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Renormalized solutions for stochastic
p-Laplace equations with Ll-initial data:
The multiplicative case

Niklas Sapountzoglou * Aleksandra Zimmermann '

We consider a p-Laplace evolution problem with multiplicative noise on a
bounded domain D € R¢ with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions
for 1 < p < co. The random initial data is merely integrable. Consequently,
the key estimates are available with respect to truncations of the solution. We
introduce the notion of renormalized solutions for multiplicative stochastic p-
Laplace equations with L!-initial data and study existence and uniqueness of
solutions in this framework.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation of the study

In the theory of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs), square integrability
of the initial data is a rather technical assumption. For square integrable initial data
ug, the stochastic p-Laplace evolution problems can be solved with classical methods for
nonlinear, monotone SPDEs (see, e.g. [20], [11], [19] and [8] for systems). In applications,
one often has flawed or irregular data and therefore it may be reasonable to study more
general, merely integrable random initial conditions. From the results of [6], [3] and |7]
it is well known that the deterministic p-Laplace evolution equation with L'-data is not
well-posed in the variational setting for 1 < p < d, where d € N is the space dimension. In
this case the equation can be addressed within the framework of renormalized solutions.
The notion of renormalization summarizes different strategies to get rid of infinities (see
[10]) that may appear in physical models. It has been introduced to partial differential
equations by Di Perna and Lions in the study of Boltzmann equation (see [12]|) and then
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extended to many elliptic and parabolic problems (see, e.g., [13], [4], [3], [5] and the ref-
erences therein). The main idea is to develop an equation that is satisfied for v = S(u),
where the nonlinear function S is chosen in order to remove infinite quantities of the
solution u. This strategy has been applied for stochastic transport equations in [1], [9]
and for the Boltzmann equation with stochastic kinetic transport in [22].

In the study of singular SPDEs such as the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation,
the idea of renormalization has recently been revisited (see [16], [17] and the references
therein). For this type of equations, renormalized solutions are obtained as limits of so-
lutions to regularized problems with addition of diverging correction terms. These terms
arise from a renormalization group which is defined in terms of an associated regularity
structure.

Thanks to the new techniques developed in the theories of regularity structures and rough
paths a huge progess in the study of singular SPDEs has been achieved in the last decade.

However, the classical L!-theory for nonlinear SPDEs of p-Laplace type is an indepen-
dent topic which has been recently addressed in [23], where the notion of renormalized
solutions in the sense of [3] has extended to stochastic p-Laplace evolution equations. In
a subsequent contribution (see, e.g., [24]) existence and uniqueness of renormalized solu-
tions to the stochastic p-Laplace evolution problem with random initial data in L!(Q2x D)
has been shown in the case of an additive stochastic perturbation, i.e., with an It6 inte-
gral fg ® dS on the right-hand side of the equation, where ® is a progressively measurable
and square integrable stochastic process. In this contribution, we are interested in well-
posedness of the stochastic p-Laplace equation in the multiplicative case, i.e., for an 1t
integral fg ®(u) dB on the right-hand side of the equation, where, roughly speaking, ®(u)
is a Lipschitz function of the solution wu.

In the classical L2-theory, with the solution of the additive problem and an appropriate
contraction principle at hand, existence of solutions to the corresponding multiplicative
problem can be written in a few lines applying a fixed point argument.

In the multiplicative case with L! initial data, the situation changes dramatically due
to new phenomena. The main difficulty is the combination of L'-spatial regularity of u
with additional terms entering the renormalized formulation from the It6 correction and
the non-cancellation of stochastic integrals in differences of solutions. In our study, we
put the spotlight on the new techniques developed for the multiplicative case and refer
to [24] for known results in order to avoid doubling of arguments.

1.2 Formulation of the problem and assumptions

Let (Q,F, P, (Ft)icjo,r)> (Bt)ico,r]) be a stochastic basis with a countably generated
probability space (§2, F, P), a filtration (F).cpo,r] C F satisfying the usual assumptions
and a real valued, F-Brownian motion (B;).ejo,r)- Let D C R be a bounded Lipschitz
domain, T > 0, Q7 = (0,T) x D and p > 1. Furthermore, let ug :  — L'(D) be
Fo-measurable and ® : Q x [0,7] x R — R a function satisfying the following properties:

(Al) ®(w,t,0) = 0 for almost every (w,t) € Q x [0,T],



(A2) A\ — ®(w,t,\) is Lipschitz-continuous for almost every (w,t) €  x[0,T], i.e. there
exists L > 0 such that for all Ay, Ay € R

\@(w,t, )\2) — @(w,t, )\1)’ S L’)\Q — )\1’
for almost every (w,t) € Q x [0,T].
(A3) (w,t) — ®(w,t, ) is progressively measurable for all A € R.

We are interested in well-posedness to the following stochastic p-Laplace evolution prob-
lem

du — div (|[Vu[P2Vu) dt = ®(u) dB in Q x Qr,
u=0 on 2 x (0,T) x 9D, (1)
u(0, ) = ug € LY(Qx D).
1.3 OQOutline

In Section 2, we will briefly discuss the well-posedness of (1) for square integrable initial
data. In Section 3 we will formulate and prove a contraction principle for strong solutions
that will serve as a basis for the proof of the existence theorem (see Theorem 6.1) in
Section 6. After some technical preliminaries in Section 4, we formulate the notion of
renormalized solutions for (1) in Section 5. The uniqueness of renormalized solutions in
formulated in Theorem 7.1 and contained in Section 7 together with its proof.

2 Strong solutions

Theorem 2.1. Let ug € L*(Q x D) be Fo-measurable. Then there exists a unique strong
solution to (1), i.e., an Fy-adapted stochastic process u : Q x [0,T] — L?(D) such that
w e LP(Q; LP(0, T; Wy P (D)) N L2(;C([0, T); L2(D))), u(0,-) = ug in L2( x D) and

u(t) — up _/0 div (|Vul[P~2Vu) ds :/0 O(u)dp

in W12 (D) 4+ L2(D) for all t € [0,T] and a.s. in Q.

