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WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE STOCHASTIC ELECTROKINETIC FLOW

ZHAOYANG QIU AND HUAQIAO WANG

ABSTRACT. We investigate the stochastic electrokinetic flow modelled by a stochastic Nernst-
Planck-Navier-Stokes system with a blocking boundary conditions for ionic species concentrations
in a smooth bounded domain D. In both 2D and 3D cases, we establish the global existence
of weak martingale solution when the capacitance ¢ > 0, and also establish the existence of a
unique maximal strong pathwise solution and a blow-up criterion when the capacitance ¢ = 0.
In particular, we show that the maximal pathwise solution is global in 2D case without the
restriction of smallness of initial data.

1. INTRODUCTION

Electrokinetic flows could be formed when the viscous Newtonian fluid with lots of positive and
negative charged particles on the micro and nano scale acted by electrical force. The interaction
between the charged particles and the fluid causes electrokinetic effect which includes two most well-
known phenomena in physics: electrophoresis and electro-osmotic. Electrophoresis phenomenon
describes the colloidal particle drew by an external electrical force through a fluid, while electro-
osmotic characterizes the motion of an aqueous solution past a solid wall dragged by an electrical
field. Here, we only focus on the phenomenon of electro-osmotic which captures many interesting
features in the nature, therefore it could be applied to various specific areas, such as cooling system
in microelectronics, separation and mixing techniques in analytical chemistry, filtration processes
and material sciences, see [S[IBB0A4T] and for more applications see [7[43l49]. In mathematics, the
researchers use the Nernst-Planck-Navier-Stokes system to model the electro-osmotic flow. The
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations as a subsystem of the Nernst-Planck-Navier-Stokes system,
read as

Ou — pAu+ (u-V)u —Vp+F =0,
with the divergence free condition
divu = 0,

where u is the velocity, p is the pressure, p is the viscosity coefficient. F := —pE is the Coulomb
force, where p is the local charge density given by

b= ae (1)
1=1

for m € Nt and E is the electric field
E=-VU.

The electrical potential ¥ solves the Poisson equation:

—AV = p.
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The non-negative function ¢‘,i = 1,2,---,m, in ([[J) is the i-th ionic species concentrations
satisfying the following Nernst-Planck equations:

dyct + divd® = 0, (1.2)
where the fluxes b’ is given by

» - ez .
uc’ — a;Ve' — aiB—%clV\I/,

here, T is temperature, B is the Boltzmann constant, e is the elementary charge, the constants
a; > 0,2 =1,2,--- ,m are the ionic diffusivity, z; € R represent the valence. The single Nernst-

Planck equations (L2) also have wide range of applications. One of applications is in the area
of semiconductor theory. In addition, the equations make it possible to characterize the function
of neurons with the influence of electrical and chemical conduction which will conduce to well-
understand the behaviour of neurons membrane, see [6,19,[31] for more details. For the related
results of system ([C2)), in the literatures [BL[I6LB2], the global existence and stability of solution
have been investigated.

The transport of particles is easily affected by external random noise. Therefore, equations
influenced by a random fluctuation contribute to the uncertainty in modelling the fluid dynamical
systems, the uncertainty and randomness have a far-reaching impact for our understanding of the
complex dynamical phenomenon, especially in biology, climate dynamics, gene regulation system.
The monograph [24] gives more introduction of the stochastic dynamics and their applications.
Therefore, to rigorous understand the turbulence and study stochastic PDEs, the randomness
must be taken into account, which has been commonly accepted as an important research field
both in theoretical analysis and practical application in the last decades. Here, we perturb the
Navier-Stokes equations governing the fluids by a multiplicative noise, therefore the stochastic
Nernst-Planck-Navier-Stokes system reads as the following:

¢t +u - Vel = a;div(Ve! + z,c'VV), i =1,2,--- ,m,
AV =3"" zict = p,

Ou— pAu+ (u-V)u—Vp+ kpV¥ = f(u, VU)LY
V-u=0,

where f is a noise intensity operator, x is a constant related to the temperature 7" and the Boltz-
mann constant B, W is a cylindrical Wiener process, the specific definition will be given in Section
2. System (3] is imposed on the following initial data:

u(0, ) = ug, c'(0,z) = cf), (1.4)

(1.3)

where we omit the random element w. The velocity u is equipped with the no-flux boundary
condition:

ulop =0, (1.5)
and the Poisson equation is equipped with the Robin boundary condition:
(0¥ (x,t) + ¥ (z,1))|op =, (1.6)

where = n(x) is a given smooth function that is an externally applied potential on the boundary
in physics, the constant ¢ represents the capacitance of the double layer and 7 is the unit outward
normal vector to the boundary 0D. The elliptic boundary value problem (3),, (6] originated
from the Maxwell equations of electrostatics. For the ionic concentrations ¢! we consider blocking
boundary condition:

(Orc’ + 2ic' 07 1) |9p = 0, (1.7)

where boundary condition (7)) is closely related to the occurrence of electrochemical double layers
in physics.
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Taking integral on both sides of equation ([L.3)),, using the boundary conditions (L.3]) and (L),
from the physical point of view it is significant to find that the function c’ satisfies the conservation
form:

/ clde = / chdx, for all t > 0. (1.8)
D D

Since the function ¢ is non-negative, we infer that ||c’(t)| 1 = ||cf||z: for all ¢ > 0.

Corresponding to different boundary conditions with different physical meanings, the determin-
istic Nernst-Planck-Navier-Stokes system has been investigated extensively in many literatures.
The existence and in some cases uniqueness of weak solution with homogeneous Neumann bound-
ary condition was proved in [46] for dimension d < 3, in addition, the local strong solution was
verified under the assumption of no-flux boundary condition of ionic species concentrations. With
respect to different species diffusivity and the magnitudes of the valences, many outstanding re-
sults were built in recent years. The global existence of weak solution with blocking boundary
condition in 3D was proved in [26]. In [7], the authors proved the existence and uniqueness of
local strong solution for any d > 2, and when d = 2, the existence of unique global strong solution
and exponential convergence to uniquely determined steady states with blocking boundary condi-
tion for the ions and a Robin boundary condition for the electric potential were built. For ionic
concentrations that satisfy both blocking and selective boundary conditions, [I7] proved the global
existence of strong solution in 2D, and in the case of uniform selective boundary conditions, the
solution was proved unconditional global stability, which converged to unique selected Boltzmann
states. For more publications, we refer the readers to [2,I8,[36L3742] which dealt with different
physical boundary situations and the references therein.

Note that there is no work available on the stochastic version of system (L3)-([L1), we are the
first to consider the stochastic issues. However, for the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, many
remarkable literatures have been published, see [34LOLTOIT2HT427-29331[40,50]. In this paper, the
existence of global weak martingale solution is proved in 2D and 3D cases under the assumption
that two valences are opposite, also the existence of unique maximal strong pathwise solution is
proved for arbitrary valences, species diffusivity, and then the blow-up criterion is established. In
particular, we prove that the maximal strong pathwise solution is global in time for large initial
data in 2D case.

Since the Navier-Stokes equations as a subsystem, we can not expect any better result than it.
But in our case, coupled constitution and the boundary conditions representing the presence of an
electrical double layer are more complex, making the proof technically especially in constructing
the approximate solutions and the a priori estimates. We adopt different strategy to build the
approximate solutions. For one thing, in the process of proving weak martingale solution, we
use the mixed method to build the approximate solutions. In this step, a two-layer approximate
scheme is developed to surmount the obstacle stemming from stochastic integral. For another,
in the process of proving strong pathwise solution, due to the restriction of blocking boundary
conditions, we construct the smooth approximate solutions by linearizing the modified stochastic
system to a linear system with additive noise and Neumann boundary condition. Therefore, after
defining a suitable mapping, proving the well-posedness of approximate solutions of original system
is equivalent to finding a fixed point of the mapping. The random element w brings difficulties in
closing the estimate of the mapping, we will further develop a stopping time technique to overcome
it. Besides, we have to handle estimate of the boundary integral arising from the blocking boundary.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries, classical re-
sults and assumptions. Section 3 is devote to establishing the global existence of weak martingale
solution by three steps for two oppositely charged ionic species. In Section 4, we establish the exis-
tence and uniqueness of maximal strong pathwise solution following the line of Yamada-Watanabe
argument, and establish a blow-up criterion. In Section 5, we extend the maximal strong pathwise
solution to a global solution in 2D case.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some deterministic, stochastic preliminaries and results used throughout
this paper.

For the smooth bounded domain D, let Wk (D), k € N, p € [1,00) be the Sobolev space having
distributional derivatives up to k, and the derivatives are integrable in LP(D). When p = 2, we
denote by H¥(D) = W*2(D). For a € (0,1), let C*([0,T]; X) be the X-valued a-order Holder
continuous space with respect to time ¢, L (0,7;X) be the space LP(0,7;X) with the weak
topology, where X is a Banach space. The notations B(X ), X* represent the Borel o-algebra of
X and the dual space of X, respectively.

To define the variational setting, we introduce the following spaces:

Vi={u:ue CXD), divu=0},

LP(D) = P ® | (D) o pHlincer
for p € [1,00), endowed with the norms

I Ml =1 ey, 1l =1V - L2y

When p =2, || |2 = || - [|2(p) = (-,-) where (-,-) means the inner product of L?(D). Thanks to
the Poincaré inequality and the no-flux boundary condition of u, the norm of H'(D) is equivalent
to the norm of H!(D).
The elliptic Neumann problem takes the form:
—Am=h, in D,
{8ﬁ7r =g, on 0D,

where h, g are given smooth functions. We recall the result in [I] giving the estimate
Vrlwas) < € (Iilws-som) + ollye sy, ) 2.)

where C' = C'(k,p, D) > 0 is a constant.
Introducing the following lemma (see [45]), it could be applied for the time regularity estimate.

dr if
i if r<d,

Lemma 2.1. Let r* = < any finite nonnegetive real number, if »r =d, where d = 2,3. For
0, if r > d,

1<r<oo,1<s< o0, if%—l—%gl, and%—k%:%,fewl’r and g € W15, then fg € W—bt,
that is,

I gllw e <A fllwrrllgliw—r.s-

To control the boundary integral, we introduce the following trace inequality (see [39, Lemma
1]).

Lemma 2.2. Let D be a smooth bounded domain, for any p € [2,4], there exist constants Cy,Cy
such that

1 p=1
ooy < CrIVglEaiplol T oy + Colgllocoy: (22)

Ifp € [2,4), for any 0 > 0 there exists constant Cs depending on D,p,d such that
191170 0m) < 011V gll72(p) + Csllall 2 (p)- (23)

Lemma 2.3 ([47]). Let D be a smooth bounded domain and s > 0. For every € > 0, the mollifier
operator J. maps H*(D) into H* (D) where s' > s and has the following properties:
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i) the collection {J:}es0 is uniformly bounded in H®(D) independence of €, i.e., there exists a
positive constant C=C(s) such that,
1Tefllas < Cllflla-, f € H*(D);
i1) for every e >0, if s > 1 then for f € H*(D),
C
I Tefll g < @HfHHs;
iii) sequence J.f converges to f, for f € H*(D), that is,

lim ”jaf - f”HS =0.
e—0

Remark 2.1. The molliﬁfr operator J: could be defined as J.u = RiEu, where 3; is a standard
Friedrich’s mollifier on D which is the un-boundary extend of smooth domain D, E is a extension

operator from H*(D) into H*(D), and R is a restriction operator from H*(D) into H*(D) (see [25]
Chapter 5] for more details).

Next, we introduce the stochastic background. Let S := (0, F, {F:}1>0, P, W) be a fixed sto-
chastic basis and (2, F,P) be a complete probability space. {F;}i>0 is a filtration satisfying all
usual conditions. Denote by LP(2; L9(0,T; X)),p € [1,00),q € [1,00] the space of processes with
values in X defined on Q x [0, 7] such that

i. u is measurable with respect to (w,t), and for each ¢, u(t) is F;-measurable.

ii. For almost all (w,t), u € X and

) E ([T ||u||§(dt)q, if g € [1,00),
HuHLP(Q;LQ(O,T;X)) = i
E (suprepo,r lullk ), if ¢ = oc.
Here, E denotes the mathematical expectation.

