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Abstract

We demonstrate the large deviation principle in the small noise limit for the three dimensional
stochastic planetary geostrophic equations of large-scale ocean circulation. In this paper, we first prove
the well-posedness of weak solutions to this system by the method of monotonicity. As we know, a
recently developed method, weak convergent method, has been employed in studying the large deviations
and this method is essentially based on the main result of [3] which discloses the variational representation
of exponential integrals with respect to the Brownian noise. The It6 inequality and Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality are the main tools in our proofs, and the weak convergence method introduced by
Budhiraja, Dupuis and Ganguly in [4] is also used to establish the large deviation principle.
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1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with the large deviations for the following three dimensional stochastic planetary
geostrophic equations of the large-scale ocean circulation driven by the small multiplicative noise:

Vp€ + foet + Live =0,

9 1 g =0,

Vv + % =0,

e + ve - VO dt + we L dt + Lo dt = g(x,y, z,t) dt + \/ea(t, 0°())dW (t)

(1.1)

in the domain
O =M x (=h,0) C R3.

Here, M C R? is a bounded domain with smooth boundary M, h > 0 is the depth of the ocean, € € (0, 1)
is a small parameter. (v¢,w®) = (v§,v5, w®) = (v§(z,y, 2,t), v5(x,y, 2, ), w(x,y, 2,t)) is the velocity field,
pe(x,y, z,t) is the pressure function, 6¢(x,y, z,t) is the temperature function, g(x,y, z,t) is a deterministic
heat source, v¢ = (—v§,v5), f is the Coriolis parameter defined by f = fo + Sy with the constants fp and
5, and the noise coeflicient o satisfies some assumptions specified in the sequel. W is a U-valued cylindrical
Wiener process with respect to a complete filtered probability space (2, F, {F¢}+>0, P) with the covariance
operator @, where U is a Hilbert space, @) is a positive, symmetric, trace class operator on U.
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Throughout this paper, we denote the two-dimensional horizontal gradient and Laplacian by V and A,
respectively, and define Ly and Ly by

82
922
82
922
where Ay, A, are positive eddy viscosity constants and Kj, K, are positive conductivity constants. For the
sake of simplicity, we define

L= —A,A— A,

Ly = —KyA— K,

Iy, :={(z,y,2) € O: 2 =0},
I :={(z,y,2) €O : (x,9) € OM,—h < 2 <0},
Iy ={(z,y,2) € O: 2= —h}.

Equations ([ILT]) is subject to the following boundary conditions with the wind-driven on the top surface,
nonslip and non-flux on the side walls and bottom (cf [24] [35])

A,,%—i r, — M welp, =0, (KV%_(ZE + (6" — 9*))‘1“” =0,
& lr, =0, wlp, =0, G2, =0, (1.2)
vt =0, 5% <t =0, | =0
and initial data
0°(z,y, 2,0) = Op(x,y, 2). (1.3)

Here p(x,y) is the wind stress, 7 is the external unit normal vector on T';, 8 > 0 is a positive constant,
0*(x,y) is the typical temperature of the top surface satisfying the compatibility boundary condition

00*

=0.
01t | 5 pq

The inviscid planetary geostrophic equations are derived from the Boussinesq equations for the planetary
scale ocean by standard scale analysis like [23] 24} [26] 30 41]. The well-posedness and the long-time behavior
of the solutions for the three dimensional planetary geostrophic viscous equations of the large-scale ocean
circulation were widely considered during the past several decades in e.g., |5, 33, [34] [43] (44, [45] [46]. In
particular, it was shown in [45] that the existence of a random attractor in H with small multiplicative noise
was proved by verifying the pullback flattening property. The similar results were later obtained in [43] for
small additive noise case by Sobolev compactness embedding theorem and the pullback flattening property.
Recently, the authors in [I0] established the connection between the invariant measure of the corresponding
Markovian semigroup and the random attractor. To the best of our knowledge, however, the large deviations
for it with any kind of processes were few results.

The large deviation principle arises in the theory of statistical inference quite naturally and offers a
precise estimation associated with the law of large number. Moreover, the moderate deviation provides us
with the rate of convergence, which is a useful method for constructing asymptotic confidence intervals by
giving further estimations related to center limit theorem and the law of iterated logarithm. We refer the
reader to [13] 16 19 20]. There mainly exist three typical approaches to analyze large deviation principle
for stochastic partial differential equations under small perturbations in the literature since the first research
was formulated by Varadhan [40]. Freidlin and Wentzell [15] developed one way to deal with some semi-linear
stochastic partial differential equations in finite dimensional case, based on discretization approximations and
the contraction principle. Substantial progress has been made for this approach since then; see some papers
like [6, [7, 8 25] 27, 3], [42] [48] in both finite and infinite dimensional cases. But the situation became much
complicated in the infinite dimensional case since there is no uniform way to deal with nonlinear stochastic
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partial differential equations. The second one was developed in [I4] by using nonlinear semigroup theory and
infinite-dimensional Hamilton-Jacobi equations. However, this approach relies on the uniqueness theory for
the infinite dimensional Hamilton-Jacobi equation and some exponential tightness estimates. The last one
is the so-called weak convergence method which is originally established by Budhiraja, Dupuis and Ganguly
[4]. The main idea is based on a variational representation for certain functionals of infinite dimensional
Brownian motion, whose advantage is to avoid some exponential probability estimates that might be very
difficult to be derived for infinite dimensional models. Hence, it was extensively used to investigate the large
deviation principle. For further researches on this approach we may refer to [4, 9, [IT], [12] 28] 29, [32] [38] [47]
for detail discussions. It should be noticed that some technical difficulties need to be overcome in the
variational framework in the implement of weak convergence approach.

Inspired by the above works, we intend to take advantage of in this paper the weak convergence approach
to study the large deviation principle of the problem (LI)-(L3). Precisely, let 8¢ and 6 be the solutions
for the problem (I))-([C3) with ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ = 0, respectively. The large deviation principle deals
with deviations of the asymptotic behavior of the trajectory 0¢(¢t) as ¢ — 0. To establish this result, we
need to verify the condition (A) of Lemma 2.8 There exists mainly two difficulties: On one hand, due
to o(s,0(s)) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from Uy to Hs for any fixed s € [0,7], we can only obtain
0(s,0(s))e™ — o(s,0(s))p in Hy for any fixed s € [0,T], if o™ — ¢ in Uy. Therefore, it is very difficult to
prove that the integral sup,c(o 7 ’fg Jo 0(5,0(5))(xn(5) = x(5))1n(s) dzdydzds| tends to zero as n — +o0.

Inspired by the idea in [9], we will in this paper carry out some a priori estimates and establish a technical
result (i.e., Theorem [5.1)) to conclude the desired conclusion. On the other hand, as for the second condition
of condition (A), there is no any information but the assumption that x¢ converges to x in distribution as
€ — 0. To verify this condition, we will combining Theorem [5.1] with the Skorokhod representation Theorem
as well as the similar proof of the first condition of condition (A), we can complete the verification of the
second condition of condition (A).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the preliminaries including the variational
formulation of the problem (II)-(L3), some useful lemma, as well as some stand definitions and results
from large deviation principle. In Section 3, we establish the well-posedness of weak solutions, and Section
4 is devoted to the large deviation principle.

Notation. Denote by X a Banach space with the norm || - || x and let C' be a positive generic constant
which can change from one line to the next. If it is essential, we will write the dependence of the constant
on parameters explicitly.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 New formulation

We can reformulate problem (I.T))- (3] by integrating the second and the third equation of (IT]) with respect
to z and combining the boundary conditions (I.2) as follows just like in [5]:

Vpi(z,y,t) — [7, VO (z,y,(, t) dC + foet + Liv =0,

fi)h V. UE(%Q,CJ) dC =0,
o< + v¢ - VO° dt — (fjh V(@ y, o) dc) 90 (it 4 Ly0° dt

= g(x,y, 2,t) dt + \fea(t,0°(t))dW (), (2.1)
ove _ v _ €. = _ e = _
AL s }r“ = Bz }I‘b =0,v"-ilp, =0, 55 x n}rl =0,

— . 29°
rb*Ov on

(Ko 55+ B0° = 0M) |, =0, 5%
He(x,y,z,O) = Ho(x,y,z).

I =0,

In order to further recast problem (2I) into an abstract form, we need to introduce some notations of
function space and operators.



Define
ov ov
$|Fu - 07 %|

Vy = {9 e C=(0): (KV@ + 86)

on

=0,.
I

For any v € V1, 8 € Vs, denote by Hy, Hy the closure of Vi, Vs, respectively, with respect to the following
norms

_ ) 0

V1 —{ve (C>=(0))?: r, =0,v-7in, :O,—Q_), X 7|p, :0,/ V~v(x,y,()d§—0},
h

_o, 06

| _, o
r, 0z

r, on

0z

=

lollzso) = ( /O |U($,y,z)|2dxdydz) |

[N

6]l 150y = ( /O |o<x,y,z>|2dxdydz) ,

and Vp, V5 the closure of Vi, Vs, respectively, with respect to the following norms

2

|v||H1<o>—(Ah [ 19ete 02 dedydz + 4, |vz<x,y,z>|2dxdydz) ,
O O

2

6] = (Kh/ IVH(xvy,Z)IdedyderKu/ I9Z(I,y72)l2dxdydz+ﬁ/ I9(w,y70)|2dwdy)
(@] (@] M

By Riesz isomorphism, we have V; C H; = H] C V/, where H] is identified with H; for ¢ = 1,2 and V is
the dual space of V; with the dual action (-, -).
Define the operator A; : Vi — V' associated with the bilinear form given by

(A1v1,v2) = Ah/ Vi (x,y, z) - Voa(z,y, 2) dedydz + AV/ d.v1(x,y, 2) - Ova(x,y, 2) dedydz
o o
for any v, v € V1, and the operator Ay : Vo — Vi associated with the bilinear form given by

(As01, 63) :Kh/ Vo (x,y,2) - VOs(z,y, z) dedydz + KV/ 0,01 (x,y,2)0.02(x,y, z) dedydz
o o

+B/ 91(307%0)92(%%0) dl‘dy
M

for any 601, 02 € V5.
Introduce a trilinear form b on (H2(O) N V1) x V2 x Va by

b(v,0,n) = /O <v(x,y,z) -Vo(z,y,z) — </Zh vV v(z,y, Q) d() 829(x,y,z)) n(z,y, z) dedydz

and a bilinear form B : (H*(O)NVy) x V3 — V4 by
(B(v,0),m) =b(v,0,n).
Integrating by parts, we obtain
b(vv 97 77) = 7b(vv 7, 9)
for any v € H2(O) NV, 0, n € V.
Hence, we can formally recast problem (2] into the following abstract equation
VpS + foet + Lot = [7, VO(z,y,(,t)dC,
fi)h V- Uﬁ(xa Y, Ca t) dC =0,

dfc + B(ve, 6°) dt + Ax(6€ — 6*) dt — KpA0* dt = g(z,y, 2,t) dt + v/ea(t,0(t))dW (1), (2.2)
v _ ove _ €. = _ v = _
Az lr, =t B lp, =0 v iy, =0, 57 Xn|rl =0,

0¢(z,y,2,0) = Oo(x,y, 2).



Remark 2.1. The well-posedness of solutions (v,ps,0) € C([0,T); Vi x L>(M) x Hz) N L?(0,T; H*(O) x
HY(M) x Va) for problem ([Z2) with € = 0 has been established in [5] and the well-posedness of solutions
(v, pS,0°) € L2(Q,C([0,T); Vi x L2 (M) x Ha))NL2(Q, L2(0,T; H*(O) x HY (M) x Va)) for problem Z.2) with
0 < € <1 will be established in this paper under the following assumptions (A1)-(As) stated in subsection
2.5.

2.2 Some useful Lemmas
In this subsection, we recall and derive some lemmas which will be required in the rest of this paper.
Lemma 2.2. ([J]) There exists a positive constant K1 such that
=101 < 1013 0) < K l6)?
Ky
for any 0 € Va. Moreover, we have
K2H9||2L2(O) < [lo)?

for any 0 € Va, where

Lemma 2.3. ([5]) Assume that p € HY (M) and 0 € HY(O) withy = 0 or 1. Then there exists a unique
solution (v,ps) € HYTH(O) x HY(M) (ps is unique up to a constant) to the following problem:

Vps(a,y,t) = [Z, VO(x,y,(,t) dC + fot + Liv =0,
0
f,hv'v(l‘ay7<.at)d<:05
ov _ ov _ — _ ov - _
AVE|F“ = pu, E|Fb =0, v-n|Fl =0, 5% x n|Fl =0.

