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A CHEMOTAXIS-FLUID MODEL DRIVEN BY LÉVY NOISE IN R2

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 R2:




dn + u · ∇n dt = ∆n dt−∇ · (n∇c) dt, in R+ × R
2,

dc+ u · ∇c dt = ∆c dt− nc dt, in R+ × R
2,

du+ (u · ∇)u dt = ∆u dt+∇P dt

+ n∇φ dt+G(t, u)dW (t) +

∫

Z

F (t, u; z)η̃(dt, dz), in R+ × R
2,

∇ · u = 0, in R
2,

n|t=0 = n0, c|t=0 = c0, u|t=0 = u0, in R
2,

(1.1)

where the unknown functions n(t, x), c(t, x) and u(t, x) 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 φ(x) represents the the gravitational potential.

Concerning the fluid equations in (1.1), the term n∇φ dt indicates the deterministic force

caused by the bacteria via the time-independent potential φ(x), while the term

G(t, u)dW (t) +

∫

Z

F (t, u; z)η̃(dt, dz)

stands for the Lévy-type random force stemming from the surroundings, with G(t, u)dW (t)

influencing the system continuously in time, and
∫
Z
F (t, u; z)η̃(dt, dz) influencing the system

discretely in time as impulses. Here, the random noises W and η are defined on a fixed

probability space (Ω,F ,F,P) with filtration F = {Ft}t≥0 that satisfies the usual assumptions.

Specifically, W is a F-adapted cylindrical Wiener process with values in a separable Hilbert

Key words and phrases. Stochastic chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system; Martingale solution; Pathwise so-

lution; Lévy noise.
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space Y . η, independent ofW , is a time-homogeneous Poisson random measure on [0,∞)×Z

with intensity measure dt ⊗ dν, where ν is a σ-finite measure on a certain measurable

space (Z,B(Z)). The compensated Poisson random measure is denoted by η̃(dt, dz) =

η(dt, dz)− ν(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 n∇φ 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 n∇φ

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; z) ≡ 0 in (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 R2 [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 R2, and the main novelty is three-fold:

• 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].

• 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].

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

in the form of

G(t, u)dW (t) =
∞∑

i=1

(
b(i)(x) · ∇u(t, x) + c(i)(x)u(t, x)

)
dW i(t), (1.2)

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∞
c (R2)]2 : ∇ · f = 0}, we denote by H the the closure of

V in [L2(R2)]2, by V the closure of V in [H1(R2)]2, and by Vs the closure of V in [Hs(R2)]2.

Define the operators

Af := (∇f,∇(·))L2 ∈ H−1(R2), f ∈ H1(R2),

A1u := (∇u,∇(·))H ∈ V ′, u ∈ V.

For the convecting terms, we define

B(u, v) := b(u, v, ·), B1(u, f) := b1(u, f, ·),

where b(u, v, w) :=
∫
R2(u · ∇v)w dx and b1(u, f, g) :=

∫
R2(u · ∇)fg dx.

In a similar manner, we consider

R1(n, c) := r1(n, c, ·), r1(n, c, f) =

∫

R2

∇ · (n∇c)f dx,

and the coupling mappings R2 and R3 given by

(R2(n, c), f)L2 :=

∫

R2

ncf dx, (R3(n, φ), g)L2 :=

∫

R2

n∇φ · g dx.

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

Definition 1.1 (Martingale solutions). We say that a quantity ((Ω,F ,F,P),W, η, n, c, u) is

a global martingale solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1), provided:

• (Ω,F ,F,P) is a stochastic basis with filtration F := {Ft}t∈[0,T ]. W is a cylindrical

Wiener process on a separate space Y , and η is a time homogeneous Poisson random

measure on a measurable space (Z,B(Z)) with intensity measure ν.
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• (n, c, u) : [0, T ]× Ω → L2(R2)×H1(R2)×H is progressively measurable with P-a.s.

paths

n(·, ω) ∈ C([0, T ];L2
w(R

2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1(R2)),

c(·, ω) ∈ C([0, T ];H1
w(R

2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(R2)),

u(·, ω) ∈ D([0, T ];Hw) ∩ L2(0, T ;V ).

• For all t ∈ [0, T ] and all (h1, h2, h3) ∈ C∞
c (R2)× C∞

c (R2)× V, we have P-a.s.

(n(t), h1)L2 +

∫ t

0

〈An, h1〉ds+
∫ t

0

〈B(u, n), h1〉ds = (n0, h1)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈R1(n, c), h1〉ds,

(c(t), h2)L2 +

∫ t

0

〈Ac, h2〉ds +
∫ t

0

〈B(u, c), h2〉ds = (c0, h2)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈R2(n, c), h2〉ds,

(u(t), h3)H +

∫ t

0

〈A1u, h3〉ds +
∫ t

0

〈B1(u, u), h3〉ds = (u0, h3)H +

∫ t

0

〈R3(n, φ), h3〉ds

+

∫ t

0

〈G(s, u)dW (s), h3〉+
∫ t

0

∫

Z

(F (s, u(s−); z), h3)H η̃(ds, dz).

Definition 1.2 (Pathwise solutions). If the stochastic basis (Ω,F ,F,P,W, η) is fixed in ad-

vance, then the process (n, c, u) : [0, T ]×Ω → L2(R2)×H1(R2)×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) φ ∈ W 1,∞(R2); n0 ∈ L1(R2)∩L2(R2), n0 > 0; c0 ∈ L1(R2)∩L∞(R2)∩H1(R2), ∇√
c0 ∈

L2(R2), c0 > 0; u0 ∈ H .

(A2) (1) G : [0, T ]× V → L2(Y,H) and there exists a constant LG > 0 such that

‖G(t, u1)−G(t, u2)‖2L2(Y,H) ≤ LG‖u1 − u2‖2V , u1, u2 ∈ V, t ∈ [0, T ]

and

‖G(t, u)‖2L2(Y,H) ≤ λ0‖∇u‖2L2 + C(1 + ‖u‖2H), u ∈ V, t ∈ [0, T ],

where C > 0 and λ0 small enough such that

λ0 <
1

37 · (2 + 16 · 24‖c0‖L∞)2
. (1.3)

(2) G extends to a continuous mapping G : [0, T ]×H → L2(Y, V
′) such that

‖G(t, u)‖2L2(Y,V ′) ≤ C(1 + ‖u‖2H), u ∈ H,

for some C > 0. Moreover, for every ϕ ∈ V the mapping G̃ϕ defined by

(G̃ϕ(u))(t) := (G(t, u(t)), ϕ)H, u ∈ L2(0, T ;H), t ∈ [0, T ]

is a continuous mapping from L2(0, T ;H) into L2([0, T ];L2(Y,R)) if in the space

L2(0, T ;H) we consider the Fréchet topology inherited from the space L2(0, T ;Hloc).



THE SCNS EQUATIONS WITH LÉVY NOISE 5

(A3) (1) F : [0, T ]×H×Z → H is a measurable function such that
∫
Z
1{0}(F (t, x; z))ν(dz) =

0 for all x ∈ H and t ∈ [0, T ]. There exists a constant C > 0 such that
∫

Z

‖F (t, u1; z)− F (t, u2; z)‖2Hν(dz) ≤ C‖u1 − u2‖2H , u1, u2 ∈ H, t ∈ [0, T ],

and there exists a constant C(p) such that
∫

Z

‖F (t, u; z)‖pHν(dz) ≤ C(p)(1 + ‖u‖pH), u ∈ H, t ∈ [0, T ].

for each p ≥ 1.

(2) For every ϕ ∈ V the mapping F̃ϕ defined by

(F̃ϕ(u))(t, z) := (F (t, u(t−); z), ϕ)H, u ∈ L2(0, T ;H), (t, z) ∈ [0, T ]× Z,

is a continuous mapping from L2(0, T ;H) into L2([0, T ]×Z, dl⊗ ν;R) if in the space

L2(0, T ;H) we consider the Fréchet topology inherited from the space L2(0, T ;Hloc).

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

Theorem 1.4. Assume that the conditions (A1)-(A3) hold, then the Cauchy problem (1.1)

has at least a global martingale solution ((Ω̄, F̄ , F̄, P̄), W̄ , η̄, n̄, c̄, ū) in the sense of Definition

1.1. In addition, if there is a constant C > 0 such that
∫

Z

‖F (t, u1; z)− F (t, u2; z)‖4Hν(dz) ≤ C‖u1 − u2‖4H , u1, u2 ∈ H, t ∈ [0, T ], (1.4)

and the Lipschitz constant LG in (A2) satisfies

LG < 2, (1.5)

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 (A2) if the functions b
i(x) and

c(i)(x) are sufficiently regular. An example for the assumption (A3) is provided as follows:

Let η be the Poisson random measure induced from a Lévy process L on a separable Hilbert

space Y1, where the associated intensity measure is given by dt⊗dν and ν is a σ-finite Lévy

measure satisfying
∫
Y1\{0}(‖y‖

2
Y1

∧ 1)ν(dy) < ∞ [38]. Let Z := {z ∈ Y1, ‖z‖Y1
< 1} and

define the measurable mapping by

F (t, u; z) := ‖z‖Y1
· u, for all (t, u, z) ∈ [0, T ]×H × Z.

Then it is clearly that F (t, 0; z) ≡ 0 and for all p ≥ 2
∫

Z

‖F (t, u1; z)− F (t, u2; z)‖pHν(dz) = ‖u1 − u2‖pH
∫

Z

‖z‖pY1
ν(dz)

≤ C‖u1 − u2‖pH , t ∈ [0, T ], u1, u2 ∈ H,
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which implies that the function F satisfies assumptions 1) in (A3) and also the condition

(1.4) in Theorem 1.4. Besides, for fixed ϕ ∈ V there exists d > 0 such that supp ϕ is a

compact subset of Od ⊂ R2. Thus the mapping (F̃ϕ(u))(t, z) = (‖z‖Y1
· u, ϕ)H satisfies

|(F̃ϕ(u))(t, z)| ≤ C(d)‖u‖H(Od)‖z‖Y1
, (t, u, z) ∈ [0, T ]×H × Z,

which implies that the mapping F̃ϕ satisfies the assumption (2) in (A3).

Remark 1.6. The upper bound for λ0 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 (nm, cm, um, τm) 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 Brzeźniak 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(ω : τm(ω) = ∞) = 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 → ∞ 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



THE SCNS EQUATIONS WITH LÉVY NOISE 7

(nm, cm, um)m≥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 (Ω̄, F̄ , P̄) on which defined a sequence of

(n̄k, c̄k, ūk, W̄ k, η̄k). This sequence shares the same laws of (nm, cm, um,Wm, ηm) and conver-

gent almost surely to an element (n∗, c∗, u∗,W∗, η∗). By making use of this crucial pointwise

convergence result, one can verify that (n∗, c∗, u∗,W∗, η∗) 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, ̺) be a complete and separable metric space. Let D([0, T ]; S) be the space of all

S-valued càdlàg functions defined on [0, T ], i.e. the functions which are right continuous

with left limits at every t ∈ [0, T ]. The space D([0, T ]; S) is endowed with the Skorokhod

topology. In particular, a sequence (fm) ⊂ D([0, T ]; S) converges to f ∈ D([0, T ]; S) if and

only if there exists a sequence (λm) of homeomorphisms of [0, T ] such that λm tends to the

identity uniformly on [0, T ] and fm ◦ λm tends to f uniformly on [0, T ]. The topology is

metrizable by the following metric

δT (f, g) := inf
λ∈ΛT

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

̺(f(t), g ◦ λ(t)) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|t− λ(t)|+ sup
s 6=t

∣∣∣∣ log
λ(t)− λ(s)

t− s

∣∣∣∣
]
,

where ΛT is the set of increasing homeomorphisms of [0, T ]. Moreover, (D([0, T ]; S), δT ) is a

complete metric space [30].

