2005.00291v1 [math.AP] 1 May 2020

arXiv

DISSIPATIVE MARTINGALE SOLUTIONS OF THE STOCHASTICALLY
FORCED NAVIER-STOKES-POISSON SYSTEM ON DOMAINS WITHOUT
BOUNDARY

DONATELLA DONATELLI, PIERANGELO MARCATI, AND PRINCE ROMEO MENSAH

ABSTRACT. We construct solutions to the randomly-forced Navier—Stokes—Poisson system in peri-
odic three-dimensional domains or in the whole three-dimensional Euclidean space. These solutions
are weak in the sense of PDEs and also weak in the sense of probability. As such, they satisfy the
system in the sense of distributions and the underlying probability space and the stochastic driving
force are also unknowns of the problem. Additionally, these solutions dissipate energy, satisfies
a relative energy inequality in the sense of [4] and satisfy a renormalized form of the continuity
equation in the sense of [5].

1. INTRODUCTION

Let t > 0 and = € O, where @ = T? is the three dimensional torus or @ = R3, 9,5 > 0, v >0
be constants and f = f(x) be a given function. We will construct a class of solution to the following
stochastically forced Navier—Stokes—Poisson system

do + div(ou) dt = 0, (1.1)
d(ou) + [div(ou ® u) + Vp(o)] dt = [v°Au+ (v® + %) Vdivu

+9oVV]dt + 0 G(o, f, ou) dW (1), (1.2)
LAV =0 f (1.3)

which are simultaneously weak in the sense of PDEs and in the sense of probability. The former
notion of weak means that each individual equation (I, (L2) and (C3) is satisfied in the sense
of distributions, and the latter notion of weak means that the underlying probability space and
the Wiener process W are also unknowns of the problem. Furthermore, equation (3] is satisfied
pointwise almost everywhere in its domain meaning that it indeed satisfied strongly in the sense of
PDEs.

For simplicity, we assume that the system (LI)—(L3) is isentropic so that the equation of state is

3
p(o) =a0”, a>0, > 7 (1.4)
Remark 1.1. The result of this work also holds for generalized pressure laws. In particular, the
result holds for any pressure satisfying

1
p € C*(Rxg), p(0) =0, and for all o > 0, 59771 —b<p(o)<ag" ' +b (1.5)

where a > 0 and b are constants. For some physical models covered by the relation (L), we refer
the reader to [, Section 1.1].

Remark 1.2. The result also holds in the lower one and two dimensions under an even stronger
pressure law, i.e., when the adiabatic exponent satisfies v > 1 and ~ > 1 respectively.
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The system (LI)—(L3) under study has various applications including the study of semiconductor
devices, nuclear fluids, stellar dynamics, amongst others. In particular, in the momentum equation
(T2, the force term ¥oVV may represent the extraneous force acting on the fluid due to the electric
field or to self-gravitation. Accordingly, the Poisson equation represents the balance of the related
potentials V' (electric or gravitational). The novelty of the above model is that the momentum
equations incorporates also the possible influence of external forces (be it random or deterministic),
possible noise and errors that the classical purely-deterministic system may fail to capture.

If we set G = 0 in ([2)), then we obtain a deterministic system (I)-(3]) for which existence
of weak solution has been studied by [6] for bounded domains and by [7] on unbounded domains.
The former relies primarily on a fixed-point argument whereas the latter uses the now standard
multi-layer approximation scheme for the construction of weak solutions to compressible systems.
A relevant application of this multi-layer approximation scheme is in the construction of weak
martingale solutions for the stochastic compressible Navier—Stokes system ([LI)-(T2) with V' = 0.
This was independently accomplished by [2] (see also, the manuscript [I]) for periodic boundaries
and by [20] for bounded domain. By building on [, the author of [16] extended the result to the
whole space. Our result will therefore follow the manuscript [I] to construct solutions to (LI)—(L3)
on periodic domains and then follow the approach of [16] to complete the picture for the whole
space. Refer to Section [Tl for more details.

1.1. Plan of paper. In the next section, Section 2] we present some notations, conventions and
definitions that we will use throughout this paper. Since this paper discusses an existence result, we
will in particular define the precise concept of a solution that we are interested in constructing. We
will finally complete the section by stating the main results.

Our proof of existence of solution to (II)—(L3) will rely on the energy method. Since this system
is stochastic, we will present in Section Bl the formal equivalent derivation of the energy inequality
from which regularity of the solution variables are obtained. Unlike deterministic PDEs where such
energy estimates are obtained by formally testing the system with the solution, the stochastic energy
estimate will be obtained from a formal application of an infinitesimal It6’s formula.

The main part of the proof of our first main result will commence in Sectiondl This is a prelimi-
nary approximation layer that uses Cauchy’s collocation method to construct a stochastically strong
solution to a finite-dimensional auxiliary system of (LI)-(L3) containing an additional artificial
pressure term, an artificial viscosity terms and some cut-off of the velocity field in the mass and
momentum balance equations (LI)—(L2). In the deterministic sense, this solution will be strong in
the auxiliary version of the continuity equation (II]) and the Poisson equation (I3]) but weak in the
auxiliary version of the momentum equation (L2). In order words, the former equations are satisfied
pointwise almost everywhere in spacetime whereas the latter is satisfied in the sense of distributions.
The construction of the solution to the fluid part (LI)-(T2) of the system, albeit the extra electric
field term and the data f input in the noise, follow the approach in [I] by simply freezing these
components in time. Given the information about the fluid system and further information on the
data f, we are then able to construct a solution to the Poisson equation (3] by using standard
regularity theorem for the Poisson equation.

The cut-off function of the velocity field mentioned in the previous paragraph is meant to deal
with any anticipated vacuum region or potential blowup due to the noise. This cut-off is coupled
with a stopping time argument to establish the existence of a unique solution to a finite-dimensional
approximation derived from the previous layer. In particular, on each stopping time, we are able
to construct a Faedo—Galerkin approximation with no potential blowup once these cut-offs are acti-
vated. By passing to the limit in this cut-off parameter (which coincide with passing to the limit in
the family of stopping times), we establish the existence of a unique Faedo—Galerkin approximation
on the entire time interval in Section The notion of a solution being constructed in this layer
is inherited from the previous layer with the obvious exemption of any cut-offs which essentially
converge in various norms to the identity operator. Furthermore, this solution is shown to conserve
energy so we obtain an energy equality rather than an inequality.
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We finally transition from a finite-dimensional system as constructed in the previous layers to
an infinitesimal system by passing to the limit in the finite-dimensional projection parameter in
Section[6 The notion of a solution in the sense of PDEs is again inherited from the previous layers.
However, from a strong solution in the sense of probabilities, we only obtain a weak solution in this
infinitesimal approximation layer. Also, energy is dissipated in this layer rather than conserved. As
a result of the solution being weak in the sense of probabilities, one is expected to prescribe an initial
law and the underlying probability space and stochastic driving force becomes unknowns as well.
The steps in the construction of this solution — which will be replicated in subsequent approximation
layers — is a follows.

e We approximate a suitable law prescribed on data defined in a infinitesimal space by a family
of laws — indexed by the discretization parameter — prescribed on the data from the previous
section. This constructed law satisfies the hypothesis of the main result, Theorem [6.2] of this
approximation layer.

e By using the finiteness of the ‘limit’ initial law construction above, we obtain a priori bounds
for any family of solutions — indexed by the discretization parameter — uniformly in this
parameter.

e The laws on these approximate solutions are shown to be tight on the corresponding spaces
in which they live and by using the stochastic compactness method by Jakubowski and
Skorokhod, we obtain ‘limit’ random variables for these solutions as a result of the finiteness
of the ‘limit’ initial law.

e We then show in that these ‘limit’ random variables solves the required system without the
discretization parameter.

The bullet points above gives the general structure of the proof which is the same for the correspond-
ing version of the strictly fluid system studied in [I]. The extra detail which needs to be tackled is the
establishment of compactness for the family of electric fields due to the additional Poisson equation.
As is the case for stochastic fluid systems, this will follow from a tightness argument which requires
a further degree of regularity for these fields besides the regularity obtained due to the conservation
of energy. Fortunately, since the Possion equation is linear, this is quite straightforward and all we
need is information on the data f and the corresponding family of densities. We have the former by
way of assumption and the information on the latter is derived from the tightness argument on the
family of densities as shown in [I].

Section [ deals with the vanishing artificial viscosity limit. The main difference in the concept
of a solution from the previous sections is that the solution to the continuity equation [[1lis now
weak in the sense of PDEs. However, the construction of this solution will mimic the itemized
steps in the previous paragraph. That is, we first construct a suitable law from a family of laws
from the previous layer, show that any solution indexed by the current approximation parameter
satisfies suitable bounds due to energy dissipation from the previous layer, show compactness of
these approximate solutions and finally, identify the limit system. However, an intermediate step
between obtaining the usual uniform estimates from the energy inequality and compactness is the
requirement to improve the regularity of the density sequence. This problem already exists in
the analyses of the deterministic Navier—Stokes(~Poisson) system and the stochastic Navier—Stokes
system and they results from the fact that the continuity equation is only expected to be satisfied
weakly in the sense of distributions after the passage to the limit in this artificial viscous term.
This improvement in regularity of the density sequence will rely on the stochastic adaptation of
the analysis of the effective viscous fluz. At the level of the stochastic Navier—Stokes system for
fluids, [, this aforementioned improved regularity is obtained from the application of It6’s lemma
which results in an equation corresponding to formally ‘testing’ the momentum equation with the
continuity equation. This crucial step is performed differently in our case. Instead of testing with
the continuity equation, we use an equation derived from the combination of the continuity equation
and the Poisson equation with the help of the inverse Laplace operator. This gives a much cleaner
expression and more importantly, allow us to estimate the term containing the electric field.
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The final step in the construction of a solution to (LI)—(L3)) on the torus is the vanishing pressure
limit which is presented in Section The analyses is similar to Section [ but a further loss of
regularity due to the loss of the artificial viscosity means an additional analyses of the oscillation
defect measure in order to obtain an improved regularity of the density sequence. Furthermore,
unlike the preceding layer where the analyses of the effective viscous flux was performed by testing
the momentum equation with a combined equation derived from the two other equations, we are
unable to do that in this present layer due to the fact that a variational power of density—which
no longer solves the continuity equation—is required. As a result, the analyses of both the effective
viscous flux and the oscillation defect measure will have to follow the corresponding arguments in [I]
and thus requiring a new treatment of electric field terms in both case. Fortunately, the conservation
of mass and its boundedness together with the regularity of the electric field obtained from the energy
estimate is enough to resolve this problem.

Section [0 studies a corresponding version of Theorem on the whole space. This is stated in
Theorem This involves approximating the problem on R? by an increasing sequence of peri-
odic problems, establish local-in-space uniform bounds for this family, show tightness of prescribed
laws then proceed to apply Jakubowski-Skorokhod compactness to obtain limit variables which are
identified in the limit. The crucial term to be identified is the pressure and again, requires on
the analyses of the effective viscous fluxr and the oscillation defect measure. By combining the tech-
niques in dealing with these two quantities from the preceding layer with the result for the stochastic
Navier—Stokes system on the whole space studied in [16] and [I7], we are able to show existence on
the whole space.

A property of the solution that we will construct in this paper is that it satisfies a relative energy
inequality. This estimate dates back to work by Dafermos [4] on the connection between the second
law of thermodynamics and the stability property of these processes. This inequality has several
uses amongst which is the study of singular limits of the system (CI)-(3). A formal derivation of
this estimate is therefore presented in Section [IQ for potential future application.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Beside the standard conventions and notations used in the literature, we will also
make use of the following notations.

e For functions F' and G and a variable p, we denote by F' < G and F' <, G, the existence of
a generic constant ¢ > 0 and another such constant ¢(p) > 0 which now depends on p such
that 7 < ¢G and F < ¢(p)G respectively.

e We denote by P(X), the set of probability measures on X.

o My(X) denotes the space of bounded Borel measures on X.

e We use the following notations

Moy =1 llzecesy, - llze = I+ llzeo,m)

for the Lebesgue norm/ Lebesgue integrable functions. Analogous representation holds
for Sobolev functions, Bochner integrable functions, continuous functions and so on. We
emphasis that this notation will only be used when working on the torus. The LP-norm on
any other geometry or set will be shown explicitly.

o [L2]" = LP x ... x L? g-times for any p € [1, o).

2.2. Assumptions on the stochastic force. We start our analysis in the periodic setting, namely
O = T3. Let (Q,y, (9}),520,]?) be a stochastic basis endowed with a right-continuous filtration
(F1)i>0 and let W be an (%, )-cylindrical Wiener process, i.e.,

W(t) =Y Br(t)ex, te[0,T] (2.1)
keN

where (Bi)ren is a family of mutually independent real-valued Brownian motions and (ex)gen are
orthonormal basis of a separable Hilbert space . Since the formal sum (21 is not expected to
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converge in L, we can construct a larger space Ly D il as follows

o = v:chek; ZZ—%<OO (2.2)

k>1 k>1
and endow it with the norm
2 Ci _
HUHuo = 72 v = CkCf.
keN keN

One can now check that (Z1]) converges in Lly. Furthermore, W has P-a.s. C([0,T];Lly) sample paths
and the embedding { < $ly is Hilbert—Schmidt. See [3].

To ensure that the stochastic integral [ 0 G(o, f, ou)dW is a well-defined (.%;)-martingale taking
value in a suitable Hilbert space W~52(T?), I > 0 say, we set m = pu and for (z,0, f,u) €
T3 x R>g x R>g x R3, we assume that there exists some functions (gx)ren such that

gr:T? xRsg xRy x R = R?, g, € C' (T? x Ryg x Ry x R?) (2.3)
for any k£ € N and in addition, gy satisfies the following growth conditions:

gk (@, 0, fm)| < cx (0+ f+[ml), (2.4)
‘V.Qﬂmgk(xaga f’ m))‘ < ¢,

(
d st (2.6)

keN

for some constant (ci)ren € [0,00). Now if we define the map G(o, f,m) : & — LY(T3) by
G(o, fym)er = gi(-, 0(-), £(-), m()), then we can conclude that o G(o, f, m) is uniformly bounded in

Lo (8 W=L2(T3)) provided that, o7, f3-T and o|u|? are integrable in T3. Indeed, if we let ()72 < 00
represent the mean density on the torus, then it follows from Young’s inequality that

/ 2f?dzx < (o) / of2dz < / o' de + / £ da (2.7)
T3 T3 T3 T3

where 2 < % < 6. Also, by using o < 1+ 7, we also gain

/3 0*(0* + m?)dz < (0)3s /3 o Ho* + m|}) dx < /3(1 + 0" + olul?) du. (2.8)
T T T

Finally, by using (2.4)-286) and 27)—(Z8), as well as Sobolev’s embedding, it follows that

||QG(97 f7 m)Hig(M;W;l’z) = Z ||ng(I;Q; f’ m)Hf/V;lvz N/ ZQ ‘gk z, 0, f’ ‘ dx

keN keN

/ch (¢* +m? dév+/ > o’ dex</ (1+ 0" + olu® + 1) dar
T3 T8

keN keN

provided that [ > % Boundedness thus follow if o7, f T and olu|? are integrable in T3,

2.3. Concept of a solution. To continue, let us define the notions of solution that we wish to
construct in this paper.

Definition 2.1. Let A = A(p, m, f) be a Borel probability measure on [L}E]S. We say that
(.7, (F)i=0,P); 0,u, V, W] (2.10)

is a dissipate martingale solution of ([LI)-(L3) with initial law A provided

(1) (2,.%#,(F),P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration;
(2) W is a (%;)-cylindrical Wiener process;
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(3) the density o € Cy,([0,T]; L) P-a.s., it is (% )-progressively measurable and
B| s o0} <oc
te(0,T) z

for all 1 < p < co where 7 = min{2, v},
(4) the velocity field u is an (% )-adapted random distribution and

T P
O xT
forall 1 <p < oo,

the fie e Cy(]0,T7; -a.s., 1t 1s t )-progressively measurable an
5) the field AV € Cy ([0, T]; L)) P it is (.7, ivel bl d
E { sup |AV(t)||Z€} +E { sup |VV(t)||ip2] < o0
te(0,T) * te(0,7) *

for all 1 < p < oo where 7 = m1n{2 v},

the momentum pu € -a.s., 1t 1s + )-progressively measurable an
(6) h Cuw ([O T] L”“) P it i (ﬁ)p g ively bl d

2y
E { sup Hg|u|2(t)uf;1] +E { sup ng(t)uvﬁ] < oo
te(0,T) ® te(0,T) Lyt

forall 1 <p < oo,
(7) there exists .Zy-measurable random variables (9o, ogoug) = (0(0), ou(0)) such that A = Po

(00, 00ug) ™t
(8) for all 1» € C2°([0,T)) and ¢ € C>(T?), the following
T
—/ o [ otodadt = 0(0) [ wode+ [*w [ ou-Vodaar (2.11)
T3 0 T3
hold P-a.s.;

(9) for all v € C°([0,T)) and ¢ € C>°(T?), the following

T T
- / o | ou(t) - ¢pdadt = 1/1(0)/ ooug - ¢dx + / Y [ ou®u:Vedrdt
0 T3 T3 0

T3

T T
- VS/ Y | Vu:Vedzdt — (vP +ys)/ ¢ [ divudiv¢dzdt
0 T3 0 T3 (2.12)

T T
+/ (] p(Q)diV¢d$dt+/ v [ 9oVV - ¢daxdt
0 T3 0 T3
T
+ [ o[ oGesm)- g dsaw
0 T3
hold P-a.s.;

(10) equation (L3 holds P-a.s. for a.e. (¢,z) € (0,T) x T?;
(11) the energy inequality

T T
1
_/ aﬂ/,/ {—g|u|2+P(g):|:19|VV|2} d:z:dt+(VB+uS)/ Y [ |divual?dzdt
0 T3 2 0 T3

T
o [0 [P asar <) [ [1go|uo|2+P<go>iz9|vvo|ﬂ da (2.13)

+—/ 1/1/ 0> |er(x, 0, f m !dxdt+/ 1/1/ ou- G(o, f,m)dzdW;

keN
holds P-a.s. for all ¢p € C2°(]0,T)), ¢ > 0 where

P(o) = fp(W) (2.14)
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(12) and (IJ) holds in the renormalized sense, i.e., for any ¢ € C2°([0,7) x T?) and b € C}(R)
such that b’(z) = 0 for all z > My, we have that

_/T/TS b(g)at(bdxdt:/ b(0(0)) ¢(0) dz
/ /1I3 -Vodadt — / /Tg [(t'(0)0 — blo))divu] ¢ dzdt

2.4. Main result. We now state the first main result of this work.

(2.15)
holds P-a.s.

Theorem 2.2. Let A = A(p,m, f) be a Borel probability measure on [L;}B such that
A{QZO, M<o<M™* f<F, m=0 wheng—()}—l,

holds for some deterministic constants M, f > 0. Also, assume that

/[L;Js

holds for some p > 1 and that

p
dA(e,m, f) 51

/W {|m|2 + P(o )imvvﬂ dz

feLlnLe P-as.
Finally assume that (Z3)—(@206) are satisfied. Then the exists a dissipative martingale solution of
[CI)-@3)) in the sense of Definition [Z1].
3. FORMAL DERIVATION OF THE ENERGY INEQUALITY

Let us first recall the following It6 lemma. See [Il Theorem A.4.1] for the stronger version of this
result.