Moreover, there exists a positive constant K1 = K1(A,, Ap) such that
o1B++5c0y + 1513 cagy < Kt (1003020 + I3 a)) -
In the following, we give the estimates of the trilinear form b and a new version of Gronwall inequality

which will be critical in the proof that follows. For the sake of brevity, we only list the results as follows
whose proofs will be stated in Appendix for the readers’ convenience.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that v € HQ(O) NVy and 0, n € V. Then there exists a positive constant KC such
that

1 1 1 1
[b(v, 0,0 < Kol f1 0y 101l Fr2(0) 10117l L2 0y 17112

Lemma 2.5. Let Y (t) € C([to,t1]) be a non-negative function satisfying the following inequality:
t t
Y () +/ X(s)ds < / a(s)Y (s) ds + Z(1),
0 0

where a(t), X (t) € C([to,t1]) are non-negative functions and Z(t) € C([to,t1]) is non-negative, non-decreasing
function. Then

t
Y (1) +/ X(s)ds < Z(t) elo ardr,
0
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2.3 Large deviation principle

In this subsection, let us recall some standard definitions and results from the large deviation theory given
like in [I].

Let X be a Polish space with the Borel o-field B(X) and (Q, F, {F:}+>0, P) be a probability space with
an increasing family {F; }o<;<7 of the sub-o-fields of F satisfying the usual conditions, that is, {F; }ier is an
increasing right continuous family of sub-o-algebras of F that contains all P-null sets. Let W be a U-valued
cylindrical Wiener process with respect to a complete filtered probability space (Q, F, {F;}+>0, P) with the
covariance operator ), where U is a Hilbert space and @ is a positive, symmetric, trace class operator on
U. Denote by Uy = Q%U. Then Uy is a Hilbert space with the inner product

(u,0)v, = (Q"Fu,Q 20)y, YV u, ve U,

where (-,-)y represents the inner product in U. Denote by Ls(Uy, H2) the space of linear operators S

satisfying that SQ? is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from U to Hy with norm S|l 2o (o, H2) = (tr(SQS*))%
for any S € Lo(Up, Ha).
Define the Cameron-Martin space associated with the Wiener process {W(t) : t € [0,T]} by

T
Ho = {X :[0,T] — Uy : x is absolutely continuous and / 1X(s)]1Z, ds < —l—oo} :
0

Hence, the space Hy is a Hilbert space with inner product

(X1, X2) %0 :/0 (x1(8), x2(9))u, ds.

Let A be the class of Up-valued {F;}-predictable processes x belonging to Ho a.s. Define

T
SN—{XE’HO:/ |)'<(s)||?]ods§N},
0

then the set Sy endowed with the weak topology is a Polish space. Denote by
Ay ={x € A: x(w) € Sx,P —a.s}.

Roughly speaking, the large deviation theory concerns itself with the exponential decay of the probability
measures of certain kinds of extreme or tail events. The rate of such exponential decay is expressed by the
"rate function”.

Definition 2.6. (Rate function). A function I : X — [0,+00] is called a good rate function on X, if for
each M < +oo, the level set {x € X : I(x) < M} is a compact subset of X.

Definition 2.7. (Large deviation principle). Let I be a good rate function on X. A family {X} of
X -valued random elements is said to satisfy the large deviation principle on X with rate function I, if the
following two conditions hold:

(i) (Large deviation upper bound) For each closed subset F' of X,

limsupelogP (X € F) < — inf I(x).
e—0 TEF

(ii) (Large deviation lower bound) For each open subset G of X,

o . o .
hggfelog? (X°e@) > z116121(@



Now we state the following sufficient condition for large deviation principle given by Budhiraja and
Dupuis in [I].

(A) There exists a measurable mapping ®° : C([0, T]; U) — X such that the following two conditions hold:

(o) e

(i) let {x¢: e > 0} C An for some N < 4oo. If x¢ converge to x in distribution as Sy-valued
random elements, then

(i) for every N < +o0, the set

is a compact subset of X.

O+ 2 [ ¥ =0 [ k(s an)

in distribution as € — 0.

Lemma 2.8. ([1]) For e > 0, let ®¢ be a measurable mapping from C([0,T];U) into X and X =
(W (-)). If {®€ : € > 0} satisfies the assumption (A), then the family {X¢ : ¢ > 0} satisfies a large
deviation principle in X with the rate function I given by

{XGHO f= <I>0(f0 x(s) ds)}

T
1f) = inf @ | e, ds) VfEX, (23)

with the convention that the infimum of an empty set is infinity.

We conclude this section by giving some basic assumptions used in this paper. Assume that p € H} (M),
0* € H2(M), g € L? .(R; L?(0)) and the following assumption holds:

loc

(B) For any T > 0, the diffusion coefficient o : [0,T] x Hy — L2(Uy, Ha) is progressively measurable and
satisfies the following conditions:

(Al) S C([O, T] X HQ; L:Q(Uo, HQ))
(A2) There exists a positive constant K such that for all t € (0,T), 6 € Ho,
o (t, Oz o, ma) < KL+ 110]72(0))-
(A3) There exists a positive constant L such that for all ¢t € (0,T), 01, 03 € Ha,

lo(t,601) — o(t,02) 12, (w11, < LlIO1 = 02720y

(A4) (Time Holder regularity of o) There exist two positive constants v > 0 and L; > 0 such that for
all t1, to € [O,T] and 0 € Ho,

|o(t1,0) — o (t2, Ol £oo. ) < L1(1 + [10]lL2(0))[t1 — t2|”-

Definition 2.9. An Vi x L?(M)x Hs-valued cadlag F;-measurable process (v¢(x,y, z,t), p<(z,y,t), 0¢(2,y, 2, 1))
is said to be a weak solution of problem ([22)) on [0,T] for any T > 0, if the following conditions are satisfied

(i)
P (e.y.1) € LA(Q,C(0, T); LA(M))) N LA(Q, L2(0,T; H' (M),
v (,y, 1) € L2(Q, C([0,T); V1)) N L2(Q, L2(0,T; H(0)),
0%(a.y. 2.1) € L*(Q.C(0, T): L(0))) N LS, L(0,T: Va));
7



(ii) For any ¢ € (H'(0))?,

/ VS (e, ,t) - dudydz — / ( / ) veﬁ(:c,y@,t)dc) . § dwdydz + / ot - gdedydz + (Aref, 9)
(@) (@) —h (@)

= / kp - ¢dxdy, dP @ dt —a.e. on x (0,T), (2.4)

u

and for any t € [0,T] and Fo-measurable Ho-valued initial data 0y, the following equality holds P-a.s.
t t t
0°(t) =00 — / Ag(0°(s) — 0%)ds — / B(v(s),0s)) ds + KptAO* +/ g(s)ds
0 0 0

+\/E/0 o(s,0°(s)) dW (s). (2.5)

3 The well-posedness of solutions

In this section, we will prove the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for the three dimensional stochas-
tic planetary geostrophic equations of large-scale ocean circulation (Z2)) by the method of monotonicity as
in 8 21].

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that assumptions (A1)-(As) hold, 6y € L*(Q, Hy) is Fo-measurable and g €
L?(0,T; L?(0)) for every T > 0. Then problem [22) has a unique weak solution (v¢,pS,0¢) in the sense of
Definition[2.9. Moreover, it satisfies the following estimates:

|(v, 05, 0) | L2 (,c00,7:va x L2 (M) x o)) T+ (| (06, 05, 0| L2 (9, 220,73 2 (0) x HY (M) x V2 )

<KA(T) (1+ 1000320 + 1913 20,50100)
where K1(T') is a positive constant depending only on T.

Proof. In what follows, we will first prove the existence of weak solutions for problem ([Z2]) by using
Galerkin approximation methods (see [39]) and the method of monotonicity as in [8 211 22| [38]. We will do
this in two steps.

Step 1. Assume that 6y € L*(Q, H»).

It is well-known (see [5]) that for the eigenvalue problem Asw = Aw, there exists a sequences of non-
decreasing numbers {A,}52; and a sequences of functions {wy,}22; such that for every k& > 1, we have

Aowy, = Apwy,
and

lim M, = +o0.
k—+oo
Moreover, the eigenfunctions form an orthonormal basis of Ho, which are also orthogonal basis of V5. For any
n > 1, we introduce a finite-dimensional space H,, = span{ws, ...,w,}. Let P, be the orthogonal projector
from L2(Q) to H,.
We are looking for an approximate solution 65 (¢) having the form

0;(1‘,) —0* = Z Oéi(f,)wi.
i=1



Such an approximate solution satisfies the problem

Jo VP (@ ,t) - ¢ dadydz — [o (7, V05 (2,y,¢0dC) - 6 dodydz + (Arvs, 0)

= fl“u kp - ¢dxdy — [, fost - pdedydz,

J2u Vv (@, ¢ ) dC =0,

Jo 05,(t) dedydz + fg(Ag(HﬁL —0%),9¢)ds — Kpt [, A0*y) dedydz + fg b(ve, 05,v) ds
= [ Oont dxdydz + fot Jo 9(8) dazdydzds + \/Ef(f Jo Yon(s,05(s)) AW (s)dxdydz,
0r(0) = Pobo = > 11 ([ Oo(,y, 2)wi(z,y, 2) dedydz) wi(z, y, z)

for any ¢ € H*(O) and ¢ € H,,, where o,, = P,0.
From Lemma[23], we deduce that for any fixed and given 6¢, there is a unique (v, pS,,) = (v¢(65), pS(65))
(pS,, is unique up to a constant) such that for v =0 or 1,

(3.1)

vy, € H'H(0), 15, € HT(M).

Furthermore, we have

s Ol o) + 195y < Kt (185030 0y + Il a0 ) - (32)

Let v, = v(#) in the third equation of (B), we get an ordinary differential equations of the unknown
¢, that is, the third equation of (B is an ordinary differential equations with the unknown «;(t), i =
1,2,---,n. It is easy to check that each term of the third equation of ([Bl) is locally Lipschitz in 6.
Therefore, from the theory of stochastic differential equations (see, for instance, the existence results given
in [37] ), there exists a local solution 6¢ to the equation the third equation of (BI]) defined on an interval
[0, T},], which implies that there exists a unique solution vS (x,y, z,t) and pS, (z,y,t) of the first equation of
@J) on [0,T3,). From the estimates below, we will conclude that 7,, = T.
It follows from It6’s Lemma that

d)|6;,(D)l|72 0y + 20165 (6)]|* dt — 25/ 0705, (t) dxdydt
Ty
:2/ g(t)0:,(t) dedydzdt + 2\/E/ 0 ()on (L, 05,(t)) dW (t)dzdydz + €lloy(t, 05, (t))||%2(UO’H2) dt.
16) o

Define 73 = inf{t > 0 : ||9$L(t)||%2(o) + fg 65 (s)||?ds > N}, it follows from Young’s inequality, Holder’s
inequality, inequality (8:2)) and Lemma 22 that

t/\‘r;\]}

IO A Ty +2 [ 166 ds

AT EATR
<IPuolaoy +2 [ lao)laion 655 luaco ds + 2vE | /O 05 (5)7a (5, 0 () W (s)dadyd

t/\‘r;\]'[ ° t/\T;L, ’

e [ o BNy s+ 28 [ 10 e I9505) e,

tATR tATR
<ol +C [ ale)Esoyds+2vE [ [ ons)on(o.050) W (s)ddya:

tATN

tATN
e / 105, 05, ()12, 0110y 45 + CHIO |20y + / 165 ()| ds,



which implies that
t/\TZ\L, )
105 A T2 o) + / 165 (s) 2 ds

tATN tATN
<ulfo)+C [ ooy ds+2vE [ [ 0610 (o, 0) W (s)dndya

tATN
+€/0 (s, 05 (S Z, o, 112 45 + CHIO* (1 F2 0 (33)

Taking the supremum up to time T in inequality (33)) and taking the expectation on both hand sides of the
resulting inequality, we obtain

t
£ _sw (10010 + [ 1) ds)
0<t<TATE 0

T
<Elol0)+C | o) Eaco) ds+2\/EE< sup

0<r<TATY

/r/ 05, (s)on (s, 05 (s)) dW (s)dzdydz
o Jo

)

T
+ EE (/O ||U(S; 0;(8))”%:2([]07[{2) dS) + CTHQ*H%Q(M)

By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we obtain

(3.4)

2\/eE < sup

0<r<TATY

/r/ 05, (s)on (s, 05 (s)) dW (s)dzdydz
o Jo

)

TATR
SC\/EE (/O HH;(S)'%Q(O)|U7l(859;(8))|%2(U07H2)d5>

=

1

TATN 2
<CVeE | sup ||05(r)ll2(0) (/ o (s, 05, () 2, w0, 12 d5>
0<r<TATY 0

1 TATYN
s§E< sup |ez<r>||%2<o>>+CeE ( | |o(s,ez<s>>||iz<U0,H2>ds>- (35)
0<r<TATR 0

It follows from inequalities (B:4)-(B.E]) and assumption (Ag) that

TATxN
E ( sup ||9Z(7“)||2L2<0)> +28 (/ ||9Z(S)|2d8>
0<r<TATY 0
T T
<2E|6o]|72(0) + C/O I9()122(0y ds + CT (107 |I72(rg) + CeE (/O llo(s, 05, (SN2 0,11) dS)

T T
§2E||90H%2<0)+C/O ()l 720y ds + CT 07|72 pp) + CKeE (/0 (1+||9Z(5)||i2(o>)d5>

T T
<2E||0o|Z2 (o) +C/O lg()lIZ20) ds + CT(10°[|72pn) + 1) + CKE </O sup [|0,(n)1Z2 0 d5> ;

0<r<sATR

10



we conclude from Lemma that

TATN
E( sup ||9;<r>||%2<o>>+zE</ ||e;<s>||2ds>
0<r<TATE 0

T
< <2E||90||2L2<o> + C/O l9(s)I720) ds + CT (107122 (pr) + 1)) eI T
=:D(T), (3.6)
which implies that for each natural number n, T' A 73 increases to T" a.s. as N — +o0.