Remark 2.2. A-priori, we do not know that the term fot div (|VulP~2Vu) ds is an ele-
ment of L?>(D) for all t € [0,T] and a.s. in Q, but since we know that all other terms
in the equation of Theorem 2.1 are elements of L2(D) for all t € [0,T] and a.s. in Q it
follows that fg div(|Vu[P=2Vu) ds € L?(D) for all t € [0,T] and a.s. in Q. Therefore
this equation is an equation in L*(D).

Proof. Similar as in [24], the existence result is a consequence of [18], Chapter II, Theorem
2.1 and Corollary 2.1. The uniqueness result is a consequence of 18], Chapter II, Theorem
3.1. ]



3 Contraction principle

Theorem 3.1. Let ug,vo € L*(Q x D) and u and v strong solutions to the problem (1)
with tnitial value ug and vy, respectively. Then

sup /]u ) —v(t ]dm<E/\uo—v0\dx

te[0,T]
a.s. in Q).

Proof. We subtract the equations for v and v and we get
¢ t
u(t) —v(t) =ug — vy + / div(|VulP~2Vu — |Vo[P~2Vv) ds —i—/ O(u) — P(v)dB (2)
0 0

for all t € [0,7] and a.s. in Q. Now, for every § > 0, we apply the It6 formula pointwise
a.s. with respect to € D with a coercive approximation of the absolute value Ns in (2)
which is defined as in Proposition 5 in [26] (see also [24]) and we get

/N5 —v( dﬂ:—/N(; ug — vo) dz

/(dlv(|Vu|p 2Vu — |VolP~2Vv), Nj(u — v)) ds

// v))Nj(u —v)dzdB + = // (u —v)(®(u) — ®(v))? dz ds.

Applying the expectation and discarding the nonpositive term coming from the p-Laplace

E/ Ns(u(t) —v(t)) dx

1
<E/ Ns(ug — vg dw—l—QE// (u —v)(®(u) — ®(v))? dz ds

yields

gE/DN(;(uO —vg) dx + EE/O /DX{|U_U|§5}(<I>(u) — <I>(v))2 dx ds

1 t
< E/ Ns(ug — vg) dx + —E/ / X{|u_v|<5}L252 dx ds
D 6 Jo Jp -

gE/ Ns(ug — vo) dz + 0L*T|D].
D

Now, passing to the limit with 6 — 07 yields

IE/D|u(t)—v(t)|d:c§E/D|u0—vo|d:v

for all ¢ € [0, 7. O



Remark 3.2. In [2]], the integrand of the stochastic integral in the equation for u—v is
equal to 0 since we consider the additive case there. Therefore, in this case, the integrand
of the stochastic integral in the equation for [ Ns(u(t) —v(t))dz is equal to 0 as well.
But in the multiplicative case the stochastic integral does not vanish and does not tend
to 0 uniformly in t € [0,T], a.s. in Q for § — 07. Hence, in contrast to [2/], we have
to apply the expectation before applying the supremum over t € [0,T] which leads to a
weaker comparison principle as in [2/]].

4 Technical preliminaries

4.1 Sum and intersection spaces

For 1 < p < oo let p’ bet the conjugate exponent to p. Let us recall that the spaces
LY(D) and W~'#'(D) are continuously embedded into the space of distributions D’(D).
Moreover, by density of the test functions in L' (D) and in L (D), it follows that L*(D)N
W=7 (D) is dense in L'(D) and W~1#'(D). Therefore, the sum space

L'D)+ W' (D)={w=u+v|ue LY (D), ve W (D)}
is well defined and a Banach space with respect to the norm
[wll| == nf{ [l + [0y | we L(D), v € W (D), u+v=uw},

see, e.g., [21], p.23. Moreover, the dual space is given by (L'(D) + W1 (D)) =
W, (D) N L=(D).

4.2 Weakly continuous functions

For a Banach space V with dual space V', a function w : [0,7] — V is called weakly
continuous, iff the function
[0, T] St <U(t), U>V7V’

is continuous for all v € V’. The locally convex space of weakly continuous functions
with values in V' will be denoted by C,,([0,7]; V') in the sequel. For further details on the
properties these spaces we refer to [15], pp.120-126. In particular, the following result
holds true

Lemma 4.1 (see [25], Lemma 1.4, p.263). Let X and Y be Banach spaces such that
X C Y with a continuous injection. If a function ¢ belongs to L*°(0,T; X) and is weakly
continuous with values in'Y , then ¢ is weakly continuous with values in X.

4.3 A generalized Ité6 formula

Proposition 4.1. Let G € L (Q x Qr)%, g € L*(Q x Qr), f € LY(Q x Qr) be
progressively measurable, ug € L'(Q x D) be Fy-measurable. Define the continuous,



LY(D) + W~ (D)-valued process u by the equality

t

u(t)—uo—i-/o(—divG—i-f)ds:/o gdpg (3)

for all t € [0,T] and a.s. in Q. If for its dP ® dt-equivalence class we have u €
LP(Q; LP(0,T; Wol’p(D))) and ess supyeo, ) El|u(t)||1 < oo, then, for allp € C>°([0,T] x
D) and all S € W2>2(R) with S" piecewise continuous such that S’(0) = 0 or ¥(t,z) =0
for all (t,x) € [0,T] x dD, we have

t
(S(u(t)),1(t)2 — (S(uo),1(0)2 + /0 (—div G+ f, 5" (u)¥) ds
t t t
= /0 (S'(u)g, )2 dB +/0 (S(w),v¥¢)2ds + % /0 /D S (w)g*y dzx ds (4)
for allt € [0,T] and a.s. in S, where
<_ div G + fa S,(u)¢> = <_ div G + f, SI(U)WW_l,p/ (D)+L1(D)7W01’p(D)r‘|LOO(D)
= [ (@ 9IS/ w1+ £ ) da
a.e. in Q2 x(0,7T).
Remark 4.2. From Lemma 1.4 in [25] we know that
L>(0,T; LY(D)) N Co([0,T]; LY (D) + W~ (D)) C Cu([0,TT; L' (D)).

Hence, in Proposition 4.1 we have u € Cy([0,T]; LY(D)) a.s. in 2. Therefore, u(t) €
LY(D) makes sense for all t € [0,T], a.s. in €.

Moreover, since the right-hand side of (3) is an element of L*(D) for all t € [0,T), even
if the members on the left-hand are not in L?(D), (3) holds also in L?(D).