Let Qw be a Hilbert space Q endowed with the weak topology, we define D([0, T ];Qw) the

space of weakly càdlàg functions f : [0, T ] → Q with the weakest topology such that for all

f ∈ Q the mapping C([0, T ];Qw) the space of weakly continuous functions f : [0, T ] → Q

with the weakest topology L2
w(0, T ;Q) the space L2(0, T ;Q) endowed with the weak topology

L2(0, T ;L2
loc) the space of measurable functions f : [0, T ] → L2 such that for all d ∈ N,

pT,d(f) := ‖f‖L2(0,T ;L2(Od)) := (
∫ T

0

∫
Od

|f |2dxdt) 1

2 < ∞, with the topology generated by the

seminorms pT,d L
2(0, T ;H1

loc) the space of measurable functions f : [0, T ] → H1 such that for

all d ∈ N, qT,d(f) := ‖f‖L2(0,T ;H1(Od)) := (
∫ T

0

∫
Od

|f |2 + |∇f |2dxdt) 1

2 < ∞, with the topology

generated by the seminorms qT,d. In particular, fm → f in D([0, T ];Qw) if any only if for all

g ∈ Q: (fm(·), g)Q → (f(·), g)Q in D([0, T ];R). And fm → f in C([0, T ];Qw) if any only if

for all g ∈ Q: limn→∞ supt∈[0,T ] |(fm(t)− f(t), g)Q| = 0.

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 Ha(R2) ⊂ H1(R2) ⊂ L2(R2)

and Vb ⊂ V ⊂ H are continuous for a, b > 1. According to [28, Lemma 2.5], we obtain two

Hilbert spaces U and U1, and we get the following relationship

U
ia→֒ Ha(R2)

ja→֒ H1(R2)
j→֒ L2(R2) ∼= (L2(R2))′

j′→֒ H−1(R2)
(ja)′→֒ H−a(R2)

(ia)′→֒ U ′ (2.1)

as well as

U1

ib1→֒ Vb

lb→֒ V
l→֒ H ∼= H ′ l′→֒ V ′ (lb)′→֒ V ′

b

(ib1)
′

→֒ U ′
1,

(2.2)

where the natural embeddings ia, (ia)′, ib1 and (ib1)
′ are compact and the embeddings ja, (ja)′,

j, j′, lb, (lb)′, l as well as l′ are continuous. Let us consider the mappings

k := j ◦ ja ◦ ia : U →֒ L2,

k1 := l ◦ lb ◦ ib1 : U1 →֒ H,

and their adjoint operators

k∗ := (j ◦ ja ◦ ia)∗ : L2 → U,

k∗
1 := (l ◦ lb ◦ ib1)∗ : H → U1.

Since k is compact and the range of k is dense in L2(R2), k∗ : L2(R2) → U is one-to-

one. Similarly, the mapping k∗
1 : H → U1 is also one-to-one. Let us consider the following

mappings

Kx := (k∗)−1x, x ∈ D(K) := k∗(L2(R2)) ⊂ U, (2.3)

and

K1y := (k∗
1)

−1y, y ∈ D(K1) := k∗
1(H) ⊂ U1. (2.4)

Then the mappings K : D(K) → L2(R2) and K1 : D(K1) → H are both onto. By (2.3), we

see that

(Kx, y)L2 = ((k∗)−1x, ky)L2 = (k∗(k∗)−1x, y)U = (x, y)U , x ∈ D(K), y ∈ U.

Similarly, according to (2.4), we have

(K1x, y)H = (x, y)U1
, x ∈ D(K1), y ∈ U1.

Besides, D(K) is dense in L2(R2) and D(K1) is dense in H , see [12, 37]. Moreover, K and

K1 are both self-adjoint operators, and K−1 as well as K−1
1 are compact operator. Then

there exists an orthonormal basis {ei}i∈N of L2(R2) composed of the eigenvectors for the

operator K. And there exists another orthonormal basis {oi}i∈N of H composed of the

eigenvectors for the operator K1. Let λi and λ̃i be the eigenvalue corresponding to ei and
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oi, respectively. Since D(K) ⊂ U and D(K1) ⊂ U1 are densely defined, we see that ei ∈ U

as well as oi ∈ U1, i ∈ N. Let Pm be the operator from U ′ to span{e1, ..., em} defined by

Pmf =
m∑

i=1

〈f, ei〉U ′,Uei, f ∈ U ′.

And let P̃m be the operator from U ′
1 to span{o1, ..., om} defined by

P̃mg =

m∑

i=1

〈g, oi〉U ′

1
,U1

oi, g ∈ U ′
1.

In particular, the restriction of Pm to L2(R2) (still denoted by Pm) and the restriction of P̃m

to H (still denoted by P̃m) are given by

Pmf =

m∑

i=1

(f, ei)L2ei, f ∈ L2(R2), P̃mg =

m∑

i=1

(g, ẽi)H ẽi, g ∈ H.

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

later estimations.

Lemma 2.1. Let ẽi :=
ei

‖ei‖U and õi :=
oi

‖oi‖U1

, i ∈ N. Then

(1) {ẽi}i∈N and {õi}i∈N are the orthonormal basis in U and U1, respectively. Moreover,

λi = ‖ei‖2U , λ̃i = ‖oi‖2U1
, i ∈ N.

(2) For every m ∈ N, f ∈ U and g ∈ U1

Pmf =

m∑

i=1

(f, ẽi)U ẽi, P̃mg =

m∑

i=1

(g, õi)U õi,

i.e. the restriction of Pm to U is the (·, ·)U-orthogonal projection onto span{ẽ1, ...ẽm}
and the restriction of P̃m to U1 is the (·, ·)U1

-orthogonal projection onto span{õ1, ...õm},
respectively.

(3) For every m ∈ N, f1 ∈ U , f2 ∈ U ′, g1 ∈ U1 and g2 ∈ U ′
1

(Pmf2, f1)L2 = 〈f2, Pmf1〉, (Pmg2, g1)H = 〈g2, Pmg1〉. (2.5)

(4) For every f ∈ U and g ∈ U1, we have

lim
m→∞

‖Pmf − f‖U = 0 and lim
m→∞

‖P̃mg − g‖U1
= 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 = −R1(n(t), c(t)) dt,

dc(t) +Ac(t)dt+B(u(t), c(t))dt = −R2(n(t), c(t)) dt,

du(t) +A1u(t)dt +B1(u(t), u(t))dt dt

= R3(n(t), φ) +G(t, u(t))dW (t) +

∫

Z

F (t, u(t−); z)η̃(dt, dz),

n|t=0 = n0, c|t=0 = c0, u|t=0 = u0.

(2.7)

In order to apply the Faedo-Galerkin method to approximate the system (2.7), let {ei}i∈N
be the orthonormal basis in L2(R2) composed of the eigenvectors of operator K, and {oi}i∈N
be the orthonormal basis in H composed of the eigenvectors of operator K1. Define the

finite-dimensional projection spaces

Sm := Sm × Sm × Sm

with Sm := span{e1, ..., em} and Sm := span{o1, ..., om}, which is endowed with the norm

‖(n, c, u)‖Sm
=
(
‖n‖2L2 + ‖c‖2L2 + ‖u‖2H

) 1

2 , (n, c, u) ∈ Sm.

Then the approximation system in Sm is introduced as follows:




nm(t) +

∫ t

0

PmAnmds+

∫ t

0

PmB(um, nm)ds = nm
0 −

∫ t

0

PmR1(n
m(s), cm)ds,

cm(t) +

∫ t

0

PmAcmds+

∫ t

0

PmB(um, cm)ds = cm0 −
∫ t

0

PmR2(n
m, cm)ds,

um(t) +

∫ t

0

P̃mA1u
mds+

∫ t

0

P̃mB̃1(u
m)ds = um

0 +

∫ t

0

P̃mR3(n
m, φ)ds

+

∫ t

0

P̃mG(s, um)dW (s) +

∫ t

0

∫

Z

P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)η̃(ds, dz),

nm|t=0 = nm
0 , cm|t=0 = cm0 , um|t=0 = um

0 ,

(2.8)

where the mappings Pm : U ′ → Sm and P̃m : U ′
1 → Sm are defined by (2.1) and (2.1),

respectively. The regularized initial datum in (2.8) are given by

nm
0 := Pmn0, cm0 := Pmc0, um

0 := P̃mu0,

which satisfy the properties





nm
0 > 0, ‖nm

0 ‖L1∩L logL → ‖n0‖L1∩L logL, nm
0 → n0 in L1(R2) ∩ L2(R2);

cm0 > 0, ‖cm0 ‖L∞ ≤ ‖c0‖L∞ , cm0 → c0 in H1(R2);

um
0 → u0 in H.

(2.9)
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Moreover, let us consider the mapping Fm : Sm → Sm defined by

Fm(u) =




PmAn+ PmB(u, n) + PmR1(n, c)

PmAc+ PmB(u, c) + PmR2(n, c)

P̃mA1u+ P̃mB̃1(u)− P̃mR3(n, φ)


 , u =




n

c

u


 ,

and

Gm(u) =




0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 P̃mG(s, u)


 , Hm(u) =




0

0

P̃mF (s, u; z)


 , W =




0

0

W


 .

Then the approximation system (2.8) can be reformulated as

um(t) +

∫ t

0

Fm(u
m)ds = um(0) +

∫ t

0

Gm(u
m)dW(s) +

∫ t

0

∫

Z

Hm(u
m)η̃(ds, dz).

For each m ∈ N, Fm : Sm → Sm 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 (nm, cm, um) of system (2.8) such that

(nm, cm, um) ∈ C([0, τm];Sm)× C([0, τm];Sm)× D([0, τm];Sm),

where τm > 0 a.s. is a stopping time, m ∈ N. Moreover, if a process t 7→ (n̄m(t), c̄m(t), ūm(t))

and a stopping time τ̄m constitute another local solution, then P-a.s.

(nm, cm, um) = (n̄m, c̄m, ūm) on t ∈ [0, τm ∧ τ̄m]. (2.10)

In the following, we shall taking the limit as m → ∞ 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 (nm, cm, um) constructed in subsection 2.1 are actually

global-in-time ones.

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

τm(ω) > T, for any T > 0, P-a.s. (2.11)

We will use some idea from [39, Proof of Theorem 12.1]. Let us restrict the mappings Fm,

P̃mG and P̃mF on an open ball

B0
Sm

(0, D) := {f ∈ Sm : ‖f‖Sm
< D}

denoted by FD
m, P̃mG

D and P̃mF
D, respectively. Then the mappings FD

m, P̃mG
D and P̃mF

Dare

globally Lipschitz. By [4, Theorem 6.2.3, P. 367], there exists a unique solution (nm
D , c

m
D , u

m
D)

to a system associated to the system (2.8) with FD
m, P̃mG

D and P̃mF
D (instead of Fm, P̃mG

and P̃mF ) and defined on [0,∞) a.s.
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Let us consider a sequence of stopping times

τmD (ω) := inf

{
t > 0 :

√
‖nm

D‖2L2 + ‖cmD‖2H1 + ‖um
D‖2H ≥ D

}
∧D. (2.12)

It is clear that for each fixed m ∈ N, the sequence {τmD } is increasing. According to the

definition of the stopping times τmD , we see that

Fm = F
D
m, P̃mG = P̃mG

D and P̃mF = P̃mF
D on t ∈ [0, τmD ],

which implies that the solutions (nm, cm, um) of system (2.8) is defined on [0, τmD ] for all

D ∈ N and

(nm, cm, um) = (nm
D , c

m
D , u

m
D) on [0, τmD ].

