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A CHEMOTAXIS-FLUID MODEL DRIVEN BY LEVY NOISE IN R?
FAN XU, LEI ZHANG, AND BIN LIU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the existence and uniqueness of global solutions
to the Cauchy problem for a coupled stochastic chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system with mul-
tiplicative Lévy noises in R2. The existence of global martingale solutions is proved under a
framework that is based on the Faedo-Galerkin approximation scheme and stochastic com-
pactness method, where the verification of tightness depends crucially on a novel stochastic
version of Lyapunov functional inequality and proper compactness criteria in Fréchet spaces.
A pathwise uniqueness result is also established with suitable assumption on the jump noises,
which indicates that the considered system admits a unique global strong solution.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we study the Cauchy problem for the chemotaxis system interacting with a
stochastically perturbed incompressible flow in the two-dimensional space R?:
(dn +u-Vndt = Andt — V - (nVe) dt, in R, x R?
de+u - Vedt = Acdt — nedt, in R, x R?
du+ (u-V)udt = Audt + VPdt
(1.1)

+nVodt+ G(t,u)dW(t) + / F(t,u; 2)n(dt,dz), in Ry x R?
z

V-u=0, in R?,

Jl|t=0 = No, C|t:0 = Co, U|t:0 = Uo, in Rza

where the unknown functions n(t, z), ¢(t,z) and u(t,z) denote the density of the bacteria,
the concentration of the chemical and the fluid velocity field, respectively. The function
P(t,x) stands for the pressure, and ¢(x) represents the the gravitational potential.

Concerning the fluid equations in (1.1), the term nV¢ dt indicates the deterministic force
caused by the bacteria via the time-independent potential ¢(x), while the term

G(t,u)dW(t) +/ F(t,u; z)p(dt,dz)

z
stands for the Lévy-type random force stemming from the surroundings, with G(t, w)dW (¢)
influencing the system continuously in time, and [, F'(t, u; 2)7j(dt, dz) influencing the system
discretely in time as impulses. Here, the random noises W and 7 are defined on a fixed
probability space (2, F, §,P) with filtration § = {F; }+>¢ that satisfies the usual assumptions.
Specifically, W is a F-adapted cylindrical Wiener process with values in a separable Hilbert
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space Y. 7, independent of W is a time-homogeneous Poisson random measure on [0, 00) X Z
with intensity measure dt ® dv, where v is a o-finite measure on a certain measurable
space (Z,%(Z)). The compensated Poisson random measure is denoted by 7(d¢,dz) =
n(dt,dz) — v(dz)dt.

The interplay between cells and the surrounding fluid, where chemical substances are
consumed, has been acknowledged in [17,23,41]. These studies confirm that the density
of bacteria and chemoattractants change with the motion of fluid. Consequently, the ve-
locity field of fluid is influenced by both moving bacteria and external body forces. To
describe such a coupled biological phenomena, Tuval et al. [41] introduced a prototypical
CNS model which can be obtained by taking G(t,u) = 0 and F(t,u;z) =0 in (1.1). During
the past twenty years, the deterministic CNS system (1.1) has been extensively studied from
the understanding point of PDEs theory, see for example [14, 16, 18,40,43-45] of solutions.
Typically, in the unbounded 2D case, Zhang and Zheng [51] utilized a scale decomposition
technique and standard mollification method to prove the existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions for the CNS system. Recently, Kang, Lee and Winkler [31] proved the existence of
weak solutions for the CNS system in the unbounded 3D case by using Yoshida approxima-
tion. Besides, research findings related to the CNS system in 2D and 3D bounded domains
are particularly abundant, and we refer to [2,14,16, 18,29,40, 43-45] and references therein
to learn more details.

In the real world, incorporating stochastic effects is crucial in creating mathematical mod-
els for complex phenomena in science that involve uncertainty. For instance, the evolution of
viscous fluids is not only affected by the external force nV¢ caused by bacteria, but also by
random sources from the environment. The presence of randomness can significantly impact
the overall evolution of the viscous fluid. Consequently, numerous studies have been con-
ducted on the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, as evidenced in [5,6,20,26,27] and their
cited references. Due to the widespread applications of random fluctuations in hydrodynam-
ics, developing a stochastic theory for the CNS system coupled with perturbed momentum
equations by random forces is essential. This motivates us to assume that the viscous flow
described by Navier-Stokes equations are inevitably affected, besides the external force nV¢
stemming from the bacteria, also by some random factors in surrounding environment.

As a matter of fact, the initial work on the stochastic CNS system is due to Zhai and
Zhang [47], in which they established the existence and uniqueness of global mild and weak
solutions to the stochastic CNS system with Gaussian noises (i.e., F'(t,u;2z) = 01in (1.1)) in a
2D bounded and convex domain. Later in a 3D bounded domain with unnecessarily convex
boundary, Zhang and Liu [48] proved the existence of global martingale weak solutions to the
stochastic CNS system perturbed by multiplicative Lévy-type noises. Moreover, they also
investigated the existence and uniqueness of global pathwise solutions to the stochastic CNS
system with Gaussian multiplicative noise in the whole sapce R? [49,50]. Recently, Hausen-
blas et al. [25] considered the global pathwise weak solutions to the stochastic CNS system
in a 2D bounded domain with an additional random noise on the chemical concentration
equation. It is worth noting that the above mentioned works are mainly concentrated on the
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evolution of stochastic system in bounded domains, yet little is known for unbounded do-
mains, which have been widely developed for the deterministic counterpart, see e.g. [31,51].

The main purpose of this paper is to study the global solvability for stochastic CNS system
with Lévy noise in the whole space R?, and the main novelty is three-fold:

e The Lévy-type noises considered in (1.1) has not been addressed in [49,50], which is
more natural from the physical point of view. The approximation solutions are constructed
by using the Faedo-Galerkin method, which differs from the widely applied Banach fixed
point argument in the existed works such as [47-49].

e A new stochastic version of the entropy-energy inequality (cf. Lemma 2.3) is established,
which enables us to extend the lifespan of the approximate solutions to infinity. This type
of functional inequality even improves the deterministic one in [51].

e Our framework enables us to deal with the gradient-type random noise (e.g., [7,21,22,34])
in the form of

[e.e]

G(t,u)dW(t) = Z (b(i) () - Vu(t, z) + D (x)u(t, x)) dW'(t), (1.2)

i=1

which can not be covered by the framework used in [47-49].

1.1. Main result. To give the statement of the definition of the solutions to the original

system, let us define V := {f € [C>°(R?)]?> : V- f = 0}, we denote by H the the closure of

V in [L?(R?)]?, by V the closure of V in [H'(R?)]?, and by V; the closure of V in [H*(R?)]?.
Define the operators

Af = (Vf, V()2 € H'(R?), f e H'(R?),
A= (Vu,V())g e V', ueV.

For the convecting terms, we define

B(u,v) :==b(u,v,-), Bi(u, f):=bi(u, f,-),
where b(u, v,w) = [po(u- Vo)wdz and by (u, f,g) = [p.(u-V)fgdz.

In a similar manner, we consider
Rl(n> C) = 7“1(71, &) ')7 Tl(na ¢, f) = V- (nVc)fdx,
R2
and the coupling mappings Ry and R3 given by

(Faln. ). f)iz = [ nef s, (Ralo.0).9)2 = [

nVeo - gdz.
R R2

Our main result in this work can be stated by the following theorem.

Definition 1.1 (Martingale solutions). We say that a quantity ((Q2, F,§,P), W,n,n,c,u) is
a global martingale solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1), provided:
o (O, F,§,P) is a stochastic basis with filtration § := {F;}icjo,r)- W is a cylindrical
Wiener process on a separate space Y, and 7 is a time homogeneous Poisson random
measure on a measurable space (Z, Z(Z)) with intensity measure v.
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e (n,c,u): [0,T] x Q — L*(R?*) x H'(R?) x H is progressively measurable with P-a.s.
paths

n(-,w) € C([0,T]; L (R*) N L*(0, T3 H' (R?%)),

c(-,w) € C([0,T]; Hy(R?) N L*(0, T; H*(R?)),

u(-,w) € D([0,T]; Hy) N L*(0,T; V).

eC

e For all t € [0,T] and all (hy, hy, h3) € C°(R?) x C°(R?) x V, we have P-a.s.

(n(t), hy) e + /0 (An, h)ds + /0 (B(u,n), h)ds = (no, h)pe — /0 (Ru(n, ¢), hi)ds,

(c(t), h) 2 + /0 (Ac, ho)ds + / (B(u, ¢), ha)ds = (co, ha) gz — /0 (Ro(n, ), ha)ds,

0
t

(U(t), hg)H ‘l‘/ <.A1U h3>d5 +/ (Bl(u u) h3>d8 = (UQ, hg)H —l—/ <R3(7’L, ¢), h3>d8

0/(G(sudw  hs) + / / (s,u(s—); 2), hs)gni(ds, dz).

Definition 1.2 (Pathwise solutions). If the stochastic basis (2, F,§,P, W, n) is fixed in ad-
vance, then the process (n,c,u) : [0,7] x Q — L*(R?) x H(R?) x H in Definition 1.1 is said
to be a global pathwise (i.e., probabilistically strong) solution to the system (1.1).

Assumption 1.3. Let us make the following assumptions:
(A1) ¢ € WHe(R?); ng € LY(R*)NL*(R?), ng > 0; ¢p € LY(R*))NL>*(R*)NHY(R?), V /¢ €
L2(R2), co>0;up € H.
(A2) (1) G:[0,T] x V — Ly(Y, H) and there exists a constant Lg > 0 such that
G (t,u1) = Gt w2y < Lallur = w2lli, wi, uz €V, t € [0,7]
and

Gt W Zywmy < Mol Vullze + C(L+ lullfy), weV, te[o,T],

where C' > 0 and \g small enough such that
1

Ao < . .
0372+ 16 - 24][eo|| 1= )2 (1.3)

(2) G extends to a continuous mapping G : [0,7] x H — Lo(Y, V') such that

1GE w) | Zavan < CO+ ullfy), v e H,
for some C' > 0. Moreover, for every ¢ € V the mapping C:YSD defined by
(Go(w)(t) == (G(t,u(t), )u, we L*(0,T; H), t €[0,T]

is a continuous mapping from L2(0,T; H) into L?*([0,T]; Lo(Y,R)) if in the space
L?(0,T; H) we consider the Fréchet topology inherited from the space L*(0,T'; Hq.).
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(As) (1) F : [0, T|xHxZ — H is a measurable function such that [, 1o} (F(¢, z; 2))v(dz) =
0 for all x € H and t € [0,7T]. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/ | F(t,uy; 2) — F(t, ug; 2)||5v(dz) < Cllug — ual|3y, w1, us € H, t € 0,7,
and there exists a constant C'(p) such that
/ 1F(E,u; 2)[[v(dz) < C(p)(1 + ully), we H, t€[0,T].
z

for each p > 1.
(2) For every ¢ € V the mapping F,, defined by

(E (w)(t, 2) i= (F(t,u(t—); 2),9)m, u € L*(0,T; H), (t,2) € [0,T] x Z,

is a continuous mapping from L?(0,T; H) into L?([0,T] x Z,dl ® v; R) if in the space
L*(0,T; H) we consider the Fréchet topology inherited from the space L*(0,T; Hq.).

