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A STOCHASTIC ALLEN-CAHN-NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM
WITH SINGULAR POTENTIAL

ANDREA DI PRIMIO, MAURIZIO GRASSELLI AND LUCA SCARPA

Dipartimento di Matematica, Politecnico di Milano, Via E. Bonardi 9, 20133 Milano, Italy

ABsTRACT. We investigate a stochastic version of the Allen—Cahn—Navier—Stokes system in a smooth two-
or three-dimensional domain with random initial data. The system consists of a Navier—Stokes equation
coupled with a convective Allen—Cahn equation, with two independent sources of randomness given by
general multiplicative-type Wiener noises. In particular, the Allen—Cahn equation is characterized by a
singular potential of logarithmic type as prescribed by the classical thermodynamical derivation of the
model. The problem is endowed with a no-slip boundary condition for the (volume averaged) velocity
field, as well as a homogeneous Neumann condition for the order parameter. We first prove the existence of
analytically weak martingale solutions in two and three spatial dimensions. Then, in two dimensions, we also
estabilish pathwise uniqueness and the existence of a unique probabilistically-strong solution. Eventually,
by exploiting a suitable generalisation of the classical De Rham theorem to stochastic processes, existence
and uniqueness of a pressure is also shown.

1. INTRODUCTION

Modeling the behavior of immiscible (or partially miscible) binary fluids is a very active area of research
because of its importance, for instance, in Biology and Materials Science. A well-known and effective
approach is the so-called diffuse interface method (see, e.g., [6]). This approach is based on the introduction
of an order parameter (or phase field) which accounts for the presence of the fluid components in a
sufficiently smooth way, that is, there is no sharp interface separating them but a sufficiently thin region
where there is some mixing. More precisely, denoting by ¢ the relative difference between the (rescaled)
concentrations of the two components, the regions {¢ = 1} and {¢ = —1} represent the pure phases.
However, they are separated by diffuse interfaces where ¢ can take any intermediate value, i.e. p € (—1,1).
The interaction between the two components is a competition between the mixing entropy and demixing
effects and can be represented by a potential energy density of the form

F(p) = g [(1+¢)log(l +¢) + (1 —p)log(l — )] — %0902, (1.1)

for some 0 < 6 < 6p. This is known as the Flory—Huggins potential (see [37, 55]). Letting O be a
(sufficiently) smooth domain of R?, d = 2, 3, the Helmholtz free energy associated with the order parameter
is then given by

o) = [ (5196 + () dy

where the first term accounts for the surface energy separating the phases. Here € > 0 is related to the
thickness of the diffuse interface. Then, the functional derivative of £(¢p) is called the chemical potential
and usually denoted by u, that is,

p=—e2Ap+ F'(p).
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We can now introduce the two basic equations which govern the evolution of ¢ in some time interval (0, 7):
the Cahn-Hilliard equation (see [19, 20])

Opp = Ap
and the Allen-Cahn equation (see [5])
Oyp = —pu.
Here we have assumed that the mobility is constant and equal to the unity. We also recall that, due to

the singular behavior of the mixing entropy, the Flory-Huggins potential (1.1) is often approximated with

a regular potential like
1
F(z) = Z(x2 -1)?%  zeR (1.2)
This choice simplifies the mathematical treatment. However, when the total mass of ¢ is conserved (e.g.
in (1.5)) one cannot ensure that ¢ takes its values in the physical range [—1,1]. Here we choose to keep
the physically relevant potential also in view of extending our analysis to conserved Allen-Cahn equations
where in (1.6) or in (1.9) p is replaced by p — i, @ being the spatial average of p (see [68], see also [42]

and references therein).

When we deal with a two-component fluid mixture, the equation for the phase variable is coupled with
an equation for a suitably averaged velocity uw of the fluid mixture itself. A well known choice is the
Navier—Stokes system subject to a capillary force, known as Korteweg force, which can be represented as
V. More precisely, in the case of an incompressible mixture and taking ¢ = 1, constant density equal
to the unity and constant viscosity v > 0, we have

du+ (u-V)u—vAu+ Vr = puVep

V-u=0
coupled with
e +u-Vo=Au (1.5)
or
Op+u-Vo=—u (1.6)

in (0,7) x O, for some given T > 0. Here u represents the volume averaged velocity and 7 stands for the
pressure. System (1.3)-(1.4) coupled with (1.5) is known as Cahn-Hilliard-Navier—Stokes system, if (1.5)
is replaced by (1.6) then the system is known as Allen—Cahn—Navier—Stokes system. We recall that the
standard boundary conditions are no-slip for 4 and no-flux for (1.5) or (1.6).

Starting from the pioneering contribution [53], two-phase flow models have then been developed in
several works. In particular, we refer to [48] for the Cahn—Hilliard—Navier—Stokes system and to [14] for
the Allen—-Cahn—Navier—Stokes system (see [4, 40, 63] for more refined models with unmatched densities
and [51, 52| for general thermodynamic derivations). The corresponding mathematical analysis of such
models has also experienced a remarkable development in the last decades. Concerning the Cahn—Hilliard—
Navier—Stokes system with matched densities see [1, 43| and references therein (see also |2, 3, 12, 41, 44,
45| for more general models). Regarding the Allen-Cahn—Navier—Stokes system, we refer to [38, 39] for the
matched case (see also references therein) and to [34, 35, 42, 54, 57, 58, 60, 61] for more refined models.

The deterministic description fails in rendering possible unpredictable oscillations at the microscopic
level. These include, for example, the environmental noise due to temperature and configurational effects.
The most natural way to take into account such factors was first proposed in [21] where a stochastic version
of the Cahn-Hilliard equation was introduced (see also [15, 16] for nucleation effects). That equation has
been analyzed under various assssumptions in a number of contributions (see, for instance, [22, 24, 25, 31,
47| and, more recently, [70, 72, 74]). We also refer to [64, 71, 73| for related stochastic optimal control
problems. The stochastic Allen-Cahn equation has been investigated in the framework of regular potentials
(see, for instance, [13, 49, 50, 65] for examples of well-posedness analysis, see also [18, 69] for numerical
schemes and simulations). The singular potential has been analyzed in [10] (see also [9] for the double
obstacle potential), while in [11]| the separation property from the pure phases has been established.
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Here we analyze a stochastic version of the Allen—-Cahn—Navier—Stokes system characterized by two
independent sources of randomness, the former acting on the fluid velocity and the latter acting on the
order parameter dynamic to incorporate thermal fluctuations. More precisely, on account of (1.3)-(1.4)
and (1.6), taking v = 1 for the sake of simplicity, we consider the following system of stochastic partial
differential equations

du + [-Au + (u- V)u + V7 — pVo] dt = G1(u) dW; in (0,7) x O, (1.7)
V-u=0 in(0,T)xO, (1.8)

de+[u- Ve + ] dt = Ga(p) dW, in (0,7) x O, (1.9)

p=—-Ap+F'(p) in(0,T)x O, (1.10)

u=0, Vp-n=0 on (0,T) x 00, (1.11)

u(0) = ug, ©(0) =g in O. (1.12)

Here W and Ws are two independent cylindrical Wiener processes on some (possibly different) separable
Hilbert spaces, and Gj; is a suitable stochastically integrable process with respect to W;, for i = 1,2.
Moreover, n stands for the outward normal unit vector to 0O.

The presence of random terms in both the equations has been considered in [33] in the case of a smooth
potential like (1.2) (see also [46, 76, 80| for modified models and [26, 28, 77, 79| for random terms only
in the Navier-Stokes system). We also remind that the case of Cahn—Hilliard—Navier—Stokes system for a
compressible fluid has been studied in [32] (see, e.g., [27, 78| for random terms only in the Navier-Stokes
system in the case of regular potential).

Here, for system (1.7)—(1.12) with a potential like (1.1), we prove the existence of martingale solutions in
dimension two and three, as well as pathwise uniqueness and existence of probabilistically-strong solutions
in dimension two. The main difficulties on the mathematical side are two. The former is the presence
of noise also in the Allen-Cahn equation with singular potential: this requires some ad hoc ideas based
on a suitable compensation between the degeneracy of the noise and the blow up of F” at the endpoints
(see ((A3)) below). The latter is the coupling term uVe in the Navier-Stokes equation. Indeed, for the
Allen—Cahn equation one can recover only a L?(0,T; L?(O))-regularity for u, while for the Cahn-Hilliard
equation one gets u € L%(0,7; H'(O)). This results in the necessity to reformulate the first equation for
the fluid in an alternative fashion, i.e., without employing p explicitly.

We recall that, in [33], the authors proved the existence of a (dissipative) martingale solution for a
similar problem with a smooth potential. Then, taking advantage of the smooth potential, they used the
maximum principle to show that the range of the order parameter remains confined in [—1,1]. Thus the
global Lipschitz continuity of the potential and its derivatives holds. This fact was exploited to prove
the weak-strong pathwise and in law uniqueness in dimension three. However, if the potential is given
by (1.1), then no global Lipschitz continuity can be achieved unless one can prove that the solution stays
uniformly away from the pure phases, but this is not straightforward in the stochastic case (see [11] for
the single stochastic Allen-Cahn equation).

Besides the existence and uniqueness of solutions, there are still a number of issues to investigate,
which will be object of future work. For example, regularity properties of the solution and existence of
analytically-strong solutions are open issues. The low regularity of the chemical potential ;4 in the Allen-
Cahn equation that we have mentioned above seems to make the analysis challenging. Yet, some higher
regularity properties have been shown in the deterministic case (see [42]). Their extension to the stochastic
case is currently under investigation. Moreover, in the spirit of [11], it would be interesting to establish
some random strict separation property from the pure phases. To do this, suitable regularity results might
be needed. It also worth pointing out that system (1.7)—(1.12) is the non-conserved version of the model,
meaning that the spatial average of ¢ is not preserved during the evolution. The deterministic conserved
version is now well-understood (see [42]). Its stochastic counterpart will also be the subject of further
analysis. This issue will require a tuning of the diffusion coefficient Go (see for example [7]). Finally, we
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point out that also more general versions of the stochastic Cahn—Hilliard-Navier—Stokes system might be
considered on account of the recent advances in the analysis of the stochastic Cahn—Hilliard equation.

The content of this work is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notation used throughout
the work and state the main results. Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to the proof of existence of a martingale
solutions and, in dimension two, of a probabilistically-strong solution, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Functional setting and notation. For any (real) Banach space E, its (topological) dual is denoted
by E* and the duality pairing between E* and E by (-,-) E* B If F is a Hilbert space, then the scalar
product of E is denoted by (-,-)g. For every couple of separable Hilbert spaces F, F' the space of Hilbert-
Schmidt operators from E to F is denoted by the symbol #?(E, F') and endowed with its canonical norm
[l 225, ) Let (2, F, (Fi)iepo,1), P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions (namely
it is saturated and right-continuous), with 7" > 0 being a prescribed final time. We will use the symbol
£ to denote identity in law for random variables. Throughout the paper, W; and W5 are independent
cylindrical Wiener process on some separable Hilbert spaces U; and Us, respectively. For convenience, we
fix once and for all two complete orthonormal systems {ujl }jen on Uy and {U?}jeN on U;. We denote by
2 the progressive sigma algebra on Q x [0,T]. For every s,r € [1,4+00] and for every Banach space E
the symbols L*(€2; E) and L"(0,T’; E) indicate the usual spaces of strongly measurable Bochner-integrable
functions on € and (0,T), respectively. For all s, € [1,400) we write L%,(2; L"(0,T; E)) to stress that
measurability is intended with respect to &2. For all s € (1,400) and for every separable and reflexive
Banach space E we also define

L (Q; L>(0,T; EY)) := {v 1 Q — L*°(0,T; E*) weakly™ measurable : ||v][ oo o 1, p+) € LS(Q)} ,
which yields by [30, Thm. 8.20.3] the identification
L3, (9 170, T3 BY)) = (L2670 (9; L' (0, T; E))>* .
In case of distribution-valued processes, for every s € [1,+00), r € (0,400), and g € (1, 4+00] we set
L (W90, T; E*)) == {v: Q@ — W90, T; E*) weakly* measurable :
v e L¥Q, Fy; W0, E)) Vtel0,T]}.