According to the uniqueness of local solutions, we get from (2.10) that τm > τmD a.s. for

all D ∈ N. Therefore P-a.s. τm ≥ supD∈N τ
m
D . In order to prove the inequality (2.11), it is

sufficient to prove that P-a.s

sup
D∈N

τmD > T. (2.13)

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

the local solution (nm, cm, um, τmD ).

Lemma 2.2 ([25, 50]). Under the assumption (A1), any local solutions (nm, cm, um, τmD ) of

system (2.8) satisfy that P-a.s.

nm(t ∧ τmD ) > 0, cm(t ∧ τmD ) > 0, t ∈ [0, T ], (2.14)

‖nm(t ∧ τmD )‖L1 ≡ ‖nm
0 ‖L1 ≤ C, ‖cm(t ∧ τmD )‖L1∩L∞ ≤ ‖c0‖L1∩L∞ , t ∈ [0, 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 (A1)-(A3), there exists

a positive constant C independent of m and D such that for all p ∈ [1, 3]

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

F(nm, cm, um)(t ∧ τmD )

)p

+ E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

G(nm, cm, um)(t)dt

)p

≤ C, (2.16)

where

F(nm, cm, um)(t) := ‖nm(t)‖L1∩L logL + ‖∇
√

cm(t)‖2L2 + ‖um(t)‖2H ,

G(nm, cm, um)(t) := ‖∇
√
nm(t) + 1‖2L2 + ‖∆

√
cm(t)‖2L2 +

∥∥∥∥
|∇
√
cm(t)|2√
cm(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

L2

+ ‖nm(t)|∇
√
cm(t)|2‖L1 + ‖∇um(t)‖2L2.
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Proof . Using the chain rule to d[(nm+1) ln(nm+1)] associated to the first equation in (2.8)

and integrating by parts with the help of divergence-free condition ∇ · um = 0, we have

d

dt

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1) dx+ 4

∫

R2

|∇
√
nm + 1|2 dx

=

∫

R2

∇nm · ∇cm dx+

∫

R2

∆cm ln(nm + 1) dx.

(2.17)

Next we consider the second equation in (2.8). Since ∆cm = 2|∇
√
cm|2 + 2

√
cm∆

√
cm, the

second equation of (2.8) reduces to

d

dt

√
cm + um · ∇

√
cm = (

√
cm)−1|∇

√
cm|2 +∆

√
cm − 1

2
nm

√
cm.

Multiplying both sides of above equation by ∆
√
cm and integrating by parts over R2, we

have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇

√
cm‖2L2 + ‖∆

√
cm‖2L2

= −
∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1|∇

√
cm|2∆

√
cmdx+

∫

R2

(um · ∇
√
cm)∆

√
cmdx

+
1

2

∫

R2

nm
√
cm∆

√
cmdx

:= M1 +M2 +M3.

(2.18)

By integrating by parts, we see that

M1 = −
∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1(∂j

√
cm)2∂ii

√
cmdx

= −
∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|2|∂j

√
cm|2dx+ 2

2∑

i=j=1

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1∂i

√
cm∂j

√
cm∂ij

√
cmdx

+ 2
∑

i 6=j

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1∂i

√
cm∂j

√
cm∂ij

√
cmdx.

Since by

2∑

i=j=1

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1∂i

√
cm∂j

√
cm∂ij

√
cmdx = −M1 −

∑

i 6=j

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1(∂j

√
cm)2∂ii

√
cmdx,
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we have

M1 = −1

3

∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|2|∂j

√
cm|2dx− 2

3

∑

i 6=j

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1(∂j

√
cm)2∂ii

√
cmdx

+
2

3

∑

i 6=j

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−1∂i

√
cm∂j

√
cm∂ij

√
cmdx

≤ −1

3

∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|2|∂j

√
cm|2dx+

1

6

∑

i 6=j

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|2|∂j

√
cm|2dx

+
2

3

∑

i 6=j

∫

R2

∂ij |
√
cm|2dx+

1

6

2∑

i=1

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|4dx+

2

3

2∑

i=1

∫

R2

|∂ii
√
cm|dx

≤ −1

6

∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|2|∂j

√
cm|2dx+

2

3

∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

∂ij |
√
cm|2dx.

(2.19)

For M3, we have

M3 = −1

2

∫

R2

∇nm
√
cm · ∇

√
cmdx− 1

2

∫

R2

nm|∇
√
cm|2dx

= −1

4

∫

R2

∇nm · ∇cmdx− 1

2

∫

R2

nm|∇
√
cm|2dx.

(2.20)

Plugging (2.19) and (2.20) into (2.18), we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇

√
cm‖2L2 +

1

3
‖∆

√
cm‖2L2 +

1

6

∑

i,j∈{1,2}

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∂i

√
cm|2|∂j

√
cm|2dx

= M2 −
1

4

∫

R2

∇nm · ∇cmdx− 1

2

∫

R2

nm|∇
√
cm|2dx.

(2.21)

Let 4× (2.21) + (2.17), we have

d

dt

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx+ 2
d

dt
‖∇

√
cm‖2L2 + 4

∫

R2

|∇
√
nm + 1|2dx

+
4

3
‖∆

√
cm‖2L2 +

2

3

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dx+ 2

∫

R2

nm|∇
√
cm|2dx

= 4M2 +

∫

R2

∆cm ln(nm + 1)dx.

(2.22)

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

4M2 = −4

∫

R2

∇(um · ∇
√
cm) · ∇

√
cmdx

≤ 8

∫

R2

|
√
cm∇um|2dx+

1

2

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dx

≤ 8‖c0‖L∞

∫

R2

|∇um|2dx+
1

2

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dx.

(2.23)
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Also,
∫

R2

∆cm ln(nm + 1)dx ≤ 1

32‖c0‖L∞

∫

R2

4|∇
√
cm|4dx+

1

32‖c0‖L∞

∫

R2

4cm|∆
√
cm|2dx

+ C

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx

≤ 1

8

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dx

+
1

8

∫

R2

|∆
√
cm|2dx+ C

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx.

(2.24)

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

d

dt

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx+ 2
d

dt
‖∇

√
cm‖2L2 +

∫

R2

|∇
√
nm + 1|2dx

+ ‖∆
√
cm‖2L2 +

1

24

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dx+

∫

R2

nm|∇
√
cm|2dx

≤ 8‖c0‖L∞‖∇um‖2L2 + C

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx.

(2.25)

Next we consider the third equation in (2.8). Applying Itô’s formula to f(x) := ‖x‖2
L2 and

using the fact that
(
um, P̃m(u

m · ∇)um
)
L2 = 0, we infer that for all t ∈ [0, T ∧ τmD ]

d‖um‖2L2 + 2‖∇um‖2L2dt

= 2(nm∇φ, um)L2dt+
1

2
Tr

[
P̃mG(t, um)

∂2f

∂x2
(P̃mG(t, um))∗

]
dt+ 2〈G(t, um)dW (t), um〉

+

∫

Z

{
‖um(t−) + P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)‖2L2 − ‖um(t−)‖2L2

}
η̃(dt, dz)

+

∫

Z

{
‖um(t−) + P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)‖2L2 − ‖um(t−)‖2L2

− 2〈um(t−), P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)〉
}
ν(dz)dt.

(2.26)

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

(nm∇φ, um)L2

=

∫

{x∈R2,nm(x)∈(0,1)}
nm(x)∇φ(x)um(x)dx+

∫

{x∈R2,nm(x)≥1}
nm(x)∇φ(x)um(x)dx

≤ ‖∇φ‖L∞‖um‖L2

[(∫

{x∈R2,nm(x)∈(0,1)}
|nm|2dx

) 1

2

+

(∫

{x∈R2,nm(x)≥1}
|nm|2dx

) 1

2
]

≤ C + ‖um‖2L2 + C‖um‖L2‖(nm + nm)
1

2 I{nm≥1}‖L2‖∇(nm + 1)
1

2 I{nm≥1}‖L2

≤ C + ε‖∇(nm + 1)
1

2‖2L2 + C(ε)‖um‖2L2.

(2.27)
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Using the assumption 1) in (A2), we see that for all t ∈ [0, T ∧ τmD ]

1

2
Tr

(
P̃mG(t, um)

∂2f

∂x2
(P̃mG(t, um))∗

)
≤ λ0‖∇um‖2L2 + C(‖um‖2L2 + 1). (2.28)

Plugging (2.27) and (2.28) in to (2.26), it follows that for all t ∈ [0, T ∧ τmD ]

d‖um‖2L2 + (2− λ0)‖∇um‖2L2dt

≤ ε‖∇(nm + 1)
1

2‖2L2dt+ C(ε)(‖um‖L2 + 1)dt+ 2〈G(t, um)dW (t), um〉

+

∫

Z

(
‖um(t−) + P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)‖2L2 − ‖um(t−)‖2L2

)
η̃(dt, dz)

+

∫

Z

(
‖um(t−) + P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)‖2L2 − ‖um(t−)‖2L2

− 2〈um(t−), P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)〉
)
ν(dz)dt.

(2.29)

Combining (2.29) and (2.25) and choosing above ε small enough such that max{8ε‖c0‖L∞

2−λ0
, ε} ≤

1
4
, we infer that for all t ∈ [0, T ∧ τmD ]

d

(∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx+ ‖∇
√
cm‖2L2 + ‖um‖2L2

)
+

(
1

2

∫

R2

|∇
√
nm + 1|2dx

+ ‖∆
√
cm‖2L2 +

1

24

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dx+

∫

R2

nm|∇
√
cm|2dx+ (2− λ0)‖∇um‖2L2

)
dt

≤ C

(
‖um‖2L2 +

∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx+ 1

)
dt +

(
2 +

16‖c0‖L∞

2− λ0

)
〈G(t, um)dW (t), um〉

+ C

∫

Z

{
‖um(t−) + P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)‖2H − ‖um(t−)‖2H

}
η̃(dt, dz)

+ C

∫

Z

{
‖um(t−) + P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)‖2H − ‖um(t−)‖2H

− 2〈um(t−), P̃mF (t, um(t−); z)〉
}
ν(dz)dt.

(2.30)

Now we show that the norms ‖(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)‖L1 and ‖nm‖L1∩L logL are equivalent.

On the one hand, we have
∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx ≤
∫

R2

nm ln(nm + 1)dx+

∫

R2

ln(nm + 1)dx

≤ ‖nm‖L logL + ‖nm‖L1 .

