoCo(k,T)

follows.
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Let Ry := Elvo|pp + RoCa(k,T). Finally, by Proposition we can show that for
2
Ry > C(T) {E|v0|m0 + C(m)} (here the constants are given by Proposition }

H,,%0
(3.16) Ellosllg® <Ry.
Then, V,, maps Xy (R, R1, R2) into itself. Hence, assumption (i) of Theorem is
satisfied.
Step (c) Continuity of V,, on X.
Next we show that assumption (ii) of Theorem is satisfied. We need to show that
the restriction of the operator V to Xy(Ro, R1, R2) is continuous in the strong topology
of M;’mo (Y,Z). Let {(n™,&(™) :n e N} € Xy(Ro, R1, R2) be a sequence converging
strongly to (,€) in ./\/lgl’mo (Y,Z).
Firstly, due to Proposition and Remark we know that the sequence {uén) 'n e

N} where u™ solves

duf (1) = [P ()7 = X, €, 0w (1) (€ (1))?]
(3.17) ol (£) dW (1),

ul (0) = up.

converges in Mgl’mo (Y,Z) to u, which solves (3.12)).
Secondly, due to Proposition and keeping Remark [3.13]in mind, it follows that the

sequence {v,gn) :n € N}, where oi™ solves
o) = Ao (@) + 6w (h(n™, €7, 1) 0 () (€ (1))?] at
(3.18) ol (t) dWa (1),

o™ (0) = wp.

converges in Mgl’mo (Y,Z) to vy, where v, solves (3.13).
This gives that the operator
Vil X (Bos B o) © Xa(Ro, Ri, Ra) € MG (Y, Z) = My™ (Y, Z)
is continuous.
Step (d) Tightness.
Next we show that assumption (iii) of Theorem [2.1]is satisfied.

First, note that the embedding Z' < Z is compact by the Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma
B.1

Second, by Proposition it follows that for any x € N there exists a constant C' =
C(k,T) > 0 such that for all (n,§) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2)
E ‘vn %O < 07

where v, solves (3.13). Observe that we have the compact embedding L7*1(O)
Hy*(0). Hence, by Proposition and by standard arguments (cf. [24]), we know
that the laws of the set {uy : (1,€) € Xu(Ro, Ry, R2)} are tight on C([0,T]; Hy *(0)).
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By Proposition and the Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma [B.1] the laws of {w, : (n,£) €
Xy(Ro, R1, Ro)} are tight on LYT1(0,T; LY*1(0)). Therefore, it follows that the set
Ve, €)= (n,€) € Xy(Ro, R1, Ra)} is tight on Y x Z, which implies assumption (iii) of
Theorem [2.1] for

X = L0, T; LN 0) xZ - Y x Z=:X
Step (e) Continuity of paths.
To show assumption (iv) of Theorem , we notice that by choosing

U = H;'(0) x HY(O),
it follows from Proposition and standard arguments on continuity of solutions to
nonlinear SPDEs that
Vie(n,€) € C([0,T];U) c D([0,T);U) P-aus.
for all (n,&) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2).
Step (f) Existence of a fixed point.

Finally, by Theorem , for each r € N, there exists a probability space 2, = (Q,{, Fi, F, PK),
a Wiener process W* = (W7}, Wy'), modeled on 2,;, and elements

(&m ’5,4) € Xéln (Ro, Ry, Rg) N C([O, T]; U)
such that we have a P-a.s. fixed point
V, g, (D), 5e(8)) = (i (), (1))

for every ¢t € [0,7]. Due to the construction of Vg, the pair (@, ) solves the system

(B12)(B.13)) over the stochastic basis 2, with the Wiener noise W*, see Section 4| for
details.

g

Step (III). Here, we will construct a family of solutions { (i, vx) : £ € N} following
the solution to the original problem until a stopping time 7. In particular, we will
introduce for each k € N a new pair of processes (uy, 0,;) following the Klausmeier system
up to the stopping time 7. Besides, we will have (T, Ux)|j0,7,) = (Un+1, Vet1)0,7,)-

Let us start with k = 1. From Proposition [3.15] we know there exists a martingale
solution consisting of a probability space 21 = (1, F1,F1,P1), two independent Wiener
processes (W, W) defined over 2, and a couple of processes (u,v;) solving Pj-a.s.
the system

dur(t) = [rade?(8) = x B (h(un, o1, 1) wa(8) V30| dt + v () W (0),
dvi(t) = |reAvi(t) + é1(h(ug, vy, t)) ug(t) U%(t)] dt + oqv1 () dW5 (1),
(u1(0),v1(0)) = (uo,v0)-
Let us define now the stopping time
71 :=inf{s >0 : h(up,wy,s) > 1}.

Observe, on the time interval [0, 77), the pair (u1,v1) solves the system given in (1.2)).
Now, we define a new pair of processes (u1,v;) following (u1,v1) on [0,77) and extend
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this processes to the whole interval [0,7] in the following way. First, we put Ay =2y
and le = le, j = 1,2, and let us introduce the processes y; and ys being a strong

solution over 2A; to

dyi (tun(17),0) = ruAy (t i (1), ) dt + ovyn (8, ua (75), 0) d(8, W) (¢)
(3.19) y1(0,ur(7my)) = wi(r), t>0,
ya(t,v1(7y),0) = GT”Atm(Tf)
t
(3.20) + [ S s (7). 0) OV )tz 0
0

Here, 0, is the shift operator which maps W;(t) to W;(t + o) — Wj(o). Since the couple
(u1,v1) is continuous in Hy ' (O) x HY(O), we know that uy (1) and vi(r]) are well-
defined random variables belonging Pi-a.s. to L*(O) and H{(O), respectively. By [2,
Theorem 2.5.1] the existence of a unique solution y; over 2l; to in H, '(0) is given.
Since (e!(mA=a1d)Y, 4 is an analytic semigroup on HY(O) for & > 0, the existence of a
unique solution y over 2A; to in H5(O) can be shown by standard methods, cf. [16].
Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that the assumptions on the initial conditions
are satisfied. Now, let us define two processes 41 and v; being identical to w1 and vy,
respectively, on the time interval [0,77) and following the porous media, respective,
the heat equation (with lower order terms) with noise and without nonlinearity, i.e.,
y1(,ur (), 1) and ya (-, v1(7y), 77), afterwards. In particular, let

0, u1(t) for 0 <t < 7f,
u —
1 yi(t,ua(ri), ) for mf <t <T,

and

~ v1(t) for 0 <t < 7f,
vl(t) = * * *
ya(t,v1 (), 7)) for mf <t <T.

Let us now construct the probability space and the processes for the next time interval.
First, let (ui(7y),v1(r)) have probability law uy on H, '(O) x HJ(O). Again, from
Proposition [3.15] we know there is a martingale solution consisting of a probability
space Ay = (o, Fa,F2,Py), a pair of independent Wiener processes (W2, W) such that
(W, W), W2 W2) are independent as well, a couple of processes (uz, v2) solving Pa-a.s.
the system

dU2 (t) =
dvg (t) =

TuAugﬂ (t) - X¢2(h/(u2,’l)27 )) 2('[;) ( )] dt+ O'QUQ( )dWIQ( )7
ToAva () + ¢2(h(ug, v2,t)) uz(t) v3(t) ] dt + aaua(t) dW2(t),
(u2(0),v2(0)) ~ p1.

with initial condition (u2(0),v2(0)) having law p;. Let us define now the stopping times
on 2As,

75 = inf{s > 0: h(ug, v, s) > 2}.
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Let ﬁl = (517?17ﬁ17@1) = Ay, with Fl = (?i)tG[O,T]' Let ﬁg = ﬁl X Qg, ?2 =
?1 ® Fo, @2 = @1 ® Py and let FQ = (?i)tE[O,Tb where

Va ::U({Aﬂ{t<71*}: Aefi}uﬁéu{Am{Qﬁ*}: AeFE_TTD,

where

Fie={AeFL : An{t—7f <s} € F. foralls >0},

and where F2 = o (Utzo .7-?) Let Ay := (Qa, Fo,F2,P3). Finally, let us set for j = 1,2

W2 (1) = Wi(t), if t<7f,
PR\ WAt — )+ W), i t>

which give independent Wiener processes for j = 1,2, w.r.t. the filtration Fs.

Now, let us define two processes s and s being identical to u; and vy, respectively,
on the time interval [0, 7{), being identical to ug and vy on the time interval [}, 7 +
75) and following the porous media, respective, the heat equation (with lower order
terms) with multiplicative noise, afterwards. Let us note, for any initial condition having
distribution equal to ug(75) and vo(75) that there exists a strong solutions yi (-, -, 75 +77)
and y (-, -, 75 +77) of the systems (3.19)) and (3.20)), respectively, on y. Let for ¢ € [0, T

(1) for 0 <t < 77,
us(t) = q ua(t —77) for 7 <t <7y + 713,

y1(t — (17 +75),ua(73), 7 +73)  formd +1 <t <T,

v1(t) for 0 <t <77,
va(t) = Q va(t — 1) for mf <t < 7f + 73,

ya(t — (15 + 75),v2(73), 74 +75) formf+75 <t <T.

In the same way we will construct for any x € N a probability space A, a pair of
independent Wiener processes (W}, W?2), over 2, and a pair of processes (i, U, ) starting

at (up,vp) and solving system (3.10])-(3.11)) up to time

(3.21) T =T+ + T
and following the porous media, respective, the heat equation afterwards. Besides, we
know that (ﬁ,{, 1_)5)‘[0,7%—1) = (’17,,4_1, ?7”—1)‘[077’;@—1)'

Step (IV). Uniform bounds on the stopping time.

Let us consider the family {(@x,0x) : k& € N}. The next aim is to show that there exists
Ry, Ry and Ry > 0 independent of k € N such that {(ux,vs) : £ € N} C Xy(Ro, R1, R2).

First, that due to Proposition there exists a constant Cy(1,7) > 0 such that
(3.22)

T NT
E| sup  [an(s)Ps +2WE/ /yaﬁ(s,x)w—l\wﬂ(s,x)\zdxds
0 (@)

0<s<TAT
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7 AT
+ 2XE/ / ]ﬂm(s,m)IQ\@H(s,x)\2dx ds < Co(1,T) (E‘UO’%Q + 1) .
0 O

From above we can conclude that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
EllixLo 7§ < C.

Here, it is important that u, > 0. This estimate can be extended to the time interval
[0, T] by standard results (see e.g. [2] and Proposition |5.14). Next, let us assume Ry > 0
is that large that

(3.23) C(T) (Eluol72,, + By BY) < R,

where the constants C(T'), dp, 61 are given in Proposition Observe, by Proposition
5.15 we have for [ as in Hypothesis

7o AT NG
(3.24) El|ox]l7° < C(T) | Elvol2s, <E</O ui(s)vﬁ(s)ds>> Ry

Then, by Proposition we know that for p = 1, the term
l

Fu AT
E </ ui(s)vi(s) ds) < E|uo\ng,
0

which can be uniformly bounded by RY. Hence, we conclude by (3-23) that E||v,[|7° < By
and the choice of Ry that IE||17,{H§§ < Ry. Finally, by Proposition we know for
g —p < % + mio that H, < Z. Due to the choice of m and mg, we know that the
inequality is satisfied. Hence, setting

(3.25) Ri >Rs,

we know that E||v,||7"° < Ry. In particular, there exists Ry, R1 and Ry such that for all
k € N we have

(3.26) E | sup ]ﬂﬁ(s)\i(;* < R,

0<s<T

E||v.|l7* < Ry, and I['3||U,€||]HIO < Rs.
Step (V). Passing on to the limit.
In the final step, we will show that P-a.s. a martingale solution to ( . . ) exists.

Claim 3.16. Let
(Q, F,F,P) <H D, Q) F s Foo, () P )
KEN KEN KEN
where Fop := (?fo)te[gﬂ, where, setting 1 := 0,

© =7

KEN
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There exists a measurable set Qo C Q with P() = 1 such that a martingale solution
(u,v) to the system (3.6)-(3.7) exists on (o, F N o, F N Qo,Plo,, (WiClas W5°la,)),
where for j = 1,2, setting 75 := 0,

We(t) == WEt), if telriy,7), kel

Proof. For any k € N, let us define the set
A i ={weQ: Tu(w)>T}.

It can be clearly observed that there exists a progressively measurable process (u, v) over
2 such that (u,v) solves P-a.s. the integral equation given by (3.6)-(3.7) up to time 7'
In particular, we have for the conditional probability

P ({there exists a solution (u,v) to (3.6)-(3.7)} | Ax) =
Set Qo = o ; Ax. Then, it is elementary to verify that
P ({there exists a solution (u,v) to (3.6))-(3.7)} N Qo)
= ngn PP ({there exists a solution (u,v) to (3.6)-(3.7)} N A,)

= 1im [P ({there exists a solution (u,v) to (3.6)-(3.7)} | Ax) P (A.)].