Theorem 3.1. Let W be an (%, )-cylindrical Wiener process on the stochastic basis (0, 7, (F1)i>0, P).
Let (r,s) be a pair of stochastic processes on (2, .F,(F1)i>0,P) satisfying

dr = [Dr]dt + [Dr] dW, ds = [Ds]dt + [Ds]dW (3.1)
on the cylinder (0,T) x T. Now suppose that the following
reC™®([0,T] xT%), seC>(0,T] x T?) (3.2)
holds P-a.s. and that for all 1 < q < 00
B[ e ] <2 ] o o] 500 33)
Furthermore, assume that [Dr], [Ds], [Dr], [Ds] are progressively measurable and that
[Dr], [Ds] € L9(Q; LU0, T; W,»%)
Dr], [Ds] € L2(5 L2(0, T; La(ks L2) ) B4

and

(Z|Dr ex) ) <Z\Ds ex) );ELQ(QX(O,T)de) (3.5)

kEN keN
holds. Finally, for some X > 0, let Q be (A + 2)-continuously differentiable function such that

E e 1Q7 (M3 xar e, <005 §=0,1,2. (3.6)
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Then

[ e ar= [ seoaars [ [ [s@wion+ 33 s@ o] arar

keN

/ /d [Ds](ex) [Dr](ex) da dt’ (3.7)
keN T

+3 [ [ [s@emrie) + Qupsiien)] arase)

keN

/ Q(r)[Ds]dzdt’ +
Td

In the following argument, we assume that all the unknowns are sufficiently regular and that no
vacuum state exists. Subsequently, we rewrite our system as follows

do + div(eu) dt = 0, (3.8)
du+ [u-Vu+ o 'Vp(o)] dt = [v50 ' Au+ (v7 + %) ' Vdivu
+OVV]dt+ > gilx, o, f. ou) dBy, (3.9)
kEN
LAV =0 f. (3.10)

For s = p and Q(r) = %|u|2, applying It6’s formula, Theorem [B.1] to the functional

Flo)(®) = [ 5ol da (311)
yields
F(p,u)(t) = /1r3 %go|uo|2dx _/0 /T3 [ou-u-Vu+uVp|dzds

t
+// [VSU-AU—I—(VB+VS)U'VdiVU+19Qu-VV]dIdS
T3

(3.12)
/ / —|u*div(ou)dz ds + Z/ / —olgk(x, 0, f, ou)|*dz ds
']1"3
keN
+Z/ / ou - gi(z, 0, f, ou)dz dp.

keN

Now since pu-u-Vu = %Qu - V|ul?, it cancels with the last non-noise term above after integrating
by parts. For the pressure term, we use the following elementary identities

Ve = aye Ve = v
0 v—1

so that the use of the continuity equation yields

¢ ¢
/ / uVpdzrds = —/ / div(pu) @
0 JT3 o Jr3 v

recall (2I4)). Finally, by integrating by parts in the V-term, we can substitute in the following
continuity—-Poisson equation

t
o’ tdads = / 0sP(0) dx ds. (3.13)
1 0 T3

—div(pu)ds = d(p — f) = d(£AV) (3.14)
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which holds because f is independent of time. By collecting the above arguments, we obtain

F(g,u)(t)—i—/ P(g(t))dxiA3ﬁ|VV(t)|2dx=/W%go|uo|2dx+/T3 Ploy) dz

T3
t
:|:/ 19|VV0|2d:1:—/ / [Vs|vu|2+(VB+VS)|divu|2] da ds 3.15)
T 0 J13
¢ 1 t
ken”/0 JT? ken”/0 JT°

Alternative to (3.I4), one can use the combination of integration by parts and the continuity equation

so that
t t t
//QuVdedSZ—//div(gu)dedSZ—// 00,V dzds
o Jrs o Jrs o Jrs

holds. The equation ([I0.I0) is therefore equivalent to

Flo)®)+ [ Plot)des [ 900Gta)de = [ ohwol dot [ Plon)da

T3
t
F / 000, G (t, )| 1=o d / / [v5Vul® + (7 + v%)|divul*] dz ds (3.16)
T3 0 JT3
t 1 t
ken’0 JT ken’0 JT

where G(t, ) is the Green’s function of the Poisson equation. For example, in R?, we can use the
Green’s function

G(s,z) = $c/ o= Nlsy) dy (3.17)

R3 |z -y

where ¢ = ¢(m), which solves the Poisson equation so that

9s(0* — 2f)(s,y) dy:zFasfg/ (9—|2f);=|9,y)
R3 €r —

|z =yl 2
¢ c 1
/ / ﬁguVVd:z:ds::l:/ —199<(g—2f) *y —>(t)d:1:
o Jr2 3 2 ||

c 1
F /TB gV <(Qo —2f) *a m) dz.

It may be useful to treat the pressure differently when one wants to study singular limits. To do so,
we rewrite the continuity equation (B8] as

d(g — ) + div(eu)dt =0 (3.19)

c

00:G(s,x) = $—/
2 Jus

It follows that

dy = $Bsg@((9—2f) o ﬁ)

(3.18)

and also replace the pressure term in ([3.9) by
0 'Vip(e) — p(0)]

where ¢ > 0, so that if we define

as the new pressure potential, we have that

P(9) =0, plo)=0P (o) — P(o).
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Furthermore, by applying Gauss’s theorem to ([3.I9) in order to calculate the flux through T2, then
we able to obtain the mass conservation relation from which we gain

d [ —,_ o
T TSP (0)(¢ —0)dz = 0.

By collecting the above information, we obtain the following versions of the energy inequality

F(g,u)(t)—i—/ H(o(t).D) d:cj:/T319|VV(t)|2dx:/T3%go|uo|2dx+/TSH(go,@) dz

T3
t
:I:/ I|VVo|? dx—/ / [VS|Vu|2—|—(VB+VS)|divu|2] dzds (3.20)
T3 o Jrs
trq t
—I—Z// §Q|gk(x,g,f,gu)|2dxds+2/ / ou - gy(x, 0, f,ou)dr dfy
ken/0 JT? wenJo JT3
and
1
Flow(®) + [ H(e0.2)deF | odiGlta)do= [ SonhuoPdot [ H(en,)ds
T3 T3 T3 T3
t
HF/ QoatG(t,:c)|t:0dx—/ / [V5|Vul]? + (V7 + v9)|divu[?] dz ds (3.21)
T3 0 Jrs
t 1 t
ken”0 JT? wen /o J13
where

H(0,0) = P(¢) — P'(0)(0 — ) — P(0).

4. THE FIRST APPROXIMATION LAYER

Let Hy be a finite dimensional space with an associated L?-orthonormal projection
My : L*(T?) — Hy.
Then for any k € Ny, p € (1,00) and v € W*P(T3), it follows that
M ollwer sy Skp [0lweems),  Oyv—=o in WP(T?) (4.1)
as N — oo, c.f. [I2) Chapter 3]. We now consider the following cut—off

1 ifo<0
x € CYMR), x(f)=1x(v)<0 ifo<ov<1 (4.2)
x(v) =0 ifo>1

and define the following

Xur = X ([lullzy — R), (4.3)
€ 1
gk,s(xv o, f7 Qu) - X<E - 1)X<|u| - g)gk(xv o, .f7 Qu) (44)
From the definition of the cut—off function ([@2)), it follows from (2.3))-(2.0) that
ess sup (|g;€,5| + ’VQ,m gk,a\) < Cke, (4.5)
(z,0,f,m)
Y. st (4.6)

keN
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holds for some constants (ck.e)ren C [0,00). The aim of this section is to now construct a solution
to the following auxiliary problem

do + div(o(xugu)) dt = eAodt, (4.7)
dlly (ou) + Iy [div(o(xuzu) @ u) + quva(g)} dt = Iy [eA(ou) + vSAu
+ (VP +05)Vdivu + 0oVV] dt + > Ty [ollngk.: (o, f, ou)] dBy, (4.8)
+ AV =p—f, - (4.9)
where
ps(0) = p(e) + (e + o") (4.10)

for some ¢ > 0 and I' > max{6,~}.

Definition 4.1. Let (Q,.%, (% )i>0,P) be a stochastic basis where the filtration is complete and
right-continuous. Let W be an (%;)-cylindrical Wiener process and further let (9o, uo, ) be Fo-
measurable random variables belonging to C*™(T3) x Hy x C¥(T?). Then [p,u, V] is a pathwise
solution of [@T)—-(L9) with data (oo, uo, f) if
(1) the density 0 > 0, o € C([0,T]; C#™) P-a.s. and it is (.%;)-adapted;

2) the velocity field u € C([0,7]; HN) P-a.s. and it is (%;)-adapted,;

) the electric field V € C([0,T]; C2*) P-a.s. and it is (%;)-adapted;

) the following (0(0),u(0)) = (0o, up) holds P-a.s;

) equation (£L7) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (O,T) x T3;

) equation ([Z9) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T3;

)

3
4
5
6
7) for all ¢ € C2°([0,T)) and ¢ € Hy, the following

(
(
(
(
(
(

T T
_ / o [ ou(t) - ¢dadt = (0) / oowo - e + / ¥ [ olxupu) @u: Vepdadt
0 T3 T3 0 T3

T T
—VS/ 0 Vu:V¢dxdt—(VB+VS)/ Y [ divudiv ¢ dzdt
0 T3 0 T3
T T T (4'11)
+ / 0 / XupDs div ¢ dzdt + / W agqubd;vdt—i— / VY [ 9oVV - pdadt
0 T3

/ oY [ TIn el c(o. o on)] - dads,

keN
hold P-a.s.
We now state the main result of this section.
Theorem 4.2. Let (0, .7, (F)i>0,P) be a stochastic basis and let oy € C*T¥(T3) for v € (0,1),
uo € Hy, f € CY(T3) be some Fo-measurable random variables such that
00>0>0, lleollgzer <2, Nflley < f P-as, (4.12)
Ellul}, <@ (113)

for some p > 1 and some deterministic constants o, o, f,4 > 0. Then there exists a unique pathwise
solution (o,u,V) of @T)-@I) in the sense of Definition [[-1] such that the estimates

ess sup <|@(t)||cg+v + [19e(®) o + ||Ql(t)||cz) S1, Poas (4.14)

te[0,7)

ess sup <|V(t)|c§+u + ||8tV(t)||C§+u> <1, P-as. (4.15)

te[0,7)

Eesssup [u(t)%, <1+ E[uol%, (4.16)
t€[0,T]

holds for some p > 1.
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The proof of Theorem requires two main ingredients: a stochastically weak solution and
pathwise uniqueness. The precise definition of the former is given below.

Definition 4.3. If A is a Borel probability measure on C?™(T?) x Hy x C*(T?). We say that
I:(Qufg.u (fg.t)tZOJED);Quuu Vu W} (4‘17)

is a martingale solution of [@7)—@I) with initial law A provided

(1) (2,.%#,(F),P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration;

(2) W is a (;)-cylindrical Wiener process;

(3) the density o € C([0,T]; C2*), it is (% )-adapted and o > 0 P-a.s.;

(4) the velocity field u € C([0,T]; Hy) P-a.s. and it is (#;)-adapted;

(5) the electric field V € C([0,T]; C2t¥) P-a.s. and it is (% )-adapted;

(6) there exists .Zo-measurable random variables (oo, uo, f) = (0(0), ou(0), f) such that A =
P o (0o, ug, f)~

(7) we have that o(0) = gg P-a.s. and ([@T) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T?;

(8) equation @) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T?;

(9) for all ¢ € C°(]0,T')) and ¢ € Hy, the following

5
6

T T
— / o ou(t) - ¢pdzdt = w(O)/ ooug - pdx + / ) o(xupu) @ u: Vo daxdt
0 T3 3 0 T3

T

T T
-9 / ¢ [ Vu:Vedzdt — (v8 + %) / ¢ [ divudiv ¢ dzdt
0 T3 0 T3
T T T (4'18)
+ / 0 / XupDs div ¢ dzdt + / Y | eoulgdadt + / Y | 9oVV - pdadt
0 T3 0 T3 0 T3

T
[0 [ nlemve(o.f.ow)] - gdrdsy

keN

hold P-a.s.

The following result is reminiscent of [I, Theorem 4.1.3] and it is establishes the existence of
a stochastically weak solution in the sense of Definition 3] with further uniform bounds on the
observables.

Proposition 4.4. If A is a Borel probability measure on C**V(T3) x Hy x C*(T?), v € (0,1) such
that

Mezo>0, ooz <7 Iflley <T} =1, (4.19)

and
[l ar <w (4.20)

holds for some p > 1 and some deterministic constants g, 0, f,4. Then there exists a martingale
solution of @T)-3) in the sense of Definition [[.3 such that the estimates

ess sup (|Q(t)||cg+u +[|0co(t)|lov + ||g_1(t)||cz) <1, P-as (4.21)

te[0,7)

esssup (IVOll gz + 10V Oz ) $1, P (122)

te[0,T] v v

EﬁSS{(ft;? a7, +EIIaNEs o rary) S 1+ Elluoll, (4.23)
€10,

holds whenever p > 2 and 3 € (0, 3 — %)
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In order to avoid repeating the results in [I Section 4.1.1-4.1.2.3], we only give the main ideas
to solving Proposition 4l Just as was done in the cited book, we construct this weak solution via
an iterative scheme exactly as was done in [Il Section 4.1.1-4.1.2.3]. So we consider the data

o(t) =00, u(t)=wug, t<0 (4.24)
the following invertible linear map
Mol : Hy — Hy (4.25)
satisfying
Mlel(w) =TIx(ou), Mg (Ix[ou]) =u
for any u € Hy in the distributional sense, that is, the following

M[g]<u>-¢dx:/ (ou) - da

T3 T3

M1[g](u) -¢dx=/ u-ds

T3 T3

holds for all ¥ € Hy. See [I0] for further properties of this map but in particular,
—1
1 .
1M el gy g < | it 0@)]

and
M loa] = M7 ool gy ey < llor = g2l (4.26)
holds for any g1, 02 € R~g. Then for integers n € {0, |h~T|}, we examine the following system
8r0 + div(0(Xug(mnyu(nh))) = eAo(t), (4.27)
dHN(Qu) + HN [div(g(t)(XUR(nh)u(nh)) ® u(nh)) + XuR(nh)vPE(Q(t))} dt
=TIIn [eA(o(t)u(nh)) + v° Au(nh) + (V7 + v5)Vdiva(nh)

+0o(t)VV (nh)] dt + Y Ty [o(t)Ingk.c(o(nh), f(nh), (ou)(nh))] b, (4.28)
keN

£ AV = olt) - /(1) (4.29)
for t € [nh, (n + 1)h) where
h) = o(nh—) = li h) =u(nh—):= li .

o(nh) = o(nh—) = lim o(s), u(nh)=u(nh-):= lim u(s)
Since u(nh) € Hy is frozen in time and smooth in space, by Proposition [IT.1l Equation (£27) has
a unique classical solution for any initial data o(nh) and by ([[I.T), this solution is strictly positive
so long as the initial data o(nh) is. This unique solution of (@27, uniquely define a solution V' of
(#29) since f € CY is a given.
Now since the additional terms V and f in (£228) are frozen in time, the analysis in [T} Section 4.1.1]
holds true in our case. In particular, by rewriting (£28) as follows

a(t) = Moo () (nh) = M ol0)] | T V7 (e(s)) ds

o :

nh

i [div (0(5) (X u(nh)) @ u(n) )| ds
! (4.30)
+ M o(t)] /h Iy [eA(g(s)u(nh)) + v Au(nh) + (VP + v¥)Vdivu(nh)

+00(o)TV (b)) ds+ M (o(t)] [ 3 My [o(t)ygec (olnh). Fnh). (ou)(nh))] dsi.

nh pen
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then given that there exist a unique solutions to (L27) and ([@29), we obtain a unique solution for
(@30) having the data [@24]) and indeed any initial data o(nh). We can therefore deduce that (@24
and (@27)—-@2Z9) uniquely generates solutions g, u and V' which are (§;)-progressively measurable
and for any n € Z~q, the following

0>0, 0€C([0,T);C%>™), uecC(0,T);Hy), V eC([0,T]);C*),

holds P-a.s. It goes without saying but since V solves an elliptic equation, there is natural gain of
two spatial derivatives for V' given the regularity of f. Now using the equivalence of norms in the
finite-dimensional space Hy and the fact that oo € C?*T(T?), we deduce from (ZL27) that

dro € C([0,T];CY)

holds P-a.s. Holder continuity in time of u follows the same argument as in [I Section 4.1.2.3].
Finally, having gained Holder regularity for the density and its time derivative and given that
f € C¥(T?), standard regularity theorem for the Poisson equation, see for instant [I1, Chapters 2
and 4], yields (£22)). In order words, given f, V is uniquely determined by the density.

4.1. Compactness. In order to explore compactness, we denote by (op,un, Vs, W), the unique
solution of [@27)-(29) given in the summary above and define the following spaces

Xo=C" ([0, T);CZ™),  xu=C™([0,T]; Hy),
xv =C" ([0,T];C2t),  xw = C([0,T); tlo)

where vy € (0,v) and 5y € (0,3). Here v and 3 are the Holder exponents in Proposition 4 We
now let pep, , fta,, v, and pw be the respective laws of uy, on, Vi, and W on the respective spaces
Xos Xus Xv and xw. Furthermore, we set p; as the joint law of gp,up, Vs, and W on the space

X = Xu X Xog X XV X XW-
Lemma 4.5. The set {uy : h € (0,1)} is tight on x.

Proof. To proof the above lemma, we first note the following:

e From (ALI4)), the set {u,, : h € (0,1)} is tight on x,.
e From (AI0), the set {pu, : h € (0,1)} is tight on yu.
e The set {uw} is tight on xy since its a Radon measure on a Polish space.

For further details, please refer to [I, Proposition 4.1.5.].
For V, we note from ([#22) that since V € W1>°([0, T]; C2T"), it has a Lipschitz continuous repre-
sentation (not relabelled) so in particular, it follows from (22) that

Ve ([0,T);C2) nwh>([0,T]; C21)
P-a.s. It therefore follow from the compact embedding
C”([O, T C§+”) N Wwhee (0, T, C§+”) — C" ([0, T]; C§+”°)
where vy € (0,v) that the set

Ay = {V e ([0, T);C2) nwhe= ([0, T); C2*)

IV Ollegomez s + IV O~ o ziezes) < I}

is relatively compact in yy. Finally, by using Chebyshev’s inequality, we deduce that the measure
of the complement of the set above

1
L, ((AL)C) < EE(HV(t)||C([o,T]c§+V) + HV(t)HWLOO([o,T];C;)) =0
as L — oo. It follows that {py, : h € (0,1)} is tight on xv. O

Now since x is a Polish space, we may use the classical Prokhorovs and Skorokhods theorems to
obtain the following result.
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Lemma 4.6. The exists a subsequence (not relabelled) {up : h € (0,1)}, a complete probability space
(Q, F,P) with x-valued random variables
(ghuﬁhavh7wh) and (§7ﬁ7V7W)7 h e (071)
such that
e the law of (@h,ﬁ;},f/@,Wh) on x 18 pun, h € (0,1),
e the law of (0,0, V,W) on x is a Radon measure,
e the following convergence
On — 0 M Xo, up, — U N Xu,
f/h—>f/ moXv, Wh—>W mooXw
holds P-a.s.

We have therefore constructed stochastic processes (9, u, v, W) which are progressively measur-
able with respect to the following complete right-continuous canonical filtration

Foi=o(aldoifil o), U aliil), te 0.1
kEN
Furthermore, by [, Lemma 2.1.35, Corollary 2.1.36], the stochastic process W = Y keN Br(t)ey is
an (.Z;)-cylindrical Wiener process.

4.2. Identification of the limit. We now show that the limit random variables derived from

Lemma [L.6] satisfies (£1)—(E3).
Lemma 4.7. The equation Q) is satisfied for (p,a) P-a.s. for a.e. (t,x) € (0,T) x T3. In

addition, @&8) is satisfied for (3,0, V, W) for all ¢ € C=([0,T)) and ¢ € Hy P-a.s.

Proof. For the proof of the first part of the above lemma, see [I, Lemma 4.1.7]. For the second part,
we follow the argument of [T, Proposition 4.1.8]. First of all, by using the equality of laws given by
Lemma 6] we get that the estimates

[an(nh) = an(®) 7, < P2 18klls o1y (4.31)
and
Héh(nh) - éh(t)HcngV S hVH§h||Cu([O)T];Cz+V) (432)
holds. In addition,
Hf/h(”h) - Vh(t)Hcg+v S hV||Vthv([o,T];c§+”) (4.33)

The information above is enough to pass to the limit h — 0 in the ‘deterministic’ part of the
corresponding momentum equation E28) defined on the stochastic basis (Q,.7, (% )i>0, P).

For the noise term, we combine ([@3T))-({33) with Proposition @4l and the continuity properties of
the operator IIx and the coefficients gy . to get that for all p € (1, 00), the convergence

1N [0nTIN gk e (0n(nh), f(nh), (Gnun)(nh))] = Ty [olNgk: (0, f, o) (4.34)

holds P-a.s. in LP((0,T) x T?) for any k € N. Furthermore, by using the estimates (2.4)-(2.0)
(which holds on the new probability space because of the equality of laws established by Lemma

[L0) together with Itd’s isometry, (1) and (@I4), we also gain
2

T
fEH/O Iy [0n1INn G (0n(nh), f(nh), (8ntk)(nh))] AW,

<1 (4.35)
L2(T?)

just as in the proof of [I, Proposition 4.1.8]. Consequently, in combination with the strong conver-
gence of W), in Lemma [£.6] we obtain the following convergence

Iy [0nTIn Ge(@n(nh), f(nh), (on0n)(nh))] — Ty [1In Ge (0, f, 00)] (4.36)
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P-a.s. in L?(0,T; Lo(4; L2)) where

€ 1
Guterfoow) = x5~ 1)l - 1) Gle frow)
This finishes the proof. O

Finally, the following lemma identifies the Poisson equation.
Lemma 4.8. The equation [@9) is satisfied for (@,f/,f) P-a.s. for a.e. (t,x) € (0,T) x T3.

Proof. As f € CY is given, by the equality of laws, i.e. Lemmald®, (5, V3) satisfies @2Z9) as well as
the estimates (L.2I)-([.22) on the new probability space. Given that ([L.32)-([.33) holds, we are able
to pass to the limit and we get that (3] is satisfied for (g, V, f) P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T3

where in addition, (g, V, f) satisfies (@21) [@22). O

Combining the results we have established above in Section [£.2] completes the proof of Proposition
A4l In order to solve Theorem 2] we require uniqueness.

4.3. Pathwise uniqueness. The pathwise uniqueness of the martingale solution constructed in
Proposition [f4] is given in the following result.

Proposition 4.9. Consider two martingale solutions
(7, (F)i=0,P);01,u1, Vi, W] and  [(0.F,(F1)i>0,P); 02, u2, Va, W]
of BEXD)-EX) is the sense of Definition[{.3 sharing a data
(00,0, f) € C*T(T?) x Hy x C*(T?) P-a.s.
and with both satisfying ([E21)-@23). Then
(01,u1, Vi) = (02,u2,V2) € C([0,T]; C*™(T?) x Hy x C*(T?)) P-a.s.
Proof. The proof of Proposition follow the ideas of [Il Proposition 4.1.9], i.e., for i = 1,2, we

introduce the stopping times

=t {lle®llczee + 100 Ol + Vi) oz + ity >}

where inf ) = T and set 7, = 7} A72. Note that the collection (7,,)nen is increasing and that 7, — T'

almost surely by virtue of (L21))-(Z23).

