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INVARIANT MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC

PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS

IN THE SPACE OF ALMOST PERIODIC FUNCTIONS:

LIPSCHITZ FLUX CASE

CLAUDIA ESPITIA, HERMANO FRID, AND DANIEL MARROQUIN

Abstract. We study the well-posedness and the long-time behavior of almost
periodic solutions to stochastic degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations in
any space dimension, under the assumption of Lipschitz continuity of the flux
and viscosity functions and a non-degeneracy condition. We show the existence
and uniqueness of an invariant measure in a separable subspace of the space
of Besicovitch almost periodic functions.

1. Introduction

We study the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem and the existence and
uniqueness of invariant measures for stochastic nonlinear degenerate parabolic-
hyperbolic equations in the space of Besicovitch almost periodic functions. Namely,
we consider an equation of the form

(1.1) du+ div (f(u)) dt−D2 : A(u) dt = Φ dW (t),

where f = (f1, · · · , fN) ∈ C2 ∩ Lip (R;RN ), A ∈ C2 ∩ Lip (R;RN×N ), such that
A(u) = (Aij(u)), is a symmetric N × N matrix with A′(u) := a(u) symmetric

nonnegative, and we denote D2 : A(u) :=
∑N

i,j=1 ∂
2
xixj

Aij(u). The initial function
is given as

(1.2) u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R
N .

We recall that the space of real-valued almost periodic functions in RN , AP(RN ),
is the closure in Cb(R

N ), endowed with the sup-norm, of the finite linear combina-
tions of the trigonometric functions cos 2πλ · x and sin 2πλ · x, λ ∈ R

N , or, equiv-
alently, the real part of the closure in Cb(R

N ;C) of the complex space spanned by
{ei2πλ·x : λ ∈ RN}. It is well known (see, e.g., [4]) that AP(RN ) is a sub-algebra
of the space of bounded uniformly continuous functions BUC(RN ), whose elements
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g possess a mean value M(g) which is a number such that g(ε−1x)⇀ M(g), in the
sense of the weak star convergence in L∞(RN ), and can be defined by

M(g) := lim
R→∞

R−N

∫

CR

g(x) dx,

where

CR := {x = (x1, · · · , xN ) ∈ R
N : |xi| ≤ R/2}

and it holds M(g) = M(g(·+ λ)), for any λ ∈ R
N . We also denote

M(g) =

∫

RN

g(x) dx.

Given g ∈ AP(RN ), the spectrum of g, Sp(g), is defined by

Sp(g) := {λ ∈ R
N : aλ :=

∫

RN

e−i2πλ·xg(x) dx 6= 0}.

It is a well known fact that Sp(g) is a countable set, which follows easily from
Bessel’s inequality when we introduce in AP(RN ) the inner product

〈g, h〉 := M(gh).

For g ∈ AP(RN ), we denote by Gr(g) the smallest additive group containing Sp(g).
The Besicovitch space B1(RN ) is defined as the abstract completion of AP(RN ) by
the norm

N1(u) := sup
R→∞

1

RN

∫

CR

|u(x)| dx =

∫

RN

|u(x)| dx,

A classical procedure going back to Besicovitch (see [4]) shows that any g ∈ B1(RN )
has a representative in L1

loc(R
N ).

It is also a well known fact that AP(RN ) is isometrically isomorphic with the
space C(GN ), where GN is the so called Bohr compact which is a compact topolog-
ical group (see, e.g., [28, 47]). The Haar measure on GN , m, such that m(GN ) = 1,
is the measure induced by the mean value g 7→ M(g) defined for all g ∈ AP(RN ) ∼
C(GN ). The topology in GN is generated by the images through the referred
isomorphism (also called Gelfand transforms) of the functions e−i2πλ·x. The iso-
metric isomorphism between AP(RN ) and C(GN ) extends to an isometry between
B1(RN ), with the norm given by N1, and L

1(GN ). Here and elsewhere in what fol-
lows, although we are mainly dealing with real functions, we switch freely between
the real and the complex version of AP(RN ) whenever we want to take advantage
of the fact that the latter is generated by the complex exponentials e−i2πλ·x. The
translations τy : RN → RN , τyx = x + y, y ∈ RN , extend as homeomorphisms
τy : GN → GN . Therefore, we can define directional derivatives Dyg(x) of func-
tions g ∈ C(GN ) at a point x ∈ GN , for y ∈ RN , |y| = 1, by the usual formula,
Dyg(x) := lim|h|→0(g(x + hy) − g(x))/h whenever the limit exists. In particular,
when y = ei, where ei is the i-th element of the canonical basis, we get the partial
derivatives Dig(x) or ∂xig(x), or yet ∂g(x)/∂xi, i = 1, · · · , N . We then denote
by Cℓ(GN) the space of functions in C(GN ) whose derivatives up to order k also
belong to C(GN ), for ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0,∞}. It is easy to see that Cℓ(GN ) is isometri-

cally isomorphic with APℓ(RN ), where the latter is the subspace of AP(RN ) whose
derivatives up to the order ℓ are in AP(RN ), for ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0,∞}.

As usual, if (Ω,F ,Ft,P) is a stochastic basis, where (Ft)t≥0 is a complete fil-
tration, W is a cylindrical Wiener process, W (t) =

∑
k≥1 βk(t)ek, where βk(t) are



INVARIANTS MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC CONSERVATION LAWS 3

independent Brownian processes with respect to the filtration (Ft), and {ek}k≥1 is
a complete orthonormal system in a Hilbert space H . The map Φ : H → L2(GN )
is defined by Φek = gk where gk ∈ C2(GN ) ∼ AP2(RN ). We assume that there
exists a sequence of positive numbers (αk)k≥1 satisfying D0 :=

∑
k≥1 α

2
k <∞ such

that

(1.3) |gk(x)|+ |∇xgk(x)|+ |D2gk(x)| ≤ αk, ∀x ∈ R
N .

Observe that from (1.3) it follows

G2(x) =
∑

k≥1

|gk(x)|2 ≤ D0,(1.4)

∑

k≥1

|gk(x) − gk(y)|2 ≤ D0|x− y|2,(1.5)

for all x, y ∈ RN .
Existence and uniqueness of a kinetic solution to the initial value problem for

(1.1) in the periodic case is proved by Debussche, Homanová and Vovelle in [22],
for initial data in

⋂
p≥1 L

p(TN ) and by Gess and Homanová in [36], for initial

data in L1(TN ). Moreover, both [22] and [24] show that, given two initial data
u10, u

2
0 ∈ L1(TN ), the corresponding kinetic solutions satisfy the following contrac-

tion property:

(1.6) ‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖L1(TN ) ≤ ‖u10 − u20‖L1(TN ), a.s.

This allows the definition of the transition semigroup in Bb(L1(TN )), the latter
being the space of bounded Borel functions on L1(TN ), by

Ptφ(u0) = E(φ(u(t))).

The existence and uniqueness of an invariant measure with respect to Pt in L
1(TN )

has been proven by Debussche and Vovelle in [23] for the case of stochastic con-
servation laws and extended by Chen and Pang in [14] for the case of stochastic
degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations, both under the assumption that the
noise coefficients (and, without loss of generality, also the initial data) have zero
spatial mean-value.

Here, we first address the well-posedness of Besicovitch almost periodic (BAP, for
short) entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2). This notion is motivated by Kim’s idea in [42]
of defining the new dependent variable w = u−J , with J(t, x) :=

∑∞
k=1 gk(x)βk(t),

and transforming (1.1)–(1.2) into a deterministic problem for each fixed ω ∈ O.
Based on a Kruzhkov-type inequality established by Chen and Karlsen in [13], we
prove that the BAP-entropy solutions satisfy a L1-mean semi-contraction property,
that is, given two BAP-entropy solutions, u, v, we have, a.s.,

∫

RN

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)| dx ≤ C(t)

∫

RN

|u0(x)− v0(x)| dx,

for some constant C(t) depending on t, f ,A, and possibly also on ω. We then
define L1(GN)-entropy solutions as a natural extension of BAP-entropy solutions,
through the isometric isomorphism B1(RN ) ∼ L1(GN ), and show the existence of
such solutions as a consequence of the existence of BAP-entropy solutions, using
the semi-contraction property above. Unfortunately, we cannot assert the unique-
ness of L1(GN )-entropy solutions, in general. Nevertheless, we prove that given two
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L1(GN )-entropy solutions u, v, both obtained as limits in L1(Ω;L∞([0, T ];L1(GN )))
of BAP-entropy solutions, we have, a.s.,

∫

GN

|u(t, z)− v(t, z)| dm(z) ≤ C(t)

∫

GN

|u0(z)− v0(z)| dm(z),

for the same constant C(t) as above. Here we call L1(GN )-semigroup solution
an L1(GN )-entropy solution obtained as limit in L1(Ω;L∞([0, T ];L1(GN))) of a
sequence of BAP-entropy solutions. The existence of such solutions is also proved
here. So, differently from the hyperbolic case analyzed in [30], in the present
degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic case we do not have a proper contraction, and
so this does not allow us in principle to define a contractive transition semigroup as
in the periodic case. However, when we restrict ourselves to a separable subspace
of AP(RN ), AP∗(R

N ), whose elements have spectrum contained in a fixed finitely
generated additive group, it has been shown in [30] that there is an isometric
isomorphism between B1

∗(R
N ), the corresponding Besicovitch space, and L1(TP ),

where P is the cardinality of the set of generators of the additive group containing
the spectrum of the functions in AP∗(R

N ). LetG∗N be the compact associated with
the algebra AP∗(R

N ), which is a finitely generated topological subgroup of GN , so
AP∗(R

N ) ∼ C(G∗N ), and B1
∗(R

N ) ∼ L1(G∗N ). Using also the idea of reduction
to the periodic case introduced by Panov in [51], it then follows the contraction
property for L1(G∗N )-semigroup solutions, namely, given any two such solutions
u, v, a.s., it holds

∫

G∗N

|u(t, z)− v(t, z)| dm(z) ≤
∫

G∗N

|u0(z)− v0(z)| dm(z).

Using this contraction property, we can then define the contractive transition semi-
group as in the periodic case in [23, 14] and prove the existence and uniqueness of
an invariant measure, provided we assume a suitable non-degeneracy condition (see
(1.10) and (1.11)), and also assuming, as in [14, 23], that the noise coefficients have
zero spatial mean-value, that is,

(1.7)

∫

RN

gk(x) dx = 0, for all k ≥ 1.

1.1. Main results. The purpose of this paper is to extend the results in [23] and
[14] to a more general class of oscillatory solutions, at least in the case of Lipschitz
flux and viscosity functions.

Our main result concerning the well posedness of (1.1)–(1.2) in the space L1(GN )
is as follows.

We need the following technical non-degeneracy condition as in [36], required
for the proof of the regularity estimate in (3.11). First, in order to have spatial
regularity of kinetic solutions we can localize the χ-function associated to such
solution, multiplying it by some φ ∈ C∞

c (RN ), and so, for ℓ ∈ N sufficiently large,
we may view our localized χ-functions as periodic with periodic cell ℓTN := [0, ℓ]N .
Since ℓZN ⊂ ZN , for any ℓ ∈ N, we formulate the non-degeneracy condition below
in ZN , as in [36].

The symbol is defined by

L(iτ, in, ξ) := i(τ + b(ξ) · n) + n⊤a(ξ)n,
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where b(ξ) = f ′(ξ), n ∈ ZN . For J, δ > 0 and η ∈ C∞
b (R) nonnegative, let

ΩηL(τ, η; δ) := {ξ ∈ supp η : |L(iτ, in, ξ)| ≤ δ},
ωηL(J ; δ) := sup

τ ∈ R, n ∈ Z
N

|n| ∼ J

|ΩηL(τ, in; δ)|.

Let Lξ := ∂ξL. We suppose that there exist α ∈ (0, 1), γ > 0 and a measurable
function ϑ ∈ L∞

loc(R; [1,∞)) such that

(1.8)

ωηL(J ; δ) .η

(
δ

Jγ

)α
,

sup
τ ∈ R, n ∈ Z

N

|n| ∼ J

sup
ξ∈supp η

|Lξ(iτ, in; ξ)|
ϑ(ξ)

.η J
γ , ∀δ > 0, J & 1,

where we employ the usual notation x . y, if x ≤ Cy, for some absolute constant
C > 0, and x ∼ y, if x . y and y . x. Let us point out that, as in [22, 36, 35],
the symbol Lε obtained by replacing a(ξ) by aε(ξ) := a(ξ) + εI, satisfies the non-
degeneracy condition (1.8) uniformly in ε.
Theorem 1.1 (Well posedness in L1(GN )). Assume condition (1.8) holds. Given

T > 0 and u0 ∈ L1(GN ), there exists a L1(GN)-semigroup solution of (1.1)-
(1.2) with initial data u0, belonging to L1(Ω;L∞([0, T ], L1(GN ))). Moreover, let

u1(t, x), u2(t, x) be two L1(GN )-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data

u01, u02 ∈ L1(GN ). Then, a.s., for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ],

(1.9)

∫

GN

|u1(t)− u2(t)| dm ≤ C(T )

∫

GN

|u01 − u02| dm,

for some constant C(T ) which depends on the data of the problem and may also

depend on ω ∈ Ω.

Concerning the existence and uniqueness of invariant measures our main result
are as follows. Here we will need to restrict our analysis to almost periodic functions
whose spectrum is contained in a finitely generated additive group. Let λi ∈ RN ,
i = 1, · · · , P , Λ := {λ1, · · · , λP } be a linearly independent set over Z, and let GΛ

be the additive subgroup of RN generated Λ. We assume that Sp(gk) ⊂ GΛ, for all
k ∈ N. We also only consider initial data u0 satisfying Sp(u0) ⊂ GΛ. We denote by
AP∗(R

N ), B1
∗(R

N )and L1(G∗N ) the subspaces of AP(RN ), B1(RN ) and L1(GN ),
respectively, whose functions g satisfy Sp(g) ⊂ GΛ.

In this case we have that the unique L1(GN)-semigroup solution given by our
existence and uniqueness results just described satisfy Sp(u(t, x)) ⊂ GΛ and we
have, in (1.9), C(T ) ≡ 1. In particular, we may define a Markov contraction
transition semigroup Pt on the bounded Borel functions on L1(G∗N), Bb(L1(G∗N )),
in the usual way (cf., e.g., [23, 14, 30]), namely, Pt(φ)(u0) = E(φ(u(t))), for φ ∈
Bb(L1(G∗N)).