Proof. See [24], Lemma 4.1. In the statement of this lemma u requires to be an element
of LY(;C([0,7]); L*(D))). But in the proof of this lemma it is only necessary that
u(t) € L*(D) makes sense for all ¢ € [0,7], a.s. in Q and this is the case because of
Remark 4.2. O

5 Renormalized solutions

Let us assume that there exists a strong solution u to (1) in the sense of Theorem 2.1.
We observe that for initial data ug merely in L', the It6 formula for the square of the
norm (see, e.g., [20]) can not be applied and consequently the natural a priori estimate
for Vu in LP(Q x Qr)? is not available. Choosing g = ®(u), f =0, » =1 and

S(u) = /Ou Ty (r)dr



in (4), where Tj : R — R is the truncation function at level k£ > 0 defined by

o 7 <k,
)=
g ksign(r) , |r| >k,

we find that there exists a constant C'(k) > 0 depending on the truncation level & > 0,
such that

T
IE/O /D VT (uw)P deds < C(k).

As in the deterministic case, the notion of renormalized solutions takes this information
into account :

Definition 5.1. Let ug € L'(2 x D) be Fy-measurable. A progressively measurable
process u: Q x (0,T) — LY(D) such that u € LY(Q x Q) is a renormalized solution to
(1) with initial value g, iff

(i) esssupye o) Ellu(t)||pr < +o0 and Ty (u) € LP(S2; LP(0,T; Wol’p(D))) for all k > 0,

(i) For all ¢ € C®([0,T] x D) and all S € C*(R) such that S’ has compact support
with S'(0) =0 or ¢(t,z) =0 for all (t,z) € [0,T] x 0D the equality

| stutenute) - swpda+ [ [ stwrvupvasds
//S’ )| VulP~2Vu - Vi dz ds

//S’ )ih® (u dxdﬂ+//5 Yiby dz ds + = //S” Y@ (u)? da ds

(5)
holds true a.s. in Q x (0,T).

(iii) The following energy dissipation condition holds true:

lim E/ |VulP dzx dt = 0.
k—oo  Jik<|u|<k+1}

Remark 5.2. For u as in Definition 5.1 such that (i) is satisfied, (ii) implies that for
any S € C%(R) such that S" has compact support with S(0) = 0 there exists a version of
S(u) with paths in C([0,T]; L*(D) + W= (D)) and this version satisfies

S(u(t)) — S(u(0)) — /O div (S (u)|VuP V) ds + /0 S )| Vul? — S (u)?]ds

- /0 B(u)S' (u) dB, (6)



or equivalently, in differential form,
1
dS(u) — div (S (w)|Vul|P~2Vu) dt + S (u)[|VulP — §<I>(u)2] dt = ®(u)S'(u)dB  (7)

in WP (D) + LY(D) a.s. in Q for any t € [0,T]. Since the right-hand side of (7) is
in L2(D), the equation also holds in L*(D). From Definition 5.1 it follows that S(u) is
bounded and therefore by Remark 4.2 it follows that S(u) € C([0,T]; L(D)).

Remark 5.3. If u is a renormalized solution to (1), thanks to (7), the Ité formula from
Proposition 4.1 still holds true for S(u) for any S € W*>(R) with supp(S’) compact
such that S(u) € Wol’p(D) a.s. in Q x (0,T). Indeed, in this case (3) is satisfied for the
progressively measurable functions

i = S(u) € LP(Q; LP(0, T; Wy P (D)) N LY(Q;C([0, T); LY (D) + W' (D)),
G = S'(u)|VulP?Vu € L7 (Q x Qr)?,
f = 8" WIVul = J0()? € LY x Qr),
g =) (u) € L*(Q x Q).

Remark 5.4. Let u be a renormalized solution to (1) with Vu € LP(Q x Qr)®. For fived
1>0, let hy : R — R be defined by

0 sl >1+1
hi(r)y=<l+1—|r] ,Ii<|r|<l+1
1 , ] < L

Taking S(u) = [y’ hy(r)dr as a test function in (5), we may pass to the limit with | — co
and we find that w is a strong solution to (1) (see also [24]).

6 Existence of renormalized solutions

In this Section, we fix ug € L'(2 x D) Fyp-measurable. Let (u?), C L?(Q x D) be an
Fo-measurable sequence such that |ug| < |ug| for all n € N and lim, o uf = ug in
LY(Q x D) and in LY(D) for a.e. w € Q. A possible choice is u? = T,,(up), n € N.

Theorem 6.1. Let ® be bounded. Then, there exists a renormalized solution to (1) with
mnitial datum ug.

Theorem 6.1 will be proved succesively in the following Lemmas.

Lemma 6.2. There exist constants C(k),C(k,k’) > 0 only depending on k > 0 or
k,k' > 0, respectively, such that

(i) E [T [ |VTi(un)| dzdt < C(k) for all k >0 and all n € N,



(ii) B [ [ [V0F (u)|dedt < C(k,K') for all k,K' >0 and all n € N, where 6§ (r) :=
Tis (1) — Ti(r) for allr € R.

Proof. Since uy, is a strong solution to (1) with initial value u{, u, satisfies the equality

up (t) — ug —/0 div (|Vu, [P Vu,) ds :/0 O (uy,) dp (8)

in L*(D) for all t € [0,T] and a.s. in Q. Applying Proposition 4.1 with S = [, Tj,(r) dr
and ¥ = 1 and taking the expectation yields

//un(t drderE/ / (VT (un)|P dx ds
:511«:/0 /DT,g(un)q>(un)2dxds+E/D/o Ty, (r) dr dx (9)

for all K > 0, all t € [0,7] and a.s. in €. The first term on the left hand side of (9) is
nonnegative. Now, the Lipschitz continuity of ® and the estimate |ug| < |ug| yield

T 27.2
TL?k*|D
E/ / |VTi(up)|P deds < % + klluol| L1 @x py =: C(k),
0 D
where L is the Lipschitz constant of ®. This proves (i) and assertion (ii) is a direct

consequence of (i). O

Lemma 6.3. Passing to not relabelded subsequences if necessary, we have the following
convergence results:

(i) There exists a progressively measurable process u : 2 x [0,T] — LY(D) such that
u e LYQ x Qr), up — u in LY(Q x Qr) and u,(t) — u(t) in L'(Q x D) for a.e.
€ (0,T) and in L*(D) a.e. in Q x (0,T).
Moreover, esssupye (o 1) Ellu(t)[|L1 < +oo.