We now consider the following difference equations

di(01 — 02) + div(01(xu, n 1) — 02(Xus rU2)) = eA(01 — 02), (4.37)
£ A(VL = V2) = (01 — 02) (4.38)

of two solutions to (A1) and (9) where as in ([@2)-(@3),
Xuir = X([willay — R). (4.39)

By using ([@39)), we recall from [Il (4.43)—(4.44)] that the estimate

sup [Il(m = 02)(t)[|c2+v + [10e(01 — 02) ()l | S sup [[(ur —w2) ()| my
t'€[0,7] t'€[0,7]

1
g 3
([ e = aal )+ e - )@l
0

follow from (£3T). For 0 <, we can therefore infer from (A38)) that estimate

(4.40)

1
sup VIV = Vo))l gzer S sup AL = Vo))l caer S sup [(ur — u)(t)]|
tel0,7] 72 t'€[0,7] t’€[0,7]

1
g 3
([ o= allanieyat) + e - ) Ol
0
(4.41)
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holds true. Also, by using [£28)—({.26]) and the continuity equation (1), we rewrite the momentum
equation (L)) as

du + Moy [uatg} dt + M1 [Q]HNdiv(g(XuRu) ® u) dt + M1 [Q]HNXURVpg(g) dt

= M oln [A(ou) + 5 Au+ (v + v°)Vdivu] dt + 9VV dt

keN

It follows that (u; — ug) satisfies

d(u; - 112) = (M o2] = M o1]) Iy [w10s01]dt + M~ oo] Iy [U20;02 — w1y 01]dt
- M oIy [le(Ql Xuy pU1) @ U1) + Xu, Rvpa(gl)} dt

+ Mo, HN[ iv (02 (Xuz, p 12) @ W2) + Xus x VD5 (92)} de
+ (M o1] = M~ o2]) Iy [eA(o1ur) + viAu; + (VP + VS)Vdivul] dt
+ M7 oo]lly [eA(01u1 — gouz) + ¥ A(wy — ug) + (V7 + %) Vdiv(uy — uy)] dt

+OV(Vy = V) dt + Z Iy [gr.e(o1, f, 01u1) — 8k (02, f, 02u2)] dBy.
keN

(4.43)

By applying It6’s product rule to (£43]), we obtain

d/ —|U1 — UQ| dz = / (Mfl[QQ] - Mil[gl])HN [ulatgl] . (U1 — 112) dadt
‘]1‘3
/ M oo]ly [u28;00 — wi19p01] - (uy — o) dzdt
M o]y [div(gl(xul,aul) ®@uy) + Xul,Rvpar(Ql)} (w1 —up)dzdt
'JI‘S

Mooy [div(gz(Xu2,Ru2) ®uy) + Xuz,RVPaF(Qz)} (ug —up)dzdt
'JI‘S

+/ (M ot] = Moo )TIn [eA(o1ur) + v Auy + (VP + 7)) Vdiva | (ug — up) dwdt (4.44)
T3 :
Mooy [eA(o1ur — g2uz) + 5 A(u; — uy)
T3

+ (IJB +9)Vdiv(a —wp)] - (wy —we)dzdt +9 [ V(Vi —Va) - (ug — us) da dt
T3

2
fro1u1) — gr.c(02, f, 02u2)] ’ dx dt

+Z/ HN gks(@lva@lul) gks(@%f,gzuzﬂ (a1 —ug)dz dpy.

keN

Now just as in [T, (4.40)—(4.42)], by using the definition of the stopping time 7, [@26]), (Z3)—(@.4]),
as well as the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality to tackle the noise term, it follows from (@.44])
that for any x > 0, the estimate

E sup [(wr —w)(t' AT)|F, <KE sup (o1 — 02)(t')[[Ze
t'€[0,T t'€[0,T) v
(4.45)

TNATn
+ Cn,nE/O (lar = ualZ, + llor = 02l72 + IV (Vi = V2)l|72)dt + E|(wr — u2)(0)7,
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holds true. For 7 =T A 7,,, we can combine ([{L40)—41) with [@45H) and we get

1
B (||<u1 )t Ay + (1 — 02) () + 3 IV — V2)(t/)||2c2+v>
t'e[0,T * *

1=0
Thr, i ) , (4.46)
SB[ (= sl + o — eallSeee + 1904 = Va) B )
0
+E (o1 = 02)(0)]| gz+v +E[[(u1 — u2)(0)[[3, -
Gronwall’s lemma, the fact that ui|;=0 = uz2|i=0 = wp and p1]t=0 = 02|t=0 = 00 finishes the
proof. O

4.4. Conclusion. Pathwise uniqueness as shown in Section 3] and martingale solution given by
Proposition 4] combines to give the existence of a pathwise solution Theorem This relies on
Gyongy—Krylov characterization of convergence given in [I3, Theorem 2.10.3]. In order to show that
the hypothesis of the Gyongy-Krylov result are satisfied, we refer the reader to the short proof of
[1l Theorem 4.1.12].

Remark 4.10. As in [I, Corollary 4.1.13], we can relax the assumption on the data (goug, f) in
Theorem 2] In particular, this can be replaced by any Zj-measurable random variables (gouy, f)
satisfying

00>0>0, 00€C, feCl wu€Hy
P-a.s.

4.5. Energy equality. We now show that the solution constructed in Theorem [£.2] in the sense of
Definition [A.1] satisfies an energy equality. This is given the following result.

Proposition 4.11. Let (o,u, V) be a pathwise solution of [@T)-3) in the sense of Definition[].1]
Then the energy equality

T T
—/ R Fg|u|2+P§(g)iz9|VV|2] dxdt+u5/ Y [ |Vu?dzdz
0 T3 2 0 T3

T T
+ (VP —i—uS)/ 1/1/3 |divu|2dxdt—|—£/ w/g o|Vul? dz dz
0 T 0 T

. : (4.47)
e [Co [ @IV asar =) [ |Jalul+ PFe [ o992 ao
0 T3 T3 T3
17 2 r
by [0 oY Mygcteo fom)fddet [0 [ oulyGe(o. fom) dodw;
0 T oN 0 T3
holds P-a.s. for all ¢ € C(]0,T)).
In order to show (£47), we mimic the formal argument of Section [ i.e., we consider
do + div(o(xugpu)) dt = eAodt, (4.48)
dllyu + Iy [Eg_lAg ‘U + Yupu - Vu+ g_lquVpg(g)} dt =1y [ag_lA(gu) + 1907 Au
+ (VP + %) ' Vdivu + 9VV] dt + > TIngec(z, 0, f, 0u) dBy, (4.49)
keN
LAV =0 f. (4.50)

and apply Ito’s lemma, Theorem [3I] to the functional

Flo)(®) = [ 5ol da
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and we obtain

1
[ setmoPar= [ Joolar [ [ uPacs o va

+uXuRVp§]dxds+/ / [gu.A(Qu)+VSu.Au
0 T3

4.51)
+ (% +v%)u - Vdiva + dou - VV] dzds — / / —[u*[div(oxuu) — eAo] dz ds
3 2
+Z/ / 5 0INgr.e (2, 0, f, 0u)| dIdSJrZ/ / ou-Ilngyc(x, 0, f, ou)dw dBy.
keN keN
P-a.s. However, note that

/ cu-Agu)de = —/ eVu: V(gu)dx = —/ eVu: Vo udz —/ eVu: oVudz

B TS B e (4.52)

1
= —/ elul*’Apdx — / co|Vul* dz.

2 T3 T3

Also,
1
—/ ou- Xupu-Vudzr = / ~|u)?div(oxugu) dz. (4.53)
T3 ) T3 2 )

If we combine the computations above with BI7)-BI8), equation (5] therefore reduces to

1 1 !
/ [—g|u|2 + 19|VV|2] dz = / [—g|u|2 + 19|VV0|2} dz — / / go|Vul* dz ds
T3 2 T3 2 0 T3

t t
+ / / pgdiv(XuRu) dzds + / / [usu -Au+ (VP +v9)u- Vdivu| dz ds (4.54)
T3 T3
+Z/ / 50INgr.e (2, 0, f, 0u)| dIdSJrZ/ / ou-Ilngpc(z, 0, f, ou)dw dBy.
keN T2 2 keN

P-a.s. Now if we multiply (@48) by P} (o), then we get the following renormalized continuity
equation

[ #Fewnas= [ ans [ [ [P 20 (P @)

— [P5 (o) o — Pg(g)]div(XuRu)} dz ds.
Recall that by Definition [41] ([@48) is satisfied pointwise almost everywhere. The proof is done once
we use the identities

(4.55)

ps(0) = P5 (0)'0 — P5 (0)
and

[ ePieracde == [ ePHo19oP ar
T3 T3
together with the divergence theorem in ([A.55) and substitute the resulting equation into (£54).

5. THE SECOND APPROXIMATION LAYER

We now wish to construct a class of solution to the following system

do + div(pu) dt = eApdt, (5.1)
Ay (ou) + Iy [div(eu @ u) + Vp§ (0)] dt = Iy [eA(ou) + v°Au+ (v + v7)Vdivu
+0oVV]dt+ > Ty [ollvgke (o, f, ou)] dBs, (5.2)
keN

+ AV =p—f, (5.3)
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which conserves energy by passing to the limit R — oo in ([@1)-{S). We now give the precise
definition of this solution.

Definition 5.1. Let (Q,.%, (% )i>0,P) be a stochastic basis where the filtration is complete and
right-continuous. Let W be an (%#;)-cylindrical Wiener process and further let (oo, uo, f) be Fo-
measurable random variables belonging to C*™(T3) x Hy x C¥(T?). Then [p,u, V] is a pathwise

solution of (BI)-(E3) with data (oo, uo, f) if
(1) the density o > 0, o € C([0,T]; C2™), 80 € C([0,T]; C¥) P-a.s. and it is (.F;)-progressively
measurable;
(2) the velocity field u € C([0,7T]; Hy) P-a.s. and it is (%;)-progressively measurable;
(3) the electric field V € C([0,T]; C2+¥) P-a.s. and it is (%)-progressively measurable;
(4) the following (0(0),u(0)) = (0o, up) holds P-a.s;
(5) equation (G) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T?;
(6) equation (53] holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T?;
(7) for all ¢ € C°([0,T')) and ¢ € Hy, the following

T T
- / oY | ou(t) - pdxdt = w(O)/ ooug - ¢dz + / Y [ ou®u:Vedrdt
0 T3 T3 0 T3

T T
- VS/ ¢ [ Vu:Vedadt — (V2 +u5)/ ¢ [ divudiv¢dzdt
0 T3 0 T3

T T
+ / (0 / py div ¢ dzdt + / ) / coulA ¢ dzdt
0 T3 0 T3

T T
[0 [ 0evvegass [0S [ nlovee s ow] - gdsas,

keN

hold P-a.s;
(8) the energy equality

T T
—/ 8,51/1/ Fg|u|2+P§(g)j:19|VV|2} dxdt+u5/ 1/1/ |Vul|? dz dx
0 T3 2 0 T3

T T
+(uB+uS)/ 0 |divu|2dxdt+5/ w/ o|Vul* dz dz
0 T3 0 T3
+a/ 1/1/3(P£)”(g)|Vg|2d:1:dt:1/)(0) / {590|u0|2+P§(90):|:19|VV0|2 dx
0 T T

1 T T
by [ o[ oY Mgt o fom) doder [0 [ ou yGelo. fom) dodw
0 T 0 T

keN
holds P-a.s. for all ¢ € C°([0,T)).

We now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.2. Let (2,7, (F1)i>0,P) be a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration
(Zt)i>0. Let W be an (F)-cylindrical Wiener process and let oo € C2TV for v € (0,1), ug € Hy,
f € C¥ be some P-a.s. Fy-measurable random variables such that

0>0020>0 (5.6)

holds for some deterministic constants ¢ and 0. Finally, assume that the following moment estimate

1 p
E[/ [590|u0|2+P§(go)j:19|VVo|2] d:v] <1 (5.7)
T

holds for some p € (1,00). Then there exists a unique pathwise solution (o, u,V) of @I)-E3) in
the sense of Definition [51l
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To proof Theorem 5.2, we first require uniform estimates in R since we intend to pass to the limit
R — oo in ()-E3) in order to gain (BI)-(E3). As it turns out, besides uniform-in-R estimates,
these bounds are also independent of N. To see this, we follow the proof of [I, Proposition 4.2.3] and
consider the unique pathwise solution (g, u, V') of [@Z)—(Z9) in the sense of Definition {1l By using
(@) and @H)-E0) combined with the continuous embedding L < LL', we obtain the following
bound

2
S [ ellivgcte o fomf dr < lolor 3 lgec(e o fom)ls Spser ez (5)
ken”T? kEN

uniformly in N and R. Similarly, for r = £, we gain by using (@), 5] (E0), the embedding
LY — L7 as well as Young’s inequality

2
’ /3911 . HNgk:,S(xa 0, f7 m)dx
T

2
< }Mn@r||¢au||Lg||gk,a<x, o, fom)1=

(5.9)
2 2
x St Vel lveulze[* S et o (el + [lelal]7, )-
It therefore follow from (B.9) and the Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy inequality that the estimate
¢ P
E| sup / / ou-IIyG.(o, f,m)dxdW }
telo, 711 Jo JT3
T 2 g
SE / > / ou-Iygk (0, f, m)dz dt] (5.10)
0 ken!“T°

T ) 5
Sker E l/ (||Q||%g + HQ|11|2||L1> dt]
O xT

is true for any p € (1,00). Finally, it follows from Korn’s inequality, [I, Theorem A.1.8] and
Proposition 47 combined with (B8], (5I0) and Gronwall’s lemma that the estimate

P T
—i—E‘/ / (|Vu|2—i-(€Q|Vu|2
o Jrs

p 1 P
<1 +E[/ [590|uo|2 + P; (o) 119|VV0|2} dx]
'JI‘3

E

1
sup / |:—Q|ll|2 + P (o) + 19|VV|2} dz
telo,7)J T3 2

(5.11)
+e(P5)"(0)IVel?) dzdt

holds uniformly in R and N for every p € (1,00). Uniform boundedness thus follow from (G.7]).

The completion of the proof of Theorem [(.2lwill now rely on a stopping time argument. Denote the
unique pathwise solution from Theorem 2 by (¢or,ur, Vr) and assume that it has data (oo, uo, f)
satisfying the assumptions in Theorem Define the increasing family (7r)r>o of (%#;)-stopping
times by

TR = tEl[%FT] {H“R(t)HHN = R}

where we set inf() = 7. By uniqueness, as given by Theorem B2l 75, < 7z if Ry < R and
also, (0r,, URy, VR,) = (0R,uRr, Vr) solves (@I)-E3) on (0,7r) in the sense of Definition 511 In
particular, note that the energy equality remains unchanged from Proposition [£47] at least on

(0, TR).
Now since (og,ug, V) satisfies an energy estimate uniformly in R, the proof is done once

]P’<supTR = T) =1 (5.12)
R

is shown. The proof of (5.12)) is exactly the same as was shown in the proof of [Il Proposition 4.2.3].



22 DONATELLA DONATELLI, PIERANGELO MARCATI, AND PRINCE ROMEO MENSAH

6. THE THIRD APPROXIMATION LAYER

In this section, we establish a class of solution to the following system

do + div(ou) dt = eApdt, (6.1)
d(ou) + [div(ou ® u) + Vpj (0)] dt = [eA(ou) + v° Au
+ (V% + v%)Vdivu + ﬁQVV} dt + Z 08k.e(0, f, ou) dBy, (6.2)
keN
AV =0 f, (6.3)

which dissipates energy by passing to the limit N — oo in (5.2]). The precise notion of a solution is
as follows.

Definition 6.1. If A is a Borel probability measure on C2t* x L1 x C¥. We say that
I:(Qufg.u (fg.t)tZOJED);Quuu Vu W} (64‘)

is a dissipative martingale solution of ([GI)—([E3) with initial law A provided

(1) (2,.%#,(F),P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration;

(2) W is a (%;)-cylindrical Wiener process;

(3) the density o € Cy,([0,T]; C21"), it is (F)-adapted and o > 0 P-a.s.;

(4) the velocity field u € L?(0,T; W}?) P-a.s. is an (.%;)-adapted random distribution;
(5)

given f € C¥, there exists .Fp-measurable random variables (go,up) such that A = Po

(00, 000, )%

(6) we have that o(0) = go P-a.s. and (G.1]) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (¢,z) € (0,T) x T3;
(7) equation ([E3) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x T?;
(8) for all » € C°(]0,T")) and ¢ € C2°, the following

T T
- / oY | ou(t) - ¢pdxdt = w(O)/ ooug - ¢dx + / Y [ ou®u:Vedrdt
0 T3 T3 0

T3

T T
- VS/ Y | Vu:Vedzdt — (V8 +u5)/ ¢ [ divadiv ¢ dzdt
0 T3 0 T3

T T (6.5)
+/ w/ pgdiv¢dxdt+/ w/ coul¢ dzdt
0 T3 0 T3
T T
w [ o[ 009vepasrs [ 03 [ osicle .o pdsds,
0 T 0 pen/T
hold P-a.s;
(9) the energy inequality
T 1 T
—/ R [—Q|u|2+P§(g)j:19|VV|2] dxdt+u5/ Y [ |VuPdzdz
0 5 [ 2 0 T3
T T
+(1/B+VS)/ Y |divu|2d:vdt+a/ w/ o|Vul* dz dx
0 T3 0 T3 (6 6)

T 1
+€/ 1/1/T (P5)"(0)|Vo|* dzdt < 1/)(0)/T [ggoluOlz’JrPaF(Qo)iﬁlv%lz] da
0 3 3

1 T T
ty [0 [ eX lecmosmPazdes [ v [ ouGulo fom) deaw
0 T3 0 T3

keN

holds P-a.s. for all ¢ € C2°([0,T)), ¥ > 0.

The main theorem of this section is the following.
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Theorem 6.2. Let A be a Borel probability measure on C27V x L. x C¥ such that
A{MSQSM_la f§7}=17 (6.7)

holds for deterministic constants M, f > 0. Also assume that

|m|2 2 !
—+P5( ) £ I|VV]*| da
c2+” LlxCv T3

ol + 171 ) Ad(em ) S 1

(6.8)

holds for some p > 1 . Then there exists a dissipative martingale solution of ([G)—([E3) in the sense
of Definition [G. 1.

We now devote the rest of this section to the proof of Theorem

6.1. Construction of law. Given f € C¥, consider the (Fo)-measurable random variables (oo, mg)
ranging in C27" x L so that the triplet (9o, mo, f) has the law A as prescribed in the assumption
of Theorem Since g9 > 0, it follows that ugy := % € L2 P-a.s. Furthermore, by setting
ug, v = IIyug, it follows that (o, uo, N, f) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem and for Ay =
P o (0o, uo,n, f)~ ",

1 p
Lo ([t s
CyT"XLZIXC T? (6.9)
ol + 1715, ) dhx (e ) S
holds uniformly in N. Furthermore, we can use the bound in ([I]) to obtain
1 p
/ (\ [ |5elul® + PE@ 2 019V da| + el + 112, ) dhn(on, )
C2TVx L2 xCY s |2 z ¢
1 p
—5(| [ [gohu + PF@ £ o19VE] as| + g + 171, ) —
T : ’ (6.10)

1 p
(| [ [aol + @) £ 0w ol + ol + 1712,
T ’

/m|? r 2 8
2+ LI xCv

6.2. Uniform estimates. Now denote by [on, un, V], the pathwise solution constructed in The-
orem [5.2 with data (o, ug n, f). Since ([@3) holds uniformly in N (and clearly of R), the argument
that the estimate (BI1)) held uniformly in R and N remains valid for [on, un, Vy]. It follows that

ol + 1712 ) dAe.m, ).

p p p
+E +E +El|Vuyl|7;

E\ sup [lonlunl?],. sup._JlonS; sup [ VVvl2
te[0,T] - te[0,7) te[0,7)

1"+1

+Elont Vonlls +Eloy’ Vo[ +Ellun]Zy,.. +E

S HQNUNH (6.11)

+EHQN11N®UNH4F“ o+ Elonun|3h +Elovunll7s  +Elldiv(enun)I7
2 T3 LyL3 t, LiW,

4z

5515711117,50,1\7 1

holds uniformly in N for some ¢ > 2 and any p € (1,00) where

1
EoN = §Qo|uo,N|2 + P5 (00) £9|VVp|?



24 DONATELLA DONATELLI, PIERANGELO MARCATI, AND PRINCE ROMEO MENSAH

is uniformly bounded in N in LP(Q2; L'(T?)) by (63). Furthermore, by using the maximal regularity
property of the inhomogeneous continuity equation (6], see [I, Theorem A.2.2] or [14], it follows
from (GI) that the inequality

3 llewlix + lowll ozt +10ex s S Idivevam) e +laolx (612
€10, ’ )

holds P-a.s. for some | € R, and 1 < 7,7, < oo (or for 7, = 1 with r, = oo0) where X :=
[(Whre, Wf*l’”]l_rfl ., 18 the interpolation space, see [21] for definition. So by combining this
t
maximal regularity with (GII)) and the assumption that the initial density is highly regular, we get
in particular that the estimate
E”QN”ingz,q + E”atQNHing Se.dlp.on 1 (6.13)
holds uniformly in N for some g > 2.

6.3. Compactness. To derive compactness, we first define the following spaces
Xoo = Cy, Xug = Li, Xu = (L2(0,T;WI1’2),’U}), xv = Cy ([O,T], ngzyr) )

xw = C(0.T] ), xou = Cu((0.T) LET) 1 C([0, 7] W, 4),
Xo = Cuw ([0, T]; L) N (L9(0, T; W29), w) N (WH2(0,T; L2), w) N LP(0,T; W, P)
for some p > 2, ¢ > 1 and k € N. We now let ju, v, foor Huns Hons Hlyonuns Hvy and

be the respective laws of ug N, 00, un, on, lInonun, Vi and W on the respective spaces Xu,,
Xoos Xus Xo» Xous Xv and xw. Furthermore, we set uxn as their joint law on the space x =

Xug X Xgo X Xu X Xo X Xou X XV X XW-
Lemma 6.3. The set {un : N € N} is tight on x.