For β ∈ GΛ, β = n1λ1 + n2λ2 + · · ·+ nPλP , nj ∈ Z, let nβ := (n1, · · · , nP ) and
|nβ| :=

√
n2
1 + · · ·+ n2

P .
Let b := f ′ and ϑ(ξ) = (1 + |ξ|2)−1 set

(1.10) ιϑ(δ) = sup
α∈R,β∈GΛ

∫

R

δ(a(ξ) : β
|nβ |

⊗ β
|nβ |

+ δ)

(a(ξ) : β
|nβ |

⊗ β
|nβ|

+ δ)2 + δν |b(ξ) · β
|nβ |

+ α|2
ϑ(ξ) dξ,
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for some ν ∈ (1, 2). We assume that

(1.11) ιϑ(δ) ≤ cϑ1δ
κ,

for some cϑ1 > 0 and 0 < κ < 1.

Theorem 1.2. Assume condition (1.11) holds, with ιϑ(δ) defined by (1.10). Then

there is a unique invariant measure for the transition semigroup Pt in Bb(L1(G∗N)).

Assumption (1.11) is motivated by the non-degeneracy condition imposed in
[14] and, except for the presence of the function ϑ, arises naturally from the latter
through the reduction to the periodic case procedure, described in Section 5. It
plays a crucial role in connexion with the regularity estimate for periodic solutions
proved in [14] (see (6.1)), which extends the one for the hyperbolic case established
in [23]. However, we note that due to the Lipschitz continuity assumptions that
we impose on the flux function f and on the viscosity matrix A (i.e. boundedness
of b(ξ) and of a(ξ)) the integral in (1.10) cannot converge without the presence
of a weight function ϑ, which is why we introduce it here. Nevertheless, we can
still deduce the referred regularity estimate with minor modifications in the proof
contained in [14], as explained in Appendix A to which we refer for details.

1.2. Earlier works. The subject of the asymptotic behaviour of oscillatory solu-
tions of deterministic conservation laws has a very long history that goes back to
the first papers on scalar conservation laws (see, e.g., [41, 49, 44]). With the intro-
duction of new compactness frameworks such as compensated compactness in, e.g.,
[56, 26, 27], kinetic formulation and averaging lemmas in, e.g., [45], this research
gained a great impulse (see, e.g., [9, 32, 16, 50, 51, 33, 52, 37, 38], among others).
We also mention the elegant approach in [18], using infinite dimensional dynamical
systems ideas. The decay of entropy solutions of degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic
equations was first established in [17]. The latter was extended to Besicovitch
almost periodic solutions in [33] and then also, by a different approach, in [52].

On the other hand, in the context of stochastic scalar conservation laws, the
study of the asymptotic behaviour of periodic solutions was inaugurated with [29]
for the Burgers equation, based on infinite dimension dynamical systems ideas,
which here seems to be the appropriate approach. The result in [29] was extended
to more general conservation laws in several space dimensions in [23]. The latter
was extended to degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations in [14]. We refer to [23]
and [14] for more references on the subject of invariant measures for stochastic con-
servation laws and degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic equations, and other correlated
stochastic partial differential equations. Also see [21] for a general account on the
basic concepts of infinite dimensional dynamical systems associated with stochastic
equations.

We finally make a brief comparison between the present paper and the compan-
ion paper [30], which deals with the hyperbolic case. First, as already mentioned,
in the latter, the contraction property comes almost directly from the Kruzhkov
inequality proved in [42] and holds for any L1(GN ) solution, while in the present
paper we deduce a semi-contraction property using the Kruzhkov-type inequality
in the proof of the L1-stability result for the Cauchy problem in [13], which then
yields a constant C(T ) in the quasi-contraction inequality which in general depends
on T , the data of the problem and, here, may also depend on ω ∈ Ω. Second, the
non-degeneracy condition in the present case is more involving and also demanded
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improvements as pointed out in the comment just after the statement of Theo-
rem 1.2, concerning the assumption (1.11). Third, the Proposition 2.2, establishing
the L1-mean semi-contraction inequality, is new and based on a deterministic for-
mulation motivated by [42], using a Kruzhkov-type inequality obtained in [13].
Fourth, the well-posedness theory in the present case is much more involving com-
bining ideas of many different sources and original ones, as, for instance, in the
proof of Theorem 4.2, among others. Finally, the reduction to the periodic case
procedure in the present context of a stochastic degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic
equation is also more complex and has no earlier deterministic equivalent. Overall,
the present parabolic-hyperbolic case is more difficult and required new ideas in
many different points.

1.3. Plan of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. We first establish the
well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) of Besicovitch almost periodic
(BAP) entropy solutions in Section 2, Section 3 and Section 4. Also in Section 4 we
establish the existence of entropy solutions in GN for (1.1)-(1.2) and introduce the
notion of semigroup solutions for which the contraction property in L1(GN ) holds.
In Section 5 we discuss the method of reduction to the periodic case, originally
introduced in [51], restricting the well-posedness analysis to L1(G∗N), establishing
an isometric correspondence between L1(G∗N )-semigroup solutions and entropy
periodic solutions in L1(TP ), which, in particular, yields the contraction property
in L1(G∗N ). Finally, in Section 6, we establish the existence and uniqueness of an
invariant measure for (1.1) in L1(G∗N).

2. Almost periodic solutions

In this section we define BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2), we also establish
a semi-contraction property and the stability in a weighed space L1

ρ∗(R
N ).

Let us define

J(x, t) :=
∞∑

k=1

gk(x)βk(t),

and

w = u− J.

Equation (1.1) may be written in the form

wt + div f(w + J)−D2
x : A(w + J) = 0,

or in the form

(2.1) wt + div (f(w + J)− a(w + J)∇xJ)− div x(a(w + J)∇xw) = 0.

As for the initial condition we have

(2.2) w(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R
N .

Equation (2.1) is of the general form

(2.3) vt +

N∑

i=1

∂xib
i(v, t, x) −

N∑

i,j=1

∂xi

(
aij(v, t, x)∂xjv

)
= 0,
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where a(v, t, x) = (aij(v, t, x))Ni,j=1 is a symmetric nonnegativeN×N matrix. Writ-

ing (2.1) in terms of equation (2.3), making b(v, t, x) = (b1(v, t, x), · · · , bN(v, t, x)),
we have

(2.4)
b(w, t, x) = f(w + J)− a(w + J)∇xJ,

a(w, t, x) = a(w + J).

In particular, a(t, x, w), as defined in (2.4), clearly satisfies

aij(w, t, x) =

K∑

k=1

σik(w, t, x)σjk(w, t, x), K = N,

where σik(w, t, x) = σ̄ik(w+J) and σ̄(u) is the N×K such that a(u) = σ̄(u)σ̄(u)⊤,
where we write K instead of N in order to preserve the generality; later on we will
make use of this generality. In this way, we may define a solution for (2.1)-(2.2)
using the definition of solution of the Cauchy problem for the general equation (2.3)
as in [13]. Let us denote, as in [13],

ζik(w, t, x) =

∫ w

0

σik(v, t, x) dv,

ζψik(w, t, x) =

∫ w

0

ψ(v)σik(v, t, x) dv, for ψ ∈ C(R).

Given any convex C2 function η : R → R, we define the entropy fluxes

q(·, t, x) = (qi(·, t, x)) : R → R
N , r(·, t, x) = (rij(·, t, x)) : R → R

N×N

by

qw(w, t, x) = η′(w)bw(w, t, x), rw(w, t, x) = η′(w)a(w, t, x).

We refer to η as an entropy function and (η, q, r) as an entropy-entropy flux triple.
We are going to consider only the family E of C2 convex entropies that are Lipschitz
continuous with η′′ ∈ Cc(R). Important examples are the C2 approximations of
the Kružkov entropies | · −c|, c ∈ R. More specifically, we can consider a C1

approximation of the function sgn(·), such as (cf. [13]), for ε > 0,

(2.5) sgnε(ξ) =





−1, ξ < −ε,
sin( π2εξ), |ξ| ≤ ε

1, ξ > ε.

For c ∈ R, we then get the convex entropy function in the family E

u 7→ ηε(w, c) =

∫ w

c

sgnε(ξ − c) dξ.

Definition 2.1. Let u0 ∈ L∞(RN ) ∩ B1(RN ) and T > 0 be given. A L1
loc(R

N ) ∩
B1(RN )-valued stochastic process, adapted to {Ft}, is said to be a BAP-entropy
solution of (1.1)-(1.2) if, for almost all ω ∈ Ω, for w = u− J ,

(i) w(t) is L1
loc(R

N ) ∩ B1(RN )-weakly continuous on [0, T ].
(ii) w ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1

loc(R
N )) ∩ B1(RN ).

(iii) (Weak regularity) For k = 1, · · · ,K,

N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, x) − ζik,xi(w, t, x)) ∈ L2
loc((0, T )× R

N ).



INVARIANTS MEASURES FOR STOCHASTIC CONSERVATION LAWS 9

(iv) (Chain Rule) For k = 1, · · · ,K,

N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ψ
ik(w, t, x) − ζψik,xi

(w, t, x)
)
= ψ(w)

N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, x) − ζik,xi(w, t, x))

a.e. in (0, T )× R
N , for any ψ ∈ Cb(R).

(v) (Entropy Inequality) For any entropy-entropy flux triple (η, q, r), with η ∈
E ,

(2.6) ∂tη(w) +

N∑

i=1

∂xiqi(w, t, x) −
N∑

i,j=1

∂2xixj
rij(w, t, x)

+

N∑

i=1

(η′(w)bi,xi(w, t, x) − qi,xi(w, t, x)) +

N∑

i,j=1

∂xirij,xi(w, t, x)

≤ −η′′(w)
K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, x) − ζik,xi(w, t, x))

)2

a.s. in D′((0, T )× R
N ).

(vi) (Initial Condition) For any R > 0,

(2.7) lim
t→0+

∫

CR

|u(t, x)− u0(x)| dx = 0,

The following result was proved in [13] (see equation (4.12) therein). We slightly
modified the formula by including a weight function ρ∗(x) > 0, ρ∗ ∈ C2(RN ) ∩
L∞(RN ), with

∑N
i=1 |∂xjρ∗(x)| +

∑N
i,j=1 |∂2xixj

ρ∗(x)| ≤ C0ρ∗(x), for all x ∈ RN ,

e.g., ρ∗(x) = e−
√

1+|x|2, which follows immediately by the computations in [13] and
we refer to [13] for the proof.

Proposition 2.1. Given two BAP-entropy solutions u(t, x), v(t, x), setting w =
u− J , ŵ = v − J , for a.a. ω ∈ Ω, in the sense of the distributions on (0, T )×RN ,

for some constant C > 0 depending on T , the data of the problem, and possibly on

ω, we have

(2.8)

∫

RN×(0,T )

|w − ŵ|ϕt ρ∗(x)dx dt

+

∫

RN×(0,T )

sgn(w − ŵ) ((f(w + J) + a(w + J)∇J)

− (f(ŵ + J) + a(ŵ + J)∇J)) · ∇ϕρ∗(x)dx dt

+

∫

RN×(0,T )

sgn(w − ŵ)(A(w + J)−A(ŵ + J)) : ∇2ϕρ∗(x)dx dt

≥ −C(max
t,x

|ϕ|+max
t,x,i

|∂xiϕ|)
∫

((0,T )×RN )∩supp (ϕ)

|w − ŵ| ρ∗(x)dx dt.

As a consequence of (2.8) we have both the stability in L1
ρ∗(R

N ) and the stability

in B1(RN ). First we establish the stability in B1; its statement and proof are
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motivated by proposition 1.3 in [51]. Later on we will see that the constant C > 0
may be taken equal to 1, at least for solutions in some separable subspaces of B1.
Proposition 2.2 (L1-mean semi-contraction property). Let u(t, x), v(t, x) be two

BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data u0(x), v0(x). Then, a.s., for

some C > 0 depending on t, on the data of the problem, and possibly on ω, for a.e.

t > 0,

(2.9) N1(u(t, ·)− v(t, ·)) ≤ C N1(u0 − v0).

Proof. We apply (2.8) with ρ∗ ≡ 1. We define a sequence approximating the
indicator function of the interval (t0, t1] , by setting for ν ∈ N,

δν(s) = νλ(νs), θν(t) =

∫ t

0

δν(s) ds =

∫ νt

0

λ(s) ds,

where λ ∈ C∞
c (R), suppλ ⊂ [0, 1], λ ≥ 0,

∫
R
λ(s) ds = 1. We see that δν(s)

converges to the Dirac measure in the sense of distributions in R while θν(t)
converges everywhere to the Heaviside function. For t1 > t0 > 0, if χν(t) =
θν(t− t0)− θν(t− t1), then χν ∈ C∞

c (R+), 0 ≤ χν ≤ 1, and the sequence χν(t) con-
verges everywhere, as ν → ∞, to the indicator function of the interval (t0, t1]. Let
us take g ∈ C∞

c (Rd), satisfying 0 ≤ g ≤ 1, g(y) ≡ 1 in the cube C1, g(y) ≡ 0 outside
the cube Ck, with k > 1. We apply (2.8) to the test function ϕ = R−Nχν(t)g(x/R),
for R > 0. We then get

(2.10)

∫ ∞

0

(
R−N

∫

RN

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)|g(x/R) dx
)
(δν(t− t0)− δν(t− t1)) dt

+ R−N−1

∫∫

R
N+1
+

sgn(w − ŵ)((f(w + J) + a(w + J)∇J)

− (f(ŵ + J) + a(ŵ + J)∇J)) · ∇yg(x/R)χν(t) dx dt

+R−N−2
κ∑

i,j=1

∫∫

RN+1
+

sgn(w− ŵ)(Aij(w+ J)−Aij(ŵ+ J))∂2yiyjg(x/R)χν(t) dx dt

≥ −C( 1

RN
+

1

RN+1
)

∫

(t0,t1)×CkR

|u− v| dx dt.

Define

F = {t > 0 : (t, x) is a Lebesgue point of |u(t, x)− v(t, x)| for a.e. x ∈ R
d}.

As a consequence of Fubini’s theorem, F is a set of full Lebesgue measure and so
each t ∈ F is a Lebesgue point of the functions

IR(t) = R−N

∫

RN

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)|g(x/R) dx,
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for all R > 0 and all g ∈ Cc(R) (see, e.g., lemma 1.3 in [51]). Now we assume
t0, t1 ∈ F and take the limit as ν → ∞ in (2.10) to get

(2.11) IR(t1) ≤ IR(t0) +R−N−1

∫∫

(t0,t1)×RN

sgn(w − ŵ)((f(w + J) + a(w + J)∇J)

− (f(ŵ + J) + a(ŵ + J)∇J)) · ∇yg(x/R) dx dt

+R−N−2
N∑

i,j=1

∫∫

(t0,t1)×RN

sgn(w − ŵ)(Aij(w + J)−Aij(ŵ + J))∂2yiyjg(x/R) dx dt

+ C(
1

RN
+

1

RN+1
)

∫

(t0,t1)×CkR

|u− v| dx dt.