To control the stochastic term, we introduce the following well-known Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality: for any o € L?(%; L2 ([0, 00), L2(H, X))) (the definition of space La(H, X) see below),
by taking o = oey, it holds

t
E[ sup / odW
tel0, 7] [IJ0

for any p € [1,00). Here, W is the cylindrical Wiener process in system (3]) defined on an Hilbert
space M, which is adapted to the filtration {F;};>0. Namely, W = >, exfr with {ex}r>1
is a complete orthonormal basis of H and {f8x}r>1 is a sequence of independent standard one-
dimensional Brownian motions.

We consider an auxiliary space Hg D H, defined by

Ho = {h = Zk>1 aper . Zk>1 aik_Q < oo} ,

with the norm [|h||3, = > ,5; @pk~2. We have that W € C([0, 00), Ho) almost all w, see [21].
To pass the limit in stochastic integral of approximate sequence, we need the following result
from [22] Lemma 2.1].

b
2

P T 5 T
) <R (/O |0|%2(’H,X)dt> =k /0 > llowlixdt |
X

k>1

Lemma 2.4. Assume that f- is a sequence of X -valued Fj -predictable processes such that
fe — f in probability in L(0,T; Lo(H; X)),
and the cylindrical Wiener process sequence W, satisfies

W. — W in probability in C([0,00); Ho),
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then,
t t
/ fedW. — / fdW in probability in L?(0,T; X).
0 0

At the end of this section, we give several assumptions of noise operator f.
Assumptions. Assume that the noise operator f : H — Lo(H; L?) satisfies the usual Lipschitz
and linear growth conditions, that is, there exist two positive constants £, /> such that
£ (w0, VO 12,3052y < Ga(ulZe + IVE]Z2), (2.4)
£ (w1, VO) = fug, V)|, 31.12) < o(llur — ug||F + [VE1 = VT||72), (2.5)
for u € L2, V¥ € L?, where Ly(H, X) denotes the collection of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, that
is, the set of all linear operators G from H to a Banach space X, with the norm ||G||%2(H x) =

> o1 |Gerl|%. The assumptions (7)), [Z5) will be used for establishing the existence of weak
martingale solution and the uniqueness of pathwise strong solution.

Moreover, to get the existence of strong pathwise solution, we need further assumptions: there
exist two positive constants £3, /4 such that the operator f : H — Lo(H; H') satisfies

£ (s VT 000y < La(llullfn + IV Z0), (2.6)
1f (w1, V) = fua, V)T, 30,51y < lalfun = ualfin + [VO1 = V¥a[70), (2.7)
for any v € H!,VV¥ € H'.

We arrange the definition of solutions and main results to the forthcoming sections.

3. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF WEAK MARTINGALE SOLUTION

In this section, we consider the case of two charge species (i.e. ¢ = 1,2) and establish the global
existence of weak martingale solution in both 2D and 3D cases. The proof could be completed by
constructing the approximate solutions, proving the uniform estimates and stochastic compactness,
and identifying the limit. Hereafter, we take ¢=1 for simplicity.

First, we give the definition of a weak martingale solution.

Definition 3.1 (weak martingale solution). Let A be a Borel probability measure on space L?(D) x

L2(D) with
/ wPdA < C,
L2(D)x1L2(D)

for a positive constant C. We call (Q, F, {F;}t>0, P, u, ¢!, W),i = 1,2 is a weak martingale solution
to system (L3)-(L) with the initial data A if

i. (Q,F,{Fi}i>0,P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration, W is a
Wiener process relative to the filtration Fy;

ii. the process u is an L2-valued JF;-progressively measurable satisfying

u € LP(Q; L>=(0,T;L*) N L*(0,T;H")) for any p € [2,00);
iii. the processes c¢’,i = 1,2 are L2-valued JF;-progressively measurable satisfying
c' >0, a.e. and ¢ € LP(Q; L>(0,T; L*) N L*(0,T; H")) for any p € [2,00),
and W is an H2-valued F;-progressively measurable process with
U e LP(Q;L°°(0,T; H*) N L*(0,T; H?));
iv. the initial law A\ = P o (ug, c}) ™ !;

v. for ¢ € H', ¢ € H', it holds P-a.s.

(Cl(t)7 (b) = (Cl(0)7 (b) - /0 (U : VCZ7 (b)dS - /0 ai(vcz + Ziczvlllu V(b)d‘s? 1= 17 27
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t t t
(u(t), ») = (u(0), ) — u/ (Vu,Vp)ds —/ (u- Vu, )ds —/ (kpVY, )ds
0 0 0

t
+ [ vw.pam,
0
2 .
—AVU = Zzicl =p, a.e.
i=1
for all t > 0.

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the initial data (ug,c),i = 1,2 are Fo-measurable random variables
satisfying

ug € LP(S;1L7%), cf € LP(Q; L?) and ¢} > 0, P-a.s.
for all p € [2,00). Suppose that [ satisfies the assumptions 24), (Z3) and the two valence
zi, 1 = 1,2 are opposite (z1 > 0 > z3). Moreover, the given smooth function n belongs to H%((?D).
Then, there exists a global weak martingale solution of system (L3)-({L7) for 2D and 3D cases in
the sense of Definition [3 1l

Remark 3.1. In 2D case, using the estimate
(- Vo,u)|| < el|VulZz + Ce)|ull:|Vollfs, u,veH!

to nonlinear terms and an easier argument than that of in Step 4.2, we can also deduce that the
solution is unique.

Remark 3.2. Here we only consider the case of the two opposite charged species. Under this case,
it holds

p(zi(e!)? = 23(c*)?) = p*(Jz1le’ + |z2le?) > 0, (3.1)

see (322) in Lemma [B.2] which is an essential element in achieving the uniform L?(D) estimate
of ¢’. A natural question is: Can we extend the result to the multiple species setting, that is
m > 2 7 Unfortunately, inequality (B fails for the multiple species case, therefore we have
trouble in obtaining the uniform L?(D) estimate. However, under the following special multiple
species setting: all diffusivities are equal, i.e., a; = a3 = -+ = a,, = @ and all valences have the
same magnitude, i.e., 21| = |22| = -+ = |z;m| = 2, we could give a positive answer of the problem
analogues to the deterministic case [I8,[39]. Indeed, let y = z(c' + - -+ ¢™), then y and p satisfy
equation (3),, that is

Op+u-p=adiv(Vp+ 2xVU), Ox +u-x = adiv(Vx + zpV¥).
After taking inner product with x and p respectively, we have
SXTO,p) < (V) + 2 [ op(w—n)as. (32)
oD

Noted that the first term on the right-hand side of ([B.2]) could be cancelled, and the second term
could be estimated as Lemma 3.2 Consequently, we can obtain the desired L? estimate.

3.1. Approximate solutions and uniform estimates. At first, we try to find the approximate
solutions to the following approximate system:

dict + uy, - Vi, = a;div(Vel + 2,ct V), i = 1,2,
_A\I/n = 212:1 Ziczl = Pn, (33)
sty — pP AUy, + PPy - Vuy, + kP, Pp,VV,, = P, Pf(u,, V¥,)Y

dt >
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with the initial data c? (0) = ¢}, u,(0) = P,ug, where P is the Helmholtz-Leray projection from
L? into L2 and P, is an orthogonal projection from L? into X,,. The space X,, is defined by

X, =span{¢y, ..., ¥, },

where the sequence {1, },,>1 is an orthonormal basis for 2 of the Stokes operator A := —PA.

For the deterministic system, the global existence and uniqueness of approximate solutions are
established in [26] Lemma 4.1]. The proof was implemented by a combined method, the ionic
species concentrations equation was solved by the Leray-Schauder fixed-point theorem, while the
approximate solutions of the velocity equation were established by fixed point theorem. In our
case, we still solve the first equation following same line of [26] to obtain that for any smooth
function u, the solution

¢’ € L>(0,T; LP) N L*(0,T; H') for p € [1,00),

P-a.s. Since the initial data c?,(0) > 0, then the solution ¢!, remains positive a.e. for all ¢ > 0
using the maximal principle (for the proof, see [I7./46]).

Furthermore, defining a solution mapping 7, we show that the mapping ¢! = 7 (u) is continuous
in L°°(0,T; L?)NL%(0,T; H'). Indeed, for ci, := T (u,,) where u,, is a sequence in L°(0, T; C(D))
and c’, the difference &’ = ¢ — ¢!, i = u — u,, with
li 1 | — ull Lo (0,101 (D)) = 0, (3.4)

m—r

satisfies (in the weak sense)
AE 4 (- V) + (tp, - V)& = a;div(VE' + 2,V + ¢! V),
Taking inner product with &’, using the boundary condition, we obtain
1. . t o t » » L
§||é’|\%2 +/ (4-Vc', e')ds = —/ a;(Ve' + z,¢'V¥; + ¢, V¥, Ve')ds. (3.5)
0 0
Using the Holder inequality and the embedding H! — L%, we get

t t
]— [ @ veieha < [ IvelRalel + il ds

t
’—/ ai(z:6'VU; + ¢t VI, Ve )ds
0

t t
@i ~i ai i i
5 | IV s +0 [ IV s + IV Eo a3
t

IN

t
5/ HVCZ||2L2d5+C/ (e N2V ELFprar + €772 llcr, 172)ds,
0 0

where the constant 3% := 3 + § for small 6 > 0. Combining the above estimates, by the Gronwall
lemma and the bound of ¢!, (3.4) and (B.35]), we have

T
lim ( sup |&']|32 + ai/ ||Véi|%2dt) =0.
m=0o0 \ telo,T] 0

Now, we proceed to solve the velocity equation by the Banach fixed point theorem in the space
LP(Q; L>(0,T; X,,)) for small T. For the stochastic issue, we have to further cut-off the velocity
un. If not, we can not close the estimate caused by the integral LP(€2).

Define C*°-smooth cut-off function

_JL E =M,

@M(Z)_{o, 2| > 2M.
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For any v = Z?:l V'L1/}Z S X'n,, deﬁning VM = E?:l eM(V’L)V'ﬂ/}z as M7 then we have
”VMHC([O,T];XTL) < 2M,

and
Ivi' = vi'llx, < Cn)|lvi — vallx,.

Define the functional
WUlp. ) = [ (wu = - Tu = npV W), (3.6)
D

for ¢; € X,,.
We now find the approximate velocity field u,, of the following momentum equation:

u(t) = u34+/0 L{[p(uM),uM]ds—l—/O F™ VU WM))dw. (3.7)

Observe that, here uy = u}!. Define by the mapping 9 the right-hand side of ([@3.1)), and we prove
that the mapping is a contraction.
Denote pl, = p(ull), Wl = W(u) cil = T(uM!),1 =1,2. After the truncation, we obtain
sup_|c,[|7. < C(M), (3.8)
te[0,T]
where the constant C'(M) does not depend on w. Applying the continuity of mapping 7 (u), bound
B3) and the equivalence of finite-dimensional norm, we have

t P
E| sup /PnP(p}lV\IJ}L—in\IJi)ds
tefo,7111/o X,
t P
< CE | sup ( / 1P P(LVE! — 2902 %ds>
t€[0,T] 0 L
t P
<ce| s ([ ||p,£—pimww;m+||pi||L2|wz—Wi||Leds)]
te[0,T] 0
2 . . 2 . .
<CTPE | sup | Y leit = ci? 8. ) ek ei|b.
tel0.T] \3=1 i=1

2
< C(M)IPE | sup > |lci! —ci?|h,
te[0,7] ;=

< C(M)TPE | sup [up™t —u)?|%
te[0,T7] "

< C(n, M)T?E | sup |lu, —ul|% |
te[0,T] "

By the global Lipschitz assumption on the noise operator f, the equivalence of finite-dimensional
norm and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we have

P

Xn>

E( sup
te[0,7)

T 2
< CE ( / [P P f(ud 1, VL) — PP (ud2, T 02)[5 dt)
0 n

t
/ P,Pf(ult, VL) — P, Pf(ul? VU2)dw
0
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P
2

T
< CE < / [P Pf(ul, VL) — PP f (w2, ve)|7, dt)
0

< CTHE ( sup. Ju,~ |) .
te[0,T)
For the rest of nonlinear term, we could estimate it by same argument as the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. Considering these estimates, for a small time 7', we build the contraction of 9t. Then, the
local existence and uniqueness of approximate solutions to equation B follows by the Banach
fixed point theorem for any fixed n, M.
Now, for fixed n, we can pass M — oo to establish the existence of unique approximate solutions
to system (B3). Using Lemma Bl and a standard extension theory [11l Corollary 3.2], we could
complete the proof. Next, we verify the following necessary uniform a priori estimates.