Since P ({a solution (u,v) to ( . . exists} | A;) = 1, it remains to show that lim_,~
P(A;) =1. Then, as A, C Ay41 for Kk € N, it follows that

P ({there exists a solution (u,v) to (3.6)-(3.7)} N Q) = 1.
However, due to Step IV, there exists a constant C'(T") > 0 such that

E [h(tx, U, t)] < C(T), te[0,T)], k €N,
thus by the Markov inequality,

c(T
P(Q\ A,) < (T) — 0,
K
as k — o0o. Thus the solution process is well-defined on Qy = (J.2; A, with P(Qy) =
1. ]

The proof of Theorem [3.6]is complete.

O

4. PROOF OF THE STOCHASTIC SCHAUDER-TYCHONOFF THEOREM

Proof of Theorem[2.1 Fix 2 and W, and Ri,...,Rxg > 0, K € N. In addition, for
simplification, we shall omit Ry, ..., Rx in the notation for Xg, g, () and write X' (2A)
instead of Xg, . g, (2). Fix an initial datum wg € L™ (2, Fo,P; E).

Step (I) In the first step we will approximate the operator Vy y-. We shall discretize
time, as we would like apply the classical Schauder-Tychonoff theorem in a compact
subset which is given by a tight collection of laws on a finite time grid. Let us fix a
sequence {¢, : ¢ € N} such that ¢, — 0.

First, let us introduce a dyadic time grid m, = {to = 0 < t; <ty < -+ < tgn =T}
by tp = T4 ons k= 0,1,2,...,2" The stochastic process will be approximated by an
averaging operator over the dyadic time interval. To this end, let us define a step-function
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¢ [0,T] — [0,T] by ¢n(s) =T, if k =0,1,2,...,2" — 1 and T < s < TEEL je,
¢n(s) =T27"|2"s|, s > 0, where [t] is the largest 1nteger that is less or equal ¢t € R. Let
{wy, : n € N} € L™(Q, Fo,P; E) be a sequence, such that w, — wg in L™ (8, Fo,P; E)

and

|wn — wo | Lm0, 7,pE) < ;n
For a function £ € My (X), we define
Wn, if s € [0,727"),

(4.1) Proj,,(§)(s) := {

2 [0 e () dr, i s> T2,

Note, that Proj,,(§) is a progressively measurable, P-a.s. piecewise constant, U-valued
stochastic process.

Remark 4.1. Observe that the projection operator satisfies
(i) Proj,, is a linear bounded contraction operator from X into X;
(ii) If B is a bounded subset of X, then for all € > 0 there exists a ng € N such that
|’Pr0jn(£) - £||X <e, £€B, n=>ny,
cf. |9, Appendix B].

Thus, due to Remark and the uniform continuity of Vo - on the bounded set X' (),
we know that for any € > 0, there exists some ng € N such that for every £ uniformly in
Vaow (X (1)) such that for any r € (1,m],

1
(E[[Proj,(§) =&l <& V&€ Vaw (X(A)), Vn=mno.
Let {n, : « € N} be a sequence such that

1

(4.2) (E[|Projy, (&) — &lIx) ™ <
Finally, let us define the operator
Vaw (§) := (Proj,, o Vaw)(§), &€ X().

Step (II) Denote U := D(]0,T];U), the Skorokhod space of cadlag paths in U
endowed with the Skorokhod Ji-topolgy, see [39, Appendix A2]. Given the probability
space A = (Q, F,F,P), for any ¢ € N this operator Vaw induces an operator ¥, on the
set of Borel probability measures on X NU, denoted by .#1(XNU). The construction of
the operator ¥, is done in the this step.

T VEE Vaw (X().

Define the subset of probability measures 2~ given by
7 ={nemeno: e ua < r,
and p({0; <o0}) =1 Vj= 1,...,K}.

Now, let u € 2. Then, by the Skorokhod lemma [39, Theorem 4.30|, we know that there
exists a probability space Ao = (Qo, F°,Pg) and a random variable & : Qg — XN U such
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that the law of £ coincides with p. In particular, the probability measure v¢ : B(XNU) —
[0, 1] induced by £ and given by
ve : B(XNU)3 A= Py ({w: &(w) € A})
coincides with the probability measure p.
Due to the definition of U, we know that £ is a progressively measurable stochastic
process, in particular, £ : Qg x [0,7] — U such that Po({ € XNU) = 1. Let
Gl =0 ({&(s): 0<s<t}UNy), tel0,T],
where Ny denotes the collection of zero sets of g. Set g := (o, F°, (G)rejo,17, Po)-
Next, we have to construct the Wiener process and extend the probability space. Now,
let Ay = (Q1, FL, (]:t)te[o,T] ,IP1) be a probability space where a cylindrical Wiener process
W on H is defined, and let 2, the product probability space of 2y and 2{;. In particular,
we set
QM = Qo X Ql,
Fu=F'&F",
r=G'®gl, telo,T],
and PH =Py ® P;.
Here, we know that £(t), t € [0,T7], is independent of the increments W (') — W (¢t), t' >t
and {G! }tefo,g-progressively measurable. Since p € 27, we know & € X/(A,,).
Next, we have to verify if the family operators

{Vﬁ[}hw L E N}
is well-defined. However, this is follows from assumption (i), and since £ € X(2,). In
fact, the u-dependence of the stochastic basis can be removed by lifting to the space of
probability measures (path laws). We aim to find a fixed point in the space of probability
measures.

Now, for A € B(XNU). Then, let us define the mapping ¥, that maps the probability
measure /i, in other words, the probability measure v¢ : B(XNU) — [0, 1] that is induced
by £ to the probability measure vy, (¢ : B(XNU) — [0,1] given by

o

Wy @A) =P ({0 € Qs Vi wle@)) € A}), %ilw) =y o
Note, since XNU is a complete metric space, the space of probability measures over XNU
equipped with the Prokhorov metricﬂ is complete.
The following points can be easily verified.

(1) 2 is invariant under ¥,. This follows directly from assumption (ii) and the proper-
ties of the projection Proj, , see also Remark

TLet ., (X) be the set of Borel probability measures on the metric space (X, d) equipped with the
weak topology. Let v, € .#1(X). Then the weak topology can be metrized by the Prokhorov metric,
cf. [22],

da(p,v) :=inf{a>0: pu(A) <v(Aa) + a and v(A) < p(Aa) + o for all A € B(X)}.
Here Ay :={z € X : d(z,A) < a}.
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(2) Due to the fact that Vi, w restricted to X (2(,,) is uniformly continuous, ¥, restricted

to 2" is continuous on .# (XN U) in the Prokhorov metric by [22, Theorem 11.7.1].
(3) Note that by assumption (v), Vﬁww(f) € U for & € X(2A,). We claim that ¥,
restricted to 2" is compact on .#; (XN U). In particular, it maps bounded sets into

compact sets. In fact, we have to show that for all « € N and ¢ > 0 there exists a
compact subset K. C XN U such that

Uy, (€) ((X N U) \ Kg) < ég, VI/g € Z and Vy,(€) = %(Vﬁ).
However, by assumption (iv) there exists a constant R > 0 with
ElVa, w@©lx’ <R, &€ X(Ap).
Let R > RYmog=1/mo and let K, := {z € XNU : |lz]xr < R}. Due to the
construction of the operator ¥,, we have that the law is preserved. In particular,

P, ({x EXNUNX@N,) : [V, w (@)l > R}) = vy ({a: e X ||zl > R}) .
Next, by Chebyshev’s inequality, we get that

vy () (XNU)\ K2) = vy 6 ({x e X ||zl > R}) <e.

Since X' < X compactly, we have proved the tightness.
(4) 2 is a convex subset of #(XNU). Let v,p € 2, we have to show that for any
a € (0,1) we have av+ (1 —a)p € 2. First, analyzing the expectation with respect

to Wq,..., Vg, this follows by the linearity of the expectation value. Secondly, since
v,u € 2 we know that v ({© <oo}) =1 and p({© <o0}) =1, Let a € (0,1).
Then

(av + (1 —a)u) ({© < oo})
=av({® <oo})+(1—a)u({O < x}) =1.
-1 1

In particular, the mapping ¥, restricted to 2 satisfies all assumptions of the classical
Schauder-Tychonoff theorem, see [30, § 7, Theorem 1.13,. p. 148|:

Lemma 4.2 (Schauder-Tychonoff). Let C be a nonempty convex subset of a locally convex
linear topological space &€, and let F': C — C be a compact map, i.e., F(C) is contained
i a compact subset of C. Then F has a fixed point.

Hence, for any ¢ € N there exists a probability measure v € 2" such that
V() =v.

L

Step (III) Note, that the tightness argument in the previous step is independent
of ¢, thus the set
{v/ 11 eN}
is tight, therefore there exists a subsequence {¢; : j € N} and a Borel probability measure
v* such that I/L*j — v*, as j — oo. In this step, we will construct from the family of
probability measures {VL*J : j € N} and v* € 27, a filtered probability space 2*, a
Wiener process W*, a progressively measurable process w*, and a family of progressively
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measurable processes {w,; : j € N} that are P*-a.s. contained in XNU over 2* such that
these objects have probability measures {VL*J :j € N} and vy, € 2 NU.

By the Skorokhod lemma [39, Theorem 4.30|, there exists a probability space 2§ =
(€25, 75, P5) and a sequence of X-valued random variables {w; : j € N} and w;, where
the random variable wfj : Q5 — XNU has the law VZ‘j in XNU. In addition, by tightness
and the Skorokhod lemma, we have

(4.3) w, —w' asj—oo  Pras.

on X. Moreover, let us introduce the filtration Gfj = (F; ’O)te[oﬂ given by

Fro = <{(wfj(s),w*(s)):Ogsgt,jeN}UNé“), teo,T],

where N denotes the collection of zero sets of 2.

Next, similarly as above, let us construct the Wiener process. Let

A = (0,7, (G e B )

be a filtered probability space with a cylindrical Wiener process W* on H being adapted
to the filtration (Qtl’*)te[oﬂ. Let A* := 2§ x 2. In particular, we put

0" = Q5 x Q7

F*=F; @ F,

G =66, telo,T],

and P* =Pj®P].

In addition, X' (2*) can be defined, and also the operators V. yy-« and Vo yy=

Step (IV) In this step, we mimic an explicit Euler scheme, to construct a P*-a.s.
piecewise constant and {G{ };c[o,7)-progressively measurable process that is a fixed point
B
for the operator V. J*’W*.
Since v}, € &', the process w;, € X'(A") and, hence, Ve 1+ (w;) is well-defined. Since

v, (vi) =v), Law(w] ) = v . However, we do not know if the process w; satisfies
J J J J J J

p* (Véf*,w* (wfj) (s) =w; (s)) =1 for 0<s<T.

L

In this step, we will construct here a fixed point for the operator V;f* w- Let us define
a new process by induction. To start with, let

wy (s) it0<s<ty,
1(s) = { ;

4.4 * h
(4.4) w (sz*,w* (w], )) (s) ift; <s<T,

wz;,1(3) it 0 < s < tog,
<V§*7W*(wfj71)> (s) ifta<s<T.
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Now, having defined w:;-,m let

wfj’k(s) if 0 <s <tpyr,
(VS{*,W* (wfj,k)) (s) iftyp1 <s<T,

(4.6) W g (8) = {

where ty € m, are dyadic time points. Let us put wL*jp(s) = wg for 0 < s < T, where wy
is a Gj-measurable version of wg, and
(4.7) Wy oo(8) =) k(s), if t  <s<t), k=1,...,29.
We claim that the process w; _  satisfies
]

(4.8) P* (VS{;}W* (wfj7m> (s) = wfjvoo(s)> =1 for 0<s<T.

Note, that by the definition of Proj, on [0,¢7) the process on [0,¢) is defined by the
initial data. In fact, we have for 0 < s < ¢/

Voo (00 () = wis.

By equation (4.7) and equation (4.4) we have w} = w; = wg for 0 <s < t7. In

particular, the process on [0, tblj ) is defined by the initial data and we have P*-a.s.

Vg{*,W* (wfjvoo> (s) =w! . (s), for 0<s<t].

Lj7
At time ¢/, we have by equation (4.7) and equation (4.4)),
Lj Lj Lj Lj L
Vi (05 0) (7) = (Ve gy, ) (47) = w1 (1),

However, we have @D:l(tij ) = wfjm(tij ). Let us analyze what is happening at the next
time interval [t] 5 ). Her the process is constant and equals P*-a.s. the value at t{, i.e.

Vi (w5 00) (8) =, 4(s), for 17 < <15,

Lj,

Li Lj
Note, also that P*-a.s. we have w;, |(s) = w}, (s) for ty < s <13, and, hence

P* (w* o(8) =V, (w* oo) (3)) =1, for t/ <s<tj.

Lj, Lj,

Let us analyze what happens in t;j . By equation (4.7]), we have
Lj Lj Lj Lj
Vi (w000 ) (4) = Ve gy (w0,1) (15).
By equation of w;“jg, i.e. (4.5)), we have
VY (w* ) (t9) = w’ H(t5)
A* W* 15,00 2 ) 7 %,2\"2 )
Now, we can proceed by induction. Let us assume that in [0,¢,) we have shown that

(4.9) P* (V;f;’w* (wfjvoo) (s) =w; Oo(s)) =1 for 0<s<t].