Taking the limit in inequality (B8] as N — +oo, we infer from the Fatou’s Lemma and inequality (3.6])
that

T
B (s, 1050 o)) + 2 ( / ||ez<s>||2ds> < D(T). (3.7

0<r<

Define 7 = inf{t > 0 : [|05,(t)[|72() > R}, we apply the finite dimensional It6’s formula (see [18]) to the
function ||9§L(t)||j§2(o), yields

tATE
102 ARl +4 [ 106 155) P s
tATR
<IPblEo)+4 [ [ 1036 0006065 5) dadydzas
tATR
FVe [ 100,851 5,5 9) W )y
0 (@]
tATR

tATER
+ 26/0 165, ()1 220y o (5 05, (DI 2 (70, 112 A5 + 46/0 165, ()1 220y |l (5, 05, (S 2 0, 112 5

tATE
+48 / / 105(5) 200705 (5) dardyds.
0 Ty

11



We deduce from Young’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, inequality (8:2)) and Lemma [22] that
AT
105t AT 1220 + 4/ 165, ()11 220y 165 ()11 ds
AT ’
<l16oll72(0) +4/ 105.() 1 22(0) 1 9(5) I 22(0) ds
AT ’
PV [ 1060051 5, 5,(9) W (s)dody
tiﬁ? ) tATR
+ 66/0 105.() 1220y o (5, 05 ()1 2, 0, 112 45 + 45/0 105, () 1720y 10" | 22 (A0 165, () | 2, ) ds
tATh
<[00/ 22(0) +C/ 105.(5) 1220 105, () 1l 9(5) | £2(0) ds
tATR ’
PV [ 1060, (5) 5, 5,(9) W (s)dody
tifg 7 tATh
+66/0 ||92(8)||2Lz(0)||0n(8,92(8))”%2(%,1{2)d8+4ﬂ/0 105.() 20 10" I L2 A 165 ()| 2, ds
tATh
<l16ollz2(0) +C/ 105.() 1 22(0) 19(5) 220y ds
tATR ;
PV [ [ 10500 ()0 (5,5)) W (s) oy
tiﬁ? ) tATR
+ 66/0 105.() 1220y 0 (5, 5 (D12 0, 122 A5 + C/O 165, () 1220 167172y s

t/\T;% € 2 € 2
+2 / 105.(5)112: 0 105 )12 s,

which entails that
tATR
€ ny |14 € 2 € 2
167 AR T20) + 2/0 167, ()1 220y 107, (5) I ds
4 PATR € 2 2 TR € 2 € 2
<[6ollz2(0y + C/O 167, ()11 220y ll9() 220y ds + 66/0 165 ()1 220y llo (s, 07, () 2, (v, 112 @5

AT tATR
4V / /O 105052005 () (5, 05 (5)) ATV (s)dadydz + C / 105(5)]12(0 ds. (3.8)

Taking the supremum up to time 7' in inequality (3.8]) and taking the expectation on both hand sides of the
resulting inequality, we obtain

t
E  sup (Ilei(t)ll‘izwﬁ?/o |I92(8)II%2<O>II9Z(S)|I2dS)

0<t<TATR

TATR
<E|0o/|72(0) + CE (/O 105.() 1 22(0) 1 9(5) 1720 dS)

12



TATER
+6eE </O 105.() 1720yl (5. 05 (DI Z 0, 112) dS)

TATg
L CE </0 165(5) 20 ds) . (3.9)

It follows from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality that

1
TATR 2
<CVeE ((/O |92(5)|iz(O)H@Z(S)HQLz(oﬂUn(SaQZ(S))H%Q(UO,Hz)dS) )

+ 4+/eE ( sup

0<r<TATR

[ [ 10560 o i) 550 a (s
0o JO

/0 /O 105 (5) 1205 (5)rm (5, 0 () ATV (5) =

0<r<TATE

4+/eE < sup

0<r<TATR

TATR %
SC\/EE( sup  [105,(r)|72 (o) (/O |9;(8)|%Q(O)HUTL(SaefL(S))'%2(U0,H2)d5> )

0<r<TATg

1 . T/\T;% . .
<y E ( sup |97L<r>||12<0)> + OB ( A O IO AB R ds> S W)
Therefore, we conclude from inequalities (39)-(BI0) and assumption (As) that

TATR
E < sup ||92(t)||‘i2(0)> +4E (/O |9Z(S)||2L2(0)||92(8)|2d5>

0<t<TATH
4 T/\Tg ) ) T/\Tg )
<2F 00|20 + CF / 105(5) 22000 19(3) 22 0y ds | + CF / 105(5) 20 ds
T/\Tg
+CeE/O 165,09 oo 105,85 ()2 g
T/\’Tg
B0t + CE [ sup 1050020, / 19(5) 22000 ds
0<r<TATg 0

ThATg TATE
+CE (/0 165, () 11720y ds) +CKeE (/O 165, ()12 (0 (1 + 1165, (3)][72(0) ds)

T 2 T/\Tg
s2E||eo|‘zz<o>+C</o |g<s)|%2<o>ds> +0E</0 ||9;<s>||2ds)

TATR 1
OB </0 (1+||93(5)|%2(0>)d5)+§E sup (105, (D)2 (0 | - (3.11)

0<t<TATE

13



which implies that

TATg
E ( sup ||9;(t)||i2((9)> +8E </O 105.() 1720 1165, (3)11? dS)

0<t<TATR

T 2 T
<4E||fo|| 720y + C (/0 l9()IZ2(0) dS) +CE (/0 165, (s)[I> d5> +CT

T
e ( YA AG P ds> ,
0 0Z<r<sATp

we infer from Lemma and inequality [37) that

TATR
E ( sup ||92(t)||%2(o)> +8E (/O ||9Z(8)||2L2(0)||92(8)||2dS)

0<t<TATR

2
T
< [ 4E60l2(0) +C (/0 lg() 1220 dS) +COD(T) +CT | "

=:Dy(T). (3.12)
Thus, for each natural number n, T' A 75 increases to T a.s. as R — 4-00.

Taking the limit in inequality BI2]) as R — +o00, we infer from the Fatou’s Lemma and inequality (B.7])
that

T
E( sup ||9z<r>||‘z2(o>) +E< / ||ez<s>||i2(o>||e;<s>||2ds> < Dy(T), (3.13)

o<r<T

where
T 2
Dy(T) = 4E||<90||‘;2(@)+C</0 l9()1IZ2(0) ds> +CD(T) +CT | 7.

For brevity, let us put in the following notation:
F(0°) = =B(v,0°) — A2(6° — 0") + KnAO™ + g(,y, 2, 1),

where (v¢,p¢) = (v°(0°),p5(6°)) is established by the first equation and the second equation of equations
[22) for any given 0¢, then v satisfies the following estimates:

o O 10y + 19503 rn) < Kt (1030 + il (3.14)

for y=0,1.
For any w € L2(2 x (0,T); Va), let w,, = P,w and v = v¢(65), we conclude from Hélder inequality and

14



interpolation inequality that

E ( / (PLF(6(5)), w(s) ds>

T

T 1 1 1 1 €
g/CE(/O ||”Z(8)||}31(O)||”Z(8)||12{‘2(O)||9Z(8)||i‘2(0)|92(5)|2||wn(5)||d5)+E</O |0n<s)||wn<s>||ds)

T T
1 BE ( / 1% 2t lwm ()l 2 ds) +E ( / 19(5) 120 lon () 220 ds)

T T T
<K (E / ||v;<s>||zl<o>||v;<s>||zfz<o>ds) (E / ||9z<s>|%a<o>|ez(s>||2ds> (E / ||w<s>||2ds>
+E</ 165(5)] ds) <E / Jeo(s) ds)

T 3 T 3
+</ |g<s)|%z(o>) E(/ ||w<s>||iz(o>ds> - (3.15)

We infer from Lemma 22 inequalities 3.7), (312), (.I4)-BI5) and assumption (As) that

E ( / (PLF(85(5)), w(s)) ds>

1

4

1 1
4 4 2

1
2

T
. 1
+ B0 |2y T2 E </O ||w(5)||2L2(ru)d5>

1P F (07 22 (2 (0,7)5v7) = sup

HwHL2(Q><(0,T):V2>S1

T i T
§C<E/O IIUZ(S)II‘}p(mdS) <E/O |9;(5)|§2(O)||9;(s)||2d5>

by
(E / ||9;<s>||iz(o>|o;<s>||2ds)

1
2

1
1

T
+C <E/0 o, ()71 o) 1o () 72 o) dS)

T T
+E</O |92(8)|2d5> +05||49*||L‘2<M>T2+C</O IQ(S)I%%@))

<+ o0 (3.16)

T T T

E(/ ||p;n<s>|%p<M>ds>+E</o ||vz<s>||%p<o>ds>+E</o |ez<s>||4m>ds>
T

LB ( / om (5,85 (NIZ st ds>

T
<CE ( / |o;<s>||%z<o>|9;<s>|2ds> 15 (s 10500 ) + CTQ+ il )
_T‘_

<CDy(T) + CT(1 + ||ull 1 (pn)- (3.17)

2

and

Therefore, there exists a subsequence of {(vS, S, 05) : n € N} (still denoted by using the same notation) of
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processes and elements
6° € L2(Q x (0,T); Vo) N L*(Q x (0,T); L*(0)) N L*(; L>=(0, T; Hy)),
vt € LH(Q x (0,T);: VA),
u® € L*(; Hy),
ps € L*(Q x (0,7); H' (M),
F e L*(Qx(0,T);V3),
S € L*(Q x (0,T); L2(Uo, Ha)),
such that
0 — 0° weakly in L*(Q x (0,T); Va),
0 — 0° weakly in L*(2 x (0,7); L3(0)),
0 — 0 weakly star in L*(Q; L>(0,T; Hy)),
0 (T) — u weakly in L*(Q; Hs),
vS — v¢ weakly in L*(Q x (0,T); V1),
P, — pS weakly in L*(2 x (0,T); H*(M)),
P, F(65) — F weakly in L*(Q x (0,T); V),
o (-, 05(-)) = S weakly in L*(Q x (0,T); L2(Uo, H)).
For any y € L?(Q x (0,T);R) and ¢ € H'(O), we obtain

E/ / $)Vps, (z,y,s) - ¥ dedydzds — E/ / (/_Zh VG;(Jc,y,(j,s)dC> - drdydzds

+E/ /X(s vet wd:vdydzds+E/ N(AL0S (s), @) ds

= nE/ / w- ¢ dxdyds. (3.18)

Taking the limit in equality [B.I8) as n — 400, we conclude that

/ / s)VpS(z,y,s) - ¢ dedydzds — / / (/2 Véé(x,y,g,s)d§> <) dedydzds
T
E L Ydrdydzds + E Ave(s), ¢) d
e[ /X(S)fv vdadydzds + E [ x(5)(Ar0(5).0) s
= RE/ / W ¢drdyds
for any x € L2(Q2 x (0,7);R) and ¢ € H'(O), which implies that

/ Vpi(z,y,t) - ¢ dedydz — /
o

(@]

</Zh VO (x,y, g,t)dg) - dzdydz + /O fost - pdedydz + (A1vS, ¢)
= /1“ k- ¢dxdy, dP @ dt —a.e. on Qx (0,T),
Similarly, uwe can obtain
G°(t) = 0y + /Ot F(s)ds + JE/Ot S(s)dW (s), dP @ dt—a.e. on Qx (0,T)
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and
T T
u6:90+/ F(s)der\/E/ S(s)dW(s), dP —a.s.
0 0
Define a V3-valued process 6¢ by

W@:%+A

then, 0 is a Vj-valued modification of the Va-valued process 6¢ € L2(Q x (0,T); V5) and

t

F(s)ds+\/g/ot5(s)dW(s), te(0,T) in Vy,

0°(T) = u, dP —a.s.

Therefore, 0¢ is an Ha-valued cadlag (F;)-adapted process, and for every ¢ € [0, S], the following formula
holds P-a.s.

t t
|W@MWW%M@@+2AW@ﬂ%WwHAHﬂwi%mws

t
+ 2\/2/ / 0°(s)S(s) dedydzdW (s). (3.19)
o Jo
In what follows, we only need to prove that

F(s,w) =F(0(s,w)) fordt®dP —a.e. (s,w) € (0,T) x £,
S(s,w) =0(s,0(s,w)) fordt@dP —a.e. (s,w) € (0,T) x Q.