Lemma 3.1. The approzimate solutions (ci,u,) have the following a priori estimate for any
pe[l,00), T >0

p
E[sup} (nunnmz / cilogedz + [V, [22 + [ W12 ap)) ]

tel0

p
+E </ / ch Ve 2dxdt> +E</ u||vun||i2dt> <C, (3.9)
0

where 0, = logct, + z;W,,, the constant C is independent of n, M.
Proof. To simplify the notation, we use (u,c?) instead of (uy,c!). Define the stopping time 7 as
T =inf Q> 0; sup |luff. > M p.
s€[0,t]

If the set is empty, we take 7p; = T'. Notice that 7, is an increasing sequence with limy; oo 707 = T
and equation ([B7) coincides with the original equation on interval [0, Tps).
We use the Ito formula to the function %||u|?., and apply the fact that (u- Vu,u) = 0 to find

1
SdllullZ + | Vul2adt = —(pV W, w)dt + (f(u, V), u)dW

+ %HPnPf(u, V)17, 312y - (3.10)
Note that, equation (B3], could be rewritten as
o’ +u- Ve = a;div(c'V,). (3.11)
Taking the inner product with 6; on both sides of [BI1]), we have
(Dec’, 0;) + (u- Ve, 0;) = —a; | Ve Vo, || 2.. (3.12)

For the first term on the left-hand side of (B:12]), integrating by parts and using the Robin boundary
condition (L6]), we obtain

2 2
Z(@tci, 0;) = Z(@tci, loge’ + 2 )
i=1 i=1

2

d o
= Z —/ c'loge’ — c'dx — (Ot AP, D)
dt Jp

i=1
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2 4 J
— i % 2
_EE/D clloge’ + | VW3 — (20,9, W)
2
d i i, d 2 1d 5
:ZE/D c'loge +EHV‘IJ”L?+§E”‘I’HL2@D)- (3.13)

i=1

In the second line, we have used

7 . c'logc’ — cldx = —/ c'logcidz,

due to the fact that ¢’ satisfies the quantity of mass conservation, see ().
For the second term on the left-hand side of (3IZ), using the non-slip boundary condition of w,
taking sum over ¢, we have

Zu Ve, 0;) Z/uVﬂogc—cdm—l—Zch z; U
=1

=(u-Vp,¥) =—(u-VV¥,p). (3.14)
Combining (BI0)-BI4), we arrive at

2 2
1 o 1 1 :
d <§|u|i2 + Z/Dc loge'dz + S| V|| + 5||\11|§2(873)> + (Z ail| Ve Vo7 + ullvu|§2> dt
i=1 i=1

1
= /1, V), )W + 5| PaP (1, V)3 5412 (3.15)

By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and assumption (24]), we get

tATNM P
IE( sup / (f(u, V&), u)dWW )
tel0, 7] 10
T AT 2 2
<CE / Z (/ u- f(u, V\IJ)ekdx> dt
0 is1 D
T AT 2
< CE / flulZ2 Z (/ Pf?(u, v\p)eid:p> dt
0 is1 D
1 T AT p
<-E( sup |u%]+CE / [ullf2 + V|74t | . (3.16)
2 \te0.7Aru] 0
Assumption (Z4) yields
1P Pf (1, VO, 2 (0y) < Ga(l[ullz + [V E]Z2). (3.17)

Taking integral of time ¢, then supremum over ¢ € [0, TATys] and power p, finally taking expectation
in (BI8), combining estimates [BI6)-(BI7) and using the Gronwall lemma, we conclude

2 p
E[ sup <||u||i2+z /D cllogczm||W||%2+||\P||%z<ap>>]
=1

te [O,T/\Tju]
p

TATM ) P TATM
+E </ / cl|V9i|2d:vdt> +E </ u||w||§2dt> < (3.18)
0 D 0
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where the constant C' is independent of n, M. Letting M — oo, by the monotone convergence
theorem, we complete the proof. 1

Remark 3.3. Notice that loge’ has no meaning when ¢’ attains the value 0. To be rigorous, we
should work with the quantity log(c? + §), and then pass § — 0.

Remark 3.4. The quantity in the first brackets of ([BI8) is the total free energy, including three
parts [[ul|?., [, cloge'dz, | VU3, + ||\If||%2(8D) which stand for the kinetic energy, the Gibbs free
energy and the electrical energy, respectively.

By the estimates VW¥,, € LP(Q; L>(0,T; L?)), ¥, € LP(Q; L>=(0,T; L*(9D))) and the general-
ized Poincaré inequality: | f||2(py < C(|Vfllz2py + | fllL2(op)), Wwe have

W, € LP(Q; L>(0,T; H')). (3.19)

Lemma 3.2. For the approzimate solutions sequence c', it holds for all p € [1,00),T >0

T p
IE( sup ||c;||2;;> +E (/ ai||vC;||2L2dt> <C, (3.20)
t€[0,T] 0
where the constant C' is independent of n.

Proof. Taking inner product with |z|c’ in equation (33),, using the Robin boundary condition

([L3G), we have

a0 + aulzl IVE Bt = 2|zl Ve, Vo) = 0 (e vwym
_ —21|Zl| ((Ci)z,p)dt _ M (cz)zan‘l/det
2 2 Jop
_ _Zilzil ((Cl)27p)dt _ M (cl)2(’l] — \If)det
2 2 Jop

Choosing p = % in Lemma 2.2 then by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we get when d = 3

167l 5 opy < CIVEEaICE g + Cllel 5
< CIVE |5Vl el s + Ol |5 Ve
< OVE|fallelll}e + Cllelll Ve e, (3.21)
then from B2I]), we bound
- - was
< OHnHL“’(BD)”CiH%?(aD) + H‘I’||L4(8D)|\Ci||L§(aD)
< C(Inllp=(op) + 1)) IV | £l o + i1 V€ £2)
< Ce1 [V |22 + Cer) (nll o omy + 121 ) E (171 52 + [1€]1 )
< Ot [|VE 22 + Clen) (Il opy + 12130) + Cle) (It 32 + [1€f]130).

Choose €1 small enough such that

1
Ce1 < 5a1|zl|
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Taking integral of time ¢, then supremum over ¢ € [0,7] and power p, taking expectation, finally
taking sum of 4, using assumption z; > 0 > zo, [B.19) as well as (L)), we have

T p
E( sup |CZ|%§> + ailz|E (/ |Vcl||%2dt>
te[0,T] 0
T 1 T P
< C'—I—CE/ (|3 2dt — —E/ /p(zf(cl — 23(c?)?)dxdt
0 2 0 D
T 1 T p
- C+CE/ |\c1||2L2dt——E/ /p2(|21|c1+|22|c2)dxdt
0 2 0 D
T p
< <O+CE/ |ci||%2dt>
0

Then, using the Gronwall lemma, we conclude for d = 3

T p
E < sup ||ci|i’é> +E (/ ||Vci|%zdt> <C, (3.22)
te[0,T) 0

where C is a constant independence of n. By a same argument, we have that estimate ([3:20) holds
for d = 2, completing the proof. (I

Using the elliptic regularity theory, utilizing (2.1]), (3.20) and the assumption on 7, we have the
estimate for WU,,:

VY, € LP(Q; L>=(0,T; H')),
and
VY, € LP(Q; L2(0,T; H?)),
which together with bound (I9) imply
U, € LP(Q;L°°(0,T; H*) N L*(0,T; H?)). (3.23)
We next improve the time regularity of (uy,c,).

Lemma 3.3. The sequence of approzimate solutions (u,,c’)) satisfies

(H "”p a(j0,T;;w b )) S

3
2
E(lleh I o) <€
E(19n e oz, < C:
for o> 0 small, where the constant C is independent of n.

Proof. We still use (u,c?) instead of (u,,c’,) for brevity. Note that for a.s. w, and for any € > 0,
there exist t1,t2 € [0, T] such that

N e

to#’ Ity — tol® |t2 —ty|*
Taking t = %, s = 2,7 = 2 in Lemma [Z.I] and using Holder’s inequality, for o < 1,we get

Hf; P(u-Vu)ds

1,3
E[ sup 2
t,t'€]0,T) |t - tl|a




14 Z. QIU AND H. WANG

t
. ‘ tlz P(u'vu)dusfl’% e
- ta —t1]*
ta
wll || Vullg—1ds
SE( ol ||1H ||t |LH >+€
2 — U1
3 o\ 2
E sup |jul?. (E[ ttz |‘uHH1dS:| )
- te[0,7T) ! N
B te —t1]® ‘
% to %
g|t2—t1|1-a[1a< sup m@)] (2 [ ulgds) +e
te[0,T t1
<cC.
Similarly,
t
i v,
E sup |t—t’|°‘
t,t€[0,T]
ta
1 V\I/ - dS
§E<h ||p||f|tllH1 >+6
2 — U1
: 2\ }
t
B sup (013 ) (B[ Iolwas])
- te[0,7) n
€
- ta —t1]*
% ta %
s|t2—t1|1alla< up ||\P|i2> <E / |p||%pds> e
t€[0,T] t1
<cC.

By employing the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and assumption (24), we obtain

t] P t 2
E [ sup ’fto" Pf(u, V\If)dW‘ ) CE( 2, V\I/)Him;m)dt) o
toth [th — tol* - Ity — t1]07

- Cly(ty — t1) B E(1 + |lul| por2 + | V| Lger2)?
B |t1 — ta|?

Clts — t)(z72)P 1 e <

eP

IN

for any a < %
Since ¢’ has the same regularity with v and the convection term has same nonlinear construction,
for @ < 1, one has

Hf; u- Vcids

3
w- b2

E sup
t,t'€[0,T] |t - tl|a
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) % to %
E( sup ”c%ﬂ (& [ ulgds) e
t€[0,T] t1
< (.

Using the Holder inequality and bounds [B20)), (3:23), we also have

|ty —ty|' 7

t . 3
[ div(c V\I/)dsHHil

E sup
t,t/€[0,T) [t — |~
t .
<E i 1Et s IV eds e
- [ta — t1|*

(S

<|ta —t4 '

1
ta ) 2
E( up ||\P|ip>] (& [ lelnds) +e
te[0,T] t1

We complete the proof following all estimates and the equation itself. O

<C.

3.2. Stochastic compactness argument. Now, we are in position to show the stochastic com-
pactness of the approximate solutions sequence, which relies on the following Aubin-Lions lemma
(see [44] Corollary 5]) and the Skorokhod-Jakubowski theorem (see [35, Theorem 1]).

Lemma 3.4 (The Aubin-Lions lemma). Suppose that X1 C Xo C Xo are Banach spaces, X1 and
Xs are reflexive satisfying the embedding of X1 into Xy is compact. Then for any p € [1,00), a €
(0,1), the embedding

LP(0,T; X1) N C([0,T); X2) < LP(0,T; Xy),
18 compact.

Theorem 3.2 (The Skorokhod-Jakubowski theorem). Let X be a quasi-Polish space. If the set of
probability measures {vp}n>1 on B(X) is tight, then there exist a probability space (2, F,P) and a
sequence of random variables u,,u such that theirs laws are vy, v and u, — u, P-a.s. as n — oo.

Our next aim is to construct a measure set, and then verify its tightness, then the Skorokhod-
Jakubowski theorem could be applied.
Define the probability measure

£:£“*£Ci*£'1’*£w,

where £* is the law of u on the path space

X, == L2 (0,T;H" (D)) N L*(0,T;L*(D)),
£ is the law of ¢! on the path space

Xes = L2,(0,T: H(D)) N L2(0, T; LA(D)),
£Y is the law of ¥ on the path space

Xy := L, (0,75 H(D)) N L*(0, T3 H*(D)) N C([0, T}; H(D)),
£W is the law of W on the path space
Xw = C([0,T]; Ho).