Let d = 2,3 and consider a bounded domain © C R¢ with smooth boundary 9O and outward normal unit
vector n. The spatiotemporal domains generated by O are denoted by @ := (0,7) x O and @ := (0,t) x O
for all t € (0,T]. Moreover, we employ the classical notation W*P(Q), where s € R and p € [1, +o0], for
the real Sobolev spaces and we denote by [|-[yy«.p(0 their canonical norms. We define the Hilbert space

H*(0) := W*2(0), s € R, endowed with its canonical norm [l 7+ 0y and indicate by HE(O) the closure
of C§°(0) in HY(O). We now define the functional spaces
H := L*(0), Vi=H'(0), Vi:={¢eH*O): Oty =0ae. ondO},

endowed with their standard norms |||z, |||ly;, and |-y, , respectively. As usual, we identify the Hilbert
space H with its dual through the Riesz isomorphism, so that we have the variational structure

Vo Vi—s H— V=V,

with dense and compact embeddings (both in the cases d = 2 and d = 3). We will also denote by
A : Vi — Vi* the variational realization of the —A with homogeneous Neumann boundary condition,
namely

Wby = [(VO-Vo, ven.
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For any Banach space E, we use the symbol E for the product space E¢. We also need to define the
following solenoidal vector-valued spaces

2 1
H,=weCr0) Vo=0mol" 9 v, =TveCrO):V.o=0mo}

The space H, is endowed with the norm ||-|| g of H and its respective scalar product (-,-)g,. By means
of the Poincaré¢ inequality, on the space V', we can use the norm [[v|ly, = [|[Vv|2(0), v € V5, induced by
the scalar product (-, )y, . The d-dimensional realisation of the —A with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary

condition L : H}(O) — (H}(O))* is defined as
<L’U,w>(Hé(Q))*’H(1)(Q) = (V’U,VUJ)H, V,W € H(l)(Q) .
Furthermore, we also point out that for any u € (H}(Q))* and v € [C3°(Q)]? we have
W O ary(e) (@) = ) (e @) )” fepe ]
The Stokes operator A : V., — V7 is defined as the canonical Riesz isomorphism of V,, i.e.
(Av,w)y- v = (Vo,Vw)n, v,weV,.

Employing the spectral properties of the operator A, as customary, we also define the family of operators
A?® for any s € R. In particular, if {f, ex}ren, C R x V5 denote the eigencouples of A, where {e}}ren,
is an orthonormal basis of H, and an orthogonal basis of V,, we introduce for any s > 0 the family of
Hilbert spaces

o o
D(A?) = {'v €H,:v= Zciei and Zﬁ?5|ci|2 < +oo} ,
i=1 i=1
and we set D(A™°) = D(A?®)*. Next, for all s > 0, we define the operators

A°:D(A®%) — H,, v = Zciei — Ay = Zﬁfc,-ei.
i=1 i=1

Hereafter, we recall a number of standard facts:
(i) if s = 1, then the Hilbert space D(A) = {v € H, : Av € H,} = H?*(O) NV, denotes the
so-called part of A in H,;
(i) if s = 4, then we have D(A%) =V, and D(A_%) =V
(iii) if s = 0, then A° is the identity operator in H, so that D(A°%) = H,;
(iv) if s = —1, then A™! coincides with the inverse of the Stokes operator on V* and extends it on

D(A™Y).

In light of the previous considerations, using H, as pivot space, we also have the general variational
structure

D(A®) <= D(A!Y) — H, = D(A%) — D(A™") < D(A™®)
for any s > t > 0, with dense and compact embeddings in two and three spatial dimensions. Finally, we
remind that, owing to the Korn inequality, we have

lolly, = IVollg < V2[1Dv]lg < V2|Voly  YveV,,

where Dv = (Vv + (Vv)!) denotes the symmetric gradient. Furthermore, we define the usual Stokes
trilinear form bon Vo x Vs x V,

d
b(u7'v7w) ::/O(U‘V)’U"w: Z

81)2'
/ui%wj, u,v,weV,,
ij=1"9 J

and the associated bilinear form B : V, x V, — V' as

<B(u,v),w>v*7vg = b(u,v,w), u,v,w e V,.
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Let us recall that b(u,v,w) = —b(u,w,v) for all u,v,w € V,, from which it follows in particular that
b(u,v,v) = 0 for all u,v € V,. Moreover, we point out that thanks to the usual functional embeddings
it holds that B: V, x V, — Lg(O), hence, in particular, that B : V, x V, — V7.

We now report for the reader’s convenience a basic embedding result and its proof. This will be useful in
the forthcoming analysis.

Lemma 2.1. Let r > 1 and let X be a Banach space. For every p > 1, there exists o = a(p,r) € (0,1)
such that Wb (0,T; X) < WeP(0,T; X). In particular, if p < v then « is any quantity in (0,1), and if
p>1 then a = %.

Proof. The embedding holds trivially for every a € (0,1) if p = r. The same follows in the case 1 <p < r
from the chain of embeddings

Wm0, T; X) — WH(0,T; X) «— W*P(0,T; X).
Let now p > r. If « € (0,1), g € [1, +00] satisfy

1_1—a o

)

p q T
then the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [17, Theorem 1|) entails that
| llwesor) < CLAILE o £ 1802y
for any f € W17(0,T). Taking into account the embedding
W (0,T) < C°([0,T]) < L*(0,T),

valid for every r > 1, we infer that the right hand side of the inequality is finite for every ¢ € [1,4o0].
Moreover, we also get
I fllweror)y < Clfllwriror)-

If we set ¢ = +0o0, then we have

-
a=-.
p

If u € WLHT(0,T; X) the claim follows applying the proved inequality to t — f(t) = |Ju(t)||x. O

Finally, we shall make precise the rigorous interpretation of the stochastic terms (see (1.7) and (1.9)). As
a cylindrical process on U;, ¢ = 1,2, W; admits the following representation

“+oo
WZ' = Zbkufk, (2'1)
k=0

where {b }ren is a family of real and independent Brownian motions. However, it is well known that (2.1)
does not converge in U;, in general. That being said, it always exists a larger Hilbert space U¢, such that
U — Ug with Hilbert-Schmidt embedding ¢;, such that we can identify W; as a Q?—Wiener process on U{,
for some trace-class operator @Y (see [62, Subsections 2.5.1]). Actually, it holds that QY = ¢; 0 ¢}. In the
following, we may implicitly assume this extension by simply saying that W; is a cylindrical process on
U;. This holds also for stochastic integration with respect to W;. The symbol

/ B(s)dW;(s) := / B(s) o7 (s) dWi(s),
0 0

for every progressively measurable process B € L?(Q2; L?(0,T; £?(U, K))), where K is any (real) Hilbert
space. The definition is well posed and does not depend on the choice of UZ-0 or ¢; (see [62, Subsection
2.5.2)).
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2.2. Structural assumptions. The following assumptions are in order throughout the paper.
(A1) The potential F: [—1,1] — [0, +00) is of class C%([—1,1]) N C?(—1,1) with F’(0) = 0 and satisfies

lim F'(z) = +oo.
z—(£1)F

Furthermore, there exists cp > 0 such that
F'"(z) > —cp, z€(—1,1).

(A2) The operator Gy : H, — £?(Uy, H,) is linearly bounded in H,, namely there exists Cg, > 0
such that

1G1 (V)] 2217 1,y < Car (1 + [v]|E,)
for any v € H,. Moreover, taking Y = H, or Y = V% we assume that G; : Y — Z?(U1,Y) is

o)

L1-Lipschitz-continuous for some positive constant L.

(A3) Setting B as the closed unit ball in L*(0O), the operator Go : B — £%(Us, H) satisfies

Go()[up] = ge(v)  VkENL Vi €B,

where the sequence {gj }ren, C Wh*°(—1,1) is such that
gk(il) =0, F”Qi% GLOO(_Ll) Vk€N+a

and
o0

235= Y (Ioulvn oo + 1P"6Ell e 1) < +o0-
k=1

In particular, note that this implies that Gy : B — £?(Us, H) is Lo-Lipschitz-continuous with
respect to the H-metric on B, and also Go(BNVy) € £%(Us, V1). With a slight abuse of notation,
we will use the symbol

VGQ : BﬂVl —)gz(UQ,H)
to indicate the operator
VG(¥)ui] = Vau(¥) = g,(¥)VY, keNy, yeBnVi.

Remark 2.2. Let us point out that the physically relevant choice of F' (see (1.1)) satisfies (A1) and the
compatibility condition in (A3), up to a suitable extension by right (or left) continuity at the boundary
of [-1,1] and some additive constant to grant positivity (see, e.g., [70, Remark 2.3]).

Remark 2.3. If Y = H,, in (A2), then linear boundedness is directly implied by Lipschitz continuity.

2.3. Main results. We first introduce suitable notions of solution for problem (1.7)-(1.11). The first is a
martingale solution, the second is a probabilistically-strong solution.

Definition 2.4. Let p > 1 and let (ug, @) satisfy
ug € LP(Q, %y; H,), (2.2)
wo € LP(Q, Zo; Vi),  Flgo) € LP2(Q, Fo; LHO)) . (2.3)

A martingale solution to problem (1.7)-(1.11) with respect to the initial datum (ug, o) is a family

((ﬁf(%)te[(},ﬂﬁ) W, Wa, @, 93) ;
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where: (fAZ, é‘\, (%)te[o,ﬂ’]@) is a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions; Wl, Wg are two
independent cylindrical Wiener processes on Uy and Us, respectively; the pair of processes (u, p) satisfies

@ e LE(Q; L=(0,T; H,y)) N LY, (Q; L*(0,T;V,)), (2.4)
P € LV, (Q; C°([0, T); H)) N L5, (S L(0, T3 V4)) 1 L2, (9 L2(0, T Va)) (2.5)
1B(w,z,t)] <1 for aa. (w,z,t) €QxOx(0,T), (2.6)
fi:= AP+ F'(3) € L,(Q; L2(0,T; H)) (2.7)
(@(0), 3(0)) £ (uo, p0) on Hy x Vi (2.8)
and, for every v € V, and ¥ € Vi, it holds that
@), ), + / (ATs) )y, + (B, ). 0y, v, — [ G750 0] a
G1( T, P-a.s. )
( Hu </ 1 dWl( ) >HU Vit e [0 T] P (2 9)
)+ / [ ) V() + )} s
= (¢(0),¢)m + </ Ga (o de ,1/1 Vte[0,T], P-as. (2.10)

Definition 2.5. Let p > 1 and let (ug, o) satisfy (2 2)-(2.3). A probabilistically-strong solution to
problem (1.7)—(1.11) with respect to the initial datum (o, o) is a pair of processes (u, ¢) such that

(
u e LE(Q; L=(0,T; H,)) N LY, (Q; L*(0,T; V), (2.11)
o € LL,(9;C°([0,T]; H)) N LA, (Q; L>(0,T; V1)) N LY, (2 L*(0, T V3)) (2.12)
lp(w, z,t)| <1 for a.a. (w,z,t) € Q2 xOx(0,T), (2.13)
pi=—Ap+ F'(p) € L1,(Q; L*(0,T; H)) (2.14)
(u(0),0(0)) = (uo, ¥0) , (2.15)
and

(o) v, + [ [<Au<> Wy, + Bl ue). oy, v, - [ e o] ds

(0, ), + (/ G (u(s)) AW (s), v >H(, vte[0,7], Pas. (2.16)

oy /0 /O [u(s) - Vo(s) + u(s)] v ds

= (o, ¥)m + </0 Gg(gp(S))de(s),zﬁ)H Vtel[0,T], P-as. (2.17)

for every v € V, and ¢ € V.

Remark 2.6. Note that in Definitions 2.4 and 2.5 one has in particular that @ € C9([0,T]; H,,) P-almost
surely and w € CY([0,T]; H,) P-almost surely, respectively. Here, the subscript “w” stands for weak
continuity in time. Thus the initial conditions (2.8) and (2.15) make sense.