To establish these relation, we use the same idea as in [2, [I7]. For any natural number m < n, let n be
a progressively measurable process belonging to L2(Q x (0,7); Vo N Hy,) N LA x (0,T); L3(O) N Hy) N
LA(Q; L>°(0,T; Hy N Hy,)). For any t € [0, 7], define

Nw:A(MM@W+LM&t€Mﬂ,

where L1 > 'C22'C1 , then we infer from assumption (As), Lemma 24 and Holder’s inequality that the following

conclusion holds:
T

T
E fA a“%«@waw—n@méwwk+2A e OB, F(05(s)) — PuF(n(s)), 05 (s) — n(s) ds

T
+/0 e lon(s, 05, (s)) Un(s,n(S))liQ(Uo,HQ)d%

T

T
SE—l{A<f“WM®WWﬂ®—n®W%wwk—2A

e=")165,(s) = n(s)1? dS]

—2F

Jﬁ e Ob(vy,(6;,) — i, (n), 1(s). 05, (5) — n<s>>d5]

T T
<E —L1/0 e~ Oln(s)|12165,(5) = () 1220 dS—Q/O e_T(S)IIHZ(S)—n(S)IFdS]
T 1 1 1 1
+2KE jﬁ e‘T“’|v2(9Z)vZ(n)Ién<o>|vZ(9Z)vZ(n)H22<o>H9Z(8)n(S)Iia(o>H9Z(S)n(S)Hiﬂn(SNIdS]-

(3.20)
17



It follows from the definition of v (65) and vg () as well as Lemma 23] that

105,05)(2) = v (M) (D) [37241 0y < KallO5(8) = ()7 o) (3.21)

for y=0,1.
We deduce from inequalities (3:20)-(32I) that

E

T T
- /0 e (5)[165, () — n(s)l172(0) ds + 2/0 e TP, F(05,(5)) — PuF(n(s)), 05, (s) —11(s)) dS]

<K

T T
—L1/O e~ O n(s)I1P[165,(s) — ()l 720y ds — 2/0 e "167,(s) = n(s)II? dS]

+2KVK\E /O ™" O165,(s) = 1) L2 (0) 165,(5) = n(s)l[In(s) dS]

<0. (3.22)

Since < (T) — u® weakly in L?(Q; Hy) and u¢ = 6¢(T') as well as E||Pn90||%2(o) < E||90||%2(O), we obtain

(16(T) 3 2(0ye ™) = Ellbo 1320 < liminf [E (105(D)30pe ") = EIPabol}e0)]  (3:23)

n——+o00

We apply the It6’s formula to the process ||9€(5)||2L2(O)e_’"(s), yield

T T
16°(T)13 2096 =l60l172(0) 7/0 e " (5)[16°(5) 1720 d5+2/0 e "CN(F(s),0°(s)) ds
T T
+ove / / eV (5)S () AW (s)dzdyd= + € / T 1S(8) 2, 00100y 5. (3.24)
0 O 0

Taking the expectation of both sides of equality [B.24)), yields

T T
B (16D, ™) = Blbola0) == B [ e O a)107(s) o ds-+28 [ e (0).0%(5) ds

T
+eE /O T IS(3)12 sty 5 (3.25)
We also apply the finite dimensional Itd’s formula to the H,,-valued process [|0¢ (s)|22, e~ "), yield
n L?(0)
T T
165, (T 122016 = [1Pabol| 22 (0) — /0 e O (9)]165,()]1 20y ds + 2/0 e TP F(95,(5)). 05, (9)) ds

T
+ 2\/_/ / T0E (s)on (s, 05 (s)) AW (s)dzdydz + 6/ e "o (s, 9;(5))”%2(%’[{2) ds. (3.26)
0

Taking the expectation of both hand sides of equality ([3.:26) and using twice the identity |z|> = |z — y|? —
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ly|? + 2(z,y) as well as inequality (3:22)), we obtain

T
B (10T )6~ ™) = I Puboliiaior = =F [ O (10930 ds
T

T
2B / e T (B, F(05(s)), 05 () ds + < / € 0 (5,05(5)) 12, .11y 5
0 0

T T
- B / O ()]05(5) — 1(3) |22 0y ds + 2 / TPy F(05(5)) — PaF(n(s)), 05(s) — n(s) ds
0 0
S
+E / O ) () 0y ds 28 [T (s) [ 0ozt 5) dadydads
0 0 O
T T
2B / e TN (B, F((s)). 05(5) — n(s)) ds + 2 / T (B F(8(s)),n(s) ds
0 0
T T
+EE/O eir(S)”O—n(sa@Z(s))*O—n(san(s))”%g(UO,Hg)d8+2€E/0 eiT(S)(o—n(saeg(s))aUn(svn(s)))EQ(Uo,HQ)ds
T
B / e o (5, 1NN 00 s 5
T T
<E [ O @)l neyds < 2B [ e ) [ 0w sne 2, ) dodydzds
0 0 O

28 / e TN (B, F((s)). 65(5) — n(s)) ds + 2 / T (P F(05(5)), 1(s)) ds

T T
2B / 7 (0 (5, 05.(5)), 0 (5,1(5))) £ 111 ds — € / e Ol (s, m) 2y ds- (3:27)

By lower semi-continuity property of weak convergence and inequality (3:23) as well as the Lebesgue domi-
nated convergence theorem, we obtain

B (116(T) 1320y ) = Ellboll32(0)

<timinf [E (105(7) 320y~ ) = Bl Pabol2(0)]

n—-+4oo
T T
B [ e o) o ds - 26 |

<liminf
n—-+o0o

efr(s)rl(s) / 0 (z,y, 2, s)n(z,y, z, 8) dedydzds
(@]

—|—2E/ ()P F(n(s)), 05 (5) — ds+2E/ () (P, PO (5)), 1 (s)) ds

+26E/0 6”(5)(%(&92(5))7Un(s,n(S)))c2<Uo,H2>dS—GE/O "o (s, () 2oy 1.) 48

T

<B [T O ds 28 [ ) [0z (o2, dodydzds
T
Y / =T (F(n(s)), F(s) — n(s)) ds + 2 /O =" (F(s), n(s)) ds

T
+ 2B / €S (5), 0 (5,1(5))) £a Ui, 1z) 5 — € / el (s,m() I 0y 112 - (3.28)
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From inequality (8:25) and inequality (28], we conclude
T - T
- E/O e~ (s)[16°(s) — n(s)lI72(0) ds + ZE/O e "O(E(s) — F(n(s)),6°(s) — n(s)) ds
T
e [T (5) = s, g 5 <0 (3.29)
for every F-progressively measurable process € L?(2x (0, T); Va)NL*(2x (0, T); L*(0))NL*(Q; L>(0, T; H)).
w) € (0

In particular, taking n = 6¢, we obtain S(s,w) = a(s,0°(s,w)) for dt ® dP -a.e. (s,w) € (0,T) x Q.
Let n = 6¢ — X for any ¢ € L>(Q2 x (0,T); V) and any A > 0, we obtain

T

T
AE [T O )0l oy ds 4 2B [ e TOF() < FO(5) - M(s)) wo)ds 0. (330)
0 0
Since for any A > 0, we have
[(F(6°(s)) — F(6°(s) — Mb(s)),9(s))| < CA (Hw(S)H2 + ng(s)”Q”w(s)”%?(O)) , Vsel[0, T (3.31)
It follows from the Lebesgue Dominated convergence theorem, we have as A | 0,
T T
E/ TN (F(s) — F(60°(s) — Mb(s)), (s)) ds — E / e (F(s) — F(0°(s)), d(s)) ds (3.32)
0 0

Let A | 0 on both hand sides of inequality (B30), yields

E/ e ") (F(s) — F(6°(s)),1(s)) ds < 0. (3.33)
0

Since 9 is arbitrary, this implies that the process F(s) = F(0¢(s)) € L?(Q2 x (0,T); Vy). Therefore, problem
[22) possesses a solution in the sense of Definition Moreover, the estimates stated in Theorem [3]] can
be concluded from the lower semi-continuity property of weak convergence.

Step 2. General case: 0y € L?(§2, Hs). Taking any sequence 6,,(0) € L*(Q, H) such that E (||9n(0) - 90”%2(0)) —
0. Let (v5(¢),p55(%), 05(t)), t > 0 be the solution of the following equation:

Vs, + fost + Livg = [7, VO (2,9, ¢, t) d¢,
10,V s (@, y, ¢, 1) dC = 0,

A0, + B0, 05) dh - Ao(65, —0°) d — KA dit = gla,y, 2, 0)db + eo 0, O,()AW (D). (3.3
dv,, v B ve . B
v 52 r = B r, =0, vn n|Fl = 07 a7 XN r, =0,

u

0%($5y7 Z? 0) = e'n( )

The existence of (vS(t),ps,(t), 05 (t)) of problem ([B34) can be established by step 1. Moreover, from the
proof of inequality (B7)) and Lemma 23] we can obtain

T T T
sup (E <0§u<pTll9Z(T)II%z(o>> +E (/O ||95L(8)||2d8> +E (/0 195, () 172 (an) d8> +E (/O 15, ()72 o) d8>>

T
<C (sup(Ellﬂn(O)II%zw)) +/0 lg(s)lIZ20) ds + TN 72(a0) + lallr ag) + 1)) et

=Ds(T) < 400, (3.35)
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which implies that there exist a subsequence (still use the same notation) of {(v,(¢), p5s(t),05(t)) : n > 1}
and a process v¢ € L2(Q2x(0,T); V1), p& € L2(Q2x(0,T); HY(M)), 6¢ € L2(Q2x(0,T); V2)NL2(Q; L>=(0,T; Ha))
such that the following hold:

0 — 0° weakly in L*(Q x (0,T); Va),
05 — 0° weakly star in L*(Q; L>°(0,T; Hy)),
vS — v weakly in L*( x (0,T); V1),
pS, — pS weakly in L*(Q x (0,T); H'(M)).

Based on the above weak convergence property, we can easily prove that
z
/ Vpi(z,y,t) - ¢ dedydz —/ (/ V@%m,y,(,t)d() - pdxdydz +/ fot - gdrdydz + (A€, ¢)
o o \J-h o

:/ kp - ¢dxdy, dP @ dt —a.e. on Qx (0,T),
Ty

for any ¢ € H'(0).
Next, we want to prove that ¢ also converges to 6¢ in probability in L>°(0,T; Hs) N L%(0,T; Vz). For
any fixed R > 0, define

t
i = nf{t > 0: (|65, (1)[|72(0) +/0 165,(5)|1% ds > R}.
then 73 is a stopping time and the following result hold:

Dy (T)
R

T
P < T) < P( sup 05(0)]25(0) + / 165(s)|? ds > R) < (3.36)

0<t<T

for all n > 1.
Put (v,ps,0) = (v5,p5s,05) — (V,, 05,4, 05,) with 6(0) = 0,(0) — 6,,,(0) for any m, n > 1, then the
following conclusion holds:

[v 1410y + s Ol ay < KO 0) (3.37)

for y =0, 1.
We apply the It6’s formula to the process ||9(5)||2L‘2(0) and use inequality ([B37)) as well as Lemma [27]
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yield
) t/\Tg/\TgL )
W@AﬂAﬁﬁhmm+ZA 16(s)]? ds
) t/\Tg/\TgL t/\Tg/\TgL )
:wmmp@»fzé b@w»%@xm$ww+64 (s, 05(5)) — (5, 85 ()12, 00 1
t/\Tg/\THL
+*2v€”/‘ g/"o<sxo<s,oz<s>>—fo(s,0;<s>>>dvv<s>dxdydz
0 O
EATRATE i N N . IANTRATR
sww@@+mA |mw@@ww@@wwawwwwmw@+dl 1005) 20, ds
t/\’r}%/\r&"
+%E/ /9<x<a%<»—a@ﬁ;@mdwwmﬂwm
<100, + 2VE /

+ove / T / 0(5)(0 (s, 0 (5)) — o (s, 05, (s))) W (s)dwdyd=

t/\’TR/\TR

tATRATR
[16(s)ll L2(0)10n () I110(s)]| ds + GL/O 10(s)122(0) ds
tATRATR tATRATR'
<[10(0)[1Z2 (o) +/O 10(s)1I7.2(0y (K2 K110 (s)]|* + €L) d8+/0 10(s)II> ds
tATRATR
+ave [ [ 01)(o(s.855)) = (5,65, (9)) AW (s) oy
0 o
for any m, n > 1, which implies that
IANTRATR
e A Ol
tATRATR
<[10(0)[1 20y + /O 10(5)II7.2(0y (K*K1 |10 (s)]|* + €L) ds
tATRATR
+ave [ 006 0(5.855)) = (5,5, () AW (s) oy
0 o

for any m, n > 1, it follows from Lemma that

t/\T;%/\Tg’
HWAﬂAﬁwa@+A 16(s)]? ds

t/\TRA’rR

<;cr<f

2
162 (s)I|? ds+eLT <||9n(0) — 0 (0)[12(0)