Proof. First of all, as shown in [T, Corollary 4.3.9], the following holds true.

The law p1,, is tight on x,, since its a Radon measure on a Polish space.

The set {fiuy  : IV € N} is tight on xuy,.

The set {i,y : N € N} is tight on x,.

The set {puy : N € N} is tight on xy.

The set {uw } is tight on yw since its a Radon measure on a Polish space.

We now recall again that [on, un, V] satisfied (B3] from which we concluded that it satisfied the

estimates (EI0)-(GI3). So in particular, gy € L*(0,T; L)) and VVy € L>(0,T;L?) in moments
2

e
and as such, oy VVy € L>(0,T; L7 ™). Since the embedding

2y
L>®(0,T; L) — L7(0,T; W, "?)
is continuous for all r € (1,00) and for all [ > % but % € (0,1), indeed, the aforementioned
embedding holds for all ;1 > 1. It follows that
YonVVy is bounded in L (Q; L™(0,T; W, -2))

for all p,r,l € (1,00). It follows from [I, Proposition 4.3.8] applied to (62)) that

e The set {umyonun : IV € N} is tight on x,u-
The proof of Lemma is done once we show that

e The set {uy, : N € N} is tight on yy.

To see this, we first note that since the given function f(x) is continuous in T3, it is p-Lebesgue
integrable for any p € [1,00). And since the moment estimates of oy in L{°LL are uniformly
bounded in N, recall the second summand in (6I1), we can deduce from the Poisson equation (6.3))
that any moment estimate of Viy in L¥*W2! are uniformly bounded in N. Additionally, Viy can
inherit the following regularity of the density sequence

EH@NIICOI e S (6.14)

2, ==
Ay, T+1
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uniformly in N, see [I, Page 138], through (G3]) and the fact that f(z) is Lebesque integrable for
any finite integrability exponent. Indeed, the spatial regularity in (GI4]) can be improved for Vi
but this does not take anything away from the analysis. Tightness of py, will therefore follow from
the following compact embedding

L0, T3 W2 (T#)) 01 GO ([0, T); W15 (T%)) < €y ([0, T); W2 (T?)) (6.15)
established in [T9, Corollary B.2.]. O
We now use the Jakubowski-Skorokhod representation theorem to obtain the following result

Lem~ma 6.4. The exists a subsequence (not relabelled) {un : N € N}, a complete probability space
(Q, . F,P) with x-valued random variables

(60,5, o, N, 0N, N, TN, Viy, Wy) N €N
and
(80, 0o, 3,10, 10, V, W)
such that
e the law of (éo,N,ﬁoﬁN,§N,1:1N,~ﬁ1N,f/N,WN) on x is pn, N € N,

e the law of (0o, 0o, 0,0, M,V , W) on x is a Radon measure,
e the following convergence (with each — interpreted with respect to the corresponding topology)

éO,N — éo mn Xoos l~107N — flo mn Xug s
ON = 0 i X, uy —ua  m Xu,
VN =V in xv, my —m N Xm,

WN — W m XWwW
holds P-a.s.

6.4. Identifying the limit system. Since our constructed velocity field u lives in a function space
endowed with a weak topology, it follows that it is a random distribution in the sense of [Il, Definition
2.2.1] rather than the classical notion of a stochastic process as one would usually expects. Loosely
speaking, whereas a stochastic process is defined pointwise for all times, our velocity field can only
be interpreted in the PDE sense of distributions.

We also have that u is adapted to its complete right-continuous history (o¢[Q1]);>0, see comments
on [I, Page 37]. It follows from [Il Lemma 2.2.18] that there exist a classical stochastic process
U (not relabelled) that coincides with our constructed velocity almost always in Q x (0,77, it is
o [a]-progressively measurable and

e L?(0,T;Wh?) Poas.
Subsequently, we can build the following complete right-continuous filtration
o (alowl.fand vl oelivad ). € 0.7
kEN

which is non-anticipative with respect to Wy. This ensures a well-defined stochastic integral, see
[, Remark 2.3.7], and by Lemma[6.4 and [I, Lemma 2.9.3], allows the passage to the limit N — oo
to obtain the following filtration

P a(at[@l,ot[al,otm, U otv?k]), te0.1]

keN

which is non-anticipative with respect to W.
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Lemma 6.5. The following results
m = gm,
my =y (onan),
Vonuy = voa in L*((0,T) x T%),
onuy @uy —gu@u in L'((0,T)x T?)
holds Pa.s.
The proof of the above lemma is shown in [I, Lemma 4.3.11 and Corollary 4.3.12]. Furthermore,

due to the high enough regularity enjoyed by [g, t1], refer to the convergence results in Lemma [G.4]
we obtain the following result.

Lemma 6.6. The random distributions [p, 0] satisfies [GI) a.e. in (0,T) x T3 P-a.s.

Again, the high regularity enjoyed by [, V] and the fact that the Poisson equation is linear results
in the following.

Lemma 6.7. The random distributions [, V] satisfies ©3) a.e. in (0,T) x T? P-a.s.

Also, by relying on [I, Theorem 2.9.1] and Lemma [64] we gain analogously to [I, Proposition
4.3.14], the following result.

Lemma 6.8. The random distributions [9,0, V] satisfies [©3) for all ¢ € C([0,T)) and ¢ €
C>(T3) P-a.s.

Note that since f is a given, the proof of [I, Proposition 4.3.14] which emphasis convergence in
the stochastic forcing term can be carried over, almost verbatim, to the proof of LemmalG.8 Finally,
we are able to identify the energy with the help of the convergence results established in Lemma [6.4]
Again, note that these random variables are still regular enough to pass to the limit in the energy
inequality for the sequence variables and that the noise term can be treated in the same vain as [I]
Proposition 4.3.15].

Lemma 6.9. The random distributions (3,1, V] satisfies ©B) for all ¢ € C=([0,T)), ¢ > 0 P-a.s.

7. THE FOURTH APPROXIMATION LAYER

We devote this section to the establishment of a class of solution to the following system

do + div(pu) dt = 0, (7.1)
d(eu) + [div(ou ® u) + Vpj (0)] dt = [ Au
+ (V2 +v5)Vdivu +9oVV] dt + Y ogile, f, o) By, (7.2)
keN
LAV =0 f, (7.3)

which dissipates energy by passing to the limit ¢ — 0 in ([GI)—(62). The precise definition of this
solution is as follows.

Definition 7.1. Let A be a Borel probability measure on [LH °. We say that
[(Qu yu (fg.t)t207 P)7 o, 4, Vu W} (74‘)

is a dissipative martingale solution of (LI)—(C3) with initial law A provided

(1) (2,.%#,(F),P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration;

(2) W is a (%;)-cylindrical Wiener process;

(3) the density o € Cy,([0,T]; L}) is a random distribution, it is (.#;)-adapted and ¢ > 0 P-a.s.;

(4) the velocity field u € L?(0,T; W)?) P-a.s. is an (.%;)-adapted random distribution;

(5) given f € LS°, there exists Zp-measurable random variables (g, mg) such that A = Po
(00, 0o, f)™
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(6) for all p € C°([0,T)) and ¢ € C>°(T?), the following
T T
[ o [ etwodatt =u00) [ aodos [0 [ ou-vodsar (7.5)
0 T3 T3 0 T3

P-a.s.;
(7) equation ([G3) holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,x) € (0,T) x T3;
(8) for all 1» € C2°([0,T)) and ¢ € C>°(T3), the following

T T
— / oY | ou(t) - ¢pdxdt = w(O)/ ooug - ¢dx + / Y [ ou®u:Vedrdt
0 T3 T3 0 T3
T T T
-0 / ¢ [ Vu:Vededt — (V8 +15) / ¢ [ divudiv ¢pdzdt + / 0 / ps div ¢pdadt (7.6)
0 T3 0 T3 0 T3

+/OT¢/T3199VV.¢dxdt+/OT¢Z/TSng(g,f,Qu).¢dxd5k

keN

hold P-a.s;
(9) equation (ZI)) holds in the renormalized sense, i.e., for any ¢ € C°([0,T) x T?) and b €
C}(R) such that b/(z) = 0 for all z > M, we have that

_/OT /T b(g)atgbdxdt:/ (0(0)) ¢(O)dx+/0T/TS [b(o)u] - Vo dadt

b
T3

_/0 /11*3 [(b/(g)g—b(g))divu} Gdxdt

holds P-a.s.;
(10) the energy inequality

T T
1
—/ at;/;/ {—g|u|2+P6F(g):|:19|VV|2] dxdt+us/ Y [ |Vu*dzde

0 T3 2 0 T3

T
1
+(uB+y5)/ 0 |divu|2dxdt§1/)(0)/ [590|u0|2+P§(90)i19|vw|2 dz  (7.8)

0 T3 T3

r T
+%/0 w/mQz‘g’f(%@fvm)FdwdH/o ¢/T3QU-G(Q7f7m)dxdW;

keN
holds P-a.s. for all ¢ € C2°([0,T)), ¥ > 0.

The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 7.2. Let I' > 6 and A be a Borel probability measure on [Lgﬂg such that

A{M <o<Ml<oo, f< T} =1, (7.9)
holds for deterministic constants M, f > 0. Also assume that
m|? r 2 :
T + PY (o) £ 9|VV|?| dz| dA(o,m, f) <1 (7.10)
Lapl Jre L 20

holds for some p > 1 . Then the exists a dissipative martingale solution of (TI)—(Z3]) in the sense
of Definition[71].

7.1. Construction of law. We now construct the law A as described in Theorem through an
approximation of laws A, constructed from the previous section in Theorem In order words,
given A, satisfying ([€70)-(6.8) , we obtain (C9)-(ZI0) uniformly in .

Now since [LL]? is a Polish space, by [ Corollary 2.6.4], there exists a stochastic basis (Q, 7, (% )i>0, P)
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containing .Zp-measurable random variables (09, mg) so that given f € LS°, the triplet (o9, myg, f)
has values in [L1] as well as having A as their law. It follows in particular that

f<r

holds P-a.s. for a deterministic constant f > 0. Also, one can find random variables 00 € C2TV for
some v € (0,1) such that

M S 00,e S M_17
hold P-a.s. for a deterministic constant M > 0 and that
00, — 0o in Lp“(Q;Lg) Vpo € [1, pT]. (7.11)

If we also set Voo = Vo = :l:A,ﬂT31(Qo — f), then we have that

Po
E{/ 19|VV075|2dx} <1 (7.12)
T3

uniformly in 6 for all py € [1, p] and that
VVoe — VVy in LP(Q;L2) forall pg € [1,2p]. (7.13)

Furthermore, as in [I, Page 154], one can find a C2-valued random variable h., such that for
mg . = h.\/00,., we have

|m075|2 Po ol
00,

uniformly in € and with the help of (1)),

mg. —mg in LP(QL;) Vpo € [1,p], (7.14)
mg ¢ my . 2
—— - — in LP(Q L) Vpo € [1,2p]. 7.15
NN ( ) Vpo € [1,2p] (7.15)

We now set A, =P o (9o, Mg, )=t where f < f holds P-a.s. for a deterministic constant f > 0
and from (ZII) and (TI4), it follows that A. — A in the sense of measures in [L1]3. Note that
f €Lt forall pe[l,o0].

7.2. Uniform estimates. From Section [1] it follows from Theorem that for any € € (0,1),
there exists a dissipative martingale solution

[(Qv jv (jt)tZ()v]P)); Q¢ Ug, ‘/Ea W}

of (6I)-(@3) with law A. in the sense of Definition The justification of the choice of a single
stochastic basis and a single Wiener process for these solutions is standard, see for instant, [I7]
Remark 5.3.1] or [I, Remark 4.0.4].

Since the solution satisfies the energy estimate (G.Gl), by approximating the characteristic function
Xo,s) for any s € (0, T, by a sequence of test functions ¢ € C£°([0,7)), it follows that

1 S
/ {595|u5|2+P§(95):|:19|VV5|2] (s)dx—l—ys/ |Vu, |? dz dz
T3 0 T3
+ (V8 —|—VS)/ |divu5|2dxdt+5/ / 0| Vu.|? dz dz
o Jrs o Jrs

; 7.16)
1 (
ve [ 5y eomerasdrs [ o+ o) 019V ds

0 JT- T

1 s 2 S
+§/ / QEZ‘gk,E(x7QE7f7mE)‘ dxdt+/ / QEHE'GE(QaafamE)dxdW
0 JT3 o JT13

keN
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holds P-a.s. for a.e. s € (0,7]. Similar to (B.8)-(EI0), we can use ([ZI)-(2G), the fact that the
cut-off function (2 is uniformly bounded by one to obtain the bound

/0 /OT el dt]p (7.17)

and together with the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality, also the bound

p
l sup / / ocu. - G Qg,f,mg)dl'dW :|
te[0,7) T3

p
2
swEL/(mma+uwwwmga}
0 x

uniformly in e for any p € (1, 00). By taking moments in (ZI6), it therefore follow from Gronwall’s
lemma that the exact same estimate (BIT) still holds true except that additionally, it now holds
uniformly in ¢ for any p € (1,00). So as in ([6I1), we gain from (ZI0), the following crucial estimates

sup
s€[0,T]

/ Qa‘gka J: Q87f7m5 ‘ dz dt

] SMF E

keN

(7.18)

P p P p
E| sup |lo-lu-f?|[,,| +E| sup [lo-lzr| +E| sup [VVel[Zz| +E| sup [[AVZ|Lr
+€[0,T] ® €[0,T] te[0,T] te[0,T] (7.19)
2
+EH\/EVQEHLZ% +E”u€HL2W12 +E s[up HqusH 55,F7P750,a 1

which holds uniformly in € where
1
Eo,e 1= 590|110|2 + P; (00) £ 9|V Vp|?

is e-uniformly bounded in LP(£2; LL), c.f. Section[Tl In addition, by Hélder inequality and Young’s
inequality, we have that

T 3
(/’mﬂm mdQ <SW>MAH</|mA%w)
t€[0,T] 0

/ 7.20
r T 5 ( )
S| s tedae| + ([ iz ar)
t€[0,T] 0
where 1 <T” < &. Therefore, it follows from (ZI3) that
EHQE“E” 55 SJF;DS[)E 1 (7.21)
2T

z'

holds uniformly in e for all p € (1,00) where 3 < Fﬁ}:ﬁ < 6. At this point, we note that the only
information we have on the pressure is given by the second summand in (ZI9). However, unlike the
previous sections where this regularity and the fact that the continuity equations were satisfied in
the strong PDE sense combined to enable us perform our analysis, this aforementioned summand is
not enough at this stage. Indeed, any family of pressures enjoying this regularity may only converge
to a measure which is not useful in identifying the limit pressure term. We therefore improve the

pressure (or density) regularity in the following.

7.3. Improved pressure estimate. Let Aq};(ga — f) be a solution of the Poisson equation (6.3)).
Notice that since f is independent of time, we can combine the continuity equation (6I]) and Poisson
equation and then obtain the following

+dAV. =d(p: — f) = [eApe — div(g-u.)] dt.
So by applying the operator VA%;} to the resulting combined equation, we obtain
+dVV; = [eVp. — VAL div(g-u.)]dt. (7.22)
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Also, as the momemtum equation (G.2)) is only satisfied weakly in the sense of (6.5, a suitable

approximation of the characteristic function x|y 4 for any s € (0,77, by a sequence of test functions
1 € C(]0,T)) results in the following

/3 o-u:(t) - pdx = / 00,eU0,c - pdz +/ / ou: @ u. : Vo dadt
T T3

-5 / Vu. : Ve dzdt — (V8 +1° / / div u,. div ¢ dzdt
'JI‘3

/ / s (0 dlvqbd:cdt—i—/ / 0. u: A dzxdt
T3 T3

[ [ e pasars [ 5 [ ot foms) - pasds,
0 JT

P-a.s. Notice that (7.23]) can easily be rewritten in differential form. By applying the generalized
It6 formula [I, Theorem A.4.1] to (722) and (T23)), we obtain the following

(7.23)

0 ken

| [ e aviast = [ ot Ve [ o TVoeds
0o JT T

T3

—/ / gsu5®uE:V2Vdedt—|—(uB+ys)/ / divu. AV, dzdt
0 T3 0 T3

+ v Vu. : V2V, dzdt — eV(pou,) : VAV, dadt (7.24)
0o Jr13 0o Jr13

— / 19@;._-|VV8|2 dzdt — / / 0:U. [EVQE — VA%ldiv(ggua)} dzdt
']1"3

>

Without loss of generality (as we intend to take norms anyways), the equation (7.24) was deduced

for the + sign in (T.22]).
Now if we denote the left-hand side of (Z.24) as Iy, then from (ZI0) and ([6.3), we have that

/3 Q¢ 8k, a(@aufa Qaua) VV. dxdﬁk =L +...+ .
keN’T

IO:/ [p(g€)+6(g€+g£)]gdxdt—/ / ps(0c) fduwdt = I} + I
0 T3 0 T3

where from (Z9) and (19,

p

< —
NJ,’Y,SQ,E,f E

p

E|I3P S50 E S0 1 (7.25)

sup || oe|lzr I fllzz sup [oz||zr
te[0,T7] t€[0,T]

holds uniformly in €.
Notice that by using the Poisson equation and the continuity of the operator V2A1T21, we have that

IV2Vellie % VAL AVell 2 S 1AV 2. (7.26)

To estimate I, we use the continuous embedding W' — L2 which holds for T' > 3, (T.26) and
([CI9) so that

p

+E

P
E|LP SE[llecus ()]s [VVe®)llLe|” SE S locuc|| *er
€10, Ly

sup [JAV:|Lr
te[0,T]

(7.27)

Sorp.o. 1
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holds uniformly in € since 5 S 1‘2—£2 <2and I" > 6. An analogous estimate holds for 5. Again, since

for I' > 6, we have that 3 < r <2 where £ =1— 2 — L it follows from (Z26) and (ZIJ) that

P
i < B| [ ool el 192V,
0
P
SrE[ sup [locllon/[ Vo7, sup |AVE||zz
t€[0,7) “* te[0,1) (7.28)
p 2Tp p
SrE| sup [leellpr| +E[Vue|fz® +E| sup [AVE[lr
te[0,7] v o te[0,7] v
So.rpEo. 1
uniformly in €. We obtain from Holder inequality and I' > 2 that the estimate
S p p
ElL[P SE / (IVueliz + IAVE)1Z:) dt| SE[Vu|?; +E| sup [[AV|[r (7.29)
0 e t€[0,T] ’ :

Skrb.E0T L

holds uniformly in € as a result of (ZI9). A similar estimate holds for Is. We now note that since
€ (0,1),

EV( sus) < \/g(\/gvé)s P ue + stus)-
And since 2 < 75 < 3, it therefore follow from (Z26) and (ZI9) that

p

E|ls|” $e*E

S
/ (IVEVerti uclzs I9Velzs + ol 90z 192V, )
0 x

(7.30)

P
SeEllVeVe | +eiE +e5E|Vuel|; +e5E

P
sup [|AVZ|[}r
te[0,T] v

sup |[|oc|7r
te[0,T] *

b

S6.T.p.Eo .. €2

holds uniformly in ¢ (note that e < 1). For I7, we use the continuous embedding WT — L,

([26) and [ZI9) to obtain

s P p p
B S5 [ ol vty o < 8| sup lodfy| +efE| s [AVLIE,
0 - te[0,7] - te[0,7] - (7.31)
Se.rpgo. 1
uniformly in €. The estimate for Ig is as follows:
E|f? S Elloulizz Vel iz, + louclls |” S EleVool +Elo-uc|?,
’ (7.32)

2 2
SE[[VeVee s + E”QEUEH;LFﬁfﬁ Sk b0 f L

4z

which holds uniformly in ¢ for all p > 1 because of (C19) and (Z2I). To estimate Iy we first note
2

[ ecgcton foocu) - TVeds < enligrelte (loclE + 9V (7.33)
T

and so similar to the argument in (C.I7)—(7I8) we can invoke the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequal-
ity and use (Z3)—([28), and the fact that the cut-off function ([£2) is uniformly bounded by one to
obtain from ([I9), the following estimate

P
2

2
Bnr<g [ 3 [ eegclon froe) - 9V dal at
? keN T ) (7.34)
z |z
Skr E| sup ||Qa||%2 +E| sup ||v‘/;5||il;’ Sk,f‘,é,'y,gos,?l
te[0,7) te[0,T] * e
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uniformly in € for all p > 2. The fact that p > 2 follow from the fact that | - [P/2 is convex only if
p/2 > 1.
By collecting the various estimates above, we have shown that

t
//[Qap(Qa)+5(9§+Q£+1)]dxdt
0 T3

holds uniformly in ¢ for all p > 2 and in particular, for I' > 6, the estimate

t p
]E‘/O /Tg 9£+1dxdt‘ SpT 5,80 F L (7.36)

holds uniformly in e for all p > 2.

p

E (7.35)

Sksrgo. T L

7.4. Compactness. In order to establish compactness, we first need some preparation. We denote
the energy by

6. = goulucl? + PE(o.) + 9|VV.J? (7.37)
and let the weakly-* measurable mapping
ve 0 [0,T] x T® — B(R?Y)
defined by

Va,t,m(') = 6[9&1“&1vu5795u57f1vvi](tvz) ()

be the canonical Young measure associated to [oc, uc, Vue, o-uc, f, VVz]. See the discussion in [IJ,
Section 2.8, Section 4.4.3.1] [15, Section 2.8] on how this allows us to interpret v. as a random
variable taking values in the non-Polish space (L>((0,T) x (T%)); B(R?"),w*) endowed with the
weak-* topology which is determined by

T
Loo((O, T) % TB,(B(RQO)) — R7 vV — /0 /ES 1/}(t, :17) /]RZO gb(é') de,t,m(é) dzdt

for all ¢ € L*((0,T) x T3), for all ¢ € C,(R*®). We now define the following spaces

Xoo =Ly,  Xm, = L., Xom = L2, xu= (L*(0,T; W, 2),w), xv=0Cy ([0,T;W2T),

xw =C([0,T;40),  Xou = Cw([O,T];L%) n (0, T); Wy h2),
Xe = Cu (10, T L) N (Li3h w)  xe = (L% Mo(T?), "), xo = (L3 ((0,T) x T B(R™)), w”)

for I' > 6 and k > % We now let fig, ., pmg., 1 m0.c 5 floey Pues Hooues Veshiee, Hue and pw be
4/ €0,e

mo,

the respective laws of g ., mg , =, 0c, Uc, OcUc, Ve, &, ve and W on the respective spaces X, ,

\V Qo
Xmo» X 0.5 Xo» Xus Xeus XV XE: X and yw. Furthermore, we set p. as their joint law on the space
20

X = Xeo X Xmg XX;‘T% X Xo X Xu X Xou X XV X X& X Xv X XW-
Now since the following spaces are Polish, it follows from Prokhorovs theorem theorem that:

The set {10, : € € (0,1)} is tight on x,,.
The set {fim,. : € € (0,1)} is tight on xm,-

The set mo. 1) p is tigh mg |
e se {u 0.: :€€ (0, )}15 1gtonx7\/g_%

4/ €0,e

The set {uw} is tight on yw.