Now we are ready to state the main result in this paper.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that the conditions (A;)-(As) hold, then the Cauchy problem (1.1)
has at least a global martingale solution (0, F,&,P), W, n,n, ¢ ) in the sense of Definition
1.1. In addition, if there is a constant C > 0 such that

/ | F (¢, ui; 2) — F(t, ug; 2)||5v(d2) < Clluy — usl|y, ui,us € H, t € [0,T], (1.4)

and the Lipschitz constant Lg in (Ag) satisfies
LG < 2, (15)

then the global martingale solution is exact unique. As a result, the Cauchy problem (1.1)
has a unique global pathwise solution in the sense of Definition 1.2.

Several remarkes concerning the Theorem 1.4 are in order.

Remark 1.5. Note that the gradient-type noise (1.2) satisfies (Ay) if the functions b*(x) and
¢ (z) are sufficiently regular. An example for the assumption (As) is provided as follows:

Let 1 be the Poisson random measure induced from a Lévy process L on a separable Hilbert
space Y7, where the associated intensity measure is given by dt ® dv and v is a o-finite Lévy
measure satisfying [y, o, (IIYl}, A Dr(dy) < oo [38]. Let Z := {z € V1, [lz[ly; < 1} and
define the measurable mapping by

F(t,u;z) :==||2|ly, - u, for all (t,u,z) €[0,T] x H X Z.
Then it is clearly that F'(¢,0;z) = 0 and for all p > 2

J NP 2) = Pt 2)(d2) = o= wally [ 1218 v(a)

< C’||u1 — UQHH, t e [O,T], Uy, Ug € H,
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which implies that the function F' satisfies assumptions 1) in (A3z) and also the condition
(1.4) in Theorem 1.4. Besides, for fixed ¢ € V there exists d > 0 such that supp ¢ is a

compact subset of Oy C R% Thus the mapping (F,(u))(t, 2) = (||z]ly, - u, p)u satisfies

|(Fp(u)(t, 2)| < Cld)|ullzopllzlly, & u,2) €[0,T]x H x Z,
which implies that the mapping F, satisfies the assumption (2) in (As).

Remark 1.6. The upper bound for A\ in (1.3) is assumed just for convenience. An inter-
esting problem is to seek the best upper bound such that our main result still holds.

Remark 1.7. Theorem 1.4 may be seen as an extension of the results for deterministic
CNS system [19,33,43,51] to the stochastic setting. Meanwhile, it also improves the work
[47] in bounded domain and the works [49,50] in unbounded domain. Note that different
with the framework used in these works, we adopt an alternative framework that combines
the classical Faedo-Galerkin approximation method with the stochastic compactness method
through a new stochastic entropy-energy inequality.

1.2. Ideas of the proof. In the first step, we introduce an approximation system by virtue
of the classical Faedo-Galerkin method, which turns the original system (1.1) into a class
of locally Lipschitz continuous SDEs with Lévy noises. The existence and uniqueness of
approximation solutions (n™, ¢™, u™, 7™) then follows from the well-known theory for SDEs
in finite-dimensional spaces ([4, Theorem 6.2.1]). As far as we aware, such a type of approx-
imation system combined with the stochastic compactness method has not been applied to
study the stochastic CNS system in unbounded domain, which seems to be more efficient
than the three-layer approximation system in our previous works [49,50]. It is worth point-
ing out that, inspired by the works by Mikulevicius and Rozovskii [35] and BrzeZniak and
Motyl [12,13] for stochastic fluid hydrodynamics, we successfully introduce a more general
framework in certain Fréchet spaces to deal with the unboundedness of the domain. As
a result, by using a series of properties in Hilbert space and suitable Sobolev embedding
theorems, we are able to obtain proper compactness criteria, which are crucial for proving
the tightness of approximation solutions.

The second step is to show that the approximate solutions are indeed global-in-time ones,
that is, P(w : 7™(w) = 00) = 1. As usual, we are inspired to establish some uniform a priori
bounds for the approximation solutions. However, very different with the decoupled deter-
ministic or stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, the usual energy estimates is not sufficient to
achieve this goal. Being inspired by [19,51] and taking advantage of the special structure of
the system, one can derive a stochastic version of the entropy-energy functional inequality
(cf. Lemma 2.3). We remark that the entropy-type estimates have been widely applied in the
study of global solvability of deterministic chemotaxis systems [19,31,33,43,45]. Here the
main difficulty comes from the treatment of the interaction between the chemotaxis system
and the stochastic fluid equation.

The third step is to take the limit m — oo and prove the existence of global martin-
gale solutions. At this stage, we encounter another difficulty that differs from the deter-
ministic setting, that is, one can not directly extract a weakly convergent subsequence of
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(n™, ™ u™);,>1 by previous uniform bounds to show that the weak limit process is a weak

solution to the system (1.1), due to the lack of topology structure of the probability space.
Fortunately, thanks to the aforementioned entropy-energy inequality and the compactness
criteria, one can prove that the probability measures induced by the approximation solutions
are tight on properly chosen phase spaces. Then by applying the Jakubowski-Skorokhod the-
orem one can construct a new probability space (Q,F,P) on which defined a sequence of
(nk, & uw* Wk i*). This sequence shares the same laws of (n™, ¢™, u™, W™, ™) and conver-
gent almost surely to an element (n., ¢., u., W, 1.). By making use of this crucial pointwise
convergence result, one can verify that (n., c., u., Wi, n,) is indeed a global martingale weak
solution to the system (1.1).

1.3. Notation. Finally, let us give several notations that will be frequently used in the
following argument.

Let (S, 0) be a complete and separable metric space. Let D([0,7];S) be the space of all
S-valued cadlag functions defined on [0,77], i.e. the functions which are right continuous
with left limits at every ¢ € [0,7]. The space D([0,T7;S) is endowed with the Skorokhod
topology. In particular, a sequence (f,,) C ID([0,T];S) converges to f € D([0,T7];S) if and
only if there exists a sequence (\,,) of homeomorphisms of [0, 7] such that A, tends to the
identity uniformly on [0,7] and f,, o A, tends to f uniformly on [0,7]. The topology is
metrizable by the following metric

where Ar is the set of increasing homeomorphisms of [0, 7]. Moreover, (D([0,T7];S), d7) is a
complete metric space [30].

Let @, be a Hilbert space @) endowed with the weak topology, we define D([0, T; Q.,) the
space of weakly cadlag functions f : [0,7] — @ with the weakest topology such that for all
f € Q the mapping C(]0,T]; Q) the space of weakly continuous functions f : [0,7] — @
with the weakest topology L2 (0,T’; Q) the space L*(0, T’; Q) endowed with the weak topology
L*(0,T; L},) the space of measurable functions f : [0,7] — L? such that for all d € N,

loc

pra(f) = ([fllz201:02(0,) = (fOT de |f|2d:£dt)% < oo, with the topology generated by the
seminorms prq L?(0,T; H.,) the space of measurable functions f : [0,7] — H' such that for

loc
all d € N, qra(f) = |fll20.1:004) == (fOT Jo, IF17+ IV f[2dzdt)z < oo, with the topology
generated by the seminorms gz 4. In particular, f,, — f in D([0,T]; Q,,) if any only if for all
9€Q (ful)9)a = (F(), 9o in DO, T R). And frn — [ in C(0,T]; Qy) if any only if
for all g € Q: limy, o0 SUpyeo 1y [(fn(t) — f(2), 9)q| = 0.

A(t) — A(s)

1
08— —

or(f,g) := inf | sup o(f(t),go A(t)) + sup [t — A(t)| + sup
AEAT | 4ef0,T] te(0,T] s#t

1.4. Organization. This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we establish uniform
bounded estimates for solutions of the finite-dimensional system (2.8). In section 3, we
provide some compactness criteria, and then establish the existence of global martingale
solutions. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of the pathwise uniqueness result.
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2. APPROXIMATION SOLUTIONS

2.1. Functional setting. To introduce the approximation system, let us first introduce
several approximation operators. It is clear that the embeddings H*(R?) C H*(R?) C L*(R?)
and V, C V C H are continuous for a,b > 1. According to [28, Lemma 2.5], we obtain two
Hilbert spaces U and U;, and we get the following relationship

US me®) S R S PR 2 (2R S pr) Y ey Yy (20
as well as

it b ’ 12Y% by
navSvhrrS vy Sy (2:2)

where the natural embeddings ¢, (i)', i and (i})’ are compact and the embeddings j¢, (),
g, ', 1, (I°), I as well as I’ are continuous. Let us consider the mappings
k:=joj%i%: U< L?
ky=1lol’0d} U — H,
and their adjoint operators
E* = (joj%oi")* : L* = U,
k= (lolPod)*: H— U,.

Since k is compact and the range of k is dense in L*(R?), k* : L?(R?) — U is one-to-
one. Similarly, the mapping kj : H — U, is also one-to-one. Let us consider the following
mappings

Kz = (K*)"'z, x € D(K) := k*(L*(R?)) C U, (2.3)
and
Ky = (k) 'y, y € D(K,) := k}(H) C U,. (2.4)

Then the mappings K : D(K) — L*(R?) and K, : D(K;) — H are both onto. By (2.3), we
see that

(Ka,y)pz = (k") 2, ky)re = (K" (k) '2,y)v = (v,9)v, © € D(K), y € U.
Similarly, according to (2.4), we have
(levy)H = (x7y>U17 T e D(K1)7 Yy e Ul-

Besides, D(K) is dense in L?*(R?) and D(K;) is dense in H, see [12,37]. Moreover, K and
K, are both self-adjoint operators, and K~! as well as K; ' are compact operator. Then
there exists an orthonormal basis {e;}sen of L?(R?) composed of the eigenvectors for the
operator K. And there exists another orthonormal basis {o0;};en of H composed of the
eigenvectors for the operator K;. Let \; and S\Z be the eigenvalue corresponding to e; and
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0;, respectively. Since D(K) C U and D(K;) C U; are densely defined, we see that ¢; € U
as well as o; € Uy, i € N. Let P,, be the operator from U’ to span{ey, ..., e,,} defined by

Ponf= Z<f> eiyurves, feU.
i=1
And let P, be the operator from U] to span{oy, ..., o, } defined by
Prg = Z<97 0i)vy.0,0i, 9 € Uy
i=1

In particular, the restriction of P, to L2(R?) (still denoted by P,,) and the restriction of P,
to H (still denoted by P,,) are given by

me — Z(f’ ei)L2€i7 f ~ L2(R2), pmg - Z(g7é2)Hé27 g € H
i=1 i=1

The proof of the following result is standard (cf. [12]), which will be frequently used in

later estimations.