The first main result is the existence of a martingale solution.

Theorem 2.7. Assume (A1)-(A3) and let p > 2 2. Then, for every in initial datum (wg,po) satisfying
(2.2)-(2.3) there exists a martingale solution ((Q, Z, (c%f)te[o,T]a ) Wy, W, u,p) to problem (1.7)—(1.12)



A STOCHASTIC ALLEN-CAHN-NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM WITH SINGULAR POTENTIAL 9
satisfying the energy inequality

1 PO 1 PR o
5 sup Ella(r)| %, +5 sup EIVE()E + sup E[F (@)1 o)
T7€[0,t] T7€[0,t] T€[0,¢]

—I-IAE/

[IV@(s)lI3, + lA(s) ]3] ds
L3
Cé, + - 10t + EHUOHHJ‘F EHVCP()HHJrEHF( o)

t
+ O [ eI, o+ 28 [ Vel ar (218)
0 0
for every t € [0,T], P-almost surely. Here |O| stands for the Lebesque measure of O. Furthermore, there
P
evists T € L%,(Q; W=1°°(0,T; H)) such that
T
| {(a@- c@ - Woe + Law) + Baw.aw). o) at
0

(H§(0))*,H(0)

T
= (Uo,v)H, +/0 /Ou(t)Vgp(t) ~o(t)dt + (7, div U>([C’g"((O,T)XO)]d)*,[Cgo((O,T)XO)]d (2.19)

for every v € [C§°((0,T) x )4, P-almost surely. Finally, the following estimate holds:

1718 @y -oorziany < € (L1818 3 poe 0 rera,) + 1581 |+ [l

+HF’( ol

L% (©;02(0,T;V ) Le(Q;L2(0,T;V o))

(2.20)

+”90”Lp(§;L2(07T;V2)) Lp(O;L2 OTH))>

Remark 2.8. The above result still holds if the viscosity depends on ¢ in a smooth way and it is bounded
from below by a positive constant. Moreover, we recall that, in [33], the energy inequality is written P-a.s.
in a distributional sense.

The second is a stronger result in dimension two, namely, the existence of a (unique) probabilistically-
strong solution.

Theorem 2.9. Assume (A1)-(A3),letd=2,p>2, andY =V in (A2). Then, for every initial datum

(up, po) satisfying (2.2)—(2.3), there exists a unique probabilistically-strong solution (wu, ) for problem
P

(1.7)~(1.12) and a pressure m € L2,(Q;W~1(0,T; H)), which satisfy on the original probability space

(Q,.7,P) the analogous of the energy inequality (2.18), the pressure-variational formulation (2.19), and

the estimate (2.20).

Remark 2.10. Referring to [33|, we observe that a more general G;(u, ) can be considered. Instead,
considering Ga(u, ¢) would require appropriate assumptions on account of (A3). For instance, in place
of gi.(¢) we could suppose to have gi(¢)hi(u) for a suitable {hy}ren, -

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.7

Here we prove the existence of martingale solutions to problem (1.7)—(1.12). For the sake of clarity, the
proof is split into several steps.

3.1. Regularization of the singular potential. First of all, note that assumption (A1) implies that
the function

v:(-1,1) = R, y(x) == F'(z) + cpz, z€(-1,1),
can be identified with a maximal monotone graph in R x R. Consequently, one can consider, for every
A € (0,1), the resolvent operator and the Yosida approximation of 3, defined as follows

I R—-R, In(z) =T+ M) =), () ="z — Jy(z)), reR.
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For notation and general properties of monotone operators we refer the reader to [8]. For every A € (0, 1),
we define an approximation of F' as follows

Fy:R —[0,400), F\(x) ::F(O)—l—/ vk(s)ds—%ﬂxa z€eR. (3.1)
0

Thus it holds
Fy(x) = y\(z) —cpz VYV €R. (3.2)
In order to preserve the scaling of the Yosida-approximation on F’, we analogously define the A-approximation
of G by setting
G27)\ = GQOJ)\:H—>$2(U2,H). (3.3)
Notice that, by assumption (A3) and the non-expansivity of Jy, the operator Gy ) is Lo-Lipschitz-
continuous (therefore uniformly in \), and converges pointwise to Gy as A — 07. Now, we consider
the A-approximated (formal) problem
duy + [—Auy + (uy - V)uy + Vpy — paVr] dt = Gi(uy) dW, in
V-uy,=0 in
dox + [ux - Vo +pa] dt = Gaa(pr)dWz  in
fir=—Apx+ Fi(pr)  in
uy =0, Ippr=0 in (0,
ur(0) =uo, ©r(0)=¢9 inO.

x 00,

X
A~ N N N~
©O© 0 3 O Ot =~
S e N N N N

3.2. Faedo-Galerkin approximation. A discretization scheme is now applied to problem (3.4)-(3.9).
Let us consider the (countably many) eigencouples of the negative Laplace operator with homogeneous
Neumann boundary condition, namely the couples {(c;,e;)}jen, C R x V5 such that

{—Aej = ajej, in O, i EN,.

Onej =0 on 00,

Analogously, we also consider the (countably many) eigencouples of the Stokes operator, namely the
couples {(B, ex) bren, C R x Vo, and {7y }tren, C L3(O) such that

—Aep, + Vi, = Brer in O,
Voen=0 in O, ke N,
e. =0 on 00,

It is well known that, up to a renormalization, the set {e;}jen, (resp. {ex}ren,) is an orthonormal
system in H (resp. H,) and an orthogonal system in V; (resp. V). Let n € N; and consider the
finite-dimensional spaces Z,, := span{ei,...,e,} and Z, := span{ej,...,e,}, both endowed with the
L?-norm. In order to approximate the stochastic perturbation, we define the operators G1,, and Gy as

Gin: Zn— LUy, H,), Gon : Zn — L*(Us, H)

and such that

n

Gin(W)up =Y (Gi(v)uf, €))m,ej,  Gaan(v)ui =Y (Gax(v)ui,e;)me;
j=1 j=1
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for any k € N, v € Z,, and v € Z,. Notice that, fixed any v € Z,, and v € Z,,, G »(v) and Ga ) ,(v) are
actually well defined as elements of #?(Uy, Z,,) and £?(Us, Z,,), respectively. Indeed, for instance,

+oo
1G 10 ()2, 2,y = G120, 1,y = D IGLa(V)uk,

400 n

=3 > (Gi(v)u, €))m, | (3.10)

k=1j=1
“+00 +00

< ZZ| Gl Uk,eg H, |2 = HGI( )H,Qsﬁ(Ul,Hg)'
k=1 j=1

Moreover, since Gy is Li-Lipschitz continuous in the sense of assumption (A2) and the orthogonal pro-
jection on Z,, is non-expansive as an operator from V', to itself, we can deduce by the same argument
that Gy, is also Li-Lipschitz continuous as an operator from Y to .Z 2(Uy1,Y). Similar considerations also
apply to G . More precisely, we have

Proposition 3.1. Let A € (0,1) and n € N;. The operators
Gin:Zy— LU, Zy),  Gonn:Zn— L*Us, Zy)

are well defined and uniformly Lipschitz continuous with respect to n and X. In particular, Gy, is Li-
Lipschitz continuous from Y to £?(Uy,Y) and Gon @5 Lo-Lipschitz continuous from H to LUy, H).

Next, we define suitable projections (orthogonal with respect to the L?-inner products) of initial data
(evaluated at some point in Q) on the discrete spaces Z,, and Z,,, namely, for all n € N, we set

n n

o =Y (uo,€)H, €5,  Pon =D (P0.€;)me;.
j=1 Jj=1
It is now possible to formulate the discretized problem, which reads

duy, + [—AUy g + (Urn - VIUrn + VDrn — i nVorn] dt = Gra(uny,)dWy  in (0,7) x O, (3.11)
Vouyr,=0 in(0,T)x0O, (3.12)

doan + [Urn - Vorn + pan) dt = Gopn(pan)dWe  in (0,7) x O, (3.13)

tan = —Apan + Fi(oan)  in (0,T) x O, (3.14)

ury, =0, Onpan =0 in (0,7) x 00, (3.15)

Uxn(0) = w0, Prn(0) =wo,  inO. (3.16)

The variational formulation of problem (3.11)-(3.16) is given by
t
a0, + [ (A0l v, + Bluraoh @) vy, v, = [ 06T 0] ds
0 o 7 o

= (uon,v)H, + (/t G1,n(urn(s))dW, (s),v) Vte[0,T], P-as. (3.17)

H,

(oan(t) H+//u ) - Veorn(s) + man(s)] ds

= (Yon, V)H + (/0 Goan(ean(s)) de(S),’t/J)H Vte[0,T], P-as. (3.18)

for every v € Z, and ¢ € Z,. Fixed any A € (0,1) and n € Ny, we search for a weak solution to
(3.17)-(3.18) of the form

n n
= Z ai,neﬁ Z b)\ n€i> Hxn = Z C‘;,nej’ (319)
7=1 7=1
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where

:Qx [0, 7] - R",
:Qx[0,T] - R",
): Qx[0,T] - R",

1 2 n

Ax\n = (a)\,rw A\ ns - a)\,n)
1 2 n

b)\m = (b)\,rw b)\,n’ e b)\,n)

n

A

_ (.l 2
Can = (c)\m,c)\,n, o Ch

are suitable stochastic processes. Inserting (3.19) into (3.17)-(3.18) and choosing as test functions i) = ¢;
and v = e; for each i € {1,...,n}, we deduce that the three processes ay,, by, and c,, satisfy the
system of 3n ordinary stochastic differential equations

da,\n—kﬂza,\n—kZZa/\na,\n (ej, ek, e ZZ )\n/ejvek-ei

7j=1k=1 j=1k=1
n
= | Gin Z ai’nej dWh, e; (3.20)
J=1 H,
n
dbi\,n + ci)\,n = | G2m Z bi,nej dWa, e; (3.21)
i=1 Y
n
On = by p +/ Fy be\,nej €, (3.22)
o =
as ,(0) = (uo, €i)m, (3.23)
An(0) = (0, €)m (3.24)

Let us point out that, in order to derive (3.20)-(3.24), we exploited the fact that, for every choice of
integers j and k between 1 and n,

/ej-Vekdx:—/ekV-ejdm+/ exej-ndo =0, (3.25)
o o 80

as well as the orthogonality in V', of the basis {e;};cn. The stochastic integrals in (3.20)-(3.21) have to
be regarded as Gi \n W7 and G’é s AW for every i = 1,...,n, where

n
i i 2 i 1. j 1
ian: Zn — Z°(Up,R), Gian(urn)ug = | Gin g ay €5 | g, €i
j=1 H
o

and

é,)\,n  Zn _>$2(U27R)7 GzAn(SDAn)uk = | G2an Zb)\ne] Uiaei )
Jj=1 H
for every k € N. By Lipschitz continuity of all the nonlinearities appearing in (3.20)-(3.24), the standard
theory of abstract stochastic evolution equations applies. Therefore, we are able to infer that

Proposition 3.2. For every A € (0,1) and n € N, there exists a unique triplet of (%)¢-adapted processes
axn, ban, c\n satisfying problem (3.20)-(3.24). Furthermore, for every r > 2, we have

axn, b)\,na C\n € LT(Q; CO([07 T], Rn))y

implying
U\ n € LT(Q; OO([07 T]v Zn))7 Pans M n € LT(Q; OO([07 T]v Zn))
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3.3. Uniform estimates with respect to n. First of all, we prove some uniform estimates with respect
to the Galerkin parameter n, keeping A € (0, 1) fixed. Hereafter, the symbol C' (possibly numbered) denote
positive constants whose special dependencies are explicitly pointed out when necessary. ‘In some cases,
in order to ease notation, we may use the same symbol to denote different constants throughout the same
argument. In any case, such constants are always independent of n.