L,
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Then, we have by equation (4.7) and equation (4.6) we have for t;j <s< t;j_H
L L
Vite e (000) (8) = Vi (w011 (8) = ], 4(9)

Step (V) Next, we verify a couple of statements with the goal to pass on to the

limit. Here, we point out that the same construction as done for wfj - can be done on
b

the initially given probability space 2. The resulting process is denoted by w,; ~. Due
to the construction and by the properties of the projection, it is easy to see that the laws
are preserved. In particular, Law(w,;,c) = Law(w;, o)
Claim 4.3. We claim that
(1) there exists a constant C > 0 such that supcy E* [[\wfj7m|]g°} < C and
(2) for any r € (1,mg) we have

lim E* [||wf. - w*ug} = 0.

j—o0 7
Proof of Claim[f.3: Clearly, since {w], }jen C X(¥), and X'(A*) is bounded in X, we
can conclude from the application of the Skorokhod lemma that

E [|wi; 00|l = B llwig 00k
for any r € [1, mg], so that we get by assumption (iv) that
sup E*[|w} o [[%° < RC =: C,
J

tj
where C' > 0 is a constant such that || - [|x < C|| - ||x» which exists by the compact and
dense embedding X’ — X.

Hence, we know that {||w} [%} is uniformly integrable for any r € (1,mo] w.r.t. the
probability measure P*. By (4.3), there exists w* € X'(A*) with W} o — w* Pras., so
we get by the Vitali convergence theorem that

* *
Wy, 00 = W

(4.10) lim E*

j—00

for any r € (1,my). O

Step (VI) In this step we show that w* over A* together with the Wiener process
W* is indeed a martingale solution to (2.2]). We shall use an ¢/3-argument and expand

w* - VQ[*J/V* (w*) = w* - wz;,oo + wz;,oo - Véf*,W* (wzkj,oo)

::I :‘:}I
+ Vbj*7w* (w* OO) - Vbj*7W>k (w*) + Vbj*7W* (w*) - VQ[*J}[/* (w*) .

Lj,

:?IrII =1V
Now, we analyze the terms I, II, II1, and IV separately.

Due to the convergence, we know that for any r € (1,mg), € > 0, there exists jy € N,

E'l|uw” — wj [l < 5 for all j > jo.
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Next, to tackle 11, we know due to the well-posedness by the existence of fixed point in
the step before,

VS{*,W* (W) 00) = W, o0
To tackle 111, due to the uniform continuity of the operator Vbj*’W*, we know that there
exists a 0 = d(¢) > 0 and jp € N, such that, for any r € (1,my),
<3

E* < -,
X 3

Vi sy (07, o) = Vi gy ()

whenever j > jo, and

* *
W00 — W

]E*

T
< 0.
X
Finally, since Vy. . = Proj,, o Ve w+, for r € (1,m), the difference
’ J

E*

Vi - (w) = Ve (w7
tends to zero by uniform continuity, see . However, m < mg by assumption (iv).
Thus, IV tends to zero in L"(Q*, F*,P*; X) for any r € (1,m).
As a consequence, we have
Vo w+(w*) = w*,  P*-a.s.
As seen above, w* € X ("), so that by (v), Ve w+(w*) € D([0,T];U), and therefore
w* € D([0, T]; U) P*-a.s. Hence for all ¢ € [0,T], P*-a.s.
V(w)(t) = w*(t)
and the proof is complete. By construction, we see that w* solves
(4.11) dw*(t) = (Aw*(t) + F(w*,t)) dt + X(w*(t)) dW™*(t), w*(0) = wy,

on A*, where wyg is a Gg-measurable version of wy.

5. RESULTS ON REGULARITY AND TECHNICAL PROPOSITIONS

This section contains the remaining results which are used in the proof of the main
result Theorem 3.6

5.1. Assumptions on the noise and consequences. Let us recall, we denoted by
{4y, : k € N} the eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator —A in L?(0) and by {v : k €
N} the corresponding eigenvalues, where the enumeration is chosen in increasing order
counting the multiplicity.

Let us characterize the asymptotic behavior of {vy : k € N} and {¢}, : k¥ € N} for an
arbitrary domain O with C?-boundary. Here, we know by Weyl’s law [76, [77] that there
exist constants ¢, C' > 0 such that,

(5.1) #{j vy <A} < CA,

compare with [37, 46] and [38, Corollary 17.8.5|, and there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that,

d—1

(5.2) sup [¢g(z)] <Cv, 2, k€N,
zcO
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compare with [32].

Remark 5.1. If O = |0, l]d is a rectangular domain, then a complete orthonormal system
{4, : k € Z} of the underlying Lebesgue space L?(O) is given by the trigonometric
functions, see [5 p. 352] (now, Z obviously denotes the integer numbers). Let us define
firstly the eigenvalues for the Laplace on L?([0, 1])

V2sin (2nkz) ifk>1,z €0,
(5.3) ex(z) =<1 itk=0,2€0,
V2 cos (27rk::1:) ifk<-1,z€0.

For instance, the eigenfunctions for L?([0,1]?) for the multi-index k = (ki, k2) € Z? are
given by the tensor product

(w1, 22) = e, (21)ery (z2), € [0,1]%

the corresponding eigenvalues are given by v}, = 72|k|?, where |k| = ki + ko. The case
d = 3 works analogously. In this special case the conditions on d; and d2 in Hypothesis

[B.5] can be relaxed to
A <ov AP <ou k= (ki k)
to 01,02 > 3. See also the discussion in [2, Examples 1.2.1 and 2.1.2].

We begin with a remark on the noise coefficients. We partly work in the Banach spaces
L™(©) and H?,(O) for § being arbitrary small but positive.

Given a Wiener process W on H = L%(O) over & = (2, F,F,P), and a progressively
measurable process £ € MZ(L*(0)), p € [0, 5], let us define {Y (¢) : t € [0,T]} by

Y (1) ;:/0 o(6(s)) dW(s), te[0,T].

Let E be a function space, specified later. Here, for each £ € E, o(§) is interpreted as
a multiplication operator acting on the elements of H, namely, o : £ — & € S'(O),
where §’(O) denotes the space of tempered distributions on O. Let E be a Banach
spaceﬂ of martingale type 2. An inequality needed in several places within the proof is
the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality given for p > 1 as follows

2
2

E <cwe [ P |

sup |Y (¢)[%
te[0,7

where v(H, E') denotes the space of y-radonifying operators and | - |(g,g) the corre-
sponding norm, cf. [7, [73]. In case E is a Hilbert space, the y-norm coincides with the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm | - |1« (#, ). See Appendix [C| for further details.

Since |EYg|pm < |€|pm ||~ and (5.2]), we know that

; —26; (d—1)—26;
R Gromy < D N PlEwrim <1ERm Y v 2 [l < ClEREm Y vy i
keN keN keN

which is finite if §; > % - i.

8For Banach spaces of martingale type 2 we refer to [7, [73]
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Next, let £ = H, *(0). Since
€011 < 1€l 16lg < 1€l g ],

we know that ¢ > %, then
l01(E) a1y < C 1€z
Furthermore, let E = HS(O), where p is given in Hypothesis Since

1€ g < 1€l gl ¥l yzier < 1€l gl Loe,

we know that & > %, then
02(E) .m0y < C 1€l g

Remark 5.2. From Hypotheses [3.5] one can infer that there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

o0

> 0O fe)@)* < Cle(@)lfo, W& € LX(0), 2 € O, and j = 1,2.
k=1

Here {fi} is an orthonormal basis in H, (0), compare with [2, Hypothesis 3, p. 42]. In
addition, note that
e Firstly, oj : Hy "(O) — Lus(Hj, Hy*(0)) is of linear growth and Lipschitz
continuous. In particular, there exists constants Ci, L1 > 0 such that
|Uj(§)|LHS(Hj,H;1) <Ci(1+ ‘£|H;1)7 IS H2_1(O)7
|0(§) — Uj(n)|LHS(Hj,H;1) <Ly|§ - U‘th £ € Hgl(o)‘

e Secondly, o; : L?*(O) — Lus(Hj, L*(0)) is of linear growth and Lipschitz con-
tinuous. In particular, there exists constants Cs, Lo > 0 such that

105 () s (r1,,22) <Co(1+ Inl12), 1€ L*(O),
05 (&) — 05| Lys(m1;,22) SL2l€ —nlp2, §n € L*(0).

d—1
e Similarly, straightforward computations and using the fact that |fi|re < v, * |

see (5.2) and [2l, p. 46], we get that
’02(5)‘7(H2,Lm) SCl(l + |§’Lm)’ g€ Lm(o)v
02(8) = o2(0) |y (#15,2m) <Lal§ = nlLm, &,m € L™(O),

where v(Hy, L™) denotes the space of y-radonifying operators, cf. [7, [73].

5.2. Properties of equation (3.12). In this subsection, we are analyzing equation
, where k € N and the couple (£,1) € Xy(Ro, Ri, R2) C M’mo (Y,Z) are given.
The constants Ry, Ry and Ry are given as in , , and , respectively.

First, we will show that a unique solution u, to the system (3.12]) exists and is non-
negative. Second, we will show by variational methods that this solution satisfies some
integrability properties, given ug € LPT1(O), p > 1. Let us start with proving an in-
equality that we are going to use in the sequel.
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Lemma 5.3. Assume that the Hypotheses of Theorem 5.6 hold. For any 1,2 > 0 and
any (&,m) € Xy(Ro, R1,Ra2) C Mgl’mo(Y, Z), u,w € LTYO), k € N, there exists a
constant C' = C(k, x,€1,€2) > 0 such that

LA @l €. )€ ¢y wwda
Proof. By Hélder’s inequality, we have for fixed w € €2 and fixed ¢ € [0, 7],
LA i )€ ) do

<[(=A) " (R0, €, E)EX O L6/ [w] g
<|ow(h(n, & )& @l =2 [wlgre

5

X

<O (14 a2 ) +aful)th + eofwlfh

Now, pick 0 > s; > —% with small modulus and s, = % > —s; and note that
S92 > 81, S1 + S2 < %, 81+ s — % > —2, and thus we can apply Proposition

Then we know

I%(h(n,§7t))52(t)U)|H;i1 < Clew(h(n, &, )€ ()] o2, lul o

<Eal
Y ’Y

Let [ > 2 such that

d 1 < dry . ) . dy 3
I 2\y+1 ) T 20v+1) 2(v+1)
Then, we know that (see [58 p. 364]) there exists ¢ > 0 with
[0 (h(, € 0)E* (1) oz, < el (S (.6, 1)) 2E(E) e

Y

Next, 1f5>7—7+32 2+2(Tjr1)+2(%mweget

qum(h(m5,75))62(7f)hﬁi1 < cl(u(hln, €, 0))2E(0) 75

~

Applying the Young inequality we know for any 9 > 0 there exists a constant C'(x, e2) >
0 such that

X

L8 Guthn )€ 0, 2) o o
<O e @nlhln, & 0) €W ul -+ ealul}h

’Y

Let us fix r € (2,7 + 1), such that

1 0 1—-6 1 14 51
r oo+’y+1’ 51 (=1) +( ) = r v+1

Thus for any £,e9 > 0, there exists a constant C'(x,¢&,e2) > 0

| [ 2 0nlbl. & )€ 2 ww o
o
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2r(y+1)

<C(x. &, 2)|(@a(h(, &, D) 260 g 7 + el + eawl7Th

To apply the the cut-off function qb,i/ , we need

B 3 r'y—(’y—i-l)_ﬁ 1-6
o=p+{1-0), 2r(y+1) _oo+ 2

In fact, if
15 + 3y — 1672 + 8d(1 + )
16(1 + v)?
then,
HEII EUCEE < cl[¢|lm,,
D (0,T;H]
and

€]l 2 < C(k).
L=0+1(0,T;H9)

Summarizing the calculations above we know for any €,e9 > 0 there exists a constant
C(k,x,€,e2) > 0 such that

/O(_A)_l(d)ﬁ(h‘(nv 3 t))‘SQ(ta .%') U)w dx

(54) C(’{ X5 €, 52) +E‘U|H51 +52’w|L’Y+1

X

In addition, by interpolation, see e.g. [3], we get that for any £; > 0, there exists ¢ > 0
and a constant C'(e1,¢) > 0 such that

elulfye < erful)ii + Clev, o)luly 1.
Setting C' := C(e1,¢) V C(k, X, €,£2) completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.4. Assume that the Hypotheses of Theorem hold. For any (&,1n) €
Xy(Ro, R1, Re) C ./\/l2 (Y, Z), and for any ug € L*($2; Fo,P; HQ_I((’))) the system

(5.5)  dun(t) = r Aulll () dt — x @ (R, €, 1)) wy E2(t) dt + oru(t) AW (t),

with ue(0) = wg has a unique solution w, on the time interval [0,T] which is P-a.s.
continuous in H2_1 and satisfies

E| sup fus(s)l?,

T
+ E/ ]u,ﬁ(s)]zﬂl ds < 0.
0<s<T 0

In particular, there exists a constant C(T, k) > 0 such that
Ellu|§ < C(T, k).

Proof. Before starting with the proof, we introduce the setting used by the book by
Barbu, Da Prato and Rockner [2], and the book by Liu and Rockner [48], respectively.
Let H := H, *(0), the dual space of H* = Hj(O) (corresponding to Neumann boundary
conditions). Let V := LY*1(©). By the Sobolev embedding theorem, H* — LO+1/7(0)
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densely and compactly. Thus, upon identifying H with its own dual space via the Riesz-
map (—A)~! of H, we have a Gelfand triple

VCcCH=H CV".
We set
At ,w) = ru Al = X6, (h(n(w), Ew), ) EX(t w)u.