Now, we have

(2.12) R−N−1

∣∣∣∣
∫∫

(t0,t1)×RN

sgn(w − ŵ)((f(w + J) + a(w + J)∇J)

− (f(ŵ + J) + a(ŵ + J)∇J)) · ∇yg(x/R) dx dt

∣∣∣∣

≤ kNR−1(Lip (f) + ‖∇J‖∞Lip (a))‖∇g‖∞(kR)−N
∫∫

(t0,t1)×CkR

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)| dx dt

−→ 0, as R → ∞,

which follows since a.s. u(t, x), v(t, x) ∈ L∞([0, T ];B1(RN )). Also, we have

(2.13)

R−N−2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

κ∑

i,j=1

∫∫

RN+1
+

sgn(w − ŵ)(Aij(w + J)−Aij(ŵ + J))∂2yiyjg(x/R)χν(t) dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ kNR−2Lip (A)‖∇2g‖∞(kR)−N
∫∫

(t0,t1)×CkR

|w(t, x) − ŵ(t, x)| dx dt → 0,

as R→ ∞

which also follows because a.s. u(t, x), v(t, x) ∈ L∞([0, T ];B1(RN )).
On the other hand, we have

N1(u(t, ·)− v(t, ·)) ≤ lim sup
R→∞

IR(t) ≤ kNN1(u(t, ·)− v(t, ·)),

so taking the limit as R → ∞ in (2.11) and applying Grönwall, for t0, t1 ∈ F ,
t0 < t1, we get

N1(u(t1, ·)− v(t1, ·)) ≤ kNCN1(u(t0, ·)− v(t0, ·)),
and since k > 1 is arbitrary we can make k → 1+ to get the desired result. Finally,
for t0 = 0, we use (2.7) to send t0 → 0+ in (2.11) to obtain (2.9).

�

Remark 2.1. We remark that for functions g ∈ B1(RN ) the N1(g) coincides with the
mean value of |g| and so with the norm in L1(GN ), by the isometric isomorphism
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between B1(RN ) and L1(GN ) with the Haar measure m induced by the mean-value.
Therefore, we may write (2.9) as

(2.14)

∫

GN

|u(t)− v(t)| dm ≤ C

∫

GN

|u0 − v0| dm.

Also, form (2.8), it follows immediately the L1
ρ∗ -stability, with ρ∗ decaying suf-

ficiently fast for |x| → ∞, such as ρ∗(x) = e−
√

1+|x|2 .

Theorem 2.1 (cf. [13]). Let u(t, x), v(t, x) be two solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with

initial data u0(x), v0(x) ∈ L∞ ∩ B1(RN ). Let ρ∗(x) = e−
√

1+|x|2 . Then, a.s., for

some C > 0 depending on t, on the data of the problem, and possibly on ω, for a.e.

t > 0,

(2.15)

∫

RN

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)| ρ∗(x)dx ≤ C

∫

RN

|u0(x)− v0(x)| ρ∗(x)dx.

3. Approximate solutions

3.1. First approximation. In this and the next subsection we assume u0 ∈
AP(RN ). We consider first the fourth order approximation for (1.1)-(1.2), with
Aε(u) = (A+ εI)(u),

(3.1) du+ div (f(u)) dt = D2 : Aε(u) dt− µ∆2u dt+Φε dW (t),

x ∈ RN , t ∈ (0, T ), with initial condition

(3.2) u(0, x) = u0ε(x), x ∈ R
N ,

where u0ε is a trigonometric polynomial approximating u0 in AP(RN ) and Φεek =
gkε where gkε ≡ 0 for k > 1/ε and gkε is a trigonometric polynomial approximating
gk uniformly in AP(RN ) for k ≤ 1/ε, k ∈ N.

Let Jε =
∫ t
0
ΦεdW . For w = u− Jε we write (3.1) as

(3.3) wt + div f(w + Jε)−D2 : Aε(w + Jε) = −µ∆2w − µ∆2Jε.

For g ∈ S ′(RN ), the space of Schwartz distributions in RN , let us denote by ĝ or
F(g) the Fourier transform of g and by ǧ or F−1(g) the inverse Fourier transform.
Also, let us set

Φ∗(x) = C∗F−1(e−|y|4)(x),

where C∗ is chosen so that
∫
RN Φ∗(x) dx = 1. Let us denote

K(t, x) =
1

tn/4
Φ∗(

x

t1/4
).

We can verify that K(t, x) is the fundamental solution of the equation

ut = −∆2u,

and Kµ(t, x) = K(µt, x) is the fundamental solution of

ut = −µ∆2u.

The most important facts about Kµ for us are the following

‖Kµ(t)‖1 = 1, ‖DkKµ(t)‖1 ≤ Ck
(µt)k/4

, k ∈ N,

where the constants Ck only depend on k. Since we are assuming f ∈ C3(R;RN )∩
Lip (R;RN ) and A ∈ C3(R;RN×N ) ∩ Lip (R;RN×N ), we can obtain a solution to
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(3.1), (3.2), with w,∇w,∇2w,∇3w,∇4w,wt ∈ C([0, T ];L∞(RN )) in a standard
way beginning by a fixed point argument for the functional

(3.4) L(w)(t) = Kµ(t) ∗ u0ε −
N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∂xiKµ(t− s) ∗ fi(w + Jε)(s) ds

+
N∑

i,j=1

∫ t

0

∂2xixj
Kµ(t− s) ∗Aεij(w + Jε)(s) ds

−
∫ t

0

Kµ(t− s) ∗ µ∆2Jε(s) ds.

After proving the existence of a smooth solution to (3.1)-(3.2), we proceed as in
[22]: first we consider the limit as µ → 0, with ε > 0 fixed; then we consider the
limit as ε→ 0.

We have the following analogue of proposition 4.3 of [22].

Proposition 3.1. Let uµ,ε be the solution of (3.1)-(3.2). For p ≥ 2, ρ∗ as in

Theorem 2.1, the following estimate holds

(3.5) E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uµ,ε(t)‖p
L2

ρ∗
(RN )

+ pεE

∫ T

0

‖uµ,ε‖p−2
L2

ρ∗
(RN )

‖∇uµ,ε‖2L2
ρ∗

(RN ) ds

≤ C(1 + E‖u0‖L2
ρ∗

(RN )),

where L2
ρ∗(R

N ) is the L2 space with respect to the measure ρ∗(x) dx, and the con-

stant C does not depend on µ, ε.

We also have the following proposition concerning the B2-norm of uµ,ε, which
also follows from Itô’s formula.

Proposition 3.2. Let uµ,ε be the solution of (3.1)-(3.2). Then, uµ,ε(t) ∈ B2(RN ),
for all t ∈ [0, T ], and we have

(3.6) E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uµ,ε(t)‖2B2 ≤ ‖u0‖2B2 +D0T.

Proof. Since we are assuming that u0ε ∈ AP(RN ), and the gkε’s are trigonometrical
polynomial, we can prove by induction, using the Duhamel formula (3.4), that
uµ,ε(t) ∈ AP(RN ) for all t ∈ [0, T ], first in a small interval [0, t0], where L is a
contraction on C([0, t0];L

∞(RN )), and then, successively in intervals [kt0, (k+1)t0],
until covering the interval [0, T ]. In particular, uµ,ε(t) ∈ B2(RN ), for all t ∈ [0, T ].
We can then use Itô’s chain rule applied to M(u2) to deduce (3.6), where D0 is the
same as in (1.4).

�

For k ∈ Z, Hk
ρ∗(R

N ) denotes the space of distributions ℓ ∈ D′(RN ) such that

ρ
1/2
∗ ℓ ∈ Hk(RN ). Observe that, if g ∈ L2

ρ∗(R
N ), then, for a multi-index α, with

|α| = j, j ∈ N ∪ {0}, Dαg ∈ H−j
ρ∗ (RN ), as it is easy to check by induction in

|α|. Indeed, if g ∈ L2
ρ∗(R

N ), clearly ρ
1/2
∗ g ∈ L2(RN ). If |α| = 1, ρ

1/2
∗ Dαg =

Dα(ρ
1/2
∗ g) − gDαρ

1/2
∗ , and, from the properties of ρ∗, both ρ

1/2
∗ g and gDαρ

1/2
∗

belong to L2(RN ), so ρ
1/2
∗ Dαg ∈ H−1(RN ). Similarly, if the assertion is true for

|β| = j, if |α| = j + 1, then Dαg = Dγ(Dβg), with |γ| = 1 and |β| = j. Again
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ρ
1/2
∗ Dαg = Dγ(ρ

1/2
∗ Dβg)− (Dγρ

1/2
∗ )Dβg, and since the assertion holds for |β| = j,

then both ρ
1/2
∗ Dβg and (Dγρ

1/2
∗ )Dβg = gγρ

1/2
∗ Dβg, for some gγ ∈ C∞

b (RN ), belong

to H−j(RN ), and so ρ
1/2
∗ Dαg ∈ H−(j+1)(RN ).

For use in the next subsection, for k ∈ Z, let Hk
loc(R

N ) denotes, as usual, the
space of distributions ℓ ∈ D′(RN ) such that, for any φ ∈ C∞

c (RN ), φℓ ∈ Hk(RN ).
Again we observe that, if g ∈ L2

ρ∗(R
N ), then, for a multi-index α, with |α| = j, j ∈

N∪ {0}, Dαg ∈ H−j
loc(R

N ), as it is also easy to check by induction in |α|. Indeed, if
g ∈ L2

ρ∗(R
N ), given φ ∈ C∞

c (RN ), there exists Cφ > 0, such that |φ||g| ≤ Cφρ
1/2
∗ |g|,

which implies that φg ∈ L2(RN ). Also, if |α| = 1, φDαg = Dα(φg) − gDαφ, and,
from what we have just seen, both φg and gDαφ belong to L2(RN ), so φDαg ∈
H−1(RN ). We then complete the induction proof of the assertion exactly as you
just did for the spaces H−j

ρ∗ (RN ).
Again following [22], we have the following proposition corresponding to propo-

sition 4.4 of [22].

Proposition 3.3. For all λ ∈ (0, 1/2), there exists a constant C > 0, independent
of µ, such that, for all µ ∈ (0, 1),

E‖uµ,ε‖Cλ([0,T ];H−3
ρ∗ (RN )) ≤ C.

At this point we note that all the arguments in subsections 4.1 to 4.3 of [22]
can be repeated line by line, only replacing Lp(TN ) by Lpρ∗(R

N ) and Hk(TN ) by

Hk
ρ∗(R

N ), k ∈ Z, in order to get a solution of the non-degenerate parabolic equation
obtained as limit when µ→ 0, for ε > 0 fixed. We omit the details.

3.2. Second approximation. We now consider the non-degenerate parabolic prob-
lem

(3.7) du+ div (f(u)) dt = D2 : Aε(u) dt+Φε dW (t),

x ∈ RN , t ∈ (0, T ), with initial condition

(3.8) u(0, x) = u0ε(x), x ∈ R
N ,

where u0ε is smooth u0ε ∈ AP(RN ), and u0ε → u0 in AP(RN ). Φεek = gkε
where gkε ≡ 0 for k > 1/ε and gkε is a trigonometric polynomial approximating gk
uniformly in AP(RN ) for k ≤ 1/ε, k ∈ N. Our goal in this subsection is to study
the limit when ε→ 0. As before, setting wε = uε − Jε we write (3.7) as

(3.9) wt + div f(w + Jε)−D2 : Aε(w + Jε) = 0.

If χu(ξ) = 1ξ<u(ξ)− 1ξ<0, for S ∈ C2(R), we have

S(u)− S(0) =

∫

R

S′(ξ)χu(ξ) dξ.

Using this fact and Itô’s formula applied to S(u) we deduce that f(t, x, ξ) = χuε(t,x)(ξ)
satisfies, recalling that a(ξ) = A′(ξ) and Aε(ξ) = A(ξ) + εξI,

(3.10)

ft+b(ξ)·∇xf−(a(ξ)+εI) : D2
xf =

(
(ε|∇xu

ε|2(ξ)+|σ∇uε|2)δξ=uε− 1

2
G2
εδξ=uε(ξ)

)
ξ

− δξ=uεΦ dW,

where b(ξ) = f ′(ξ).
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By means of the imposition of a non-degeneracy condition as in [36], we can
then obtain a regularity estimate from the stochastic averaging lemma by Gess and
Hofmanová in [36] of the type

(3.11) E‖φuε‖Lr(Ω×[0,T ];W s,r(RN )) ≤ Cφ(E‖φu0‖3L3(RN ) + 1),

for each φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ), for some Cφ > 0 depending of φ but independent of ε > 0.

In particular, given an open bounded set, with smooth boundary, O, there exists a
constant CO > 0, independent of ε > 0, such that

(3.12) E‖uε‖Lr(Ω×[0,T ];W s,r(O)) ≤ CO,

Later on, for the study of the asymptotic behavior, we will state another condi-
tion as in [16] which is actually weaker than (1.8).

4. Existence and uniqueness of BAP-entropy solutions

The purpose of this section is to prove the following theorem.
Theorem 4.1. Given T > 0, there is a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2).
Furthermore, the solution is pathwise unique.

The pathwise uniqueness of the solution of (1.1)-(1.2) is established in Theo-
rem 2.1, since we are assuming that the initial data are in AP(RN ) and so also in
L1
ρ∗(R

N ).
As to the existence, we apply a reasoning similar as the one in [34], which follows

the method in [22] (see also [40]). Namely: (i) to apply Kolmogorov’s continuity
lemma; (ii) to prove of the tightness of the laws which, by Prokhorov’s theorem,
implies the compactness of the laws in the weak topology of measures; (iii) to
apply Skorokhod’s representation theorem; (iv) to show that the limit a.e. given by
Skorokhod’s representation theorem is a martingale entropy solution; (iv) to apply
the Gyongy-Krylov criterion for convergence in probability, using the uniqueness
of the solution of (1.1)-(1.2), therefore obtaining the convergence in L1

loc of the
solutions of (3.7)-(3.8) to a L1

loc function which is an entropy solution of (1.1)-
(1.2). We now line up the main results that follow the just described streamline.
To begin with, through the application of Kolmogorov’s continuity lemma, we have
the following analogue of Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 4.1. Let uε be the solution of (3.7)-(3.8). For all λ ∈ (0, 1/2), for
each φ ∈ C∞

c (RN ), there exists a constant Cφ > 0, depending on φ but independent

of ε > 0, such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1)

E‖φuε‖Cλ([0,T ];H−2(RN )) ≤ Cφ.