First estimate. We exploit the It6 formula for the H-norm of ¢) ,, given in [62, Theorem 4.2.5]. This gives

Slorn @+ [ 1900nOlr + (orn(0): Filonn(r) ] dr

1 ¢ 1/t
= glennllr + [ (@rnr).Cannlorn(m) WaD) + 5 [ 1Garnlorn () s dr. (320

Let us now address the above equality term by term. First of all, recalling (3.2) and that F}(0) = 0, we
find

(o (7), Fx(oan (1)) i = —crllorn ()l (3.27)
Next, owing to (3.10) and (A3), we have

“+oo
1G22 (3 (Oo2 (0.1 < NG2n(@AnT) 20y = D Ik (Ia(@an (™)) I Fr
k=1

too (3.28)

< Z ||9k\|%vl,oo(—1,1)|0|
k=1

< L0
Finally, by 1-Lipschitz-continuity of the projection II,, : H — H, it follows
leonllEr < lvollF- (3.29)

Thus, combining (3.27)-(3.29) with (3.26), letting p € [2,400), multiplying the resulting inequality by
two, taking £-powers, the supremum on the interval [0,#] and expectations, we arrive at

p
2

t
E sup [lprn(r)IZ +E\ [ 191 ar
T€[0,t] 0

t
<C |14 Ellpolly +E /O lorn()% d7 +E sup

s€[0,t]

/0 (an(T): Gonnlan(r) y AWa(r)

P
2
’

where C' depends on p and also on ¢p, Lo, |O], T. The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy and Holder inequalities
jointly with (3.28) entail

E sup
s€[0,t]

[ a0 Gannlorn(r) dW2<T>>H'

=3

t
< OB [ lorn( I Gannlonnr D ey o

p

4

<CE

t
sup lloan (M1 / 1Goan(@rn (s d7
T€[0,¢] 0

P P
< CLZ|OI5EE sup |lpan(r)l|Z, (3.30)
T€[0,t]
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where C' only depends on p. In turn, thanks to (3.30) and the Young inequality, we can refine the estimate
and get

P
2 ¢
<c [1 +E ol +E [ llean(ll df} |

t
E sup [oan(r)| +E ' [ 1¥enr) 1 ar
7€[0,t] 0

The Gronwall lemma entails that there exists C7, independent of n and A, but depending on p and the
structural data of the problem, such that

loanllze, @.coqomy) + 1eamllce, @:c2qo.rm)) < C1s (3.31)
for every fixed p > 2.

Second estimate. We devise a similar argument for the H,-norm of uy ,. Still exploiting [62, Theorem
4.2.5], the It6 formula implies

1 t
§\|ux,n(t)\|fqg +/0 [IVurn (DI, = 1An(T)Vorn(T) - urn(r)] dr

1 t 1 [t
= §||u0,n‘|%{g +/0 (urn (1), Gin(unn (7)) AW1L(T)) g, +§/0 IIGl,n(uA,n(T))IIfgz(Ul,H0>dT- (3.32)

Next, we want to apply the standard It6 formula to the regularized energy functional &y : Z,, x Z,, — R*

1 1
Ex(@an,Ury) == 5/@!VCP,\,n!2+5/(9!U>\,n\2+/OF,\(SO,\,n)-

However, notice that £, exactly contains the kinetic energy contribution linked to the fluid velocity field
which we just handled in (3.32). Thus, it is sufficient to apply the It6 formula only to the portion of the
energy linked to the order parameter ¢, ,,. Let us stress that this is only possible since no coupling energy
terms are present. We set

1
Uy :Z, = RT, Uy(v) := 5/ |Vvl|? —1—/ Fy(v).
@ @

It has already been shown in [70, Subsection 3.2] that W) is twice Fréchet-differentiable. Thus it is possible
to apply the It6 formula in its classical version [23, Theorem 4.32|. This yields

Ur(oan(t) + /0 nn(IZ + fan(F)Vorn(r) - tian(r)] dr

1 t
= Wi (pon) + 3 /
0

||VG2,)\,n(90)\,n(T))H?5f2 Us, H + F)/\,(QD)\,n(T))|gk(=])\(90)\,n(7—)))|2 dr
(U2,H) o
k=1
t
+/ (A (1), Goam(@an(T)) dWa(T)) (3.33)
0
where we recall that DUy (¢x ) = ftrn. Adding (3.32) and (3.33) together, we find
1 t
Slean@liz, + Palean(t)) +/0 IV ura(T)llzr, + luan(m)E] dr
_1 2 1t 2 2
= §||u0,nHHU + \I’)\(‘:DO,n) + 5 ) [HGl,n(’uA,n(T))||$2(U17H0) + ||VG2,)\7n(90)\7n(7'))||52(U27H)] dr

5 2 | Brnlanenntr)ar

T / (s n(7), G (12 n(r)) WA (7)) gy + / (Hn(7), Cann (Prn (7)) AW (7)) 1 - (3.34)
0 0
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Fix now p € [2,4+00). Taking g—powers, supremum over [0,¢], and expectations of both sides of (3.34)

yield

E sup Hu)\,n(T)HZ})E[U_‘_E sup Hv‘p)\,n( )Hp +E sup HF)\(QD)\n)HLl(O
T€[0,t] T€[0,t] 7€[0,t]

t z t z
+E' [ 19w, +E' [ lian (e o

2

t
p
< C |E Juonlly, + B V0.l + E 1 Fr(w00) 51 0 +E' /0 |G (e D2y 1, A7

: :
+E| [ 19Gasnorn D sy 47| +E

+E sup
s€[0,t]

/0 " (7 G () AW () |

+E sup
s€[0,t]

/08 (:u)\,n(T)7 G2,)\,n(90)\,n(7—)) dWQ(T))HF] ’

/0 / | @An ||gk(,])\(<’p)\n( )))|2d’7'

p

2

(3.35)

where C' only depends on p. Next, we address the terms on the right hand side of (3.35). By (3.10) and

Assumption (A2), we deduce

|G (ur ()20, 11, < NG tan (o2 a1,y < 202, (1 lluna (7)) 3,)

Since ¢y, (7) € V1, recalling assumption (A3), (3.28), and the non-expansivity of Jy, we have

IVG2an(@rn N 0.1 < VG207 (O 220 1)

= gk (Ia(@an (M) VIr(orn (M7
k=1

< S N9 ey IV () < L3IV orn(T) -
k=1

Furthermore, since F” =~' — ¢p, by (3.2) we have that, for all x € R,
F(z) = n(x) — cp =7 (Ia(2))J5(2) — cp = F"(Ix(2)) I3 (2) + er(J3(z) — 1).
Thus, thanks to (A3) and the non-expansivity of Jy, we get
Z / FL (orn() g8 (r (@rn () < Z / F"(In(orn (M) 98 (Ir(orm ()2

+ 2¢p |0 Z Hglc”%/[/l»oo(—l,l)
k=1

< |O|L3 (1 + 2cF).

(3.36)

(3.37)

(3.38)
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Finally, we address the stochastic integrals. Using (3.36) jointly with the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy and
Young inequalities, for every § > 0 we obtain

E sup /0 (u)\vn(T),GLn(u)\,n(T)) dWy (T))Ho' 2

7€[0,t]

=3

t
< OE\ /0 letn (P30, |G (ur () 22 a1, A

=3

p t
< C25Ch B | sup ||uA,n(T)\|%,U/ (14 Jun (7|3, ) dr
0

T€[0,¢]

t
<5E smp ()l + Gy | 0+ Tl ) ar (3.39)
7€(0,t 0

where C only depends on ¢, p, and T. Moreover, by (3.28) and the same inequalities, we also get

P

2
E sup
T7€[0,t]

/O (an(7), G (oan (7)) dWa(r))

]

t
< OB [ I 41G2sn(ornl D,y o

b
2

» t 2 t
<CL}O/'E / lian(r)|Z dr| < C 4 6E / lirn( 3 dr| (3.40)
0 0

where C' only depends on p, §, and O. Finally, the non-expansivity of the orthogonal projectors on W),
and W, imply

[wonlr, < llwollfr,. Vool < Vel (3.41)

whereas, since F} is linearly bounded, being Lipschitz-continuous, F) is quadratically bounded so that

P
“FA(SDO,n)|’21(O) < C (1 + H‘PO,n”?{) < C (1 + ”SDOHIIJJ) ) (3'42)

where C' depends on A and p. Collecting (3.36)-(3.42) and choosing § small enough, from (3.35) we infer
that

p
E sup uxn(t)llg, +E sup [[Vora ()l +E sup [[Fa(ean)llfio)
T7€[0,t] T€[0,¢] T€[0,¢]

P
2

t 5 1 t
vE| [ 190, ar] + 58| [ i) or

t t
<CL+Elnll +E uolly, +E [ lusa(ll, a7 +E [ 9oan(lly ar]. @9
0 0

Here C depends on A and p. An application of the Gronwall lemma entails the existence of Cy, C3, Cy,
depending on A, p and T', such that

Hu,\,n|’L;(Q;CO([0,T};HJ)) + HUA,nHL{;},(Q;L2(0,T;v1)) < Cs, (3.44)
lexnllzz, @000y < Css (3.45)
il @iz mem) + IEAOA /2 g.c0(0,7500 0y S Ot (3.46)

Further estimates. The Lipschitz-continuity of F} and the fact that F}(0) = 0 entail

[Ex(oan ()] < Cloan(t)],
for some C only depending on A. Therefore, thanks to (3.31) we also get the estimate

I (eam) |z, @iz20.1:m)) < Cs- (3.47)
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Additionally, by comparison in (3.14), we get

ll0a, nHLP ©@:22(0,151%)) < Cé- (3.48)

Here C5 or Cg depend on A, p, and T'. In light of (3.36), (3.37) and on account of (3.44) and (3.45), we
deduce

G (wrn)ll e, @000, 221 1)) < CF5 (3.49)
G2 n(an)l L2, (L 0.1 22 (02 1)) F 1G2am (@2 n) I Lo (@x (0,7).22 (U5, 1)) < Css (3.50)

Here, again, the constants C7, Cg depend on A. As a consequence of [36, Lemma 2.1], the following
estimates on the Itd integrals hold:

/0 Grn(tnn(r)) AW (7) < Cy, (3.51)

Lp(Q;Whr(0,T;Ho))

< Cho, (3.52)
LP(Q;Wh (0,T;V4))NLa (W k-a(0,T; H))

/ Gonnlpan(r) dWa(r)

for every k € (0, —) and g > 1, where Cy and Cyy depend on A, p,q, k, and T. Estimates (3.51) and (3.52)
enable us to carry out two comparison arguments. Let us interpret (3.18) as an equality in V[,

(oan(t) Bhves = — /0 /O urn(s) - Viorn(s) + pan(s)] 0 ds

t
T oo Wi + ( /0 Gonn(@an(s)) dwz<s>,w)
H

for all ¢ € V; such that ||¢||y; =1, t € [0, T], P-almost-surely. It is clear that, by the Holder inequality,

< Nlurnllz, IV ornllLso) + leanlla (3.53)

/ Tz[)u)\,n : V@A,n + ’IIZ)MA,W/

implying (see (3.44), (3.46), and (3.48))

uAn V(,O)\n( )+NAn( )] ds <C (3.54)
L% (H(0,T5Vy))
for some C' depending on )\, p and T'. Then, recalling that
[(po.ns V)ve vl < llpomlla < lleollm,
and estimate (3.52) as well as Lemma 2.1, we find
leanllLe, @wsworvy)) < Cn (3.55)

for some = B(p) € (%,%) if p > 2, and for all g € (0 ,5) if p = 2. The constant C7; may depend on
A B,p, and T.