Lemma 3.5. The set of probability measures {£%},>1 is tight on the path space X,,.
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Proof. The Aubin-Lions lemma [3.4] yields that for any K > 0, the set
Bl = {u Jull oz + lull g 1.3, < K}
is compactly embedded into L?(0,7T;1L?). The Banach-Alaoglu theorem yields that
Bj = {u: ull 20,y < K}
is relatively compact in L2 (0, T;H?'). Therefore,
L2{(Bi N BR)} < £3{(Bk)°} + £3{(Bk)°}

C
< ZE (Jlull 2o, + 10l oy 1.1, )

C

< —.

- K
In the second line, we used the Chebyshev inequality, in the third line, we used Lemmas B] and
Since the constant C' is independent of n, the desired tightness follows. O

Analogous to Lemma B3] we could show that {£S },>1, {£Y},>1 are tight on the path space
Xei, Xy, respectively. In particular, the sequence W is only one element, then the set £V is weakly
compact. We conclude that {.£,},>1 is tight on path space X, where

XZ:XuXXCi XX\IJ XXW.

According to Theorem [3.2] we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. There exist a subsequence {£,, }x>1, a new probability space (Q F, ]P’) a new
X-valued measurable random variables sequence (ﬂnk,éflk,\flnk,wnk) and (@, ¢, ] W) such that
i. (ank, N,'lk,ﬁfnk,wnk) — (@, &, W, W) P-a.s. in the topology of X,
. the laws of (tin,,, € nk,\llnk,Wnk) and (@1, &, U W) are given by {£nk}k>1 and p, respectively,
Wa)-

iii. Wnk is a Wiener process, relative to the filtration ]-'t = U(unk,cnk,

In the following, we still use the sequence (i, ¢, \Ifn, Wn) representing new subsequence. As
a result of Proposition Bl the sequence &n,éfl,@n also shares the following bounds: for any
pEe [17 0)
P

T
E ( sup ||é,;|li’i> +E < / aillmllimt) <C, (3.24)
te[0,T] 0

p

T
1E< sup IIﬂnli’z’> +E </ ulVﬂnllﬁzdt> <C, (3.25)
te[0,T] 0
T g
IE< sup |0, ||H2> +E (/ ||\I/n|}%13dt> < C, (3.26)
tel0,T 0

where constant C' is independent of n.

3.3. Identify the limit by passing n — oo. In the following, the Holder inequality will be
frequently applied to estimate all terms, we do not mention it for brevity. Choose ¢ € H', and
decompose

t
/ (ai (Vé; 428 VT, — VE - ziaﬂ'w) ,w)) ds
0

_ /t (ai (vaﬁl —VE (@ - éi)v\in) ,v¢) ds
0
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+ /t (ai (vajl _ Ve + 48 (VT, — V\Tf)) ,w) ds
_nih (3.27)

Next, we show that each term I;,7 = 1,2 goes to zero as n — o0, P-a.s. By the Sobolev embedding
H? — L™=, we have

t
L] < / (aiVeE,, —a;Ve',Vo)ds + C||Vl 2 ||€;, — éz||L2(0,T;L2)HV‘I’HL?(O,T;LOO)
0

t
< / (aiVe;, —a;Ve',Vo)ds + C|Vl 2 ||€;, — €| 20,72 IV L2(0,7;152),
0

and then using the convergence that ¢, — & in L2(0,T; L?) and weakly in L2(0,T; H'), P-a.s.
and bound ([B.20), we deduce
|| =0, as n — oo, P-a.s. (3.28)

We use the Sobolev embedding H! < L to find

t
|IQ| S / (CL1V(~3:I — aiVéZ, ng)ds =+ O|IV¢||L2 ||V\I/n — V\I/||L2(07T;LG) ||CZ||L2(O,T;L3)
0

t
< / (GZVEZ; - aiVél, V¢)d8 + C||V¢||L2 ||V\I’n - V\I]HL2(O,T;H1)||CZ||L2(O,T;H1)7
0

then the convergence W,, — W in L2(0,T; H2), & — & weakly in L2(0,T; H') P-a.s. and bound
B24) yield
|I] = 0, as n — oo, P-a.s. (3.29)
Therefore, from 27)-B29), it holds P-a.s.
t ¢
lim (ai (ve; " zié;v\pn) ,w)) ds — / (ai (Véi n ziéiV\Il) ,v¢) ds.

Decompose
t _ _ ¢ _ ¢ _ _
/ (iin - V!, — @t - V&, ¢)ds = / ((itn — ) - V&', ¢)ds +/ (@- V(e —&),¢)ds.  (3.30)
0 0 0
For the first term on the right-hand side of ([B30]), we first obtain

/Ot((an — @) - Ve, p)ds

1 . 1 s
< C”QbHH1 ”un - u||z2(0,T;IL,2) ”vum vu”fﬂ(oj;]m)HVCH|L2(O,T;L2)a

using the convergence i, — @ in L2(0,T;1L3?), P-a.s. and bound (@25, we deduce

t
/ (@i, — ) - V&, p)ds| — 0, as n — oo, P-a.s. (3.31)
0

Since €}, — &' in L%(0,T; H'), we get

t
/ (- V(& — &), ¢)ds — 0, as n — oo, P-a.s. (3.32)
0

From Z30)-332), we have P-a.s.
¢

lim [ (- VE, — - V&, ¢)ds = 0.

n—oo 0
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Next, we pass the limit in the velocity equation. Since @, and ¢!, have same regularity and the
convection terms have same construction, we only focus on the term xkpV WU and stochastic term.
For any ¢ € H', decompose

t t t
[ 098 kg0 )ds = [ (s = DT Tpdds + [ (VT - D). (33)
0 0 0
Using the fact that p, — p in L?(0,T; L?), we obtain P-a.s.

t
/ (K(ﬁn - ﬁ)v\ym gD)dS < C”S‘)”Hl ||p~n - p~||L2(O,T;L2)”v\I}nHL“’(O,T;LS) — 0. (3'34)
0

Similar to (832), using the weak convergence of U,,, we have P-a.s.

t
/ (kpV (T, — 1), p)ds — 0. (3.35)
0
From [B33)-(B35), we arrive at
t
lim [ (kpnVV, — kpVE, p)ds =0, P-as. (3.36)
n—r00 0

For the stochastic term, we are going to verify the both conditions in Lemma [24] for passing
the limit. First, Proposition [B.1] gives

W, — W in probability in C([0, T]; Ho).
Using the continuity of f and the strong convergence of i, ¢* in L?(0,T; L?), we have for (w,t) €
Q% [0,T7], a.e.
1 @, VE) = (@ V) | 30,22 — 0. (3.:37)

From bounds [B25))-([B.26]), we infer that || f(tn, V‘T’n)HLQ(H;L% is uniformly integrable. The Vitali
convergence theorem could be applied to obtain

1S (s V) = f( VY| o (@120, 7515 (3:22))) — O- (3.38)
Then, by Lemma 2.4, we have

t . . t . .
/ Fliins V) AWy — / F(@, V)W,
0 0

in probability in L?(0,T; Lo(H; L?)).
Next, we claim that the sets

t
{/ (—tUp - Vg, + pAt, — kpn VU, ga)ds} (3.39)
0 n>1
and
t . . . ~
{ / (@A, — @ - VEL + aydiv(z&, VT,,), ¢)ds} (3.40)
0 n>1

are uniformly integrable in LP(€; L?(0,T)).
Indeed, using bounds ([B24)-([320) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

1 P
{IIvIIL4 < CllollzlVollge, i d=2, (3.41)

[ollLs < ClollZ:IVollZs, if d =3,
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we have
t _ T p
‘ / (=T, - Vg, p)ds i < C(T)E (/ (=, - V&n,cp)dt>
0 Lr(Q;L2(0,T)) 0
~ T 1 3 P
< CllplL,E ( / ||ﬂn||fz|wn||52dt>
2 3p
S C”@”]}ﬁll ||ﬂn||22p(Q;Loo(07T;L2)) HanH52p(Q;L2(O7T;Hl))7
and

¢
/ (kP V¥, @)ds
0

’ Lr($;L2(0,T))

T p
< C(T)E ( / (HﬁnV\Pn,w)dt>

0

~ T 1 1 ~ P
< O(D)|glnE / AR AR

P _ 3
S OH‘PH:H?]P ”p"”Z%(Q;LW(O,T;L?)) ||pn||L22p(Q;L2(O7T;H1)),

and from the blocking boundary condition, we get

‘ Lr($;L2(0,T))

T p
< C(T)E < / (div(a; Ve, + z&. V,,), qS)dt)
0

t
/ (div(a; Ve, + z:€, VU,), ¢)ds
0

T P
< C|IVe|l7.E </ [€llLsIVEnllLe + [[VE, |L2dt>
0

< CIVolialel? Wl

p
L20(C4L2(0,T3HY)) L29 (L0 (0,15 H?))’

Similarly,

t
/ (b, - VE., ¢)ds
0

Lr(L2(0,T))

< Clglt, 19|

The uniform integrability of linear term pAd, follows from bound (3.:25) directly.
We have everything in hand to pass the limit. Define the functionals as
t

t
Fo (i, &, W, ) = (i1 (0), ) + / 1 Agiin, @) ds / (i - Vi, )ds
0 0

(Nl ¢ i A" .
L2P(Q;L>(0,T;L? L2P(Q;L2(0,T51L2)) U L2e(Q;L2(0,T;H'))

t t
~ [t as+ ([ s V)T
0 0

t t
0 0
and

Fl(ﬂ,éi,W,cp)z(ﬁ(O),cp)—i—/O u(Aod,g0>ds—/0 (i Vi, 0)ds
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t N t - ~
- [ s ([ 1@ vB).
0 0

Fg(ﬁ,éz,gb):(éz(()),d))—/ ai(Vél+ziélV\P,V¢)ds—/ (i - V&, ¢)ds.
0 0

Combining all convergence properties and the uniform integrability of (8:39), (3.40), the Vitali
convergence theorem implies, when n — oo

T . o
3 / LA(F 1 (@i, &, Wi, ) — F1 (@, &, W, 0))dt — 0, (3.42)
0

T
i / LA(Fa(@in, &, 6) — Fa (@, &, §))dt — 0, (3.43)
0

for any set A C [0,T], ¢ € H',¢p € H', where 1. is the indicator function.
Note that from Proposition Bl we could deduce that the sequence (i, €
approximate system (B3], that is,

F (il &, Wh, ) = (iin(t), ), (3.44)
F2 (ana éiﬂ ¢) = (é; (t)7 (b)? (345)

for the detailed proof, see [50]. Considering ([3.42)-([345) and the weak convergence of iy, €, for
p € H', ¢ € H', it holds

i

¢ also satisfies the

Fi(@,8 W, ) = (ilt), ¢), (3.46)

Fy (i, &, ¢) = (€'(t), ¢). (3.47)

Thus, we establish the existence of global weak martingale solution to system (L3)-(L71) in the
sense of Definition B.1]

4. LOCAL EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF STRONG PATHWISE SOLUTION IN d = 2, 3.

In this section, we prove the existence of unique strong pathwise solution in 2D and 3D cases
and a blow-up criterion when the capacitance is 0 (0¥ (x,t)|gp = n). At the beginning, we give
three kinds of conceptions of solution: strong solution both strong in probability and PDEs sense,
maximal strong solution, and global solution.

Definition 4.1 (strong pathwise solution). Let (2, F,{F;}i>0,P) be a fixed probability space,
W be an F;-cylindrical Wiener process. We say (u,c?,7) is a strong pathwise solution to system

[3)- @) if the following hold:
i. 7 P-a.s. is a strictly positive stopping time;
ii. the process u is an H'-valued F;-progressively measurable satisfying

u(-Ar) € LP(Q C([0, 1 HY) N L*(0,T; H?));
iii. the processes c¢?,i =1,2,---,m are H'-valued F;-progressively measurable satisfying
¢ >0, a.e. and c'(- A7) € LP(Q;C([0,T); H* N L7) N L2(0,T; H?)),
for all j > 1, and W is an H3-valued F;-progressively measurable process with
W(-AT) € LP(Q;C([0,T]; H?) N L*(0,T5 HY));
iv. it holds P-a.s.
) ) tAT . tAT ) )
c(tAT)=cj— / u-Vc'ds + / a;div(Ve' 4+ z,c'VW)ds, i =1,2,--- ,m,
0 0
tAT tAT

tAT
u(t AT) =ug+ p PAuds — P(u-V)uds — / PrpV¥ds
0 0 0



WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE STOCHASTIC ELECTROKINETIC FLOW 21

tAT
+ Pf(u, VI)AW,
0

m
—AV = Zzici =p, a.e.
i=1

for all ¢ > 0.