Additionally, in analogy with the corresponding result in Lemma [6.3] we have that
The set {u,. 1€ € (0,1)} is tight on x,.

The set {pu, 1€ € (0,1)} is tight on xu.

The set {pp.u. € € (0,1)} is tight on x,u.

The set {uy, : € € (0,1)} is tight on v .

Also, analogous to [I Proposition 4.4.6, Proposition 4.4.7],



MARTINGALE SOLUTIONS OF THE STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES-POISSON SYSTEM 33

o The set {ug. : ¢ € (0,1)} is tight on xe¢.
o The set {u,, : £ € (0,1)} is tight on x,.
The following lemma thus hold.

Lemma 7.3. The set {u. : ¢ € (0,1)} is tight on x.
We can now apply the Jakubowski-Skorokhod theorem [I5] and we obtain the following result.

Lemma 7.4. The exists a subsequence (not relabelled) {p. : € € (0,1)}, a complete probability space
(Q, F,P) with x-valued random variables

(00,0, Mo ¢, Bo e, Oc, We, M1e, Vo, Ec, 0, We) - € € (0,1)
and
(8o, g, Rg, g, 0, 1, V, &, 0, W)
such that
e the law of (fo,e, Mo.c, Do, Pe, Ue, My, %,EE,DE,WS) on x coincide with p., € € (0,1),

o the law of (g0, 1y, Ny, g, 1,1, V,E, 7, W) on x is a Radon measure,
e the following convergence (with each — interpreted with respect to the corresponding topology)

éO,s - éO in Xoo» rhO,s —my n Xmg
foe =My in xme. 88 in X
. -0 m  Xu, m. —m i Xm,
V.oV oin v, Ee— & in xe,
Ve U N X, V~V8 W in XW

holds If"-a.s.;
e consider any Carathéodory function C = C(t,x,0,u,U,m, f, V) with

(t,z,0,u,Um, f, V) € [0,T] x T> x R x R* x R¥3 x R® x R x R,
and where the following estimate
ICl S 1+ o™ +[al™ + U™ + Jm|™ + [f]™ + [V]"

holds uniformly in (t,z) for somer; >0,i=1,...,6. Then as e — 0, it follows that

C(@:, e, Vi, M., f,VV.) = C(3,1, Vi, m, f, VV)
holds in L"((0,T) x T3) for all
I'+1 2 2 2

N—N———-=5 N\ —
71 9 T4(F+1) T

1<r<

P-a.s.
As a consequence of Lemma [(.4] we obtain the following result.

Corollary 7.5. The following holds P-a.s.

IhO,E ~ ~ ~
—, Mg = QcUg,
\V/ 00,e (7.38)

Ee = E(0,0c, Vo), Ve =05 5. va. pon. . f.VV]

sup / E dx
tel0, 7] J T3
’S&F,P,éo,s 1

holds uniformly in € just as in ([L19).

:_6075 = éa (0)7 rhO,a = éEﬁE(O)u flO,E =

and that
p

=E

p

E

1~ N ~ ~
sup / (595|u5|2—|—P§(95):|:19|VV5|2) dx
tel0, 7] J T3

(7.39)
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Furthermore, a consequence of the last item of Lemma [T.4] is the following.

Corollary 7.6. There exists p (), |V17|2, oVV and ogr(o, 1, ou) such that

ps (8:) = p5(0) (7.40)
[VV]? — |[VV |2 (7.41)
5.VV. = oV (7.42)

(7.43)

éagk(éa‘a f7 éé‘ﬁ-&) - égk(éa f7 éﬁ)
P-a.s. in L"((0,T) x T3) for some r > 1.

7.5. Identifying the limit system. Just as was done in Section [6.4] we can now construct and
endow the probability space with the following pair of filtrations

jf = U(ot[éa],ot[ﬁa],ot[ﬁ-], U Ut[Bg)k]), te[0,T]
keN

and

Fri=o(ald ol o), Y alil). e 0.7]

keN

on the family of sequences (0o, Mo, No.c, Oc, Ve, Mg, V.,&., 0., W.) and the limit random variables
(60, Mg, Ny, 0,0, m, V,E, v, W) respectively. The following can be found in [ Lemma 4.4.11].

Lemma 7.7. The random distributions [0, 0] satisfies (L3) for all ) € C°([0,T)) and ¢ € C°°(T3)
P-a.s.

Similar to Lemma [.7] we obtain the following result.
Lemma 7.8. The random variables (3, V] satisfies [T3) a.e. in (0,T) x T? P-a.s.

By using Corollary [[.6] we obtain the following result which is analogous to [I, Proposition
4.4.12.].

Lemma 7.9. The following convergence
g @0, —gu®a in LY0,T; LY(T?)) (7.44)

holds P-a.s. and the random distributions [0, u, ‘7, W] satisfies
T T
- / o ou(t) - ¢pdadt = 1/)(0)/ OoUg - ¢ dx +/ 1/1/ ou®u: Vodrdt
0 T3 T3 0 T3

T T
— uS/ Y [ Va:Vedrdt — (VP + I/S)/ ¥ [ divadiv ¢ dzdt
0 T+ 0 T+ (7.45)

T T _
+/ ¢ [ P (3) div¢dxdt+/ O [ 96VV - pdadt
0 T3 0 T3

T
[0y [ T i,

keN
for all ¢ € C2°([0,T)) and ¢ € C(T?) P-a.s.

Lemma does not completely identify the momemtum equation since the nonlinear pressure,
the term containing the electric field and the noise term are only expressed in terms of arbitrary
limits which we do not know to be exactly of the form (Z2Z). We shall require strong convergence
of the density in order to establish that these arbitrary ‘product limit’ terms actually coincide with
their corresponding form in (72]). The following lemma will help us in this direction.
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Lemma 7.10. The following convergence

lim// s (0:) — (VP + 2v%)div @, ggd:vd:c—// p5(0) — (VP +2v9)diva] gdr dz
T3 T3

e—0

holds P-a.s. for a.e. s € (0,T).
Proof. First of all, as a result of the equality of laws established by Lemmal[74] it follows from (24

that
/ / L (5.) AV drdt = / 5o (t) - YV, dar — / ofio.. - V.. da
0 T3 T3 T3

—/ / @Eﬁs®ﬁszv2f/5dxdt+us/ / Vi, : V2V, dadt
0 T3 0 T3

+ (VP + VS)/ /11-3 div . AV, dzdt + / /11‘3 éEﬁEVA,EsldiV(ésﬁs) daxdt (7.46)

//19@5|VV|2dxdt—/
0 ken

B 5/ / V2V dxdt — E/ / 0:0: Vo, dxdt =: Jy + ... + Jio.
T3 T3

holds P-a.s. Notice that the noise term in now driven by several Brownian motions ﬁk,a foreach k € N
which is a result of the existence of W, as given by Lemma[7.4l Also notice that the commutativity
of the differential operators d,, and d,, mean that after integrating by parts twice,

Jy =15 / / ) div a. AV, dadt (7.47)
0 T

/3 0c 8r.e(Oc, f, 0:10) - VVz dzd By o
T

provided that t. and V. are regular enough to allow this many integration by parts. Since (Z.24]) and
thus ([C46) was derived through the application of It6’s lemma after a preliminary regularization
step, (A7) holds true indeed. Now similar to (Z46), we use use the generalized Itd’s formula to
obtain from Lemma [0

/ / Pk (0) AV dadt = / gﬁ(t)-vf/dx—/ oty - VVo dx
T3 T3 T3
—/ / @ﬁ@ﬁ:vszdxdt—i—us/ v : V2V dzdt

T3 0 T3

s ) p (7.48)
+ WP +05) / / diva AV dzdt + / / GUVAL div(pa) dzdt
T3 T3

—/ gﬁgVV VV dzdt — / ogk(o, f,on) - VVdzdBy =: K1+ ...+ Ks.
o JT

0 ken
We now show that Ig, I;g — 0 P-a.s. as ¢ — 0. This is because since 2 < % < 3 (recall that
T > 6), it follows from Holder inequality that P-a.s., the estimate

Jo :/ / (63 Vit + VEVEVE. - 6] : V2V dadt < a/ 121219122 |2Vl o,
0 T x

+VE [ IVl g, 192V gt S o eIV 9V e, (749
0
+\/EH\/gvéa”Lng||V1~18HL§L§HV2V}HL§°L5

x

2r
holds uniformly in €. Now since the embedding L°LL — LZL7~? is continuous, it follows from the

estimates ([C.19), (7.26) and Lemma [74] that
JoSVe—=0 (7.50)
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P-a.s. as e — 0. Again, since 2 < FQ—EQ < 3, it follows from Lemma [T.4] that

S
Jig < \/g/ ||§a||Lg||ﬁa||LF2—f2 [VeVaelrz dt < Velltell Lo ool Vel 22 1VEVoel 22
0 :
<Ve—=0

P-a.s. as € — 0.
Now notice that since the given function f € L! for all p € [1, 0], it follows from Lemma [[4] and

(C40) that

(7.51)

lim/ / [p5(8:) — (VP +20%)div ﬁE]AVE dz dz
T3

e—0

// p5(8) — (WP +20%)diva] AV da dw
o (7.52)

e—0

// Pk (o (VB +2v )divﬁ]@d:z:daj
T3
cpt

Also notice that since I' > 3, it follows from Lemma [T4] and the compact embedding WT — C,
that

= lim/ / [p5(8:) — (VP + 205)div i.] 6. dz d
T3

VV. = VV in C([0,T] x T?) (7.53)

P-a.s. It follows from [I, Lemma 2.6.6], (Z43) and (Z53) that

lim/
e—=0 Jo
P-a.s. and from Lemma [Z4 and (Z53) that
lim { / b:0.(t) - VVodz — / do,e00, - Vo, dx]
e—0 T3 T3
= [/ @ﬁ(t)-vf/dx—/ §0ﬁ0-VV0dx}
T3 T3
Also, (T42) and ([T53) yields
hm/ / 0. |VV.|? dzdt = / / ﬁQVV VV dzdt (7.56)
T3 T3
P-a.s. By combining (Z46)- (Z48) with (Z50) (752) and (Z54) - (7.50) it follows that

lim/ / 5 (6:) — (V7 + 2v9)div ] 4. de dw
T3

/Qagka(gaafugsua) Ve dxdﬁka] / /ng o, f.0)- VVdadB,  (7.54)
T3 0

keN keN

(7.55)

e—0

// VP + 2v%)divi]sdz do
T3

= lim / / [6-0. VAL div(g-0.) — 6.0 ® 6. : V2V.] dwdt
'JI‘S

e—=0 [y

(7.57)

+ / / [aVAL/div(gn) - ga @t : VY] dedt..
0 JT3

P-a.s. We now want to show that the right-hand side of (Z57) is zero. Since the periodic inverse
Laplacian commutes with spatial derivatives and

V2V = V2AL (0 - f),
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in coordinates form, the first integral term of the right-hand side of (57 is
/os [ (600, A5 0., (6) ~ 0200, A0, (6 — )] dad
= /0 S /T L [5:05, Apd O, (0cii)) — 5:0105, Apd O, 0] dadlt (7.58)
T /0 S /Tr , 0 ULT1 0y, 00, A f dwdt =: I + I

P-a.s. The same result holds for the second integral term of the right-hand side of (Z57), i.e., an
obvious comparison of the form

/ / 0 [000, A5 0, (80) = 01 0y, Apd 0, (6 — f)] dadt = T + I (7.59)
0 JT3

hold P-a.s. Since f € LP(T?) for all p € [1,00], it follows from the compactness result for velocity
established in Lemma [T4] (C44]) and the Div—Curl lemma [9, Theorem 10.27] (see also [I, Lemma
A.1.11] for the periodic case) that

. = e
ili%fl +I5=L+1 (7.60)

P-a.s. provided that we choose I' > 5. By using this convergence, the right-hand of equation (Z57)
is zero and the proof is done. O

Now since ¢ € L¥°LL P-a.s. with I' > 2 and @ € L2w}h? P-a.s., we may use the renormalized
theory of DiPerna-Lions [5] to get that (g, 1) satisfies (.I]) in the renormalized sense. Since the map
o — olog o is strictly convex, it follows that

oc — 0, in LjL} (7.61)
and hence,

AV. - AV, in L'L! (7.62)

P-a.s. for any r € [1,00). Furthermore, as in [I} 4.177], we can use the Lipschitz continuity of gy

and (CGI) to that
| e fai) - ddr— [ omafow) sdo aein 0.7) (7.63)
holds P-a.s. for any ¢ € C°°(T?) from which we infer that
o8k(0, f.00) = 6gk(0, f,00) a.e. in Q x (0,T) x T?. (7.64)
We can therefore conclude with the following lemma

Lemma 7.11. The random distributions [3,0,V, W] which has been shown to satisfy (T45) in
Lemma [T.9 further satisfy (L2) for all » € C2°([0,T)) and ¢ € C(T?) P-a.s.

To complete the proof of Theorem [7.2] we identify the limit energy inequality.
Lemma 7.12. The random distributions [g, 1, V] satisfies ([TR) for ally € C2([0,T)), 1 > 0 P-a.s.

Since we have strong convergence of the density sequence (Z.G1]), the only issue is the identification
of the noise term (last term) in (T8)). Since f € L$° is given, the argument follow exactly as in [I
Proposition 4.4.13.].
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8. THE FIFTH APPROXIMATION LAYER

Under the assumptions of Theorem [Z.2] we establish the existence of a solution in the sense of
Definition 2] to the following system

do + div(ou) dt = 0, (8.1)
d(ou) + [div(ou ® u) + Vp(o)] dt = [v°Au
+ (VP +v5)Vdivu + 0oVV] dt + > ogi(o, f, ou) B, (8.2)
keN
AV =0 f, (8.3)

by passing to the limit 6 — 0 in (ZI)-(T2).

8.1. Construction of law. Before we start the main arguments, we first construct a law A satisfying
the assumptions of Theorem This will be done from the approximation laws As satisfying
Theorem such that A; = A in the sense of measures on [L1]?. To see this, let A is Borel
probability measure on [L1]3. Since [L1]? is a Polish space, by [I, Corollary 2.6.4], there exists a
stochastic basis (Q, .7, (%;)i>0,P) containing some [L!]3-valued .#p-measurable random variables
(00, mg, f) having the law A. First of all, since these random variables have law A,

F<r
holds P-a.s. for a deterministic constant f > 0. It follows from this boundedness and the fact that
T3 is of finite measure that f € L” for all r € [1,00]. Now set gg.s = 0o for all § > 0 so that
0<M<pgos<M'

holds P-a.s. for a d-uniform deterministic constant M > 0. Since gg is bounded, it follows that
P-a.s. gos € LY and in particular for v < T, we have that

0o,s 00 in L} P-as.

If we also set Vo5 = Vo = :I:A%;(go — f), then we have that

Po
E[/)mvwmﬁdﬁ <1 (8.4)
T3
uniformly in ¢ for all py € [1,p] and that
VVos — VVy in LP(Q;L2) forall pg € [1,2p]. (8.5)
Now set
25 f o9 >0
gy =4 OV e e (8.6)
0 if o=0
so that
1 | 2 Po
E{/ —Eﬁﬂqm} <1 (8.7)
T3 2 00,5

uniformly in ¢ for all pg € [1,p]. Now if we represent the smooth version (after mollification say,)
0,6

/00,8

by ss so that

[mo’é —35} —0 in LP(Q;L2)
00,5

for all pg € [1,2p], then for my s = s5./00.5, we have that

1 2 Po
E[/ —Eﬁﬂqu} <1 (8.8)
T

s 2 00,6
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uniformly in § for all py € [1,p]. In addition (recall again that o s = 00),

mgs —mg in LP°(Q; L) forall pg € [1,p], (8.9)
mo, s - mo

v/ 00,6 v 00

By using the inequality (a +b)" <, a” + b", we obtain the estimate

1 |m0 6|2 I 2 e
E B 0 + P (go 5) :|:19|VV0 5| dx Spo 1 (8.11)
0,5

in LPo(Q;L2) forall po € [1,2p]. (8.10)

uniformly in § by collecting the suitable information above. Now if we set Ay = Po (go5, mg s, f) 1,
then we observe that Ay satisfies the corresponding assumptions of Theorem [Z.2] uniformly in ¢ and
in addition, A5 = A in the sense of measures on [L1]3.

8.2. Uniform estimates. Given that the data (9o s, mo s, f) just constructed above satisfies the as-
sumptions of Theorem[7.2] there exists a dissipative martingale solution [(2, .7, (%#1)i>0, P); 05, us, Vs, W]
of (TI)-(3) in the sense of Definition [[Il with As as its law. As usual, without loss of generality,
we consider a single stochastic basis and a single Wiener process for each § > 0. Since the solu-
tion satisfies the energy estimate ([Z8), by approximating the characteristic function xjo 4 for any

€ (0,T], by a sequence of test functions ¢ € C2°([0,T)), it follows that

1 S
/[§g5|u5|2+P§(g5):|:z9|v%|2}(5)d:v+l/s/ / |Vus|* do da
T3 T3

s 1 2
+ 0740 [ v dear< { 001 4 Pr(os) £ 0IVVesl2 dz  (s.19)
0 JT3 T3 [ 2 00,8
/ / Q&Z\gksx Q&f,ma\ dde—/ / osus - G (05, f, ms) dz dW;
keN
holds P-a.s. for a.e. s € (0,T]. Given that
1|m
£o.s :_2| °Z| + PF(00.s) £ 9|VVo s (8.13)

)

is 6-uniformly bounded in LP(£); L1), just as in Section [[.2] we obtain the following estimates

p p p p
E| sup |loslus®||,.| +E| sup llosll},| +E| sup dlleslie| +E| sup [[VVs]7
elo,T o t€[0,7] * t€[0,7 t€[0,7] *
» T (8.14)
+E| sup [AVsII],| +Elus|? 10 +E| sup [losus| L | Srpeas 1
t€[0,T] tel0,T Lyt

which holds uniformly in §. Furthermore, it follows from the continuity equation (TIl) and (Z9)
that

los@®)llzy = lloosllzy < M~ (8.15)

for any t € [0,T].

8.3. Improved pressure estimate. Now since (g5, us) satisfies the renormalized continuity equa-
tion

o—/ /T (05 (9t¢d:cdt+/ b(05(0)) 6(0) d
/ /TS (05)us] qudxdt—/ /TS (05)05 — blos))divus] ¢ da dt

(8.16)
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P-a.s. or any ¢ € C°([0,7) x T?) and b € C}(R) such that b/'(z) = 0 for all z > My, it follows that
for b(0s) = of where 0 < © < %, we have that

—/ dx—/ / 95 Oy da dt
T3
/ / 96 u5 -Vodedt — (© —1) / / 0s lell5 gbdxdt
T3 T3

holds P-a.s. for any ¢ € C°([0,T) x T?). Now for ¢ = AL'dive) where ¢ € C([0,T) x T?), we
obtain

/ VAL 05 (0)¥(0) dz + / / VAL 05 0y dzdt = / VAL div[of us|t do dt
0 JT3

(8.17)

‘ (8.18)
+ (6 - 1)/ VAL [09divus] ¢ dzdt
o Jr3

P-a.s. Also, as the momemtum equation (2]) is only satisfied weakly in the sense of (Z.0)), a suitable
approximation of the characteristic function xjo 4 for any s € (0,77, by a sequence of test functions
P € CP([0,T)) yields

/ osus(t) - pdr = / 0s,0u0,5 - @ dw +/ / osus ® ug : Ve dadt
T3 T3 0 T3
-9 / Vu; : Vo dadt — (VP + %) / / div ug div ¢ dodt

0 T3 0 T3

) ; (8.19)
+/ / pg(g(s)divqbdxdt—i-/ Vs VVs - pdadt
T3 T3

/O keN

P-a.s. Since both [BI8) and (BIJ) are in their distributional form, after a long and tedious regu-
larization procedure (which we do not show), we obtain from 16’s lemma,

/ /% pg(g(;) 95@ dzdt = /3 osus(t) - VA%; g? dz — / 00,6U0,5 VA%; 95@(0) dz
o Jr T T3
_ / / osUs @ Uy : V2A11‘3 o5 dxdt + (1/ +° / / div ug 95 daxdt
o Jrs T3
+ I/S/ / Vug : VQA,P gf;) dxdt — / / YosVV VA,P gf;) daxdt (8.20)
0 T3 T3
+ / / 0sus VAL div[o§us| dzdt + (© — 1) / / 0sus VAL [0f divus]| dadt
T3 T3

/0 keN

Now since the embedding W™ < L° is continuous for r > 3, it follows from ([I5) and the fact
that 0 < © < 1,

/ 05 8k, (05, [, 05us) - ¢ dxdBy
'JI‘S

/ 05 8h,e (05, [+ 05us) - VAL 0F dadBy, =: I + ... + Iy

6 _e 1
sup ||VA11-3 05 )HLgo S HQ&&”L% < M~®, P-as. where ¢ = o) (8.21)

uniform in §. By using ([821]), we can replicate the estimates in (Z3)) so that we obtain from (820,

t p
E’/ / p5 (05) 0f dadt
0 T3

uniformly in 6 for all p > 2. We remind the reader of (I0), i.e.,
ps (0s) 05 = [p(os) + d(0s + 05)] oF (8.23)

1 (8.22)

< _
~p,k.T7,€0.5,f,0,M
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and also of (8I3]) which states that & s is uniformly bounded in 4.