+2f/ k TR/e o (s, 05 ( ))—a(s,@%(s)))dW(s)dmdydz)

tATRATR'
s&%“ﬂﬁm@— Ol +2ve [ [ o) s%)%dwmmmwmwm>
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By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we obtain

/ [ 006) (5.5, (9) = (505, (5)) W ()

0<r<TATRATEH

2\/eE ( sup

)

1
2

TATRATR
<C1VeE (/O 10(s) 172009 (5, 05,(5)) = 0 (5, 5 (DI Z, (70, 112 ds)

[N

TATRATR
<CiVeE sup |0(r)|[L2(0) (/O lo(s,65,(5)) = o (s, 05 (NN 2 (110, 12) ds)

O<7"<T/\Tn/\TR
T/\’r}’%/\‘r;%"
E / 10(5)) (120 ds
0

1
2 2

<C1VeL (E sup ||9(7“)||2L2(0)>

0<r<TATREATE

Therefore, we conclude the following result:

TATRATR
B (s 10u(6ATRATE) ~ Ot A TR ATy ) + B [ 16060~ Ol s

0<t<T

K2K1R+eLT 2 : TATRATR 2
<e 10n.(0) = 0 (0)[|72(0) + C1VeL | E sup 101720y E ; 10(s)172(0) ds

0<r<TATREATE
, 1
<ARELTE (10,(0) = 0,1(0) [F2(0)) + B ( S "’““)'%2@)
STSLIATRATR

1 ) TATRATR
+ 5e21c ’C1R+26LT0126L E/ HH(S))H%2(O) ds | .
0

It follows from Lemma that
T/\’TR/\TR
E <0§up 10u(t A7 ATE) — Ot AT A r%>|%2<o>> +p 10u(8) — ()2 ds
t< 0

<Ds(R,T)E (||9n(0) - 9m(0)||iz(o)) : (3.38)
where

2 1,2 2K2K1 R+2eLT
D3(R, T) _ QeIC K1iR+eLT+3Cqe .

For § > 0 and any R > 0, we obtain

P ( Sp._[0(t) — O (D] 20y > 6)

0<t<T

<P <T)+Plrp<T)+P ( sup [|0n(tATEATE) — Om(EATRATR )HLz ©) > 5) (3.39)
0<t<T

Given an arbitrary small constant € > 0, we deduce from inequality (B36) that there exists a positive
constant Ry such that for any R > Ry and any m, n > 1,

Pl <T) < < (340)
and
P(rg <T) < % (3.41)
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Moreover, it follows from inequality ([3.38) that there exists a natural number Ny such that for all m, n > No,

P ( sup |0 (EATEATE) — O (EATE A T}{L)HQLQ(O) > 5) < < (3.42)
0<t<T 3
Therefore, we conclude that for all m, n > No,
P ( sup |0, (t) — 67n(t)||%2(o) > 5) <e. (3.43)
0<t<T

Similarly, we can obtain

P </O ||9n(8) - em(s)” ds > 5) <e (3.44)

for all m, n > Ny > Ny. These inequalities (8:43)-(B:44) imply that (v,, 8,) converges to (v, ) in probability
in L>(0,T; H'(O) x Hy)NL?(0,T; H?(O) x V»). Finally, we would like to prove that (v, ) satisfies equality
@4). To this end, it suffices to prove that for any ¥ € V3,

/ H(QC, Y, z, t)w(xa Y, Z) dxdydz = / <A2 (0(8) - 0*)7 1/)> ds — / b(v(s), 9(8), Z/J) ds + <T0 + KhtA9*7 u)>
O 0 0

+ /O (g(s), 1) ds + /O (o(5,0(s)) AW (s), ). (3.45)

Since for each n > 1, we have
t
[ 0oy 200,02 dodydz = = [ B0 (5),00(5),0) ds + (6,(0) + Knt s )
(@] 0

T / (9(s), ) ds + / (05,0 (5)) AW (s), ) — / (As(0n(s) — 0%), ) ds. (3.46)

Let n — 400, thanks to the convergence in probability and also the weak convergence, from the dominated
convergence theorem, we conclude that each term in ([B.40]) tends to the corresponding term in ([B.45]). Hence,
the existence proof of weak solutions for problem (Z2)) is completed.

In what follows, we will prove that the solution (v, pS, 6¢) of problem (Z2)) is unique. For this purpose,
we will use the Schmalfuss trick as in [36].

Assume that (v, pi,, 05) and (v§, p$,, 05) are two solutions to problem ([22)), put (v, ps, 8) = (v§, p$,, 05) —
(vS, pSs, 05), then 6(0) = 0 and the following conclusion holds:

o110y + 1251 (1) < KOO Fr00) (3.47)

for y=0,1.
Define an auxiliary process ¢ by

t
o(t) = oxp{ L / 105(s)[2 ds}, ¢ >0,

where Ly > K2K;.
Let us introduce the stopping time

TR =1inf{t > 0: [|05(t)|72(0y) = R} Anf{t > 0 [|05(t)]|720) = R} AT,
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then we apply the Itd’s formula to the process ||6(s) ||%2(O)¢(s) and use inequality (B.47) as well as assumption
(A3), Lemma 24 yields

tATR tATR
St ATR)OE A TR)IZ2 (0 +L2/0 S5 IP10()N1 72 0) d5+2/0 #(s)10(s)]1* ds

tATR

=2 [ bl 500 00t s+ [ G5, 855 — oo 5D e

v | [ 4610661015, 5) = s 05(6)) AW () oty

< [ o o>||v<s>||zz<o>Ho<s>niz<o>||9<s>||%||9§<s>|\¢(s> st [ 06N o ds
cove [ / 6(5)0(5) 0 (5,05 (5)) — o (,05(5))) IV (s)dwdydz

<V [ 0o N0 ds ek [ S0 o d
Loy / / B()0(5)(0 (5, 65 (5)) — (5, 05(5))) AV (s)dydl

tATR

<IC2/C1/ " o(s)]16(s )IILz(o>II9§(S)H2d8+/O <f>(8)ll9(8)||2dS+6L/0 R¢(8)II9(8))||222<0) ds

+2f/ TR/ 6()0(5) (0 (5, 05 (5)) — (s, 05(s))) AW (s)dadyds.

Taking the expectation of both hand sides of the above inequality, we obtain
tATR
B (ot A6t A ) ) + [ B (s)6s)1?) ds
tATR ’
<t [ B (600 b

It follows from Lemma that
E (ot A1) 66 A )32 ) < 0.

Therefore, the solution (v, p<, 6¢) of problem (2.2]) is unique.

4 Large deviation principle

In this section, we will establish the large deviation principle for problem (22)).

4.1 The large deviations result

Consider the following three dimensional stochastic planetary geostrophic equations of large-scale ocean
circulation:

VpS + foet + Lot = [7, VO(z,y,(,t)dC,
fi)h V- vﬁ(x,y,C,t) dC =0,

dfc 4 B(ve,0°) dt + Ax(6€ — 6%) dt — K AQ* dt = g(x,y, z,t) dt + \/ea(t,0(t))dW (t), (4.1)
AV‘Z;; L= h Qv p, = 0,0 dilp, =0, 9 % ﬁ|n =0,

96(%9; Z, O) = 90(1‘5 Y, Z)
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with fOT ||g(s)||2L2(O) ds < 400 and € € (0,1). From Theorem Bl we conclude that there exists a weak
solution (v, ps, 0) of problem (Z2) with values in C([0,T]; Vi x HY(M) x Ho)NL%*(0,T; H*(O) x H2(M) x V3)
and it is pathwise unique. It follows that (see [I]) there exists a Borel-measurable function ®€ : C([0,T];U) —
C([0,T]; H2) N L%(0,T; Va) such that 0(-) = ®¢(W(-)) a.s. The aim of this section is to prove the large
deviation principle for #¢. The following Lemmas show that the family {®€} satisfies assumption (A) so that
Lemma [2.8] can be invoked to prove our main result.

Lemma 4.1. Let the family {®°} be defined as above. For any x € Ar with 0 < R < 400, let
05.(-) = (W (-) + % Jo x(s)ds). Then (v<(-),p%s(-), 05 () is the unique weak solution of problem

v(gy;s + St + Lyl = [7, VO (2,y, (1) d,
f_hV 5 (2, y, ¢, 1) d¢ =0,
oS, + B(vS, 05) dt + A (05 — 0*) dt — K A9* dt

= g(@,y, 2 t) dt + ot 0 (£)x(t) dt + ea(t, 65 (1)) dW (1), (4.2)
ove ove e = ove N
v o |, = |, = 0vy iy, =0, 57 Xl =0,

u

05 (2, y,2,0) = Oo(z,y, 2)

Proof. Since x € Ag, fOT Ix(9)l1, ds < +00 a.s., W =W ++ Jo x(s) ds is a Wiener process with
covariance form @ under the probability measure

4P = ¢~ 9 I8 XD W= [ (@) s g,

A Girsanov argument can be used to complete the proof as follows: Let (v, p§,0°) be the unique solution
of problem (4I]) on (2, F,Py) with W in place of W. Then (v¢,pg,6°) solves problem (£2)) P-a.s., and
0 = o(W ().

If (v, p%s,05) and (v, pg,0°) are two solutions of problem (Z2) on (2, F,P), then (vg,pS,0;) and
(ve, ps, 0°) will satisfy problem (@I on (Q,F, ’ﬁ;) with W in place of W. Thus (v5, PS50 0%) = (v©, 5, 0°)
Py-a.s. so that (v, S, 05) = (v, p§, 0°) P-a.s. Thus uniqueness of solutions to problem (42 is obtained.D

Lemma 4.2. (see [1]) Let {xn} be a sequence of elements from Ag for some finite R > 0. Let x,, — X in
distribution as Sg-valued random elements. Then [ xn(s)ds converges in distribution as C([0,T]; U)-valued

processes to [ x(s)ds as n — +o0.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that x € L?(0,T;Uy), g € L?(0,T; L?(0)) and o satisfies assumptions (A)-
(A3). Then for any 0y € Ho, there exists a unique weak solution (v,ps,0) € C([0,T); Vi x HY(M) x Hy) x
L?(0,T; H*(O) x H*(M) x Va) of problem

Vps + fot + Liv= [7, VO(z,y,(,t)dC,

J20 Y o,y ¢ 1) d¢ =0,

% + B(v,0) + Ax(0 — 0*) — KR A0 = g(x,y, z,t) + o(t,0(t))x(t), (4.3)
Avgele, = G2ln, = 0, v -7l =0, g2 x|, =0,

0(0) = Op(z,y, 2).

Proof. For any n € C([0,T)]; Hs) and any fixed x € L?(0,T;Up), we conclude from assumption (A4z) that
a(t,n(t))x(t) € L*(0,T; Hy) and the following result hold:

HU('vn)XH%Z(O,T;Hz) <K+ ”n“%([O,T];Hz))”XH%Q(O,T;UO)' (4.4)
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Therefore, it follows from the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [5] that for any 6y € Ha and any T > 0, there exists
a unique weak solution (v7,p7,0") € C([0,T); Vi x HY(M) x Hs) x L*(0,T; H*(O) x H?(M) x V») with
07 € L?(0,T;V3) of the following problem

Vps + fot + Liv = [, VO(z,y,( 1) d¢,

fi)h V- U(IE, Y, Cat) dC =0,

% + B(Uv 0) + A2(9 - 0*) - }’{hAQ»< = g(xa Y, th) + U(tﬂ?(t))X(t)a (45)
AV%‘FU =M %‘rb =0,v -1y, =0, % x ﬁ‘rl =0,

9(0) = 90(1‘53/72)'

Define the operator S : C([0,T]; Ha) — Y = {¢ € L%(0,T;Va) : ¢y € L?(0,T;V3)} C C([0,T); Ha) by
6" = S(n). (4.6)

In what follows, we will prove that the well-posedness of weak solutions for problem (&3] by using Banach’s
fixed point Theorem. To do this, we will show that the operator S : C([0,T]; Hz) — C([0,T]; H2) on some
subset of C([0,T]; Hz) is contractive.
Multiplying the third equation of problem (LX) by 6" and integrating the resulting equality over O, we
obtain
1d
2dt
z/ 9(t)0"(t) dedydz +/ o(t,n(t))x()0"(t) dedydz + B/ 0% 0" dzdy
o o T,
<llg®Oll L2167 @) | L2(0) + BlIO™ || L2y 107 (D)l 2 vy + o (& n(0)x @)l L2(0) 107 (E) ]| L2(0)

. 1
<Cllg®)li2(0y + ClO L2y + Cllot.nO)x O Z20) + 5107,
2

167 ()12 (0 + 1167 ()]

It follows from Lemma 2] and inequality (£4) that

T
sup [107(5)[20 + / 167(s)| ds
s€[0,T] 0

T
SC/O 19() 11720y ds + CT0* |72y + ClloCmxl 20,7220 + 100l172 (0

T
SCls(/O lg($)1I72(0y ds + TUO* 72 (a0)) + CraK (1 + 1012 (0,772 IXIIE2 0. 750) + 10001720y (47)

for some fixed positive constants Ci5 and Cqs.
Choosing T7 > 0 sufficiently small such that

N | =

012K||X||2L2(0,T1;U0) <

1
2

T *
Let RolT) = ( ezl (O i 19000y o+ CoaTl6° aquny + Coo Nl ) + 190120 )

L2(0,T;Uqg

for any T' € (0,71] and define
Bo(T) = {n € C([0,T]; H2) : |nlleo,1):12) < Ro}s
then we infer from inequality (@7) that
SBy(T') C Bo(T)
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for any T € (0,T].