On the other hand, there holds
∫

R2

(nm + 1) ln(nm + 1)dx ≥
∫

R2

nm ln(nm + 1)dx = ‖nm‖L logL.
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Thus we can rewrite inequality (2.30) as

F(nm, cm, um)(t) + λ1

∫ t

0

G(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

≤ C

(
1 + F(nm, cm, um)(0) +

∫ t

0

F(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

)
+ λ2

∫ t

0

〈G(s, um)dW (s), um〉

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

Z

{
‖um(s−) + P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2H − ‖um(s−)‖2H

}
η̃(ds, dz)

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

Z

{
‖um(s−) + P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2H − ‖um(s−)‖2H

− 2〈um(s−), P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)〉
}
ν(dz)ds,

(2.31)

where λ1 := min{ 1
24
, 2− λ0} and λ2 := 2 + 16‖c0‖L∞

2−λ0
. Rasing the p-th power on both sides of

the above inequality and applying the basic inequality ap+ bp ≤ (a+ b)p ≤ 2p−1(ap+ bp), we

see that

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

F(nm, cm, um)(t ∧ τmD )

)p

+ λ
p
1E

(∫ T∧τmD

0

G(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

)p

≤ C + CE

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

Fp(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

)
+ 2p−1λ

p
2E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t∧τm

D

0

〈G(s, um)dW (s), um〉
∣∣∣
)p

+ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t∧τmD

0

∫

Z

{
‖um(s−) + P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2H − ‖um(s−)‖2H

}
η̃(ds, dz)

∣∣∣
)p

+ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t∧τmD

0

∫

Z

{
‖um(s−) + P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2H − ‖um(s−)‖2H

− 2〈um(s−), P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)〉
}
ν(dz)ds

∣∣∣
)p

:= C + CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

Fp(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

)
+ 2p−1λ

p
2E( sup

t∈[0,T ]

|N1(t ∧ τmD )|)p

+ CE( sup
t∈[0,T ]

|N2(t ∧ τmD )|)p + CE( sup
t∈[0,T ]

|N3(t ∧ τmD )|)p.

(2.32)
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By using the BDG inequality ([15, Theorem 4.36]), the assumption (1) in (A2) and Young’s

inequality, we get for all p ∈ [1, 3]

2p−1λ
p
2E( sup

t∈[0,T ]

|N1(t ∧ τmD )|)p

≤ 27 · 2p−1λ
p
2

2
√
2

E

[
( sup
t∈[0,T∧τm

D
]

‖um‖2L2)
p

2

(∫ T∧τmD

0

λ0‖∇um‖2L2 + C(‖um‖2H + 1)

) p

2
]

≤ C +
1

4
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τm
D

]

‖um‖2L2

)p

+ CE

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

‖um‖2L2

)p

+
27 · 2p−1λ

p
2λ

p

2

0

2
√
2

E

[
( sup
t∈[0,T∧τm

D
]

‖um‖2L2)
p

2

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖∇um‖2L2

) p

2
]

≤ C +
1

2
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τm
D

]

‖um‖2L2

)p

+ CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖um‖2L2

)p

+ λ2
3E

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖∇um‖2L2

)p

,

(2.33)

where λ3 :=
27·2p−1λ

p
2
λ

p
2
0

2
√
2

. It is worth noting that the condition (1.3) in (A2) implies that for

all p ∈ [1, 3]

λ2
3 =

36 · 22p−2(2 + 16‖c0‖L∞

2−λ0
)2pλp

0

8

<
36 · 22p−2(2 + 16 · 24‖c0‖L∞)2pλp

0

8
<
( 1

24

)p
= λ

p
1.

(2.34)

By using the Taylor formula, we infer that

∣∣‖x+ h‖2H − ‖x‖2H − 2(x, h)H
∣∣ ≤ C‖h‖2H , x, h ∈ H,

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

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

|N3(t ∧ τmD )|)p ≤ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τm
D
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

‖P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2Hν(dz)ds
∣∣∣∣
p
)

≤ CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

1 + ‖um‖2Hdt
)p

≤ C + CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖um‖2L2dt

)p

.

(2.35)

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

(‖x+ h‖2H − ‖x‖2H)2 ≤ 8‖x‖2H‖h‖2H + C‖h‖4H , x, h ∈ H,
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we obtain that for p ≥ 1

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

|N2(t ∧ τmD )|)p

≤ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τm
D

]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

(
‖um(s−) + P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2H − ‖um(s−)‖2H

)
η̃(ds, dz)

∣∣∣∣
p
)

≤ CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

∫

Z

(‖um(s−) + P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2H − ‖um(s−)‖2H)2ν(dz)dt
) p

2

≤ C +
1

4
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

F(nm, cm, um)(t ∧ τmD )

)p

+ CE

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

‖um‖2L2

)p

.

(2.36)

Then plugging the estimates (2.33)-(2.36) into (2.32), one can choose a number 0 < ε̃ <

λ
p
1 − λ2

3 such that for all p ∈ [1, 3]

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

F(nm, cm, um)(t ∧ τmD )

)p

+ ε̃E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

G(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

)p

≤ C +
3

4
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

F(nm, cm, um)(t ∧ τmD )

)p

+ CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

F(nm, cm, um)p(s)ds

)
.

(2.37)

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]

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

F(nm, cm, um)(t ∧ τmD )

)p

+ E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

G(nm, cm, um)(s)ds

)p

≤ C. (2.38)

The proof is completed. �

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]

E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

‖nm‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C, (2.39)

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖cm(t ∧ τmD )‖2p
H1) + E

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖cm‖2H2dt

)p

≤ C, (2.40)

and

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t ∧ τmD )‖2p
L2) + E

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖∇um‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C. (2.41)

Moreover, there exist constant C̃1 > 1, C̃2 > 0 independent of m and D such that P-a.s.

sup
s∈[0,t∧τm

D
]

‖nm(s)‖2L2 +

∫ t∧τmD

0

‖nm‖2H1ds ≤ C̃1e
C̃2

∫ t∧τmD
0

‖∆cm‖2
L2

ds. (2.42)
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Proof . Recalling the estimate (2.27), we have

E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

‖nm‖2L2dt

)p

= E

[ ∫ T∧τm
D

0

(∫

{x∈R2,nm∈(0,1)}
|nm|2dx+

∫

{x∈R2,nm≥1}
|nm|2dx

)
dt

]p

≤ E

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖nm‖L1 + ‖(nm + 1)I{nm≥1}‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C + E

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖(nm + 1)
1

2 I{nm≥1}‖2L2‖∇(nm + 1)
1

2 I{nm≥1}‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C + CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

‖∇(nm + 1)
1

2‖2L2dt

)p

≤ 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

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇cm(t ∧ τmD )‖2p
L2) ≤ CE( sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖
√
cm∇

√
cm‖2p

L2)

≤ CE

(
( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
√
cm‖L∞)2p( sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖∇
√
cm‖L2)2p

)

≤ CE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖∇
√
cm(t ∧ τmD )‖2L2

)p

≤ C.

(2.43)

Since ∆cm = 2|∇
√
cm|2 + 2

√
cm∆

√
cm, we infer from (2.16) that

E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

‖∆cm‖2L2dt

)p

≤ E

(∫ T∧τm
D

0

∫

R2

4|∇
√
cm|4dxdt+

∫ T∧τm
D

0

∫

R2

4cm|∆
√
cm|2dxdt

)p

≤ CE

(
‖c‖L∞

∫ T∧τmD

0

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dxdt + ‖c‖L∞

∫ T∧τmD

0

∫

R2

|∆
√
cm|2dxdt

)p

≤ CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

∫

R2

(
√
cm)−2|∇

√
cm|4dxdt

)p

+ CE

(∫ T∧τmD

0

∫

R2

|∆
√
cm|2dxdt

)p

≤ C.

(2.44)

Combining the estimates (2.43), (2.44) and (2.15), we obtain (2.40).

By the basic inequality ap + bp ≤ (a+ b)p ≤ 2p−1(ap + bp), we directly deduce from (2.16)

that (2.41) holds.



THE SCNS EQUATIONS WITH LÉVY NOISE 21

Finally, taking the L2-inner product of the first equation of (2.8) and using the interpola-

tion inequality, we have

d

dt
‖nm(t)‖2L2 + 2‖∇nm‖2L2 = −

∫

R2

∆cm(nm)2dx

≤ C‖∆cm‖L2‖nm‖L2‖∇nm‖L2

≤ 1

2
‖∇nm‖2L2 + C‖∆cm‖2L2‖nm‖2L2 .

(2.45)

Thus, by using the Gronwall lemma to (2.45), we infer that P-a.s.

sup
s∈[0,t∧τm

D
]

‖nm(s)‖2L2 +

∫ t∧τmD

0

‖∇nm‖2L2ds ≤ (1 + ‖nm
0 ‖2L2)e

C̃2

∫ t∧τmD
0

‖∆cm‖2
L2

ds, (2.46)

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

(
ω ∈ Ω : sup

D∈N
τmD (ω) ≥ 2T

)
= 1, (2.47)

where τmD , m, D ∈ N are the stopping times defined in (2.12).

Proof . Let T > 0 be fixed and set T̃ := 2T . Then for all k ∈ N,
{
ω ∈ Ω : sup

D∈N
τmD (ω) < T̃

}
⊂
{
ω ∈ Ω : τmk (ω) < T̃

}
,

which implies that

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : sup

D∈N
τmD (ω) < T̃

)
≤ lim

D→∞
P

(
ω ∈ Ω : τmD (ω) < T̃

)
. (2.48)

Define

AD =

{
ω ∈ Ω : τmD (ω) < T̃

}
,

and

BD =
{
ω ∈ Ω : ‖nm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2L2 + ‖cm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2H1 + ‖um(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2H ≥ D2

}
.

According to the definition (2.12), we infer that AD ⊂ BD for D > T̃ . Thus, we derive that

for any D > T̃

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : τmD (ω) < T̃

)

≤ P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖nm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2L2 ≥ D2

3

)
+ P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖cm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2H1 ≥ D2

3

)

+ P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖um(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2H ≥ D2

3

)
.

(2.49)
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Using the estimate (2.42), we see that for D > max(T̃ ,
√
3C̃1)

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖nm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2L2 ≥

D2

3

)

≤ P

(
ω ∈ Ω : C̃1e

C̃2

∫ T̃∧τm
D

0
‖∆cm‖2

L2
ds ≥ D2

3

)

≤ P

(
ω ∈ Ω :

∫ T̃∧τmD

0

‖∆cm‖2L2ds ≥
ln( D2

3C̃1

)

C̃2

)
.

(2.50)

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

D > max(T̃ ,
√
3C̃1)

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖nm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2L2 ≥ D2

3

)

≤ C̃2

ln( D2

3C̃1

)
E

(∫ T̃∧τm
D

0

‖cm‖2H2dt

)
≤ CC̃2

2 ln(D)− ln(3C̃1)
.

(2.51)

Similarly, by applying the Markov inequality and using the estimates (2.50)-(2.51), we derive

that for all D > T̃

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖cm(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2H1 ≥ D2

3

)

≤ P

(
ω ∈ Ω : sup

s∈[0,T̃ ]

‖cm(s ∧ τmD )‖2H1 ≥ D2

3

)

≤ 3

D2
E( sup

t∈[0,T̃ ]

‖cm(t ∧ τmD )‖2H1) ≤ 3C

D2
,

(2.52)

and

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : ‖um(T̃ ∧ τmD )‖2H ≥ D2

3

)

≤ P

(
ω ∈ Ω : sup

s∈[0,T̃ ]

‖um(s ∧ τmD )‖2H ≥ D2

3

)

≤ 3

D2
E( sup

t∈[0,T̃ ]

‖um(t ∧ τmD )‖2H) ≤
3C

D2
.