(i) VTi(un) — VTi(u) in LP(Q x Qr)¢ for all k > 0,
(iii) VO (up) — VOF (u) in LP(Q x Qr)® for all k, k' > 0,

() There exists o € LV (2 x Q)% such that VT (up) P2V Th(up) — o in LV (9 x
Qr)? satisfying oy, = Okr1X{[u<k} on {|ul # k} for all k > 0.

(v) There exists 5’,? e LP (Qx Qr)® such that |V9’,§/(un)|p_zv9,]j/(un) - 5’,? in LP' (Q x

Qr)? satisfying 6 = &f X (hetul<riry on {Jul # K} 0 {|ul # &+ K} for all
k, k' > 0.

(vi) We have

,Mm—00

T
lim IE/ / (|Vtn P2V, — |Vt P2V, - VTi(tn — ) dzdt =0 (10)
0 D

for all k > 0.



Remark 6.4. Condition (i) of Lemma 6.3 implies that condition (i) from Definition
5.1 is satisfied for u.

Proof. Theorem 3.1 yields that
E/ [t () — up (t)] dx < E/ lug —ug'| dx — 0
D D

as n,m — oo for all t € [0,T]. Hence u, is a Cauchy sequence in L'(£2 x Q7) and u,(t)
is a Cauchy sequence in L'(Q x D) for all ¢ € [0,T]. Hence there exists a progessively
measurable process u : 2 x [0,T] — L'(D) with u € L'(Q x Qr) such that, for n — oo,
Up — win LY (Q x Qr) and u,(t) — u(t) in LY(Q x D) a.e. in (0,T), passing to a suitable
subsequence if necessary, also in L!(D), a.s. in Q x (0,T).
Now we observe that, thanks to (A1), v = 0 is the unique solution of (1) with initial
value vg = 0. Applying Theorem 3.1 with u = u,, up = ug and v = vg = 0 it follows
that

sup. B (1)1 < o0

te[0,T]
uniformly in n € N. Hence the last claim of assertion (i) follows from Fatou’s Lemma.
Since VT}(uy) is bounded in LP(Q x Qr)¢ and u,, — u in L'(Q x Qr), assertion (i)
follows. Using similar arguments we may conclude (iii). In order to prove (iv) and (v)
we only have to show that o = ok y1X{u<k) on {|u] # k} for all k& > 0 and 5t =
TE X thwfu <hiny on {[ul # kY 0 {Ju| # k + K} for all k, k' > 0. Let ¢ € LP(Q x Qr)”.
Then

lim E/ \VTk(un)\pQVTk(un) . Ib . X{\u|;£k} dx dt = E/Q O'klb . X{\u|;£k} dx dt.
T

n— o0
T

On the other hand we know that u, — u a.e. in  x Qr for a subsequence. Hence, we
have X {ju,|<k} = X{u|<k} a-€. in {|u| # k}. Lebesgue’s Theorem yields

X{Jun <k} " X{lul£k} ¥ = X{Jul<k} " X{ul2k} - ¥ 0 LP(Q x Qr).

We may conclude that

lim E/ ’VTk(un)’zFQVTk(un) “ap - X{|u|#k} dx dt

n—oo
T

n—oo

= lim E/ VT2 (un) [PV T (Un) - 0 - XgJulhy - X{Jun|<k} 4 dt
T
:E/Q k10X {Ju|£k} * X{|u|<k} dT dE.
T

Therefore it follows that o = X{ju|<k}0r+1 a-e. on {|u| # k} which concludes (iv). Since
we have VOF (u,,) = VThq ke (Un) X {<un| <k+k'}» Similar reasoning as in (iv) yields (v).

10



In order to prove (vi) we apply Proposition 4.1 with S = T}, := fo Ti(r)dr and ¥ =1 to
the equality

un(t) = um(t) = ug — ug' (11)
+ /Ot div(|Vun|P 2V, — |V |P 2V, ) ds + /Ot ®(uy) — ®(up) dp.
Applying the expectation afterwards yields
E /D T (i (T) — g (T)) da

T
+E/ / (|Vtun P2V ty, — [Vt P2V, - VT (1 — ) da dt
0 D

- 1 T
:IE/ T (ug — ug') de + —IE/ / X{un—tum | <k} (P (Un) — ®(up,))? dz dt.
D 2 Jo Jp

Since the first term on the left hand side is nonnegative and X({ju,, —u,|<k}(®(un) —
®(um))? < L?k? a.e. on Q x Qp, where L is a Lipschitz constant of ®, Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence Theorem yields assertion (vi). O

In the following, we will show that the process u from Lemma 6.3 (7) is a renormalized
solution to (1) with initial datum wug in the sense of Definition 5.1.

Lemma 6.5. The function u from Lemma 6.3 satisfies condition (ii) from Definition
5.1.

Proof. Let u, be a strong solution to (1) with initial value ug, i.e.,
t t
up (t) — ug —/ div (|Vu, [P2Vu,) ds = / O (uy,) dp (12)
0 0
for all ¢t € [0,7] and a.s. in Q. We apply the Itd formula introduced in Proposition 4.1 to
equality (12). Therefore we know that for all ¢p € C*°([0,T] x D) and all S € W**(R)

such that S” is piecewise continuous and S’(0) = 0 or (¢, z) = 0 for all (¢, z) € [0, T]x0D
the equality

[ s @00 - @) de+ [ [ ") Vv dods
+ /O t /D S (1) |Vt [PV, - Vi du ds (13)
_ /0 t /D S () (u) da dB + /0 t /D S(un )by da ds

1 t
+§/0 /DS"(un)i/@(un)deds

holds true for all ¢ € [0,7] and a.s. in . In the following, passing to a suitable, not
relabeled subsequence if necessary, and taking the limit for n — oo, we will show that

11



(13) is also satisfied by w and ug respectively and therefore (i7) from Definition 5.1 holds.
To this end, it is left to show that

Ty(un) = Th(u) in LP(Q; LP(0,T; Wy *(D)))

for all k& > 0. Similar as in [24], the upcoming technical lemmas which are inspired by
Theorem 2 and Lemma 2 in [6] will show that this convergence holds. O