Note, due to the assumption (§,7n) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2) C Mg{,mo (Y,Z), ¢ is adapted such
that for any g2 € [1, mg],

T
(5.6) ([ ostntnoneonzs ar) < 20

Now, given ([5.6]), we shall verify the conditions of [48, Theorem 5.1.3| for v > 1. First
note that for fixed ¢ € [0,7] and fixed w € Q, A maps from V to V*. In particular, by
arguments as in the proof of Lemma [5.3] we have for v > 1

(5.7) [y« (A(t,u), w)y|
[ [t @o) + (-8)" (onthion, & )€t a)ula) i) da

< ‘Tu’u‘zw+1’w|m+1 + X‘(_A)_l<¢n(h<77a57t))fz(t)u‘le)/w|w‘LV+1‘

1
< [ru|u|zw+1 + C(k,e1,X) + £1|ulz_:+1 + C(k, &1, X)\u|i12_1} |w| 41,

where only &, and h(n,&, ) depend on ¢ and w.
Next, we verify Hypothesis (H1), (H2'), (H3), and (H4') of [48, Theorem 5.1.3].

(H1): For A € R, uy,uz,w € LY(0), t € [0,T], w € Q consider the map
A= (A(t,ug + Aug), w)
and show its continuity. Note, that we have

(A(t,ur + Aug), w)
S / (ur () + Mz (@) (z) da
O

- x/ (—2)7H B (h(n, €,1))E3(t, ) (ur () + Auz(2))]w(w) d,
(@

where only &, and h(n, &, ) depend on ¢t and w. For the first integral in the above
identity, we prove continuity with the same arguments as in [48, Example 4.1.11,
p. 87]. The second integral can be bounded by Lemma as follows

X /O(—A)1[%(}1(777£,t))§2(t,$)(m(x) + Auz(2))]w(z) do
<C (1 + |uy + Au21§{2_1> +etlur + AT+ eolw|iH

Hence, the assumption (H1) of [48, Theorem 5.1.3| is satisfied.
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(H2'): Let u,w € L"YHO), t € [0,T], w € Q. Take (A.T) into account and apply
Lemma [5.3] to get that

ve(A(t,u) — A(t,w),u — w)y +|o1u — le’%HS(Hl,H)
< - ru/ (@) — w () (u(z) — w(z)) dz + Clu — w|?,
(@)

+1
+elu —w|] 15 + Cle, K, X) (1 + Ju— w|§{2_1)

and (H2') of [48, Theorem 5.1.3] is satisfied.
(H3): Let u € LYTL(O), t € [0,T], w € Q. Straightforward calculations, estimate (5.7),
and taking into account Hypothesis |3.4] give,

velA(tw), u)y + orul? o 2

<- / [l (@)u(@) + x (=) (@ (hlt, 0, )3t )u())u(x)| do+ Cluly
(@]

T T
<- ru|u”£—:-1-1 + C(Ii, Tu,s X) + Zu|u"z/—;1_1 + C(Ka Tu, X)’uﬁ_];l + Zu‘uai_il
As a consequence, (H3) of [48, Theorem 5.1.3] holds with 0 := r,.
(H4'): Let u € L""HO), t € [0,T], w € Q. Then, (H4') of [48, Theorem 5.1.3] holds by
(5.7) with a :==~y + 1, and 5 := 0.

The rest of the proof follows by an application of [48, Theorem 5.1.3]. O

Proposition 5.5. Under the conditions of Theorem and the additional conditions
up(x) >0 for all x € O and £(t,x) > 0, for a.e. (t,z) € [0,T] x O, the solution u, to

(3.12)) is a.e. nonnegative.

Proof. For the nonnegativity of the solution to , we refer to the proof of positiv-
ity of the stochastic porous medium equation, see Section 2.6 in [2] and see also [1].
Mimicking the proof of nonnegativity in [2] and applying a comparison principle [42] the
nonnegativity of can be shown. O

In the next proposition we are using variational methods to verify uniform bounds of
Uy, K € N.

Proposition 5.6. Fiz p > 1. Then, there exists a constant Cy(p,T) > 0 such that
for every ug € LPYL(Q, Fo,P; LPTH(O)), and for every k € N and for every (&,n) €
Xy (Ro, Ri1, Ra) such that u, solves (3.12), the following estimate

E| sup [us(s)l7i,

0<s<T
T
T (p+ )xE /0 /O P (5, 2) (1, €, ) un (5, 2)€X(5, 7) da ds

<Co(p,T) (E\Uofﬂil + 1)

T
+vp(p + l)ruE/ / |u,§(s,:1:)|p+7*2\Vu,i(s,a:)|2dsc ds
0 O

1s valid.
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Proof. By Itd’s formula for the functional w — |u]’;i1, we get that wu, satisfies for
t€[0,T],

1 1
| (t) ’i—;ﬂ - ‘UOVI),—;LI

n t [ A2 s, s
—(p+1) //¢n (1, €, 8))un(s, )€ (s, :U) (s x)dxds

t
MO+ B0+ 1) [ s ra(5)E vy .

where ¢t — M (t) is a local martingale. Integrating by parts, taking expectation (we may
as well apply the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, see Section and rearranging
yields,

E [Ju(s)Eh] + ( p—i—l)ruE/O /OV(uggl(s,x)).v(ugl(s,x))dms
t N (s, 2)E2(s. 2)ulP (s, 2) da ds
+(p+1)xE/0 /qun(h(n,f, )un(s, 2)E(s, w)ul) (s, 7) dw d

t t
1 —1
<Elwlfih+ 5o+ DOGE [ un()fh as+ B [ oo (00 ds

and hence by Remark and Gronwall’s lemma,

T
+p(p + 1)7"uE/ / |Vu(s, JU)|2‘u(s7 x)|’7+p—2dx ds
0 @]

E [ sup [u ()[4
0<s<T

T
+(p+ DyE /0 /O b, €,9))un (5, )€ (5, 2)ulP) (s, 7) s

<Co(p.T) (Eluolj}}, +1).
n

We may remark that the above result now permits an application of Proposition [A4]
Note that the inequality becomes particularly useful, when u, > 0 and n > 0.

5.3. Properties of equation (3.13). Given the couple (1,§) € Mgl’mo (Y, X), we con-
sider the solution v, to the equation . First, we will In the next proposition we
investigate existence and uniqueness and the regularity of the process v,. The constants
Ry, Ry and Ry are given as in (3.26), (3.23]), and (3.25)), respectively.

Proposition 5.7. Assume that the Hypotheses of Theorem[3.¢ hold. Then, for any pair
(n,€) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2) C /\/l2 o (Y Z) and for any initial datum vy as in Hypotheszs
there exists a solution vy to on the time interval [0,T] such that v, is continuous
in HY(O) and such that

ve € L%(0,T; HS(0)) N L2(0,T; HY ™ (0))  P-a.s.
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In addition, for all k € N there exists a constant C' = C(T, k) > 0 such that
(5.8) Ello 0 < Elool738 + C (s, T)Ro.

Proof. Let us consider the following equation with a locally integrable and progressively
measurable t — F(t)

(5.9) dw(t) =roAw(t) dt + F(t) dt + oqw(t) dWa(t), w(0) =wy € HL(O),

where the Laplace operator A is equipped with periodic boundary conditions on a box
or Neumann boundary conditions and initial condition w(0) = wg. A solution to (5.9)
for F' = 0 is given by standard methods (see e.g. [16, Chapter 6| or [48, Theorem 4.2.4|)
such that for any ¢ > 1,

(5.10) <C(T) and E|w| < Oy(T).

E||w||é([07ThH§) L2([o,T);HLYY) =

The solution to ([5.9) is given by

ve(t) = w(t) + /Ot e A P(s)ds, tel0,T).

The Minkowski inequality, the smoothing property of the heat semigroup and the
Sobolev embedding L!(O) — Hg_a((’)) for 6 — p+ 4 > d give

t t
/ ervA(tfs)F<S) ds < /
0 HY 0

g/ot(t — )73 [F(s)] 55 ds < C(T) (/Ot |F(s)[", ds>

A R(s)| ds

5.11
(5.11) e

1
m

Setting
F= (bf'i(h(nv 57 ))77527
we obtain by the Holder inequality for /2 < 1 — % and % <1

T
(5.12) /0 |F(s)|}, ds

T 24
< sup n(S)I’zp*/ (& (R, & E)FIE() [P ds < (26) 707 sup |n(s)[}-
0<s<T 0 0<s<T

Observe, since p < 2 — % — 4 such a § and p exists. Taking expectation, we know due to

the assumptions on 7, that the term can be bounded. It remains to calculate the norm
in L?(0,T; Hg“((’))). By standard calculations (i.e. applying the smoothing property
and the Young inequality for convolution) we get for % > % + % and dk/2 < 1

/ AT F(s) ds

0

S COUF| g
L2(0,T;HETY) PO

The embedding L'(O) — H§+1_§(O) for 6 — (p+1) > & gives

”FHLH(O’T;Hé’*l) < ||FHL“(O,T;L1)>
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and similarly to before
mo

< C(H) Ry.

]E ‘
L2(0,T;HS ™)

/ e AT R (s) ds

0

O

Proposition 5.8. Under the conditions of Theorem and the additional condition
vo(x) > 0 for all x € O and n(t,z) > 0, &(t,x) > 0 for a.e. (t,xz) € [0,T] x O, the
solution v, to (3.13) is nonnegative a.e.

Proof. The heat semigroup, which is generated by the Laplace, maps nonnegative func-
tions to nonnegative functions. In this way we refer to the proof of nonnegativity by
Tessitore and Zabczyk [68]. The perturbation can be incorporated by comparison re-
sults, see [42]. O

Proposition 5.9. Assume that the Hypotheses of Theorem [3.0 hold. In addition let us
assume that we have for the couple (n,§) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2) C ./\/l;[m0 (Y,Z). Let v be a
solution to

dve(t) = [roAve(t)+dr (h(n, €, 1)) n(t)E2 ()] dt+oov, (1) dWa(t), v.(0) = vy € H,21(O).
Then,

(i) there exists a number ro > 0 and a constant Co(T) > 0 such that for any r < g,
we have for all Kk € N

B om0y SCoTH{ Bl + 40,

(ii) there exists a number ag > 0 and a constant C = C(T) > 0 such that for any
a < ag we have for all k € N

Elonll, orszey SCT ){E!vol 5O+4ﬁ}.

Proof. We start to show (i). First, we get by the analyticity of the semigroup for dp, d; > 0

T
o
E H’UK/HLMO OTHT‘) S |:/0 {t 2mgo OE|'U | 750

/ A=) (. €, 5)) n(s)EX(s) ds

0
mo
dt
HE,

mo

+E

H’I‘

m

t
+ E / e A=) 5o, (5)dWa (s)
0

=:(I + IT + III).

Since, by the hypotheses,
2mgdy < 1,

the first term, i.e. I is bounded. In particular, we have

(5.13) I < T'mo(172modo) g imo

_50



36 E. HAUSENBLAS AND J. M. TOLLE

Let us continue with the second term. The smoothing property of the semigroup gives
for any 61 > 0

n<e|f ) (/ (= 5 HG (1, 9) ()25 o ) h ]

Using the Sobolev embedding L' (0) — H,;%*(O), where 6 > d(1 — 1), we get

11 <E [ / ' ( / (= ) g (i £,) n(=)E(9)] ds) B dt] -

Supposing [ 51% < 1 the Young inequality for convolutions gives for

1 1 1 1 1
14 — 1= 4 — =-_z
(5.14) m0+ l+u and S l 2(r+61)
and therefore,
mo
m ’ 2/ [ "
(5.15) I <CyT™ ™ E ( | 1outhtn&.9) a0 ds) -
0

Which can be bounded by Hélder inequality as follows,
T
| loctntng. ) nee o)l ds

T
< suwp [n(s)l",. / bu(h(1,€,9)) [E(3)[25, ds < C(s) R,

0<s<T

Next, let us investigate IT1. We treat the stochastic term by applying [8, Corollary
3.5 (ii)], from which it follows for 6 + 7 < 1 and § > 0

T mo mio T
E / dt| < T°E [/ v (£) [, dt] .
0 0 Hm

Hy,
Due to the Sobolev embedding and interpolation, we know that whenever
d d
5.16 o> ————p
(5.16) G>5 = =D

then there exists some 6 € (0, 1) such that
‘Un(t)‘H;f < |v,.;(t)|%m|v,{(t)]}{_ﬁj <C |vn(t)’%m’”r€(t) e,

Hj
Thus, if p satisfies (5.16]), we get that

t
/ e’"”A(t_s)agv,i(s) dWa(s)
0

q

T 2 T 1-6 - .1 0 mo
EU |UR(t)|m°[-,dt] <CE [/ |vn(t)ym,%dt] U \Un(t)?%dt}
0 H,, 0 H2 0
T (1-0) 7k T 0
<CE [ / |v,€(t)|mgdt} [IE / ]v,i(t)?ﬁdt}
0 H2 0

T 7o
<C@E | [ ool dt] ™ + ol
0 2
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Collecting everything together, choosing € > 0 sufficiently small and subtracting eE|v, ||}, (0.7:Lm)

on both sides, (i) follows.
The rest of the proof is devoted to item (ii). Note, that for s < ¢

Val(t) = va(s) = (207 —Td)v,(s)
N / e Ay (h(n, €, 5)) n(3)£2(3) ds + /0 ) Al=5)y, (3) dWa(3).