Remark 3.3. Observe that g is always well defined. Here, we apply Lemma 2.1 with r = 2 and X = V.
If « denotes the Sobolev fractional exponent given by Lemma 2.1, then the following alternative holds:

(a) if p =2, then any value of « € (0,1) is valid, and therefore we can set an arbitrary 3 € (0, %),
(b) if p > 2, then any value of a € (0, I%] is valid, and therefore we can set an arbitrary § €

(3>min(2,3)) € (5, 3)-

Similarly, we consider the weak formulation of the discretized Navier—Stokes equation

<u>\,n(t)7U>V;,Vg = _/0 [<Au)\,n(3)7'v>vj;7va + <B(u>\,n(3)7uA,n(s))7U>V;,VU] ds

_ /Ot/O,UA,n(S)VSOA,n(S) ~vds+ (won,v)H, + (/Ot G1n(trn(s)) dW1(s),v>

H,
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for all v € V, such that ||v||y, =1, t € [0,T], P-almost-surely. Then, we have

(uon, V)vr v, | < lwonlla, < lluollm,-

Owing to (3.44) and the continuity of A, we infer

‘ / Auy p(s)ds
0

for some C' depending on A, p and 7', but independent of n. Next, we recall the well-known inequality

<,

L% (QHY(0,T;V7)

o_d d
[B(urn urn)llvy < [wsnllg,’ [usnlly, - (3.56)

o

Therefore, we find
<C.

/0' B(uyn(s),urn(s))ds

p 4
LZ,(;Whd(0,T3V5)

Furthermore, since by the Holder, Gagliardo—Nirenberg and Young inequalities, we have

‘/ //')\,nv@)\,n v
@

for both d = 2 and d = 3. Thus we get

H/o P (8)Veorn(s) ds

1 1
< el [Vernllrso)lvlls o) < CllanlulleanlZs o) lleanlls, (3.57)
(©)

< C.

5 1,4 *
L@(wa Yg(077-‘;‘/0'))
Summing up, also owing to (3.50) and Lemma 2.1, we arrive at

<cC 3.58
lornll g sy = O (358)

for some v = y(p) € ( ,%) if p > 2, and for all v € (0, %) if p = 2. Here C15 depends on A,~,p, and T

1
p

Remark 3.4. Observe that « is always well defined. In this case, we apply Lemma 2.1 with r = 3

and X = V. Let « denote once again the fractional Sobolev exponent given by Lemma 2.1. Given
any p > 2 > %, we have that any value of a € (0, %] is valid, and therefore we can set an arbitrary

v e (%,min(4 L)y ¢ (&,1). If p = 2 then we get any value of o € (0, 2

352 503 ,5]. Hence we can choose any
1
vy € (07 i)

In the following, we assume that, given p > 2, the exponents § = f(p) and v = «(p) are fixed. Notice
that if p > 2, then trivially # and ~ are both greater than 1.

3.4. Passage to the limit as n — +00. Owing to the previously proven uniform estimates, we now pass
to the limit as n — +oo keeping A € (0,1) fixed. Let p > 2.

Lemma 3.5. The family of laws of (wx n)nen s tight in the space Zy, := L*(0,T; H,)NC°([0,T); D(A™°))

for any 6 € (0, %) The family of laws of (Y n)neN is tight in the space Z, := LQ(O,T; Vi)n C’O([O,T]; H).
Proof. To prove the claims, we follow a standard argument (refer, for instance, to |70, Subsection 3.3] or
[80, Proposition 1]). We first recall we have that the embeddings (see |75, Corollary 5|)

L=(0,T; Vi) NWPP(0,T; Vi) < CO([0, T]; H),  L®(0,T; Hy) N WPP(0,T; V) — C°([0,T]; D(A™)),
L*(0,T; Vo) N WPP(0,T; Vi) < L*(0,T; V1), L*(0,T;V,) NWYP(0,T; V) < L*(0,T; H,,),

are compact (the intersection spaces are endowed with their canonical norm), since 3,7~ > 1—1), p > 2. Here,

J € (0, %) Let us prove the first one, the other three cases being similar. For any R > 0, let Br denote
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the closed ball of radius R in L*(0,7;V;) N WPP(0,T; V). Then the Markov inequality, jointly with
estimates (3.45) and (3.58), implies

]P’{(PA,n € BR} P{”SO/\nHLoo (0,T;Vi)NWB:P(0,T;Vy) = R}

1
> Rp —E H‘P)\nHLoo(oT V1) NW B2 (0,T; Vi)

C,\

— Rp‘

for some C) > 0 depending on A> This yields
lim sup P{@An € BR} =0,

n—+00 ,
so that the first claim is proven. The remaining claims can be proven analogously, replacing the spaces

accordingly and exploiting the corresponding estimates. O

We now set
Gin(urn) - Wi = / G1n(urn(r)) dWi(T), Goan(pan) - Wa = / Goan(oan(T)) dWa(T).
0 0
With a little modification in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we can also prove
Lemma 3.6. The family of laws of (G1n(uxn) - Wi)nen is tight in the space C°([0,T); V%). The family
of laws of (Goxn(¢rn) - Wa)nen is tight in the space C°([0,T); H).
Proof. By [36, Theorem 2.2], since Sp > 1 and vp > 1, we have that the embeddings
WP, T3 V1) = CO([0, T H),  WP(0,T: Hy) = C°(0, T} V5)
are compact. The argument of the proof of Lemma 3.5, recalling estimates (3.51) and (3.52), is enough to

conclude the claims. O

Next, we consider the constant sequences of cylindrical Wiener processes

Wi, = Wh, Wo = Wa.
Lemma 3.7. The family of laws of (W1 ,)nen is tight in C°([0,T); UY). The family of laws of (Wan)nen
is tight in CO([0, T); UY).

Proof. 1t directly follows from the fact that every measure on a complete separable metric space is tight. [

Finally, we consider the sequences of approximated initial conditions.
Lemma 3.8. The family of laws of (won)nen is tight in V.. The family of laws of (¢on)nen s tight in
H.
Proof. 1t is a third iteration of the proof of Lemma 3.5, exploting the compact embeddings
H,— V., Vi— H,
and the Markov inequality on closed balls of H, and V7, respectively. O

As an immediate consequence of Lemmas 3.5-3.8, we get that the family of laws of
(u)\,na OxnsGin (u)\,n) “Win, G2,)\,n(90>\,n) “Wan, Win, Wan, won, SDO,n)nEN
is tight in the product space
Zu x Zyp x C[0,T); VE) x C°([0,T); H) x C°([0,T]; UY) x C°([0,T);UY) x Vi x H.
Owing to the Prokhorov and Skorokhod theorems (see [56, Theorem 2.7] and [81, Theorem 1.10. 4, Adden-
dum 1.10.5]), there exists a probability space (2, Z,P [P) and a sequence of random variables X, : (2,.%) —
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(Q, %) such that the law of X, is P for every n € N, namely Po X1 =P (so that composition with X,
preserves laws), and the following convergences hold

ni=Ur, 0 X, = Uy in Z, = L*(0,T; H,) N C%([0,T); D(A™%)), P-as;
Oan =@anoXp = @y inZ,:= L2(O Vi) N CO([O,T];H), P-a.s.;

ﬁ)\n

TML = (Gip(ury) Wip)o X, — TA in CO([ T VYY), Pas,;
Jam = (Gorn(oan) - Wan) o X,y — Jy  in C°([0,T); H), P-a.s.;

Wlm =WipoX, — Wl in C’O([ 0, T;U ) P-a.s.;

Wap i= Wan o0 Xy, = Wa  in CO[0,T);US), P-as.;

Wy, = Uopn 0 Xy, »> Uy inVy,, P-as;

Pon = Pon 0 Xy — o in H, P-as.,

for some limiting processes w), (ﬁA,f bY j)\, Wl, Wg,’ao, o belonging to the specified spaces. Let us recall
that, for the sake of what follows, if (S, M, v) is a finite positive measure space and X is any Banach space,
then the Bochner space L"(S; X) is reflexive if and only if L"(S,v) and X are reflexive (see, for instance,
[29, Corollary 2, p. 100]). By the previously proven uniform estimates and the preservation of laws under
X, up to a subsequence which we do not relabel, the Vitali convergence theorem, the Eberlein-Smulian
theorem and the Banach-Alaoglu theorem entail

Urn — Uy in LY(Q; L3(0,T; Hy) N CO([0,T); D(ATY)) if ¢ < p,
Uy, — Uy in Lp(&:vl;L2(0,T; V),

Uy, =@y in LE(; L0, T; Hy)) N LE(Q; WP(0,T; VE)),
Pam — §a in LI(Q; L2(0,T; V1) N CO([0,T); H)) if ¢ < p,

Pam — P in LP(Q; L2(0,T; Va)),

Bam = @x in LE(§; L°(0,T; V1)) N LP (2 WHP(0,T5 V7)),

Wo, — ug in L7 §~2;V*) if g < p,

Ivn — Iy in LYQ;CO(0,T]; VE)) if ¢ < p,
j)\,n — Jy in LYQ; CO([0,T); H)) if ¢ < p,
Wi, — Wi in LY(Q; C°([0,T); U?)) if ¢ < p,
Wa, — Wy in LY(Q; CO([0, T); UD)) if ¢ < p,
(
(

Yon —+ @o in LY Q,H) if ¢ < p.
Let us now define
P = pan © Xnp.
By uniform boundedness and weak compactness, there exists some piy such that

fixg = fix in LP(Q; L*(0,T; H)).

Let us notice that it is possible to take the probability space (ﬁ,i]ﬁ) large enough so that it does
not depend on A. Taking into account the previous considerations and further straightforward weak
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convergences, the limit processes fulfill the following regularity properties:

@y € LE(Q;WYP(0,T; V%) N LP(Q; CO([0, T); D(A®)) N L2(0, T; V ,)) N L2, (S L°(0, T; H,));

Py € LP(Qu WPP(0, T; Vi) nC°([0, T]; H) N L*(0,T; Va)) N LE,(S; L®(0,T; V1))
fix € LP(; L*(0,T; H));

I € LP(Q: C°([0,T); VE));

Jy € LP(Q;C°([0,T); H));

Wy € LP(Q;C°([0, T); UY));

Wa € LP(0; C°((0, T); UR);

U € LP(; H,);

Po € LP(Q;BNW).
From this starting point, we now address several issues.
The nonlinearities. First of all, by Lipschitz-continuity of FY, it follows that
F{(@an) = F(@) in LP(Q;L3(0,T; H)).
Moreover, since G, is uniformly Lipschitz-continuous (recall Proposition 3.1) and
”Gl,n(a)\,n) -Gy (ﬁ)\)HLP(S~)7L2(07T;$2(U17Y)))
S NG 1n(rn) = Grn@)ll Lo 1202200 vy F1G1R(EN) = G @I Lo 20 722003

we conclude B

G17n(’l~L)\7n) — Gl(ﬁ)\) in Lq(Q; L2(0,T; 32(U1,Y))) if ¢ <p,
A very similar computation also shows

Goan(@an) = Gan(@)) in LI(Q; L2 (0,7 2%(Uy, H))) if q < p.
Next, we address the Korteweg term representing the capillary force. Let us prove that
IxaV@an = nV@y  in LY(Q x (0,T) x O).

Indeed, for any w € L>®(Q x (0,T) x O),

E/ (ExnVErn — AVPy) - ’w'
Ox(0,T)

E/ Pxn(Vorn — V@y) - w
Ox(0,T)

< E/ (Fan — ) VP - ’w'
Ox(0,T)

_|_

< H'wHLOO(ﬁX(o,T)Xo)||ﬂ>\,n||L2(§X(07T)X(9)Hv‘z)\,n - VSZAHIP(QX((],T)X@) + E/Ox(o T)(,ak,n - ZZA)V% sw

and both terms tend to zero as n — 400 by the above convergences (note that Voy-w € L2(Q x(0,T)x0)).