In particular, for a fixed 1 < r < 2, for all ε ∈ (0, 1), for all open bounded with
smooth boundary O ,we have

(4.1) E‖uε‖Cλ([0,T ];W−2,r(O)) ≤ CO,

for some constant CO > 0 independent of ε > 0.
For a fixed 1 < r < 2 such that the regularity estimate (3.11), from [36], holds,

let us denote,

X = Lr(0, T ;Lrloc(R
N )) ∩ C([0, T ];W−2,r

loc (RN )).

First, we recall that u ∈ X if, for each φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ), φu ∈ Lr(0, T ;Lr(RN )) ∩

C([0, T ];W−2,r(RN )). Also, convergence of a sequence un → u in X means that for
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all φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ), φun → φu in Lr(0, T ;Lr(RN )) ∩ C([0, T ];W−2,r(RN )). Observe

that we can endow X with a metric with respect to which it becomes a separable
metric space. Indeed, for ν ∈ N, let Oν be the open ball of radius ν around the
origin in RN , and let φν ∈ C∞

c (RN ), 0 ≤ φν ≤ 1, with φν ≡ 1 on Oν and φν ≡ 0,
outside Oν+1. For u ∈ X , let ρν(u) be the norm of φνu in Lr(0, T ;Lr(RN )) ∩
C([0, T ];W−2,r(RN )). We can then define the following metric in X ,

δ(u, v) =

∞∑

ν=1

2−ν
ρν(u − v)

1 + ρν(u− v)
, u, v ∈ X .

Concerning the tightness of the laws µuε , ε ∈ (0, 1), associated to the solutions
of (3.7)-(3.8), 0 < ε < 1, we have the following result (see, e.g., the proof of
proposition 5.3 in [34]).

Proposition 4.2. Let µuε be the law defined in X associated with uε. The set

{µuε : ε ∈ (0, 1)} is tight and, therefore, relatively weakly compact in X .

Proof. Let us define

KR = {u ∈ X : ‖u‖L∞(0,T ;L2
ρ∗

(RN )) ≤ R,

‖φνu‖Cλ([0,T ];W−2,r(RN )) ≤ 2ν(COν+1 + 1)R,

‖φνu‖Lr(0,T ;W s,r(RN )) ≤ 2ν(COν+1 + 1)R, ∀ν ≥ 1},

where COν+1 is greater than or equal to the constant CO in (3.12) and (4.1) for
O = Oν+1, and φν is as above. We claim that KR is a relatively compact sub-
set of X . Indeed, if ψk is a sequence in KR, then ‖ψk‖L∞(0,T ;L2

ρ∗
(RN )) ≤ R,

and for all ν ∈ N, we have that φνψ
k is bounded in Cλ([0, T ];W−2,r(Oν+1)) ∩

Lr(0, T ;W s,r(Oν+1)). Since ‖ψk‖L∞(0,T ;L2
ρ∗

(RN )) ≤ R, we can extract a subse-

quence, still denoted ψk, and a ψ ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2
ρ∗(R

N )) such that ψk ⇀ ψ in the

weak*-weak topology of L∞(0, T ;L2
ρ∗(R

N )). For all ν ∈ N, for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], we

have that ‖φνψk(t)‖L2(RN ) ≤ CφνR, for all k ∈ N. In particular, we can find a

dense set in [0, T ] and a subsequence, still denoted ψk, such that φνψk(t) → φνψ(t)
in W−1,2(RN ) strongly , for a dense set of t ∈ [0, T ], for all ν ∈ N, and so, also
in W−2,r(RN ). Since φνψ

k is bounded in Cλ([0, T ];W−2,r(Oν+1)), we deduce that
φνψ

k → φνψ strongly in C([0, T ];W−2,r(RN )), for all ν ∈ N. On the other hand,
by interpolation we have, for all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Oν+1),

‖ϕ‖Lr(0,T ;W 2,r(Oν+1)) ≤ ‖ϕ‖s/(2+s)Lr(0,T ;Lr(Oν+1))
‖ϕ‖2/(2+s)Lr(0,T ;W 2+s,r(Oν+1))

.

Then, by density, taking ϕ = (−∆)−1(φνψk), where by −∆ we mean the minus
Laplacian operator with 0 Dirichlet condition on ∂Oν+1, we conclude that φνψk
strongly converges in Lr(0, T ;Lr(Oν+1)), using that (−∆)−1 isomorphically takes

Lr(0, T ;Lr(Oν+1)) onto L
r(0, T ;W 2,r ∩W 1,r

0 (Oν+1)).
In this way, by a standard diagonal argument, we obtain a subsequence of ψk, still

denoted ψk, such that φνψ
k converges in C([0, T ];W−2,r(RN ))∩Lr([0, T ];Lr(RN )),

for all ν ∈ N, which implies the compactness of KR in X .
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As for the tightness of µuε , we have

µuε(X \KR) ≤ P

(
‖uε‖L∞(0,T ;L2

ρ∗
(RN )) > R

)

+

∞∑

ν=1

P

(
‖φνuε‖Cλ([0,T ];W−2,r(RN )) > 2ν(COν+1 + 1)R

)

+
∞∑

ν=1

P

(
‖φνuε‖Lr(0,T ;W s,r(RN )) > 2ν(COν+1 + 1)R

)

≤ 1

R2
E sup

[0,T ]

‖uε(t)‖2L2
ρ∗

(RN )

+

∞∑

ν=1

1

2ν(COν+1 + 1)R
E
(
‖φνuε‖Cλ([0,T ];W−2,r(RN )) + ‖φνuε‖Lr(0,T ;W s,r(RN ))

)

≤ C

R2
+

2

R
,

by using (3.5), in the limit as µ → 0, (3.12) and (4.1), which implies the tightness
of µuε .

�

With Proposition 4.2 at hand, we apply Prokhorov’s theorem to obtain a subse-
quence un such that µun weakly converges in X . We can then apply Skorokhod’s
theorem and obtain a further subsequence still denoted un, a new probability space
(Ω̃, P̃), and a subsequence ũn, with µũn = µun , such that ũn : Ω̃ → X converges

a.s. to ũ : Ω̃ → X .

Proposition 4.3. There exists a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) with a sequence of

X -valued random variables ũn, n ∈ N, and ũ such that:

(i) the laws of ũn and ũ under P̃ coincide with µn and µ, respectively,

(ii) ũn converges P̃-almost surely to ũ in the topology of X .

We then define yet another probability space Ω = Ω× Ω̃ with the product prob-
ability measure P = P × P̃, the σ-algebra F as the product σ-algebra generated
by F̃ × F , and, from the Wiener process W (t) in Ω, we define the Wiener process

W (t) in Ω trivially by W (t)(ω, ω̃) = W (t)(ω), for (ω, ω̃) ∈ Ω = Ω × Ω̃; clearly, W
has the same law as W . Defining ūn : Ω → X by ūn(ω, ω̃) = ũn(ω̃), we have that
µūn = µũn = µun . Also, ūn converges a.s. in Ω to the random variable ū : Ω → X
defined by ū(ω, ω̃) = ũ(ω̃). We define a filtration F t for (Ω,F ,P) in the following

way (cf. [40]). For each t ∈ [0, T ], the restriction map ρt : C([0, T ];W
−2,r
loc (RN ) ×

C([0, T ];U0) → C([0, t];W−2,r
loc (RN ) × C([0, t];U0), (v,W ) 7→ (v,W )|[0, t], is a con-

tinuous map. Here, U0 is the Hilbert space where the cylindrical Wiener process
W (t) is well defined. So, we define as F t = σ(ρtū, ρt), the σ-algebra of subsets of

Ω generated by the function (ρtū, ρtW ) : Ω → C([0, t];W−2,r
loc (RN )) × C([0, t];U0),

and we denote also by F t the corresponding augmented filtration, i.e., the smallest
complete right-continuous filtration containing Ft.

Definition 4.1. We say that ũ is a BAP-entropy martingale solution of (1.1)-(1.2)
if, for some probability space equipped with a filtration (Ω̄,F , (F t),P) and some
cylindrical Wiener process W (t) =

∑∞
i=1 β̄kek, with respect to the filtration (F t),
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with {ek}k≥1 a complete orthonormal system in a Hilbert space H and β̃k, k ∈ N,

independent Brownian motions in (Ω̄,F , (F t),P) if w̄ = ū−J̄ satisfies Definition 2.1
with u, J , W , replaced by ū, J̄ , W .

We are now going to prove that following important fact.

Theorem 4.2. The limit ū with (Ω̄,F , (F t),P,W ) is a BAP-entropy martingale

solution in the sense of Definition 4.1, that is, that it satisfies all items in Defini-

tion 2.1, with the replacements referred to in Definition 4.1.

Proof. Indeed, we first recall that, from Proposition 3.2, the bound on

E sup
0≤t≤T

‖uµ,ε(t)‖2B2(RN )

given by (3.6) holds independently of µ, ε. Therefore, in particular, a.s., ū ∈
L∞([0, T ];B1(RN )).

Another important point is that by Proposition 3.1, in the limit as µ → 0, we
have that a.s. uε ∈ L2([0, T ];W 1,2

ρ∗ (RN )) and so this also holds for ūε. On the other
hand, for any continuous γ : X × W → [0, 1], with W = C([0.1];U0), and any
φ ∈ C∞

c (RN ), we have

Eγ(ūε,W )

∫ T

0

∫

RN

∂xi ū
εφdx dt = −Eγ(ūε,W )

∫ T

0

∫

RN

ūε∂xiφdx dt

= −Eγ(uε,W )

∫ T

0

∫

RN

uε∂xiφdx dt = Eγ(uε,W )

∫ T

0

∫

RN

∂xiu
εφdx dt,

i = 1, · · · , N , which shows that also the derivatives ∂xi ū
ε have the same laws as the

corresponding derivatives ∂xi ū
ε. Now, for each ε > 0, the solution uε of (3.7)-(3.8)

satisfies the following inequality, with wε = uε−Jε, for all 0 ≤ φ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T )×RN),

(4.2)

∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w

ε)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w
ε, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij(w
ε, t, x)∂2xixj

φ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(wε)bi,xi(w
ε, t, x)− qi,xi(w

ε, t, x))φ+
N∑

i,j=1

rεij,xi
(wε, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

−
∫

(0,T )×RN

η′′(wε)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(wε, t, x)

)
)2

φdx dt ≥ 0,

where r′(w, t, x) = η′(w)aε(w + J), with aε(u) = a(u) + εIN×N and IN×N is the
N × N identity matrix, and ζεik(w, t, x) =

∫ w
0 σεik(v, t, x) dv, with σεik(v, t, x) =

σ̄εik(w + Jε), and σ̄ε(u) is the N × K matrix such that aε(u) = σ̄ε(u)σ̄ε(u)⊤.
Therefore, for w̄ε = ūε − J̄ε and

J̄ε(x, t) :=

[1/ε]∑

k=1

gk(x)β̄k(t),
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we have, for any continuous γ : X ×W → [0, 1], 0 ≤ φ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T )× RN ),

(4.3)

Eγ(ūε,W )




∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄

ε)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄
ε, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij(w̄
ε, t, x)∂2xixj

φ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄ε)bi,xi(w̄
ε, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄

ε, t, x))φ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

−
∫

(0,T )×RN

η′′(w̄ε)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w̄

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
)2

φdx dt




= Eγ(uε,W )




∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w

ε)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w
ε, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij(w
ε, t, x)∂2xixj

φ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(wε)bi,xi(w
ε, t, x)− qi,xi(w

ε, t, x))φ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij,xi
(wε, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

−
∫

(0,T )×RN

η′′(wε)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(wε, t, x)

)
)2

φdx dt


 ≥ 0.

Hence,

(4.4)

Eγ(ūε,W )




∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄

ε)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄
ε, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij(w̄
ε, t, x)∂2xixj

φ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄ε)bi,xi(w̄
ε, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄

ε, t, x))φ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

−
∫

(0,T )×RN

η′′(w̄ε)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w̄

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
)2

φdx dt


 ≥ 0,
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for each γ : X ×W → [0, 1], 0 ≤ φ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T )× RN ). Therefore, we have a.s. we

have

(4.5)

∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄

ε)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄
ε, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij(w̄
ε, t, x)∂2xixj

φ

N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄ε)bi,xi(w̄
ε, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄

ε, t, x))φ+
N∑

i,j=1

rεij,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

≥
∫

(0,T )×RN

η′′(w̄ε)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w̄

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
)2

φdx dt.

The left-hand side of (4.5) (L.H.S., for short) is a.s. bounded in Lr([0, T ]× RN ),
since ūε converges a.s. in Lrloc([0, T ] × RN ), with 1 < r < 2. Then, for any fixed
ω ∈ Ω in a subset of total measure, L.H.S. is equi-integrable and so converges
weakly in L1((0, T ) × RN ). But since ūε converges in Lrloc((0, T ) × RN ) to ū, we
obtain that L.H.S. converges as ε→ 0 to

∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij(w̄, t, x)∂
2
xixj

φ

N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄)bi,xi(w̄, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄, t, x))φ+
N∑

i,j=1

rij,xi(w̄, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt,

As for the right-hand side of (4.5) (R.H.S., for short), using the fact that η ∈ E ,
we deduce that the sequence of vector functions with values in RK

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w̄

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
)
η′′(w̄ε)1/2, k = 1, · · · ,K,

is bounded in L2
loc((0, T )× RN ), and by the usual chain rule the above expression

is equal to

N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε,η′′(·)1/2

ik (w̄ε, t, x)− ζ
ε,η′′(·)1/2

ik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
, k = 1, · · · ,K,

but the latter converges in the sense of the distributions to

N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

η′′(·)1/2

ik (w̄, t, x)− ζ
η′′(·)1/2

ik,xi
(w̄, t, x)

)
, k = 1, · · · ,K.
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Therefore, taking the lim inf in (4.5) and using the lower semicontinuity of the
L2-norm we arrive at

(4.6)

∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij(w̄, t, x)∂
2
xixj

φ

N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄)bi,xi(w̄, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄, t, x))φ+
N∑

i,j=1

rij,xi(w̄, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

≥
∫

(0,T )×RN

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

n=1

(
∂xiζ

η′′(w̄)1/2

ik (w̄, t, x)− ζ
η′′(w̄)1/2

ik,xi
(w̄, t, x)

))2

φdx dt.