8.4. Compactness. We now define the following spaces

Xoo = L3y Xmo = Loy Xm = L5, xu= (L7(0,T; %) w),  xv = Cu ([0,T]; W27),

2y
xw =C([0,T}8h), Xeu=Cu([0,T]; L") NC([0,T]; W, *?),
Xe = Cu ([0, T LY N (L7Ew)  xe = (L& My(T?),w*),  xu = (L=((0,T) x T3 P(R>)), w*)
for v > 2 and k > 2. We now let 115, 5, fmgss K ™05 5 Hoss Huss Mosuss MVssHess Moy and pw be
/20,8

3‘9—‘%, 0s, Us, osus, Vs, £, vs and W on the respective spaces x,,,

Xmy X\'/“ga Xos Xus Xous XV» X, Xv and xw. Furthermore, we set p5 as their joint law on the space
20

the respective laws of gg 5, mg s,

X'= Xeo X Xmo X XZ0. X Xo X Xu X Xou X XV X X& X Xv X XW-
In analogy with (Z3]), we have the following result.
Lemma 8.1. The set {us : 6 € (0,1)} is tight on x.
By applying the Jakubowski-Skorokhod theorem [15], we obtain the following result.

Lemma 8.2. The exists a subsequence (not relabelled) {5 : 6 € (0,1)}, a complete probability space
(Q, F,P) with x-valued random variables

(00,5, Mo,5, 0.5, 85, U5, s, Vs, Es, U5, W5) 6 € (0,1)
and
(80, Mg, g, 6, 0,1, V, &, 7, W)
such that
e the law of (00,5, Mo.s, No,5, 05,05, 1M, %,gg,ﬁg,ﬁ/g) on x coincide with pgs, § € (0,1),

e the law of (0o, Mg, g, g, 0, m,V,E, 0, W) on x is a Radon measure,
e the following convergence (with each — interpreted with respect to the corresponding topology)

00,5 = 00 M Xogo» Mo s — My N Xmg,
Nos — Ny N X%’ 05 —+ 0 M Xos
Us =0 N Xu, ms —>m N Xm,
Vs =V in v, Es—E& in xe,
Us =V i Xy, V~V5 W in XW

holds If"-a.s.;
e consider any Carathéodory function C = C(t,x,0,u,U,m, f, V) with

(t,z,0,u,Um, £, V) € [0,T] x T? x R x R* x R®*3 x R® x R x R3,
and where the following estimate
ICl S 1+ o™ +[al™ + U™ + |m|™ + [f]™ + [V]"
holds uniformly in (t,z) for somer; >0,i=1,...,6. Then as 6 — 0, it follows that

C(gs, s, Vg, mg, f, VVs) = C(g,d, Vi, m, f,VV)
holds in L"((0,T) x T3) for all

o 2 2 2
tiax /\—/\7’7/\—

1l<r<
o] ro ra(y+1)  rg

ED-CL.S.

The following corollary follow from Lemma [8.2
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Corollary 8.3. The following holds P-a.s.

- _ - o ~ m . o
00,6 = 05(0), mos = 0505(0), ngs = ?’5 , Mg = 05U,
V00,6 (8.24)
€ = 86(56’ us, VJ)’ Vs = 6[@5,&5,Vﬁ5,§5ﬁ57f,V‘75]
and that
- . P 1 ) ) p
Bl / fod| =E| sup / (5"‘”“‘5'2 + P; (25) j“”VVéF) dz| Sppe,1 (825
te[0,77 /T3 te[0,T] /T3 )
and . .
8 [ [ Pl g0 (520
o JTs :

holds uniformly in 6.

Furthermore, we can endow this new probability space (€2, Z, ]f”) with the filtrations

ﬁté = U(Ut[é(;],at[ﬁg],dt[%], U Ut[ﬁ~57k]>, t e [0,7)

keN
and

Fy = U(Ut[é],ot[ﬁ],ot[‘/], U ot[ﬁk]), te€0,T]
keN

for the family of sequences (00,5, Mo,s, Do 5, 05, Us, M5, Vs, Es, U5, Ws) and the limit random variables
(00, 1My, ng, 0, 0, M, V.,E, D, W) respectively.

Now recall from Section B2 that [(2, %, (Z:)i>0,P); 0s, us, Vs, W] was a dissipative martingale solu-
tion of ([TI)—(Z3) in the sense of Definition [Tl having the law As. Since Lemma [82 attests that the
marginal law of (g5, us) coincides with (gs, 01s), it follows that that latter satisfies the Renormalized
continuity equation (7). The follow result thus holds true.

Lemma 8.4. For any ¢ € C°([0,T) x T?) and b € CL(R) such that b/'(z) = 0 for all z > M,, we
have that

T
0:/0 /T b(§5)8t¢dxdt+/qrsb(§075) #(0) dz

e e (8.27)
+/0 /T% [b(9s)05] - Vo dadt —/0 /T% [('(85)05 — b(0s))divas| ¢ dz dt
holds P-a.s.
Now analogous to Corollary [0, we also have the following result.

Corollary 8.5. There erists m, |V17|2, oVV and ogr(o, 1, ou) such that
ps (0s) — p5(2) (8.28)
VVs|* = [V ]2 (8.29)
3V — 6VV (8.30)
052k (s, f, 05115) — 08k (3, f, 00) (8.31)

P-a.s. in L"((0,T) x T%) for some r > 1.
The corresponding versions of Lemma [.7}- Lemma [(.45 on this approximation layer holds true.

Lemma 8.6. The random distributions [0, ] satisfies 2.12)) for allyp € C°([0,T)) and ¢ € C°°(T3)
P-a.s.

Lemma 8.7. The random variables [, V] satisfies 83) a.e. in (0,T) x T3 P-a.s.
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Lemma 8.8. The random distributions [g,u, v, W] satisfies

T T
—/ XY, @ﬁ(t)~¢dxdt:1/;(0)/ §0ﬁ0-¢dx+/ ¢ | sa®i:Vedrdt
0 T3 T3 0 T3

T T
— uS/ Y | Va:Vedrdt — (vP +1/S)/ ¢ [ divadiv ¢ dzdt
0 T+ 0 T+ (8.32)

T T _
+ / Y [ p(o)divedadt + / v [ 95VV - pdadt
0 T3 0 T3

T
[ 0X [ s i,

keN
for all € C2°([0,T)) and ¢ € C>(T3) P-a.s.

8.5. Strong convergence of Density. Notice the strong convergence (Z61)) of the density se-
quence in the previous approximation layer relied crucially on the DiPerna-Lions renomarlization
theorem [5]. In order to apply this theorem, one requires the density to be at least squared-integrable
in time and space which happened to be the case in Section [7 (recall that T' > 6).

Since the fluid limit density in this current approximation layer is only (v + ©)-integrable in time
and space, we can no longer apply the theorem of DiPerna-Lions since v > % and 0 < © < % To
remedy this problem, we rely on the oscillation defect measure introduced by Feireisl [§] in order
to establish the smallness of the amplitude of oscillations in the density sequence. In the present

stochastic setting and approximation layer, the measure is given by

0scy41[ds — 8](Q x Q) = sup (hm SUPE/ Tx(85) — T(2)" ' da df) (8.33)
E>1 \ 6—0 Q

where Q = (0,7) x T? and for any k € N, T}, is a cut-off function defined as

s ifo<s<1
Ti(s) = kT(%), TeC™(0,00)), T(s)=1T"(s) <0 ifl<s<3 (8.34)
2 if s > 3.

8.5.1. The effective viscous flux. By using the weak compactness result of Carathéodory functions
established in Lemma [B:2] we obtain the following

Ti(05) = Te(8) in LP((0,T) x T?), (8.35)
Tw(05) — Tr(0) in  Cy([0,T]; LP(T?)), (8.36)
[T}(85) 05 — Ti(0s)|divis — [T}(8)6 — Tx(d)]diva in  L2((0,T) x T?) (8.37)

P-a.s. for any p € (1,00) and for some ¢ > 1. We can then use (838)(831) to pass to limit § — 0
in 827) with b = T}, to obtain

T
0:/0 Agmat¢dxdt+A3 T (80) ¢(0) dz

T _ T (8.38)
+/0 /T [T4(2)8] 'wdzdt—/o /T [(Ti(0)6 — Ti(0))divia] ¢ dadt
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P-a.s. for any ¢ € C°([0,7) x T?). Similar to (820), we obtain from (832) and (838), the following.
/ / Tr(0) dadt = /3 i(t) - VAR T (3) do — / Go.stio s - VAZTL(3(0)) dr
T

T3

—/ / @ﬁ@ﬁ;V2A§31Tk(§)dxdt+(u3+ys)/ / div @ Ty () dadt
0 T3 T3
+u5/0 /TS Vi VEAL T (8 )dxdt—/ /TS ﬁgVVVA Ty (9) ddt (8.39)

+ / / ouUV AL div [Ty ()] dzdt + / / ouVAL [(T(2)6 — Ti(0))diva] dadt
T3 T3

-/

On the other hand, we also note that a consequence of Lemma is that (g5, s, Vs, W) satisfies
(TH). By combining this information with ([827), we obtain as in (820,

//p(§5)Tk(§5)dxdt:/ §5ﬁ5(t)~VAq}31Tk(§5)dx—/ B0,6U0,5 - VAL T1(85(0)) dz
0 T3 T3 T3

/ 5808, 1.50) - VALT(G) dedf.
kenvT?

—/ / 0505 ® Uy + VEAL Ty (85) dadt + (VP +u5)/ / div s T (s ) dadt
0 T3 T3
—I—VS/O /ﬂ‘g Vi : VPAL +T.(05) dxdt—/ /,ﬂ,g V05 VV; VAL +T.(05) dadt (8.40)

/ / @51~15VA.E31C11V [Tk(é(;)fl(;]dxdt + / / élsfl(;VA%; [(Té(éls)éls — Tk(@;))divflﬂ dadt
T3

I

As in (T41), we can rewrite the viscous terms in ([839) and (840) appropriately and in analogy with
the derivation of Lemma [[.I0, we obtain

lim /S /T’* [p(0s) — (VP + 205)div 05| T (05) do da

0—0
/ / (B +2v )lell]Tk( 0) dx dx
T3
holds P-a.s. for a.e. s € (0,T) with the help of (I59) ([@62), ®35) B37) and [I, Lemma 2.6.6].

8.5.2. Oscillation defect measure. We now show that the estimate
osc,11[0s — 0](2 x Q) S 1. (8.42)
holds uniformly in k. To see this, we first note the identity

lim I~E/Q (P(éé)Tk(éa) —]TQ)T@)) dz dt

/3 legk Qéufu Q6u5) VA'JI‘?’ Tk(@g) dl’dﬁlgk
ken?T

(8.41)

6—0
(8.43)
= (WP +25) lim IE/ [divﬁ(; Ti(35) — divaTp(2)| da dt
n—oo Q
from (84I) where by use of the inequality
ITi(t) = Ti(s)" < (7 = 87) (Ta(t) = T(s)) ,
it follows that
lime/ ( (85) Tr(05) — p(2) Tr (& )) dz dt > hmsupIE/ |T%(25) —Tk(é)’ﬂ-l dz dt

+]E/Q( )( )) da dt.
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By combining ([843)-(&44) with the negativity of the lest term in (844]) above (this negativity
follows from the convexity of ¢ — t7 and the concavity of ¢t — Tj(t)), we gain

limsupIE/ T (0s) — Tk(é)”yﬂ dadt
Q

=0 (8.45)
< (P +20°) lim sup]E/ [div 15 T (85) — divaTr(2)| dz dt.
0—0 Q
However, the use of Holder and triangle inequalities further yield
lim sup E / [div 15 Ti () — div ﬁTk(g)} de dt
noee /e (8.46)
< timsup B v 8 | 12 g) B (| (Z(25) = T4(@) [ 12 ) + | (7(2) = T(@) | 21y )-

And by lower semi-continuity of norms,

& (o - 7))

e = li%ri)igleN 1(Ti(25) = Tk(@)]] 12 (8.47)
< 1ir§1j$1pE (| (Tw(2s) — Tk(é))HN(Q)

By using the embedding LY < L2, we can substitute (847) into (840) to get

limsup E / [divﬁ(; Ty (65) —divﬁTk(é)} de dt
Q

n—oo
(8.48)
< 211713;S;P <E [div UJHLz(Q) E H (T (05) k(é))HLw+1(Q)>'
Finally, we substitute (848)) into (845) and apply Young’s inequality to obtain
limsupr/ Ty (25) — Tk(§)|7+1 dz dt
0—0 Q
S hHLSUP (E [[div u5||L2 E ||(Tk(§5 —Ti(o ||Lw+1(Q)) (8.49)
Lﬂ
v = .~ v 7 +1
sup | E ||[diva + — hmsu IE/ T ( dx dt
) np< [ ale(@) o q imsup |T%(25) — Tr(0)|

uniformly in k. The estimate ([842]) follow by absolving the last term above into the left-hand side

(note that % < 2 is small enough) and keep in mind that 7“ < 2.

8.5.3. The renormalized solution for the limit process. If we now regularize (838]) with some regu-
larizing operator S,,, multiply the resulting deterministically strong equation by b'(S;,[T%(0)]) and
pass to the limit m — oo, we obtain

0:/TASb(T@)at¢dxdt+Asb(Tk(@ d:c—i—/ /T Tx(0))1] - Vo dadt

+/0 /Wb’ )[(T}(8)6 — Tiw(9))dival] ¢ dz dt (8.50)

_/T/TS To(3) — b(Tx ()] divii ¢ dz dt

0
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P-a.s. forany ¢ € C°([0,T)xT?). Now if we let Q = (0,7)xT? and set Qx p = {(w,t,x) eNxQ : |Tx(0)] < M}

then it follows from Lemma [8.2] that
V' (Tk(0)(T;(0)0 — Tk(2)) div ﬁ‘

L1(QxQ)

< (OSS;J%Z)M |b/(z)|) lim inf [| (T5(25) — T5(25)5) div 8s]| 11 )

!/ . ~ ~ . . ~ _ / ~ ~
S (OSSBSPM |b (Z)|) (2‘;10) || le u6||L2(QXQ)) llggélf || (Tk(g(;) Tk(g(;)g(;) ||L2(Qk,M)
< . . ~ _ ! [~ ~
~M 11?351f}| (Tk(95) Tk(@é)@é)HLQ(Qk,M)
where by interpolation, we also have that

H (Tk(éé) - Tlé(@s)@é) HL2(Q;C,M)
L 2-1
< | (Tes) = T6925) [ - 1 (T4089) = T@)29)] gy
It follows that

lim inf | (T(2s) — T4(85)25) Hmk,m

y+1

-1
< tim s | (7e(25) = T4(@5)5) | iy | (74(25) = TE(@5)25) ] s ey

where

a1 . 1=t
lim sup [(Tk(2s) = Ti(@s)2s)[| iy < lim sup 105 Lozl iava)

) 2
1\ 2 1_7)
< (E) llrglsuPHQszL’v(QxQ)) =0

as k — oo and by triangle inequality,

e a1

(T @8) = T(20)25) | ) S 1 T0(@) = Te(@DI| s o
~ - o+l +1
+ 1 (Tkl@s) = Tel@) s gy + M2

L% Q)

Now since

(T (2) = Ti (@)l Lo+1(Qunr) < 1ir§1881P||(Tk(§5) Ti(@) 11 (@2x0)»
—

and % < 1, we obtain from (853,
LH
~ I~ N\~ 2
[(Th(2s) — Ti(28)@s) || 51001 ar)
< hmsupr/ T3w(65) — Te(8)"*" dadt + M2
0—0 Q

S oscyt1[0s — 0] x Q) + 1

for a constant that is independent of k.

Now substituting (853), (854)) and (B56]) into (B.51]), we obtain
1V (T(2))(T}(2)0 — Ti(2)) div | 1. g )

1
1\ 0-2) o
SMm (E) hmsup H KQ(;HL'Y (©@xQ)) (05c7+1[95 —0(Qx Q)+ 1)
where the right-hand side converges to zero as k — oo since

osc, 1105 — 0)(2 x Q) < 1

(8.51)

(8.52)

(8.53)

(8.54)

(8.55)

(8.56)

(8.57)

(8.58)

)
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uniformly in k, recall (842). We have therefore shown that

b (Tx(2)(T/(8)a — Tr(@)) diva — 0 in L'( x (0,T) x T%) (8.59)
as k — oo. The convergence (B31Y) together with
Ti(8) — 6 in L™(Q x (0,T) x T?) (8.60)

for all 7 € (1,7) as k — oo (see [I, Eq. (4.232)] allows us to pass to the limit £ — oo in (850) and

we obtain
T
0= b(3) Oy dar dt b(d0) $(0)d
//T @ drodode+ [ b(@)o(0)ds

(8.61)
/ /11‘3 -Vodxdt —/ /TS ))dlvu] odxdt
P-a.s. for any ¢ € C2°([0,T) x T?). If we now introduce
zlog(2) if z € [0,k),
Li(z) = {zlog(k:)—kz/kz T;;(;) ds if 2 € [k, o0) (8.62)
which satisfies
2L)(2) — Li(2) = Tx(2) (8.63)
in place of b in 827) and (BBI)), then P-a.s., we obtain
T
0 :/ / Li.(35) Oy da dt +/ Ly;(00,5) ¢(0) dz
0 T B (8.64)
T T
+/0 /11'2 [Lk(é(;)fl(;] -Veodadt —/0 /T% Tk(éls)divﬁg ¢ dxdt
and
T
0= [ [ 1@asdsdes [ L) s0)ds
0 JT W’ (8.65)
T T
+/0 /TS [Li(0)u] -ngdxdt—/o /TS T.(8)divia ¢ dar dt
respectively and where
Li(ds) = Lr(6) in  Cyu([0,T]; LP(T?)) (8.66)
0n log(as) — glog( 0) in C’w([O,T];Lp(']I‘B)) (8.67)
Li(gs) =+ Li(2) in C([0,T]; W~ *(T%)) (8.68)
Ty.(6s)divis — Tp(o)diva in  LI((0,T) x T?) (8.69)

holds P-a.s. for any p € (1,7) and some ¢ > 1. We can now use (886) ([859) to pass to the limit in
([B54) and we obtain

o:/T/Tgﬁ(g)atqsdde/w Li(d0) ¢(0) dz

/ / Lk -Vodrdt — / / Ti(0 d1vu¢d:1: dt.
T3 T3

If we now take the difference of (860 and (B70) and consider ¢(t,x) = ¢, (t)pn(x) where ¢y, and
¢n are approximation sequences of the characteristic functions x(o 4, s € [0, 7] and x1s respectively,

(8.70)
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then we obtain

// Li(o Lk d:v—// Tk Ydiva — T (0 )dlvu} da dt
T3 T3

/ /3 T (9)diva — Ty (0)diva] dxdt—i—/ /3 Ti(@) — Tw(9)] divandae dt (8.71)
=1 +T12 '
where by a similar argument as in (845]), we have that
I > —5——— limsup / T3 (35) — Tr(@)|"*" da dt. (8.72)
(B +2v%) 550 Jo Jrs

By the bounded of @ in L?W 2, the smallness of the oscillation defect measure ([842) and properties
of T}, we also have that

I, =0 (8.73)

as k — oo. Also, one can verify that the left-hand side of (8T1]) is bounded by using ([B63]). The
collection of the above information implies that

/TS [0logd — olog o] (t)dz =0 forall ¢e[0,T] (8.74)
as k — oo in (BX7T). This implies that
os(t) — o(t) in LYT3) forany ¢€[0,T] (8.75)
since ¢ — glog g is strictly convex. It also follows from (B73]) that
AVs(t) = AV(t) in LYT®) forany te[0,T). (8.76)
We can now use the Lipschitz continuity of g and (873]) to obtain

[ dsealas fasns) - @ [ gwn(a S ¢de aein 0.7) (3.77)
T T
P-a.s. for any ¢ € C°°(T?) from which we infer that

o8k(0, f.00) = 0gr(0, f,00) ace. in Qx (0,T) x T (8.78)

We are therefore able to conclude that the nonlinear pressure term in (832]) is indeed isentropic by
the use of ([876). Furthermore, the nonlinear noise term in ([832) is also of the require form since
we have (878)). Finally as in Lemma [[.T2] we also have the following result.