(2.53)

Plugging the estimates (2.51)-(2.53) into (2.49), we have for all D > max(T̃ ,
√
3C̃1)

P
(
ω ∈ Ω : τmD (ω) < T̃

)
≤ 6C

D2
+

CC̃2

2 ln(D)− ln(3C̃1)
,

which along with (2.48) implies that

P

(
ω ∈ Ω : sup

D∈N
τmD (ω) < T̃

)
≤ lim

D→∞
P
(
ω ∈ Ω : τmD (ω) < T̃

)
= 0. (2.54)

The estimate (2.47) is directly obtained by (2.54). The proof is thus complete. �
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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]

E

(∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C, (2.55)

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖cm(t)‖2p
H1) + E

(∫ T

0

‖cm‖2H2dt

)p

≤ C, (2.56)

and

E( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t)‖2p
L2) + E

(∫ T

0

‖∇um‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C. (2.57)

Moreover, there exist constant C̃1 > 1, C̃2 > 0 independent of m such that P-a.s.

sup
s∈[0,t]

‖nm(s)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0

‖nm‖2H1ds ≤ C̃1e
C̃2

∫ t

0
‖∆cm‖2

L2
ds. (2.58)

Proof . According to Lemma 2.5, we see that T ∧ τmD ր T P-a.s., as D → ∞. Invoking

the Fatou Lemma and passing to the limit as D → ∞ 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 7→ (nm(t), cm(t)), we can let D → ∞ in the inequality (2.42) and obtain the

inequality (2.58). The proof is thus complete. �

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:

Zn := C([0, T ];U ′) ∩ L2
w(0, T ;H

1(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L2
loc(R

2)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2
w(R

2)),

Zc := C([0, T ];U ′) ∩ L2
w(0, T ;H

2(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1
loc(R

2)) ∩ C([0, T ];H1
w(R

2)),

Zu := D([0, T ];U ′
1) ∩ L2

w(0, T ;V ) ∩ L2(0, T ;Hloc) ∩ D([0, T ];Hw),

(3.1)

and let Tn, Tc and Tu 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 ⊂ Zn is Tn-relatively compact if

(1) supf∈K supt∈[0,T ] ‖f(t)‖L2 + supf∈K
∫ T

0
‖f(t)‖2

H1dt < ∞,

(2) ∃α > 0 s.t. supf∈K ‖f‖Cα([0,T ];H−3(R2)) < ∞.

Lemma 3.2. A set K ⊂ Zc is Tc-relatively compact if

(1) supf∈K supt∈[0,T ] ‖f(t)‖H1 + supf∈K
∫ T

0
‖f(t)‖2H2dt < ∞,

(2) ∃β > 0 s.t. supf∈K ‖f‖Cβ([0,T ];H−2(R2)) < ∞.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4 (Existence). The proof will be divided into several steps.

Step 1 (Tightness of approximations). Let N̄ := N∪{∞}, and (S,J ) be a measurable space

and MN̄(S) be the set of all N̄ valued measures on (S,J ). We shall prove that the set of

measures
(
L (nm, cm, um,Wm, ηm)

)
m∈N is tight on Zn×Zc×Zu×C([0, T ]; Y )×MN̄([0, T ]×Z).

Here Wm := W and ηm := η, m ∈ N, and hence
(
L (Wm, ηm)

)
m∈N is obviously tight on

C([0, T ]; Y )×MN̄([0, T ]× Z) (cf. [36, 37]).

Tightness of L (nm). Thanks to Lemma 3.1, we only need to prove that for any ε > 0

there exist constants Ci > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, such that

sup
m∈N

P
(
‖nm‖L∞(0,T ;L2(R2)) > C1

)
+ sup

m∈N
P
(
‖nm‖L2(0,T ;H1(R2)) > C2

)
≤ ε (3.2)

and

sup
m∈N

P
(
‖nm‖Cα([0,T ];H−3(R2)) > C3

)
≤ ε. (3.3)

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

sup
m∈N

P

(
‖nm‖2L∞(0,T ;L2(R2)) > C1

)

≤ sup
m∈N

P

(∫ T

0

‖∆cm‖2L2ds >
ln(C1

C̃1

)

C̃2

)

≤ C̃2

ln(C1

C̃1

)
sup
m∈N

E

(∫ T

0

‖∆cm‖2L2dt

)
≤ CC̃2

ln(C1

C̃1

)
≤ ε

2
,

(3.4)

where C1 := C̃1e
2CC̃2

ε . Similarly, we also have

sup
m∈N

P

(
‖nm‖2L2(0,T ;H1(R2)) > C1

)
≤ sup

m∈N
P

(
C̃1e

C̃2

∫ t

0
‖∆cm‖2

L2
ds > C1

)
≤ ε

2
,

which combined with (3.4) implies (3.2). Additionally, by the Sobolev embedding theorems

W 1,2(0, T ;H−3(R2)) →֒ C
1

4 (0, T ;H−3(R2)) and L2(R2) →֒ H−3(R2) [1, 8], we have

sup
m∈N

P

(
‖nm‖2

C
1
4 (0,T ;H−3(R2))

> C3

)

≤ sup
m∈N

P

(
‖nm‖2W 1,2(0,T ;H−3(R2)) >

C3

C

)

≤ C

C3
sup
m∈N

(
1 + E

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds+ E

∫ T

0

‖PmAnm‖2H−3ds

+ E

∫ T

0

‖PmB(um, nm)‖2H−3ds+ E

∫ T

0

‖PmR1(n
m, cm)‖2H−3ds

)
.

(3.5)

For any f ∈ H3(R2), we have

|〈PmAnm, f〉| = |(nm,∆f)L2 | ≤ ‖nm‖L2‖f‖H3, (3.6)
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which implies that ‖PmAnm‖2H−3 ≤ ‖nm‖2L2. Similarly, we get by the Sobolev embedding

H2(R2) →֒ L∞(R2) that

|〈PmB(um, nm), f〉| ≤ C‖nm‖L2‖um‖L2‖∇f‖L∞

≤ C‖nm‖L2‖um‖L2‖f‖H3 ,
(3.7)

which implies that ‖PmB(um, nm)‖2
H−3 ≤ C‖nm‖2

L2‖um‖2
L2. Moreover,

|〈PmR1(n
m, cm), f〉| = |(nm∇cm,∇f)L2| ≤ C‖nm‖L2‖∇cm‖L2‖f‖H3, (3.8)

which implies that ‖PmR1(n
m, cm)‖2H−3 ≤ C‖nm‖2L2‖∇cm‖2L2. Thus plugging (3.6)-(3.8) into

(3.5) and then using the estimates (2.55)-(2.57), we derive that

sup
m∈N

P

(
‖nm‖2

C
1
4 (0,T ;H−3(R2))

> C3

)

≤ C

C3
sup
m∈N

(
1 + E

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds+ E

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds+ E

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2‖um‖2L2ds

+ E

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2‖∇cm‖2L2ds

)

≤ C

C3
sup
m∈N

[
C + E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um‖2L2

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds

)
+ E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖∇cm‖2L2

∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds

)]

≤ C

C3
sup
m∈N

[
C + E sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um‖4L2 + E sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇cm‖4L2 + E

(∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds

)2 ]

≤ C̃

C3

≤ ε,

where C3 :=
C̃
ε
. Thus (3.3) is valid.

Tightness of L (cm). According to Lemma 3.2, it suffices to prove that for any ε > 0 there

exist constants Ci > 0, i = 4, 5, 6, such that

sup
m∈N

P
(
‖cm‖L∞(0,T ;H1(R2)) > C4

)
+ sup

m∈N
P
(
‖cm‖L2(0,T ;H2(R2)) > C5

)
≤ ε (3.9)

and

sup
m∈N

P
(
‖cm‖Cβ([0,T ];H−2(R2)) > C6

)
≤ ε. (3.10)
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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 W 1,2(0, T ;H−2(R2)) →֒ C
1

4 (0, T ;H−2(R2)), we infer that

sup
m∈N

P

(
‖cm‖2

C
1
4 (0,T ;H−2(R2))

> C6

)

≤ sup
m∈N

P

(
‖cm‖2W 1,2(0,T ;H−2(R2)) >

C6

C

)

≤ C

C6
sup
m∈N

[
1 + E

(∫ T

0

‖cm‖2L2ds

)
+ E

(∫ T

0

‖PmB(um, cm)‖2H−2ds

)

+ E

(∫ T

0

‖PmR2(n
m, cm)‖2H−2ds

)]

≤ C

C6

sup
m∈N

[
1 + E

(∫ T

0

‖um‖2L2‖cm‖2H1ds

)
+ E

(∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2‖cm‖2L2ds

)]

≤
˜̃
C

C6
≤ ε,

(3.11)

where C6 :=
˜̃
C
ε
. Thus (L (cm))m∈N is tight on the space Zc.

Tightness of L (um). Notice that a set K ⊂ Zu is Tu-relatively compact, if K is uniformly

bounded in L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V ), and

lim
δ→0

sup
g∈K

w[0,T ],U ′

1
(g, δ) = 0

with w[0,T ],U ′

1
(g, δ) = infΠδ

maxti∈ω̄ supti≤s<t≤ti+1≤T ̺(g(t), g(s)), where Πδ is the set of all

increasing sequences ω̄ = {0 = t0 < t1 < ... < tn = T} with the property ti+1 − ti ≥ δ,

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 (um)

satisfies the Aldous condition in U ′
1.

Lemma 3.3. ([36]) Let (S, ̺) be a complete and separable metric space, and (Xm)m∈N be a

sequence of càdlàg F-adapted S-valued process satisfying the Aldous condition [3]. If L (Xm)

is the law induced by Xm on D([0, T ]; S). Then for every ε > 0 there exists a subset Aε ⊂
D([0, T ]; S) such that supm∈N L (Xm)(Aε) ≥ 1− ε and limδ→0 supf∈Aε

w[0,T ],S(f, δ) = 0.

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

um(τm + θ)− um(τm)

= −
∫ τm+θ

τm

P̃mA1u
mds−

∫ τm+θ

τm

P̃mB̃1(u
m(s))ds+

∫ τm+θ

τm

P̃mR3(n
m(s), φ)ds

+

∫ τm+θ

τm

P̃mG(s, um(s))dW (s) +

∫ τm+θ

τm

∫

Z

P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)η̃(ds, dz)

:= Jm
1 + Jm

2 + Jm
3 + Jm

4 + Jm
5 .

(3.12)
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By the continuous embedding V ′ →֒ U ′
1 and the estimate (2.57), we have

E‖Jm
1 ‖U ′ ≤ Cθ

1

2E

(∫ T

0

‖A1u
m‖2V ′ds

) 1

2

≤ Cθ
1

2E

(∫ T

0

‖∇um‖2L2ds

) 1

2

≤ Cθ
1

2 . (3.13)

Since V ′
b →֒ U ′

1 when b > 2, we infer that

E‖Jm
2 ‖U ′ ≤ CE

(∫ τm+θ

τm

‖B̃1(u
m)‖V ′

b
ds

)
≤ CθE

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um‖2L2

)
≤ Cθ. (3.14)

Similarly, by (2.55), we have

E‖Jm
3 ‖U ′ ≤ Cθ

1

2E

(∫ T

0

‖R3(n
m(s), φ)‖2L2ds

) 1

2

≤ Cθ
1

2‖∇φ‖L∞E

(∫ T

0

‖nm‖2L2ds

) 1

2

≤ Cθ
1

2 .

(3.15)

In addition, by the Itô isometry, the condition (1) in (A2) as well as the embedding V ′ →֒ U ′
1,

we see that

E‖Jm
4 ‖2U ′ = E

(∥∥∥∥
∫ τm+θ

τm

P̃mG(s, um(s))dW (s)

∥∥∥∥
2

U ′

1

)

≤ CE

(∫ τm+θ

τm

(1 + ‖um‖2L2)ds

)

≤ Cθ

[
1 + E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um‖2L2

)]
≤ Cθ.