Here, E stands for the expectation with respect to the probability P. As far as the other nonlinear term
appearing in the Navier-Stokes equations, we have, as a straightforward application of (3.56),

B(uy,,uy,) — Buy,uy) in Lq(ﬁ;L%(O,T; Vi) ifg< g
Finally, we address the convective term. Observe that
Ury VOrn — Uy - Vor = (Ury —uy) - Vor, +uy - (Vorn, — Vou).
Thus, by the Holder inequality, it holds that

Urn - Vérn — Uy - V@, in LE(Q; L10,T; L3 (0)) N L*(0,T; L'(0))).
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The stochastic integrals. Let us now identify I, » and jA. The procedure is standard, for instance see |23,
Section 8.4]. We introduce a family of filtrations on (£2,.%,P), namely we set

t;o-:;\,n,t =0 {ﬁ)\,n(s)y &A,n(‘s% T)\,n(s)7 :]V)\,n(s)a Wl,n(s)y Wln(s)a ﬁo,n, QZO,na ERS [O,t]} 5

for any t > 0, n € N and A € (0,1), in such a way that both /Wl,n and ng are adapted. In particular,
by preservation of laws and the definitions of Wiener process and stochastic integral, we readily have that
Winis a Q?—Wiener process on UZ-0 and

" t __ - t —~
Ton = / G (@rn(P) AW in(7),  Jam = / Goxn(Brn (7)) AT (7),
0 0

are respectively a V' -valued and an H-valued martingale. Let us iterate the same procedure on the limit
processes: we define

Faei= o {@r(s), Ba(s), Ta(s). Ta(s). Wis), Wals), o, o, s € [0.1]]

It is easy to infer, by the proven convergences, that both Wl(O) and WQ(O) are zero. Let now ¢t > 0,
s € ]0,t] and set

Zs := L*(0,5, H,) N C°([0, s]; D(A™%)),
Zops = L2(0, s V)N C’O([O, s|; H),
Xs = Zys X Zps x CO[0,8; VE) x CO([0,s]; H) x CO([0, s]; UY) x C°([0,s];US) x Vi x H.
Let ¢ : X3 — R be a bounded and continuous function. By definition of martingale, we have

E[(Win(t) = Win(s)) & (P @rns Duns I Wi, W, o, Gon )| =0 (3.59)

for i = 1,2. Here, the arguments of ¢ are intended to be restricted over [0,s] when necessary and E

denotes the expectation with respect to P. Letting n — +oo in (3.59), an application of the dominated
convergence theorem, owing to the proven convergences and the properties of v, entails

E[(Witt) = Wils)) ¢ (s @rns D Jr, W, Wa, o, 30) | =0, (3.60)

which expresses the fact that /VIZ is a Ui()-valued (%,t)t—martingale for ¢ = 1,2. The characterization of

Q-Wiener processes given in [23, Theorem 4.6] leads us to compute the quadratic variation of W, To this
end, notice that (3.60) means that, for every v, w € Uio

E [((Wm(t),v) o (Win(®), ) . (Win(s),v) y (Win(s),w) »

_(t - 8) (ngvw) UQ) TIZ) (&)\,nv ﬁ)\,nv T)\,Tw j)x,ﬂ) Wl,TLv WQ,TL) ao,n7 (;EOJL):| = 07

and using once more the dominated convergence theorem, we get

E [<</W7i(t),v> » (Wit), w) . (Wis),v) " (Wits),w) y
—(t—s) (Q?an)Ug) (0 <95/\, ay, Iy, Jy, Wi, Wa, i, 950)} =0,
namely
(wi) =@, e,

which is enough to conclude that WZ is a Q?—Wiener process, adapted to (%,t)t, owing to [23, Theorem
4.6]. We are now in a position to study the stochastic integrals. Arguing exactly as in (3.59)-(3.60), we
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find that Iy (resp. J) \) is a V-valued (resp. an H-valued) martingale. As far as the quadratic variations
are concerned, an application of [23, Theorem 4.27] yields

() 0= [ Gra@rnm)oGratnn@ar, () 0= [ Gann@ra(r)oGarn(@rn(r)ar

for every t € [0,T]. Let us outline the argument for the first sequence (similar considerations hold for the
second one). Once again, fixing v,w € V,, we have

E [<<ff,\,n(t),'v>vg’va <]}7n(t),w>vm - <ff>\,n(s),v>vz7va <TA’"(S)’“’>V;;,VU

t ~ ~ —~— —~—
—/ (Gi(ua(7)) o Gr(un(T)) v, w) g, dT> (0 <‘:Z)\7n, Uxnns Dons Ians Wi, Wons to s 950,11)} =0,
0

and, as n — 400, the dominated convergence theorem implies that

E [<<IA(t)’v>V§,VU <[)‘(t)’w>vg,va — <I)\(S),’U>V;7vg <I>\(s),w>V;7VJ
~ /Ot (G1 (i (7)) © Gy (Wr (7)) v, w) . dT> o (Br, @, I, Ty, W, Wa, o, ao)} — 0,
Notice that in the above equality the dualities are necessary. The quadratic variation of I, » is therefore
(1) 0= [ G ocimmyan e
Let us identify I, » with the martingale
Mi(t) = /0 t G1 (7)) dWy(7),

which is a V,-valued (%,t)t—martingale having the same quadratic variation of Iy. By [66, Theorem 3.2],
we can write

(0 =) = () + (1) - 235 1)
- 2/0' Gi (1 (7)) 0 Gy (1 ()" dr — 2 /0 Gr(ar(m) d (W, 1) (7).

Thus, we now compute the cross quadratic variation appearing on the right hand side in (3.61). To this
end, notice that by [66, Theorem 3.2|, we have

<<[~)\,m Wl,n» = - Glm(’lj)\’n(T)) 9] Ll_l d <<W17n, Wl,n» (T)
0

(3.61)

~ [ Gualina(r oo Qhdr
0

= / Gin(uxn(T)) 0 Ll_l oty oy dr
0

= / Gin(Uxp(T)) 007 dr,
0

where we also used the fact that Q(l) = 11 o], where ¢; : Uy — U{) is the classical Hilbert-Schmidt
embedding. This implies that

IR

A further application of the dominated convergence theorem entails that, as n — 400,

(w7, 0) = /0 1 0 Gy (i (7))" dr- (3.62)
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The identification follows injecting (3.62) in (3.61).

Identification of the limit solution. We are now left to prove that the limiting processes solve the regularized
Allen-Cahn-Navier-Stokes system (3.4)-(3.9). Testing (3.11) by some v € V, and integrating the obtained
identity with respect to time yield

(urn(t),v)m, +/0 [(AuA7n(s),v>V:7VU + (B(uan(s), uan(s)) v)ys v + /O/M’n(s)ch)\’n(s) : v} ds
= (won,V)H, + </Ot G17n(u>\7n(s))dW1(s),v> . Vtel0,T], P-as.

Letting n — +o00, owing to above convergences and using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

(@00, + [ {<Aﬁx<s>,v>vg«,ya BT 0y, v, + [ mETo) -v] s
= (ug,v)m, + (/0 Gl(ﬁA(s))dwl(s),'v> . Vtel0,T], P-as. (3.63)

Next, we identify the limit chemical potential. Testing (3.14) by some v € Vi, passing to the limit as
n — +oo yields and exploiting the proven convergences entail

/ﬂwz —/ A@M”r/ Fy(@a)v, (3.64)
o o 0

almost everywhere in [0, 7] and P-almost surely. Finally, consider the approximating Allen-Cahn equation.
Testing (3.13) by some v € V; and passing to the limit as n — +oo, we get

t t
@00+ [ [ @) T+ e vds = G+ ( [ Gar@rls) awate)o)
0 0 H
Therefore, system (3.4)-(3.9) is satisfied (in the weak sense) once we identify (the law of) the initial state.
By the properties of X,,, we know that
~ L ~ L
©Yo,n = P0o,n;, Uogn = UO,n

for any n € N, and by uniqueness of the distributional limit (jointly with the above convergences) we
conclude

~ L ~ L
Yo = ¥o, Ug = Up-

The initial conditions are therefore attained in law.

3.5. Uniform estimates with respect to A\. Here, we prove further uniform estimates, now independent
of the Yosida parameter A. The symbol K (possibly numbered) denotes a positive constant, always
independent of A\, which may change from line to line.

First estimate. Notice that the constant C in (3.31) does not depend on A. By lower semicontinuity and
preservation of laws of X,,, we infer

ol e, icoqo.ry;ary) + 19all 2, (@200 1711)) < K- (3.65)

Second estimate. Let us collect, in (3.35), all controls which are already uniform with respect to A, that is,
the bounds on the diffusion coefficients (3.36) and (3.37), the bounds on the stochastic terms (3.39) and
(3.40), and the initial data bounds given in (3.41). This can be summarized as follows (we can express
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the result in the new variables since X, preserves laws)

~ ~ ~ Y
E sup [[axn(t)|f, +E sup [V ()5 +E sup [Ex(@an)li o)
T€[0,t] T€[0,¢] T€[0,¢]

p
2

P
b ~ t
B \ [ Mol ar

" t
+E\ [ 1900, ar
0

5t 2
<c +E\ [ 1980 ar
0

~ P ~ i "
BIF ) o) + 1+ B | [ 1 (r)ls, ar

P
2

+E (3.66)

/0 ; /O |FY (@am (P gk (A (@rn (7)) dr

where C' depends on p but is independent of A\. Next, we would like to take the limit as n — 400 in (3.66).
On the left hand side, the previously proven uniform estimates, convergences and weak lower semicontinuity
of the norms are enough to pass to the limit. Moreover, it is easily seen, by Lipschitz-continuity of F},

that F(pon) = Fx(po) in L%(Q; LY(O)) by the dominated convergence theorem. Finally, in order to pass
to the limit in the last term at right hand side, we bound each term of the sequence as follows:

/ FY @) g6 (Ta(Ban ()2 = / L @rn ()l (Ta Brn (D)2
O O

< |O1llgk © Iall7o ) Sup [FX ()]
zeR

’O’”%szoo -1,1 Sllp’l )/\/(x)‘
( )
zeR

Thanks to the proven convergences, it is straightforward to conclude that (cfr. [70])
X (@2 (T)lgi (Ia(@ra(T))I? = [ (@)1 gk (Ir (@A (7))

almost everywhere in O x O x (0,T). Therefore, applying the dominated convergence theorem and the
weak lower semicontinuity of the norms, we find

~ ~ ~ b
E sup [[ax(t)|f, +E sup VO +E sup [FA(GA)I7 o)
T€[0,¢] T€[0,t] T€[0,t]

5t
+E' [ 1@l ar

2
2

- t
+E\ | 198, ar
0

2

<C

5t
*E‘/o V(1% dr

- P - t "
BIF (0l o+ 1 B| [ 1, dr

[SIiS)

+E (3.67)

/0 kZ::l/O‘F;\,(‘EA(T))"gk(JA(&A(T)))P dr

We now need to find uniform bounds with respect to A for the two terms involving F). Notice first that,

as customary,

1Ex(o)llL10) < [1F(po)llr o),
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which is finite by the hypotheses on the initial datum. Concerning the other term, we have

/ / FL (@ ()l (Ta (B (1) 2 dr = / / IBAB (7)) — crllgn (Ta(Br(r)) 2 dr
0 —Jo

< cpI2|O)t + / > / 18/ (Ir(B(T) T4 (Ba () gk (r (Ba ()2 dr

<cryiol+ [ > / [F"(I\@A(7) + crllge(a(@a () dr

FL2|(9|t+HF"9 | oo (1,10t

<2
< (2cr +1)L3|0O)t,

where we made use of (A3) and we exploited the non-expansivity of Jy. Collecting the two results in

(3.67), we get

E sup [[ax(t)|, +E sup [VEA(T)|f +E sup ||F>\(90)\)||L1
T€[0,t] T€[0,t] T7€[0,t]

gt gt z
+E\ [ Iva @Iy, or +E' JACAGIRS

ot ot
<G, [HE [ 1@, ar+E [ 1vemi df},
0 0

and an application of the Gronwall lemma to (3.68) gives

S K27
< K37
< Kjy.