When we will have proved the validity of the chain rule, we will be able to write
the right-hand side as

(4.7)

∫

(0,T )×RN

η′′(w̄)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

n=1

(∂xiζik(w̄, t, x)− ζik,xi(w̄, t, x))

)2

φdx dt.

In order to prove the validity of the chain rule for ū (i.e., w̄), we observe first that by
(3.5) in the limit as µ → 0, applied to uε, with p > 2, implies the equi-integrability
in Ω of sup0≤t≤T ‖uε(t)‖L2

ρ∗
(RN ). So, we may use η(w) = 1

2w
2 in (4.4) and get that

the integrand inside the expectation sign of

Eγ(ūε,W )




∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄

ε)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄
ε, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij(w̄
ε, t, x)∂2xixj

φ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄ε)bi,xi(w̄
ε, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄

ε, t, x))φ+

N∑

i,j=1

rεij,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt




is equi-integrable in Ω for all γ : X × W → [0, 1] and all φ ∈ C∞
c ((0, T ) × RN ).

In particular, since the integrand is also bounded in L1(Ω), it converges weakly in
L1(Ω), for all γ : X ×W → [0, 1] and all φ ∈ C∞

c ((0, T )× R
N ). As a consequence,

this is also true for the integrand inside the expectation sign of

Eγ(ūε,W )




∫

(0,T )×RN

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w̄

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
)2

φdx dt


 .

It is also uniformly bounded in L1(Ω) and equi-integrable in Ω, for all γ : X ×W →
[0, 1] and all φ ∈ C∞

c ((0, T ) × RN ). On the other hand, since ζεik,xi
(w, t, x) is

Lipschitz with respect to w, ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x) strongly converges to ζik,xi(w̄, t, x), a.s.

Therefore,
∑N
i=1 ∂xiζ

ε
ik,xi

(w̄ε, t, x) is a.s. uniformly bounded in L∞((0, T );L2
ρ∗(R

N )),

k = 1, · · · ,K. In particular,
∑N

i=1 ∂xiζ
ε
ik,xi

(w̄ε, t, x) converges in the weak*-weak

topology of L∞((0, T );L2
ρ∗(R

N )). Now, since it converges to
∑N

i=1 ∂xiζik,xi(w̄, t, x)
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in the sense of the distributions, we have that

N∑

i=1

∂xiζ
ε
ik,xi

(w̄ε, t, x)⇀

N∑

i=1

∂xiζik,xi(w̄, t, x),

in L∞([0, T ];L2
ρ∗(R

N )), k = 1, · · · ,K. Now, concerning the chain rule, we begin by
observing that, by the usual chain rule, we have, for k = 1, · · · ,K, for all ψ ∈ Cb(R),

0 = Eγ(uε,W )

[
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ikψ(w

ε, t, x)− ζε,ψik,xi
(wε, t, x)

)

−ψ(wε)
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(wε, t, x)

)
]

Eγ(ūε,W )

[
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε,ψ
ik (w̄ε, t, x)− ζε,ψik,xi

(w̄ε, t, x)
)

−ψ(w̄ε)
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ε
ik(w̄

ε, t, x)− ζεik,xi
(w̄ε, t, x)

)
]

ε→0−→ Eγ(ū,W )

[
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ψ
ik(w̄, t, x)− ζψik,xi

(w̄, t, x)
)

−ψ(w̄)
N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w̄, t, x)− ζik,xi(w̄, t, x))

]
,

by what has been said above. Therefore, a.s., for k = 1, · · · ,K, for all ψ ∈ Cb(R),
we have
N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ψ
ik(w̄, t, x)− ζψik,xi

(w̄, t, x)
)
= ψ(w̄)

N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w̄, t, x)− ζik,xi(w̄, t, x)) ,

that is, the chain rule holds. In particular, we may write the right-hand side of (4.6)
as (4.7). Thus far we have proved the validity of items (iv) and (v) of Definition 2.1.
Item (iii) also follows from what has been said above. As for item (ii), from Propo-
sition 3.1, in the limit as µ → 0, we deduce that ūε is a.s. uniformly bounded in
L∞((0, T );L2

ρ∗(R
N )), which implies that ū ∈ L∞((0, T );L2

ρ∗(R
N )). Since we have

already proved that a.s. ū ∈ L∞([0, T ];B1(RN )), item (ii) follows. As for (i) in
Definition 2.1, we recall that from (4.6), with η(w) = ±w we can obtain the inte-
gral form of of the weak notion of solution of (1.1). Also, in (4.6) we can consider
φ ∈ C∞

c ((−∞, T )× RN ), as long as we add the term
∫

RN

η(u0(x))φ(0, x) dx,

to the left-hand side of (4.6). In particular, when η(w) = ±w, we obtain from (4.6)
the weak formulation including the initial condition

(4.8)

∫

(0,T )×RN

{
w̄φt + f(w̄ + J̄)∇φ +A(w̄ + J̄) : D2φ

}
dx dt

+

∫

RN

u0(x)φ(0, x) dx = 0.
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From (4.8), taking φ(t, x) = 1
RN g(

x
R )ϕ(t, x), with g as in the proof of Proposi-

tion 2.2, and ϕ ∈ C∞([0, T ]; AP2(RN )), and AP2(RN ) denoting the almost periodic
function in AP(RN ) whose derivatives up to order 2 also belong to AP(RN ), we
obtain

(4.9)

∫

(0,T )×GN

{
w̄ϕt + f(w̄ + J̄)∇ϕ +A(w̄ + J̄) : D2ϕ

}
dm(x) dt

+

∫

GN

u0(x)ϕ(0, x) dm(x) = 0.

From (4.8), taking φ(t, x) = ζh(t)ψ(x) and from (4.9), taking ϕ(t, x) = ζh(t)ψ̃(x),

for ψ ∈ C∞
c (RN ), ψ̃ ∈ AP2(RN ), and a suitable sequence ζh ∈ C∞

c ([0, T )), ap-
proaching the indicator function of the interval [t0, t0 + δ), δ > 0, t0 ∈ [0, T ), we
deduce the weak continuity required in (i) of Definition 2.1.

Finally, concerning (vi) of Definition 2.1, it also follows in a standard way, using
an idea in [53] (see also [48]), departing from

(4.10)

∫

(0,T )×RN



η(w̄)∂tφ+

N∑

i=1

qi(w̄, t, x)∂xiφ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij(w̄, t, x)∂
2
xixj

φ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w̄)bi,xi(w̄, t, x)− qi,xi(w̄, t, x))φ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij,xi(w̄, t, x)∂xiφ



 dx dt

+

∫

RN

η(u0(x))φ(0, x) dx ≥ 0,

with η(w) = |w − c|, c ∈ R, φ ∈ C∞
c ((−∞, T )×RN ), choosing φ(t, x) = ζh(t)ψ(x),

for ψ ∈ C∞
c (RN ) and ζh(t) a suitable sequence approaching the indicator function

of [0, δ), δ > 0, etc. �

Having verified that ū satisfies all the conditions of Definition 2.1, we then have
that ū enjoys the L1

ρ∗(R
N )-stability given by Theorem 2.1. Therefore, we can apply

the Gyongy-Krylov criterion for convergence in probability, introduced in [36], to
conclude that the whole sequence uε converges strongly in L1

loc((0, T )×R
N ) to an

entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2).
We close this section by stating the definition of L1(GN )-entropy solution and

the companion notion of semi-group solution.

Definition 4.2. Let u0 ∈ L1(GN ) and T > 0 be given. A L1(GN )-valued stochastic
process, adapted to {Ft}, is said to be a L1(GN )-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) if,
for almost all ω ∈ Ω, for w = u− J ,

(i) w(t) is L1(GN )-weakly continuous on [0, T ].
(ii) w ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1(GN )).
(iii) (Weak regularity) For k = 1, · · · ,K,

N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, z)− ζik,xi (w, t, z)) ∈ L2((0, T )×GN ).
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(iv) (Chain Rule) For k = 1, · · · ,K,

N∑

i=1

(
∂xiζ

ψ
ik(w, t, z)− ζψik,xi

(w, t, z)
)
= ψ(w)

N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, z)− ζik,xi(w, t, z))

a.e. in (0, T )×GN , for any ψ ∈ Cb(R).
(v) (Entropy Inequality) For any entropy-entropy flux triple (η, q, r), with η ∈

E , for all 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T )×GN),

(4.11)

∫ T

0

∫

GN



(η(w) − η(u0))ϕt +

N∑

i=1

qi(w, t, z)∂xiϕ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij(w, t, z)∂
2
xixj

ϕ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w)bi,xi(w, t, z)− qi,xi(w, t, z))ϕ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij,xi(w, t, z)∂xiϕ



 dm(z) dt

≥
∫ T

0

∫

GN

η′′(w)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, z)− ζik,xi(w, t, z))

)2

ϕdm(z) dt.

Theorem 4.3. Given, u0 ∈ L1(GN ), there exists a L1(GN )-entropy solution of

(1.1)-(1.2) in the sense of Definition 4.2 which is the L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );L1(GN )))
limit of BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data in AP(RN ). More-

over, given two L1(GN)-entropy solutions u(t, x), v(t, x), both of which are obtained

as limits in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );L1(GN ))) of BAP-entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2),
with initial functions converging to u0, v0 in L1(GN ), then a.s. it holds

(4.12)

∫

GN

|u(t, z)− v(t, z)| dm(z) ≤ C(T )

∫

GN

|u0(z)− v0(z)| dm(z),

where C(T ) is as in (2.9).

Proof. Indeed, existence of a L1(GN )-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) in the sense
of Definition 4.2, when u0 ∈ AP(RN ), follows from the existence of BAP-entropy
solution of (1.1)-(1.2) in the sense of Definition 2.1, proved above, by applying (2.6)
to a test function of the form

ϕ(t, x) = R−Ng(x/R)ϕ̃(t, x),

where g is as in the proof of Proposition 2.2 and 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ); AP∞(RN )). In

this way we obtain that the BAP-entropy solution satisfies (4.2) of Definition 4.2
for all nonnegative ϕ̃ ∈ C∞

0 ((0, T ) × GN) and η ∈ E . We can then extend this
to test functions 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞

0 ([0, T ) × GN ) by taking in the inequality already
obtained for all nonnegative ϕ̃ ∈ C∞

0 ((0, T ) × GN) a test function of the form
ϕ̃(t, x) = δh(t)ϕ(t, x), with 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C∞

0 ([0, T )×GN ) and δh a suitable sequence in
C∞
c ((0, T )) converging everywhere in (0, T ) to the indicator function of the interval

(0, T ), which proves (v) in Definition 4.2.
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We next observe that (4.11) implies

(4.13)

∫ T

0

∫

GN



(η(w) − η(u0))ϕt +

N∑

i=1

qi(w, t, z)∂xiϕ+
N∑

i,j=1

rij(w, t, z)∂
2
xixj

ϕ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w)bi,xi (w, t, z)− qi,xi(w, t, z))ϕ+
N∑

i,j=1

rij,xi(w, t, z)∂xiϕ



 dm(z) dt ≥ 0,

which, by approximation can be extended for η of the form η(w) = |w−α|, α ∈ R,
with q(w, t, x) = sgn(w−α)(b(w, t, x)−b(α, t, x)), r(w, t, x) = sgn(w−α)(a(w, t, x)−
a(α, t, x)) and a(w, t, x), b(w, t, x) given by (2.4). We then observe that making
α → +∞ in (4.13), with η(w) = |w − α|, splitting the integral over GN into two
parts, one over {w ≤ α} and other over {w > α}, and, after, also making α → −∞
and proceeding similarly, we obtain the following integral equation

(4.14)

∫ T

0

∫

GN

{wϕt + f(w + J) · ∇ϕ+A(w + J) : D2ϕ} dm(z) dt

=

∫

GN

u0(z)ϕ(0, z) dm(z),

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T )×GN). The fact that (4.14) holds for all ϕ ∈ C∞

0 ([0, T )×GN)
implies, in turn, in a standard way, the item (i) of Definition 4.2.

We may verify the item (ii) of Definition 4.2 also as a consequence of item (v) of
Definition 4.2. Indeed, from (4.13) with η(w) = |w| and ϕ(t, z) = δh(t), where the
latter is a sequence in C∞

c ((0, T )) converging everywhere to (0, t0), and t0 is any
Lebesgue point of

∫
GN

|w(t)| dm(z), we obtain

(4.15)

∫

GN

|w(t0, z)| dm(z) ≤
∫

GN

|u0| dm(z) +

∫ T

0

∫

GN

C(J,∇J,∇2J) dm(z) dt,

where C(J,∇J,∇2J) is a continuous function of T , J and its derivatives up to the
second order. In particular, a.s., w ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1(GN )), which proves (ii).

Item (iii) also follows from (4.11) by taking ϕ, by approximation, in the form
ϕ(t, z) = 1[0,T ) for η in a sequence in E converging everywhere in R to 1

2 |w|2 such

that η′′(w) → 1, everywhere in R, which gives, since we are assuming u0 ∈ AP(RN ),

(4.16)

∫ T

0

∫

GN

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, z)− ζik,xi (w, t, z))

)2

dm(z) dt

≤
∫

GN

|u0(z)|2dm(z) + C

∫ T

0

∫

GN

|u(t, z)|2dm(z)dt

where C > 0 depends on T , J , ∇J and D2J . Now, since the bound from Propo-
sition 3.2 is uniform in µ and ε, then (3.6) holds for u and the right hand side of
(4.16) is finite a.e., which implies the validity of item (iii). Finally, item (iv) follows
directly from (iv) of Definition 2.1, by multiplying that equality by a test function
of the form ϕ̃(t, x) = 1/RNg(x/R)ϕ(t, x), where g is as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.2, ϕ ∈ Cc((0, T )×GN), making R → ∞, which gives the equality in the form
of an integral equation valid for all ϕ ∈ Cc((0, T )×GN ), which in turn proves (iv)
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of Definition 4.2, and co concludes the proof that BAP-entropy solutions are also
(or extend to) L1(GN )-entropy solutions.

Also, given two BAP-entropy solutions u(t, x), v(t, x), with initial data u0, v0 ∈
AP(RN ), we get from (2.9)

(4.17)

∫

GN

|u(t, z)− v(t, z)| dm(z) ≤ C(T )

∫

GN

|u0(z)− v0(z)| dm(z).