Lemma 6.6. Forn € N, let u, be a strong solution to (1) with respect to the initial value
ug. Let H and Z be two real valued functions belonging to W2(R) such that H" and
Z" are piecewise continuous, H' and Z' have compact supports and Z(0) = Z'(0) =0 is
satisfied. Then

7,1M—+00

T
lim E/ / H" (up)Z (up, — um)|Vuy [P dodt = 0. (14)
0 D

Proof. Using the Itd product rule (see Proposition 8.1) yields

/D Z(un(t) — o () H (n (1)) dz: = /D Zul — M H () da
_ /O t /D ]Vun]p_ZVunV<Z(un—um)H’(un)> d ds
+%/Ot/DH”(un)Z(un—um)Q)(un)deds
+/Ot/DH’(un)Z(un—um)q)(un)dxdﬂ
_/Ot/D(|Vun|p—2wn— |Vum|p_2Vum)V<Z’(un—um)H(un)> deds  (15)
—|—%/Ot/DH(un)Z”(un—um)(q)(un) — B (uy))? da ds

+/O /DH(un)Z’(un — ) (@ () — B(um)) dz df

t
—|—/ / Z (= ) H' (un) (@ (uy) — @ (up))®(uy) dz ds
0 /D
for all t € [0,7] and a.s. in . Now we set ¢t = T" and take the expectation in equality

(15). Since Z', Z", H and H” have compact support and ® is Lipschitz continuous it is
easy to see that

T
. " 2 _
lim E/O /DH(un)Z (tn — U ) (B (1) — ®(u,))? daz dt = 0,

7,1mM—+00

T
lim E/O /D Z'(tup, — ) H' (un) (P (up) — P(upm))P(uy) dedt =0

n,Mm—00
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and

T
lim E/ / H" (un) Z (ty, — ) ®(1)? dz ds = 0.
7,1Mm—00 0 D

From now on the proof is the same as in [24] or in [6], Theorem 2. O

Lemma 6.7. For n € N, let uy, be a strong solution to (1) with respect to the initial
value uy. Let u be defined as in Lemma 6.5. Then,

Jy%EAaA<WH@MV2VQWD—WH@mW2VHWM)
(VT (up) — VT (uy)) dzds = 0. (16)
Especially, we have
VTi(un) = VTi(u) in  LP(Q x Qr)?
and
Ti(un) = Ti(u) in  LP(Q; LP(0,T; Wy P (D))
forn — oo and for all k > 0.

Proof. For k > 0, we set

/OT/D (!VTk(un)!P2VTk(un) — WTk(Um)\p2VTk(um)>.

(VTi(up) — VTi(um)) do dt
:Ig,m_i_J]:Lm_i_J;cn,n’

a.s. in €2, where

= (9 tal? ™2Vt~ [Vt V ) - ¥t — 1) d
{un| <k} | <k}
o / (V[P 2Vt - Vit da

{un| <k} | >k}

a.s. in Q. len ™ is the same as J: ™ where the roles of n and m are reversed. Therefore
these two terms can be treated simultaneously.
Moreover, we set

nm __ m,m n,m
0<Jp, = Lk T J2,k,k/’
where

T = / Vun P2V, - Vu, dz dt,
P S unl 0 kIO <k}

Ty = / IVt P2V, - Vun de dt
" {Jtn | <EIO | > kIO i — 4 |7}

13



for all ¥ > k > 0, a.s. in Q. Since Lemma 6.3 (7i7), (v), (v) and (vi) hold true, the same
arguments as in [24] yield

0= lim Elg’m: lim EJf}Tk,.

,Mm—00 n,Mm—00 )

The proof that

lim EJ)/, =0
,Mm—00 2,k k!

is slightly different from [24] and therefore we will give the proof of this equality. We use
Lemma 6.6, (14) with H = H} for &,k > 0 such that

1, Ir| < k,
(HD)'(r) =% —ké, k<|r|<k+1
0, Ir| >k + %

and get

n—oo m—0o0

lim sup lim supE/ Z(Up — Um,)|Vuy|P dz dt
{lun|<k}

<§ - klimsuplimsup E Z(Up — Um)|Vuy|P dz dt

n—00 M—00 /{k§|un|§k+é}

n—o0

§6-k||Z||oolimSupE/ |V, |P dedt.
{k<[un|<k+3}

1 1
Now applying Proposition 4.1 to the equation of w, with § = fo 0 =00, v =1,
g = ®(uy) and f = 0 and taking the expectation yields

1 T
D o JD =

L 1 T
D 0 D

The first term on the left hand side is nonnegative and the integrand of the second term
on the right hand side is bounded since ® is bounded.
Multiplying by d and passing to the limit with n — oo yields

T ~1 1
J - limsup E/ / X {k<|un| <kt 13| Vn|” dz dt §IE/ 00 (ug)dx + -6 - C
o Jp UEEmETTe D 2

n—o0

1
for a constant C' > 0. We can estimate that 66, (ug) — 0 a.e. in @ x D as § — 0 and

-1 . -
007 (ug)| < ug + C for a constant C' > 0. Therefore Lebesgue’s Theorem yields
k

=0 n—ooo m—oo

lim lim sup limsup § - E/ Z(Up — up,)|Vup|P de dt = 0.
{k<|un|<k+3}
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Thus we may conclude

lim IE/ Z(Up, — Up,) | Vup|P de dt
{lun|<k}

n,M—00

=lim sup lim SupE/ Z(Up, — Up,)|Vup|P dedt = 0.
{lun|<k}

n—oo m—0o0

Choosing Z such that Z(r) =1 for |r| > k" and Z > 0 on R such that Z(0) = Z'(0) =0,
it follows

0< lim IEJQ}M/

n,Mm—00

= lim E/
00 M | <K} [t | > kIO [un —tm | >k}

< lim E/ Z(Up — up,)|Vup|P dedt =0,
{lun|<k}

|V P2V, - Vu, dz dt

n,Mm—00

which finally shows the validity of equality (16). Since equality (16) holds true, it follows
that

lim E / / VT () P2V Tk (uy) - V() dodt = / / o - VTi(u) dx dt.