Lemma 8.9. The random distributions [p, 1, V| satisfies @I3) for all 1 € C([0,T)), ¢ > 0 P-a.s.

9. EXISTENCE ON THE WHOLE SPACE

In this section we deal with the existence in the whole domain case O = R3. For (z, 0, f,u) €
R? x R>o X R>g x R?, we assume that there exists some functions (g )ren such that for any k € N,

gr R xRyg xRso xR* =5 R, g € C' (R x Ryg x Ry x R?) (9.1)
and the support of each g, in R? is K where K € R?, i.e
JK € R® suchthat g =0 in R*\K. (9.2)

In addition, gy, satisfies the growth conditions ([2.4)—(2.4)).
We study the problem under the far-field condition

u—0, o0—0>0 (9.3)

as |x| — oo. By the above conditions, with the same lines of arguments of Section we have that
the stochastic integral fo 0G(p, f, ou)dW is well-defined.
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9.1. Concept of a solution.
Definition 9.1. Let A = Ao, m, f) be a Borel probability measure on [L'(R?)] °. We say that
[(Qu yu (fg.t)t207 P)7 o, 4, Vu W} (94‘)

is a dissipate martingale solution of ([LI)—(L3) with initial law A provided

(1) (2,%,(F),P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration;
(2) W is a (%;)-cylindrical Wiener process;
(3) the density o € Cy ([0, T]; LY(R?)) P-a.s., it is (#;)-progressively measurable and

B | sup o0l | <o
te(0,T)

for all 1 < p < co where 7 = min{2, v},
(4) the velocity field u is an (.%;)-adapted random distribution and

T P
E |:/ Hu||%,V1,2(R3) dt:| < o0
0

forall 1 <p < oo,
2
(5) the momentum gu € Cy ([0, 77; L1 (R?)) P-a.s., it is (#;)-progressively measurable and

204\ [P 25
| s e Ol | +B | s w75 ] <o

forall 1 <p < oc;
(6) the field AV € Cy ([0, T]; LY(R?)) P-a.s., it is (.%;)-progressively measurable and

E{ sup |AV(t)|Z§(R3)} —i—E[ sup |VV(t)|i’;(R3)] < 00
te(0,7) te(0,7)

for all 1 < p < co where 7 = min{2, v},

(7) given f € LY'(R®) N L>®(R?), there exists .#p-measurable random variables (g, goug) =
(0(0), ou(0)) such that A =P o (9o, 0ouo, f)~1;

(8) for all p € C=°([0,T)) and ¢ € C°(R?), the following

T T
- / o) o(t)¢ dadt = 1(0) / oot dx + / Y ou - Vo dzdt, (9.5)
0 R3 R3 0 R3

hold P-a.s.;
(9) for all p € C22([0,T)) and ¢ € C°(R3), the following

T T
- / o) ou(t) - ¢pdadt = w(O)/ ooug - ¢dx + / ) ou®u: Vodadt
0 R3 R3 0

R3

T T
- VS/ Y | Vu:Ve¢dzdt — (VP + uS)/ ¢ [ divudiv ¢ dzdt
0 R3 0 R3 (96)

T T
+ / Y [ po)divededt + / 1/1/ YoVV - ¢ dadt
0 R3 0 R3

T
+/ v [ 0Glof.m)- ¢dedW
0 R3

hold P-a.s.;
(10) equation (3] holds P-a.s. for a.e. (t,z) € (0,T) x R3;
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(11) the energy inequality
T 1 T
—/ 8,51/1/ [—Q|u|2+H(Q,@)j:19|VV|2} d:vdt—i—us/ w/ |Vul|? dz dz
0 R3 [2 0 R3

T
. 1 _
+ (VP + VS)/ ) |d1v ul? dzdt < 1/1(0)/ [—g0|u0|2 + H(00,2) £ 9|V |?| da (9.7)
R‘

/1/;/ QZ|gka,f, |dxdt+/ 1/;/ ou- G(p, f,m)dxdW;

keN
holds P-a.s. for all p € C2°(]0,T)), ¢ > 0 where

H(o,0) = P(0) — P'(0)(¢ —2) — P(2) (9.8)

and P is given by (2.14);
(12) and (L) holds in the renormalized sense, i.e., for any ¢ € C2°([0,T") x R?) and b € C}(R)
such that b'(z) = 0 for all z > My, we have that

//11@3 ) Orpda dt = / b(0(0)) 6(0) dz
e[ [ o] woarar— [ [ (00 bio) v oaear

9.2. Main result. The main result is the following.

(9.9)
holds P-a.s.

Theorem 9.2. Let 0> 1 and let A = Ao, m, ) be a Borel probability measure on [Ll(ﬂ@)}g such
that

A{QZO, M<o<M*' f<F, m=0 whengzo}zl,
holds for some deterministic constants M, f > 0. Also assume that

p
/ / [|m| + H(o, )imvvﬂ de| dA(o,m, f) <1 (9.10)
(L} (B3)]3 20

holds for some p > 1 and that

fe LR} NL>®(R?) P-as.

Finally assume that [Z3)-28) as well as (@2) are satisfied. Then the exists a dissipative martingale
solution of (LI)-(3)) in the sense of Definition [Tl

9.3. Construction of law. To obtain a suitable initial law satisfying the preamble of Theorem [0.2]
we first consider the following family of cut-off functions
{nLecgo([_LaL]g)v 0§77L§1a

L (9.11)

. 3
anlln [—5,5]
defined for L > 1 and let g > 0 be the anticipated far-field condition in (@3]). Since the law A in
Theorem is a measure on a Polish space, it follows from Skorokhod’s theorem that there exists
some Fy-measurable random variables (g, my, f) defined on some probability space (§2,.7,P) and
having A as its law. With (@IT]) in hand, we construct the following family

_ 1/00,L
00, =nroo+ (1 —nr)o, mo = 00,0, =NL my,
vV Qo (9.12)
Vor = iA[ r.oys(0o.L — f)
of periodic functions having the property that
QO’L‘a[—L,LP =0, morL d|-L,L]? =0 (913)
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and hence satisfies the far-field condition (@.3]). We also have that
(00.r,moz) — (00,mg) a.e. in R (9.14)

as L — oco. Now for an arbitrary K € R3 and a choice of L > 1 such that K C [~L, L]?, we have
that |0o,| < 00+ 0 and |mg 1| < 14 mg holds uniformly in L. Furthermore, per the assumptions
on A, go+2€ LYK) and 1 + mg € L}(K) so that

3

(00,L,mo,z, f) = (00, mo, f) in [L'(K)] (9.15)

a.s. Subsequently, we gain
AL =Po(go,L,mor, )" = Po(g,mo, f) " =A (9.16)

in the sense of measures on [L}OC(R?’)} ’ by the arbitrariness of K € R3.

9.4. A priori bounds. By periodicity and invariance, it follows from (22]) that there exists a family
of dissipative martingale solutions

[(Qayv (yt),P);QL,U.L,VL,W} (917)

in the sense of Definition 2] which are defined for dP® dt a.e. (w,t) € Q x [0,T] on the periodic
domains T% for L > 1. Without loss of generality, we have chosen the family of solutions ([@.I7) to
be defined on the same stochastic basis and also driven by the same Wiener process. We may also
choose L > 1 large enough so that the compact set K in ([@2) is contained in T3.

The prescribed laws for ([@IT) are the Borel probability measures A, = P o (go.1, 00.L0.1, f) "

defined on [L* (T%)}B and which are assumed to satisfy

1 |m|? 9
Ar{o>0} =1, “ T 4 P(o) £9|VV? ) da
e lmg \2 e

for some ¢ > 1.
Furthermore, in analogy with 23)— ([Z4]), for my := prur, the noise term G(or, myg, f) : % —
LY(T%) is defined as

q
dAL(o,m, f) < oo, (9.18)

G(QLumLuf)ek = gk(ugL()7mL()7f()) (919)
for all £ € N such that
gr:T) xRso x Rsg x T} = R?, g€ C' (T} x Rog x Rso x T3) (9.20)

for any k£ € N and in addition, gy, satisfies the following growth conditions:

gk (2, oL, fmp)| < ck (op + f +[my]), (9.21)
‘vgvam gk(xv QLafa mL))| < ¢k, (922)
d st (9.23)
kEN

for some constant (cx)ren € [0, 00).

If we now approximate the characteristic map ¢ — xjo,j by a sequence of nonnegative compactly
supported smooth functions (¢, )men and observe that the resulting inequality is preserved under
an affine perturbation of P(z), then for

H(z,0) = P(z) - P'(0)(z —2) — P(0), (9.24)
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where g > 0, it follows from (2.13) that

/ [QL|uL| + Hlor, )j:19|VVL|2}()d:v+l/ // Vg |2 d ds
TS TS

1
W) [ [ v aras< [ [Sonshmosl + Hans D £0TVisR 025

// or Y |en(z,or, f,mp)|” d:vds+// orur - G(or, f,mp) dz dW;

keN

holds P-a.s. for all ¥ € C2°([0,T)), ¢ > 0.
By using([@I1)) and the convexity of nz — H(go,1,0), we obtain

1
/3 [590,L|110,L|2 + H(00,1,0) 19|VVO,L|2} dx
T (9.26)

1
< /3 [590|uo|2 + H(00,0) j:19|VV0|2} dx
R

P-a.s., c.f. [I7, Page 57]. In comparison with (Z9)), it follows from (@.2I)) that for any p € [1, c0),

/ /TS QLZ|gk z,0r, f,myp)| dxds}

. Ren (9.27)
SE [ (/ (1+gz+gL|uL|2+ff”l)dx> s
0 K

holds uniformly in L where K is given is ([@.2)). The use of the Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy inequality
{ sup

also yields
P
// orur - G(or, f,mr) ] SpE< sup / QL|UL|2d$>
t€[0,T] T3 te(0,T] J T3

T P
+E/ (/ (1+QZ+9L|UL|2+f%)dCL') ds
0 K

holds uniformly in L. If we now take the pth-moment of the supremum in ([@.25]) and use Gronwall’s
lemma, then it follows from ([@20)—(@28) that

[ sup
t€[0,77]

(9.28)

1 p T p
E[ sup/ |:—QL|11L|2+H(QL,§):|:19|VVL|2:| dx} —i—uSIE[/ / |VuL|2dxds]
te[0,T] J T3 2 0o JT3
T p 1 p
+(uB+uS)1EU / |divuL|2d;vds} 5p1+1E{/ [§g0|uo|2+H(g0,§)j:19|VVO|2} d:v]
o J13 RS

(9.29)
holds uniformly in L where the right-hand side is finite as a result of (@I0). In particular, it therefore
follow from (@29) that

] ) )
E _ su])QT] HQL|uL|2HL1(11‘3L)] <1, E |:tS[U.F) HH 01,0 HLI(WL)} <1,
[ 2 P 5P
E _tes[%%] HVVLHLz(TeLJ S, E [( |VuLHL2 )dt) } <1, (9.30)
_ T 5 % P . »
B </0 H“LHLG(TSL)dt) ] St E L:{%% o — QHLmi)] <1

holds uniformly in L where 7 = min{~, 2}.
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Lemma 9.3. For all p € [1,00), the following estimate
T ) 31p
B ([ el o) ] 5o

Proof. First of all, if we decompose T3 into
{z €T} :2lop—2| <1} and {z€T} :2/o,—0| >1},
then since p > 1, we obtain

T P
o [ sl ] <[z s lor 2l [l

holds uniformly in L.

) » (9.31)
+ E[Q sup |lor|ur }
N L TS
for any p € [1,00). Next, since we have 0 < % <1l,0<1— % < 1 and
— 1 3 1 3 1
11— — ) X =+ —Xx—,
27 27 2 2y 6
we can interpolate uy, between L?(T%) and L°(T%) which yields for any §,cs > 0,
P T 9 101(1*2.,) %
B2 sup low Ty, [ el ] < 8] [ ey ]
" o 2 (9.32)
P2\ P2 T P33= \ P3
+¢5 (E{ sup HQL QHLV('H‘3):| ) (E{/ H|VuL|2HL1(T3)dt] )
telo,T 0 L
uniformly in L for all p1,pa, ps € [1,00) such that pll + p% + p% = %. Thus our result follow from
@), O

We can now conclude from velocity and gradient velocity estimates in ([@30) as well as Lemma
that
T ) 1P
0

+1

p p
B | s ol S E| sup flonl |
3 te[0,7) L

holds uniformly in L. Also,

T +I(T
t€[0,T) Ly+1(T3) , (9.34)
vu ] s ool ] 5
2 loahusl
and

3P p

(1ot ) T <8 ot
te(0,T] ( ) (9'35)

2 % P
xEK/O HuLHLS(Ti)dt) ] <1

Lemma 9.4. Let L > 1 be large enough so that BNT3 = B for a ball B of arbitrary radius. Then

for all ©® < %7 — 1, we have
[ / / 1O 4z dt} <pro 1 (9.36)

holds uniformly in L.
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uniformly in L for any p € [2,00)

Proof. For B € B, let n € C3°(B) be such that 7 = 1 in B. Since (or,uy) is a solution in the
sense of Definition 2] it satisfies the renormalized continuity equation (2I5) for a sequence of
compactly supported smooth functions b, that approximate o + 0°. Also, (or,uz,V;) satisfies
the momentum balance equation ([ZI2)). Since the aforementioned equations (2I5) and 2I2) are
weak in the PDE sense, we may regularize them by mollification with the usual mollifier g, to get
them to be satisfied strongly in the sense in PDEs. We can then apply the operator nVAél to
the (strong regularized) renormalized continuity equation, multiply the resulting equation with the
(strong regularized) momentum balance equation by the use of It6’s product rule. If we subsequently
pass to the limit £ — 0 in the product, then just as in [I7, Lemma 3.3.4], we obtain

t P 14
B [ [ oo anas] 5,83y 937)
0 JE? i=1
where
14 ,
B L= ]E[/3 n(erur)(t) - VAL (of) () d:v]
i=1 R
[ P
+E / n(00,.10,1) 'VAEI [06 L] daz}
L /rs
A )
+E / / n(erur) - VAL [div(ef up)] do ds]
LJo Jrs3
- )
+E / / n(erur) - VAL [O0f divug] dxds]
LJo Jrs3
= ]
+E / / W(QLuL) : VA; [Q(Z) div uL} dxds}
LJo JRrs
I .
+E / /3 n(erur ®ur) : VQA;(Q?) dxds]
LJo JR
- .
+E / / mwSVuy, VQAEI(Q?) dxds]
-0 R (9.38)
[ P
+E / / n(v? + %) divuy, dz ds]
LJo Jr3
- )
+E / / (opur ®@ur) : Vn® VA; (g?) dxds}
LJo Jr3
- )
+E / / vSVur 1 Vi@ VA; (09) dxds}
LJo Jrs3
- )
+E / / (VB + I/S)VA]_él(Q?) -divug Vndz ds}
LJo JRrs3
I .
+E / / plor) Vn - VA]_él(Q?) dx ds}
LJo Jr3

oot P
+E / / RIAAYR VA; (09)dz ds]
LJo Jr3

S )

+E / /3 nQLvAél(Q?)G(QL,f, QLuL)d.TdW:| )
LJo JR

Now if we use the notation

-1l = 11 1o sy
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and consider positive real numbers ¢1, g2, g3 satisfying

1 1 1
—t—+==1,
a 92 43
then analogous to [I7, (3.66)-(3.67)] we have that
o 2 e
B 5 (Elecld)™ (B loshue )™ (B]eci) ™ 51 (9.39)

uniformly in L provided 20 < 5. A similar estimate holds for J2. In comparison with [I7, (3.79)-

(3.80)],
" m T ) ) ©\ o
JP < (E E / + ||V dt
st < (2 s fonl”) ([ [ (ool [9slt) ] )

B (9.40)
a3
. (E an lnlf) <
te[
uniformly in L provided © < 22=3 where r = 313 Also
z - L\ ? §
B + Js)° < <IE sup ||z ) E(/ HVuLHth>
te[0,T] 0
3\ § 3\ § (0.41)
T
x El sup HQLH,Col E l/ HdivuLszt] <1
te[0,7] 0
uniformly in L provided kO = %@ <.
ar T ) @\ 75
E[Js)? < (IE sup HQLqu) <IE / HVuLH2dt] )
te[0,77] 0
) (9.42)

a3
<E sup ||QLH ) <1
te[0,T)

is bounded uniformly in L provided r© = —2‘0’77_@3 < 7. The estimate for Jy follows is similar to Jg.
z . 2\ 2
E[J7]P < (IE sup HgL|| ) / ||VuL||2dt] <1 (9.43)
te[0,T] 0

uniformly in L if 20 < «. The estimate for Jy¢ follow similarly to J7. Also,

T p
. 2 20
E[Js]? <E </ |divuag||,dt + sup ||gLH2®> <1 (9.44)
0 te[0,T)
The estimate for J;; follows is similar to Jg. Now

P
el SE| s (Jul)+llenl) | 51 (9.45)
In order to estimate Jy3 , we can use the Poisson equation and several integration by parts to rewrite
it as
5
Jis _/ / nO(f £ AVL)VVL - VA (o) duds = i,
R3

7j=1
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where

t
Hy= [ [ onsovivage?)deds
0o JR3
t
Jis = :F/ / 9V - VVL ® YV : VAL (of ) dz ds,
0 JR3
t
I3 = zF/ InVVL @ VVL - VAL (o) dads,
0 JR3
1 t
Jh =l / / IV |VVLPVAZ(69) da ds,
2 0 R3 B

1 t
Jo = j:i/ / I |VVL|? 09 dz ds.
0 JR3

Now since by [I7, (3.58)], we have that
[VAZ oflls S llef]l, = llelize.
and 1/2+1/3+1/6 =1 it follows that
i . N
E[J35]" < (IE sup HVVLH§> (E|\f|\g2) " <E sup |loz |56 ) <1 (9.46)
te[0,T7] t€[0,T]

is bounded uniformly in L provided 20 < ~. Also, since for a.e. (w,t) € Q x [0, 7], we have that
) [VVL ®@ VVL : VAL (0f)|de S IVVE @ VVE |10 ey VAL (D) lwrr sy,
R

for any r > 3 and its Holder conjugate 7’ such that r©® < 7, we gain from [I7, (3.59)] and the
continuous embedding L' (R3) < W17 (R?), the estimate

a )
E[J35]" < <E sup HVVLHE‘“> (E sup HQL\fj_f’> <1 (9.47)
t€(0,7] t€[0,T]

uniformly in L. The same estimate as Ji; holds for J7; and Ji5. In order to estimate Jp;, we first
use the Poisson equation to rewrite it as follows

1 [t B
J153 215/0 - 1977|VA31(QL—][)|2Q? dz ds.

Now since f is Lebesgue integrable for any finite or infinite Lebesgue power, it follows from [I7]
(3.57)] that

t t
TS [ IVAG e = IR Iy ds 5 [ (14 1esl)lerl 2 s (048)
It therefore holds that
5 1P 2q1 " 430 - 9.49
E[J55]" S {1+E sup [loz]] E sup |oc|ss | =<1 (9.49)
t€[0,7] te[0,T] v-2

uniformly in L provided ® < v — 2. In order to estimate Jy4, we first note that Holder and Young
inequalities yields
2

/ngLVAgl(@?)gk(gL,f,QLuL)d:v
R3

(9.50)

%o, Ngk(on, fronun)ll% (lorl2 + IVAZ (@2)1F7)

6y
5v—6

S ckllnl
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for 4/ = 25 where by [I7, (3.58)],

IVAZ @I <5 ll02 3 = leclZ”" 9.51)

Since the noise coefficients are essentially bounded, it follows from the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy
inequality that

2 |2
E[Juu]f <E / / nor VAL (o7 )gr(or, frorur) de| ds
0 keN
. . (9.52)
ks E| sup Jlor]?| +E| sup Jowllre” | Skawsl
te[0,T] te[0,T]
uniformly in L provided 20 < ~.
Summing up all the estimates above finishes the proof. g
9.5. Compactness. As in Sections[Z.4] and B4] we denote the energy by
1
& = §QL|UL|2+P(QL):|:19|VVL|2 (953)

and let the weakly-* measurable mapping
L2 [0,T] x R* — P(R*)
defined by

VL ta(r) = 6[QL;uL7vuL;QLuL7f;VVL](t@) ()

be the canonical Young measure associated to [or,ur, Vur, orur, f, VVi] where vy, is interpreted
as a random variable taking values in (L>(0,T; LS, (R?)); B(R*), w*) endowed with the weak-x
topology determined by

R20
for all ¢ € L*(0,T; L}, .(R?)) and for all ¢ € C,(R?*®). We now define the following spaces

= Lioe(®%), Xmy = Lioe(R?), - xmo = Lige(R?), xu = (L2(0, s WH(R?)), w),

xv =Cy ([0, TE W (R?)) ., xw = C([0,T]; th)

Xeu = Cu ([0, T L77 () 1 C (10, T]; W2 (R)),

Xo = Cuw ([O,T]'LV(Rg)) (L7+0(0, T; LY O (R3)), w)

loc

XE = (LOO(OvT;Mb(RB'))vw*)v (LOO(O T Lloc(RS));m(Rm)vw*)

T
L>® (07T§L§C(R3);m(R20)) - R, v— /0 - 1/)(157:5) ¢(§) dl/wﬁtym(f) dzdt

forI' > 6 and k > % We now let fiyg ;5 fmo py K ™0L 5 fors Hugs Mopurs Vi sHer s Huy, and pyw be
/0,1

the respective laws of oo, mg 1, rur, Vi, &, vy, and W on the respective spaces

%7 oL, ur, 0

Xoos Xmos X\'/n—iu Xos Xu» Xous XV X&, Xv and xw. Furthermore, we set p7, as their joint law on the
20

space

X = Xeo X Xmg XX;‘T% X Xo X Xu X Xou X XV X X& X Xv X XW-
Lemma 9.5. The set {uy, : L > 1} is tight on x.
The application of the Jakubowski—Skorokhod theorem [I5] yields the following.