Definition 4.2 (maximal pathwise solution and global solution). (u,c?, 7, 7) is a maximal solu-
tion to system ([L3)-(7) if

i. 7 P-a.s. is a strictly positive stopping time;

ii. 7R is an increasing sequence with limg_,oo 7 = 7, P-a.s.;

iii. for every R, (u,c?,7r) is a local strong pathwise solution in the sense of Definition ELT}

We say (u,c?) is global solution if the lifetime 7 = oo, P-a.s.

We call a stopping time 7 is accessible if there exists a sequence of stopping time 7 such that
TR < T, P-a.s. and limg_ o, TR = 7, P-a.s.
Let us formulate the main results of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the initial data (uo, c}) are Fo-measurable random variables satisfying
ug € LP(Q;HY), cf € LP( H N L7) and cf > 0, P-a.s.

for all p € [2,00),j € [1,00) and the function 1 satisfies n € H?(dD) and (7]l (op) < 5 for a

constant C. The noise operator | satisfies assumptions (2.6)), 7). Then, there exists a unique
mazimal strong pathwise solution to system ([L3)-(L1) with ¢ = 0 in the sense of Definition [{]]

According to Definition I2] we know that on the set {7 < oo},

limsup | (u, €)1 a1 = oc.
t—T

Thanks to ||(Vu, V¥)||r2xwisr < Cll(u,c’)||m 1, we may think that the explosion time of
|(Vu, VO)||L2 s+ is earlier than ||(u, c®)||gx 1. However, the following theorem tells us that
the explosion time coincides.

Theorem 4.2. (u,ct) is the mazimal strong pathwise solution with lifetime T established in above,
then we have P-a.s.

lyg ; =1y .
{hmsuptﬂﬂ_ H(u,cl)HHlelzoo} {hmsuptﬂﬂ_ [(Vu,VO) [l 2 1,5+ :oo}

The rest of this section is used to prove Theorems E1] and we will divide the proof into three
parts. In the first part, we prove the existence of strong martingale solution, the proof consists
of constructing the approximate solutions, establishing the high-order a priori estimates and the
stochastic compactness, identifying the limit. In the second part, we prove the uniqueness, by
using the Gyongy-Krylov characterization to deduce the existence of local strong pathwise solution,
extending the local solution to maximal pathwise solution, and improving the time regularity. In
the third part, we establish the blow-up criterion, i.e., Theorem (4.2

4.1. Existence of a local martingale solution. In our situation, we first consider a modified
system. Let @ : [0,00) — [0, 1] be a C*>°-smooth function defined as:

1, if0<z<R,
®M@_{Q if 2 > 2R,

where R is a fixed constant.
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Multiplying by ®(||[Vullr2) in front of the terms u - Vu and w - Vc', and ®g([|VE|| ;1 5+) in
front of the terms div(z;c; V) and kpVV¥, we get the following modified system:

e’ + ®p([|[VullL2)(u- V) = a;div(Ve' + Or([| V| 1.5+ ) 2" VE),
1=1,2,--- ,m,

—AU =" zict = p,

Opu — pAu + <I>R(|\Vu||Lz)(u -V)u = Vp + 6Pr(| V¥ 1.5+ )pVE

= fu, VI) LY,
V-u=0.

We list the definition of martingale solution of system (4.]), the solution is weak in probability
sense but strong in PDEs sense.

Definition 4.3 (global martingale solution). Let A be a Borel probability measure on space
HY(D) x H'(D) with

/ |z[Pd)\ < C,
H(D)xH! (D)

for a constant C. We say (2, F, {F:}+>0, P, u,c’, W) is a martingale solution to system (@I with
the initial data A if

i. (Q,F,{Fi}i>0,P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right-continuous filtration, W is a
Wiener process relative to the filtration Fy;

ii. the process u is an H'-valued F;-progressively measurable satisfying for all p € [2, 00)

w € LP(S; L>=(0,T; H') N L*(0,T; H?));

iii. the processes c’,i = 1,---,m are H'-valued F;-progressively measurable satisfying for all
p E[2,00),5 €[1,00)

c" >0, ae. and ¢’ € LP(Q; L>=(0,T; H' N L7) N L*(0, T; H?)),
and W is an H3-valued F;-progressively measurable process with
U e LP(Q;L°°(0,T; H3) N L*(0,T; HY));

iv. the initial law A\ = P o (ug, c}) " !;

v. it holds P-a.s.
t
¢i(t) = ci(0) — / B ([ Vaulls)(u - V)e'ds

t
+/ a;div(Vc! + Or([[ V¥ 1,5+ )2zic’ 'VW)ds, i =1,2,--- ,m,

[}

u(t) = o>+u/ PAuds—/ PO R([[Vulls) (1 - V)uds

t t
/Pnch [V, 3+)pV\I/ds+/ Pf(u, VU)W,
0 0

m

—AVU = Z zicl = p, ae.

=1

for all ¢ > 0.
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4.1.1. Approximate solutions and uniform estimates. In this subsection, we are going to find a
sequence of smooth approximate solutions (u.,, c’,, ¥,,) satisfying the following approximate system:
ey, + Pr([[Vuni2) (un - V) Temye;
= a;div(Ve, + Pr([[VUn|[y.0t) 2, VIey ¥n), i = 1,2, ,m,
—AY,, =3 zich = py, (4.2)
Optin, — P Ay + PR(|| Vi [|L2) P(tn - V) To(n)tn
"’P’iq)R(HV\IJn”Wl,SJr )pnvtja(n)\l/n = Pf(un, V\I/n)dd_vyv

where the constant 3% := 3 4 ¢ for small 6 > 0, J.(,) is the Friedrich mollifiers with £(n) = %,
n € RT. For more properties and the construction of such operators, see Lemma and Remark

21
We linearize system ([2]) to obtain

orch, + Or(| Vi) (i - Vel
= CLZle(chI + (I)R(HV\IJnHW1,3+ )ZZCZVJE(,Z)\I/”), t=1,2,--- ,m,
Oglyy — ILLPAUIL + <I>R(|\Vun||Lz)P(un : V)Ja(n)un )
+PEPR([V Wl 1,3+ )50V Te(n) U = PTeu) f (iin, V) G
with the boundary conditions:
(6ﬁci + Ziéiaﬁ\ifﬂap =0,
07¥|op =1, (4.4)
u|6'D = 07
and the initial data (u, c}), where (i, &, ¥) is the known functions belonging to space X := X x X,
X1 :={u:ue LL(LFH N LIH?), uli—o = uo} ,
Xy = {(c",0): (", W) € LP(L®(H' x H*)N L7 (H? x HY)),c'|4—0 = ¢} } ,
for any p € [2,00).

Remark 4.1. We add the truncation operator ®x in front of the nonlinear term ﬁnVJa(n)(I}n only
to close the contraction estimate of mapping M and not get the a priori estimates.

Remark 4.2. According to the definition of stochastic integral, we have to understand the stochastic
integral fg Ten) f (lin, V¥, )dW in the following form:

t t
/0 Te(my f (i, VI )AW = /0 Te(n) (f (itn, V¥, )ex )Py,

k>1
which is an H*-valued square integrable martingale for k > 2.
Observe that the linear stochastic system (@3)-(£4) with the Neumann boundary condition is

perturbed by an additive noise. The solvability of the stochastic system is characterized in the
following auxiliary proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose the functions ii, ¢, ] belong to X, then there exists a unique solution
(u,c’, V) € X to system ([E3)-E4).

Proof. Inspired by [38], we first convert the stochastic system into a random system. For the
random system, using the deterministic method, we could show that for a.s. w, there exists a
unique strong solution

(u,c’, W) € L0, T;H' x (H' x H*))NL*(0,T; H* x (H?* x H*)),
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see [23] and [7l Lemma 2.1] for the details of proof. Then, similar to [38], we could show that the
solution is measurable. At last, we could establish the p-th moment estimate by same argument
of the following lemma, i.e., Lemma [£11 O

Define the mapping
M X X, (fiy, €5, 0,) — (un, ), Ty).

By Proposition T}, we know that the mapping M is well-defined.
Next, we show that the mapping M is a contraction from X into X. Once these properties are
verified, the existence and uniqueness of approximate solutions of system (2] will follows.

Lemma 4.1. M is a mapping from X into itself.

Proof. Using the It6 formula to the function £||Vu,[/2,, it holds that

1 . . .
5dllvunlli2 + pl| Aug|2dt = @ (|| Viin|12) (i - VTe(n)iin, Auy)dt
— ORIV 10t VE(V (P V Te(ny V), Vi )t
+ (VPT () f (i, V), Vg )dW

1 I
+ §||VPJE(n)f(un, VUL, 3.2y dt- (4.5)

Taking inner product with —Ac?,, we get

1 ) o )

—d (||vc;||§2 +/ Zié;c;nds) + a;||Ack ||32dt

2 oD

= (Pr([|Viip||L2) (iin - V) Te(ny €y, Acy, )dt (4.6)
— DR[|V, ||yprat )ai (div(z:E, VT Ui ), Ach, )dt.

We are going to control all terms on the right-hand sides of ([&3]), ([£.8]). Using the Holder inequality,
the Schwartz inequality and Lemma 2.3l we obtain

R (Vi) iin - ¥ Tz At
< Bl A2 + OO linll |V Teyin s
< LlAun 22 + Cr® @i i
OR([VEnllyyr0)| = KV (5 Y Tety B, V)|
< LA 2 + CORl|uli [V oy Tl
< LA 22 + COF |l V3,
R (| Vitnlle)|iin - VT s Ac,)|
< TNAC 2 + OR%lin [ [V Ty 130
< ZIACH 22 + Cn2 @i 17 1€} 13
OR([ VUl v )| — ai(div(z€, Vo) Un), Ach)|

a; - .
< JIIACITz + CORIE N5 VTl o0
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The Hélder inequality and the trace embedding H'(D) < L?(dD) yield

Va ziEl e nds‘ < COlnllze= aD)HC |22 m))”c | 2(am)
D

Iy
< leulln + Clinllz=om) 1 €0l1711

Applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality to the stochastic term, and by assumption (2.0)),
Lemma 23] we build
p)

E[ sup

te[0,T]
1 T !
“E < sup ||Vun|| ) + CE </ (Vi [|F2 + |cil||%2dt>
2 te[0,7T] 0

1
—E sup IVua |2 | + CTPE
2 tel0,T

t
/ (VP T (n) fitn, VU,), Vi, )dW

IN

IN

sup (|| Viin |5 + 1€, 1|7 )1-

t€[0,T

For the last term in (LX), assumption (26) gives

1 . . 2 .
SNV Tty iy VIR ) < Uil + ).

Combining all the estimates, integrating of time ¢ and then taking supremum, power p, expec-
tation, we complete the proof. (Il

Lemma 4.2. M is a contraction mapping.

Proof. Assume that (iil, ¢kl 0l) € X, forl = 1,2, i = 1,2,---,m, we denote the difference

n»vn

of (iil, ekl W) e X,1 = 1,2 as (iin, ¢, ¥,) and the difference of (ul,, it WY as (uy,cl,¥,)

mn»Tn n’wn

respectively satisfying

Opct, — a; Act, + r(|| Vil ||L2) [ (in - V)js(n) il + (62 - V) Te(m) €l
[@R(HV%HL?) DR (||Viiy|r2)] (@, - v)js(n) i }
= dp(|VIEL ||W1 o Jai [div(z;E Vjs(n pLy dlv(zZ AV () ¥n )]
[@R(HV\Pl le at) — @R(HV\I/ st )]azdw(zzc Vja(n)\llz)

—AV,, = S zi€h = fn,

Oy, — P A, + @R(HvunHLz) [Pty - V) Te(nyiih, + P2 V)T (n) i
+[2r([Viig|lr2) — (Vi lu2)] P, - V) Teiny i,
+P5(I)R(||vq}_fll|‘wl,3+ ) [ﬁnvcjs(n) \IJ}L + ﬁ%vJs(n)\I} .
+PR[®R(IVYL s+ ) — ‘I’R(HV‘I’ ||W1 )] PV Te(n) V5

= Pja(n) (f(’uﬁlzv V\I/}z) - f( V\I/2)) dt
with the boundary conditions:
(Orc’ + 2 (€710 0! — &420702))|sp = 0,
97 W|op = 0, (4.8)
’U,|ap = O
and the initial data (u,(0),cf (0)) = (0,0). We also have that [}, cidx = [, ci (0)dz =0 a.e., as a

’rn
result, the norm ||cf |2 can be controlled by ||V, || 2.
Observe that introducing cut-off functions brings additional difficulties in closing the estimates.