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢, := ”:_ﬁU and o0; := W, 1 € N. Then
1 1 1

(1) {é;:}ien and {0;}ien are the orthonormal basis in U and Uy, respectively. Moreover,

A= lleills, A= llodllz,, i € N.

(2) For everym € N, f €U and g € Uy

m

Puf = (f.é)vé, Pug=> (9,606,

=1 i=1

i.e. the restriction of Py, to U is the (-,-)y-orthogonal projection onto span{éy, ...€y,}
and the restriction of Py, to Uy is the (-, )y, -orthogonal projection onto span{oi, ...om},

respectively.

(3) For everym € N, f €U, fo €U, g € Uy and g5 € U]

(Prfos fr)rze = (f2, Puf1),  (Pnge, 91)m = (92, Pmgn)- (2.5)

(4) For every f € U and g € Uy, we have

tim [Py f = fllv =0 and nli_IgoHng—gHUl =0. (2.6)
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2.2. Approximation system. Note that the original system (1.1) can be written in the
following form:

(dn(t) + An(t)dt + B(u(t),n(t))dt = —Ry(n(t), c(t)) dt,
de(t) + Ac(t)dt + B(u(t), c(t))dt = —Ro(n(t), c(t)) dt,
du(t) + Ayu(t)dt + By (u(t), u(t))dt dt
= R3(n(t), ¢) + G(t,u(t))dW(t) + /ZF(t,u(t—); 2)n(dt, dz),

\n|t:0 = Ny, C|t:0 = Co, U|t:0 = Up.

In order to apply the Faedo-Galerkin method to approximate the system (2.7), let {e; }ien
be the orthonormal basis in L?*(R?) composed of the eigenvectors of operator K, and {o; }ien
be the orthonormal basis in H composed of the eigenvectors of operator K;. Define the
finite-dimensional projection spaces

S, =S, X Sm XS,
with S,, := span{ey, ...,e, } and S,, := span{oy, ..., 0, }, which is endowed with the norm
1
[, e, u)lls, = (Inll72 +llellze + lullf)®, (e u) € Sp

Then the approximation system in S,, is introduced as follows:

(

t t t
n™(t) +/ P, An"ds +/ P,B(u™,n™)ds =n{ — / PLRi(n™(s),c™)ds,
0 0 0
t t t
(L) + / P,Ac"ds + / P,Bu™,c™)ds = ¢y — / P, Ry(n™, c™)ds,
0 0 0

um(t)+/0 PmAlumds+/ P, By(u™)ds = ul + /15 Rs(n™, ¢)ds (28)

+/0 BG(s, u™) //P F(s,u™(s-); 2)il(ds, d2),

nm|t:0 = nom7 Cm|t:0 = Co ) |t:0 = Uo )

where the mappings P,, : U’ — S, and P,, : U, — S,, are defined by (2.1) and (2.1),
respectively. The regularized initial datum in (2.8) are given by

m .__ mo.__ m . D
no . TnTLO7 CO . mCO7 UO .— muo’
which satisfy the properties

ng' >0, [Ing' | cinziog = 0]l Linziog £y 15" = mo in LH(R?) N L*(R?);
>0, |l < lleollpe, et — co in HY(R?); (2.9)

Uy — up in H.
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Moreover, let us consider the mapping F,, : S,, — S, defined by

Po,An + P, B(u,n) + P,Ri(n,c) n
F.(u)=| PnAc+ P,B(u,c)+ PpR(n,c) |,u=1[ ¢ |,
PmAlu + PmBl(u) - PmR3(n7 (b)
and
00 0 0 0
Gp(uy={00 0 , Hp(u)={ 0 S IW=1| 0
0 0 P,G(s,u) P, F(s,u;2) w

Then the approximation system (2.8) can be reformulated as

um(t)+/0tlﬁ‘m(um)ds:um(0)+/0tG / /]HI fi(ds, dz).

For each m € N, F,, : S, — &, is locally Lipschitz continuous, see for example [25,
Lemma 4.1]. According to the well-known theory for finite-dimensional stochastic differential
equations with locally Lipschitz coefficients ([4, Theorem 6.2.1, P. 376]) there exists a local
solution (n™, ™, u™) of system (2.8) such that

(™, " u™) € C([0,7]; Sp) x C([0,7™]; Sm) x D([0, 7]; Sn),

where 7™ > 0 a.s. is a stopping time, m € N. Moreover, if a process t — (n"(t), ™ (t), u"(t))
and a stopping time 7,, constitute another local solution, then P-a.s.

(nm,cm,um) = (ﬁm,ém,ﬂm) ont e [O,Tm Afm]. (2.10)

In the following, we shall taking the limit as m — oo in proper sense to obtained the exact
solution to the system (1.1) by using a stochastic compactness method.

2.3. Global approximation solutions. The goal of this subsection is to establish a new
a stochastic version of the entropy-energy inequality, which will be applied to show that
the local approximation solutions (n™,c¢™, u™) constructed in subsection 2.1 are actually
global-in-time ones.

To do this, it is sufficient to show that for all m € N

7" (w) > T, for any 7' > 0, P-as. (2.11)

We will use some idea from [39, Proof of Theorem 12.1]. Let us restrict the mappings F,,,
P,G and P,,F on an open ball

Bs, (0,D) = {f € Su || flls,. < D}

denoted by F2 | P,,G” and P,,F'?, respectively. Then the mappings F?, P,,GP and P,, FPare
globally Lipschitz. By [4, Theorem 6.2.3, P. 367], there exists a unique solution (n7, ¢y, u7)
to a system associated to the system (2.8) with F2, P,,GP and P,,FP (instead of F,,, P,,G
and P,,F) and defined on [0, c0) a.s.
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Let us consider a sequence of stopping times

T (w) == inf {t >0: \/||7173||%2 +|leBliz + uplz > D} AD. (2.12)

It is clear that for each fixed m € N, the sequence {77} is increasing. According to the
definition of the stopping times 77}, we see that

F,, =FD. PG = P,G” and P,F = P,F” on t € [0,7}}],

which implies that the solutions (n™,c™,u™) of system (2.8) is defined on [0,77}] for all
D € N and

(n™, ™ u™) = (np, ¢, up) on [0, 757,

According to the uniqueness of local solutions, we get from (2.10) that 7™ > 77} a.s. for
all D € N. Therefore P-a.s. 7™ > suppey 77y~ In order to prove the inequality (2.11), it is
sufficient to prove that P-a.s

suptry > T.
Dellg] D (2.13)

Our next goal is to prove the validity of (2.13). Let us start with the basic properties of

the local solution (n™, c™ u™, 7}}).

Lemma 2.2 ([25,50]). Under the assumption (Ay), any local solutions (n™,c™, u™, 1}}) of
system (2.8) satisfy that P-a.s.

nmtATE) >0, (tATY) >0, te0,T], (2.14)

[ (AT = |Ing' [ < C) [l AT laze < lcollinz=, t€10,T]. (2.15)

Now we proceed to establish some uniform bounded estimates based on an entropy func-
tional inequality.

Lemma 2.3 (A new entropy-energy inequality). Under the assumptions (A;)-(As), there exists
a positive constant C independent of m and D such that for all p € [1, 3]

P TATE p
E < sup F(n™, ™, u™)(t A r},”)) +E (/ g(nm’cm’um)(t)dt) < C, (2.16)
0

te[0,T]
where

Fn™ ™ u™)(t) == |n™ Ol pinzioer + [VV@)|72 + [[u™ ()] 7,
G(n™, ™ u™)(t) := [|[V/nm(t) + 1|22 + | A/ em(t)]|22 + ‘ Vel V;r((;))'
+ [0 (OIV e ()Pl + ([Va™ ()|

2

L2
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Proof. Using the chain rule to d[(n™+1) In(n™+ 1)] associated to the first equation in (2.8)

and integrating by parts with the help of divergence-free condition V - u™ = 0, we have

4 (nm+1)ln(nm+1)dx—l—4/ IVvnm + 12 dz
dt R2 R2 (2 17)

vn™ - V™ dr + / Ac™ In(n™ + 1) dz.
R2

RQ

Next we consider the second equation in (2.8). Since Ac™ = 2|Vy/c™|? + 24/c™Ay/c™, the
second equation of (2.8) reduces to

d 1
E\/C_m +u™ - Vvem = (Ver) UV Ven |2 + Avem — §nm\/cm.

Multiplying both sides of above equation by A+y/¢™ and integrating by parts over R?, we
have

L\ ovam2, + | avenz,
2dt
_ / (Vo) Ve AV dr + / (W™ - V) AV dz
R2 R2

1
+ 5/ n™ e AN cdx
RZ
= M1 + M2 + Mg.

(2.18)

By integrating by parts, we see that

Z/ V) O em) 20/ enda

Z / m)=2|9;1/cm |2 |0; Ven|Pde + 2 Z / ) \/C_m8 \/_82]\/_dx

i,j€{1,2} i=j=1

+2Z/ V) Lo/ emd o/ enda,

Z /RQ ) 'OV eV O emde = — My — Z/ 9,1/ 20 emd,

i=j=1 i#]
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we have

-2 > / Ve 20/ 2o/ dx——Z/ O O/

2]6{1 2}

+ = Z/ cm 18\/0_’”8\/_82]\/_&6

Z#J

<__ > / Ve 2o/ e 2o/ e Pda + = Z/ V) 720/ em)?|0;v/ em P
R2 R2

ZjE{l 2}

+ = Z/ Ogj|VemPda + Z/ )29/ da + = Z/ |0V e |dz

< > / VRN N Ty /%Wc_m\ da.

ng{l 2} ng{l 2}

For M3, we have

1 1
My=—— [ Vn"vVcm-Vverde — —/ n™|Vvcm|2dr
2 R2 2 R2
1
_ 1 vn™ . - V"dr — —/ n™ Vv cm|2dx.
4 R2 2 R2

Plugging (2.19) and (2.20) into (2.18), we have
i [TVl + S IAVE I+ 30 [ (Vo) oo e
1,j€{1,2}
1 m m 1 m 2
=My—— [ Vn" -Vc"dx — - [ n™|VVem|*de.
4 R2 2 R2
Let 4 x (2.21) + (2.17), we have

d d
T (n™ +1)In(n™ + 1)dx + 2E||V\/cm||%z + 4/ |Vvnm + 1)°dx
R2 R2
4 2
+ §||A\/cm||iz + §/ (Vem) 2V ver|da + 2/ n™|\Vver|*de
R2 R2