(17)

Minty’s trick yields oy, = |VT)(u)[P~2V T, (u). We may conclude by using equality (17)
that

Jim [|VT5, (un) = [IVT ()|}

HLP (QxQr)d HLP(QxQT)d'

Since LP(Q2 x Q)% is uniformly convex and VT (u,) — VT (u) in LP(Q x Qr)? it yields
VTi(un) = VTi(u)  in LP(Q x Qr)?

which ends the proof of Lemma 6.7. U

For the proof of Theorem 6.1 is left to show that the energy dissipation condition (i)
from Definition 5.1 holds true. To this end we have to show the following lemma at first.

Lemma 6.8. For n € N, let uy, be a strong solution to (1) with respect to the initial
value u. Let u be defined as in Lemma 6.5. Then,

k—0c0 n—oo

lim lim sup E/ |Vug|P dzdt = 0. (18)
{k<|un|<k+1}

Proof. For fixed I > 0, let h; : R — R be defined as in Remark 5.3. We plug S(r) =
Jo M) (Tis1(T) — Ti(7)) dr and ¢ = 1 in (13) and take the expectation to obtain

I + 1+ I3 = 1y + Is, (19)
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where

-E / P (Tes1 () — Ty(r) dr d,

I = E/ — sign(up ) (Tgr1(un) — T (up)) | Vuy|P dx ds,
{I<|un|<l+1}

Is = E/ hi(up)|Vuy [P dz ds,
{k<|un|<k+1}

1
I, = —E/ — sign(un) (Thg1 (un) — Th(tn))®(uy)? da ds,
2 Ju<funl<i+1}

1
Is = —E/ Ry () ®(uy,)? da ds
2 Jih<lunl<h+1}

for all t € [0,T]. By Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theorem we may pass to the
limit with [ — oo in (19) and obtain

J1+Jo=J3 (20)

un ()
Jp = E/ / Tit1(r) — Tip(r) dr dx,
D Jug
Jy = E/ |Vu,|P dz ds,
{k<|un|<k+1}

1
J3 = —E/ ®(uy,)? dz ds.
2 {k<|un|<k+1}

Passing to a not relabeled subsequence which may depend on ¢, Lemma 6.3 (i) yields
that u,,(t) — u(t) in L1(Q x D) and uf — ug in L(Q x D) for n — oco. It follows that

where

u(t)
lim lim J; = lim / / Tit1(r) = Tp(r) drdx = 0. (21)

k—o00 n—00 k—o0

Moreover, we have
lim supE/ ®(up)? drds < lim SupE/ C? dx ds
n—00 {k<|un|<k+1} n—r00 {k<|un|<k+1}

<E / C?dxds — 0
{k—1<|u|<k+2}

as k — oo, where C' > 0 is a constant depending on ®. Hence we get

lim limsup J3 = 0. (22)

k—0c0 n—oo

The nonnegativity of Ja, (20), (21) and (22) yield

lim limsupJy =0
k—00 n—oo

and we may conclude (18). O
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Now we can finalize the proof of Theorem 6.1. We have

X{k<|un|<k+1} X{|ul£E}X{Jul#£k+1} " X{k<|u|<k+1}X{|u|k} X{|u|#£k+1}

for n — 0o in L"(Q2 x Q) for any 1 < r < oo and a.e. in Q x Qp. From Lemma 6.7 we
recall that for any k& > 0,

VTi(uy) = VTi(u) in LP(Q x Qr)?

for n — oo, thus, passing to a not relabeled subsequence if necessary, also a.s. in € X Q7.
Since VT (u) = 0 a.s. on {|u| = m} for any m > 0, Fatou’s Lemma yields

lim inf E/ |Vug,|P de dt
{k<|un|<k+1}

n—oo

n—oo

> liminf E / ‘Vun‘pX{\ubék}Xﬂu\;ék-i-l} dx dt
{k<|un|<k+1}

=z E/ IV UPX 5k X {ufht 1} d dl
{k<|u|<k+1}

_E / IVl do dt (23)
{k<|u|<k+1}

and the energy dissipation condition (ii¢) follows combining Lemma 6.8 with (23).

7 Uniqueness of renormalized solutions

In the following, we formulate a contraction principle that yields immediately both
uniqueness and continuous dependence on the initial values for renormalized solutions.

Theorem 7.1. Let u,v be renormalized solutions to (1) with initial data ug € L*(Q x D)
and vy € LY(Q x D), respectively. Then,

/ Elu(t) —v(t)| dz < / E|lug — vo| dx (24)
D D

for all t € [0,T].

Proof. This proof is inspired by the uniqueness proof in [7]. We know that S(u) satisfies
the SPDE

dS(u) — div (S (v)|Vu|P~2Vu) dt + S (u)|VulP dt
— ®S'(u)dB + %S"(U)CI)Q(U) dt (25)
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for all S € C%(R) such that supp S’ compact and S(0) = 0. Moreover, S(v) satisfies an
analogous SPDE. Subtracting both equalities yields

S(u(t)) — S(u(t) =

S(ug) — S(vg) + /0 div[S' (u)|Vul[P~2Vu — S’ (v)|Vu|P~2 V] ds

- [ (S @Ivar =" @Ivep) ds+ [ (@ws'w) - e@)S@)as  (20)
+3 | @@S"w - 90" () ds

in W= (D) + LY (D) for all t € [0,T], a.s. in Q.

Now we set S(r) := T7(r) for r € R and s,0 > 0 and define T7 as follows: Firstly, we
define for all » € R

1, if [r| <s,
(T (r) = %(s+a—|r|), if s <|r| < s+ o,
0, if [r| > s+ o.
Then we set T (r fo 7) dr. Furthermore we have the weak derivative

(T3)'(r) = {—%signm, s <lrl <s+o

0, otherwise.