Therefore, we further introduce a stopping time technique. Define the stopping times Tll% =

inf {t > 0; || (i, &k )H2 > 2R} for I = 1,2, where the space

X := L=(0,T; H' x H") N L?(0,T; (H?)?).
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If the right-hand side set is empty, we take 7'5% = T. Without loss of generality, we assume 74 < 73.
Consequently, if ¢t > 7'12%, we have

Pp=0,i=12.

Using the It formula to the function &||Vuy,||2., and taking inner product with —Ac, in @7),,
as in Lemma [l we shall estimate all terms.
Applying the Holder inequality and Lemma 2.3, we have

T p
E (/ |(@r([ViigllL2) [(iin - V) TemyCnt + (i - V) Ty €3], —Acy,) | dt)
0

h ‘ . . P
- </0 [(@r([Viigle2) [(in - V) Temy €t + (i, - V) Te(n) €], Ac,)| dt)

) T ) p 7'112 ] ) p
< %E </ |Ac;|%2dt> + Cn*’E (/ [l 1 €5 172 + IIﬁillﬁlléZII%dt)
0 0
w T ‘ P 7'11% ‘ P
< gz]E (/ |Ac;|%2dt> + Cn*’ RPE (/ |unllﬁﬂl+||é;||§,1dt>
0 0
a; T !
< <E </ IAC%Iizdt> +Cn2pR”TpE( sup (|[iin |2 + IIéiliﬁ’l))
8 0 te[0,7]
and
T p
E (/ |([®r(IVigllL2) — @r([Viin]le2)] (@ - V) Tem) €32, —ACZ)}dt>
0
2 P
- </ |([@r(IViiyllL2) — @r(IViin l2)] (i - V) Tem)€h®, Ack)| dt)
0
2 »
< Cn*E (/ V|2 | A, || 22 | [|axr [1€5,7 Hldt>
0
< Cn*’R°’E (/ ||vun|§2dt> + glE (/ ||Ac:',|§2dt>
0 0
a; T !
<o s sw a2 ) + S5 ( [ 1acar)
t€[0,7] 8 0
Also,

T P
E (/ ‘@R(HV\'I'J}LHWLﬁ)ai(div(ziéflea(n)\'I'J}L)+div(ziéf1’2v‘js(n)\f/n),—Ac;) dt)
0
R . . . .. . ..
< CE(/ PRIV [l IAC | L2 (IVEL N L2 IV ULl s + €41 Lo [V |y ot
0

HIVER L2V alle + 167

p
9oy

p

. T .
<Yg ( / ||Ac;||%2dt> e e sw G5 ).
0

t€[0,T]
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P
dt>

and

T
E ( | (0RV ) = @ROITE g v 7, 82, - A
0

. , , ; P
< ([ 198l ek [V 2 9T 8t
0

T . . p
< cﬁpm( [ 198l ||Ac;|mdt>
0

. T . p .
< Yig / |ACE ||2.dt +Cn4pR2pT”IE< sup IIéZIfé’l)-
3 ) t€[0,7]

Using the Holder inequality and the trace inequality, we have

/BD zi(&h' — éfiz)ciﬁds‘ < Clnll L@y ll€nll 2oy llchll L2om)

Lo i 2 PUNID)
< glenllzn + Clnlizo o) 1017
Similarly, we could estimate the rest of terms in velocity equation by the same way due to
the same constitution, we do not give the details. Hence, choosing the time T small enough and
assuming that 7 satisfies C||17||2Lpoo( oD) < %, we infer that the mapping is a contraction for any fixed
n, R. This completes the proof. 1

We verified both conditions of contraction mapping theorem, the local existence and uniqueness
of approximate solutions (uy, cl,) € X to system ([@2]) follows. In order to extend the local solution
to global, we proceed to show that the bounds are independent of n.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that assumption (28] holds. Then, the sequence of solutions (un,ct) has
the following a priori estimates for all p,j € [1,00)

E( sup ICZH?]) <G, (4.9)

te[0,T

T p
E( sup |un|§:§> +E ( / |Aun|;ﬁzdt> <c (4.10)
te[0,T) 0

where constant C' is independent of n but depends on R.

Proof. For simplification, we use (u, c;, ¥) instead of (u,,ci, ¥, ). Following the ideas of [39], we
use the Moser-type iteration to show ([£9)). Taking inner product with cfk_l for k =2,3,--- in
([@2),, using the fact that (u - Ve;,c2* 1) = 0, we obtain
1 % — 1 ~ 2k -1
g lleil e + —5—ail[Vei|[fzdt < Cop—

- 90 eFll o Vet 22
k 2 k 4
< CR|H}, I Vek] .t (411)

where &5 := Qr([|V¥] 1.5+ ). The Young inequality gives

dllci|| 75, + ail| Vi || F2dt < CkR|cf |7 dt, (4.12)
where Cy, is a constant satisfying Ci < ck™ for m large. By interpolating ||c¥||2, < C(||VcF|2, +
[c¥)|2,), and using [@IZ), we find

d

Zlleill e < =ClleillZse + CRlle:|7k- (4.13)
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We use the Gronwall lemma and [@I3)) to obtain

sup leif| 78 < ei(0)[ 75 + CuR sup |eil|Zh
te[0,T] te[0,T]

< Cllei(0)[ 75 + CkR sup ;|75
t€[0,T]

< Cllei(0)[| 7% + CRE™ < sup ||Ci||i’2> )

te[0,7)
consequently,
sup [lciflpar < O2F[jci(0)]|z= + (CR)ZF k3 | sup [eil|pr | - (4.14)
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

Letting k = 27 for all j € N in [@I4), we get

_1_ 1 gm_
sup_[e;] aer < CF [ley(0)]| o + (CR)FFT 2355 ( sup ||Ci||L2j> '
te[0,T] te[0,T]

By the iteration,

sup [[cs|l parer < FCR)Z 77 2550 257 (60| + sup les|1e | - (4.15)
te[0,T) te[0,T7]

)

Taking power p and then expectation in ([@IH]), since the series are convergent, we have

E( sup ||cz-||izj+1> < C(jym,p) (Enci(mnimﬂa( sup. ||ci||fzz)>. (4.16)
telo,

te[0,7)

Bound ([@3) follows from [@I6]) and E20).

Next, we use the It6 formula to the function | Vu|?. to obtain
1
SVl + | AulZade
= Bp(u- VIu, Au)dt — Dr(V(kpVIW), Vu)dt + (VP f(u, V), Vu)dW
1
+ §||VP~7sf(U7 V)17, 2y dE
< C®r| Aullrz||ullzsl| Vul Ladt + Cl| Aullz || pl| £ [ V| odt
l
+ 5 (IVullfs + |1AV|F:)dt + (VI f (u, V), Va)dW

_ 3 1 1
< OBl Aul| ol 2| Vulliedt + 71| AulfZadt + Cllpl ]|V |t
+ l3([|VullE: + |AW[|72)dt + (VT f (u, VE), Vu)dWW
1 —2
< Sl AullEadt + (T ull 22 VulZ: ) [ VulZadt + Cllola IV Fodt
+ C(||VulZz + AP 22)dt + (VT f (u, V), Vu)dW, (4.17)

where g := Pg(|[Vu,||22). In the first inequality above, we used the Holder inequality, Lemma
and assumption (Z0). In the second inequality, we used the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

B41), leading to

| A2 |uw|Ls]| Vul|Ls, if d=2,

VT, Au)| < O .
(- VTeu, Au)l {||Au||L2||u||Ls||Vu||]L3, it d—3
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3 1 .
< o {18l vl s, it a=2,
| Al lulls [VullZ,, i d=3.
For the stochastic term, assumption ([2.0]), Lemma [2.3] and the similar argument of ([B.I0) imply

16

s p
E ( sup / (VPT: f(u, VT),Vu)dW )
se[0,t] [J0
1 K g
< -E ( sup ||Vu|H2f2’> + CE (/ | VulZ2 + ||A\I/||2L2ds> : (4.18)
2 \sepy 0

From (LI7) and (A1), again by the Gronwall lemma, we have

T P
]E< sup ||u||]§§> +E </ |Au||ﬁ2dt> <,
t€[0,T] 0

where C' is independent of n. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.3. Actually, in inequality ([@IT)), it is enough for the cut-off function ® depending on
the norm ||V

L6-

Remark 4.4. In the last line of {@L.IT), we use the truncation operator ®x to control the “bad”
term ||ul|2;||Vul||?,. Therefore, if we could show

t
B [ Jula|Vulfds < ¢
0
for a constant C' which is independent of R, n, then the global solution follows.

Next, we improve the space regularity of cf .

Lemma 4.4. The approzimate solutions ct, satisfy
P

T
IE( sup ||c;||§51> +E </ ai|cil||§12dt> <, (4.19)
te[0,7) 0

for a constant C depending on R but independent of n and p € [1,00).
Proof. Taking inner product with —Ac? in equation @2),, yields that

1 , , .
§d <|Vc’||%2 +/ nzi(cl)2d8> + ai||AcZ||%2dt
D

=Bp(u- VI.C', Ac))dt + D g(a;div(zc' VI V), —Ach)dt. (4.20)
Again using the Holder inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (B.41]), we get

) ) ai Q2 w2 2 2 Q2 . _
Bal(u- Vo, Ac)| < { 6 18€ 1L+ Cpllulal Vel [VeTlp, - if d =2 (4.21)
EIACH|7 . + CPR|IVullf=l Ve 72, if d=3.
Similarly,
Dp|(ai2VEVIY, —Ac)| < COR|| VY| L~ ||V || L2 | AC 12
@i i & i
< 5 llac |72 + COLVE[7 V|7, (4.22)
and

Dpl(aiz ! ATV, —Ac)| < CPR||AC| L2 ||| Lo | AT 1o
a; i 5 i 4
< 5 llac 72 + COLIAP|[La([Ve 122 + [lc']|72)- (4.23)
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Collecting ([@20)-([.23]), we arrive at
1 ) ) .
3 (IVE13: + [ na(e2ds) + asl A
2 D
a; i I i
< EHAC [172dt + COR(R* + || VU] T + A7)V |72t
+ COL(R + ||VO|f3  + |AT]|25)]|c[[3 2t

< DAt + O+ RY|Ve [t + O+ RY e Fad

Taking integral of time ¢, and then supremum over ¢ € [0, 7], by Lemma [2.2] we have

1 Tai in2
3,5 I9elit [ SIac
2t [ 2

T
< ||vcg||§2+/ nzi(c6)2d8+0/ (14 RY||Vc!||2,dt
oD 0

/ nzi(ci)zdS‘

< IVepllze + lInllzelzllletlZ: op) +C/ (1 +RY|Ve'|Zdt

T
1
+C’/ (1+ RY||c"||32dt + = sup
0 2 t€(0,7]

+c/ (1+ RY||c|2adt + = ||n||Lm|zz| o e )22 (0m)
te[0,T

<IVepllZ + lInllcelzillegllZzom) +C/O (1+RY|[Ve'||72dt

T
i 1 i i
+C/ (14 RYlc"[17dt + lnllze<lzi| sup (8]Ve 172+ C(8)[Ic'171),
0 t€[0,T7]

choosing ¢ small enough such that

l\DI»—A

SllmllLeslzil <
as well as (L)), then we have from (@24

1 . T q, )
L sup Ve + / % | A2 de
4te[0,T] 0 2
< IVEh2: + Inll e i lllchZacomy + C / (1 + Y| Ve [2dt
T ) 1 .
v [ @+ R ade+ OOl ] sup 3
0 t€[0,T]

T
< IVeplize + lInll ezl esll72 o) + C/O (1+ RY|IVe'|[Z2dt

T
+C/O (1+ RY|le"[Z2dt + SC(6)Inllzes [2: bl

(4.24)

(4.25)

Taking power p and taking expectation in (20, using the Gronwall lemma, (320), we conclude

T P
E ( sup ||Vcl||ip2> +E </ CLl'HACiH%zdt) <C,
te[0,T] 0

where C' depends on R,T and initial data but independent of n.
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Again, using the elliptic regularity theory, from 2.I) and (£I9]), we can infer that
U € LP(Q; L>°(0,T; H*) N L*(0,T; HY)). (4.26)

4.1.2. Stochastic compactness. Similar to the stochastic compactness argument in the previous
section, we also define the measure set and the path space as follows:

E:ZJ%IC%I%EW,

where £ is the law of u on the path space

X, := L2(0,T; H*(D)) n L*(0, T; H'(D)),
£ is the law of ¢’ on the path space

Ko o= L2(0,T; H*(D)) N L*(0,T; H(D)),
£Y is the law of ¥ on the path space

Xy = L3,(0,T; H(D)) N L*(0, T H*(D)) N C((0,T); H*(D)),
£W is the law of W on the path space
Xy = C([0,T); Hy).