=4M, + / Ac™ In(n™ + 1)dx.
R2

By integrating by parts and using Young’s inequality as well as Lemma 2.2, we have

AM,y = —4/ V(u™-Vvemn) - Vyende
R2
1
8 [ [VerVu™|Pd + 5/ (Vem) 2|V er [t da
R2 R2

5 Ve v

S SHC(]HLOO/ ‘Vum|2df1f +
R2 2

(2.19)

(2.20)

(2.21)

(2.22)

(2.23)
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Also,
1 1
Ac™In(n™ + 1)dx < 7/ 4|V e |*dx + 7/ 4™ AV e 2dx
/R2 ( ) 32||COHLO<> R2 | | 32“C0||Loo R2 | |
+ C’/ (n™ 4+ 1) In(n™ + 1)dz
]R2

(2.24)
<3 / (W) TV

1
+ = [ JAVerPde +C [ (0™ + 1) In(n™ + 1)da.
8 R2 R2

Then plugging (2.23) and (2.24) into (2.22), there exists C' > 0 such that

d d
— [ (0" + 1) In(n™ + 1)dx + 2—||VVen |7 + / |VVn™ + 1)°dx
dt R2 dt R2

1

1AV + o / (Vo) 2|V iz + / |V 2 (2.25)
R2 R2

< 8lcoll o [V |2 + 0/ (0™ 4+ 1) In(n™ + 1)da.
R2
Next we consider the third equation in (2.8). Applying Itd’s formula to f(z) := ||z[|2, and
using the fact that (um, P(u™ - V)um)L2 = 0, we infer that for all t € [0,T A 7]
dllu™||7> + 2/ V™| 72dt
Pf -

=2(n"Vo¢,u™)2dt + %Tr [f’mG(t, um)w(PmG(t, um))*} dt + 2(G(t,u™)dW (t),u™)

v [ {num(t—) B P (b () 2)|2 — ||um<t—>||iz}ﬁ<dt,dz>

+/Z{Ilum(t—)+PmF(t,um(t—);Z)||Lz = [lu™ (t=)ll%:

—2(u™(t—), P F(t,u™(t—); z)>}y(dz)dt.
(2.26)

By the Holder inequality, Young’s inequality and inerpolation inequality, we infer that

(Vo u™) 2

n"(x)Vo(x)u™(z)dxr + / n™(x)Vo(x)u™(r)dx

{zeR2,n™(z)>1}

/{m€R2 ,n™(z)e(0,1)}

1 1
m m 2 m 2 2.9
Sz ||Lz[( / n |2dx) +< / n |2dz) ] (2:27)
{zeR2,n™(x)€(0,1)} {zeR2,nm(z)>1}
1 m 1
< O+ [|[u™)72 + Cllu™| 2]l (0™ + n™) 2 Lms 1y || 2 ]| V(0™ 4 1)2 [ppms1y || 22
< C+el|[V(n™+1)2|2 + Ce)|u™||2.
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Using the assumption 1) in (Ag), we see that for all t € [0, T A 7}]
3 (Puctam ZLPuGe ) ) < 2l0u i O+ 1), 229
Plugging (2.27) and (2.28) in to (2.26), it follows that for all ¢ € [0,7" A 7]
Al 32 + (2 = 2) [V |22t
< e[ V(™ + 1)z 3edt + Cle)(Ju™ 2 + 1)t + 2(G(t, u™)dW (1), u™)
+—/;(Hu"%t—)%—f%JTQ,u"%t—);zHﬁa-—Hu"%t—)H%z)ﬁ&R,dz)
+ [ (o) + P -):2) s = el
— 2™ (t—), P F(t, u™(t—); z)>> v(dz)dt.

(2.29)

Combining (2.29) and (2.25) and choosing above ¢ small enough such that max{m, e} <
1

1, we infer that for all £ € [0,T" A 73]

1
d </ (n™ 4+ 1) In(n™ + 1)dz + || Vv |32 + ||um||%z> + (5/ IVvVnm + 1)°dx
R2 R2
1
I AVER. + ﬂ/ (V) 2V d +/ W@ P+ (2 >\0)HVum||2LQ)dt
R2 R2

<C <||um||iz +/ (™ + 1) In(n™ + 1)dz + 1) dt + (2 + %) (G(t, ™) dW (£), u™)
R2 — A0

+0/{WL<>+waﬂwwmaﬁ—wwwam§mwﬂa
+c/{m )4 BuF (™) DI — a2
— 2(u™(t=), Py F(t, u™(t—); z)>}y(dz)dt.

(2.30)

Now we show that the norms ||(n™ + 1) In(n™ + 1)||1 and ||[n™| L1nL10g L are equivalent.
On the one hand, we have

/ (n™+ 1) In(n™ + 1)dx < / n™In(n™ + 1)dx + / In(n™ + 1)dx
R2 R2 R2

< 0" z1ogr + In™ 1.

On the other hand, there holds

/}R2 (n™+1)In(n™ + 1)dz > /

n™In(n™ + 1)dx = ||n™||L1og L-
]R2
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Thus we can rewrite inequality (2.30) as

F(n™, ™ u™)(t) +)\1/0 G(n™, ™ u™)(s)ds
<C (1 + F(n™, ™, u™)(0) +/0 f(nm,cm,um)(s)ds) + )\2/0 (G(s,u™)dW (s),u™)
+q//kw )t PuF (s, ™ (s—): 2|} — ™ (5| }i(ds, dz)

+C/ /{Hu +P F(s,u™(s )Z)I|?q—||um(s—)ll?q

— 2(u™(s—), PnF(s,u™ z)) }r(dz)d
(2.31)

where \; 1= min{ 4 5102 — Ao} and A =2+ M Rasing the p-th power on both sides of
the above inequality and applying the basic mequahty al + b < (a+b)P < 2P~ (aP +bP), w
see that

p TATH p
E ( sup f(nm’cm’um)(t/\’Tg)> + )\ﬁjE (/ g(nm’cm’um)(s)dS)
0

t€[0,T]

T/\TBL t/\TD
<C+CE (/ fp(nm,cm,um)(s)ds) 4 INE ( sup )/ (s, w™) AV (s), u >D

t€[0,T
)P

+0E<pr“@/{m )+ PuF (s (5): ) = (5[ s, 42

te(0,T

+CE<prM%/{W ) P (s, u™(s=); 2) | — llu™(s—) 1%

te[0,T
)P

T/\TD
;:c+CE(/’ -ﬂwﬁwwmmMW¥>+?*£E(wpHW@Aﬁ%W
0

te[0,T

+ CE(sup |No(t A1)+ CE( sup |Ns(t A Th)|)P.
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

— 2(u™(s—), P F(s,u™(s—); z)) }v(dz)ds

(2.32)
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By using the BDG inequality ([15, Theorem 4.36]), the assumption (1) in (Ay) and Young’s
inequality, we get for all p € [1, 3]

2P INPE(sup |Ny(t A T)|)P

te[0,7
27 . 2P=1)\P e m m :
§72E{( sup  |lu™||2,)> (/ Aol [ Vu™ |7 + C(J|lu ||?1+1)) ]
2\/§ te[0, AT 0

1 P TATER P
coip( wwp ) +cp ( / ||umn%2)
te[0,TATT] 0

) m ) (2.33)
27 . 2p—1)\123)\§ |: 5 2 < TATH ) ) 2 :|
4+ —FF sup  |[u™ 2 / Vu™
WG (te[07TATg] [u"™[|72) i IVu™ ||
1 P TATE P
<ougp( s ) cop ([T )
2 \tep,rarp) 0
TATE p
w8 ([ van)
0
where A3 := % It is worth noting that the condition (1.3) in (Ay) implies that for
all p € [1, 3]
,  3%.2%72(2 4 Loalix 20 \p
i 8 (2.34)
32022416 2N 1y,

By using the Taylor formula, we infer that
|l + hllz = el = 2(z R)r| < Clipllg, . heH,

It then follows from the assumption (1) in (A3) that for p > 1

E(sup |[Ns(t ATH)|)P <CE ( sup

t€[0,T] tel0,TATH]

/Ot/Z||f’mF(8,um(s—)%Z)||§{y(dz)d8 p)

TATE p
<CFE (/ 1+ ||um||fth) (2.35)
0

TATE p
<C+CE (/ ||um||igdt> |
0

In a similar manner, by using the BDG inequality, the assumption (A3) and the inequality

(e + 2l = l=llE)* < 8llelzlalE + Cllblly, @, h e H,
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)

we obtain that for p > 1
E(sup |No(t ATH)])?P
te[0,7

SC’E( sup

[0,TAT7]

/ / ([ (s—) + BuF (s, um(s—): 2)|% — [[um(s—) %) i(ds, dz)

<op ([ [Qmom) 4 PuF (o612l — (oot

P TATD p
<C+4E ( sup F(n™ m)(tAT$)> +CE (/ IIUmII%z) :
0

t€[0,T]

(2.36)

Then plugging the estimates (2.33)-(2.36) into (2.32), one can choose a number 0 < & <
A — A2 such that for all p € [1, 3]

p TATE p
E ( sup f(nm’cm’um)(t /\Tg)) + ek </ g(nm’cm’um)(s)dS)
0

t€[0,T]

p TnTE
<C+ ZE ( sup F(n™, ™, u™)(t A n%”)) +CE < / F(n™, ™, um)”(8>d8) :
0

te[0,T

An application of the Gronwall inequality to (2.37) yields that there exists a constant C' > 0,
independent of m and D, such that for all p € [1, 3]

P TATE p
E ( sup f(nm’ cm’ um)(t A Tg)) + FE (/ g(nm’ cm’ um)(s)dS) < C. (238)
te[0,7 0

The proof is completed. O

Corollary 2.4. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.3, there exists a positive con-
stant C' independent of m and D such that for all p € [1, 3]

TATD P
E </ y|nm||§2dt) <cC (2.39)
0

T/\Tg” P
E( sup ||c™(t A T{)”)Hifl) + F (/ ||cm||%12 dt) <C, (2.40)
te[0,7) 0
and
T/\TgL p
E(sup [[u™(tA rg"b)||2g;) + F (/ ||Vum||%2 dt) < C. (2.41)
te[0,T 0

Moreover, there exist constant Cy > 1, Cy > 0 independent of m and D such that P-a.s.

t/\TBL ~ 5 AT m
(s + / ™2 ds < GreCedo ™ Iac e (2.42)
0

sel0tATy
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Proof. Recalling the estimate (2.27), we have

AT P AT P
E </ Hnm||2det) = E[/ (/ In™|*dz —i—/ \nm\2dx) dt}
0 0 {z€R2,nme(0,1)} {z€R2,nm>1}

TATH p
0
p

T/\TD
SOHE (/ (0™ + 1)2 Lgmsay || 22 ]|V (0™ + 1>%I{nm>1}u%zdt)
0

TnTE L p
<C+CE (/ ]|V(nm—|—1)5||2L2dt)
0
<C.