Next, we will prove that the operator S : Bo(T') — Bo(T) is contractive. Assume that 7, n2 € Bo(T)
and (v1,p1s, 61), (v, pas,b2), are the weak solutions for problem (£3]) corresponding to 71, 12, respectively.
Put (v,ps,0) = (v1,p1s,01) — (v2, P2s,02) and n = n; — 12, then (v, ps, 0, n) satisfies the following problem

VPS + f’UL + le = fjh ve(x7ya(:7t) dC7
fi)h V- ’U(x7yag7t) dC = 0;

Gt + B(v1,0) + B(v,02) + Az = o (t,m (1)) x(t) — o(t,n2(£))x (1), (4.8)
ov v — v —

AV8Z|F =0, E)Z‘Fb =0,v-7p, =0, 55 X n|rl =0,

6(0) = 0

and the following estimate hold:

[v O+ 0y + 15O (1) < KllOON 71 0) (4.9)

for y=0,1.
Taking the inner product of the third equation of problem (&) with 6 in Hs and combining Holder
inequality with inequality (@3], Lemma 24, we obtain

5 1022 0) + 162
= — b(w() 0a(1), 0(1)) + /o (ot (D)X (1) — o(t, ma())x(0)0(t) dadyd=
<Ko 2 0 0011 2 (0 8OO 22 0y 10O + ot (D)x(8) — ot 12X (O 220 10D 220
<KV l02OIIOO |2 0@ + o (t,m (1)) — ot ma ()] 2w IX(O) 0 100 | 20
< IO + K2Ka |02 P60, + 21O R (O

We infer from Lemma 28] that for any T € (0,T7],

T
2 2 T s 2 s
S[I(I)PT] ||9(5)||%2(0) +/0 ||9(5)||2d5 <o ||77||C( 0,T7; L2(0))||X||L2(0T Uo)€2’C 1 Jo 12()I1
seg|0,

2L ’CQK: 2
SE 112 077 20 X172 (0,700 €7 R, (4.10)

Obviously, we can choose Ty € (0,71] such that

2L
o { CraK N0, 3 I e

N | =

27C2K1R0(T1)2} <

then the operator S : Bo(Tp) — Bo(Tp) is a contractive mapping. We infer from Banach fixed point Theorem
that for any 6y € He and x € L%(0,T;Uy), the operator S has a unique fixed point § = S(6) € By(Tp),
which implies that problem ([&3]) possesses a unique weak solution (v, ps,6) € C([0,Tp); Vi x HY (M) x Ha) x
L?(0,Ty; H*(O) x H*(M) x Va) on [0, Ty].

Multiplying the third equation of problem (£3) by 6 and integrating the resulting equality over O, we
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obtain

1d
57 10Oz + 101

:/ g(t)o(t) dxdydz—l—/ o(t,0(t))h(t)0"(t) dxdydz—i—ﬁ/ 0*0 dxdy
o o .

<[lg@® N2 10@) 220y + BIO (| L2 Ay 10@) | L2(r0) + [l (E, 0()x @)l L2(0)[10(E) ]| L2(0)
<Ng@O 2oy 10 |20y + BIO |2 10 | L2,y + o, OE)) || 2wy, 52) | X E) 1o |0() || L2(0)

) 1
<Cllg®)72(0) + ClO" 7200y + CE A+ [0@)IE20) IX@IE, + 510,

which implies that

d
0@z o) + 161
<Cllg®)ll7z(0) + ClO* 72 0m) + CE A+ 0@ (0)) X B 17

We conclude from Lemma that
t
106 s0r + [ 106)IP s
t t t . 2
SC (/O ||g(8)||%2(0) dS + t||0*||%2(M) + K/O ||X(S)||2UO dS + ”00“%2(O)> ecK fo ”X(S)”UO ds, (411)

which implies that the weak solution of problem (3]) exists globally.

=" ([ xieras).

where (vy, Pys, 0y ) is the unique weak solution of problem (E3).

For any x € L?(0,T;Uy), define

Theorem 4.4. Assume that 0y € Ho and assumptions (A1)-(A4) hold. Let M be any fized finite positive

constant and define
Ky = {CDO (/ X(s)ds) tX € SM}.
0

Then the set Ky is compact in C([0,T]; Ha) N L%(0,T; Va).

Proof. Let {6,} be a sequence in Kjs, where (v, pns,8y) is the weak solution of problem (@3) with
X = Xn € Sum. By weak compactness of Sy, there exists a subsequence (still use the same notation) of
{Xn}, which weakly converges to a limit y in L?(0,T;Up). In fact x € Sy as Sy is closed. We now
would like to show that the corresponding subsequence (still use the same notation) of {6, } converges in
C([0,T); Hy) N L2(0,T; V3) to 0, where (v, ps, ) is the weak solution of the following ”limit” problem

Vps + fot + Liv = [*, VO(z,y,(,t) d¢,

[0V @y, ¢ ) d¢ =0,

% + B(v,0) + A3(0 — 0*) — KpA0* = g(x,y, z,t) + o(t,0(t))x(t), (4.12)
AV%|FU =H %|rb =0,v-7ilp, =0, % x ﬁ|rl =0,

0(0) = Op(z,y, 2).
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From inequality (£I1]), we know that

T
sup 10(5)22(0) + / 16(s)]? ds

s€[0,T]

T T
* C T Bk s
gc*(/o g()13 20y ds + TN0* (12 0y + 10011320y + K / ||x<s>||%ods>e Ko ()1, @

T

Put (wn, gns, Mn) = (Un — U, Dns — Ds, O — 0), then it satisfies the following problem

V(Jns + fl; X Up + Litup = fjh vnn(xvyagvt) d(v
SOV -y, Gt d¢ =0,

G+ B(vn, nn) + Blun, 0) + Aann = 0 (t, 0, (1))xn (t) — o (£, 6(1))x (1), (4.14)
Oy, _ Oy, — _ Oy = _

AV 0z T, =0, oz 1Ty, =0, un .n|Fl =0, i X n‘Fl =0,

0(0) = 0,

we need to prove that 7, — 0 in C([0,T]; Ha) N L2(0,T; Va) as n — +o0.
Similarly, we have the following estimate:

lun ()11 (0) + Nans Ol gy < Kallm (O o) (4.15)
for y=0,1.

Taking the inner product of the third equation of problem ([I4) with 7, in Hs and combining Holder
inequality with inequality (@I%]), we obtain

1d
5 2l O30 + ()

I?

== b(un(t)v H(t), Mn (t)) + /(Q(J(ta Qn(t))Xn(t) - U(ta Q(t))X(t))nn (t) dxdydz

<K (Ol s (Ol 3z 0y 10O N1 (Ol 22 0yl (D2 + /o o (£, 0(6)) (o () — X(0)) (0) derdydz

+ o, 0n(6)xn(t) = (L, 0(8))xn ()] L2(0) 11 (D) 2(0)
<KNKL 0O ()| 20y I @)] + |0t 6 (8)) = ot 8| 2110, 112) 30 (D) | 0 (D) 20
n(t

+/O< 0(8)) (xn () — x(8)) i (£) derdyd=
<5 IO + (OO + 1 a1, 020 + [ o600 (0) = X)) (1)
2 O

We infer from Lemma 25 and inequality (£13) that

T
sup [11a(6)]30) + / I (5) P ds

s€[0,T)

sup
te[0,T]

sup
te[0,T]

/ / (5,0(5)) (n (5) — X(5))1a (5) dadydzds

) Jor (R2EAN16() 11+ g5 l1xn (DT, ds

/ / (5,0()) (xn () — X(5))1n (5) dudydzds

)ezc%(ff 19) 1220 ds+T107 132 )+ KM ) <M 4 LA

(4.16)
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We conclude from inequality (II) that there exists a positive constant C' such that
T —
SUP( sup ([l0()]1Z2(0) + 10n(D1Z2(0)) +/ (lo¢s)I1* + |9n(8)||2)d8) <C
n>1 \ t€[0,T] 0

In what follows, we will give an estimate on the term sup,¢o 7 ‘f(f Jo 0(5,0(5))(xn(5) = Xx(5))1n(s) dedydzds| .
For N>1and k=0,1,---,2" let t}, = k727" and let

tes%pT / / n(8) = x(8))n (s) dedydzds| < Z N (4.17)
where
NfZ | 5.0 Gen5) = (510 (5) = (0)) | s,
N—Z / ) [ (0(5.005) = (0. 09)) (x(5) = x(6) ) 1)y s,
I;“:N—Z | (00009) = (6, 000)) (x(5) = x(5) ) | .
= s s | a0) [ (s a6 o) dodye

o (tr, 0(tx)) (Xn(s) — x(8))n0n (tr) drdydzds| .

It follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, assumptions (As), (A4), Holder’s inequality and the proof of
Theorem [AT] that

2N

ty
1 —
ny=Y [
th—1

k=1

ds

/O a(s,0(5))(xn () = x(5)) (N (s) — M (k) ddydz

tr
<Z/ o (s, ()l 256, 112) X0 (8) = X (8)lwo 7 (8) = 1 (E0)) | L2 (0) s

<\/K(1+0C) (Z
<2 /K1 +C)M (Z/k ||9n(s)9n(tk))lliz(o)ds) +2y/K(1+C)M (Z/t 16(s) Htk))||L2(o)ds)

1
2

te—1

[[xn(s) X(S)IIUOIQdS) (Zt [17n(s) nn(tk))lizw)dS)

W=

k=1"tk-1

<4,/DK(1 +C)M

< © : (4.18)
4
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2

N t
2 §
In,N - /
k=1"1tk—1

2N th
< Z/ lo(s,0(s) = o (tr, 0(5)ll 2 (U0, m12) X () = X(8) v 17m (&) | L2 (0) s
k=1

te—1

/0(0(8,9(8) = o(tr,0(s))) (xn(5) = X())1n (k) dwdydz| ds

tr—1

— oN th % 2N ti
SQZ{/\]C@ (Z/ (1+ ||9(5)||L2(O))2 dS) (Z/ Ixn(s) — X(S)HQUO ds)
Pt k=1 th—1

2N th
<L Z/ (L4 110(s)l[z20)) (s = tr) " Ixn(s) = X(8)l[vo 11 (t) | 2(0) ds
k=1

[N

tr—1

<4L1«/2TM(1 +C)C

— 2,YN )

(4.19)

2

N b
3 _ §
In,N - /
tr—1

k=1

ds

/O (0(t, 0(5)) — o (t-0(80)) (o (5) — X(5))a (1) dardydz

ty

2N
<> lo(te, 0(s)) = o (b, Otk )l 2 (o, 112) X (8) = X ()l [0 (E0) | L2 (0) dis
k=1

tr—1

oN th
<2VIC) / 16(s) = 0(tx) Il 20) Ixn(s) = x()lv, ds
k=1 4

th—1

1
2

<2V/IC (2 | |e<s>—e<tk>||%2<o>ds) (Z [ ot =GR, ds)
k=1"tk—1 k=17 tk—1
<4\/DLMC'

4.20
S (1.20)

Ifl’N = sup sup
1<k<2N t 1 <t<iy

/ ot 6(tx)) / (xn(5) — x(5)) ds 7 () didyds
(@]

th—1

/ (ta(5) — X(5)) ds

tr—1

< /KCO+0) sup ( / ||xn<s>x<s>|uods>

< sup sup <|U(tk79(tk))|£2(Uo,H2)
1<k<2N tp_1<t<ty

IUn(tk)||L2<o>>

Uo

1<k<2N e

2VEC1+0) </ lxn(5) = x(s)|1%, dS)
0

272

<4\/KMC‘(1 +C)

- 2%

, (4.21)

For any fixed N and any k = 1,2,---,2" from the weak convergence of x,, to x in L?(0,T;Up) as n — +o0,
we deduce that the term ftt:,l (xn(s) — x(s)) ds weakly converge to 0 in Up. Since o(tx,0(tx)) is a compact
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operator, we infer that for fixed k, the sequence o (tx, 0(tx)) tk  (Xn(s) — x(s)) ds strongly converge to 0 in
H, as n — 400. But sup,, > 1<p<on |7 (te)]|22(0) < 24/C, which implies that

lim I =0. (4.22)
n—-+00
Thus, we deduce from inequalities ([EI0)-([#22) that there exists a positive constant Ko independent of n,
N such that for any integer N > 1,

T
1imsup< Sup]llnn( )||2L‘2(O)+/ ||77n(5)||2d5> < Kp2” NN,
0

n—+oo \ s€[0,T

which implies that

T
lim ( sup |7 (s )||%2<0)+/0 ||ﬂn(8)||2d8> =0.

n——+00 s€l0,T

Therefore, for every sequence {6, } in K, there exists a subsequence {6, } which converges to some element
0, € Ky in C([0,T]; He) N L%(0,T; V5), i.e., the set Ky is compact in C([0,7T]; Hz) N L2(0,T; V).
O

Theorem 4.5. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4). Let {x }eso C Anr for some fized finite positive
constant M < 4+o00. Assume that x¢ converges to x in distribution as Sys-valued random elements, then

o (i o) oo (s

Proof. Since Ay is a Polish space, by the Skorokhod representation theorem, we can construct processes
(Xe, X, W) such that the joint distribution of (., W) is the same as that of (x., W), the distribution of ¥
coincides with that of x, and x. — X a.s., in the (weak) topology of Sy;. Hence a.s. for every ¢t € [0,T],
fo Xe(s)ds — fo s)ds — 0 weakly in Up. Let 0c(-) = (W () + ﬁ Jo x“(s) ds). By the Girsanov theorem
and the uniqueness of solution for problem (Z2]), we know that (v¢(-), pS(-), 0¢(-)) is the unique weak solution

of problem

in distribution as € — 0.