(3.16)

Moreover, by the Itô isometry, the condition (1) in (A3) and the embedding H →֒ U ′
1, we

have

E‖Jm
5 ‖2U ′ ≤ CE

(∥∥∥∥
∫ τm+θ

τm

∫

Z

P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)η̃(ds, dz)

∥∥∥∥
2

H

)

= C

(∫ τm+θ

τm

∫

Z

‖P̃mF (s, um(s−); z)‖2Hν(dz)ds
)

≤ CE

(∫ τm+θ

τm

(1 + ‖um‖2L2)ds

)
≤ Cθ.

(3.17)

Plugging (3.13)-(3.17) into (3.12), we derive that

E
∥∥um(τm + θ)− um(τm)

∥∥2
U ′

≤ Cθ,

which implies that the sequence (um) satisfies the Aldous condition in the space U ′
1, and

hence the sequence (L (um)) is tight on Zu.

Step 2 (Convergence in new space). By using the generalised Jakubowski-Skorokhod theo-

rem [11,36], there exists a subsequence (mk)k∈N, Zn×Zc×Zu×C([0, T ]; Y )×MN̄([0, T ]×Z)-

valued elements (n∗, c∗, u∗,W∗, η∗), (n̄
k, c̄k, ūk, W̄ k, η̄k)k∈N defined on a new probability space

(Ω̄, F̄ , P̄), such that



28 FAN XU, LEI ZHANG, AND BIN LIU

(1) L (n̄k, c̄k, ūk, W̄ k, η̄k) = L (nmk , cmk , umk ,Wmk , ηmk) for all k ∈ N;

(2) (n̄k, c̄k, ūk, W̄ k, η̄k) → (n∗, c∗, u∗,W∗, η∗) in Zn×Zc×Zu×C([0, T ]; Y )×MN̄([0, T ]×Z)

with probability 1 on (Ω̄, F̄ , P̄) as k → ∞;

(3) (W̄ k(ω̄), η̄k(ω̄)) = (W∗(ω̄), η∗(ω̄)) for all ω̄ ∈ Ω̄.

We still denote these sequences by (nm, cm, um,Wm, ηm)m∈N and (n̄m, c̄m, ūm, W̄m, η̄m)m∈N.

Moreover, (η̄m)m∈N and η∗ are time homogeneous Poisson random measures on (Z,B(Z))

with intensity measure ν and (W̄m)m∈N as well as W∗ are cylindrical Wiener processes, see

[10, Section 9]. Recalling the definition of Zn × Zc ×Zu, in particular, we have P̄-a.s.

n̄m → n∗ in C([0, T ];U ′) ∩ L2
w(0, T ;H

1(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L2
loc(R

2)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2
w(R

2)),

c̄m → c∗ in C([0, T ];U ′) ∩ L2
w(0, T ;H

2(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1
loc(R

2)) ∩ C([0, T ];H1
w(R

2)),

ūm → u∗ in D([0, T ];U ′
1) ∩ L2

w(0, T ;V ) ∩ L2(0, T ;Hloc) ∩ D([0, T ];Hw).

(3.18)

According to [42, Theorem 1.10.4 and Addendum 1.10.5], there exists a family of measurable

mapping Φm : Ω̄ → Ω such that for all ω̄ ∈ Ω̄

P = P̄ ◦ Φ−1
m , n̄m(ω̄) = nm ◦ Φm(ω̄), v̄m(ω̄) = vm ◦ Φm(ω̄) and ūm(ω̄) = um ◦ Φm(ω̄).

(3.19)

Since (2.15) hold, there exists a positive constant C independent of m such that for almost

every (t, ω̄) ∈ [0, T ]× Ω̄ and all m ∈ N,

‖n̄m(t, ω̄)‖L1 = ‖nm(t,Φm(ω̄))‖L1 ≤ C,

‖c̄m(t, ω̄)‖L1∩L∞ = ‖cm(t,Φm(ω̄))‖L1∩L∞ ≤ C.
(3.20)

Moreover, since the laws of (nm, cm, um) and (n̄m, c̄m, ūm) are equal in the space Zn×Zc×Zu,

it follows from Corollary 2.6 that for all p ∈ [1, 3]

Ē

(∫ T

0

‖n̄m‖2L2dt

)p

+ Ē( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖c̄m(t)‖2p
H1) + Ē

(∫ T

0

‖cm‖2H2dt

)p

+ Ē( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ūm(t)‖2p
L2) + Ē

(∫ T

0

‖∇ūm‖2L2dt

)p

≤ C.

(3.21)

By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists a subsequence of (n̄m), (c̄m) and (ūm) conver-

gent weakly in the space L2p(Ω̄;L2(0, T ;L2(R2))), L2p(Ω̄;L∞(0, T ;H1(R2))∩L2(0, T ;H2(R2)))

and L2p(Ω̄;L∞(0, T ;H)∩L2(0, T ;V )), respectively. Since (n̄m, c̄m, ūm) → (n∗, c∗, u∗) in Zn×
Zc ×Zu, we infer from the uniqueness of limits that (n∗, c∗, u∗) ∈ L2p(Ω̄;L2(0, T ;L2(R2)))×
L2p(Ω̄;L∞(0, T ;H1(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(R2)))× L2p(Ω̄;L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V )).

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

Ē

(∫ T

0

‖n∗(t)‖2L2dt

)p

+ Ē( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖c∗(t)‖2pH1) + Ē

(∫ T

0

‖c∗(t)‖2H2dt

)p

+ Ē( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u∗(t)‖2pL2) + Ē

(∫ T

0

‖u∗(t)‖2V dt
)p

≤ C.

(3.22)
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Step 3 (Construction of martingale solution). Let us fix (f, g) ∈ U × U1. Let us denote

Am(n̄m, f)(t) :=(n̄m
0 , f)L2 −

∫ t

0

〈PmAn̄m, f〉ds

−
∫ t

0

〈PmB(ūm, n̄m), f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈PmR1(n̄
m, c̄m), f〉ds,

Bm(c̄m, f)(t) :=(c̄m0 , f)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈PmAc̄m, f〉ds

−
∫ t

0

〈PmB(ūm, c̄m), f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈PmR2(n̄
m, c̄m), f〉ds,

Cm(ūm, W̄m, η̄m, g)(t) :=(ūm
0 , g)H −

∫ t

0

〈P̃mA1ū
m, g〉ds−

∫ t

0

〈P̃mB̃1(ū
m), g〉ds

+

∫ t

0

〈P̃mR3(ū
m, φ), g〉ds+

∫ t

0

〈P̃mG(s, ūm(s))dW̄m(s), g〉

+

∫ t

0

∫

Z

(P̃mF (s, ūm(s−); z), g)H ˜̄ηm(ds, dz).

Similarly, we define

A(n∗, f)(t) :=(n∗(0), f)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈An∗, f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈B(u∗, n∗), f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈R1(n∗, c∗), f〉ds,

B(c∗, f)(t) :=(c∗(0), f)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈Ac∗, f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈B(u∗, c∗), f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈R2(n∗, c∗), f〉ds,

C(u∗,W∗, η∗, g)(t) :=(u∗(0), g)H −
∫ t

0

〈A1u∗, g〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈B̃1(u∗), g〉ds+
∫ t

0

〈R3(u∗, φ), g〉ds

+

∫ t

0

〈G(s, u∗(s))dW∗(s), g〉+
∫ t

0

∫

Z

(F (s, u∗(s−); z), g)H η̃∗(ds, dz).

Since nm
0 , cm0 , um

0 have been chosen such that (2.9) holds and u∗(t) is continuous at t = 0,

it is easy to derive that for all (f, g) ∈ U × U1

lim
m→∞

(n̄m(0)− n∗(0), f)L2 = 0, lim
m→∞

(c̄m(0)− c∗(0), f)L2 = 0,

lim
m→∞

(ūm(0)− u∗(0), g)H = 0.
(3.23)

To finish the proof of existence part, it remains to prove that the terms involved in

the terms Am(n̄m, f),Bm(c̄m, f) and Cm(ūm, W̄m, η̄m, g) converge to the terms involved in

A(n∗, f),B(c∗, f) and C(u∗,W∗, η∗, g), respectively. Notice that by the properties obtained

in (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 c may be investigated in a similar manner, as a example we shall only provide a

verification for the following convergence of the n-equation

lim
m→∞

∫ t

0

〈R1(n
m, cm), f〉ds =

∫ t

0

〈R1(n, c), f〉ds, ∀f ∈ Hs(R2), s > 2. (3.24)
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Indeed, for any f ∈ C∞
c (R2), there exists d > 0 such that suppf is a compact subset of Od.

Then by integrating by parts, we see that for every (h1, h2) ∈ L2(R2)× L2(R2)

|〈R1(h1, h2), f〉| ≤ ‖h1‖L2(Od)‖∇h2‖L2(Od)‖∇f‖L∞(Od)

≤ C‖h1‖L2(Od)‖h2‖H1(Od)‖f‖Hs.
(3.25)

Since R1(n
m, cm)− R1(n, c) = R1(n

m − n, cm) +R1(n, c
m − c), we infer that

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈R1(n
m, cm), f〉ds−

∫ t

0

〈R1(n, c), f〉ds
∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈R1(n
m − n, cm), f〉ds

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈R1(n, c
m − c), f〉ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ C
(
‖nm − n‖L2(0,T ;L2(Od))‖cm‖L2(0,T ;H1(Od))

+ ‖n‖L2(0,T ;L2(Od)‖cm − c‖L2(0,T ;H1(Od))

)
‖f‖Hs

Since cm → c in L2(0, T ;H1
loc(R

2)), (3.24) holds for all f ∈ C∞
c (R2). Moreover if f ∈ Hs(R2),

then for ε > 0 there exists fε ∈ C∞
c (R2) such that ‖f − fε‖Hs ≤ ε. Then we have

∣∣∣∣〈R1(n
m, cm), f〉 − 〈R1(n, c), f〉

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣〈R1(n

m, cm)−R1(n, c), f − fε〉
∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣〈R1(n

m, cm)− R1(n, c), fε〉
∣∣∣∣

≤ (‖R1(n
m, cm)‖H−s + ‖R1(n, c)‖H−s) ‖f − fε‖Hs +

∣∣∣∣〈R1(n
m, cm)− R1(n, c), fε〉

∣∣∣∣

≤ ε
(
‖nm‖2L2 + ‖cm‖2H1 + ‖n‖2L2 + ‖c‖2H1

)
+

∣∣∣∣〈R1(n
m, cm)− R1(n, c), fε〉

∣∣∣∣.

Thus,
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈R1(n
m, cm), f〉ds−

∫ t

0

〈R1(n, c), f〉ds
∣∣∣∣

≤ ε
(
‖nm‖2L2(0,T ;L2(R2)) + ‖cm‖2L2(0,T ;H1(R2)) + ‖n‖2L2(0,T ;L2(R2)) + ‖c‖2L2(0,T ;H1(R2))

)

+

∣∣∣∣〈R1(n
m, cm)− R1(n, c), fε〉

∣∣∣∣.

Passing to the upper limit as m → ∞, we have

lim sup
m→∞

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈R1(n
m, cm), f〉ds−

∫ t

0

〈R1(n, c), f〉ds
∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε,

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

lim
m→∞

Am(n̄m, f)(t) = A(n∗, f)(t), (3.26)

and

lim
m→∞

Bm(n̄m, f)(t) = B(n∗, f)(t). (3.27)
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Convergence for u−equations. We will show that for all g ∈ U1

lim
m→∞

‖Cm(ūm, W̄m, η̄m, g)−C(u∗,W∗, η∗, g)‖L2([0,T ]×Ω̄) = 0. (3.28)

As before, it is sufficient to deal with the nonlinear terms and the stochastic integral terms.