Substituting it in the definition of Wy, ([0, T7; H,,7(0O)), see Appendix [B} we can write

()

T ‘fUH - Un o

/ / ‘t _ 8|1+am0 ds dt
|0k (t) = v ()2

<2/ / t75|1+04m0 dsdt

S T,
= / [EFEETE

t t”ts)ﬂ €8 5)E2(s) ds|™
+2//|f 6u(h(1,6,9) n(5)€2(s) ds[20

‘t _ S|1+am0

e] [y e A Du(3) aw 3)7e,
/ / o dsdt = J + JJ + JJJ.
|t75’1+am0

dsdt

First, let us note that by part (i) we know that there exists a number r > 0 and a
constant C(T") > 0 such that

(5.17) E [/OT () 32 dsﬁ <&(T ){E|v0| s, +4ﬁ,}.

Let us consider the term J. Since
t—s
[0 —TdJa] o = C / S0+ 4l gy < Ot — 5)20+) 2]y
0

we can infer

t—S r+am0‘v ( )m(7)
J<2// M ds dt.

‘t _ S‘l—l—amo

The Young inequality for convolutions (with all exponents equal to 1) gives

T T
J< </ gMo2(r+6)—1—amo d8> . (/ ]vﬁ(s)m? ds> )
0 0 "

In particular, since 2(r 4+ §) > «, the right hand side is bounded by estimate ((5.17)).
Now, we consider the second term JJ.
q

Jensen’s inequality gives for any ¢ > 1, ¢’ := g

q

[ €TuA(t*3)¢K(h(n7§73)) 77(8)52(3) ds

H.°
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t - 5 </ }QS[{ 77757 ( Q(S)IqH;l“ dS) .
Hence,

roA(t—s . , 2 d m[lg
JJ</ /tlf e A=, ( | Oy &) ()2 dslye,

8| 1+amg

dsdt

/ / (t = 3™ JLon(h(n.,5)) n(s)€X(s)[e, ds

|t _ S|1+am0

U / (# =) ds dt] U On(h(n, €, 5)) ()€ ()72 s | -

Taking into account that o < - /, integration and the Sobolev embedding gives

ug[/fﬁﬁ amodt]/ On (b0, £.)) In(s)E2(5)/7., s

™0 4 amg 0 4 1—amg

<% /O bu(h(n, €, 5)) In(s)EX(s)[m0 ds < 4T " () Ro.

It remains to give an estimate to the second term. We can show the assertion by the
same computations as in the part of the proof for (i), i.e. starting at ([5.15)).
Next, let us investigate J.JJ. Here, again by [8, Corollary 3.5 (ii)|, we get for some
t ~
/ GTUA(tis)UQUH(g) dWQ(é)
S

B > 0 that
mo t
<(t—s)°E (/ 0(5) 7, d§> |
In this way we get

t |t—8|m0 2 t
E|J.JJ| <2/ /0 Tt /|v,i(§)|z%d§dsdt

t
gz/ /t—s‘mo(l—a)—fﬂ (E/ yvﬁ(g)\go&@) ds dt.
o Jo A p

Applying the Holder inequality, we show that

E|J.JJ| <C(T)E (/OT ouls)72, ds> .

Collecting everything together gives (ii). O

E

Technical Proposition 5.10. Let us assume that (n,§) € Xy(Ro, R1, Re) C ./\/l2 (Y, Z).
Then, for any a € [1,52), ¢* € (1,mq], and k € N there erists some real numbers
01,02 € (0,1] and constants Cy(k, Ry), Ca2(k, Ro) > 0 such that we have

E||méi ~ 7725%”?&(0,T;L1)
6
<Ci(k, Ro) % ((Eua &17) + (Bllm — na b o rypoen) ) )

+ CQ(HvRO) X (EHgl - gQHgo + EHnl nQHLw-&-l OTLW'H)) .



THE STOCHASTIC KLAUSMEIER SYSTEM 39

Proof. Firstly, observe that due to the cutoff function, at integrating with respect to
the time we have to take into account in which interval s belongs to. Let 7' :=
infs>o{h(nj,&;,8) > k} and 77 = infss0{h(n;,§;,s8) = 2k}, j = 1,2. Distinguishing
the different cases, and noting that Lip(¢,) < 2k~!, we obtain

|6 (A, €1, 8)) 11 (&7 (5) — du(Rl112, €2, 8)) m2(5)E3 (5) |
(111(5)& (s) — 112(5)€3(5))| 21 if0<s<TAT"

[ (s)€2 () — 12(5)€3 (5)| 71 Lip(n)

% (I = allyrir iy + 1610 = Ellimo o 73m) )

IN

+ 2 (5)E3(s) — m2(5)€35 ()% ifTATY <5< T AT,

0 ifT>s>T AT,

where 7% := min(7{*, 75') and 7° := max(7{, 75). Therefore, we may integrate over [0, T].
Secondly, observe that for any n € N and any a,b > 0, we have
n
Z a% (a% — b%)bnTik

k=1

la—0f <

<la—bw > aTHE < Cla— bl (n - 1) (ﬁl +b"T’1) ,
k=1

where the last inequality follows from an application of Young’s inequality. The difference
can be split in the following way for s € [0,7° A T

&2 (s, @) (s, @) — &3 (s, 2)m2(s, 7))
<[€1(s,2) = Ea(s, )€1 (s, 2) + Ea(s, )| (s, )] + |67 (s, 2) + E3 (s, 2)||m (s, ) — ma(s, )]
Let n € N be that large such that

1 n—1 1 1 1 1

+ — <1,
n(y+1) n  p* m - n(y+1)  mo

1 1 1 1
<=, and —  +—< .
a n(y+1) * T«

Therefore, we can write

TONT
[ @ - meg ), i

TONT 1 n—1
</ (rm<s> ) 1 (5) — ma(5)

TONT 1 (Wfl)n
< ( /0 m(s) = m(s)7H, ds)

qnet (TN o
sup. [y (5) + ()| (/0 ()T ds) |

0<s<T

é%(s>\Lm) ds
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Taking expectation gives

E{/OTO/\T [1(8)€2(5) — ma(5)€3(5) [ ds}q*

TONT + ('Yq:{x)n p* %nT_l
<c {E [ I - m@Ih dsf T E s lme) + m)f
0 0<s<T
Similarly we get by the Holder inequality
|§1 52772 )‘Ll < [61(8) — &2(8) | pm [§1(8) + &2(8) | pm [m2(8)] Lo -
Integration over time gives
FONT N
/0 ‘51 52772 )‘p ds
FONT o FONT o
< sup m(s)l2, ( [ e - a)” ([ ae e a)
0<s<T 0 0

Taking expectation we get

FOAT ‘f<
{E [ g eme - gmel, ds}

*
e} q*a

<O(x >{E sup_ ()], } {E/OTDATml(s)—sz(s) sy

0<s<T

Finally, take into account that

</0T0AT |71 (s)€2(s) — m2(s)€3(5)| 7, ds)

q
X (I = m2ll7aw o s poiny + €1 = €2HEmo(o,T;Lm))]

E

*

TONT
<E| [ Y sup Iﬁj(S)\Lp*/O [€5(s)[m ds

=12 0<s<T

*

q
X (||771 - 772||E’Y+1(0,T;L“/+1) + & — 52”2"10(0,T;Lm))]

*

E3

Pg

<C(x) EZ sup [n;(s
j= 120<5<T

+1 ve vg
X ((EHm =2l o o) T (B = E2llTno o gipm)) ™ ]

the assertion is shown.
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The next proposition gives the continuity property of the operator V o.
Proposition 5.11. Let (771, 51) € Xm(Ro, Ry, Rg) C Mgl’mo (Y, Z) and (772,52) S XQ{(RQ, Ry, RQ) C
Mgl’mo (Y,Z). Let vl and v{? be the solutions to
o) (t) = [roAv) (1) + bw(h(ny, &, 1) ni (DEF ()] dt + o2 (8) AW (8), ¢ € (0, T,
with v,gj) (0) = vo,j = 1,2. Then, under the assumptions of Theorem there exists a
constant C = C(Ro, k) > 0 and real numbers §1,02 > 0 such that

SOORCY

mo

E

L™0(0,T;L™)
m (51 52
<C(Ro, k) { [E & — §2HU?10(0,T;Lm)} + [E lm — 772Hztil(o,T;m+1)} } .

Proof. First, we get by the analyticity of the semigroup,

(5.18)
E ( / o) - o0 - dt)
0
T t -
<E (/0 /0 e A=) (@ (B, €1, 8))0 (8)EX(s) — dr((n2, E2, )2 (5)E2(s)) ds o dt)

/ot(@”;(fl)(s) — 030 (s)) dWa(s)

+IE</OT

mo
dt)
Lm
=1+ 11I.

Let us consider I. Here, we use the Sobolev embedding L'(O) — H,.°(O), where
0 > d(l— %) Next, the Young inequality for convolution gives for [,u > 1, with
mio+1:%+ﬁandg<%

T
I <TPE </0 |6 (h(m, €1, ) 0' (3)E2 () — Pul(h(n2, €2, ) m2()E3(3)[ d8> :

Note, the assumptions on mg and m in the Hypothesis gives the existence of [ and
u. Now, by the technical Proposition we can infer that there exists a constant
C = C(Ry,k) > 0 and 61,02 > 0 such that

51 02
1< 0(R0n) ( (16 - @l8oarim) + (Elm = mlihiom) )
It remains to tackle the second term I1. This can be done by standard arguments using
the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, see Section [C] g
Next, we shall tackle the continuity of u, with respect to n and &.
Proposition 5.12. Let the couples (n1,&1) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2) C /\/lgl’m0 (Y,Z) and (n2,&2) €
Xy (Ro, R1,R2) C ./\/l;[’m0 (Y,Z) be given. Let u and u?) be the solutions to
dul(t) = [ru A () (E) = X (h(nD, €9, 1))uld) (1)(€9)? (1)) dt + o1u, D) (2) AW (8),
t e (0,7,
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with u(J)( 0) = wp,j = 1,2. Then, under the assumptions of Theorem there exist
constants C = C(k, Ry, R2) > 0 and ¢,01 > 0 such that

2 +1
E| sup |uM(s)—u?(s) !

0<s<T

+ cE Hug) —u?

K

5 LY+1(0,T;Lv+1)

2 o1 2
<C(Ro, k) (E & — £2HLWO(O,T;Lm)) T E[& = &llzmo0,51m) ¢ -

Proof. Applying the It6 formula and integration by parts gives

W)~ a0,
+or, / t / (WY (s, ) — @)D (s, 2)) (D (s, 7) — u® (s, 2)) dar ds

— 2y / / ) —u®(5,2)))

(B, &1, 9))ul) (s, 2)E7 (5, 2) = bR, 2, 9))uP) (5, 2)83 (5, ) dar dis
42 /0 <u<1>(s) —u@(s), o1 (uV(s) — uP(s)) dW1(5)>

t
MW(g) — 4@ 2
+/0 lop(u't (s) — u'?(s)) Luss (Hy . )ds
=1+ I1I+111,
where V! := —(=A)Y2. To deal with the second term and third term, i.e. II and

III, we apply first the Burkholder Gundy inequality, resp. calculate the trace. Here,
we apply Remark .2l Next, we obtain by the Young inequality and Lemma [A] for

2—
e
ee |0, 2“/+17“ ,

L+t

t
IT+ 111 <57+1E/ luM(s) —u® (s)[71], ds
0

t
+CE / D (s) — u®(s) 2, ds.
0 2

Before tackling the first term I, let us introduce the following definition. Let us set
for ke N

Te(n,§) == inf{t > 0:h(n,&,t) >k}, Qo i={w e Q:mi(m, &) < 702, €2)}
and Qf = Q\ Q.
Now, we can decompose the third term into the following summands

/ / 2) — (s, 2)))

((b/f( (7717‘517 )) 1)(5 $)§1(3 iL‘) (bﬁ( (n27§27 )) 2)(3 IE>§2(8 x))dwds
tAT2(12,62)
<Elq, /0 ! /0 (V1 (@D(s,2) — u®(s,2))
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X (V" (@ (h(m1, &1, 8)) (u “)(s x) — u? (s,2))€ (s, x)) du ds

m( 2,£2)

CEL, [ L/ (v —u®@ (s, 1))
0
< (V! (SRl &1, ) — bl <n2,sz,s>>>u§><s,x>5%<s,x>>dxds

T2r(12,62)
Elg, /0 o L5606, (s, )

V(5. x) — €3(s, x>)¢> (h(n 6, 5))u® (s, ) da ds

+ Elgg /Ot/\mi(m 51)/ v! (s, ) —u(Q)(s x)))
X (V7 (@r(h(m, &1, 8)) (u (1)(571“)* ul?) (s, ))&} (s, x)) dz ds