Vps + foet + Lot = [7, VO(z,y,(,t)dC,

SO0V vy, ¢ ) dC = 0,

d6° + B(ve,0°) dt + As(0° — 6%) dt — KpAQ* dt

= g(x Y, 2, 1) dt+ J(t 0°(t))xc(t) dt + /eo(t,0°(¢))dW (),
AR, = B, = 0,07y, =0, 3 =0,

(4.23)

vV oz

0¢(z,y, 2,0) = Oo(x,y, 2).

Now, we need to prove §° — 6 = ®°( [; x(s) ds) in distribution as ¢ — 0.
Let (u,qs,n) = (v —v,pS — ps, 0° — 9) then the following estimate holds:

lu) 710y + lasO 1 ) < Kalln®lF o) (4.24)

for y=0,1.
Applying Ité formula to ||77(t)||2L2(O) and combining assumption (As) with inequality (£24), Young’s
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inequality, Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2] yield
dlln(®)1 220y + 2l dt
— — 2b(u(t), B(t), () dt + el (t, 05|12 vy pra) Ut + 2V/€ / o(t,6°(1)) WV (t)ddyd:
+2 /O (o (t, 05 ()X (t) — o (t, 0())x () (t) dudydzdt
<KNO@ Mm@l 220y I + 2[lo (@, 6°()) — o (£, 0@ L2 (w0, 1) IX ) 1) || 2 (0)
NG / o (£, 0°(t)) AW (t)ddydz + 2 /O o (1, 006) (X (t) — x(£))n(t) dedydzdt

+2ello(t, 0°(t)) — o (t, 0D Z, . 15 At + 2¢ll 0t OO)Z, (11, 11,)
<[l + CQ+ 1001 + LIx Ol 11172 o) + 2K (1 + [10(0))][72(0)) dt

+ 2\/_/ o(t,0°(t)) dW (t)dxdydz + 2/ a(t,0(t)(x(t) — x(®))n(t) dedydzdt,

(@]

which implies that
2 ! 2
)0+ [ Il ds
0
t t
<C [+ 106 + LN ) (o) oy ds-+ 2K [ 1+ 1000 s

+ove / / o (s, 0°(5)) AW (s)dadydz + 2 / / (5,005)) (0" (5) — X(8))n(t) dadydzds.  (4.25)

For any R > 0 and any t € [0, 7], define

Gpr.(t) = {w: < sup [|0(s,w)| £2(0)> +/ 160(s,w)]? ds) < sup 6(s,w)| L2(0)2 +/ 16 (s, w)]? ds) < R}
s€[0,t] s€f0

It follows from Lemma 25 that on Gr (T),

T
s (o) + / ()] ds

se[0,T
/ / )) dW (s)dzdydz

) oC(T+R+LM)
)

2KeT(1+ R) + 2\/e sup
re(0,T]

+2 sup
r€[0,T]

/ / s,0(s (s) — x(s8))n(t) dedydzds

which entails that

T

E <IGR,5(T) sup ||77(t)||2L2(0)> +E (IGR,E(T)/ ||77(5)||2d5>
s€(0,7] 0

/ / (s,0°(s)) dW (s)dxdydz )

)) eCT+E+LM), (4.26)

2KeT(1+4 R) +2V€E | I, (1) sup
7"6[0 T)

+2F (IGR (T) Sup
r€[0,T]

/ / s,0(s (s) — x(s))n(t) dedydzds
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From the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Gr,e(T) C Gg.(t) for any ¢ € [0, T, we conclude

/ / (s))dW (s )dxdydz)

[ e /O 1(s)o (s, 0°(s >>dw<s>dxdydz>

1
T 2
SC\/EE(</O IGR,S@IIU(S)II%z(@I0(8796(8))I%2<U0,H2>d8) )

2veE (IGR (1) Sup
0<r<T

<2/eE ( sup

0<r<T

=

T

<CVeE <4R/ IGR,e(S)'0-(5766(8))|%2(U0,H2)d8>
0

<C\/eKRT(1 1 R). (4.27)

It follows from inequalities (£26)-(21) that

T
(IGR (T) SELIP [n(t )||2L2(0)> +E <IGR,6(T)/O ||77(5)|2d8>
se[0,T

g2< <IGR (r) sup / [ ot s)x(s))n(t)dxdydzds>>eC<T+R+LM>
rel0,T]

+ (2K€T(1 +R)+ /eKRT(1+ R)) eC(TH+RFLM), (4.28)

In what follows, we will give an estimate on the term E (IGR,E(T) SUPyeo,7] ‘fot Jo a(s,0(s))(x“(s) — x(s))n(s) dxdydzdsD
as in the proof of Theorem @4l For N > 1 and k =0,1,---,2V, let t;, = k727" and let

5
) < ZIZ,Na (4.29)
i=1

ds) |
ds) |
ds) |
)

/ [ 5.0 () = x()n(s) dadyazas

E\Ig,.T) sup
t€[0 T)

where
tr

JENY Z /o o (5,0()) (x“(5) — x(5))(n(s) — (tx)) drdyd:

tr—1

tr

2y =E | Ig. Z [ (05.0) = ot 86 () = x()nts)

tr—1

tr

En=E|Ign.m Z /O(U(tka 0(s)) — o(tr, 0(tx))) (X" (s) — x(s))n(tr) dedydz

tr—1

/ ot 6(tr) / (x“(3) — x(s)) ds 5(t) ddydz
(@]

tr—1

4
Ie,N =F IGR,E(T) sup sup
1<k<2N t)_1<t<ty,

[ otto) [ (x¢(s) - xo) dsnttn) dedyd:
(@)

te—1

N
b (IGMT) $
k=1
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It follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, assumptions (Az), (A4), Holder’s inequality and Theorem [AT]

that

2N
1 b
I =F (IGR,JT) >/
k=1"1tk—1

2N
<t (1o
k=1

th—1

2N th
SVK(l+R)E (IGR,EmZ/ x“(s) X(S)|Uo||2ds>
k=1"tk-1

tr—1

1

2N
E (IGR,e (T) Z
k=1

2N th 2
<2 /K11 R)ME (IGR,mZ / ||e€<s>—e€<tk>>||%2<o>ds>
k=1

tr—1

2N th
+2y/K(1+R)ME (IGR&(T) Z/ 10(s) — 0t )72 (0 ds)
k=1

tr

k—1

2N
I’y =E (IGRYE(T) Z /
k=171

oN th
<E (IGR,E(T) Z/ o(s,0(s) — o (tr, 0(s))l 22w, ) IX () = X ()|t [0 (tw)| 12 (0) ds
k=1

tr—1

oN th
<L\E (IGR,E(T> Z/t (L+10(5)][2(0)) (5 — )7 [[X“(8) = x(s)lwo [0 (te) | 22(0) dS)
k=17 tk-1

) ~
) . (IGR@(T)z
k=1

te—1

N

2L,VR gyl

SN E(IGR,E(T)Z/ (1+[16(5)]| 2(0))* ds
k=1

_ALWITM1 + R)R

= 7N )

2N th

I’y =E IGR’E(T)Z/
k=1"tk—1

2N
<K (Ik;R@(T)ZE:.}[

k=1

te—1

/O o(s,0(s)(x“ () = X(5))(1(s) — n(tx)) dardyd=

[N

/O (0(,6() — o (t, 6(3))) (v (5) — X () (ti) dedydz

" los, () 22 (vo. ) 1X(5) = X ()l 11(8) = n(tx))| 22(0) ds

ty

th—1

:

/o (0t 8(5)) — o (tx.0(t)) (X (5) — X(5))(tx) derdydz

k llo(th: 0(s)) — o, Ot 220, 1) 11X () = X ($)l[U6 M) | L2(0) ds

In(s) = n(t))ll72(0) ds)

(4.30)

/ ") = x(@)l, ds)

(4.31)
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<2VLRE | Ig,, (T)Z/k 16Cs) = 0l 20y X" (s) — x(8) [ ds

tr—1

N

1
2

<2VLRE | I, . (T)Z/t 10(s) = 0(tx)|72(0y ds | E IGRF(T)Z/t Ix“(s) — x(s)I17, ds
k—1 k—1

- (4.32)

/ ot 0(t1) / (x“(5) — X(5)) ds(tx) ddydz
O

te—1

4
Ien =E | Igq.(r) sup  sup
1<k<2N te1 <t<ty

||77(tk)|L2(O)>>
Uo

/ (x“(5) — x(5)) ds

th—1

< sup  sup (E<IGR,5(T>||0(tkaH(tk))llaz(uo,m)

1<k<2N tp_1 <t<ty

ty
KR(1+R) sup E (IGR,Em/ Ix“(s) = x()llvo d8>
k—1

1<k<2N _
2/KR(1+ R) o :
AEIE o [ () - O, ds
272 0
KMR(1
4 ZR( + R (4.33)
2

From the weak convergence of x° to x, we know that for any a, b € [0,T] with a < b, the integral f X(s)ds —
fa x(s) ds weakly in Uy as € — 0. Therefore, for any 6 € Ha, the operator o(f) is compact from Uy to Ha,
which entaﬂs that o f X¢(s)ds — of )f: x(s) ds strongly in Hy as € — 0. Hence, a.s. for fixed N,

2N

IGR,e(T) Z

k=1

— 0

/ ot 6(tx)) / " (0 (8) — x(8)) ds(ti) dedyd:
O

tp—1

as € — 0 and

I, . (1) Z o(tk, 0(tx)) ' (x“(s) — x(s)) dsn(ty) dedydz| < 4/ KMRT(1+ R).
k=170 th—1

It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that for any fixed IV,

lim Iy =0. (4.34)

Define 75, = {t > 0 : H9€(7§)||2 o)t fo [6<(s)||>ds > R}, applying Ité formula to [|6¢(t )Hiz(o) and
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combining assumption (A4z) with Young’s inequality, Holder’s inequality, yield
OO0+ 2 [ 107
t t
:25/0 /Fu 00 (s) dedyds + 2/0 /O(g(x, Y, 2,8) + 0(s,08))x ()0 (x,y, 2, s) dvdydzds + ||90||%2(O)
+ 2\/E/Ot /O 0°(z,y, z,8)0(s,0(s))dW (s) dedydz + e/ot llo(s, 96(5))||2£2(U0’H2) ds
<28 /Ot 16" L2 10°(s) | L2, ds + 2/0t lg()lL2(0)l16°(s)l| L2(0) ds
+ Q/Ot llo(s,0°(5)) | oo, 1) IX ()06 [10°(5)l] L2 (0) ds
+2\/E/Ot/Oeﬁ(x,y,z,s)a(t,eﬁ(s))dms) dxdydz+K/0t(1+ 10°(5)1120y) s + 1601250
SC/Ot(H@*H%z(M) + 19220y + IX ()T, + 1) ds + C/Ot(l FIX N0 1220 ds
+ /Ot 16°(s)]? ds + 2\/E/Ot /O 0%,y 2 8)0 (5, 0°(5)) AW (5) dardydz + |00 | 200 (4.35)