• Concerning the convection term, we have

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈P̃mB̃1(ū
m), g〉ds

∣∣∣∣
3]

≤ C‖g‖3Vs
Ē

[ ∫ T

0

‖P̃mB̃1(ū
m)‖3Vs

dt

]

≤ CĒ

[
sup

s∈[0,T ]

‖ūm(s)‖6H
]
≤ C.

In view of the assertion limm→∞
∫ t

0
〈P̃mB̃1(ū

m) − B̃1(u∗), g〉ds = 0 a.s, it follows from the

Vitali theorem that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

lim
m→∞

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈P̃mB̃1(ū
m)− B̃1(u∗), g〉ds

∣∣∣∣
2]

= 0. (3.29)

Since by (3.21),

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈P̃mB̃1(ū
m), g〉ds

∣∣∣∣
3]

≤ CĒ

[
sup

s∈[0,T ]

‖ūm(s)‖6H
]
≤ C.

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

lim
m→∞

∫ T

0

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈P̃mB̃1(ū
m)− B̃1(u∗), g〉ds

∣∣∣∣
2]
dt = 0. (3.30)

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

lim
m→∞

Ē

[ ∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

〈[P̃mG(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s))]dW∗(s), g〉
∣∣∣∣
2

dt

]
= 0, (3.31)

Indeed, for any g ∈ V, we get from the assumption (2) in (A2) that

∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)
ds

≤
∫ T

0

‖G̃g(ū
m)(s)− G̃g(u∗)(s)‖2L2(Y,R)

ds

= ‖G̃g(ū
m)(s)− G̃g(u∗)(s)‖2L2([0,T ];L2(Y,R))

.

By ūm → u∗ in L2(0, T ;Hloc) almost surely, we infer from the assumption (2) in (A2) that

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all g ∈ V

lim
m→∞

∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)
ds = 0. (3.32)
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Moreover, by the assumption (2) in (A2) and the estimate (3.21) we infer that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)ds

∣∣∣∣
2]

≤ CĒ

[
‖g‖4V

∫ t

0

‖G(s, ūm(s))‖4L2(Y,V ′) + ‖G(s, u∗(s))‖4L2(Y,V ′)ds

]

≤ CĒ

[ ∫ T

0

(1 + ‖ūm(s)‖4H + ‖u∗‖4H)ds
]
≤ C.

(3.33)

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

all g ∈ V

lim
m→∞

Ē

[ ∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)
ds

]
= 0. (3.34)

Since V is dense in V , for any g ∈ V and any ε > 0, there exists gε ∈ V such that

‖g − gε‖V ≤ ε. Then we have
∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)ds

≤ Cε2(1 + sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖ūm(s)‖2H + sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖u∗(s)‖2H)

+ 2

∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), gε〉‖2L2(Y,R)ds.

Passing to the upper limit as m → ∞ and using (3.34), we derive that for all g ∈ V

lim
m→∞

Ē

[ ∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)ds

]
= 0. (3.35)

Note that for all g ∈ V and s ∈ [0, T ], we have

〈P̃mG(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉 = 〈G(s, ūm(s)), P̃mg − g〉+ 〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉
≤ ‖G(s, ūm(s))‖L2(Y,V ′)‖P̃mg − g‖V
+ 〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉.

Since U1 ⊂ V and P̃mg → g in V for all g ∈ U1, we see from (3.35), the assumption (2) in

(A2) and (3.21) that

Ē

[ ∫ t

0

‖〈P̃mG(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)ds

]

≤ C‖P̃mg − g‖2V + 2Ē

[ ∫ t

0

‖〈G(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)
ds

]
→ 0.

Then by the properties of the Itô integral we infer that for all g ∈ U1 and t ∈ [0, T ]

lim
m→∞

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
〈∫ t

0

[P̃mG(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s))]dW∗(s), g

〉∣∣∣∣
2]

= 0. (3.36)
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Moreover, by the Itô isometry, assumption (A2) as well as (3.21), we see that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
〈∫ t

0

[P̃mG(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s))]dW∗(s), g

〉∣∣∣∣
2]

= Ē

[ ∫ t

0

‖〈P̃mG(s, ūm(s))−G(s, u∗(s)), g〉‖2L2(Y,R)ds

]

≤ CĒ

[
1 + sup

s∈[0,T ]

‖ūm(s)‖2H + sup
s∈[0,T ]

‖u∗(s)‖2H
]
≤ C

(3.37)

By the Dominated convergence theorem, we see from (3.36) and (3.37) that (3.31) holds.

• Concerning the stochastic term related to jump processes, we have

lim
m→∞

Ē

[ ∫ T

0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

(P̃mF (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g)H η̃∗(ds, dz)

∣∣∣∣
2

dt

]
= 0. (3.38)

Indeed, for any g ∈ V, we get from the assumption (2) in (A3) that

∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉|2ν(dz)ds

=

∫ t

0

∫

Z

|(F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g)H |2ν(dz)ds

≤ ‖F̃g(ū
m)− F̃g(u∗)‖2L2([0,T ]×Z;R).

Since ūm → u∗ in L2(0, T ;Hloc) a.s., we infer from the assumption (2) in (A3) that for all

t ∈ [0, T ] and all g ∈ V

lim
m→∞

∫ t

0

∫

Z

|(F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g)H |2ν(dz)ds = 0. (3.39)

Moreover, by the assumption (1) in (A3) we infer that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

|(F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g)H|2ν(dz)ds
∣∣∣∣
2]

≤ C‖g‖4HĒ
[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

‖F (s, ūm(s−); z)‖2H + ‖F (s, u∗(s−); z)‖2Hν(dz)ds
∣∣∣∣
2]

≤ CĒ

[ ∫ T

0

(1 + ‖ūm(s)‖4H + ‖u∗(s)‖4H)ds
]
≤ C.

(3.40)

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

g ∈ V

lim
m→∞

Ē

[ ∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉|2ν(dz)ds
]
= 0. (3.41)
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Since V is dense in H , for any ε > 0, there exists gε ∈ V such that ‖g − gε‖H ≤ ε. Then,
∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉|2ν(dz)ds

≤ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g − gε〉|2ν(dz)ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), gε〉|2ν(dz)ds

≤ Cε2 + 2

∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), gε〉|2ν(dz)ds.

Passing to the upper limit as m → ∞ and using (3.41), we derive that for all g ∈ H

limm→∞ Ē[
∫ t

0

∫
Z
|〈F (s, ūm(s−); z) − F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉|2ν(dz)ds] = 0. Moreover, since the

restriction of P̃m to the space H is the (·, ·)H-projection onto Sm, we have for all g ∈ H and

t ∈ [0, T ]

lim
m→∞

Ē

[ ∫ t

0

∫

Z

|〈P̃mF (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉|2ν(dz)ds
]
= 0.

Then by the properties of the integral with respect to the compensated Poisson random

measure and the fact that η̄m = η∗, we have

lim
m→∞

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

〈P̃mF (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉η̃∗(ds, dz)
∣∣∣∣
2]

= 0. (3.42)

Moreover, by the assumption (1) in (A3), we infer that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

Ē

[∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫

Z

〈P̃mF (s, ūm(s−); z)− F (s, u∗(s−); z), g〉η̃∗(ds, dz)
∣∣∣∣
2]

≤ CĒ

[ ∫ t

0

∫

Z

‖P̃mF (s, ūm(s−); z)‖2H + ‖F (s, u∗(s−); z)‖2Hν(dz)ds
]

≤ CĒ

[ ∫ T

0

(1 + ‖ūm(s)‖2H + ‖u∗(s)‖2H)ds
]
≤ C.

(3.43)

By the Dominated convergence theorem, we see from (3.42) and (3.43) that (3.38) holds.

Since (nm, cm, um) is a solution of the Galerkin equations (2.8), according to (3.19), we

infer that for all f ∈ U , t ∈ [0, T ] and P̄-a.s.

(n̄m(t), f)L2 = Am(n̄m, f)(t), (3.44)

and

(c̄m(t), f)L2 = Bm(c̄m, f)(t). (3.45)

Besides, since L (nm, cm, um,Wm, ηm) = L (n̄m, c̄m, ūm, W̄m, η̄m),
∫ T

0

Ē
[
|(ūm(t), g)H −Cm(ūm, W̄m, η̄m, g)(t)|2

]
dt = 0. (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

f ∈ U , t ∈ [0, T ] and P̄-a.s

(n∗(t), f)L2 = (n∗(0), f)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈An∗, f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈B(u∗, n∗), f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈R1(n∗, c∗), f〉ds,
(3.47)

and

(c∗(t), f)L2 = (c∗(0), f)L2 −
∫ t

0

〈Ac∗, f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈B(u∗, c∗), f〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈R2(n∗, c∗), f〉ds.
(3.48)

Moreover, applying (3.28) and the fact that limm→∞ ‖(ūm − u∗, g)H‖L2([0,T ]×Ω̄) = 0, we infer

from (3.46) that

∫ T

0

Ē
[
|(u∗(t), g)H −C(u∗,W∗, η∗, g)(t)|2

]
dt = 0.

Thus for all g ∈ U1, leb-almost all t ∈ [0, T ] and P̄-a.s.

(u∗(t), g)H −C(u∗,W∗, η∗, g)(t) = 0.

Since u∗ is Zu-valued random variable, in particular u∗ ∈ D([0, T ];Hw), i.e. u∗ is weakly

càdlàg. Thus the left-hand side of the above equality is càdlàg with respect to t. Moreover,

since two càdlàg functions equal for leb-almost all t ∈ [0, T ] must be equal for all t ∈ [0, T ],

we derive that for all g ∈ U1, all t ∈ [0, T ] and P̄-a.s.

(u∗(t), g)H = (u∗(0), g)H −
∫ t

0

〈A1u∗, g〉ds−
∫ t

0

〈B̃1(u∗), g〉ds

+

∫ t

0

〈R3(u∗, φ), g〉ds+
〈∫ t

0

G(s, u∗(s))dW∗(s), g

〉

+

∫ t

0

∫

Z

(F (s, u∗(s−); z), g)H η̃∗(ds, dz).

(3.49)

Combining (3.47)-(3.49) and putting n̄ := n∗, c̄ := c∗, ū := u∗, W̄ := W∗ and η̄ := η∗, we

derive that the tuple ((Ω̄, F̄ , F̄, P̄), W̄ , η̄, n̄, c̄, ū) is a martingale solution of system (2.7). The

proof is thus completed. �

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 (n1, c1, u1) and (n2, c2, u2) are two global martingale solutions to system (1.1)

with the same initial data (n0, c0, u0) in the sense of Definition 1.1. We note that for i = 1, 2

ni ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1(R2)),

ci ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(R2)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(R2)),

ui ∈ L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V ).