Here for the above estimates, we have used the estimates (2.15) as well as (2.16).
Similarly, by using (2.15) and (2.16), we have

t€[0,T]

E(sup [Ve™tATH)|7) < CE( sup. Ve Ve |7h)
te[0,T

< CE( (sup [Vem|p=)*(sup [VVem|2)
t€[0,T te[0,7 (2 43)

te[0,T

p
<CFE < sup ||V cm(t/\Tg“)]ﬁz)

<C.

Since Ac™ = 2|V/c™|? 4+ 2¢/c™Ay/c™, we infer from (2.16) that
TATE p
E (/ ||Acm||2det)
0
TATE TATH
<E < / / 4|V dadt + / / 4| AV dxdt)
R? R?
TnTE TnTE
<CE (||c||Loo/ / m) =2V cm|tdadt + ||C||Loo/ / |AV ™| dxdt)

TnTh p TnTh p
( / / 2\v¢c_m\4dxdt) +CFE ( / |A\/cm|2dxdt)
R2 0 R2

m

| /\

| /\

(2.44)

Combining the estimates (2.43), (2.44) and (2.15), we obtain (2.40).
By the basic inequality a? + b < (a + b)? < 2P7(aP + b?), we directly deduce from (2.16)
that (2.41) holds.
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Finally, taking the L*-inner product of the first equation of (2.8) and using the interpola-

tion inequality, we have

d m m m m
GO + 21902 == [ Aem(ampda
R2

< ClA™[p2lIn™ |2l V™[ 2
1
< SIVn™[ze + ClAC [Zaln™|Z:-

Thus, by using the Gronwall lemma to (2.45), we infer that P-a.s.
ma 12 AL — mp2 Co fo P llacm 2 ,ds
sup |[n™(s)l|z2 + V™ |[7eds < (1 + [Ing"[|72)e™ " 2,
sE[0,tATH] 0

which implies that (2.42) holds. The proof is thus complete.
Based on Corollary 2.4, it is enough to prove that (2.13) holds a.s.

Lemma 2.5. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.3, it holds that

P (w € Q:sup 1 (w) > QT) =1,

DeN

where 7y, m, D € N are the stopping times defined in (2.12).
Proof. Let T > 0 be fixed and set T := 2T". Then for all k € N,

{w € Q:sup Th(w) < T} C {w €Q:m(w) < T},

DeN

which implies that

P(wEQ:supT}’}(w)<T) < lim P(wEQ:T}’}(w)<T).

DeEN D—oo

Define
AP = {w €Q: (W) <T},

and

BP = {w eQ: ||nm(T AT + ||cm(T ATI3 + ||um(T ATI|3 > D2}.

(2.45)

(2.46)

(2.47)

(2.48)

According to the definition (2.12), we infer that A” ¢ BP for D > T. Thus, we derive that

forany D > T
P(WEQZTEL(W)<T>
D? D?

<P (w €Q: n™(T AT > ?) +P (w cQ:||c™T AT P > 3

- D?
+P (w e Q: lu™(TAT|% > ?) .

) (2.49)
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Using the estimate (2.42), we see that for D > max (T, v/3C})

- D?
P (w SV ||nm(T/\Tg)||%2 > ?)

~ ~ TATT m D2
S P <(,d e Q . 01602 fo D ||AC ”iQdS > ?) (25())

T/\Tm ln D_~2
§P<w€§2:/ ’ |AC™ |7 2ds > %Cl)> :
0

2

Applying the Markov inequality and using the estimate (2.41), we infer from (2.50) that for

D > max(T,v/3C})

- D?
P (w SV ||nm(TATg)||%2 > ?)

s TATT s
el A e E— -
ln(ﬁ) 0 2 IH(D) — 1n(3C’1)

Similarly, by applying the Markov inequality and using the estimates (2.50)-(2.51), we derive
that for all D > T

(2.51)

- D?
P <w e€Q:|c™(TA T{)’”L)Hﬁ]1 > —)

3
D2
<PlweQ: sup ||c(sAT)|3n > — (2.52)
s€l0,T] 3
3 3C
< —E(sup ||[c"tATI|H) < =5,
D2 te[0,T] b D?
and
5 D?
P (w e lu™T A3 > ?)
D2
<PlweQ: sup |[u™(s AT > — (2.53)
s€[0,T] 3
3 3C
< 75 E(sup [l (tATH)IE) < S
D? te[0,T] b D?

Plugging the estimates (2.51)-(2.53) into (2.49), we have for all D > max(T', /3C})

-\ 6C CCo
PlweQ:)(w)<T) < —=+ —,
(v 5 ) )< D? © 2In(D) — In(3C})

which along with (2.48) implies that

P <w €Q:supTh(w) < T) < lim PlweQ:mpw) <T)=0. (2.54)

DeN
The estimate (2.47) is directly obtained by (2.54). The proof is thus complete. O
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Corollary 2.6. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.3, there exists a positive con-
stant C' independent of m such that for all p € [1, 3]

T p
E(/ Hnm||2det) <C, (2.55)
0

T P
Euwnwwﬁw+E(/nwmm@ <c, (2.56)
te[0,T 0
and
T p
B s WO + £ ([ I9ai) <c (257
te[0,T 0

Moreover, there exist constant Cy > 1, Cy > 0 independent of m such that P-a.s.

t
s [ () + [ s < CoeC 175z (259
se[0,4] 0

Proof. According to Lemma 2.5, we see that T'A 7/ T P-a.s., as D — oo. Invoking
the Fatou Lemma and passing to the limit as D — oo in the inequalities (2.39), (2.40)
and (2.41), we obtain the estimates (2.55), (2.56) and (2.57). By the path continuity of
the process t — (n™(t),c™(t)), we can let D — oo in the inequality (2.42) and obtain the
inequality (2.58). The proof is thus complete. O

3. EXISTENCE OF GLOBAL MARTINGALE SOLUTIONS

In this subsection, we are aiming at constructing the global martingale solutions to the
original system (1.1) by taking the limit as m — in suitable sense, and we shall achieve this
goal by adoping Skorokhod’s idea to exploring the tightness of the approximation solutions.

Consider the following phase spaces:

C([0,T;U") N Ly, (0, T; HY(R?)) N L*(0, T Lio(R*)) N C([0, T); Ly, (R?)),

C([0,T);U") N Lz, (0,T; H*(R?)) N L*(0,T; Hy,(R*) N C([0, T]; H,(R?)),  (3.1)
([0, T);U) N L2 (0, T; V)N L*0,T; Hye) ND([0, T); Hy),

Z,
Z.:
2,

and let 7,,, 7. and 7T, be the supremum of the corresponding topologies. Similar to the proofs
of [9, Lemma 5.3] and [35, Lemma 2.7]|, we obtain the following compactness criteria.

Lemma 3.1. A set K C Z,, is T,-relatively compact if

T
(1) sup e SuPyepory | f ()l 2 +supperc fo 1f ()70 dt < oo,
(2) Ja >0 s.t. sup e | f llcw (o m-3@e)) < oo

Lemma 3.2. A set K C Z. is T.-relatively compact if

T
(1) supexc supepory | f ()l +supge fo [1F ()17t < oo,
(2) Elﬁ >0 s.t. SU.pfe,C ||f||05([0,T};H*2(R2)) < Q.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4 (Existence). The proof will be divided into several steps.

Step 1 (Tightness of approximations). Let N := NU{oo}, and (S, J) be a measurable space
and Mg(S) be the set of all N valued measures on (S, 7). We shall prove that the set of
measures (Z(n™, ¢™, u™, W™, q™)) s tight on 2, x Z.x 2, xC([0, T]; Y) x Mg ([0, T|x Z).
Here W™ := W and n™ :=n, m € N, and hence (D%(Wm,nm))meN is obviously tight on
C([0,T];Y) x Myx([0,T) x Z) (ct. [36,37]).

Tightness of Z(n™). Thanks to Lemma 3.1, we only need to prove that for any ¢ > 0
there exist constants C; > 0, ¢ = 1,2, 3, such that

SU_%P (||anL°°(O,T;L2(R2)) > Cl) + SU.II\)]P (||nm||L2(07T;H1(R2)) > Cg) <e (32)
me me
and
sup P ([[n™lleaqorn—se2) > Cs) <. (3.3)
meN

According to (2.58) and (2.56), we see that

S%PNP (Han%w(O,T;L?(R?)) > Cl)

T C_
m C
< fnlé%IP’ </0 |Ac™||3.ds > ) (3.4)
ég </ ) 15
< sup F Ac™|5.dt ) < < -
= (%) mEIIiI || ||L In (_) 2’

where C' := C’le = . Similarly, we also have
sup P (Hn 172 (0,75 H (R2)) =~ Cl) <supP (C R L FEL Ch )
meN meN

which combined with (3.4) implies (3.2). Additionally, by the Sobolev embedding theorems
WL2(0,T; H-3(R?)) — C1(0,T; H3(R?)) and L2(R2) — H~3(R?) [1,8], we have

< £
2’

m||2
fnlépNP <||n ch 0TS H-3(R2)) ~ Cg)

Cs
< supP (H” [ 2(0,T;H-3(R2)) =~ E)

meN

c ! m||2 g m||2

<—sup |1+ FE |n™||72ds + E | P An™||7-sds
3 meN 0 0

T

T
+E/ ||me(um,nm>y|§,3ds+E/
0 0
For any f € H3(R?), we have

(B An™, f)| = (0™, Af) 2] < [|n™ |21 f ]| 13, (3.6)

| PRy (™, ™) Hzgds) |
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which implies that ||P,An™||3,-s < |[n™]|3,. Similarly, we get by the Sobolev embedding
H?(R?) < L*°(R?) that

[(BnB(u™, ™), /) < Clln™ |2 [[u™ || 22[|V f]| Lo

. . (3.7)
< Clin™lzallw™[[ 211 £ 1| 25,
which implies that || P, B(u™,n™)||%_s < C|[n™||3,||u™||3,. Moreover,
(P By (n™, c™), )l = (" V™,V f) 2| < Clln™ |2 [Ve™ [ 21 £l a3, (3.8)

which implies that || P, Ri(n™, c¢™)||%-s < C||n™|32]|Vc™||7,. Thus plugging (3.6)-(3.8) into
(3.5) and then using the estimates (2.55)-(2.57), we derive that

m||2

S P (12712, 7wy > )

C T T 4
sgme+E/’wW§@+E/’mw;m+E/rww%mw;m
0 0 0

3 meN

T
+E/|WWHWWMM§
0

C T T
<% [C+E ( sup Humuiz/ Hnm||2des> s ( sup chmum/ Hnm||2des>}
C3 meN te[0,7] 0 0,1 0