Taking the supremum up to time 7" A 75 in inequality (#35), we obtain

T/\T
sip (100 eo) + [ I ds

€
0<t<TATE

T
<0220, + C / 19(3)|22 0y ds +2vE  sup

.
0<r<TATE

/ /49E o(s,0%(s)) dW (s)dxdydz

T/\TE
+C/O (1+ IIXE(S))H?JO)Oiug 16°(r) 1 22(0) ds + CT (L + (67|22 ) + CM. (4.36)

We deduce from Lemma that

T/\’T
swp (10°0r0) + [ oG s

0<t<TATE
R

T
< <||00||%2(O) + C/O lg(s)lIZ2(0) ds +2ve  sup

€
0<r<TATE

/ /96 (s,0°(s)) dW (s)dxdydz

TATS
LOT( 4 [0 ang) + OO €0 RO DI

/ /96 (s,0°(s)) dW (s)dxdydz

FOT(L+ 0% [32000y) + CM) CT+M), (4.37)

T
< <||90||2L2((9) + C/O 19(8)I|72(0y ds +2v/€  sup

€
0<r<TATE
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From the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we conclude

/7"/ 0°(s)o(s,0%(s)) dW (s)dxdydz
0o Jo

2\/eFE < sup

.
0<r<TATE

)

1
2

T/\’r%z
<CVeE (/0 ||9E(S)|%2(0)”0(5,96(8))”%2(%,}12)ds)

1

2

T/\‘r;;% )
<oveE | s 1000 / 105, 0<(5)) 12, 011, 5

0<r<TATE
R

1 T/\Tf%
<5F ( sup |9€(7“)||2L2(O)> + CeE (/O |U(579€(5))|%2(U0,H2)d5>

€
0<r<TATE

1 . T/\Tf% .
SWE ( sup |0 (r)|%2(o)> +CKeE </0 sup ||0 (7"))||2L2(O) ds) +CKT. (4.38)

OSTST/\TI% 0<r<s

Taking the expectation on both hand sides of inequality (£37), it follows from inequality (£38]) and Lemma
that

) T/\Tf% )
B( s (I000) )+ E( [ ool
0<t<TATE 0
2 T 2 2 C(T+M~+KTeCT+M)
< |\90|\L2(o)+c/ lg()172(0) ds + CT(L+ 6% (|72 () + CM | T HMHETe ). (4.39)
0
Let R — 400 in both side of inequality ([E39), we obtain
T
E( swp (160 (o) + [ ||9e(5>||2d8>
0<t<T 0
2 T 2 2 C(T+M+KTeC(T+M)
< I\Gol\L2<o>+C/ l9(s)I720) ds + CTA+ (|07 [|72(pr)) + CM | CTFMFETe ). (4.40)
0

Inequality (#13)) and inequality (£37) imply that

¢
P (Ger(T)%) <P ({w : ( sup, 16(s, W)l L2(0)> +/ |9(S,w)|2d8> > R})
s€[0,t 0
¢
+P <{w: ( sup 6°(s,w)l|z2(0)2 +/ ||96(s,w)||2ds) > R})
s€[0,t] 0

1 T . .
<% <|90||2L2(o> + C/O l9()IZ2(0) ds + CT (1 + [10*(|72(ar)) + CM) eI HMAKT

C(T+M))

1 T .
+ EC </o HQ(S)H%2(O) ds+T|0 H%%M) + ||90H%2(0) + KM) eCFM,

which entails that for any § > 0, there exists a positive constant Ry such that for any R > Ry and any
e € (0,1],

P(Ger(T)) < (4.41)

N |
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For any given o > 0, we may choose some integer Ny > 1 large enough such that for any R > Ry and any
N Z NO;

4
9eC(T+R+LM) ZIgN < %5_ (4.42)

j=1

Then for any fixed R > Ry and any fixed N > Ny there exists ¢y > 0 such that for any € € (0, ],

0
9eC(T+RALM) S | % (4.43)
and
)

(2KeT(1 + R)+ /eKRT(1 + R)) C(THR+LM) < %. (4.44)

We infer from inequalities (£42)-(@.44]) that for any € € (0, ],

T
9 9 od
E (IGR,5<T> sup |In(t)||L2<o>> +E (IGR,Em/ n(s) d5> <5 (4.45)
s€[0,7] 0

For any a > 0, it follows from Markov inequality and inequalities ([@41]), (£45) that for any e € (0, €],

T
P( s (0o, + [ ||77(8)||2ds25>
s€[0,T] 0

1 r .
<5E <IGR,6(T) sup ()12 (0) +IGR,€(T)/O ||ﬂ(8)||2d8> + P (Ge,r(T))
se|0,
<a.
O
With the above results in hands, we immediately obtain the following large deviation theorem.
Theorem 4.6. Let {(v,pS, 0°)} be the unique weak solution of problem
Vps + foit + Lot = [7, VO(z,y,(,t)dC,
0 €
J2, Vvt (@,y, (1) d¢ =0,
doc 4+ B(ve,6°) dt + Ax(6° — 6*) dt — KpA0* dt = g(x,y, z,t) dt + \/eo(t,0°(t))dW (), (4.46)
ove ove e = _ ove — _
Azl = W|rb =0, v -7, =0, FF X n|rl =0,

96(307:%2,0) = HQ(x,y,z) € Ho.

Then {0} satisfies the Laplace principle in C([0,T); Ha) N L?(0,T; Va) with a good rate function

1 T
1(6) = inf - 4. d 4.47
( ) XELQ(OvT?UO)Zl;l:qDO(fC; X(S) ds) {2/0 ||X(S)||Uo S} ( )

with the convention that the infimum of an empty set is infinity.

Proof. From Lemma 2.8 Theorem [£4] and Theorem [.T7 we conclude that {6} satisfies the Laplace
principle which is equivalent to the large deviation principle in C([0,T]; H2) N L?(0,T; V) with the above-
mentioned rate function.

O
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5 Appendix
A.1. Proof of Lemma 2.4

For any v € H2(O)N'V; and 0, € Vo, we infer from Holder’s inequality and interpolation inequality that

1b(v,0,7)| < ‘/O (v(x,y,z) VO, y, ) — (/Zhv-v(x,y,g) dC) %) 02y, 2) dedydz

0 0
<lolzscoy 190l + [ (/ |w<x,y,<>|d<) (/ |azo<x,y,z>||n<x,y,z>|dz)d:cdy
M —h h

<llvllLe o) VOl L2 (o) 1l L3 o) + \/E/M Vo, y)ll 2 (=n,0)10:0(z, Y)| L2 (= n,0) 11(2, Y) || L2 (= 1,0y dzdy
<||v]l oo VOl 20y 1]l s 0y + VIVl Laar.z2 (.o 1001 2 (ar:z2 .oy 1] L2 (ar:z2 (- h.0))
<Nl s VOl 2oy nll L3 (o) + VRVl 2 h,0;1ar) 10201 20y 10l L2(—h0;23(a1)

1 1
<OVR |IV0l Zaqan) 190131 |

1 1
19:011z2(0) | 19112 an) 1990 |

L2(—h,0) L2(—h,0)

+ vl s (o) VO L2(0)Inll L3 (0)
I 3 ) ) )
<lloll e @) 1817l 720 InllZ + C\/EHVUHL?(O)||VU||H1(o)||3z9||L2(O)||77||L2(o)||V77||L2(o)

1 1 1 1
<Cllll i oy 10l Fr2 o) 101 Z2 o) il -

A.2. Proof of Lemma
Let

then we obtain

<a()Y () + a(t) Z(t).

We deduce from the classical Gronwall inequality and the fact that Z(¢) is non-negative, non-decreasing
function that

t
Y(t) g}}(())efot a(r)dr +/ a(s)Z(s)efst a(r)dr g
0

<Z(t) /0 a(s)elt atrrar g
=Z(t)(eh * U — 1),
which entails that
Y(t) + /O "X (s)ds <P ) + 200)

<Z(t)elo atdr,
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Finally, we will establish a technical lemma used to prove the large deviation principle which studies
time increments of the solution to the stochastic control equation. For N > 1 and k = 0,1,---,2V, let

t, = kT27N. Given M > 0, x € Ay, € > 0 is small enough, let (05, Pys, 05,) be the weak solution of the
following problem:

VP + S+ Livg = [, VO (@y.G. 1) G,
ffh V- U;(xa Y, ¢, t) d¢ =0,
085 + (0 5) d A0, — )t 00" dt = g0 2.0) d + (0, 0 0)X(0) ol 0, (0)a 1),
v x = bl X = O7
0z SE Iy IV
9;(%, Y, 2, 0) = 00(397 Y, Z)

Ovs
— € .= — X =
=0, v} n|m*0’ 5 X 1

(A1)
and for any ¢ € [0, 7], define

GR<t>={w: sup [165(s,) 320y + / o5 sw||2<R}

r€(0,t]
Then we have the following conclusion:

Theorem 5.1. Assume that (A1)-(Asz) hold and let M, R > 0. Let 0y € Ha and (vy, pS, 05) is the weak
solution of problem (A)). Then there exists a positive constant D = D(e, I, M, || il g1 (mys 191 20,722 (0)), R, T)
such that for any x € A, € € [0, €],

2N th

€ € _N
ZE (IGR(T)/ HGX(S) — Hx(tk)H%Q(o) dS) S D272,
k=1 k-1

Proof. Let x € Ay, we deduce from the Ité formula that for any k € [1,2V] and t;,_; < s < t), for any
ke [1,2N],

165 () — 05 ()12 0 —Z/k/ 2,9, 2 )05 (r) — 05 (s)) dadydzdr

+ 2/ / o(r, 95 )(9E (r) — 9;(5)) dxdydzdr

+2f/k/ o (85, (r)) AW () (65, () — 6, (s ))dmdydz—Z/k/ Ax(05(r) — 67)(6 (r) — 05,(s)) dirdydzdr

72/5 b(v x( T), 9;( r), 0;( )70;(5)) errQKh/5 /OAQ*(Q;(T) 79;(5)) dacdydzerre/s ' llo(r, 9;(7"))”%2(%71{2)(17“.

In what follows, we will estimate the each term of the right hand side of the above inequality step by

step. Clearly, Gr(T) C Gg(r) for any r € [0, T], which implies that [|05 (7)||L2(0) + 105 (5)ll22(0) < 2v/R for
any 0 < s <r < T. To begin with, it follows from Holder’s inequality that
ds)

2N th

2 E <IGR(T) /
k=1 th—1
2

<2} F (/ [ T lo @ 050) ~ 5o dm)

g(z,y, z, 7")(9;(7") - 9;(5)) dxdydzdr

k= te—1 /s
<4\FZ/ / lg(r)]| L2 (o) dr ds
tr—1 Vs
4T/ RT
SToN lgllz2(0,7;22(0))- (A.2)
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We infer from Holder’s inequality and assumption (As) that

123
IGR(T) /t ds
k—1

tr tr
( / / T nmllo (8. (7) | ca .ty 1) 0 185, () — 6508 | 20y ds>
k—1

S

/ /O o(r, O (M)X()O () = 03(5) dudydzdr

2N
2 E
k=1
21\7
<2) E
k=1
2N tr tr
SVERIERDY. [ [ Ixe)l ar s
k=1"7tk—1"s

AT/KM(1+ R)RT
< .
< SN

(A.3)

From the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and assumption (Az), we conclude
ds)

2N th
22y (foum |
k=1 te—1
1
2

2 tr tr
SQﬁZ/t E</ I () lo(r, 05 D Z, o, 1) 105 () = 05() 720 dr) ds
k=1""tk-1 s
4T/ K (1 T
LATVEQ+ R)RTe (A.4)

2%

/ ' /O o (05, (r))dW (r) (65, () — 65(s)) dardyd

Applying Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, yields
2 tr T
23 (IGR(T) / / /O A6 () — 6°)(65 (1) — 6 (s)) drdydzdr
k=1 te—1 /s
23
th/ / AG* (0% (r) — 05,(s)) dedydzdr ds>
s (@]
2N
<2y
k=1

+B107 L2y 105 ()| L2 (r,) dr) ds

ty

th
E<IGR(T)/ (=165, ()1 + 165, () 1165, ()| + BIO* | 2wy 165 ()] L2 ()

th—1

C
§2—N. (A.5)
It follows from assumption (As) that
2N tk Tk
S Town [ [ 1ot 0D dr s
k=1 th—1 /s
2N T tr )
<Y ( [ [t ot )y ds>
k=1 k—1v$
eK(1+ R)T?
S (A.6)
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Finally, we conclude from Lemma [2.4] and Holder’s inequality that

2N th
23 E (IGR(T) /
th—1

k=1

tk
/ b(vy, 05, 05 (r) — 05.(s)) dr
s

ds)
21\7

tk 123 1 1 1 1
<Y B <IGR<T> L 1 o5 o 15 5 ) o501 dr) ds
k—1vYS

k=1

2N th
S’CZ (E (IGR(T)/
k=1 th

VR4 1l o)

L 1 1 1 e
L A o A T e o ey A X d))
1 k—1

. (A7)

Therefore, we deduce from inequalities (A.2)-(A7) that the desired inequality holds.
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