Applying the Ité formula (see 4.1) to equality (26) with S(r) = +Tx(r) = + [J Ty(F) dF
and 1 = 1 yields

[ (G300 - T2 0(0) = Tl (w0) — T3 0))
- [ () @ >|Vu|p—2w—<T;>'<v>|w|p—2w>,%Tk@s(u)—T;’<v>>>dr
= [ [ @@y @i - @) 1w - 77 0) dr do
+ [ [ @y - o)y ) 1) ~ 170 d de
#3 [ [ @@ ) - 000 ) F1T ) ~ 17 0) drds

1
+§ /D/O ((I)(u)(TSO),(u) - ‘I)(U)(TSU)'(U))Q : EX{ITS”(U)—TS”(U)Kk} dr dx (27)
a.s. in Q for any ¢ € [0,T]. We write equality (27) as

o,k,s o,k,s _ 7o,k,s o,k,s o,k,s o,k,s
ok ks gk ok ok paiks

18



We want to pass to the limit with ¢ — 0 firstly, then we pass to the limit k¥ — 0 and
finally we let s — co. We may repeat the arguments used in [24], proof of Theorem 7.1
for the expressions I1, I and I3 to pass to the limit in Iok s Ig’k’s and Ig’k’s For w € Q
and ¢ € [0, 7] fixed. More precisely, from [24], p.21 it follows that

lim Jim lim I, :/ lu(t) — v(t)] — [uo — vo| dz (28)
D

5—00 k—00—0

a.s. in Q, for all ¢ € [0,T]. Then, repeating the arguments from [24], p.21 we get
lim inf IS > 0. (29)
o—0

With the same arguments as on p.22-p.25 in [24] it follows that

lim lim sup limsup |3’ Fss | =

J=0 k0 o—0

0, (30)

passing to a suitable subsequence (s;)jen with limj_, s; = +o0 if necessary.

In the next steps, we will address I’ ok, , I ks and I k5 Therefore we recall that for
any fixed s > 0, T (r) — Ts(r) and ( i ) (1) = X{Jr|<s) Pointwise for all r € R as ¢ — 0.
Since [(T?7)']| <1 and |T?)(r)| < |r| on R we have

(Tsa)/(u) — X{|u|<s}

in L1(2 x Qr) and a.e. in Q x Q7 as ¢ — 0. An analogous result holds true for v
instead of u. Moreover, +T}(r) — sign(r) for k — 0 in R, where sign is the classical
(single-valued) sign function. In addition, |£T%(r)| < 1 for all k£ > 0 and all 7 € R.
Now, we write

Io,k,s _Iaks+Iaks
4

where
=/ ] ¢>(U)((T§)’(U)—(Té’)’(v))-ETk(Tf(U)—Té’(v))dﬂdx,
= / (Y (0) (@ () — @(v)) - 1 TH(TZ () ~ T3 (v) df da

Again, proceeding as in [24], p.25 for the term Iy and using the boundedness of @, it
follows that

lim lim lim IZ{” =0
s—00 k—00—0

a.s. in Q for all t € [0,T]. From the Itd isometry and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem it follows that

2
lim E| 174 // —<1>(v))-%Tk(Ts(u)—Ts(v))dﬁdaz -
;g% K / / 19 (u) — B@)(TTY (o) T(T2 (1) — T (v)) — (T, () T(Ty () — Ty(v))|* dadt
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thus
i 174 = & [ [ 0) = 2T 00 TlTy () = Ti(0) 48 da

in L2(Q) and, passing to a not relabeled subsequence if necessary, also a.s. in €. and
similarly we obtain

. t ;31
tin [ [ ()~ (L) )T (L) - T(0)) 45 da

k=0 J)p Jo
:/D/O [®(u) — ®(v)](Ts) (v) sign(Ts(u) — Ts(v)) dB dx (31)

in L2(Q) and, passing to a not relabeled subsequence if necessary, also a.s. in €. Passing
to the limit with s — oo in (31), we get

o,k,s
slggo ]%15)% ;1_% Iy / / v)]sign(u — v) dfB dz (32)
for all ¢t € [0,77], a.s. in . Now, we write
o,k,s 1 ! 2 " 2 " 1
Iy =5 (<1> (W)(T7)"(u) = @%()(T7)"(v)) - 2 T(T5 (w) = T3 (v)) dr dz
1
/ / (W) ((T9)" (u) — (T7)"(0)) - 3 TW(TS () T3 (0) dr d
1
3 [ @@ - ) 1) - 7)) drds
o,k,s o,k,s
=I5y A L5y
Using exactly the same arguments as in [24], p.25 for the expression Ig, we get that

lim sup I77° < 0. (33)

o—0

In the following we show that there exists a subsequence (s;)jeny C N with lim;_, 55 =
400 such that

lim lim sup lim sup I ’k =0 (34)

J—=00 k0 o—0

We have, for any k € N,

\Ié,’;é“’s\S—E [ [ 1@z )et - e s - 7)) drds

< @12, dr dx
5 {s<|u|<s+6}
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and therefore the assertion follows from Lemma 6 in [7]. Now we turn our attention
towards Ig"* < ITFS 4 1785 where

I = //‘I>2 (u) = (T5) (V)X {7 ()T (v) <k} AT d,

Ig5° = / / (®(u) — ®(0)) > X{ /T (w)~ T (v)| <k AT da.

With the same arguments as in [24], p.26 for I5 and thanks to the boundedness of ®, we
show that there exists a subsequence (s;)jen C N with lim;_,+ s; = 400 such that

lim sup lim sup lim sup Ig’f’s <0. (35)
j—0 k—0 c—0 ’

Moreover,

. s 1 ¢
lim I3 = o / / (L) (0))*(®(w) = B(0)*Xqi72 -T2 () <y dr do
g D JO

1 t
< %/D/O ((T%) (0))*(®(u) — (V) X{ITs ()T (o)) <k} X{u| <5} X (o] <s} AT d

1 t
+ %/D/O ((T%) (0))*(®(u) — (V) X{IT ()T (o)) <k} X{Ju[>s} X{[o] <s} T dx-

It is not very hard to see that the first term on the right-hand side of above equation
vanishes for £k — 0 a.s. in 2. Concerning the second term, we remark that for w € Q
fixed, we have

i swe g / / 2(@(u) = 2(0)) X7 () -T2 (0)| <) X{ul>5) X o] <5} A
—

< lim sup — / @12, dr dz.
k=0 K J{s—k<pu|<s)

Consequently, from from Lemma 6 in [7] it follows that there exists a subsequence
(sj)jen C N with lim;_, s; = 400 such that

lim sup lim sup lim sup Igéc #<0. (36)
7—0 k—0 o—0

From (28) - (36) it follows that

/|u — |da:</ |u0—vo|dx+// v)|sign(u —v)dBdxr  (37)

a.s. in Q, for all ¢ € [0,T]. Taking the expectation in (37), the assertion follows. O
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8 Appendix: The 1t6 product rule