Let

X::Xuxfici ><§~§\p ><§~§W.
Corollary 4.1. The measure set {Z‘”}n>1 is tight on path space X.

Proof. The proof is totally same with Lemma [3.5] we omit the details. O

Following Corollary 41} applying the Skorokhod-Jakubowski theorem [3.2] we also have the sto-

chastic compactness result as Proposition 3.t There exist a subsequence {Z’ Tk a new proba-

Yoot
bility space (Q, F, ]f”) and new X-valued measurable random variables sequence (iy,,, ¢, L ‘Tlnk , VNVn,C)
and (@, €', Ef W) such that

i. (tn,,¢C,,, U, W, ) — (@, &, U, W) P-a.s. in the topology of X,

ii. the laws of (i, , nk,\flnk,VNVnk) and (i, &, W, W) are given by {Z’"k}k>1

iii. Wnk is a Wiener process relative to the filtration F;"* = o (i, , anank)-

and £ , respectively,

In the following, we st111 use (fip, ¢}, \Iln, W ) standing for the new subsequence. As a result of
ii, the sequence (i, ¢, also shares the following bounds:

p

V)
E( sup. 1117 ) +E </ Iénllﬁpdt> <C, (4.27)
0
T p
E< sup (i || 2 ) +E </ ||an||§,2dt> <G, (4.28)
0
T p
E( sup I\I’nlﬁ’s> +E (/ I\I’nII?{4dt> <C, (4.29)
t€[0,T) 0

where the constant C' is independent of n.
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4.1.3. Identify the limit. Here, we only consider the truncate nonlinear terms. Choose ¢ € L2, and
decompose

t
/0 @I Vitnlli) (i - V) Tty — @[ Vitllee) (@ - V)i, 0)ds
t
- / (@ (Vi) — Dr(IValL)) (in - Ve nyiin, )ds
t
+ / B (V| ) (i — @) - VT 0)ds
0

t
+ / ([ Vallie) (@ - V(Tequy i — ), 0)ds
0
=J1 + Jo + Js. (4.30)

Employing the smoothness of ®» and the mean-value theorem, the embedding H' < L%, and the
Holder inequality, Lemma [2.3] we get

|1 < Mlelleell Vi — Vall 2o, e 1@nll Lo 0,706 [ Vin [ 20,7512
< elle2IVin — Val| L2 o, 7i02) lin | Lo (0,750 || Vin | 22 (0,781 -
Applying the fact that @, — @ in L2(0,T;H'), P-a.s. and {28), we get
|J1| = 0, as n — oo, P-a.s. (4.31)

Also, @, — @ in L*(0, T;H'), and weakly in L*(0, T; H?), P-a.s. and the Holder inequality lead to
P-a.s.

lim |J2 + J3| =0. (4.32)
n—oo

From ([.31)-([£32), we deduce that the right-hand side of ([.30) goes to zero. Similarly, we can
show that for ¢ € L2, it holds that P-a.s.

t
lim / (@r(IVin|[L2)(tn - V) Ten) €, — Pr((IVallL2)(a - V)e', ¢)ds = 0.
n (oo} 0

Decompose

t
/ (a;div(PR(| VW 10+ )2i€h Vo) Ua) — aidiv(®R(| V| 10+ )26 V), §)ds
0
t
— @RIVl yr) = OR(IVT ) s (28, T Ty T ), s
0
t
+/ ai®r(|VY| 15+ ) (div(zi (€], — € ) VT (n)¥n), d)ds
0

t
+ / @RIV o (i (28 (o T — T)), 6)ds
0
= Ji+ Jo+ J5. (4.33)

By using the mean-value theorem, the embedding H' — L% H? — W13"  the convergence that
U, — ¥in L%(0,T; H?), P-a.s. and the Holder inequality, Lemma 23] estimates [@27), (Z29), we
obtain

|71 < Clgl eIV 0 = V¥ 2 0,152) (IVE, | 2200,:26) VWl 1o 0,:19)

+ 18| Lo,y [ AT ]| L2035
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< Cllol 2 V0 = V|20 7:02) (1851 2200, 7:02) | ¥ | v 0,75022)
&Ll L o) | AT [ L2o,7529)) = 0, as n — oo, P-as, (4.34)
and
|j3| < C||¢|\L2|\A(«75(n){lv’n - E’)||L2(0,T;H1)HéiHLoo(o,T;Hl) — 0, as n — oo, P-as. (4.35)
Using the embedding H? < L° and the Hélder inequality, we get
72| < Clléllz2l€, = &2z IV ¥nllz2o.riz) + 1ATn]l L2 s,
then the convergence that & — & in L2(0,T; H'), P-a.s. and bound #29) imply
|J2] = 0, as n — oo, P-a.s. (4.36)

Combining ([E33)- [36), we have P-a.s.

t
lim (a;div(@R([V Vol 1.5+ )2i€, VIe(n) Vi)

n—oo
— a;div(@R(||[VE |15+ )2 V), ¢)ds = 0.

Also, by a similar way, we have for ¢ € L2, P-a.s.
t

lim [ (kr(|Vll st )50V Tetn) Tn — KPR(VE st )AVT, p)ds = 0.

n—oo
Keeping the same line as Step 3.3 in section 3, we could pass the limit in stochastic integral term
applying assumption (27)) and Lemma 2.4
Having everything in hand, we could build the global existence of martingale solution to system
(@) in the sense of Definition [£.3] which is strong in PDEs sense but weak in probability sense,
for the detailed proof, see Step 3.3 in section 3. Introduce a stopping time
TR := 7'11% A 7'12%,

where

Thi=14t>0; sup ||[Vullz >R},
s€[0,t]

TR =14t >0; sup ||V > Rp.
s€0,t]

Then, we could show that (u,c’, 7g) is a local strong martingale solution to system (@I]). From
the system and the estimates itself, we could infer that, for P almost all @ € €, the trajectory of
(u,c?) is almost everywhere equal to a continuous H! x H!-valued functions, we give the details of
proof later. As in section 3, we could extend the local solution to the maximal solution (u, c?,7)
where 7 is an accessible stopping time, and on the set {7 < oo},

. ) . TATR ) P

E( sup |e;||§,p1>+E</ |e;||%,2dt> < C(R).
te[0,TATR] 0

. . TATR p

E( sup [laal? +E/ linlZedt | < C(R),
te[0,TATR] 0

p

— . - TNATR -
E ( sup I\IntI?3> +E </ I‘Ifnlliﬂdt) < C(R),
te[0,TATR] 0

but the above bounds will blow-up in [0,7 A 7].
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4.2. Uniqueness. In this section, we formulate the following uniqueness result.

Proposition 4.2. The uniqueness of the solution holds in the following sense: (u1,ci, ) and
(ug, ch, 1) are two local strong solutions of system ([L3)-2), with

]P’{(ul(O),cﬁ(O)) = (UQ(O),CQ(O))} =1,
then,
P {(ul(ta I)a Czi (tv x)) = (U’Q(ta I)a Cé(ta I))a vt € [Oa T1 A TQ]} =1
Proof. The difference of two solutions u = u; — ug, ¢’ = ¢ — ¢k, ¥ = Uy — U, satisfy

et + (u-V)ch + (ug - V)c! = a;div(Ve! + z;c; VU + (_:QV\II),
dru+ P(u-V)ur + Plug - V)u = pPAu— kP Y " | 2,c"VU¥ — kPp, VU

4.37
| EP(f (ur, VO) — f(us, V) L2, (4.37)
—AU =" zichi=1,2,--- ,m,
with the initial data (ug,cf) = (0,0) and the boundary conditions
oo =0,
(8ncl + zi(cﬁﬁnklll - C%an\lfg))lap =0, (438)
O ¥op = 0.

Taking inner product with ¢ in equation ([37),, and using the fact that (us - V', ¢?) = 0, the
boundary condition ([.38),, we have
%(’%Hciﬂig + (u-Vei, e’ = (a;div(Ve! + 2"V + 2,cb V), c')
= —a;||Vc'|32 — a;i(2:c' VU + ch VY, V')
+ /{)D ai(Onc’ 4 2;c'0, V1 + 2;c50,¥)c'dS
= —a;||Ve'|32 — a;(2:c' VU + bV, V). (4.39)

Using the Ito formula to the function ||ul|2,, also by (uz - Vu,u) = 0, we get

1 m )
EatH’UJH%p + ,U”VUJH%; + (u . Vul, u) = — (nZzicZV\Iﬁ —+ IinV\IJ,’UJ>
i=1

aw 1
+ (f(ul, V\Ifl) — f(UQ, V\IJQ),U)E + §|\Pf(u1,V\Ifl) — Pf(UQ, V\I/2)|‘%2(H;]L2). (440)

Using the Holder inequality and the embedding H' < LS, one has
| — ai(zic' VU + 4V, V')
< CIIVE Izl ez VPl + [l Ll V] o)
< CIIVe 2 (e |2 [Vl o + (b sl VO] 1) (4.41)
< CIVE |2l ez IV Pallz + llesllzalle’(|z2)
< %I\Vcilli2 + O |2 (IVELIT + lle3lZs)-
Similarly, we have
| = (u- Vey, e')] < Cllullusle’]| 2] Vei | o

y . . (4.42)
< ZIVullZ: + Clie' 721 Ver |17,
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and
| = (u- Vur,u)| < Ollullps|[ullrz ||V ||Ls

1 (4.43)
< JIVullE: + Cllullgz | VurEs.
Proceeding to estimate the right-hand side of ([@.40Q), the Holder inequality implies that
— </§ZziciV\I/1 + kP2 VU, u) |
i=1

< Cllullpe (lV‘Plle Dol + |P2|L3|V‘P|L6>
i=1

< Cflullr2 (lV‘I’llle Dol + |p2|L3|V‘1’|H1>
i=1

H G i - i
< ZIIUIIEz +O|VE 1w Il I72 + Clipallza D e 7e (4.44)

i=1 i=1
By assumption (2.4]), we obtain
[P f(u1, V1) = Pf(ug, V¥)[|7, 32y < lr([[ullf2 + [I€7]172)- (4.45)

Combining ([A39)- (45, we arrive at
d 7 7 7
<Z le* 12 + ”u”]L2> + pl| Vullz + Zazl\vc 72 < CZ et 122 IV P1][Eee + lle3]1Zs)

=1 =1

+ CZ le* 12211V erllLs + Cllulla || Vel 7s

=1

m m
+CIVE[Fw D NIl + Clloallzs Y lle |7
i=1 =1

+ (F(ur, V) — f(un, V), u)%.

Let
A(t) = CL+ VO[T~ + le3lZs + Vel Za + [ VualZa)-
Then, applying It6’s product formula to the function

exp (/Ot —A(S)d8> (i_n; le* Iz + IIUIIEz> ,

[p(/ “AGs )(illcilliwwléﬂ
Ao ( [ -acs )(incin%zﬂu%z)dt
v [ ~Ats) d <Z||c1||L2+|u|L2>

< C(f(ur, V1) — f(us, V), w)dW x exp (/Ot —A(s)ds) .

leads to
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Integrating of time and taking expectation in above yield

tATI AT m )
exp ( / —A(s)ds) (Z Iet|[22 + |u|i2>] =0.
=1

Here, the stochastic term vanishes due to the facts that it is a square-integral martingale, its
expectation is zero.