C T ’
< —sup |:C+ E sup |[u™||]: + E sup V™ |72 + E </ Hnm||2des) }
Cs meN te[0,T] te[0,T 0
< g <e,
S

where Cs := % Thus (3.3) is valid.
Tightness of .Z(¢™). According to Lemma 3.2, it suffices to prove that for any € > 0 there
exist constants C; > 0, i = 4,5, 6, such that

SU%P (HCmHLOO(O,T;Hl(RQ)) > 04) + SU%P (HcmHL2(O,T;H2(R2)) > 05) <e (39)
me me

and

sup P ([lc" loa ozt > Cs) <. (3.10)
me
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By the estimate (2.56), (3.9) is satisfied obviously. Thus we just need to prove that (3.10)
holds. Since W12(0, T; H-2(R2)) — C5(0,T; H 2(R%)), we infer that

m||2
0D P (1”14 15 aay > )
<supP (||C vz m-2e2y) > 6)
meN

C r m||2 r m . m\||2
< _—sup |1+ FE lc™|72ds ) + E | P B(u™, c™)||5-2ds
CG meN 0 0
T (3.11)
8 ([ 1Pamar, ) |
0
C T T
< G 1B ([ IrateniBuas) + £ ([ I lenias)|
6 meN 0 0

where Cg := Q Thus (Z(¢™))men is tight on the space Z..
Tightness of Z(u™). Notice that a set L C Z, is T,-relatively compact, if I is uniformly
bounded in L>(0,T; H) N L*(0,T;V), and

li (g,0) =0
ég%igllgw[o,T],Ul(ga )

with wjo,07(g,0) = infy, maxy,eq suptl<8<t<tl+1<T 0(g(t),g(s)), where Ils is the set of all
increasing sequences w = {0 =ty < t; < = T} with the property ;41 —t; > 0,
i=0,1,...,n—1, see e.g. [36, Theorem 2.

Due to the estimate (2.57) and the following Lemma 3.3, it is sufficient to verify that (u™)
satisfies the Aldous condition in Uj.

Lemma 3.3. ([36]) Let (S, 0) be a complete and separable metric space, and (X,,)men be a
sequence of cadlag §-adapted S-valued process satisfying the Aldous condition [3]. If £L(X,,)
is the law induced by X,, on D([0,T];S). Then for every e > 0 there exists a subset A, C
D([0,T);S) such that sup,,cy £(Xm)(A:) > 1 — € and lims_,o Sup se 4. wio,71,5(f,0) = 0.

According to the fluid equations of (2.8), we have

U™ (T + 0) — u™(Ti)

Tm"l‘e ~ Tm"l‘e ~ ~ Tm+9 ~
= —/ PmAlumds—/ PmBl(um(s))ds+/ P, Rs(n™(s), ¢)ds

= T TP T T T
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By the continuous embedding V' < Uj and the estimate (2.57), we have

T 3 X T 3 X
E|J"o < CO2E (/ ||A1umy|2v,ds) < CO>E (/ ||vumy|izds) <Cp:. (313
0 0

Since V; < Uj when b > 2, we infer that

Tm +6 ~
E||JJ|o < CFE </ ||Bl(um)||vbrds> < COE ( sup ||um||%2> < (6. (3.14)

te[0,7

Similarly, by (2.55), we have
T 3
Bl o < COME ( [ imsms), ¢>||izds)
0 s (3.15)
1 T 5 1
< CO}||Vo|nE (/ Hnm||2des) < Cp?.
0

In addition, by the It6 isometry, the condition (1) in (A2) as well as the embedding V' «— U7,

we see that
2
Uy

Tm+0
<CE (/ (1+ Humuiz)ds) (3.16)

< Cf [1 +FE < sup ||um||%2) } < (9.
te[0,T

Moreover, by the Ito isometry, the condition (1) in (As) and the embedding H — U, we

have
2
H )

(] 1B s a2 s (3.17)

Tm +0
<CE (/ (1+ ||um||%2)ds) < (4.
Plugging (3.13)-(3.17) into (3.12), we derive that
EHum(Tm +0)— um(Tm)‘

which implies that the sequence (u™) satisfies the Aldous condition in the space Uj, and
hence the sequence (£ (u™)) is tight on Z,.

Step 2 (Convergence in new space). By using the generalised Jakubowski-Skorokhod theo-
rem [11,36], there exists a subsequence (my)gen, Zn X 2. % Z, x C([0,T];Y) x Mx([0,T] x Z)-
valued elements (n,, c,, u., W,,n,), (7%, &, u*, W* 7*)en defined on a new probability space
(Q, F,P), such that

Tm=+0 ~
E\JP G = E <‘ / PoG(s,u™(s))dW (s)

Tm +0 -
/ / P F(s,u™(s—); z)(ds, dz)
Tm Z

Bl < OE(

2
U’ S 09?
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(1) g(nk ek ak, WE k) = L (nmw ™ ™ Wk ) for all k € N;
(2) (n*, ek, u* Wk,ﬁ ) = (M, Coy U, Way i) in Z, X 2. x Z,x C([0,T]; Y) x My ([0, T) x Z)
with probablhty 1 on (9, .7:" ) as k — 00;
(3) (WH(@), (@) = (W (@),7.(@)) for all & € 0.
We still denote these sequences by (n™, ™, u™, W™, 0™ nen and (2™, ™, @™, W™, ™) men.-
Moreover, (7")men and 7, are time homogeneous Poisson random measures on (7, #(7))

with intensity measure v and (W™),,cx as well as W, are cylindrical Wiener processes, see
[10, Section 9]. Recalling the definition of Z,, x Z. x Z,, in particular, we have P-a.s.

A" = n. in C([0,T];U0') N L3, 0, T; H'(R*) N L*(0, T Li,.(R*)) N C([0, T; L3, (R?)),
&" — c. in C([0,T];U") N L2,(0,T; HA(R?)) N L*(0, T; Hy, (R?)) N C([0, T]; H),(R?)),
a™ — u, in D([0, T); U}) N LA(0,T; V)N L*(0, T; Hye) ND([0, T); Hy).
(3.18)

According to [42, Theorem 1.10.4 and Addendum 1.10.5], there exists a family of measurable
mapping ®,, : 2 — Q such that for all © €

P=Pod, ' n"(0) =n"0®d,, (@), 1"(®) =v"0®,(®) and 0" (0) = u™ o ®,,(@).
(3.19)

Since (2.15) hold, there exists a positive constant C' independent of m such that for almost
every (t,w) € [0,T] x Q and all m € N,

172" (£, )|z = [[n™ (¢, @ (@) | < C,
€7 (&, @) Linree = €™ (E (@) | Lrrz> < C.

Moreover, since the laws of (n™, ¢™, u™) and (n™, ™, u™) are equal in the space Z, x Z.X Z,,,
it follows from Corollary 2.6 that for all p € [1, 3]

T p T p
B —m 'R -m 2 B m
E( [ ||%zdt) - E(sup |l <t>||,51>+E< [ e ||.%{2dt)
0 tE[QT} 0

T P
+ECsup a1+ B ([ Ivaniga) <c
0

te[0,T

(3.20)

(3.21)

By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists a subsequence of (™), (¢™) and (a™) conver-
gent weakly in the space L% (Q; L2(0, T; L2(R?))), L% (; L>(0,T; H*(R?))NL2(0, T; H*(R?)))
and L% (Q; L*°(0,T; H)NL*(0,T;V)), respectively. Since (2™, ™, 4™) — (N, s, Uy) in Z, X
Z. % Z,, we infer from the uniqueness of limits that (n., c.,u.) € L*(Q; L2(0,T; L*(R?))) x
L%(Q; L>=(0,T; HY(R?)) N L2(0, T; H*(R?))) x L#(; L>=(0,T; H) N L*(0,T;V)).

Moreover, invoking the Fatou lemma, we infer that for p € [1, 3]

([ Inolar) + B s 013+ £ ( [ Jeluar)

+ E(sup |lu.(t)|)+ E (/OT ||u*(t)||2vdt)p <C.

te[0,7

(3.22)
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Step 3 (Construction of martingale solution). Let us fix (f,g) € U x Uy. Let us denote
t
A™ @A™, F) () = (A f)e — / (P AR™, f)ds
0

_ / (P B, 7™), f)ds — / (P Ry (7™, &, f)ds,
0 0

o)

e
)
E
=
=
||

, 2 — P,Ac", f)d

=@ ) / (P A", f)ds

—/ <PmB(um,cm),f>ds—/ (P Ro(n™,c™), f)ds,
0 0

Cm(am’Wm’ﬁm’g)(t) ZZ(UTOTL,Q)H—/O <pmA1um>g>dS_A <pmél(ﬂm)ag>ds

n / (BuRa(@™, ), g)ds + / (PuG(s, 5™ (5)) AT (s), g)

+/Ot/Z(PmF(s,ﬂm(s—);Z),g)Hﬁm(dsadZ)-

A, f)(t) =(n.(0), )12 — / (An., f)ds - / (Bluw,n.), f)ds — / (Ru(na, ), fds,

Similarly, we define

B(c.. f)(t) ==(ca(0). )12 — / (e, f)ds — / (Blus, ), f)ds — / (Ro(ma, ), f)ds,

Clates Wer e, )(6) = 0), ) — / (Ariesghds = [ (Bi(u).g)ds + / (Ry(uss ) g)ds

+/Ot<G(8,u*( / / (5,us(5—); 2), 9) uie(ds, dz).

Since ng*, ', u{' have been chosen such that (2.9) holds and w.(t) is continuous at t = 0,
it is easy to derive that for all (f,g) € U x U;

Jim 7(0) = n.(0). f)12 = 0. lim (&"(0) = .(0), f)12 = 0.

Jim (@"(0) = us(0), 9)ur = 0. (3.23)

To finish the proof of existence part, it remains to prove that the terms involved in
the terms A™(a™, f), B™(@", f) and C™(a™, W™, 7™, g) converge to the terms involved in
A(n., f),B(cs, f) and C(uy, Wi, ., g), respectively. Notice that by the properties obtained
n (3.18), it is clear that the convergence of the linear terms hold true.

Convergence for n, c—equations. Since the treatment for the random PDEs with respect
to n and ¢ may be investigated in a similar manner, as a example we shall only provide a
verification for the following convergence of the n-equation

t

lim [ (Ry(n™,c™), f)ds = /t<R1(n,c),f>ds, Vf € H*(R?), s > 2. (3.24)
0

m—0o0 0
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Indeed, for any f € C°(R?), there exists d > 0 such that suppf is a compact subset of Oy.
Then by integrating by parts, we see that for every (hy, hy) € L*(R?) x L?(R?)