X (V7 (0u(hlm, €1, 5)) = du(h(12, €2, 5))) uld) (5, 2)E (s, 2)) daz dis
AT2,(11,61)
+Elgg t " /V —u®(s,2)))
0

X(V ((51(37x)_£2(5’$)) gbm( (7]2a£2a )) 2)(8 ZL‘)dZEdS
=: [1(t) + Ta(t) + I3(t) + Lu(t) + I5(t) + Is(t).

t/\72n(7]1 £1)
T Elgs. / / (v (s, 2) — u® (s,2)))
0

Let us start with I;. Let us put for r, 7/, m,m/,p,p’, and s* = %,
1 2(1
T:2<1+ >, ! ( +’Y),
gl 2+
. 2y +1) gl
5.19 =20y + 1 =  p=n, p=—T_
(5.19) (vy+1), m i1 PT P =

Using duality withm > v+ 1,2 <r <~vy+1, %—1—% <1 and %—i—% <1, we know for
the integrand of I

(A5 5 @ (s) = u (), A2 (0u(hlm, €1, )uDeE = ulhlm. 1, )ule}) )|

LT

AT (6, 9D ()E3(5)) — 6l 1, )P ()E3(5)))

X
S
=

L’r‘
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By integration in time, and applying, firstly, the Hélder and, secondly, Young inequality
we know for any €1 > 0 there exists a C(¢1) > 0 such that

(5.20)

73, (m1,€1) At A
/ (A35 () — w2 (), A

715(771751)/\7& oF m "
<C(e1) ( / ’ AT (WD (s) — uP(s)) ds)
0

To(MLEAE o = 0
T </o G (h(m, &0,5)) |0 () — D (D), ds) |

_ *
H/l s
o

m\»—-
w“'
—
<
=
—~
>
—~
3
=
I
o
S—
N—
—
P
=
—
Va)
~—
|
<
SIS
>
—
VA
N—
N——
Ll V]
—
VA
N—
~—
\/
QU
VA

Let us analyze the first term on the right hand side. Take some 6 € (0,2/m) and let

1 6 1-46 . *
W_§+77+1’ S——0+(1—0)(S —1).

Then, we know by interpolation that
0 1-0
|u|H7§**1 < ‘U‘|H2—1 ’u‘H’f”
This gives
E[a#7 @l - o)

L7 (0,T;L")

t - m
< ([ ) - i@ e <s>—u§><s>\§;g?’”ds) .
0 ,,J/

The Holder inequality gives

r

E HA_%"r%(u,({1> —u®)

K

L7(0,T;L7)

om

t Tm Q
= (1-0)m 52— mo2
<o ([ o -ge) ([ -l )

t
< ([ W - o zd) ) — @),

By the Young inequality, we know for any 2 > 0 there exists some C(e3) > 0 such that

T

2 .
2-om (O:T§Hf//)

L™(0,T;L")
¢ 1 r(1-0)252

< C(e2E | |u(s) = ul ()1 ds + e2El|ul) —uP ()", 2
0 5 L(l*G)m

_2 ot
2=0m (O,T;H:,,)

Observe, for small 0, we know 7/ > r, § < (s*—1), and m” := (1 — 9)7712_297% > m. Thus
we know, since
1 —(s*=1) 1-—s* 1 1—s*
= > + J— .
r 2 v+1 m/! v+1
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that the same holds for r”,m”, and 5. By Proposition we know, if v > 1 then there
exists some 6 > 0 such that

) —u?|

K

r(1-0) 252
1-0)m 2 — <
LU0 =om (0,1;H7,,)

T
< sup |u®(s) — u@ ()21 + / i () — u® () [1H, ds.
0<s<T 2 0

This means, that later on, we can cancel this term by the LHS. Let us analyze the second

term of the RHS in (5.20), i.e.

T‘l

7o, (11,€1) AL -, v
€1 (/0 K (¢H(h(n17§1,8)))m ‘(u’g)(s) —u’(i?)( ))§2( )’H_l . ds) .

First, we use [58] p. 171, Theorem 1, where we put s; = —s™ < 0 and sy = s** + ¢,
§** = §*/2, e > 0 very small. In this way we get

() (s) = D ()€ (5)

or, applying the Holder inequality in time,

Tln (771 7§I)At ' !
( [ WD)~ P (NE)| ds)
0 "

T3, (m,E)Nt
«7/
0

T
Now, since for our choice of ' > 2, s1, and m/p, we know that

< C ul(s) = u@(s)| ., [6)] 3

*
Hls

Pﬁ’bl m/p 7_215(771751)/\t Al ﬁ:/pl
u®(s) _“22)(3)‘,{51 ds> ( /0 1€ (s)] H’; ds .

7

. 1 —s 1+s s*¥ 1—s%/2 1 1+s 1—s5%/2
(@) —>—+ L=y /7 > - = /7
! 2 v+1 4 v+1 m'p — y+1 v+1
we have
]EHu(l) —u )
SCE(sup ]u,({l)(s)— u?) H 1 +/ ulD(s) )‘,Z;’Y_il d3>
0<s<t

Next, we tackle }5%(3)‘2122/ Here, we have by [58] p. 364] for

2 P TR T P2\ ) T2 \22y )

the estimate

S5 <l

Then, 7 = (21:3 ), Furthermore, note that r > 2, v/ < 2

Next, the Sobolev embedding H$(O) — H:*(0O) with

Let us put s = m

andf§2for32:m.
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6> 89+ (% — %) = 41(;:11) <4 1n particular, § = %. Now, to estimate the term
by H, we need that
. 1 1-6 , 1y
(i1) 6=(1-6)p+1)=p+(1-06), 7= 5 [ > min(2,m'p").
Hence, p > 6§ — 5= Lhdy _ (H)UH2Y) g Iy this way we get

2m/p — A(1+9) 27(2+7)
Hfl HLPlﬁ”‘/(O,T;Hj,I) < C||€1 HiQﬁzlp/(O7T;Hg) < C||€1 H]%Ip'

It follows by taking into account the cut-off function

73, (m1,61) 7
</0 b (h(m1,&1,-)) ‘(Ug)(s) —uP ()& ()|
<C | (P, 61, N o1 eyl

t I8
< (s [l (6) = o )+ [ 1) - w9 as)

0<s<t

¢ r!
<C(r) {JE ( sup [ul)(s) — u®(s) 22_1 +/0 [ (s) — ul? (s )!Zﬁl ds> }

0<s<t

In this way, we get for Iy

EIL (1) < Cle1,02)F / u(s) - u (5) 2 ds
#ek (s W0 P 0 ¢ / ufD(6) = o2 ()73 s

+ &) {E<sup u(s) — u($) s + / uf(6) = P ) s }
0<s<t

Next, we have to tackle I5(t). Again take r, 7/, m,m’, p, and p’ defined as in (5.19). Again,
using duality we know for the integrand of I

(A7 @(s) = uP (), A3 (0u(hlm, &1, ) = 6ulhlm, &1,)ued) )

x \A*%*% (8n(h(m, €1,5)) = x(h(mp, &2, 5))) u?) ()€1 ()|

By the Young inequality we know for any 1 > 0 there exists a constant C'(e1) > 0 such
that

tAT2. (02,62) L) )
Elg, /0 /O (VD (s, 2) — u® (s, 2)))

x (V7! <¢H< (mé1,5)) = du(hl2, &2, 5))) uf) (s, 2)€7 (s, 2)) da s
1) _ e (2) ¢2 7!
S 6]:EH/LL ”L’m(oTHS* 1) +C(€)EH€1 £2||Hp”:ﬂ‘g2nu)€ 51” m/(O’t/\T2N(7]27£2);H;S*—1))
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Next, we follow the calculation as done before. First, we use again [58, p. 171, Theorem
1], where we put s = —s™ < 0 and s9 = s™ + ¢, s** = §*/2, € > 0 very small. In this
way we get

WP ()Es)] . < C ulds)]

_1_g* —
Hll s
-

2

Next, applying the Holder inequality in time,

7‘/

7o, (M2,61) At m’ !
( | ()|, ds>
0 HT/ °

/ !

o (M2:61) A p/ 75 T (M1,€1) AL . ;

Again, by the choice of 7,7/, m,m/, p, and p’, we know that even for a r”” > 1’ we have

/TQIN('VH SN
0

<C ( sup

0<s<73, (m,£1)At

p/

1’
T

! m'p
u?(s) ’p ds)

K
HY,
2 73, (m,€1)Nt
L+
H, 0

/
T

N

7—215 (771@1)/\15 il p
P ’
( / GGy ds) < el

Now, taking into account the cut off function we know

Again, similarly we know

! 2 2 /
EHQ% ||§1 - 52‘|hptA725(n2152) ||ul(<, )51 HTml(o,tATQK(ng,fg);H_,s*_1)
T

SE{ ]]'92»@ Hél - gQHE.HptATzK(nz,éz) Hh‘(£2? ')52”]71:]10

2 73, (M1,€1)AL
o
0

x C sup
0<s<73,. (n1,€1)At
r_
17

<c(r) (Ble - &l3,)

2 73, (M1,€1) AL
x < E sup . +/
Ogsg‘rgl&(m,fl)/\t H, 0

Since the operator is invariant, the second expectation value is smaller than R;. Next,
let us treat I3.

tAT2k (N2,€2) L L )
Elg, / / (V@D (s, 2) — u® (s,2)))
0 (@)

u(s)
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x (VH((E(s,2) — €3(5, 7)) (B2, &2, 8))ulP (s, ) dz ds

<eBJlut? —u® 7 o 1y + CENan ud (€ - ) 2 :
7 (0, tAT2H(772,£2)H7+1)

By similar calculation as before, we get

tAT25(12,62)
EH%NA; LA‘V_%UON&m)—u@H&x»)
< (VH(E(s,2) — €3(5,2)) dn(h(n2, &2, 8))ulP (s, x) da ds

(2 +1
S{—:E”u( )||Z’Y+1 ()TL'Y+1)

2 ™ 9, 2t
+CEES sup [uP(s)l) 1€ — & 2
0<s<T L™ (0,tAT2k(m2,€2);L7)
<eEJlu® — |74}

LY+1(0,T; L +1)

0<s<T

i
+ C(E, H)E{ sup ”U,( ) g } {E”§1 §2HLm(0,T;L2T)} .

14, I, and Ig can be estimated by similar steps.
Now, we can collect all terms and get

Elu(t) —ul (8)[3,
2

t
r uMN (s, 2) — (W) (s, 2)) (D (s, 2) — uP (s, z)) dz ds
28 [ (@) (s,0) = ()P 5,0 (0 5,2) = s 2))

¢ t
<R / u (s) —u@ (s)[ ]}, ds + CE / [ul (s) = u®(s)|3, 1 ds
0 0 ’

+ EE”U(U HFJL 0,7;L7+1)
O
2 %
+C(e) {El& — &%, ] { Ellia,,uf au .
7 (0,tAT2(n2,€2); ﬁ)
+ eEl|ut!) - Hzﬁl o101 T O R)E {Osgp ul? |LP} {Ellé1 — &llpmorizor) ) -

Term I cancels with the corresponding term on the left hand side. We may apply
Gronwall’s lemma in order to deal with the term I11. O

Proposition 5.13. For any initial condition (ug,vo) satisfying Hypothesis
(i) there exists v = r(T,~y) > 0 such that for any (n,€&) € Xy(Ro, R1, R2), we have

T
E/MMNwlﬁgC%;
0

(i) we have that t = u.(t) is P-a.s. strongly continuous in Hy *(O).
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Proof. Let us prove (i) first. We know from Proposition with p = 1, that for any
(n,&) € Xu(Ro, R1, R) we have

T
=),
0 L2

On the other side, we know by Proposition that we have for any 0 < —2—

P+’
T 2 T

el o, <C / ds + / uf?t7 ds |,
Lr 'Y(O’T;Hp-ﬁ-’v) 0 L2 0

where the LHS is bounded for p = 1, noting that Proposition with p =~ gives

25t ?

URT](S)VUR(S) ds < CRy.

[p+“/—2

Uy 2 ](S)VUH(S)

E [ sup |u,§(t)]2j+11 <C.

te[0,7]

The assertion (ii) follows from [48, Theorem 4.2.5]. O

5.4. The system (3.10)—(3.11)) and uniform bounds on the stopping time. Within
this section let us assume that {(u.,0.) : k& € N} the family of stochastic processes

constructed in Step III of the proof of Theorem [3.6] The constants Ry, Ry and Ry are

given as in (13.26)), (3.23), and (3.25)), respectively.

Proposition 5.14. Fiz p > 1 and suppose ug € LPT1(O). Then, there exists a constant
Co(p,T) > 0 such that we have for all kK € N

E| sup ()7

0<s<T

T
4 (p+1)xE/ / (T (5, 2) [P YT (s, 2)|2 die ds < Co(p, T) (E|u0v;jl +1).
0 (@)

T
+yp(p + 1)ruE/ / |ty (s, x) ’p+7_2’v'ﬁ,,€(s, x)’Q dx ds
0 o

Proof. Follows from an application of Fatou’s lemma and nonnegativity of u, and v, in

the proof of Proposition O

Proposition 5.15. Let p < 1— g and assume that the Hypotheses of Theorem hold.
There exists a generic constant C(T) > 0, a number [ > % and 61,62 € (0,1) with
01 + 0o = 1 such that for all Kk € N we have

(5:21) Ellowlie <C(T) (Eluol 72, + B3 BY)

H;%0

Before proving Proposition we consider the following lemma, which will be es-
sential.