Bounds ([@27))-[@29) give

tANTINAT2 tATINTS . )
[ aeas= [ IOl + IR + 96 s + [V Fads < oc, P,
0 0

E

therefore,

tATINTS
exp (/ —A(s)ds) >0, P-a.s.
0

Finally, we conclude that

E (Z le* 12 + IIUIIE2> = 0.
i=1

This completes the proof. 0

Proof of Theorem [Tl To complete the proof of Theorem 1] the Gyongy-Krylov characterization
tells us that the approximate solutions converge in probability on the original fixed probability
space once the pathwise uniqueness holds.

Proposition 4.3 ([34]). Let X be a complete separable metric space and suppose that {Yy}n>o is
a sequence of X -valued random variables on a probability space (2, F,P). Let {\mn}tm.n>1 be the
set of joint laws of {Yyn}n>1, that is,

Amn(E) :=P{(Y,,Y,) € E}, E € B(X x X).

Then {Y,}n>1 converges in probability if and only if for every subsequence of the joint probability
laws {fimy, ny, i1, there exists a further subsequence that converges weakly to a probability measure
A such that

Mu,v) e X x X tu=v}=1.
Define by £™™ the joint law of (tn, ci, Uy, tm, ¢t . U,,. W) on the path space X, where
X=X, x Xoi x Xg x Xy x Xoi x Xg x Xy,
and the two sequences (u,, ¢, Wy, U, &, W, W) are the approximate solutions of system (@.I)).
Corollary 4.2. The measure set {£™"™}, m>1 1s tight on space X.

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to Corollary .1l we omit the details. O

Both conditions of Proposition[Z3could be verified after using the Skorokhod representation the-
orem to measure set { £™},, ,,>1 and Proposition[L.2} which implies that the sequence (uy,, ¢, ¥,,)
is convergent in probability on the original fixed probability space S under the topology of 3~§, for
the detailed proof, we recommend [22] Lemma 5.1].

By passing the limit, the argument is totally same with that of in the process of proving the
existence of martingale solution in section 4.1.2, we could deduce that the limit (u,c?, ¥) satisfies
system ([L3)-(L6). The regularity estimates for (u,c’, ¥) are a result of the lower semi-continuity
of norms.
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We proceed to improve the time regularity which is needed to justify well-defined of stopping
time 7g. Since (u,c?) € L2(0,T; (H?>NH") x H?), by interpolation 48, Chapter 3], we could deduce

that
(u,c’) € C([0,T); H x H")
once we have
%(u,ci) € L?(0,T;1L? x L?).
Decompose u = u + v, where u and v satisfy the following systems respectively:

et + (i +v) - Vel = a;div(Ve! + z,¢! V), i =1,2,--+  m,
—AV =3 zict = p,
Oy — PulAu+ P((u+v) - V)(a + v) + PrpVT = 0,
and
dv — PAvdt = Pf(u, V¥)dW,
Vo = 07
Since f € LP(Q; L%(0,T; Lo(H;1L?))), we have
v e LP(Q;0([0,T]; HY) N L2(0,T; H?)).
From the system (40 itself and the regularity estimates of (u,c?,v), we can infer

d

a(a,ci) € L*(0,T;1L* x L?), P-as.

We finally obtain

(a,c") € C([0,T]; H' x H"), P-a.s.
This together with (48] yields that

(u,c’) € C([0,T]; H' x H'), P-a.s.
The proof of Theorem 1] is completed.

(4.46)

(4.47)

(4.48)

4.3. Proof of Theorem In this section, we show that the explosion occurs simultaneously.

Following the idea of [20, Theorem 17], we first show that:

Proposition 4.4. For R,ﬁ € Z, define two stopping time

TR = inf {t > 0; [|ullm > R} Ainf {t > 0; /|2 >R},
Ty R = inf {t > 0;||Vulle > ﬁ} A inf {t > 0; [V rat > 75} ,
let 1 = iMR 00 T1,R, T2 = liMR 00 Ty R then we have P-a.s.

T — T2.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.
Step 1. It holds 71 < 7, P-a.s. Indeed,

sup  [[(Vu, V)| 2, st <C sup Il (w, )| xmr < CR,
tG[O,Tl,R] tG[O,Tl’R]

which implies 71,7 < 7,cr < T2, P-a.s. Finally, passing R — oo, we get the desired result.

Step 2. It holds 71 > 72, P-a.s. To begin with, we show for any k, R eZ*

P{ sup ||<u,ci>|Hle1<oo}—1.
te]

0,7’2‘7“2’/\]6]

(4.49)
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Notice that the regularity of u, ¢’ is insufficient to use the It6 formula to ||ul|f,, therefore we have
to mollify the system as ([@2]). Then using the same argument as Lemmas and [£4] we can find
that there exists a constant C'(k,R) such that

E( sup II(u,ci)IlﬁIXm) <C.
te|

0,7’2‘7“2//\]6]

Hence, (£49) follows.

Since
P{TQ S Tl} = P{ﬁﬁez+ {T277€ S Tl}} = P{ﬁkﬁez+ {T277€ A k S Tl}}
SP{TQﬁ/\kSTl},
as well as
{ sup || (u, €[z xcmr < 00} = U { sup [ (u, €)[|m st < R}
tE[O,Tzﬁ/\k] ReZ+F tE[O,Tzﬁ/\k]
C U {Tzﬁ Nk < 7'1,73}
ReL*
c U {Tzﬁ/\kSTl}a
ReL*
yields the desired result. The proof is completed. 1

From the time continuity of ||(u,c?)|lgi« 1 and the uniqueness, we know that 71 = 7 is the
maximal existence time, then Theorem follows from Proposition [1.4]

5. GLOBAL STRONG PATHWISE SOLUTION FOR 2D CASE

In this section, we show that the maximal strong pathwise solution turns out to be global one
in 2D case. We need to show that the lifetime 7 = co, P-a.s., that is,

P{r < o0} = 0. (5.1)
Before proving (B.1I), we give a critical estimate as mentioned in Remark [£41

Lemma 5.1. Assume that assumption ZAl) holds. The initial data ug is Fo-measurable random
variable with ug € L*(Q;1L2?). Then, the strong pathwise solution (u,T) satisfies the following
estimate:

TNAT
E < sup |u|§f2> +E/ V|22 ||ul|?2dt < C, (5.2)
tel0,TAT] 0

where the constant C' is independent of T.

Proof. Using the It6 formula to the function (Hu|\i2)2, we obtain
dllullf> + 4 Vull2|lulf2dt + 4(5pVE, w)l|ulZ2dt = 4(f (u, V), u) |[ul|E2dWV
+A(f (u, V), u)*dt + 2| Pf (u, VO) 17, 34) ullE2dt. (5:3)

Integrating of ¢, taking supremum over ¢ € [0,7 A 7] and expectation, we have

TAT

TNAT
E( sup |u|i2>+E / Va2 lul2:dt < CE / (5P, )| ] 2o
te[0,TAT] 0 0
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+ CE( sup
te[0,TAT]

[ o)

TAT
| CE / 1PF 1ty VO, e 1|2t

TNAT
+CIE/O (f(u, V), u)?dt. (5.4)

Estimating the first term in the right-hand side by the Holder inequality and the Agmon inequality

1 1
[0llLee < Cllvll g llvllF2, we see

TNAT
E / |5V, w)[ul2-dt
0
TNAT
<E / Il 22 V0| oo |32t

1 TAT
<58( _sw i) +CE [ wlalta 10wl ar
tel0,TAT] 0

1 TAT
< zE( sup |u|ﬁ2) +CE [ wlolal VO [V
tel0,TAT] 0

1
2

IN

E( s (n||p|i2||v\lf||%p))]
c

1
—E( sup |u|ft2> +C
4 te| 0,TAT]

0,TAT]

TAT
X E/ V|32 dt
0
: ., )
gC(E( up ||W||§p>> (E( sup ||p|i%)> E(/ ||W||%pdt>
te[0,T te[0,T 0

1
+ —E( sup |u|ﬁ2>. (5.5)
4 tel0,TAT]

1
271 2

1
2

=

The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality as well as assumption (24]) yield

E sup
te[0,TAT]
TNAT
<CE( [ 1 VO gy Il
TNAT
< CE /0 (leillZ2 + llullf2) l[ullf=dt

1 TNAT
<18(, sw Jults) 408 [ et + Julia (56)
4\ tefo,7Ar] 0

/ (V) u>||u||;ﬁdeD

2

1
2

Again, by assumption (24)), we get
TAT

TAT
E/O 1P f(u, VO)IT, 2y 2t < CJE/O lleillze + llullZzdt. (5.7)
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We could estimate the last term in (54) analogue to (57). Considering (B.3)-(E.7) and the bound
B23), we deduce that (5.2) holds after using the Gronwall lemma. O

Now, inspired by [33], we show that (51I) holds with the help of bound (52). Since the stopping
time 7 is accessible, there exists a sequence of increasing stopping time gr such that

{r <oo} =Ng_i{er < oo} =Ur_, Ng_y {or <T}.
Define the stopping time
v =1nf ¢t >0; sup ||VUe > M,
s€[0,tAT]
if the set is empty, let 7p; = co. Since ¥ € LP(; L°°(0,T; H?)), we obtain P-a.s.
lim 737 = 0.
M—o0

Define another stopping time

tAT
T :=inf<t>0;  sup |AT|| 15 —|—/ [Vl 2z ||ullfads > K 3 AT.
SE[0,EATATM] 0
Then, we have
Plor <T}=P{lor <T)N(tx > T)} +P{(er <T)N (7x <T)}
<P{lor <T)N (7 > T)} +P{rx < T} (5.8)
From the definition of 75 and the Chebyshev inequality, we know
TNAT
Plre <T) =P swp AU+ [ [Vulslultd > K
0

te[0,TATATM)

1 TNAT
< E < sup  [|AY[zs +/ ||vu||§2||u||§2dt> (5.9)
te[0,TATATM] 0
C m . TNAT ) )
K" b c* 3+/ Vaul|Pz|ullf2dt | .
K te[O;T/\T/\TM];H Iz o [VullLz([ullL.

From Lemma 5.1l we deduce

TAT
E </ ||W||12Lz||ullizdt> <C. (5.10)
0
Moreover, we have
E sup > |¢ls | < C(M). (5.11)
te[0,TATATM] 21

The estimate (1T is totally same with that of Lemma I3 and (9). Indeed, according to (1T
in Lemma [£3] the bound will follow once we control the ||[V¥|| s, here the stopping time 7as plays
an important role. Considering (5.9)-(5.11]), we have

lim P{rx <T}=0. (5.12)
K—oo

From the definition of gr, we have

P{lor<T)N(tk >T)} = ]P’{ < sup [[(Vu, Ve)) |2, > R) N (x> T)}

te[0,TAT]
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<P sup  ||(Vu,Ve)) |7 > R (5.13)

tel0, 7k AT]

1 X
<—E| sup [(Vu, V)|
R te[0, 7k AT]

Therefore, we need that the bound E (supte[oﬂ(,\ﬂ (Vu, Vc?) H%Q) is uniform for R. The estimate

could be implemented by a same argument as Lemmas [£.3] [£4l As mentioned in Remark 4] we
use the stopping time 7 to control the extra terms ||Vul|2,||ul|?; in @2ZI) and @I7), |A¥| s in
[#23)), therefore, there exists a constant C' depending on K but independent of R such that

E| sup |[(Vu,Vc)|2: | <C(K). (5.14)
te[0, 7 AT]
Hence, from ([&I3), (EI4), we find for fixed K
Jim P{(or <T)N (1 >T)} =0. (5.15)
—00

Since gp is increasing, using the continuity of finite measure, we have
P{n¥_{or <T}}= lim P{n{_{or <T}} < lim P{on <T}.
N—o00 N—o00

Replacing the parameter R by N in (58), (1), (BI5), and taking N — oo for fixed K, yield
that

lim P{on < T} =P{rx <T}.
N —o00

Then, passing K — oo, we establish estimate (B.I). Then, the maximal strong pathwise solution
in two dimensional case is thus global one.
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