[(R1(h1, ha), F)l < 1Mz 00 | VR2ll 20 IV fllLe©0.)
< Cllhallzzop 1h2llmr 0|l f]

Since Ry(n™,c™) — Ri(n,c¢) = Ri(n™ —n,c™) + Ry(n,c™ — ¢), we infer that

[t en. s [wino). pas

(3.25)

HS.

< +

/0t<R1(nm —n,c™), f)ds /Ot(R1(n, ¢ —¢), fids

< C(Hnm — 2075200 1€ | 20,7511 (04))

+ Il oalle” = elzzommon ) 1]

Since ¢™ — cin L?(0,T; H. (R?)), (3.24) holds for all f € C=°(R?). Moreover if f € H*(R?),
then for € > 0 there exists f. € C°(R?) such that || f — f.||gs <. Then we have

(By (™, ™), £} — (Ru(n. ) f)‘

Hs

< ‘(Rl(nm,cm) — Ri(n,e), f — fo)

+ '<R1(nm> Cm) - Rl(n> C)> fa>

< (B2 (n™, ™)l + 1B (s )=o) [[f = fellas + ‘(Rl(nmacm) — Ri(n, ), f2)

< e (In™lZ2 + ™7 + lInllZ: + llellzn) + ‘<R1(nmacm) — Ri(n, ¢), fe)

Thus,

[ as— [, pas

<e <||nm||%2(0,T;L2(R2)) + ||Cm||%2(0,T;H1(R2)) + ||n||i2(0,T;L2(R2)) + HCH%?(O,T;Hl(R?)))

_l_

<R1 (nma Cm) - Rl (na C), fa)

Passing to the upper limit as m — oo, we have

t t

| mtren, s = [ (Riino), as
0 0

which implies that (3.24) holds. As a result, we infer that for all f € U

Jim A™(n™, f)(t) = A(n., f)(R), (3.26)

lim sup < Ck,

m—0o0

and

lim B™(a™, f)(t) = B(n,, f)(t). (3.27)

m—0o0



THE SCNS EQUATIONS WITH LEVY NOISE 31

Convergence for u—equations. We will show that for all g € U;

lim HCm(ﬂm, Wm) 7_]m, g) - C(U*, W*, M, g)HL2([O,T]><Q) =0. (328)

m—o0

As before, it is sufficient to deal with the nonlinear terms and the stochastic integral terms.
e Concerning the convection term, we have
E_I {

t 3 T
JRGEE ]scngnaE{ / ||PmBl<um>||%sdt]
0 0

< CE{ sup ||um<s>||§;} <c
s€[0,T

In view of the assertion lim,, fg(mel(ﬂm) — By(uy), g)ds = 0 as, it follows from the
Vitali theorem that for all ¢ € [0, 7]

lim E{

m—o0

2} = 0. (3.29)

Since by (3.21),

} < 08| s 0lh] <c.

s€[0,T

Then by (3.29) and the Dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim. OTE{ /Ot@mél(um) — Bi(u,), g)ds 2} dt = 0. (3.30)

e Concerning the stochastic term related to Wiener process, we show that

B T
lim E[ /
m—00 0

Indeed, for any g € V, we get from the assumption (2) in (As) that

/0 ([PrG(s,7™(s)) — G(s,us(s))]dW.(s), g) dt] =0, (3.31)

/0 KG(s,@™(s)) — G(s,us(s)), )| Z,(vz)ds

T
< / 1Go(@™)(5) — Gyl )(8)]12, ym s
= Hég(ﬂm)(s) - ég(u*)(s)||%2([0,T];£2(Y,R))'

By @™ — w, in L?(0,T; Hj,.) almost surely, we infer from the assumption (2) in (A;) that
for all t € [0,7] and all g € V

t

lim [ [(G(s,u™(s)) = G(s,u(5)), 9) |2, v myds = 0. (3.32)

m—0o0 0
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Moreover, by the assumption (2) in (Ay) and the estimate (3.21) we infer that for all ¢ € [0, T
) 2
gl |

t
<CE [||g||4v / 1G s, @™ ()[4, + ||G<s,u*<s>>||z(y,wds] (3.33)

[ IG5, 075 = 65,1051 ) e s

T
< CE[ [ astame+ ||u*r|;5>ds] <c.
0

Thus, by applying the Vitali convergence theorem, we infer from (3.32) and (3.33) that for
all g e V

lim. E[ / (G (s, a™(s) —G(s,u*<s>>,g>||%2<y,mds] ~0. (3.34)

Since V is dense in V, for any ¢ € V and any € > 0, there exists g. € V such that
lg — g-|lv < e. Then we have

[ G 6) = Gl (9), s

< CE(1+ sup [[a™(s)|lf + sup [lu.(s)ll)
s€[0,T] s€[0,T)

+ 2/0 KG(s,a™(s)) — G(s,u(3)), go) | 2 v iy ds.

Passing to the upper limit as m — oo and using (3.34), we derive that for all g € V

lim E[ | NG a7(5) = 6o (9).0) [ wsydls| = (3.35)

m—0o0

Note that for all g € V and s € [0,7], we have

(PuGl(s,a™(5)) = G(s,u(s)), 9) = (G(5,7"(5)), Pug — 9) + (G(5,7"(5)) = G(s,us(s)), 9)
< IG(s, @™ () catvvn | Png — gllv
+(G(s,u™(s)) = G(s,u.(5)), 9)-

Since U; € V and P,g — g in V for all g € Uy, we see from (3.35), the assumption (2) in
(A2) and (3.21) that

t
B| [ 1PGs.a(6) = G060 0 s
t
< CllBrg — gll? + 2E[ | et - G(s,u*<s>>,g>||%2<ymds] ~0.
Then by the properties of the It6 integral we infer that for all g € U; and t € [0, T]

lim EH< /0 (PG5, 5™(5)) — s, ua(s))dWi(s), g> 2] o, (3.36)

m—ro0
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Moreover, by the It6 isometry, assumption (Ay) as well as (3.21), we see that for all t € [0, T
2]

= | [ IG5 = Gl (61 9 vt (337)

. H < /Ot“::’ G5, 0(5)) — Gs, w.(5))}AW. (), g>

g@E[H sup [@(s)]2 + sup Hm(s)ﬂz} <c
s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

By the Dominated convergence theorem, we see from (3.36) and (3.37) that (3.31) holds.
e Concerning the stochastic term related to jump processes, we have

B T
lim F { /
m—00 0

Indeed, for any g € V, we get from the assumption (2) in (As) that

/ / (F(s,@™(s-); 2) — F(s, us(s); 2), ) P(dz)ds

/ J I am(52):2) = Fls,un(s=):2),g)ulPv(d=)as

< ||F ") = F(“*)HLZ ([0,T)x Z;R)*

u"(s—);2) — F(s,ui(s—); 2), 9) il (ds, dz) dt] —0. (3.38)

Since 4™ — u, in L*(0,T; Hy,) a.s., we infer from the assumption (2) in (As3) that for all
te[0,T)and all g € V

lim / /Z (F (s, T™(5=): ) — F(s,us(5—): 2), ) Pr(d2)ds = 0. (3.39)

m—o0 0

Moreover, by the assumption (1) in (As) we infer that for all ¢ € [0, 7]
B 2
g |

<C||gr|HEH / [ G 552+ (s (5= 2) (a2)ds

/ / ((F(s,3™(s): 2) — F(s, ua(s—): 2), ) v(dz)ds

2} (3.40)

< cu[ [ as a6 + ol <c.

0

Thus applying the Vitali convergence theorem, we infer from (3.39) and (3.40) that for all
gey

lim E[/O /Z|<F(s,um(s—);z) _ F(s,un(s—): 2), g) P(dz)ds| = 0. (3.41)

m—ro0
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Since V is dense in H, for any ¢ > 0, there exists g. € V such that ||g — g:||g < . Then,
[ [ 1512 = Fs.nn(s-)i2) P
<2 [ [ G 50:2) = Flosuls):2).9 — fPwldz)ds
w2 [ [ P17 2) = Floslsm): 2) g0 P

< Ce* + 2/0 /Z|<F(s,um(s—); 2) — F(s,u.(5—); 2), go)|Pv(dz)ds.

Passing to the upper limit as m — oo and using (3.41), we derive that for all ¢ € H
limmﬁooE[fOt L, [(F(s,a™(s—); 2) — F(s,u.(s—);2), 9)|*v(dz)ds] = 0. Moreover, since the
restriction of P, to the space H is the (-,-)g-projection onto S,,, we have for all ¢ € H and
te 0,7

m— o0

i ] [ [ 1P (6,075 2) = Fls.un (52 P@a)ds| =0

Then by the properties of the integral with respect to the compensated Poisson random
measure and the fact that ™ = n,, we have

lim E{

m—o0

/0 / (BuF(s, 87 (5—): 2) — F(s,u.(s—): 2), g)7i.(ds, dz)

2
] = 0. (3.42)
Moreover, by the assumption (1) in (Az), we infer that for all ¢ € [0, T]
) 2
gl |

SCE{ / t / ||PmF<s,um<s—>;z>||%,+||F<s,u*<s—>;z>||zv<dz>ds] (3.43)

/0 / (BuF (s, @™ (5): 2) — F(s, us(s—): 2), g} (ds, dz)

< C’E[/O (14 [|a™(s)||% + [Jue(s)||%)ds| < C.

By the Dominated convergence theorem, we see from (3.42) and (3.43) that (3.38) holds.
Since (n™, ™, u™) is a solution of the Galerkin equations (2.8), according to (3.19), we
infer that for all f € U, t € [0,T] and P-a.s.

(n™(t), f)rz = A™(A™, f)(1), (3.44)
and
(@™ (t), f)rz = B™ (™, [)(?). (3.45)

Besides, since £ (n™, ™ u™ W™, n™) = L (™, ™, a™, W™, qm),

| Bl ©. 00 - e @ W g) (0Pt = o (3.46)
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By using the results (3.23), (3.26) and (3.27), we derive from (3.44) and (3.45) that for all
feU,tel0,T] and P-as

(na(t), )1z = (1. (0), )2 — / (An., f)ds — / (Blusn.), f)ds — / (Ru(ma, ), f)ds,
(3.47)
and
(ex(t), )iz = (€2(0). )iz — / (Ac., f)ds — / (Blus, ), f)ds — / (Ro(ma, c2), f)ds.
(3.48)

Moreover, applying (3.28) and the fact that lim,, .. [|(Z™ — u, 9)ull 220 1)x0) = 0, we infer
from (3.46) that

T

| Elwt).9)n - Clu We e, ) 0)Fat =0
0

Thus for all g € Uy, leb-almost all ¢ € [0, 7] and P-a.s.

(us(t), 9) — Clu, Wi, n4, g)(t) = 0.