Technical Lemma 5.16. For all1l < a <2, —p < @, and for any r* > 1 there

exist generic constants C(T') > 0 and 61,02 € (0,1) with 61 + d2 = 1, such that for any
pair of nonnegative processes n,& : [0,T] x Q x O — [0,00) we have

*p Y 01

X T o «\ 02
62 Bl <00 E( [ reeeinda) T (ElE)”
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Proof. Let us set § = % — B = pp%l = 1%' Observe also that
n(s)€%(s) = n(s)6* (5) 1 (s), s €[0,T).
Assume o < p and fix 8 = ]%, ga/p=1and ¢ = ﬁ

*
r_
a

H%QHZ(O,T;MS(/ </ )n (s, )62 (s, )| daz) (/ €205 (s, )| daz); ds)

™
7

</T/ 7P (s, 2)E% (s, ) | da:ds>rq* (/OT [€(s )|Zj1 2 ds) "

< [Jnre? Hmw ||§||

< an£2HL1(OTL1 Hf” a(p 1)
p=a (0,T;L2)

IN

(0,T;L(1=B)p'2))

e
7/
q
p’
Q

Here, we need a/p’ < 1 which gives 2 < p < -%5. Also, if

d 2p—a) d
2 P Sap-1 T2

then

¥

H??€2||La 0101 S s €2HL1 (0,T;L) H{HH

[e3

/

Taking the expectation and applying the Holder inequality where we have to take into
account that a/p’ < 1 we get the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition[5.15: Let us consider the following equation for a locally integrable
and progressively measurable t — F'(t),

(5.23) dw(t) =r,Aw(t) dt + F(t) dt + oaw(t) dWa(t), w(0) = wy € H5(O).
Following the proof of Proposition verbatim, we find that

1

t ! g

[ e Iras < cm) (/ oty os)"
HE 0

0
In particular, for « as in the Technical Lemma we have 2 — 2 >4 5 +pand a < 2.

This gives as condition for p, p < 1 — §. In addition, setting p = 2 we need —p < 2(2_a),

which is not a restriction. However, due the hypotheses we find some o < 2 such that the
first inequality is satisfied. Note, that due to the condition in Hypothesis[3.4] there exists
some 1 = « > 1 such that p satisfies the assumption above and those of the Technical
Lemma [5.16] Setting

(5.24)

F= %(h(??v é‘a ‘))7752,
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we obtain by applying Technical Lemma that there exists some constant C(T") > 0
and 01,92 € (0,1), 61 + d2 = 1 such that

mo
w

T
E( / |F(s) glds> <C(T)R}'R%.
0

It remains to calculate the norm in L2(0,T}; Hé’“((’))). By standard calculations (i.e.
applying the smoothing property and the Young inequality for convolution), we get for
%Zi+%and5/@/2<1

/ AT F(s) ds

0

< C||FJ Crprl—6y -
LQ(O,T;H§+1) L#(0,T;HY )

The embedding L'(0) — HSHJ(O) for 6 — (p+ 1) > £, gives
||FHLH(0,T;H§*1) < HFHLM(O,T;Ll)a

for and similarly to before we know by hypothesis that there exists some pu = « such
that 6 — (p+ 1) > %, 3> i—l— 1 6k/2 <1, and a(p —1)/(p — @) < mg. Therefore, we
get by the Technical Lemma [5.16|

/ e AT F(s) ds

0

mo
< C(T)R}'R2.

E ‘
L2(07T;H§+1)

6. PATHWISE UNIQUENESS OF THE SOLUTION

Proof of Theorem[3.10, Let us remind, since (u1,v;) and (ug,v2) are solutions to the

system (3.6)—(3.7)) with P(u;(0) = u2(0)) =1 and P(v1(0) = v2(0)) = 1, we can write for
i=1,2,

(6.1) dui (1) :(TUAUP] (t) - Xui(t)v?(t))) dt + oy (H)dWh(t)  t> 0,
(6.2) dvi(t) =(ryAvi(t) + u,-(t)vz(t)) dt + o9 (H)dWa(t) t > 0.

In the first step we will introduce a family of stopping times {ry : N € N}, and
show that on the time interval [0, 7x] the solutions w; and wg, respective, v; and ve,
are indistinguishable. Here, in the second step, we will show that P (ry < T) — 0 for
N — oo. From this follows that w; and us are indistinguishable on the time interval
[0,T].

By Remark , d = 1. Let us remind that dy € (0, %), p € [0, %), % <

3v+2
2 TP

Step I.. Let us introduce the stopping times {7y : N € N} as follows:
T =inf{t > 0: [|Igguillm, = N}AT, i=1,2,

Thi =inf{t > 0: Hﬂ[o’t]uiHL%(O,T;HgO) >NIAT, i=1,2,

and TN ‘= minizl’g(T}V’i, 7']2\7’».
The aim is to show that (u,v1) and (ug, v2) are indistinguishable on the time interval
[0, TN] .
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Remark 6.1. Note, due to the assumptions in Theorem [3.10] and by Corollary [A75] and
Proposition [5.14] we know that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any solutions

(u,v) to 45.?# we have

2
I S mnd B, o <

Fix N € N. To get uniqueness on [0, 7] we first stop the original solution processes
at time 7y and extend the processes (u1,v1) and (ug,v2) by other processes to the whole
interval [0, T]. For this purpose, let (y1,21) be solutions to

(6.3) dp(t) = Dy () + o1y (t) dbry o W(E), t € [ty AT, T,
dz1 (t) = 71,Az (t) - Zl(t) + 0221 (t) dHTN o Wg(t), te [TN AT, T],

with initial data y1(0) := u1(7n), 21(0) := vi(7n), and let (y2,22) be solutions to

(6.4) { dys(t) = rulsyd (1) + o1gn(t) dbr, o Wi(t), t€ [rx AT, T,
dZQ(t) = TvAZQ(t) — Zg(t) + JQZQ(t) d@TN o Wg(t), te [TN AT, T],

with initial data y2(0) := ua2(7n) and 22(0) := v2(7n). Here, 6 denotes the shift operator,
ie. 0.0 W;(t) = Wit +71)— Wi(r), i = 1,2. Since (u1,v1) and (ug,v2) are continuous
in Hy'(0) x L*(0), (u1(1n),v1(1n)) and (ug(7n),v1(7n)) are well-defined and belong
P-a.s. to Hy '(0O) x H;‘SO (O). By |2, Theorem 2.5.1|, we know that there exists a unique
solutions y; and y, to belonging P-a.s. to C([0,T]; Hy }(0)). Since (etvA=10),,
is an analytic semigroup on H%(0O), the existence of unique solutions z1 and 23 to

and belonging P-a.s. to C([0,T7; H{‘SO (0)) can be shown by standard methods, cf.
[16]. Now, let us define two processes (@1,1) and (g, v2) which are equal to (ug,v1)
and (ug,vz) on the time interval [0,7y) and follow the processes (y1,21) and (y2,22)
afterwards. In particular, let

~ ui(t) for 0 <t < 7pn, _ vi(t) for 0 <t < 7w,
u(t) = vi(t) =
y1(t) for 7y <t <T, z1(t)  for 7y <t <T,
and
us(t for 0 <t < 7n, _
aat) = 20O LT gy
ya(t) for 7y <t < T,

Note, that (u1,v1) and (ug,v2) solve on [0, 7) the equation corresponding to (3.6)—(3.7)),
that is, for i = 1,2,

vo(t) for 0 <t < p,
zo(t) for 7y <t <T.

(6.5) dui(t) = (ruAuZ(t)—Xui(t)viz(tD dt + oy (HdWi(t)  t >0,
(6.6) dvi(t) = (rvAvi(t)+ui(t)vi2(t))dt+02vi(t)dW2(t) t>0.

Step II.. Let a = p + % (which implies o > % due to the assumption on p) and let
2> 6> 6. Our goal is to show that (u1,v1) and (u2,vs) are indistinguishable on the
interval [0, 7x]. Applying the It6 formula while setting

B(0) = E | swp () - ma(5)

0<s<t
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over [0,7y] and taking into account that (@,v1) and (ug,02) are solutions to system
(13.6)—(3.7) we obtain by standard calculations for 0 < ¢ < 7

(6.7)
()~ wa(® ] + B[ [ fin(s) = (o)} has]
<xE ‘/ / u1 (s,2)02(s,x) — m(s,az)ﬁ%(s,x))(—V)_l(ﬂl(s,x) — Ug(s,x))dx dsH

—+CE/mmﬂ@—4b@M%£d&
0

Furthermore, we obtain
‘/ / u1 s,x)7%(s, x) —ﬂg(s,x)@%(s,x))(—V)_l(ﬂl(s,x) — (s, x))dw dsH
< ]E ‘/ / ul s,x) — ﬁg(s,x))@%(s,x)(—V)_l (@1(s,z) — ﬂg(s,x))d:cdsu

+E ‘/ / u2 s, )0s(s, x)(01(s, ) — Eg(s,x))}(—V)_l (a1(s, ) —ﬂg(ij))d:cdsu
)+ Ia(t

z,
o
&
|
S
5
3
o
=
g
~
S
i,
o
w0
=
S
=
2l
1ol
z,
-+
=
Q
\Y,

Since H$(O) is a Banach algebra (see [58, Theorem 2-(18), p. 192|), we have
(a1 — w2) 08| o < Jun — 2 o |0 7.

Hence, we get by applying Young’s inequality for € > 0

t
0 <E [ fi1(s) = (o) B 01 () g
gﬂAMMQ—@@@J%@@MH{%E/hmg—@@@fﬁ

<cE [ sup |u1(s) — ua(s 1] XE/ [01(s |H°‘ ds
2

0<s<t

+C@EAhMQ—W@@?$.

Since a = p + §, we have ||01]|zao.;mg) < [[01]lm,. Next, note that |ua(7 — 3)| <

|uoty (01 — 172)| + |ugv2(01 — v2)|. Similarly as above we get for 6; < § and dy = § < l

and 03 > 3 = 4 (bee Proposition u [58, Theorem 2, p. 200] and the identities on [58
Proposition, p. 14]) fori=1,2

(6.8)

’ﬂg’l_)i(@l — ’DQ)’H;l < 01‘171 — ®2’H;51 ‘17,21_}2'|H3 < 02‘171 — 172’H;51 "ELQ’H52 ”l_)z‘ 55 -
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By Young inequality, we know that for d3 < % + p and —§g > —% and for any ¢ > 0
there exists a constant C(g) > 0 such that

L(t) gC(e)E/O 1(5) — Ta(s)]? sy s+ <E </0 (), ds)”

<E ( [ (0 i) an) 7 s 1) - o,

2 0<s<t

/|v1 — U2(8)[3, s, ds
2

_ _ N2
FEI ) L, + Bl ) E s 9205) =~ (6o |-

The third term in (6.7)) can be handled by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality. Since
t < 7y and 6y < 5 we know that for any € > 0 there exists a constant C(g) > 0 such
that

t
D(t) <e1N°E [ sup [01(s) — va(s)[? 50] + IE/ sup |01 (r) — 2(r) %, _s, ds
0<s<t H,y 0 0<r<s H,

t
+¢eNE [ sup |ui(s) — u2(8)|§{_1:| + C(a)E/ |ui(s) — ﬂ2(8)|§{_1 ds.
0<s<t 2 0 2

Step III.. Let us set

¥(0) =8 [ sup [01(5) = o) P | + Bl =l

0<s<t

Then we get by standard calculations for § < 1

E [oigp lv1(s) — 172(5)||H2 ] +Elo, - U2HL2 0,4;H, %0

2 ]
-5 :
H, 0

Next, since § can be chosen such that 0o >1— 5 we can use and obtain for §; < ¢

and52=5<%and63>%:%

<CEHU17)1 _U2U2H2 204, %0~ 5)

+E | sup

0<s<t

/0 s (T1(5) — T () AW (s)

|t v} — 11117§|H2—50—5 <Cilor — o] s [l oo (\171\1{53 + !172\H§3) :

For @ > min(1 + —dp — § + ;l, 1, g) and § < 1 we have by Proposition and [58, p.
192, Theorem 2-(18)]

(1 = ﬂ2)17%|H275075 <y — |1 |03 |y < lur — 2| 1|01 g

The third term can be handled by an application of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy in-
equality. The Young inequality implies that for any 1,69 > 0 there exist constants
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C(e1),C(e2) > 0 such that we have

W(t) < BJ51(0) — (0) 2 s,

2 ([ s (6 + (6, ) 01(5) — ()7 o, ds)

[ 1) - a9l a)
0

<E|v1(0) — v2(0)[7 s,
2

+s@(/ﬂm<ﬂ5me<M53|m@m@)wm@—m@m§%w)

C(e1)E (/ [01(s) — va(s \L2d8>
+52E</ 1 (5) — ta(s) 3+ [1a(s )\Hads>+C’€2 (/ 1 (s) — @as )]Hlds>

L(t) <E (/Ot \al(s)@? dsy

t otl otl ;%T 9
e o
<[ (ol +le) ds) " E| s 06 - nE,)

0<s<t

+E

VRS

By ENT1 s, + Bl E | s [0106) = 0200,
S

Since dp € (0,1) and o = p + %7

U(t) <E[v1(0) — 172(0)\2550 + B[ Tyl 120 g 1 py2y (BIOUIE, +E[102]5,)

x E [ sup |v1(s) — 'UQ(S)‘?{_L;O:|
0<s<t 2

E </Ot 05) = 22 ds>

+ e | su ’L_L8ﬂ82:|Eﬂ 0112400 7 pro
2 LKS%' 1(s) 2( )|H21 I [0,2] 1HL4(0,T,H2)

+ C(EQ)E/O u1(s) — u2(s)]5 2 1 ds

<E[v1(0) — v2(0)/? oo+ 1Bl Lo, gl o, g i pyo2 ) (Elloalle, +E[|v2]|m, )

X E [ sup [v1(s) — @2(3)\22_50}

0<s<t

C(e1)E </Ot 91(5) = 22(5) 2 s, ds>
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%sﬂE[sup!ﬂlw)ﬂﬂﬁﬂi—l El[104m1l13,
0<s<t 2

t

—|—C(€2)IE/ sup |ui(r) — ﬂg(r)]z,l ds.
0 0<r<s 2

Taking into account the definition of 7y we obtain

(t) < B[ (0) = 5(0) s

(6.9) + eI N2U(E) + eaNDB() + C(e1) /0 "B(s)ds + C(en) /0 " (s)ds.