Lem~ma 9.6. The exists a subsequence (not relabelled) {uy : L > 1}, a complete probability space
(Q, F,P) with x-valued random variables

(80,1, Mo, 1, o, 1., Or, 0z, M, Vi, Ep, 0, Wr) L€ (0,1)
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and
(8o, g, Rg, g, 1, 1, V, &, 0, W)
such that
e the law of (00,1, Mo, L, No, L, éLLﬁL,ﬁlLlVL;gL,I;L,WL) on x coincide with pup, L > 1,

o the law of (g0, 1y, Ny, §, 1,1, V,E, 7, W) on x is a Radon measure,
e the following convergence (with each — interpreted with respect to the corresponding topology)

éO,L — E)O m Xoo» IhO-,L —my n Xmy s
Nng 7z —ng n mg o, —> 0 1in
0,L 0 Xﬁv oL o Xo>
ur, -0 N Xu, m; —-m N Xm, (9.54)
VL—>I7 mooXV, 5~L—>8~ moXe,
UL = U i Xy, WL — W moXwW

holds ]f”—a.s.;
e consider any Carathéodory function C = C(t,x,0,u,U,m, f, V) with

(t,z,0,u,Um, £, V) € [0,7] x K x R x R* x R®3 x R® x R x R3,
K @ R3, and where the following estimate
ICIS T+ o™ +[ul™ + U™ + jm|™ + | f]™ + [V]"

holds uniformly in (t,z) for some r; >0,i=1,...,6. Then as L — 0, it follows that

C(or, 0z, Vg, my, f,VVy) = C(g,1, Va,m, f,VV)
holds in L"((0,T) x K) for all
Y+O 2 2y 2

N—N——m"—"-"F A\ —
o] ro ra(y+1)  rg

1l<r<

P-a.s.
And we have the following corollary.

Corollary 9.7. The following holds P-a.s.

- - - - - m - -
do,. = 0r(0), 1o p = orar(0), Tfop = ——, T =jrur,
vV Q0,L (9.55)
EL=Er(0L,uL, VL), VL =Ly 5 Ve, sran.f,v00]
and that
~ N p B 1 ~ p
E| sup / Erdz| =E| sup / <—§L|ﬁL|2 + P(o1) iﬂ|va|2) dx
te0,T] Jr3 tefo,7] Jrs \ 2 (9.56)
S’Y7P7£O,L
and for any ball B C R3, the estimate
[ +e !
E‘/O /Bgz d:z:dt‘ ’S’Y;P;EO,L 1 (9.57)

holds uniformly in L.

Furthermore, the random variables can be endowed with the following filtrations

th = U(Ut[éL],Ut[ﬁL],ot[VL], U Ut[BL)]C]), tel0,T)
keN
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and

Fvi=o(ald ot olv), Y alil). e 0.7]

keN

for the sequence and limit random variables respectively. Now as in Lemma B27 we have the
following result.

Lemma 9.8. For any ¢ € C([0,T) x R3) and b € C}(R) such that b'(z) = 0 for all z > M,, we
have that

0= /T/RS b(éL)3t¢dxdt+/ b(d0..) $(0) dz
/ /R3 -Vodxdt — / /R3 (6r)or — b(or))divaL]| ¢ dzdt

holds P-a.s.

(9.58)

9.6. Identifying the limit system. To begin with, we have the following result which is analogous
to Corollary

Corollary 9.9. There exists p(3), |VV|2, 6VV and 5gr(8, f, o01) such that

p(ar) — p(3) (9.59)

VL2 — [VV]2 (9.60)

oLVVL — VvV (9.61)

0.8k (0L, f.000L) — ogk(0, f,00) (9.62)

P-a.s. in L7(0,T; L7, (R®)) for some r > 1. Furthermore, for any ¢ € C°(R?), the following P-a.s.
convergence holds

poLur —oa in  L*(0,T; W HA(R?)), (9.63)
as L — oo.

Lemma 9.10. The random distributions [, 0] satisfies [@.5) for ally € C([0,T)) and ¢ € C°(R3)
P-a.s.

Lemma 9.11. The random variables |3, V] satisfies (L3) a.e. in (0,T) x R? P-a.s.

Lemma 9.12. For any ¢ € C>([0,T) x R3), we have that
T T
OT R3 R3 0 Ra (964)
- / / [(Ty.(or)or — Ti(or))divag | ¢ dzdt
0o Jr3

holds P-a.s. Furthermore, if for j = 1,2,3, we set 0; := 0; and the define A; = BjAﬂ@l and
Rij = 0;Aj, then for any ¢ € CZ(R?), any p € (1,00), any q1 € (1,00) and any g2 € [1,00), we
have that

¢Tr(0r) — ¢Tk(0) in Cy ([0, T]; LP(R?)), (9.65)
¢Ti(or) — ¢Tk(0) in Lp( 0,7) x R?), (9.66)
¢Ty(or) — ¢Tk(0) in L*([0,T); W~ H2(R?)), (9.67)
Ail¢Tx(or)] — ATk (0)] in L% (0 T; L™ (R?)) (9.68)
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holds P-a.s as L — oo. Finally, for some g3 € (1,00] and any ¢ € C°(R3),

¢(T}(o1) o1, — Tr(or))divar,
— ¢(T}(0) 0 — Ti(0)) diva in L3 ((07 T) x RS), (9.69)

Ailo(Th.(or) or, — Tr(0r))divay]

— A;[¢(T}(6) 6 — Tr (o)) div in L* (0, T; WH?(R?)), (9.70)
Rijloo0w,) 6Tk(61) — ¢ 61} Rij[6Tk(o1)]

— Rijle 807) ¢T(8) — ¢ 6 Rij[¢Ti(0)] in L*(0,T; W12 (R?)), (9.71)

Ailg 6107) Th(61)0;¢ — iy Ail[¢*Ti(81)]0;6

— Ai[¢ 00’ Ti(0)0;¢ — 00" Ai[¢°T1.(8)]9;0" in L*((0,T) x R?) (9.72)

also holds P-a.s. as L — oo

We can use [@65) and ([@69) to pass to the limit L — oo in ([@64) to obtain

O—/T/R3T(§)8t1/;dxdt+/mm¢(0)dx

//RS Ty (0) dea:dt—/ /RS [(T}(8)0 — Tx(0))divaa] ¢ dz dt

P-a.s. for any ¢ € C2°([0,T) x R3).
If we now apply Ito’s formula to the function f(gr,m}) = [ps M} - dAi[dgr] dz where gr = Ty (1)
satisfies (L64) and m’ = gra’, then we obtain after a regularization argument,

(9.73)

~ t _ 9
E /0 /R [p(3r) — (V% + 20%)diviag] ¢o Tk (or) dods =E > I, (9.74)

where for i = 1,2, 3,

9
EY I:=E ¢QLUL i[0Tk(oL)] do — . ¢ o17,(0) A; [¢ T (1,(0))] da
k=1

~ t .
+VSE/ Gt Ty(or) 0sp da ds
0 R3
t
) / [p(or) — (WP + v¥)divig] Ao Th(or)] 9i¢ dz ds
]R3
t
+E / o drits A6 (TU(61) 61, — To(dr)) div ] de ds (0.75)
+E/ /R'f Rijl¢ o0, ¢ Tu(or) — ¢ o1}, Rij[¢Tk(§L)]) dwzds
+E / / ), (Ailp oral) T(1)0;¢ — 600y Ai[¢Te(01)]0;6) dzds
0 R3
~ t . ~ t -~
) / / (0,0;0) it A; [¢Tx(or) dzds —IE / 60610V Ai [0 Th(01)] dads
0 R3 0 R3
and for the limit variables,

/ R3[p (A + 2v)divi] pp Tp(9) dzds = E Z Ky (9.76)

k=1
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where for i = 1,2, 3,

E

600 A [0Ti(@)] dr ~E | 953'(0) A [sTh(20))] dr

/ U Ty(0) Dipdrds — // — (A +v)diva)A;[¢ Tk (0)] 0:ip da ds
R3 R3

+E/ [ ot A, [0 TT(@ 2= (@) diva) deds

R

HNE/O /R @ (Ailg 60" Tu(@)9;0 — i AiloTi(2))0;0 ) duds

(9.77)
310 509 0 Th(2) — 6 63 Ry T(D)]) dards

t t
—vE / (0;0;0) " A; [¢T1(0)] dzds — I E / ¢ 00;V A; [T ()] d ds
0 JR3 0o JRr3
Firstly, it follow from uniform integrability, see [17, (3.165)], that
fE (Il + Iz) — fE (Kl + Kg)

Now if let (@54)), be the convergence result in ([@.54) with respect to the velocity, then the following
weak-strong duality pairings

(@59, 06D}, {@5d, @58 (@0, @63} (@), @10},
{(@59),, 02}, (@5, @63} {@6d), 6},

yields EI; — EK3, EIy - EKy, EI; » EK5, EIy - EKg, EI; » EK7, EIs — EKg and
E Iy — E Ky respectively. It follows that

L—oo

lim E/ / [p(6r) — (WP +2v5)divag] ¢Tk(6r) dzds
R3

(9.78)
—E/ / (VP + 20%)div 1] ¢T(5) dw ds
R3
holds for any ¢ € C2°(R?) and for any ¢ € [0,7]. We can now use (@.78) to obtain
t
hmsup]E/ / ¢ |Ti(3r) — Tr(@) ' dzds < 1 (9.79)
L—oo 0 R3

uniformly in k for any ¢ € C2°(R3) and any t € [0,T], see [I7, Lemma 3.4.14.]. If we set Q :=
(0,T) x R?, then follows from (@.79) that

S

@ — &l < limsun ITi (32) — 1%, g S K3 0
k Q LP(QXQ) L_)oop k QL :QL LP(QXQ) ~ (980)
for any p € [1,7) as k — oo. Note that l — % < 0. As such,

Tu(8) — & in LP(Qx(0,T) x R?) (9.81)

for all p € [1,7). Furthermore, if we regularize ([@.73)) with some regularizing operator S,,, multiply
the resulting equation by b'(.S,,[Tk(0)]) and pass to the limit m — oo, we obtain

T
0:/0 /Rgb(Tk(@))at@bdxdt—k/Rsb(T( dx—i—/ /]R T,(2))d] - Vb da dt
T
+ [ @) (@@ - @) diva] vs di (9.52)
0 R3

T
- /O /R [0 (T3:(0)) Tk (8) — b(T1(9))] divyp dar dt

3
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P-a.s for any ¢ € C°([0,T) x R3) where just as in [I7, Lemma 3.4.17], it follows from (Z.79) that
V' (T(2))[(T}(8)6 — Ti(d))diva] ¢ — 0 (9.83)

in L'(Q x (0,T) x R?) as k — oc.
By combining (@81 with (@.83]), we may pass to the limit & — oo in ([@84) and obtain up to the
taking of possible subsequence,

o:/T/W b(g)atwdxdw/w b(30) (0) da

/ /R VWIdt-/ /R [V/(8)5 — b(0)]divii ¢ der dt

P-a.s for any ¢ € C2°([0,T) x R3). If we now take b = L;, in ([@58) and ([@84) and pass to the limit
L — oo , then we obtain

/ [Li(2) — Li(2 )]()cpdw—i—/ /]R Ty (8)divu — Ty, (0)div a] o dz dr

//RS Li(9)]u- Vedadr

P-a.s. for any t € [0, 7] and o(z) € C2°(R3). If we now consider ¢ = ¢,,, for ¢, as given in [I8, Eq.
4.14.12, Eq. 7.11.43], then by using convexity of z — Lg(z), triangle inequality and semi-continuity,

it follows from (@.88) and (@78 that

t
———— limsu IE/ Ti(1) — Te(d) "oy da dr
[5G 2 msupl | ITk(0L) — Tr(0)|" ¢

(9.84)

(9.85)

(9.86)
+IE/ / Tk — Ty ( )}dlvu¢dedT<E/ / Lké — Li(0 )}u-ng)mdxdT
R3 R3
after the taking of possible subsequence where
/ / (9)]divug,dzdr — 0 (9.87)
R3
as k — oo and
t
E/ / [Li(2) — Li(9)]u- Vopdzdr — 0 (9.88)
0 Jr3
as m — 0o. We subsequently obtain from
t
lim hmsup]E/ / |Tw(0r) — Tr(0)" Tdzdr <0 (9.89)
k= I, 300 0 K
for any K € R3. If we now use the following convergence
lim (limsup ||Tk(fL) — fLHLP(K) + ||Tk(f) — f|Lp(K)) — 0 (9.90)
k—o0 L—oo

which holds for any p € (1, q) provided that f € LY(K), refer to [I7, (2.33)—(2.34)], then we can use
triangle inequality and the continuous embedding LY™! < L! to obtain from ([@.8J) that

or — 6 in LYQx(0,T)x K). (9.91)
It also follows from (@.9T]) that
AV, - AV in LY(Qx (0,T) x K). (9.92)
We can now use the Lipschitz continuity of g and (@91 to obtain

/ 61000, f. Buiin) - pdz — / 5g0(a. f,00) - ddz ac. in (0,T) (9.93)
R3 R3
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P-a.s. for any ¢ € C°(R?) from which we infer that
o8k(0, f.0n) = 0gr(0, f,00) ae. in Qx (0,T)x K (9.94)

where K € R3.
We are now able to properly identify all the nonlinear terms the momentum equation (2I2]) and the
energy inequality (ZI3). The following results therefore holds.

Lemma 9.13. The random distributions |3, 0, V, W] satisfies @I2) for all ¢ € C°([0,T)) and
¢ € C*(R3) P-a.s.

Lemma 9.14. The random distributions |3, 0, V] satisfies &I3) for all ¢ € C=([0,T)), ¥ > 0
P-a.s.

10. THE RELATIVE ENERGY ESTIMATE

Before we start, we remark that the result presented in this section also hold in T2. In this case
the far field density @ = 0 and we do not require functions to be compactly supported.
For the purposes of studying singular limits of our system (I)—(L3]), amongst other reasons, it is
sometimes useful to have an estimate that ‘measures the distance’ between the functions that solves
(CI)-(@T3) and some test function of some limit system which mimics the behaviour of (I)—(T3).
In this regard, we let

1
eV n0W) = [ b= UP o) £ 09 — W) as
R3
be the relative energy functional where the test function (r, U, W) solves the system
dr = Ddr dt 4+ Djr dW,
dU = DU dt + D; U AW, (10.1)
0=FAW +r—f
in strong sense of PDEs. Depending on what we wish to study, this solution of (I0]) can further be
weak or strong in the sense of Probabilities. In the above, f € L'(R?) N L (R?) is a given function
depending only in space, Dér and D{U are smooth functions of (w,t,z) whereas Dir and DiU

belongs to the function space Lo (4; L*(R?)) for a.e (w,t) € Q x [0,T]. For simplicity, we assume
that

(r—2) € C(0,T] x R?), (10.2)
U e Cr([0,T] x R?) (10.3)
W e C([0,T] x R?) (10.4)

P-a.s. and for all 1 < ¢ < oo,
E| sup |T||%/V1,q(R3)r+E[ sup || U][fy10(ms) ‘1 < c(q),
te[0,T] te[0,T]
0<r<r(t,axz) <7 P-as. (10.5)
Moreover, r and U satisfy
Dir,D{U € L(Q; LU0, T; WH(R?))),
Djr,D;U € L*(Q; L*(0, T; Lo (8; L*(R?)))),

as well as .

(Z |Df7“(ek)lq) ‘e L(Q; LU0, T; LYR?))),
ren ) (10.6)

(me@wfeM®muﬂM®%»

keN
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Remark 10.1. As in [I], everything in this section can be done under relaxed Sobolev regularity
assumptions as opposed to (I02)—({I04). Furthermore, if the system (I0.T]) is only satisfied weakly in
the sense of distributions, then a preliminary regularization procedure is required but ultimately, one
can still expect to gain the result we wish to establish after passage of the regularization parameter
to zero or infinity whichever the case may be.

The main result that we wish to establish is the following. For any ¢ € [0,T], we claim that

E(o,u, V|r, U, W)(t / / S(Vu) — S(VU)] : (Vu—VU) dzds
R3

(10.7)
< &(o,u,V|r,U,W)(0) + Mgg(t) —|—/ Ro,w,V |r, U, W)(s)ds
0
holds P-a.s. where the tensor S is such that
t t
/ / S(Vv) : Vvdzds :/ / (V7| Vv? + (VP +v7)|div v]?) deds
o JRr? o JRr3
the remainder term is
R(o,u,V|r, U W) = / S(VU) : (VU — Vu) dz
R3
—|—/ o(D{U+u-VU) - (U-u)de
R3
+ / [(T - Q)P”(T)Dfr +VP(r) (rU — gu)] dz
R3
) (10.8)
—|—/ [p(r) — p(0)]div(U) dz —/ YU - VV dz
R3
/ / ( oP" (r)] |Djr(ex) ’ dzds
0 hen /R
+ = Z/ olgr (o, f, ou) — DiU(er)|” de
keN
and Mgrpg is a real valued square integrable martingale given by
Mpgg(t / / u-— U G(o, f, ou)dz dW
(10.9)

—// o(u—-U ]D)SdedW—l—// — oP"(r))Dir dz dW.
0 JR3 R3

Remark 10.2. As opposed to [I7, (3.250)], notice the extra density in front of the first right-hand
term of (I09). This is because of how we represented the noise in ([2).

In order to obtain ([[0.7)), we first note that just as in [I7] Section 3.6], we gain the following

1 1](0U)(
/ —g|U|2dx:/ Md +// ou- VU Udzds
R3 rs 2 0(0) RS
// oU - Ddeds+// oU -D;UdzdW + /Z/ o|D;U(er)|” da ds.
R3 R3

keN
P-a.s. by applying Itd’s lemma to (LI and (I0.0))2. Also, the identity »P’(r) — P(r) = p(r) helps
us obtain from (I0]);, the following

/ [rP'(r) = P(r)](t) dz = /R [rP'(r) = P(r)] (0)d + /O t /R P (r) Dérdaz ds

//R r)DirdzdW 5 /Z/}R (r)[Djr(er)|” de ds

(10.10)

(10.11)
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P-a.s. Furthermore, the following identity holds

/ oP'(r)dx —/ 0(0)P’ d:v—i—/ /R'a oVP'(r) udxds—i—/ /R'a P"(r) - Dérdads
// oP"(r) - Dirda dW + = / / oP" (1) ‘]D)S ek‘ dzds
RS 0

keN

(10.12)

P-a.s. However, due to the presence of the electric field in the momentum equation (L2)), the
corresponding version of [I7, (3.245)] in our present case is now

t t
/gu~Ud:1::/ (gu)(O)-U(O)dx—l—// gu~D§ldeds—|—// ou-D;UdzdW
RS RS 0 Jr3 0 Jr3
t t t
—/ S(Vu):Vdeds—i—/ / p(g)diV(U)d:Cds—i—/ / ou-VU - udzds
0 Jr3 0 Jr3 0 JRr3

t t
—|—/ / 199U~VVda:ds—|—/ / oU - G(o, f, ou) da dW
R3 R3

/ /QD Uler) - gr(o, f, ou) dz ds.
0 R3

keN

(10.13)

P-a.s. which follow from the application of It6’s formula to the function f?(m, U) = [ mU dz where
m = pu is the momentum. Now since (V, W) solve stationary equations, we can infer that

+(|VW[> = VV - VW)(t) = £([VW]* = VV - VIV)(0) (10.14)
for any ¢ € (0,7T]. Finally we recall that the energy inequality

/RB B@IUIQﬂLP(g)imvvﬂ (t)da:+/0t/RS S(Vu) : Vudz ds

< /RS Fg|u|2 +P(g)j:19|VV|2] (0) dz (10.15)
/ / szgk (z,0, f,m ] dxds—i—/ / ou-G(p, f,m)dzdW;
kEN

hold P-a.s. because (g, u, V) is a solution of (LI)—(T3]) in the sense of Definition [@.Jl Now since the
following identities

L 2 1 o 1 2
Solu—UP = Zolul® + S0[UP —ou-U
H(o,r) = P(o) — oP'(r) + [P'(r)r — P(r)]
V(V —=W)|? = |VV]?+ |VIW|? —2VV - VWV,
hold, we can collect (TOT0)—(I0I5) to obtain our result.
11. APPENDIX

Proposition 11.1. Letu € C([O,T];C2('IF3)) be given and assume that for some constants v > 0
and 0,0 > 0, the following

0(0) = 0o € C*™(T?), o< oo(z) <D
holds. Then the equation
Oro + div(ou) = eAp

where € > 0 has a unique classical solution o € C([0,T]; C***(T?)) satisfying the bounds

t t
0 exp ( —/ [|div ul| oo (13) ds) < o(t,x) <pexp (/ [|div ]| 00 (13 ds) (11.1)
- 0 0
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for all (t,x) € [0,T] x T2. Furthermore, if 01 and o2 are two of any such classical solutions with

vel

ocities U1 and ug respectively and that additionally,

lasll Lo (0, 73w 100 (13y) + 02| Lo (0,7 100 (T3)) S 1,

then we have that

[1]
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[5]

6

[7]

B

9

(10]
11]
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(15]
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20]

(21]

o1 — e2lloqo, w2 (rsy) S Tllwr — vzlleo, ;w2 (12)) -
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