Since u, is Z,-valued random variable, in particular u, € D([0,7]; H,), i.e. u, is weakly
cadlag. Thus the left-hand side of the above equality is cadlag with respect to t. Moreover,
since two cadlag functions equal for leb-almost all ¢ € [0, 7] must be equal for all ¢ € [0, T,
we derive that for all g € Uy, all ¢ € [0,7] and P-a.s.

(0000 = (0010~ [ (e g)ts — [ (Bt ghas
# [ Rt g)s = { [ Glo(o)am(s), 7) (3.9
N R W AT )

Combining (3.47)-(3.49) and putting f := n,, ¢ := c,, U = u,, W := W, and 7 := 7., we

derive that the tuple ((Q, F,§,P), W, n,n, ¢ @) is a martingale solution of system (2.7). The
proof is thus completed. O

4. PATHWISE UNIQUENESS

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (Uniqueness). According to the well-known Yamada-Watanable
theorem [15,46], one can prove the existence and uniqueness of pathwise solutions, provided
the existence of martingale solutions and the pathwise uniqueness reslut. To finish the proof
of Theorem 1.4, we prove in this section the pathwise uniqueness for the global martingale
solution obtained in section 3.
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Assume that (nq, ¢, u1) and (ng, ¢, uz) are two global martingale solutions to system (1.1)
with the same initial data (ng, co, ug) in the sense of Definition 1.1. We note that for i = 1,2

n; € L>(0,T; L*(R*)) N L*(0, T; H'(R?)),
ci € L>®(0,T; HY(R?) N L*(0, T; H*(R?)),
u; € L®(0,T; H) N L*(0,T;V).

1 1
According to the Holder inequality and the Ladyzhenskaya inequality || f||z+ < C| f|| 2.V f]| 2
for all f € H'(R?), we infer that

dni
‘ dt < [[Anill 2 m-1 @2y + ui - Vil zzo,rm-1(z2))
L2(0,T;H 1 (R?))
+ V- (nivci)HLQ(O,T;H*l(RQ))
1 1
< IVnillz2ozizame) + Clltll Zo o i 17l 20,7222 (4.1)
1
X NI Vuill 20,75 | Vil 20,75 22R2)) + ClIVE| oo 0,112 (2
1
Xl Loo 0,7122(2)) 1D eill 20,7222 V1l L2222y
< 00,
which implies that 2% € L*(0,T; H~*(R?)) almost surely. Similarly, we have almost surely
de; 2 2 (T2
and
[ Ayl 2o vy + 1B (ui)ll p2omvy + | Ra(wis @) || 2o.rvn
(4.3)
GG o +| [ 16w (s <
z L2(0,T;H)
Set
n*=n;—ng, ¢ =c1—Cy, U =U — Uy, PP=P — P,.
Then the triple (n*, ¢*, u*) satisfies
(dn* + An*dt + B(u*,n1)dt + B(ug,n*)dt = —Ry(n*, c;)dt — Ry(ng, ¢*)dt,
dc¢* + Ac*dt + B(u*, ¢1)dt + B(ug, ¢*)dt = —Ro(n", ¢1)dt — Ra(ng, ¢*)dt,
du* + Ayu*dt + By (u*, uy)dt + By (us, u*)dt = Rs(n*, ¢) (4.4)

+ [G(t,u1) — G(t,uz)|dW (t) + / F(t,uy; z) — F(t,ug; z)n(dt, dz).

\ Z
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Noting that (4.1) and (4.2) imply that the Lions-Magenes lemma [32] is applicable
taking the L?-inner product of the first equation in (4.4), we have
1d
2dt
= —/ (u*-Vny)n'de — | V-(n*Ve)n'de — [ V- (nVe)n'de
R2

R2 R2

In* (@) Z2 + V7|7

= A, + Ay + As.
By the Holder inequality, Young’s inequality and interpolation inequality, we have
[Av| < lutllzallnallzall V™| 2
< el|Var[[7e + Ce)llu [l [V || rallnal 2 Vil 2
< el V|7 + el Vurllze + Ce)lu T llna 2ol V7o
Similarly, we have
[ Ao| < [n*[|zal[Verllal[ V| 2
< e[ Va2 + Cle)nll 21V n*|| 2| Vel 2| Aca | 2
< el|Vnrliz. + Ce) Inll7: [ Verllz: [ Acy[lZ:,
and
| As| < lnal[a Ve[| La [ V™| 2
< el|Vn*|[7: + Cle)lInall 2| Vial 2| Ve™| 2| Ac*]| 2
< el|Vn*||7: + ell At + Cle)In2llza [ Vnallz: [ Ve |IZ..
Plugging (4.6)-(4.8) into (4.5), we see that
d. o2 e
I Ol + [IVeliz:

< e(|Ac|Zz + IVurllzz) + Cle) (w12 lm Il Vsl 22

+ (|2 [Ver [z Aci 2 + InallZal Vel 72 VeI Z2)-
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. Thus,

(4.7)

(4.8)

(4.9)

Similarly, taking the L?-inner product of the second equation of (4.4), one can deduce that

Ld
2 dt
< [lwllzzIVerllzalle s + lleallzoe In* |2 le*l 22 + [[nal 2 [l €| 2] Ve 2
< [w'llZ: + ClIVerlZa | AcilZ2 €M7z + eIz + Clln* 122

+elVe|[Zz + Cle)Inallzalle |12,

le* @122 + Ve 22

which implies that

d > L
Oz + Vel
< (1 +ClIValzllAallz: + ClinallZ2)lle*||Z2 + CUIn Iz + [lullZ2).

(4.10)
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Moreover, we have

2 * |2
L SIVE DI + 1A

= / (u™ - Ver)Actdr — / (Vc* - V)uy - Verda +/ n*cy Actdx +/ noc* Ac*dx (4.11)
R2 R2 R2 R2
= BI+B2+Bg+B4.

By the Holder inequality, Young’s inequality and interpolation inequality, we have

|Bi| < [lu[|al[ Ve || all Act][ 2
< e|Ac|Le +elVur|L: + ClE)llw = Vel Z | A Iz

Similarly, we have

|Ba| < Vo]l 2| Ve'l[Zs < [Vl 2| Ve 2| At 2
< e Ac|Lz + C(e) | Vua| LI Ve |72,

|Bs| < lletllpllnl|zz [ Ac™|l 12 < ellAc™||Z> + C(e)ln||72

as well as
|Ba| < |le*[|zallnallza[| AT 22

< e|Ac|Ze +elVe|Le + Cle)lle |22 In2llZ2 1 VnallZ:

Putting the estimates for |B;| into (4.11), we get

d £ >k

VeI + a3,

< e| Ve |2 + || Vur| 2z + CE) (w22 Ver |2 ]| Acy | 22 (4.12)
+ V|22 [ Ve |[2 + [1n°]122 + [l (122 na ]l 2 | V| 22)-

Moreover (4.3) implies that the Itd’s lemma of Gyongy and Krylov form [24] is applicable.
Then we infer from the assumption (Ay) that

< (E+ La) V|72 + (1 + Lo)|u|72 + CE)|u|Zallun |72 Vau |72
+ C|In*||72 + 2([G(t,u1) — G(t, uz)]dW (t), u*)

(4.13)
/{Hu )+ F(tui(t=); 2) = F(t, ua(t=); 2) |7 — lu* (=)l pa(dt, dz)

+ C'/Z | F(t,ui(t=); 2) — F(t, ua(t—); 2)||5v(dz)dt.
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Using the condition (1.5) and choosing & small enough such that 0 < ¢ < 2 — & — Lg and
then applying the assumption (A3), we see from (4.13) that

< O+ [huallZ2 V| Z2) [l (|72 + Clin*[I72 + 2((G(t w) — G(t, uz)|dW (t), u”)
+C/ {Ilw*(t=) + F(t,ua(t=); 2) — F(t,ua(t=); 2) |13 — [l (t=) |17 p(dt, dz).
Combining (4.9), (4.10), (4.12) and (4.14), we derive that
dA(t) + B(t) < CA(1)C(t) + C{[G(t, ur) — G(t, ug)[dW (t), u”)
+C/ {||u =)+ F(tua(t=); 2) = F(tua(t=); 2)ll5 — llu*(t=) |15 y(dt, dz) - (4.15)
= CA(t)C(t) + 51(F) + S2(1).
where
A(t) = I ONIZe + Il Ol + Ve ONZe + ™ (@)1IZ2,
B(t) == Vo (t)[I72 + Ve ()7 + 1A (O)N1Z2 + [V (B)]I72,
C(t) := [lnall 72 Vral72 + I VearllZa [Aci 172 + [Inal72 1 VRall7: + [ VerllZ[| A 72
+Inall72 + IVeallzz [AcilZ + [IVualZz + Inall72 [ Viollz: + llualZ2 ] Vuall72 + 1.

(4.14)

We now define stopping times 77 := 7 A 78 AT with

7_'2-R :=1inf{t > 0: sup [|n;(s ||L2 \// ||m (s HHlds\/ sup ||e;i(s )H?p

s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

/Wm Zeds v sup [Jus mzv/nm@w%mzRLisz
0

s€(0,t]

It is easy to see that 7% 7 T as R — oo, a.s. It is not hard to prove that fOtMR C(s)ds < Ckg.
Thus by using the Gronwall lemma to (4.15), we infer that

At ATR) + /OWR B(s)ds < Cexp (/OWR C(s)ds> (/OWR Si(s) + 52(3)d3>

< Cp ( / " s 4 52(s)ds> |

T T
B [ Gt - Gt ) Pas < CBCsup e+ CE ([ larlas) <o,
0 0

te[0,7T

(4.16)

Since by (3.22)

the process t — fg([G(s, uy) — G(s,uz)|dW (s),u*) is a martingale on [0, 7. In particular, it
follows that

E (/:([G(s,ul) — G, us)] AW (s), u*)) ~0.
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Moreover, by using the condition (1.4)

(/ / [lu(t=) + F(t ur(t=); 2) = F(tua(t=); 2)[13 — (=) 3" v dz)d)

< 0B ([ [ N anto)2) = Pty + ol viae)as)
< CE(sup [ (0)}) < .

te[0,T
we infer that [) [, {|lu*(s—) + F(s,ui1(s—); 2) — F(s,uz2(s=); 2) |4 — [lu*(s=)||% }ii(ds, dz) is
a martingale on [0, 7], and hence

B[ [ o)+ Plsvanls)2) — Flsusls-)sa)lf — (513 plds.as) ) =o.
Taking the expectation on both sides of inequality (4.16), we infer that
EA(tATH) =0. (4.17)

After taking the limit as R — oo and noting that 7% 7 T', we derive that FA(t) = 0 for all
t € [0,T], which implies the uniqueness. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is thus completed. O]
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