Now, from (4.17) we can extend the existence of L1(GN )-entropy solutions for initial
data u0 ∈ L1(GN ). Indeed, if we approximate the initial data u0 ∈ L1(GN) ∼
B1(RN ) in B1(RN ) by a sequence u0n ∈ AP(RN ), from (4.17) we deduce that the
corresponding BAP-entropy solutions un, in the sense of Definition 2.1, form a
Cauchy sequence in L∞((0, T );L1(GN )), and so, there is u ∈ L∞((0, T );L1(GN ))
such that un → u in L∞((0, T );L1(GN )). This is true a.s. in Ω and since by (4.15)
the norm of the un’s in L

∞((0, T );L1(GN)) is bounded by a function in L1(Ω), we
conclude by dominated convergence that

un → u in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );L1(GN))).

It is then easy to check that the limit u is indeed a L1(GN )-entropy solution in
the sense of Definition 5.2. Moreover, the contraction property (4.17) extends to
any pair of such L1(GN )-entropy solutions with initial data in L1(GN ), obtained as
limit in L1(Ω;L∞([0, T ];L1(GN ))) of BAP-entropy solutions. In this way we have
proved the existence of a L1(GN )-entropy solution to (1.1)-(1.2) for any initial data
in L1(GN ). The proof of (4.12) follows from what has already been seen. �

Definition 4.3. Let T > 0 be given. A L1(GN)-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) is
said to be a L1(GN )-semigroup solution if it is the limit in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );L1(GN )))
of a sequence of BAP-entropy solutions of problems like (1.1)-(1.2), with initial
functions converging to u0 in L1(GN ).

The following proposition justifies the introduction of the notion of L1(GN)-
semigroup solution of (1.1)-(1.2). The proof is straightforward.

Proposition 4.4. Let u and v be two L1(GN )-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2)
with initial functions u0, v0 ∈ L1(GN ). Then (4.12) holds.

5. Reduction to the periodic case

In this section and the next one we consider solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) taking values
in a separable subspace of L1(GN ). More specifically, let Λ = {λj : j = 1, · · · , P} a
finite set of vectors in RN linearly independent over Z. We consider the closed real
algebra generated by 1 and the complex trigonometrical functions e±i2πλj ·x, j =
1, · · · , P . Any function g belonging to this algebra has spectrum Sp(g) contained in
the smallest additive group generated by Λ, which we denote GΛ. It is not difficult
to see that this closed algebra is the closed subspace of AP(RN ) formed by the
functions of the form g(y(x)), with g ∈ C(TP ), where TP is the P -dimensional
torus and y(x) := (λ1 · x, · · · , λP · x). Indeed, it is the completion in the sup-norm
of the real trigonometric polynomials of the form

s(y(x)) =
∑

k̄∈F

ak̄e
i2πk̄·y(x),

where F ⊂ ZP is a finite set. Since we are considering real trigonometric polyno-
mials, this means that F should be symmetric, that is F = −F, and a−k̄ = āk̄,
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where, as usual, āk̄ denotes the complex conjugate of ak̄. Since the completion in
the sup-norm of the trigonometric polynomials

s(y) =
∑

k̄∈F

ak̄e
i2πk̄·y,

is exactly C(TP ), the assertion follows.
We henceforth denote by AP∗(R

N ) this subspace of AP(RN ) and we will assume
that the noise functions gk, k ∈ N, belong to AP∗(R

N ).
By a well known extension of the Stone-Weierstrass theorem (see, e.g, [28], p.274–

276, Theorem 18 and Corollary 19) we have that AP∗(R
N ) is isometrically isomor-

phic with C(G∗N ), where G∗N is the topological subgroup of the Bohr compact
GN , whose topology is generated by {e±2πiλj ·x : j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , P}. We denote by
B1
∗(R

N ) the completion of AP∗(R
N ) with respect to the semi-norm N1 defined in

beginning of Section 2. Therefore, we have that B1
∗(R

N ) is isometrically isomorphic
with L1(G∗N ).

For simplicity, let us first consider the situation where we have as the initial data
u0 in (1.1)-(1.2) a trigonometrical polynomial. So, for some finite symmetric set
F ⊂ ZP as above, with a−k̄ = āk̄, u0 can be written as

(5.1) u0(x) =
∑

k̄∈F

ak̄e
2πik̄·y(x).

Therefore, u0(x) = v0(y(x)) where

(5.2) v0(y) =
∑

k̄∈F

ak̄e
2πik̄·y

also, gk(x) = hk(y(x)), with hk ∈ C(TP ), and, as defined above, y(x) = (y1(x), · · · , yP (x)),
with

(5.3) yj(x) = λj · x =

n∑

l=1

λjlxl, λj = (λj1, · · · , λjN ).

Consider the equation

(5.4) vt + div y f̃(v) = ∇y · (ã(v)∇yv) + Φ̃ dW̃ , Φ̃ dW̃ =

∞∑

k=1

hk(y) dβl,

with f̃(v) = (f̃1(v), · · · , f̃P (v)),

f̃j(v) = λj · f(v) =
N∑

ℓ=1

λjℓfℓ(v), j = 1, · · · , P,

and ã(v) = σ̃(v)σ̃(v)⊤, where σ̃(v) is the N × P matrix defined in terms of its
columns by σ̃(v) = [σ̃1(v), · · · , σ̃P (v)] where

σ̃j(v) := λ⊤j σ(v), j = 1, · · · , P.
The Cauchy problem in TP for (5.4) is formed by prescribing the initial datum

(5.5) v(0, y) = v0(y), y ∈ T
P .

Setting w̃ = v − J̃ , with

J̃(t, y) :=

∞∑

l=1

hl(y)βk(t),
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we can write (5.4) as

(5.6) w̃t + div y(f̃ (w̃ + J̃) + ã(w̃ + J̃)∇J̃)−∇y · (ã(w̃ + J̃)∇yw̃) = 0,

and (5.5) as

(5.7) w̃(0, y) = v0(y), y ∈ T
P .

We can then define entropy solution for the periodic problem (5.4)-(5.5) in a way
entirely analogous to Definition 2.1. Let us then denote

ζ̃ik(w̃, t, y) =

∫ w̃

0

σ̃ik(v, t, y) dv,

ζ̃ψik(w̃, t, y) =

∫ w̃

0

ψ(v)σ̃ik(v, t, y) dv, for ψ ∈ C(R),

i = 1, · · · , P, k = 1, · · · , N.

Definition 5.1. Let v0 ∈ L1(TP ) and T > 0 be given. A L1(TP )-valued stochastic
process, adapted to {Ft}, is said to be an entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5) if, for

almost all ω ∈ Ω, for w̃ = v − J̃ ,

(1) w̃ ∈ L1(TP )-weakly continuous on [0, T ],
(2) w̃ ∈ L∞([0, T ];L1(TP )),
(3) (Weak regularity)

P∑

i=1

(
∂yi ζ̃ik(w̃, t, y)− ζ̃ik,yi(w̃, t, y)

)
∈ L2((0, T )× T

P ), k = 1, · · · , N.

(4) (Chain Rule) For k = 1, · · · , N ,

P∑

i=1

(
∂yi ζ̃

ψ
ik(w̃, t, y)− ζ̃ψik,yi (w̃, t, y)

)
= ψ(w̃)

P∑

i=1

(
∂yi ζ̃ik(w̃, t, y)− ζ̃ik,yi (w̃, t, y)

)

a.e. in (0, T )× TP , for any ψ ∈ C(R).
(5) (Entropy Inequality) For any entropy-entropy flux triple (η, q, r),

(5.8) ∂tη(w̃) +

P∑

i=1

∂yiqi(w̃, t, y)−
P∑

i,j=1

∂2yiyjrij(w̃, t, y)

+

P∑

i=1

(η′(w̃)bi,yi(w̃, t, x)− qi,yi(w̃, t, y)) +

P∑

i,j=1

∂yirij,yi(w̃, t, x)

≤ −η′′(w̃)
N∑

k=1

(
P∑

i=1

(
∂yi ζ̃ik(w̃, t, y)− ζ̃ik,yi(w̃, t, y)

))2

in D′((0, T )× T
P ).

(6) (Initial Condition)

(5.9) lim
t→0+

∫

TP

|v(t, y)− v0(y)| dy = 0,

Existence and uniqueness of a periodic entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5) can be
proved in a way similar to what was done for the almost periodic case, but we need
to impose a further non-degeneracy condition, similar to (1.8), with the additive
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group ZN replaced by GΛ, so wherever we have n ∈ ZN in (1.8) we replace it by
β ∈ GΛ. So, the GΛ-symbol is defined by

L(iτ, iβ, ξ) := i(τ + b(ξ) · β) + β⊤a(ξ)β,

where b(ξ) = f ′(ξ) and β ∈ GΛ. For J, δ > 0 and η ∈ C∞
b (R) nonnegative, let

ΩηL(τ, η; δ) := {ξ ∈ supp η : |L(iτ, iβ, ξ)| ≤ δ},
ωηL(J ; δ) := sup

τ ∈ R, β ∈ GΛ
|β| ∼ J

|ΩηL(τ, iβ; δ)|,

where, for β = m1λ1 + · · · + mPλP ∈ GΛ, mj ∈ Z, j = 1, · · · , P , we define

|β| :=
√
m2

1 + · · ·+m2
P . Let Lξ := ∂ξL. We suppose that there exist α ∈ (0, 1),

γ > 0 and a measurable function ϑ ∈ L∞
loc(R; [1,∞)) such that

(5.10)

ωηL(J ; δ) .η

(
δ

Jγ

)α
,

sup
τ ∈ R, β ∈ GΛ

|β| ∼ J

sup
ξ∈supp η

|Lξ(iτ, iβ; ξ)|
ϑ(ξ)

.η J
γ , ∀δ > 0, J & 1.

This condition guarantees that (5.4) enjoys a non-degeneracy condition in RP sim-
ilar to (1.8).

We recall the concepts of kinetic measure and of kinetic solution (5.4)-(5.5) in
the L1 periodic setting from [36].

Definition 5.2 (Periodic kinetic measure (cf. [36])). A map m from Ω to the set
of non-negative Radon measures over [0, T ]× TP × R is a kinetic measure if

(1) m is measurable, that is, for all φ ∈ Cc([0, T ]×TP ×R), 〈m,φ〉 : Ω → R is
a measurable function;

(2) m vanishes for large ξ in the sense that

(5.11) lim
ℓ→∞

1

2ℓ
Em(A2ℓ) = 0,

where A2ℓ = [0, T ]× TP × {ξ ∈ R : 2ℓ ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2ℓ+1},
(3) for all φ ∈ Cc(T

P × R), the process

t 7→
∫

[0,t]×TP×R

φ(y, ξ) dm(s, y, ξ)

is predictable.

Definition 5.3 (Periodic kinetic solution (cf. [36]) ). Let v0 ∈ L1(TP ). A function
v ∈ L1(Ω×[0, T ],P , dP⊗dt;L1(TP )) is called a kinetic solution of (5.4)-(5.5), where
P denotes the predictable σ-algebra, if

(i) For all φ ∈ C∞
c (R), φ ≥ 0,

div

∫ v

0

φ(ζ)σ̃(ζ) dζ ∈ L2(Ω× [0, T ]× T
P ),

where the divergence in RP of a N×P matrix means the N -vector resulting
of the divergence of each of its N lines.
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(ii) (cf. [16]) For all φ1, φ2 ∈ C∞
c (R), φ1, φ2 ≥ 0, the following chain rule

formula holds true in L2(Ω× [0, T ]× TP ),

(5.12) div

∫ v

0

φ1(ζ)φ2(ζ)σ̃(ζ) dζ = φ1(v)div

∫ v

0

φ2(ζ)σ̃(ζ) dζ.

(iii) Let φ ∈ C∞
c (R), φ ≥ 0, and let nφ : Ω → M+([0, T ] × TP ) be defined as

follows: for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ]× TP ),

(5.13) nφ(ϕ) =

∫ T

0

∫

TP

ϕ(t, x)

∣∣∣∣div
∫ v

0

√
φ(ζ) σ̃(ζ) dζ

∣∣∣∣
2

dx dt.

There exists a kinetic measure m such that, for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ] × TP ),

ϕ ≥ 0 and φ ∈ C∞
c (R), φ ≥ 0, it holds m(ϕφ) ≥ nφ(ϕ), P-a.s., and,

in addition, if f(ω, t, x, ξ) = 1v(ω,t,x)>ξ, the pair (f,m) satisfies, for all

ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ]× TP × R), P-a.s.,

(5.14)

∫ T

0

〈f(t), ∂tϕ(t)〉 dt+ 〈f0, ϕ(0)〉+
∫ T

0

〈f(t), b̃ · ∇ϕ(t)〉 dt

+

∫ T

0

〈f(t), Ã : D2ϕ(t)〉 dt

= −
∑

k≥1

∫ T

0

∫

TP

hk(y)ϕ(t, y, v(t, y)) dy dβk(t)+

− 1

2

∫ T

0

∫

TP

∑

k≥1

|hk(x)|2∂ξϕ(t, y, v(t, y)) dy dt+m(∂ξϕ),

where b̃(ξ) = f̃ ′(ξ)

Existence and uniqueness of a kinetic solution of (5.4)-(5.5) with the non-degeneracy
condition implied by (5.10) was established in [36]. The kinetic solution must
coincide with the entropy solution since both are obtained as the a.s. limit in
L1
loc((0, T )× RP ) of the solutions of the regularized parabolic approximation.
The kinetic solutions of the periodic problem (5.4)-(5.5) satisfy the following

contraction property obtained in [22], as a consequence of the doubling of variables
method introduced in [24]. Observe that, since we are dealing with an additive
noise, the inequality holds a.s., instead of in average, i.e., for the expected values
of the norms.

Proposition 5.1 (cf. [22]). Let v1 and v2 be two kinetic solutions of (5.4)-(5.5),
with initial data v01, v02. Then, a.s., for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], we have

(5.15)

∫

TP

|v1(t, x)− v2(t, x)| dx ≤
∫

TP

|v01(x)− v02(x)| dx.

We next establish a result which is the analogue of theorem 2.1 of [51], where
the method of reduction to the periodic case was introduced.