Step IV.. Noting that the estimates can be extended to the whole interval [0,7] by
standard calculations. Next, collecting altogether we know, that for any 1, e9,¢e3,64 > 0
there exist constants C'(g1),C(e2),C(e3), C(e3) > 0 such that

B(1) + B(1) < Blin(0) — w20 + Efir (0) - 220, s

t t
+51N2\If(t)+0(51)/ \If(s)ds+soN<I>(t)+C(50)/ ®(s)ds
0 0

+ eaN2U(t) + eaN () + C(e1) /O " (s) ds + Clea) /O " B(s) ds.

Taking the e1,¢e9,e3,64 > 0 accordingly, we know, that for any NV € N there exists a
constant C(N) > 0 such that

() + U(t) < Ela(0) - 52(0) 1 +Ef1(0) = 2205,

+O(N) /O (®(s) + W(s)) ds.

An application of the Gronwall lemma and taking into account that v1(0) = v2(0),
u1(0) = uz(0) give that ®(t) <0 and ¥(t) <O0.
Step V.. We show that P (7n <T) — 0 as N — oo. Therefore,

P(TN<T)

= (”alHLZW(o,T;HSO) = N) +F (H%”LM(OI;HSO) = N)
+P (HT)1HHP > N) +P (”T)QHHP > N) .

Due to Remark [6.1] we can apply the Chebyshev inequality and get by the above that
IP)(TN < T) S W’
It follows that
P (TN < T) — 07
as N — oco. Hence, both the processes 7 and us, and likewise 7 and vy are indistin-
guishable on [0,T]. Since the processes (u1,71) and (ug,v2) solves on [0,T A 7y] the
system corresponding to (3.6)—(3.7]), the last arguments completes the proof of Theorem
3.10] O
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APPENDIX A. SOME USEFUL INEQUALITIES

Lemma A.1. Let v > 1, x,y € R. Then it holds that

(A1) (@l =yl (@ — ) > 2" |z -y,
where 20 = 2|71z for z € R.
Proof. See e.g. [47, Lemma 3.1]. O

Fix a bounded domain @ C R? with sufficiently smooth boundary.

Proposition A.2. For any forr € (2,q+1), m € (¢+1,00), s € (0,1), with 1 >

and + > ;ﬁ, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1
(A2) €Nz o i) < C (I€12 o roprty + NENET s 0 7y ) -
Proof. In order that L™(0,T; H:(©)) is an interpolation space between
L=(0,T; Hy (0)) and  LTH(0,T; LI (0)),

we need that there exists 6§ € (0,1) such that for the parameters m,r, s the following
inequalities are satisfied, see e.g. [3],

l\.’)\Cn
-

1
m

s < —0,
1 1-
- >
m -~ q+1
1.6 1-86
>2Z 4 7
r— 2 q+1
Now, if L > L —$and L 11; are satisfied for r € (2,q+1), m € (¢+1,00), s € (0, 1),
then the set of 1nequahtles are satisfied and we obtain (A.2]). O

Proposition A.3. Let 51,55 € R andp > 1. Let O C R, Assume that s; < sy and that
s1+ 82 >d <0 V (f — 1)) and so < %. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

uv|ry < Clulgs|v]gse,

for any r < s1+ 89— g and for any u € H,*(O) and any v € H?(O).

Proof. See 58, p. 190, Theorem 1 (iii)]. O

For the definition of the space F . we refer to [58, 66l [69]. Tt translates to classical
function spaces as in e.g. [66, Remark 2.1.1], in particular, FO =[P 1 <p<
(Lebesgue spaces), F'y = W', m € N (Sobolev spaces), 1 < p < oo and Fj, = Hyp,

s € R, 1 < p < oo (fractional Sobolev spaces).
Next, we shall record a variant of the Stroock-Varopoulos inequality together with its
proof. See e.g. [I7, Lemma 3.6] for another version of this result.

Proposition A.4. For any bounded domain O C R? with sufficiently smooth boundary,
foranyT >0,~v>1,0¢€ (0, %), there exists a constant C = C(vy,T,0O) > 0 such that

T
unnmm)w(/o n(s) 0= 1n(s) 2 ds + / y<>|2vds>,
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where 2071 .= |2]7722 for z € R.
Proof. By [58, p. 365], we have for any p € (1,00), s € (0,1), u € (0,1) and € € (0, su),

— noo_ 7
(A.3) ||W|”|H%u—s = |\W|“|F%7;s < Cllw|py, < Clulp, , = Clwly,, w e H(O).
From (A.3) we know that for any v > 1, p € (1,00), 6 € (0,%), e > 0, there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

I3
T

1 1

wlig, = 110" F g, < CllwP g,

In particular, for any 0 < 6 < % and p = 2, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
wl}y < Cllul

Since we know by the chain rule,

T T
/0 V()22 ds = o2 /0 =1 (s)Vn(s) 22 ds

we know that for any 6 < %,

T T T
[ as<e ([ ook [ o).
O
Clearly, we have by the fractional Rellich-Kondrachov theorem that for any € € (0, 6),

Y Y
|w|H29—5 S C’w|H29v

As 6 € (0,y7!) is arbitrary, this yields the following result.

Corollary A.5. For any bounded domain O C R? with sufficiently smooth boundary, for
any T >0, v>1, 0 € (0, %), there exists a constant C = C(vy,T,O) > 0 such that

T T
220y < € ([ 10 V0@ ds [ o))
where 2071 .= |2]7722 for z € R.
We have the following embedding.

Proposition A.6. Let ly,ly € (2,00) with g —p< % + %. Then there exists C' > 0 such
that

1€l Lm0, 2y < CliENm,, € € Hy,
where H, is defined in (3.8).
Proof. First, let us note that for § > 0 such that
1 1 0
e
lo = 2 d
we have the embedding H3(O) — L2(0), and therefore

(A.4)

1€l 0,02y < ClIEN L 0,18y, § € X
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Due to interpolation, compare with [3, Theorem 5.1.2, p. 107 and Theorem 6.4.5, p. 152],
we have

0 —0
||£HLZI(O,T;H§;) < C||£HL00(07T;H§)H£| EQ(O’T;H§+1)? 5 € Hpv
for 6 € (0,1) with,

(A.5) lllg;u—e), 5<0p+(1—0)(p+1).
Taking into account that we have
d 2 d
2 PR
gives that ¢ and 6 satisfying and exist and thus the Young inequality for
products yields the assertion. O

APPENDIX B. FUNCTION SPACES AND THE AUBIN-LIONS-SIMON COMPACTNESS
THEOREM

Let B be a separable Banach space, 0 < ¢ < d < 0o. Let C’éﬂ) (c,d; B) denote a set of
all continuous and bounded functions w : [¢,d] — B such that

lu(t) —u(s)|B
" = sup |u(t + sup ————7——,
lellopieam = s lu®ls+ sup =—"25
b t#s

is finite. The space Clgﬂ) (¢,d; E) endowed with the norm || -
Let

”Cf(c,d;B) is a Banach space.

LP(¢,d;; B) = {u : [e,d) — B : u measurable and / lu(t) [l dt < oo} .
[e.d)

In addition, for 1 < p < oo let WI}(O) be the standard Sobolev space defined by (compare
6. p. 263)

WZ}((’)) = {u € LP(O) | 3g1,- -+ , ga € LP(O) such that

99(z) =— (z)p(x) dx 5 1=
/Ou(a:) oz, de = /Ogl( Yp(x)dz Vo € CFP(O),V —1,...,d}

equipped with norm

, u€ Wpl(O).
Lp

d

o ou

ulwy o= JulLr + Z 9z,
7j=1

Given an integer m > 2 and a real number 1 < p < oo, we define by induction the space
Wy (0) = {u € W;”_l(O) | Du € W;”_I(O)}
equipped with norm

m
[ulwyn == luloe + Y |Datt| gy, uw € WHO).

a=1
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Let HY*(O) := W3™(O), and for p € (0,1) let HJ(O) be the real interpolation space
given by H{(O) = (L*(0), H}(0)),2. In addition, let H,'(O) be the dual space of
H3(O) and for p € (0,1) let H, ”(O) be the real interpolation space given by H, *(0) :=
(L?(0), Hy *(0))1-p2. Note, by Theorem 3.7.1 [3], H, *(O) is dual to H5(O), p € (0,1).
Furthermore, we have (HZ_’)((’)),Héo((’)))%y2 — L2(0) and (HZ(O), H(0)),2 = HY(O)
for 6 = a(1 — p)+ Bp, p € (0,1) and |of,|5] < 1.

Since we need it to tackle the compactness, let us introduce the following space. Given
p € (1,00), a € (0,1), let WZ(I; B) be the Sobolev space of all u € LP(0,00; B) such

that
u(t
/ / [ul 1ia) B ds dt < oo;
el [t —slttor
equipped with the norm

1
lu(t) — u(s )B g
U||yya dsdt] .
[ — ( L S

Theorem B.1. Let By C B C By be Banach spaces, By and By reflexive, with compact
embedding of By to B. Let p € (1,00) and o € (0,1) be given. Let X be the space

X = LP(0,T; Bo) NWS(0,T; By).
Then the embedding of X to LP(0,T; B) is compact.
Proof. See [67, p. 86, Corollary 5| or [28, Theorem 2.1]. d

APPENDIX C. ON THE BURKHOLDER-DAVIS-GUNDY INEQUALITY

We collect the exact form of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality needed here.
Given a cylindrical Wiener process W on H3(0), § > 1, over % = (Q, F,F,P), and a
progressively measurable process & € M3 (H5(O)), p € [0, 3], let us define {Y(¢) : t €
0,71} by

t
:/ E(s)dW(s), te[0.T)
0
Here, for each t € [0,T7], £(t) is interpreted as a multiplication operator acting on the
elements of H3(O), namely, & : H3(O) 3 ¢ — &Y € S'(0). Since for any v > 1 and
for any ¢ € HY(O) the product £(t)¢ belongs to HE(O) by Proposition we can
view £(t) as a linear map from HY(O) into HS(O). It is shown in Proposition that

(C.1) [E@)elmr < CIEW) | melelmy
where the constant C' > 0 is independent of ¢. Consequently, for any p > 1, 6 > 1, and
any p € [0, 3]

b
2

T
sup ’Y( ) HP] <CE |:/0 ‘g(t)’%Hs(Hg,Hg) dt:| )

te[0,T]

E

where | - |LHS(H§,H§) denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm from HS(O) to Hf(©). First, let
us note that for § > 1 there exists a v > 3 such that the embedding H3(O) — H¥(0) is
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a Hilbert—Schmidt operator. Using the fact that {1/},535) : k € Z} is an orthonormal basis
of H9(O), and w,(f) = Mgt we obtain, by using (C.1J),

8) |2 )2
(C2) €62 gy = 2 [ | <Ol [0
keZ 2 keZ 2
_ 2 (8),2
= C|§(3)\Hg Z [y ’Hé"
k€EZ

If the embedding HS(©O) «— H5(O) is supposed to be a Hilbert-Schmidt, the right hand
side of (C.2)) is finite and we obtain
T , z
<CE [/0 £, dt] .

In case p > %, we use the fact that H5(O) is an algebra and obtain

— ey [0,

kEZ

(C.3) E| sup |[Y ()]

HP
t€[0,7 2

(C4) €62 gy = D [EC)6

kEZ

2
Hy

If the embedding HS(0O) — HE(O) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, then the right hand
side of ((C.4)) is finite and we obtain for 6 > p + 1

T £
<CE [/0 |g(t)|§,§dt] .
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