1l e, @iz, + 183l 1e, @2 0.mvny)
1AM 22, @ 2= (0.71504)
17xnll e @L2 0.y T ||FA(@A,n)||Li( o071 (0)

Further estimates. Choosing v = S\ (@y) in (3.64) yields:

//NMF)/\(&A)"‘CF/ (112> — GaFA(2))] //8)\ OA)VPy - V(PA+/ |FL (&)1,
o o

(3.68)

(3.69)
(3.70)
(3.71)

and exploiting the monotonicity of £y, the Hélder and the Young inequalities, after an integration over

[0,¢], we get
1 . 3~ 3¢ |~
§||F)/\(90)\)||%2(0,T;H) < §HMA||%2(O,T;H) + TFHQD)\H%?(O,T;H)'
Therefore, by estimates (3.65) and (3.71), we find
HF),\(&A)HLP:@(Q;LQ(O’T;H)) < KS'
Again, by comparison in (3.7), we also obtain

”95A||L’;a(ﬁ;L2(07T;v2)> < Ke.

(3.72)

(3.73)

The remaining estimates can be obtained following line by line the work already showed in Subsection
3.3. In this way, we also recover the following: given any k € (0, %) and p > 2, there exist 5 = ((p) and
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v = v(p), satisfying fp > 1 and vp > 1 if p > 2 (see Remarks 3.3 and 3.4), such that

/0 G (@ (7)) AW (7)

< K, (3.74)
LY, (QWkP(0,T;H )

< K, (3.75)
L2, (S W-P(0,T;V1))

| [ can@mnamae)

< Ky (3.76)
< Kjp. (3.77)

oM 2 @w e 0,7570))

”TMHL% (QWr2(0,T;VE))
9 b k) k) o

3.6. Passage to the limit as A\ — 0T. We are now in a position to let A — 07 (along a suitable
subsequence). The argument is similar to the one of Subsection 3.4, thus we will omit some details for the
sake of brevity. Iterating the proofs of Lemmas 3.5-3.7, we learn that the family of laws of

(@, @rs G1(Wn) - Wix, Gan (@) - Wan, Wi s, Wax, Tz, P0.M)re(0,1)
is again tight in the product space
Zu % Zp x C([0,T]; V) x C°([0,T); H) x CO([0, T]; UY) x C°([0,T);U3) x V7, x H.

Here, we recall that WZ A= W and we set ug ) = up and Qo \ = Qo for i = 1,2 and any A € (0,1). Owing
to the Prokhorov and Skorokhod theorems (see [56, Theorem 2.7] and [81, Theorem 1.10.4, Addendum

1.10.5]), there exists a probability space (€, Z, .P) and a a family of random variables Y : (€, J) —(Q,F )

such that the law of Y), is P for every A € (0, 1), namely ]P’oYA l_p (so that composition with Y) preserves
laws), and the following convergences hold as A — 0F:

Uy :=uyoYy —a in LI(Q; L*(0,T; H,) N C°([0,T); D(A~?))) if ¢ < p,

Gy —a in LP(Q;L%(0,T;V,)),
Ty >4 in L2 (Q;L®(0,T; H,)) N LE(Q; WYP(0,T; VE)),
Bri=@roYa— @ in LUQ; L*(0,T;V4) N CO([0,T); H)) if ¢ < p,
Pr— @ in LP(Q; L%(0,T:1R)),
Pr 3 in LB (Q; L%(0,T3 V1)) N LP(Q; WHP(0, T V),
I = (G1(3)) - Wl,A) oYy — I in LY CO[0,T); VE)) if ¢ < p,
Tn = (Gap(@r) - Wip) o Ya — J in LI(Q; CO([0,T); H)) if g < p,
Wiy i=WiaoYy— W; in LY(Q;CO([0,T);UY)) if ¢ < p,
Way = Way oYy — Wy in LY CO([0,T); UY)) if ¢ < p,
Up ) =upro0Y)y— Uy in Lq(ﬁ; V) if g < p,
Box = Poro Y — Gy in LY H) if g < p,
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for some limiting processes satisfying

e L2 (Q;WP(0,T; V) N LP(Q: CO([0, T); D(A™)) N L*(0,T; V) N L5 (Q; L(0, T; H));

€ LP(; WP (0,T; Vi) N CO((0,T; H) N L*(0, T Vo)) N LA, (Q; (0,75 V1));
fi € LP(Q; L*(0,T; H)):;
T e LP(Q;:C%[0,T): VE));
J e LP(Q;C°([0,T); H)):
Wy € LP(C°([0, T); UY));
W € LP(Q;C°(0, T]; UD));
Uo € LP(Q; H,);

po € LP(Q; BNVA).
Again, by estimate (3.71), we also have the following weak convergence of the redefined chemical potentials
fix:=fixoYy =i in LP(Q; L*(0,T; H)).
Mimicking the arguments illustrated in Subsection 3.4, we now address several issues.
The nonlinearities. First of all, we show that
F}($x) = F'(@) in LP(Q; L*(0, T; H)).

This comes from the weak-strong closure of maximal monotone operators (see, for instance, [8, Proposition
2.1]) combined with the strong convergence for @y proved above (recall that F3(x) = Bx(x) + crx). Next,
the diffusion coefficients. As for G, it is easy by Lipschitz continuity to deduce

Gi(Gy) — G1(@) in LYQ; L*(0,T; L*(U1,Y))) if ¢ < p.
Moreover, arguing similarly (recall also Proposition 3.1), we get
”G2,>\(9/5>\) - G2($)HLP(Q,L2(0,T732(U27H)))
< HGz,/\(@) - G2,>\(9/5)||Lp(§,L2(0,T7,g2(U2,H))) + HG2,>\(9/5) - G2(9/5)HLp(ﬁ,L2(0,T7,g2(U2,H)))7

and we conclude
Goa(@r) = Ga2(@) in LYQ; L*(0,T;.£*(Us, H))) if g < p.

Regarding the convective term and the Korteweg force, on account of the obtained convergences, we deduce
that

iV@x — Ve in LY(O x (0,T));
B(iiy, i) — B(@,a) in LY(Q;La(0,T;V?) if g < g;
V@) =@V in LE(Q; L2(0,T; LY(0)) N LY(0,T5 L3 (0))).

The stochastic integrals. Following line by line the argument presented in Subsection 3.4, it is possible to
identify the limits I and J. Indeed, we have

/G1 )) div (7). /G2 ) diTa(7),

which are a V7, and an H-valued martingale, respectively, adapted with respect to a suitable filtration
(Zo)t

Identification of the limit solution. Again, a multiple application of the dominated convergence theorem
allows us to infer that the limit processes form a martingale solution of the original problem. The existence
of a martingale solution is proved.
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3.7. The energy inequality. We are left to prove the energy inequality. To this end, we simply pass to

the limit in a suitable approximating energy inequality. Let us add (3.32) and (3.33) together and take
expectations. Recalling that stochastic integrals are martingales, we obtain the identity

1 1 t
S E lurn (), + 3 E IVoanllEr + EI1Fx(oan)llio) + E/O IV (DlFr, + lean (™) dr

1 1 1 t
= 5 Eluonlfr, + 5 EIVeonlir +EIF(@on)lo) + 5 E /0 1G1n (Wrn ()20, m,) AT

2
1 t
—E
+y /O

Thank to (3.36) and (3.37), from (3.78) we infer

() [ /O F;'m,nm)\gkum,n(m)\?] dr.  (3.78)
k=1

1 1 t
B E |Jwx ()5, + B E|Veanlt +E I1Ex(@an)llLroy + E/O [HVUAW(T)H%IJ + IIM,n(T)II%} dr

1 1 t
< G2t + 5 Elluonll, + 5 E[Veoallir +EIFA@on)llio) + C&, E /0 [nn(T)llzz, dr

L2 t 1 t
+ 7215/0 IVorn(T) 3 d7 + §E/o Z/OF;\/((P)\,n(T))’gk(JA(‘PA,n(T)))’Z dr. (3.79)
k=1
Exploiting the preservation of laws by X,,, and letting n — +o00, we find
I~ 1~ S~ ~ (o~ .
§EHUA('5)H%{U + gE”VSOAH%I +E[|Fx (@)l o) +E/o V@A) |7, + 12X (T)]7] dr

1~ 1~ ~ _ ~ [t
< CEt+ §EHU0H%{U + gEHV@oH%{ + E[|Fx(@0)ll L1 (0) + C?;lE/O 1@ (7) |7, A7

2 gt ot @
+ 2B [ VBl dr+ 58 [ > | B @@ dr (3.80)

Here we have used the lower semicontinuity of the norms and the dominated convergence theorem. A
second passage to the limit entails the claimed inequality. Indeed, exploiting preservation of laws by Y)
in (3.80) as well as (A3), and letting A — 0", we get

PN PSRN S~ [t .
§EHU('5)H%IG + gE”VSOH%I +E[F(@)10) +E/0 [IVa(r)|Fr, + a)F] dr
<\ Cq + 7|O| t+ §E||U0||HU + §E||V900HH + E[|F (%)l (0

R t R L2"\ t R
+0§;1E/0 (), dr + 721@/0 V()13 dr. (3.81)

Observe that, passing in the limit in the third term on the left hand side of (3.80) is possible by lower
semicontinuity since recalling that

|IA@x — @] < |Ia@a — @al + 18 — @] < ABa(@A)] + [éx — &,

it follows Jy@x — @ almost everywhere in Qx O x (0, 7). Fixed any t > 0, the energy inequality follows
taking the supremum over [0,¢] in both sides of (3.81).

3.8. Recovery of the pressure. It is possible to recover a pressure through a generalization of the
classical De Rham theorem to stochastic processes (see [59]). The result is of independent interest and we
report it hereafter for reader’s convenience.
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Theorem 3.9 ([59, Theorem 4.1]). Let O be a bounded Lipschitz domain of RY and let (Q,.7,P) be a
complete probability space. Let s1 € R and ro, r1 € [1,+00]. Let

h € L (Q; W* (0, T; (H((0))*))
be such that, for all v € [C3°(O)]? satisfying divv = 0,

<h7U><[C'8°(O)]d>*,[c(c)’°(0)]d =0 m (CSO(O,T))* s P-a.s.

Then there exists a unique (up to a constant)
we LQ;Ws(0,T; H))
such that
Vi=h i ([CF(0,T) x (’))]d)*, P-a.s.

and
/ T=0 in (C3°(0,7))", P-a.s.
@
Furthermore, there exists a positive constant C' = C(QO), independent of h, such that
7 llwsir 0,750y < COO)Rlywsiim 0,75 07y P-aes.

Let us now find suitable values for the parameters 7o, 71 and s;. By choosing v € [CSO(O)]d with dive =0
in (1.7), after elementary rearrangements and integration by parts we obtain that

<at(fa — G1(q) - /Wl)(t),v>(H1(O))* . /O Va(t) : Vo
1o

+ (B, 5(0). V) iy o) — [, AOVED) -0 =0

for almost every t € (0,T), P-almost surely. Hence, by setting
h = 0,(ti — G (@) - Wh) + Lii + B(4, @) — iV,
one has in particular, for all v € [C3°(0)]? with dive = 0, that

(h,v) (Ier )" e )] =0 in (C°(0,T))", P-as.

Let us recover the regularity of h. Observing that u — G1(u) - W, € L2, (9 L°°(0,T; H)) and that
Oy : L>®(0,T; H) — W~5°°(0,T; H) is linear and continuous, we have
0w — G1(@) - Wh) € LE,(Q; W=1°(0,T; H,)) C L2, (Q; W10, T; (HH(0))*)).

Furthermore, recalling that L'(0,T; (H}(0))*) < W=1°°(0,T; (H}(0))*) thanks to the fundamental
theorem of calculus as shown in the proof of [59, Theorem 2.2|, one has that

L € L7, (9 L0, T; (H§(0))")) C L (QW2(0,T5 (H(0))"))-
Moreover, since for d € {2,3} the bilinear form
B:V,xV,— L(0) < (H\0))*
is continuous, thanks to the regularity of w it follows that
B(@,@) € L, (s L0, T3 (H}(0))") = L5, (& W10, T3 (H}(0))"))
Eventually, iterating the computations in (3.57), we obtain
AV € L5,(0: L3 0.7 (HY(0))") = L (& W(0,T5 (H(0))").