Theorem 5.1. Let v : Ω × (0, T ) × TP → R, be a periodic entropy solution of

(5.4)-(5.5), where v0(y) is a trigonometric polynomial as in (5.2). Let y(x) :=
(λ1 ·x, · · · , λP ·x). Then, there exists a set Z ⊂ RP of total measure, that is, RP \Z
has P -dimensional Lebesgue measure zero, such that, for all z ∈ Z, the function

u(t, x) = v(t, z + y(x)) is a BAP-entropy solution of an initial value problem as
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(1.1)-(1.2) with initial function u0(x) = v0(z + y(x)) and noise functions hk(z +
y(x)). Moreover, Z does not depend on ω ∈ Ω and can be taken as the same for all

trigonometric polynomials v0(y) in a countable family T dense in L1(TP ).

Proof. Except for the independence of Z with respect to ω ∈ Ω, the proof is totally
similar to the one of theorem 2.1 of [51], and we refer to the latter for the proof
of the first part. We assume that F has a countable basis and let {γℓ(ω) = 1Aℓ

, :
ℓ ∈ N} where {Aℓ : ℓ ∈ N} is a basis for F . Also, let us assume that η ∈
E0, v0 ∈ T where E0 is a countable dense subset of E , T is a countable family
of trigonometric polynomials dense in L1(TP ). Set J(ω, z, t, x) :=

∑
k∈N

hk(z +
y(x))βk(t, ω), w(ω, z, t, x) = v(ω, t, z+y(x))−J(ω, z, t, x) and uz0(x) = v0(z+y(x)).
Let Zℓ(v0, η) ⊂ RP be the set of Lebesgue points z ∈ RP of

(5.16) Iℓ(v0, η) =

∫

Ω

γℓ(ω)

∫ T

0

∫

RN

{
(η(w) − η(uz0))ϕt +

N∑

i=1

qi(w, t, x)∂xiϕ

+

N∑

i,j=1

rij(w, t, x)∂
2
xixj

ϕ

−
N∑

i=1

(η′(w)bi,xi (w, t, x) − qi,xi(w, t, x))ϕ+

N∑

i,j=1

rij,xi(w, t, x)∂xiϕ



 dx dt

−
∫ T

0

∫

RN

η′′(w)

K∑

k=1

(
N∑

i=1

(∂xiζik(w, t, x) − ζik,xi(w, t, x))

)2

ϕdxdt.

where ϕ runs along a countable dense subset of C∞
c ([0, T )× RN ). We then define

Z(v0, η) :=
⋂
ℓ∈N

Zℓ(v0, η), Z =
⋂
v0∈T ,η∈E0

Z(v0, η). We can easily check that Z
satisfies the assertion of the theorem.

�

Together with Theorem 5.1 the following lemma is also a very important in-
gredient in the method of reduction to the periodic case in [51]. In the latter, the
analogue of (5.17) below is derived from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem. Here we give a
different proof which has the advantage to give the validity of the referred equation
for all z0 ∈ RP .

Lemma 5.1. If w ∈ L1(TP ), z0 ∈ RP , y(x) = (λ1 · x, · · · , λP · x), x ∈ RN , then

we may define the map x 7→ w(z0 + y(x)) as a function in B1
∗(R

N ). Moreover, we

have for the B1-norm of this function

(5.17)

∫

RN

|w(z0 + y(x))| dx =

∫

TP

|w(y)| dy.

In particular, the mapping w(y) 7→ w(z0 + y(x)) is an isometric isomorphism be-

tween L1(TP ) and B1
∗(R

N ).

Proof. Consider the elementary trigonometric functions E0(y) = 1 and

E±
j (y) = e±i2πyj : [−1/2, 1/2]P → C, j = 1, · · · , P,

which can be viewed as functions on the P -dimensional torus TP , by the usual
identification of [−1/2, 1/2]P with periodic conditions on the boundary and the P -
dimensional torus. We have E±

j (z0+y(x)) = e±i2π(z0j+λj ·x) which clearly belong to
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AP(RN ), since they are indeed periodic with period (2π/(λj)1, · · · , 2π/(λj)N ), j =
1, · · · , P . Since the (complex valued) continuous periodic functions on [−1/2, 1/2]P ,
or C(TP ), form a closed algebra generated by the elementary trigonometric func-
tions E±

j (y), j = 0, 1, · · · , P , and AP(RN ) is also a closed algebra, it follows that

for any (complex valued) continuous periodic function F ∈ C(TP ), F (z0 + y(x)) ∈
AP(RN ). Observe also that we have, concerning the mean-value of F (z0 + y(x)),

M(F ) := lim
R→∞

1

RN

∫

CR

F (z0 + y(x)) dx =

∫

TP

F (y) dy,

since this is true when F is a trigonometric polynomial, that is, when F is a finite

linear combination of E0(y) and trigonometric exponentials of the type Ek̄(y) =

ei2πk̄·y, with k̄ = (k1, · · · , kP ) ∈ ZP , and these are dense in C(TP ) with respect to
the uniform topology. In particular, for any continuous periodic F : TP → C, the
B1-norm of F (z0 + y(x)) verifies

(5.18)

∫

RN

|F (z0 + y(x))| dx =

∫

TP

|F (y)| dy.

Since C(TP ) is dense in L1(TP ), we deduce that, given w ∈ L1(TP ), we can find
a sequence wn ∈ C(TP ), n ∈ N, with wn → w in L1(TP ) and, so, wn(z0 + y(x))
is a Cauchy sequence in B1(RN ). Therefore, there exists a g ∈ B1(RN ) such that
wn(z0 + y(x)) → g in B1(RN ). We notice that this function g does not depend on
the specific sequence of functions wn ∈ C(TP ) converging to w in L1(TP ). Indeed,
if w̃n is another sequence in C(TP ) with w̃n → w in L1(TP ), then, by (5.18),

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

|wn(z0 + y(x))− w̃n(z0 + y(x))| dx = lim
n→∞

∫

TP

|wn(y)− w̃n(y)| dy = 0,

and so wn(z0 + y(x)) and w̃n(z0 + y(x)) converge to the same limit in B1(RN ). We
may denote, without ambiguity, g(x) := w(z0 + y(x)). Moreover, since (5.17) holds
for wn, it also holds for w.

Finally, concerning the fact that the mapping w(y) 7→ w(z0+y(x)) is an isometric
isomorphism between L1(TP ) and B1

∗(R
N ), that this mapping is injective it is clear.

The surjectivity follows from the fact that any g ∈ B1
∗(R

N ) may be approximated
in B1

∗(R
N ) by trigonometric polynomials in AP∗(R

N ), gn(y(x)) with gn ∈ C(TP )
and gn converging in L1(TP ) to some w ∈ L1(TP ). This then proves that g may
be represented as w(z0 + y(x)), which implies the surjectivity of the mapping.

�

The following corollary is useful in connection with Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 5.1. Let v : Ω × (0, T ) × TP → R, be the periodic entropy solution of

(5.4)-(5.5) with v0 ∈ L1(TP ). Let Z be the set of total measure given by Theo-

rem 5.1. Let z ∈ Z be fixed and y(x) = (λ1 · x, · · · , λP · x). Then, the function

u(t, x) = v(t, z+y(x)) is a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial function

v0(z + y(x)) and noise functions gzk(x) = hk(z + y(x)).

Proof. Indeed, from the last lemma it follows, if vα0 (y) is a sequence of trigonometric
polynomials in T approximating v0(y) in L

1(TP ), then

(5.19)

∫

RN

|vα0 (z + y(x))− v0(z + y(x))| dx =

∫

TP

|vα0 (y)− v0(y)| dy,
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and so vα0 (z+ y(x)) → v0(z+ y(x)) in B1(RN ) as α→ ∞. Therefore, if uα,z(t, x) =
vα(t, z + y(x)) is the BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) with uα,z(0, x) = vα0 (z +
y(x)), according to Theorem 4.1, and uz(t, x) is the corresponding solution with
initial function u(0, x) = v0(z + y(x)), using (2.10), we obtain that uα,z → uz in
L∞((0, T );B1(RN )), as α → ∞, a.s. in Ω. Again, since by (4.15) the norm of the
uα,z’s in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );B1(RN ))) are uniformly bounded by a function in L1(Ω),
we conclude by dominated convergence that

(5.20) uα,z → uz in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );B1(RN ))).

Finally, using again Lemma 5.1, we deduce that we must have uz(t, x) = v(t, z +
y(x)), where v(t, y) is the entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5). �

5.1. The limit as z → 0. In this subsection we consider the limit as z → 0 of
the BAP-entropy solutions uz(t, x) = v(t, z + y(x)) given by Corollary 5.1 and
show that they converge to a BAP-solution of (1.1)-(1.2). Observe that, since
B1
∗(R

N ) ⊂ B1(RN ) such BAP-entropy solutions belong to B1
∗(R

N ). Similarly, if
a L1(GN)-semigroup solution is the limit in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );L1(GN ))) of BAP-
entropy solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) belonging a.s. to L∞((0, T );B1

∗(R
N )), then, a.s., it

belongs to L∞((0, T );L1(G∗N )). We then, henceforth, call such L1(GN )-semigroup
solutions L1(G∗N )-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2).

For the discussion in this subsection we assume the non-degeneracy condition
(6.2)-(6.3), in Section 6, to assure the improved regularity of the periodic entropy
solutions proved in [14].

Theorem 5.2. Let zn ∈ Z be a sequence converging to 0 and let un(t, x) = v(t, zn+
y(x)) be the BAP-entropy solution given by Corollary 5.1, where v(t, y) is the pe-

riodic entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5), with initial function v0 ∈ C(TP ). Then, un

converges in L1(Ω;L1((0, T );L1
loc ∩ B1(RN ))) to a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-

(1.2) with u0(x) = v0(y(x)), which then may be represented as u(t, x) = v(t, y(x)).
As a consequence, let u0 ∈ L1(G∗N ), so u0(x) = v0(y(x)) for some v0 ∈ L1(TP ).

Then u(t, x) = v(t, y(x)) is the L1(G∗N )-semigroup solution of (1.1)-(1.2) where

v(t, y) is the periodic entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5), with initial function v0.

Proof. Step #1. Let us denote by Y the mapping v(y) 7→ v(y(x)) from L1(TP ) →
B1
∗(R

N ). By Lamma 5.1, Y is an isometric isomorphism. For s ∈ R, q ≥ 1, let us
define Ws,q

∗ (RN ) := Y[W s,q(TP )], and

‖v(y(·))‖Ws,q
∗ (RN ) = ‖v‖W s,q(TP ).

The first part of the statement is proved following the same steps as the proof of
the existence of a BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2) as the limit of a vanishing
viscosity sequence of solutions to the parabolic approximation as it was done in
Section 4, with the following adaptations. Now, besides the sequence un(t, x), we
also consider the sequence vn(t, y) := v(t, zn+y). Recall that v

n(t, y) is the periodic
entropy solution of (5.4)-(5.5) with initial function v0(zn + y) and noise functions
hk(zn+ y), k ∈ N. We can proceed with the above mentioned compactness method
along the usual steps, Kolmogorov’s continuity, Prohorov’s theorem, Skorokhod’s
representation theorem, etc., corresponding to Propositions 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, etc., si-
multaneously for both un and vn. While the steps for the sequence un are similar
to those for the vanishing viscosity sequence, the same is true for the sequence vn.
We combine both procedures transferring the regularity results for vn over to un

through the map Y.
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Step #2. Thus, combining the corresponding Proposition 4.1 for un and vn, we
get un ∈ Cλ([0, T ];W−2,r

loc ∩W−2,r
∗ (RN )). Concerning the results corresponding to

Proposition 4.2 for both un and vn, they can be combined by defining

X := L1((0, T );L1
loc ∩ B1

∗(R
N ))

⋂
C([0, T ];W−2,r

loc ∩W−2,r
∗ (RN )).

In the proof of the tightness corresponding to Proposition 4.2, tranferring the reg-
ularity of vn to un, we can now define KR = Ku

R ∩Kv
R, where K

u
R is as KR in the

proof of Proposition 4.2 and

Kv
R := {u ∈ X : ‖u‖Cλ([0,T ];W−2,r

∗ (RN )) ≤ R, ‖u‖L1((0,T );Ws,r
∗ (RN )) ≤ R,

‖u‖L∞((0,T );B2
∗
(RN )) ≤ R}.

The procedures to prove the tightness of the laws of un in X are then totally
similar to those in the proof of Proposition 4.2. Then Proposition 4.3 and the
subsequent content of Section 4 may be repeated with no change, and this way we
conclude that the sequence un converges in L1(Ω;L1((0, T );L1

loc∩B1
∗(R

N ))) to the
BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2), with u0(x) = v0(y(x)), and by Lemma 5.1 it
may be represented as u(t, x) = v(t, y(x)). Indeed, by Lemma 5.1 we deduce that
v0(z + y(x)) → v0(y(x)), as z → 0, in B1(RN ). Moreover, using again Lemma 5.1,
we have

E

∫ T

0

∫

RN

|un(t, x) − v(t, y(x))| dx dt

= E

∫ T

0

∫

RN

|v(t, zn + y(x))− v(t, y(x))| dx dt

= E

∫ T

0

∫

TP

|v(t, zn + y)− v(t, y)| dy dt→ 0, as zn → 0,

where we also use the continuity of translations in L1(TP ). Therefore, un(t, x) →
v(t, y(x)) in L1(Ω × [0, T ] × GN ), and so v(t, y(x)) is the BAP-entropy solution
u(t, x) of (1.1)-(1.2) with u0(x) = v0(y(x)).

Step #3. Concerning the final part of the statement, it is proved as follows.
When u0 ∈ AP∗(R

N ), by Lemma 5.1 and its proof, u0(x) = v0(y(x)), for some
v0 ∈ C(TP ), and so by the first part of the statement, u(t, x) = v(t, y(x)) is a
BAP-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2). On the other hand, if u0 ∈ L1(G∗N ), by
Lemma 5.1, u0(x) = v0(y(x)), for some v0 ∈ L1(TP ), and, if vn0 ∈ C(TP ) is a
sequence of continuous functions on the torus converging to v0 in L1(TP ), then,
as in the proof of Theorem4.3, the BAP-entropy solutions with initial functions
un0 (x) = vn0 (y(x)), u

n(t, x) = vn(t, y(x)), converge in L1(Ω;L∞((0, T );L1(G∗N))) to
a L1(G∗N )-semigroup solution of (1.1)-(1.2), which can be represented as u(t, x) =
v(t, y(x)).