Proposition 8.1. For 1 < p < oo, ug, vg € L*(2 x D) Fo-measurable let u,v €
LP(Q x (0,T); Wy P (D)) N L*(;C((0, T); LA(D))) satisfy

u(t) = ug —i—/o Ap(u)ds —i—/o O (u)dp, (38)

o(t) = vo + /0 Ay(v)ds + /0 B(v) dB. (39)
Then, for any H,Z € C}(R) such that Z(0) = Z'(0) = 0
(Z((u—0)(t)), H(u(t)))2 = (Z(uo — vo), H(uo))2
w8000 = A0 B2 (0= )y )
+ /0 (Ap(u), H'(u) Z (= 0))yy 100 () wiw(py 95 + /0 (®(w)H'(u), Z(u—v))2dB
+ % /0 /D 2 (w)H" (u)Z (u — v) dz ds
+ % /0 /D(CIJ(u) —®())*Z"(u — v)H (u)ds
+ [ (@00) = 80). 2w =) () d5
+/0 (®(u) — (v)) 2" (u — v)®(u) H' (u) ds (40)

for allt €10,T], a.s. in Q.

Proof. We fix t € [0,T]. Since u, v satisfy (39) and (38), it follows that

(u—v)(t) =up —vo+ /0 Ap(u) — Ap(v) ds —i—/o (P(u) — @(v))dp (41)

holds in L?(D), a.s. in Q. For n € N, we use the following classical regularization
procedure (see, e.g., [14]):
We choose a sequence of operators (II,),

IL, : W5'(D) + LY(D) — Wy P(D) N L>¥(D), n € N
such that

i.) M, (v) € WyP(D) N C®(D) for all v € W1 (D) + L'(D) and all n € N
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i1.) For any n € N and any Banach space
F € {Wy™(D), L*(D), LX(D), W7 (D), W~"# (D) + L'(D)}.

II, : F — F is a bounded linear operator such that lim,, Hn| r = Ir pointwise
in F, where I is the identity on F'.

Now, we set @, ,, := II (<I>(u)), = I, (®(v)), ugy = I, (uo), vg = I, (vo), up =
I, (u), vy =11, (v), Uy =11, (A, ( )) Vi =11, (Ap(v)). Applymg H on both sides of
(41) yields

t t
(Up, — vp) () = ug — vy + / U, —V,ds+ / (P — Dy p)dp (42)
0 0
and applying IT,, on both sides of (38) yields
t t
un(t) = ufl + / U, ds + / By df (43)
0 0

in Wol’p(D) NL2(D)NC>(D) a.s. in Q. The pointwise It6 formula in (42) and (43) leads
to

Z(un = vn)(t) = Z(ug — vg)

4 /0 (U — Vi) 2 (t — vy) ds /O (B — Do) 2t — ) d

1 t
+ 3 / (Pym — @U,n)2Z"(un —vp)ds (44)
0
and
¢ ¢ 1 [t
H(uy)(t) = H(uf) +/ U H' (uy,) ds +/ ®, H' (uy) dp + 5/ @37711{"(11”) ds (45)
0 0 0

in D, a.s. in Q. From (44), (45) and the product rule for It6 processes, which is just an
easy application of the classic two-dimensional It6 formula (see, e.g., [2], Proposition 8.1,
p. 218), applied pointwise in ¢ for fixed z € D it follows that

Z(un = vn) () H (un)(t) = Z(ug — vg) H (ug)

+ /0 (Up, — Vi) Z' (up, — vp) H (uy) ds + /0 UpnH' (up)Z (uy, — vy) ds
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in D, a.s. in Q. Integration over D in (46) yields
I =1+ I3+ Iy + Is + I + I7 + Ig + I,

where

(Z((un —vp) (), H((un)(t))2s
= (Z(ug — vg), H(ug))2,

_ /0 /D(Un V)2 — o) H () dz ds,

t
I4:/ / UnH' (up)Z (uy, — vy) dx ds,
0o Jp

I5 /((I)unH/(un) Z(un Un))Q dﬂ,

//@2 H" (up)Z (up, — vy) dx ds

ja /O (Dun — Bon) Z' (1 — ), H(uwn))2 dB

1 t
== ( Py — Py n)QZ”(un — vp)H (uy) dz ds
2 0 D b 9
t
o= [ (@ = 02/ = ), H ()2 ds
0

a.s. in 2. Repeating the arguments from [24], proof of Proposition 9.1, we show that,
passing to a not relabeled subsequence if necessary,

Tim 1y = (Z((u— )(1). B (u(t)), )

Tim Iy = (Z(ug — vo), H'(u0))2, (48)

dim 1= [ 4800 = 8,00, 70 = DH Wy oy (49
Tim 1, = /O (Bgla), H 20— 0y 1y iy 45 (50)
Tim I = /O t [ @2 v)drd, (51)

Tim s = / / VH () Z(u — v) d ds (52)
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a.s. in Q. Since (II,),, is a sequence of linear operators on L?(D) converging pointwise
to the identity for n — oo, from the Uniform Boundedness Principle and Lebesgues
dominated convergence theorem it follows that ®,, — ®(u) and ®,, — ®(v) in
L?(0,T; L*(D)) and in L?(Q; L2(0,T; L*(D)) for n — oo. Using the It6 isometry and
passing to a not relabeled subsequence if necessary, it follows that

Jin 1y = [ (@) = 8(0)Z (0 =) Hw)a d8, (53)

Jim Iy = % /O /D (@) — D)2 2" (u — v)H(u) da ds, (54)

Tim Iy = /0 (@) — D) Z' (u — v), D(u) H' (u))s ds. (55)

Now, the assertion follows from (47)-(55). O

Corollary 8.2. Proposition 8.1 still holds true for H,Z € W*>®(R) such that H" and
7" are piecewise continuous.

Proof. There exists sequence (Hs)s=0, (Z5)s>0 C CZ(R) such that |Hsloo < ||H|oos
[ H: oo < 1H |loos |HY lloo < [[H"||oo for all § > 0 and Hs — H, H; — H' uniformly on
compact subsets, Hy — H" pointwise in R for 6 — 0 and the same results hold true for
(Zs)s>0. With these convergence results we are able to pass to the limit with § — 0 in

(40). 0
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