Hence, we have shown that h € L5 (Q; W10, T; (H}(0))*)) and an application of Theorem 3.9 with
rg = g, s1 = —1 and 7 = 400 yields the existence of the (unique up to a constant) pressure m €
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Lg(ﬁ;W_l"X’(O,T; H)). Finally, we derive an estimate for m. The continuous dependence given by

Theorem 3.9 implies that

7]l wr—1.00 (0,7 21)

c <”ﬁ —Gi(u) - WlHLoo(OTHcr +l@lczorv,) + 18l 7200y, + 15Vl 4 (0. (HA(0))* )> :

Knowing that
~112 ~12
182l 4 0 iy < € (1220 + 181320702

C (IF' @) z0.2,m) + 218 202,05))

and exploiting the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality together with assumption (A2), we arrive at

<c (1 il Tl Ll

|| ||L§2 (Q;LOO(O,T;HJ)) L? QL2(0TV

QW 1.0 (0,T;H Lr(;L2(0,T;V )

+IF @3

HIB175 @120 7:v0) Lv QL?(OTH)))

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is complete.

4. EXISTENCE OF PROBABILISTICALLY-STRONG SOLUTIONS WHEN d = 2

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.9. To this end, we will use a standard approach, namely we

shall deduce it from pathwise uniqueness of martingale solutions.

Proposition 4.1. Let d = 2 and p € (2,+00). Assume (A1)-(A8) and consider two sets of initial
conditions (wo.i, po;) fori=1,2 complying with the hypotheses of Theorem 2.7. Let (p;,u;) denote some

martingale solutions to (1.7)-(1.12), defined on the same suitable filtered space (ﬁ,f/f\, (%)m@) and with

respect to a pair of Wiener processes Wl, W2 Then, there exist a sequence of positive real numbers (Cy, )y,

and a sequence of stopping times {(y}n, with ¢, /T P-almost surely as n — oo, such that the following

continuous dependence estimate holds
7 71)\n ~ ~ 5 5s)\on ~ ~
(@2 = w2)* | e &,c0(0,m7v5 s, @ r20msmy) T 1@ = 22)% e @ coqomymare, @:z20,mmy)
< Cn (H'Eo,1 — o2l oy + P01 — @0,2||LP(Q;H)) :

In particular, the martingale solution to (1.7)-(1.12) is pathwise unique.

Proof. Let us set

u:=u| — Us,
P = P1— P2,
[ = f1 — 2,

Up 1= U1 — Uo,2,
Qo = ¥0,1 — ¥0,2-
For every n € N and i € {1,2} we define the stopping time ¢ : Q> Ras
t
G = inf {t e 0.1 sup [, + [ (I, +15)13,) ds> n2} ,
s€[0,t] 0
with the usual convention that inf @ = T, and set

o= (NG
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Clearly, ¢, /T almost surely as n — oo. Let us also introduce the functionals
1
U Vo =R, ()= [ VAT [,

1
Uy : V7 = R, Uy (v) := §||VU||§{-

We point out, once and for all, that what follows is valid P-almost surely for every t € [0,T]. Let us
consider at first Uy. First of all, let us compute its first two Fréchet derivatives. If we set

1
Uy:V, > R, Uo(v) == 5HWH%JU,

then we have W, = Uy o0 A~L. Therefore, an application of the chain rule implies that DU, : Vi — Vi*
is defined by
DUy (v) = D(¥go0 A~ (v)
= DVUy(A W) o DA (v)
=AA'woAT!
=vo Al

Here, of course, we exploited the facts that DUy = A and that A~! € L(V?,V,). The above identity
must be understood as follows

(D¥1(v), W)y e ye = <v,A_1'w>V;’VU = ('U,A_lw)H .

o

Moreover, by the properties of the inverse of the Stokes operator, it holds

<U,A_1'w> = (VA_I’U,VA_I’UJ)HG = <w,A_1v> (4.1)

ViVe ViVe

for every v,w € V%. Notice that DV; € L(VE V) and thus D?¥y(v) = DV for every v € V.
Applying the It6 lemma [23, Theorem 4.32] to ¥;(u) and stopping at time (,, we obtain

CIVATG(E A G, + /MC"[H)A*[B(A (7)) — Bl (7). @ d
5 at A Gl + [ (@), (7). @1 (7)) = Bl@a(7), @a(r)])y .y, | 47
tACn
[ I, ~ @), A7 @ Ve - (VR )y v, | dr
0

= IV A ol + /OC (@), A7 [(Gal@n () - Grl@)dW()])
1

tACn
+ 3 /0 ||A_1G1(ﬁ1(7')) — A_lGl(ﬁ2(7-))||?$2(Ul’H0) dr. (4.2)

For the ease of notation, throughout computations we may omit the evaluation of the functions at the
time 7 € [0, Cn(w)], for P-almost every w € Q. We address the various terms in (4.2) separately. First of
all, notice that, by (4.1),

<a7 A_l [B(ﬁ’la al) - B(ﬁ’Qa a2)]>V§,VU = <B(a17 ’l/ll), “4_11/]’>V:;7v(7 - <B('ﬁ’27 ’l/lg), “4_11/]’>‘/:;"/(7
= (u®@u, VA 'u) g, + (us @ u, VA u) g,
on account of the incompressibility condition

(w; - V)u; = — div(u; @ u;)
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for ¢ = 1,2. Then, using the Holder, Young and Ladyzhenskaya inequalities, together with the definition
of ¢, we find

|(u®uy, VA 'u) g, + (us @ u, VA_lu)HU‘
< (Illgso) + o)) N, VAl o
1 1 1 1 3 Ll
<c (umn Lo H) (uuluaa ; ||u2||2va) ik IVA

< clalf, +Cn® ([, + 1a:l3,) IVA™ i, - (4.3)

=2

Here, we also used the well-known fact that ||Au| g, is an equivalent norm in H?*(O) N V,. Next, we
address the coupling term. We make use of the customary formula

o . ~ N 1, A
wVp; = — le(V(pi & V(,Di) +V <§V‘<,Di’2 + F((p,))

for i = 1,2. The above makes sense in V7, since the chemical potential is not regular enough. Therefore,
integrating by parts, we recover the identities

(@, AT [ Ver — 12V G2])y = (IVPL — [2VP2, A7)
= (Vo1 VP — VG @ Ve, VA ' a) gy
= (V1@ VP, VA '), + (VP ® Vpe, VA ') i, .

On the other hand, by Holder, Young and Ladyzhenskaya inequalities, we obtain
(Vo1 © VR, VA ') g + (Ve ® VP, VA ) g |
< (”V@Hﬁw) + Hv{ﬁ2HL4(O)> Vol VAT G a0y
1 1 1 1 ! 1
< (1210 1211, + 12al i o)Wl ) IRl IV A2,

~ 1o ~ ~ PN
< cl@lz, + ZIVElE + C (L4 1815, + 12a017,) VA~ 4, - (4.4)

=

By Assumption (A2) we also get (recall that Y = V),

AT G (1) — AT Gr(u2) |2, 1,y = [G1(W0) = G1(W2) | %2y, v

< Lillallv; < CLY|[VA™ ul g, . (4.5)

since |VA™lu|| g, is an equivalent norm in V%. Collecting (4.3)-(4.5), we infer from (4.2) that

1 EEPN 2 Nem T4 o Lo 2
SIVA Gl + [ G0, - IVR0I | dr

1 1~
= §HVA IUOH%IU + sup
SE[tACn]

/0 S (i), A7 (G (7)) = G (i (7)) Wi (7)) )

anVa

tACn
+ Cn2/0 (14 [[as (D5, + [[a2()3-, + 181 ()T, + 182()1F,) VA a(r)|3, dr. (4.6)
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Before dealing with the stochastic integral in (4.6), we consider Wy. Applying the It6 lemma to ¥o(Q)
yields, thanks to [62, Theorem 4.2.5],

tACn
SIREA G+ [ . )a + (B0, 81() - V21 () = Ga(r) - Va(r) ) dr

tACn
=51l +5 [ 1GB1(r) =~ ol i,y o
tACn —
+ [ @ [6(31(7) ~ G @) AT () (@)

Observe now that, by the mean value theorem and (A1),

(@.m)m = IVl + (F'(%1) — F'(2), 0)m

R R (4.8)
> [V@lIE — crllel-
Moreover, we have
[(@,u1 - VO1 —ug - VO2) y| = (6,6 - V1) y + (0, U2 - VY) |
=(@,u- V&) yl
< [ulle, [€llLao) IVl Lao)
T 1
< [[ull ez 121 E NPT @1 E oo 0 11111
1, .. 1. —~ ~
< Slallz, + 7IVElE + C (1+ 1217,) 1817 (4.9)
By (A3), we easily deduce
1G2(@1) — Ga(@2) ooy < L3IBI (4.10)
On account of (4.8)-(4.10), from (4.7) we arrive at
1 ) tA\Cn T3 R ) 1 )
SIPEA Gl + AVela - glu)le, | dr
0
1, . N N ~ =
<glanl+ sw | [ G060 - Ga@ar) et
s€[0,tA¢a] 10
tACn ) )
+C/0 (1 + 18u (I, 1B(7) 77 dr- (4.11)
Adding (4.6) and (4.11) together, we obtain
1 PN 2 Lo o 1 e ~ N2 ~ N2
SIVAT G A G)llE, + 5P A Gl + 5 ; VS IE + 1a(r)[3,] d7
1 1 s —~
< S[IVA o3z, + 511@0ll7 /A ATHG1 (T (7)) — Gi(u dw
< IVA Gl + 5120l + sup | [ (@) AT (G1@ (D)~ Gr@@)A),,. |
+ w1 ['60).16221(0) - Gal@alr)] el
s€[0,tACR] 1/0
o [V 2 2 1 2 2
+Cn /0 L+ > ([, + 18m1%) | (IVA™ @), + 18(0)13) dr, (4.12)

i=1,2
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so that the Gronwall Lemma and the definition of (, yield
tACn
IVAT (A )i, + 190 A Gl + /0 C [IV&)IF + @)z, ] dr
< O (|VA™ oI, + [120H)

/Os (), A~ (G (G (7)) — G (dia(r))) ATV (7))

+ 2e0(T+nY) sup
SE[tACH)

Vj;yvo'

1 2e0(T+nY) sup
s€[0,tACn]

S
[ G0 62(01(7) - Gala(r )] aa(r)u . (4.13
Take now Z-powers, the supremum (with respect to time) and expectations (with respect to ]/I\D) let us deal
with the stochastic integrals on the right hand side of (4.13). The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
combined with the Young inequality and (A2) entail, for every § > 0, that

[Nl

]E sup
sE [t/\Cn]

/08 (a(r), A7 (G (G (7)) — G (dia(r)) ATV (7))

ngvo'

B

N tACn
< B ([ IVA G, 161 @1(6) ~ Gr(@alo) e, v 05
D
4

R tACn
§0E< sup HVA_lu(s)qua/O Hu(f)ll%/;df>

s€[0,tACn]
~ NG
<oR sup [VAa(s)|ly + 5B / VA~ a(r)|y dr, (4.14)
SE[0,tACn] 0

while the same inequalities and (A3) also yield

IS

~

E sup
SE[tAER]

/07(93(8), (Ga($1(s)) — Ga(B2(s))] dWa(s))

=3

R tACn
< B ([ 1B 1626 9) — Galal ) o 0

R tAGn

<GB sup [P +CsE [ IR dr (4.15)
SE[tACR] 0

Taking (4.14) and (4.15) into account in (4.13) and choosing ¢ small enough, an application of the Gronwall

lemma entails the claimed continuous dependence estimate. In turn, upon choosing up; = U2 and

0,1 = Po,2, this also yields u; = Uz and @1 = @2 on the stochastic interval [0, ,] for every n € N. Hence

pathwise uniqueness of the solution follows since (, /T almost surely. O

The existence of a probabilistically-strong solution follows from standard results (see, for instance, [67,
Theorem 2.1|), which also turns out to be unique. The existence and uniqueness (up to a constant) of a
pressure ™ € Lg(Q; W=12(0,T; H)) can be deduced arguing as in Subsection 3.8. The proof of Theorem
2.9 is finished.
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