�

As a consequence of Theorem 5.2 we have the following result establishing the
contraction property of the L1(G∗N )-semigroup solutions.
Proposition 5.2 (L1-mean contraction property). Let u1(t, x), u2(t, x) be two

L1(G∗N )-semigroup solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) with initial data u01, u02 ∈ L1(G∗N ).
Then, a.s., for a.e. t > 0,

(5.21)

∫

GN

|u1(t)− u2(t)| dm ≤
∫

GN

|u01 − u02| dm.
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Proof. Using the isometric isomorphism Y : L1(TN ) → L1(G∗N), v(y) 7→ v(y(x)),
since, by Theorem 5.2, u1(t, x) = v1(t, y(x)), u2(t, x) = v2(t, y(x)), where v1, v2
are the periodic entropy solutions with initial data v01, v02, such that Yv0i = u0i,
i = 1, 2, (5.21) follows immediately from the contraction property for periodic
entropy solutions (5.15).

�

6. Asymptotic Behavior

In this section we study the asymptotic behavior of the L1(G∗N )-semigroup solu-
tion obtained in the last section. Thus, we keep considering the algebra generated by
{e±2πiλℓ·x : ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · · , P}, with λℓ ∈ RN , λ0 = 0, where Λ = {λ1, λ2, · · · , λP }
is a Z-linearly independent set in RN , and we keep denoting the closure of this
algebra in the sup-norm by AP∗(R

N ). For any g ∈ AP∗(R
N ), we have Sp(g) ∈ GΛ,

where the latter is the smallest additive group containing Λ. We also keep assum-
ing, as in the last section, that the noise functions satisfy gk ∈ AP∗(R

N ), k ∈ N.
For y(x) = (λ1 ·x, · · · , λP ·x) we have that gk(x) = hk(y(x)), where hk(y) ∈ C(TP ),
k ∈ N.

From (1.9) we can define the transition semigroup in L1(G∗N ) associated with
(1.1):

Ptφ(u0) = E(φ(u(t))), φ ∈ Bb(L1(G∗N )),

where u(t) denotes the L1(G∗N )-semigroup solution with initial data u0 at time
t, which, to be more precise, we will henceforth denote uu0(t), and Bb(L1(G∗N ))
denotes the bounded Borel function on L1(G∗N ). We keep the notation and as-
sumptions of Section 5.

A probability measure µ on L1(G∗N) is a said to be an invariant measure for
(Pt) if we have

P ∗
t µ = µ, t ≥ 0, where 〈P ∗

t µ, φ〉 = 〈µ, Ptφ〉, for all φ ∈ C(L1(G∗N )).

It can be easily checked that Pt(u0,Γ) := PtχΓ(u0), u0 ∈ L1(G∗N ), Γ ∈ E :=
Bb(L1(G∗N)), defines a Markovian transition function.

Recalling the definition of Ws,q(RN ) in Section 5, let S ⊂ L1(G∗N ) be defined
by

S = {u ∈ Ws,q
∗ (RN ) :

∫

G∗N

u(x) dx = 0},

where W s,q(TP ) is the Sobolev space such that the kinetic periodic solutions ob-
tained in [36] with initial data in L3(TP ) belong to L1((0, T );W s,q(T)), according
to [14]. More specifically, we also recall the decisive estimate (4.21) from [14], for
the kinetic periodic solution on TP ,

(6.1) E‖v‖L1((0,T );W s,q(TP )) ≤ k0(E‖v0‖3L3(TP ) + 1 + T ),

for some q > 1, where k0 depends only on the data of the periodic problem, provided
the non-degeneracy condition (6.3), with (6.2), recalled below, holds.

We then define,

‖u‖S := ‖u‖Ws,q
∗ (RN ).

We notice that S is a subspace of L1(G∗N ) and ‖ · ‖S is a norm. Indeed, since
W s,p(TP ) is continuously embedded in L1(TP ), we have that if ‖u‖S = 0, then
v = 0 in L1(TP ), which, in turn, by Lemma 5.1, implies that u = 0 in L1(G∗N ).
The other properties for a norm are obviously checked. Thus, ‖ · ‖S is a norm in S.
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Let SR := {u ∈ S : ‖u‖S ≤ R}. We claim that SR is compact in L1(G∗N ).
Indeed, given a sequence uα ∈ SR, we can find vα(y(x)), with ‖vα‖W s,p(TP ) ≤ R

and uα = vα(y(x)) in L
1(G∗N). By the compactness of the embeddingW s,p(TP ) ⊂

L1(TN ), we may find a subsequence vαk
converging in L1(TP ). Then, by Lemma 5.1,

uαk
(x) = vαk

(y(x)) converges in L1(G∗N ) to certain u ∈ SR, which proves the com-
pactness of SR.

Let us define the probability measures

〈µT , φ〉 :=
1

T

∫ T

0

Ptφ(u0)dt =
1

T

∫ T

0

〈P ∗
t δu0 , φ〉dt, φ ∈ Bb(L1(G∗N )),

where, for a Banach space E, Bb(E) is the space of bounded Borel functions on E.
We next prove that the family of probability measures over L1(G∗N ), {µT }T>0, is
tight, aiming to apply Prohorov’s theorem (see, e.g., [6]).

Proposition 6.1. The family {µT }T>0 of measures over Bb(L1(G∗N )) is tight and
relatively weakly compact. Hence, there is a subsequence µTk

and µ ∈ M1(L
1(G∗N ))

such that µTk
⇀ µ.

Proof. We suppose u0(x) = v0(y(x)) is a trigonometric polynomial and we let v
be the corresponding kinetic periodic solution on RP , with initial datum v(0, y) =
v0(y), as in the discussion of Section 4. Also, assume that φ ∈ Bb(L1(G∗N )) has
support in SCR = L1(G∗N ) \ SR, where SR is as above.

Thus, we have

|〈µT , φ〉| = | 1
T

∫ T

0

Ptφ(u0)dt| = | 1
T

∫ T

0

Eφ(u(t))dt| ≤ ‖φ‖∞
1

R

1

T
E

∫ T

0

‖u(t)‖S dt

= ‖φ‖∞
1

R

1

T
E

∫ T

0

‖v(t)‖W s,q(TP ) dt ≤
C‖φ‖∞
R

,

where we have used Corollary 5.1 and (6.1), which proves the desired tightness of
µT , T > 0, and so, by Prohorov’s therorem, there exists a subsequence {µTk

}k∈N

and a probability measure µ over L1(G∗N) such that µTk
⇀ µ. �

Proposition 6.2. Assume condition (1.11) holds, with ιϑ(δ) defined by (1.10). The
measure µ obtained in Proposition 6.1 is an invariant measure for the transition

semigroup Pt.

Proof. For any t ≥ 0 and φ ∈ Cb(L
1(G∗N )), we have

〈P ∗
t µ, φ〉 = 〈µ, Ptφ〉 = lim

n→∞
〈µTn , Ptφ〉

= lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

Ps(Ptφ)(u0) ds = lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

Pt+sφ(u0) ds

= lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ Tn+t

t

Psφ(u0) ds = lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

Psφ(u0) ds

− lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ t

0

Psφ(u0) ds+ lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ Tn+t

Tn

Psφ(u0) ds

= lim
n→∞

1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

Psφ(u0) ds = 〈µ, φ〉,

which proves that µ is an invariant measure for (1.1). �
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The just described procedure to obtain an invariant probability measure follows
the classical Krylov-Bogolyubov method as described, e.g., in [21].

Let us consider the case where the initial datum is a trigonometric polyno-
mial and v is a solution of the corresponding periodic problem such that u(t, x) =
v(t, y(x)), as in Theorem 5.2. Observe that, from condition (1.11), with ιϑ(δ) de-

fined by (1.10), then the flux function f̃(v) = (λ1 · f(v), · · · , λP · f(v)) and the
viscosity matrix ã(v) = (σ̃(v))T σ̃(v), with σ̃(v) being the N × P matrix written
by its columns σ̃(v) = [σ̃1(v), · · · , σ̃P (v)], σ̃i(v) = λiσ, i = 1, · · · , P , satisfy the

condition, for b̃ = f̃ ′ and ι̃ϑ(ε) defined by

(6.2) ι̃ϑ(ε) = sup
α∈R,n∈ZP

∫

R

ε(ã(ξ) : n

|n| ⊗ n

|n| + ε)

(ã(ξ) : n

|n| ⊗ n

|n| + ε)2 + εν |b̃(ξ) · n

|n| + α|2
ϑ(ξ) dξ,

with ϑ as in (1.10),

(6.3) ι̃ϑ(ε) ≤ cϑ1ε
κ,

for some cϑ1 > 0, 1 < ν < 2 and 0 < κ < 1.
We point out that the non–degeneracy condition (6.3) is a little different from

the one in [14]. Besides the fact that it is based on ZP , not on RP , as in [14],
we introduce here the function ϑ in the definition of ιϑ in (6.2). This is necessary
as, with our assumptions of Lipschitz continuity of the flux function f and of the
viscosity matrix A, the integral in (6.2) cannot converge without the presence of
a weight function like ϑ. However, we can still deduce estimate (6.1) with some
modifications in the proof in [14] as explained in the appendix A.

The following result establishes the uniqueness of the invariant measure.

Proposition 6.3. Assume that condition (1.11) holds, with ιϑ(δ) defined by (1.10).
Then the invariant measure µ of the transition semigroup Pt is unique.

Proof. The periodic kinetic solutions of (5.4)-(5.5) are kinetic solutions in the sense
of [14] and so, any two of these solutions satisfy (by the last equation in section 5
of [14])

(6.4) lim
t→∞

‖v1(t)− v2(t)‖L1(TP ) = 0.

From (6.4) we obtain, for any two BAP-solutions with trigonometric polynomials
as initial data and trigonometric polynomials as noise coefficients in AP∗(R

N ), the
equation

(6.5) lim
t→∞

‖u1(t)− u2(t)‖L1(GN ) = 0.

This, together with the contraction property (2.9), implies the uniqueness of the
invariant measure. Indeed, given φ ∈ Lip (L1(G∗N )) and u0 ∈ AP∗(R

N ), if µ is the
invariant measure constructed by the above Krylov-Bogoliubov’s argument, that is
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µ = limTk→∞ µTk
, where µT = 1

T

∫ T
0
P ∗
t δu0 dt, we have

|〈ν, φ〉 − 〈µTn , φ〉| =
1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

|〈P ∗
t ν, φ〉 − 〈P ∗

t δu0 , φ〉| dt

=
1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

L1(G∗N )

(Ptφ(v0)− Ptφ(u0)) dν(v0)

∣∣∣∣∣ dt

≤ 1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

∫

L1(G∗N )

Cφ E‖v(·, t)− u(·, t)‖L1(G∗N ) dν(v0) dt

≤
∫

L1(G∗N )

Cφ E
1

Tn

∫ Tn

0

‖v(·, t)− u(·, t)‖L1(G∗N ) dt dν(v0) → 0,

where v(·, t), u(·, t) are the L1(G∗N )-entropy solutions associated with the initial
data v0, u0, respectively. Hence, making Tn → ∞, using (6.5), we conclude

|〈ν, φ〉 − 〈µ, φ〉| = 0,

and so

(6.6) 〈ν, φ〉 = 〈µ, φ〉

for all φ ∈ Lip (L1(G∗N)). Now, it is easy to extend (6.6) to all φ ∈ Bb(L1(G∗N )):
First for φ = 1F where F is any closed subset of L1(G∗N) and then, by the regularity
of the probability measures µ and ν, for φ = 1A, for any Borel set A, that is,
ν(A) = µ(A) for all Borel sets of L1(G∗N ), which implies the uniqueness of the
invariant measure µ for (1.1). �

Appendix A. Regularity

As mentioned in Section 6 we need to assume a non-degeneracy condition, namely
(6.3), that differs slightly from the one in [14], which, however, still yields the
regularity estimates that they prove, with only a few minor modifications in order
to accommodate the weight function ϑ(ξ) = (1+|ξ|2)−1. Indeed, following the proof
of theorem 4.1 in [14], it suffices to make a small modification on the estimates on the
term u0 and u♭ of their decomposition of the periodic kinetic solution (see equation
(4.7) in [14]) of the parabolic-hyperbolic equation that they consider. Since the
estimates on both u0 and u♭ are similar, we only point out the changes on the first
one.

The non–degeneracy condition comes into play on page 982, when estimating the

term û0(k, t), where the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is used in order to make appear
the integral that defines the function η(λ) (cf. condition (4.1) in their paper), which
corresponds to the function ιϑ in (6.2) above. At this point, it suffices to multiply
and divide by ϑ(ξ)−1/2 (i.e. by (1 + |ξ|2)1/2) before applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality as shown below, in order to make appear the function ιϑ, instead of their
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function η:

∫ T

0

|û0(t, k)|2dt = 4

|k|

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ A|k|+ ωk

(A|k|+ ωk)2 + |F ′(ξ) · k̂ + τ |2
χ̂u(ξ, k, 0) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dτ

≤ 4

|k|

∫ ∞

−∞

(∫
|χ̂u(ξ, k, 0)|2ϑ(ξ)−1 A|k|+ ωk

(A|k|+ ωk)2 + |F ′(ξ) · k̂ + τ |2
dξ

)

×
(∫ A|k|+ ωk

(A|k|+ ωk)2 + |F ′(ξ) · k̂ + τ |2
ϑ(ξ)dξ

)
dτ

≤ 4

|k|ωk

∫
|̂χu(ξ, k, 0)|2ϑ(ξ)−1

(∫ ∞

−∞

A|k|+ ωk

(A|k|+ ωk)2 + |F ′(ξ) · k̂ + τ |2
dτ

)
dξ

× sup
τ

∫
ωk(A|k|+ ωk)

(A|k|+ ωk)2 + |F ′(ξ) · k̂ + τ |2
ϑ(ξ)dξ.

Here, the rest of the argument in [14] can be followed line by line, carrying

the function ϑ(ξ)−1 multiplying |χ̂v(0, k, ξ)|2 to deduce using the non–degeneracy
condition that

∫ T

0

|k|1+κω1−κ
k |û0(k, t)|2dt ≤ C

∫
|χ̂v(ξ, k, 0)|2ϑ(ξ)dξ,

and summing over all frequencies k yields
∫ T

0

‖u‖2
H

(1−α)κ+α
y

dt ≤ C(1 + ‖u0‖L3(TP )),

as in [14].
As mentioned above, the same modification can be made to include the function

ϑ in the estimate of v♭. In this case, we also have to use the integrability properties
of the periodic kinetic solution, which is also an important point of the regularity
analysis in [36]. In summary, this is how we obtain (6.1).
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[48] J. Málek , J. Necas , M. Rokyta , M. Ruzicka and F. Otto. Scalar conservation laws. In:
Weak and measure-valued solutions to evolutionary PDEs / Josef Málek et al (eds.) Lon-
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