According to the Hölder inequality and the Ladyzhenskaya inequality ‖f‖L4 ≤ C‖f‖
1

2

L2‖∇f‖
1

2

L2

for all f ∈ H1(R2), we infer that

∥∥∥∥
dni

dt

∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;H−1(R2))

≤ ‖∆ni‖L2(0,T ;H−1(R2)) + ‖ui · ∇ni‖L2(0,T ;H−1(R2))

+ ‖∇ · (ni∇ci)‖L2(0,T ;H−1(R2))

≤ ‖∇ni‖L2(0,T ;L2(R2)) + C‖ui‖
1

2

L∞(0,T ;H)‖ni‖
1

2

L∞(0,T ;L2(R2))

× ‖∇ui‖L2(0,T ;H)‖∇ni‖L2(0,T ;L2(R2)) + C‖∇ci‖
1

2

L∞(0,T ;L2(R2))

× ‖ni‖
1

2

L∞(0,T ;L2(R2))‖D2ci‖L2(0,T ;L2(R2))‖∇ni‖L2(0,T ;L2(R2))

< ∞,

(4.1)

which implies that dni

dt
∈ L2(0, T ;H−1(R2)) almost surely. Similarly, we have almost surely

dci
dt

∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R2)), (4.2)

and

‖A1ui‖L2(0,T ;V ′) + ‖B̃1(ui)‖L2(0,T ;V ′) + ‖R3(ui, φ)‖L2(0,T ;V ′)

+ ‖G(·, ui)‖L2(0,T ;L2(Y,H)) +

∥∥∥∥
∫

Z

‖F (·, u; z)‖2Hν(dz)
∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;H)

< ∞.
(4.3)

Set

n∗ = n1 − n2, c∗ = c1 − c2, u∗ = u1 − u2, P ∗ = P1 − P2.

Then the triple (n∗, c∗, u∗) satisfies






dn∗ +An∗dt+B(u∗, n1)dt+B(u2, n
∗)dt = −R1(n

∗, c1)dt−R1(n2, c
∗)dt,

dc∗ +Ac∗dt +B(u∗, c1)dt +B(u2, c
∗)dt = −R2(n

∗, c1)dt−R2(n2, c
∗)dt,

du∗ +A1u
∗dt+B1(u

∗, u1)dt+B1(u2, u
∗)dt = R3(n

∗, φ)

+ [G(t, u1)−G(t, u2)]dW (t) +

∫

Z

F (t, u1; z)− F (t, u2; z)η̃(dt, dz).

(4.4)
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Noting that (4.1) and (4.2) imply that the Lions-Magenes lemma [32] is applicable. Thus,

taking the L2-inner product of the first equation in (4.4), we have

1

2

d

dt
‖n∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇n∗‖2L2

= −
∫

R2

(u∗ · ∇n1)n
∗dx−

∫

R2

∇ · (n∗∇c1)n
∗dx−

∫

R2

∇ · (n2∇c∗)n∗dx

:= A1 + A2 + A3.

(4.5)

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

|A1| ≤ ‖u∗‖L4‖n1‖L4‖∇n∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∇n∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖u∗‖L2‖∇u∗‖L2‖n1‖L2‖∇n1‖L2

≤ ε‖∇n∗‖2L2 + ε‖∇u∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖u∗‖2L2‖n1‖2L2‖∇n1‖2L2 .

(4.6)

Similarly, we have

|A2| ≤ ‖n∗‖L4‖∇c1‖L4‖∇n∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∇n∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖n∗‖L2‖∇n∗‖L2‖∇c1‖L2‖∆c1‖L2

≤ ε‖∇n∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖n∗‖2L2‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2,

(4.7)

and

|A3| ≤ ‖n2‖L4‖∇c∗‖L4‖∇n∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∇n∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖n2‖L2‖∇n2‖L2‖∇c∗‖L2‖∆c∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∇n∗‖2L2 + ε‖∆c∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖n2‖2L2‖∇n2‖2L2‖∇c∗‖2L2 .

(4.8)

Plugging (4.6)-(4.8) into (4.5), we see that

d

dt
‖n∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇n∗‖2L2

≤ ε(‖∆c∗‖2L2 + ‖∇u∗‖2L2) + C(ε)(‖u∗‖2L2‖n1‖2L2‖∇n1‖2L2

+ ‖n∗‖2L2‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2 + ‖n2‖2L2‖∇n2‖2L2‖∇c∗‖2L2).

(4.9)

Similarly, taking the L2-inner product of the second equation of (4.4), one can deduce that

1

2

d

dt
‖c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇c∗‖2L2

≤ ‖u∗‖L2‖∇c1‖L4‖c∗‖L4 + ‖c1‖L∞‖n∗‖L2‖c∗‖L2 + ‖n2‖L2‖c∗‖L2‖∇c∗‖L2

≤ ‖u∗‖2L2 + C‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2‖c∗‖2L2 + ‖c∗‖2L2 + C‖n∗‖2L2

+ ε‖∇c∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖n2‖2L2‖c∗‖2L2 ,

which implies that

d

dt
‖c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇c∗‖2L2

≤ (1 + C‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2 + C‖n2‖2L2)‖c∗‖2L2 + C(‖n∗‖2L2 + ‖u∗‖2L2).
(4.10)
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Moreover, we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∆c∗‖2L2

=

∫

R2

(u∗ · ∇c1)∆c∗dx−
∫

R2

(∇c∗ · ∇)u2 · ∇c∗dx+

∫

R2

n∗c1∆c∗dx+

∫

R2

n2c
∗∆c∗dx

:= B1 +B2 +B3 +B4.

(4.11)

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

|B1| ≤ ‖u∗‖L4‖∇c1‖L4‖∆c∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∆c∗‖2L2 + ε‖∇u∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖u∗‖2L2‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2.

Similarly, we have

|B2| ≤ ‖∇u2‖L2‖∇c∗‖2L4 ≤ ‖∇u2‖L2‖∇c∗‖L2‖∆c∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∆c∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖∇u2‖2L2‖∇c∗‖2L2,

|B3| ≤ ‖c1‖L∞‖n∗‖L2‖∆c∗‖L2 ≤ ε‖∆c∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖n∗‖2L2 ,

as well as

|B4| ≤ ‖c∗‖L4‖n2‖L4‖∆c∗‖L2

≤ ε‖∆c∗‖2L2 + ε‖∇c∗‖2L2 + C(ε)‖c∗‖2L2‖n2‖2L2‖∇n2‖2L2

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

d

dt
‖∇c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∆c∗‖2L2

≤ ε‖∇c∗‖2L2 + ε‖∇u∗‖2L2 + C(ε)(‖u∗‖2L2‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2

+ ‖∇u2‖2L2‖∇c∗‖2L2 + ‖n∗‖2L2 + ‖c∗‖2L2‖n2‖2L2‖∇n2‖2L2).

(4.12)

Moreover (4.3) implies that the Itô’s lemma of Gyöngy and Krylov form [24] is applicable.

Then we infer from the assumption (A2) that

d‖u∗‖2L2 + 2‖∇u∗‖2L2dt

≤ (ε̄+ LG)‖∇u∗‖2L2 + (1 + LG)‖u∗‖2L2 + C(ε̄)‖u∗‖2L2‖u1‖2L2‖∇u1‖2L2

+ C‖n∗‖2L2 + 2〈[G(t, u1)−G(t, u2)]dW (t), u∗〉

+

∫

Z

{
‖u∗(t−) + F (t, u1(t−); z)− F (t, u2(t−); z)‖2H − ‖u∗(t−)‖2H

}
η̃(dt, dz)

+ C

∫

Z

‖F (t, u1(t−); z)− F (t, u2(t−); z)‖2Hν(dz)dt.

(4.13)
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Using the condition (1.5) and choosing ε̄ small enough such that 0 < ε̂ < 2 − ε̄ − LG and

then applying the assumption (A3), we see from (4.13) that

d‖u∗‖2L2 + ε̂‖∇u∗‖2L2dt

≤ C(1 + ‖u1‖2L2‖∇u1‖2L2)‖u∗‖2L2 + C‖n∗‖2L2 + 2〈[G(t, u1)−G(t, u2)]dW (t), u∗〉

+ C

∫

Z

{
‖u∗(t−) + F (t, u1(t−); z)− F (t, u2(t−); z)‖2H − ‖u∗(t−)‖2H

}
η̃(dt, dz).

(4.14)

Combining (4.9), (4.10), (4.12) and (4.14), we derive that

dA(t) +B(t) ≤ CA(t)C(t) + C〈[G(t, u1)−G(t, u2)]dW (t), u∗〉

+ C

∫

Z

{
‖u∗(t−) + F (t, u1(t−); z)− F (t, u2(t−); z)‖2H − ‖u∗(t−)‖2H

}
η̃(dt, dz)

:= CA(t)C(t) + S1(t) + S2(t).

(4.15)

where

A(t) := ‖n∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖u∗(t)‖2L2 ,

B(t) := ‖∇n∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∆c∗(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇u∗(t)‖2L2,

C(t) := ‖n1‖2L2‖∇n1‖2L2 + ‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2 + ‖n2‖2L2‖∇n2‖2L2 + ‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2

+ ‖n2‖2L2 + ‖∇c1‖2L2‖∆c1‖2L2 + ‖∇u2‖2L2 + ‖n2‖2L2‖∇n2‖2L2 + ‖u1‖2L2‖∇u1‖2L2 + 1.

We now define stopping times τ̄R := τ̄R1 ∧ τ̄R2 ∧ T with

τ̄Ri := inf{t > 0 : sup
s∈[0,t]

‖ni(s)‖2L2 ∨
∫ t

0

‖ni(s)‖2H1ds ∨ sup
s∈[0,t]

‖ci(s)‖2H1

∨
∫ t

0

‖ci(s)‖2H2ds ∨ sup
s∈[0,t]

‖ui(s)‖2H ∨
∫ t

0

‖ui(s)‖2V ds ≥ R}, i = 1, 2.

It is easy to see that τ̄R ր T as R → ∞, a.s. It is not hard to prove that
∫ t∧τ̄R
0

C(s)ds ≤ CR.

Thus by using the Gronwall lemma to (4.15), we infer that

A(t ∧ τ̄R) +

∫ t∧τ̄R

0

B(s)ds ≤ C exp

(∫ t∧τ̄R

0

C(s)ds

)(∫ t∧τ̄R

0

S1(s) + S2(s)ds

)

≤ CR

(∫ t∧τ̄R

0

S1(s) + S2(s)ds

)
.

(4.16)

Since by (3.22)

E

∫ T

0

|〈G(t, u1)−G(t, u2), u
∗〉|2ds ≤ CE( sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖u∗(t)‖4H) + CE

(∫ T

0

‖u∗‖2V ds
)2

< ∞,

the process t →
∫ t

0
〈[G(s, u1)−G(s, u2)]dW (s), u∗〉 is a martingale on [0, T ]. In particular, it

follows that

E

(∫ t

0

〈[G(s, u1)−G(s, u2)]dW (s), u∗〉
)

= 0.
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Moreover, by using the condition (1.4)

E

(∫ T

0

∫

Z

∣∣‖u∗(t−) + F (t, u1(t−); z)− F (t, u2(t−); z)‖2H − ‖u∗(t−)‖2H
∣∣2 ν(dz)ds

)

≤ CE

(∫ T

0

∫

Z

∣∣‖F (t, u1(t−); z)− F (t, u2(t−); z)‖2H + ‖u∗‖2H
∣∣2 ν(dz)ds

)

≤ CE( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u∗(t)‖4H) < ∞,

we infer that
∫ t

0

∫
Z

{
‖u∗(s−)+F (s, u1(s−); z)−F (s, u2(s−); z)‖2H −‖u∗(s−)‖2H

}
η̃(ds, dz) is

a martingale on [0, T ], and hence

E

(∫ t

0

∫

Z

{
‖u∗(s−) + F (s, u1(s−); z)− F (s, u2(s−); z)‖2H − ‖u∗(s−)‖2H

}
η̃(ds, dz)

)
= 0.

Taking the expectation on both sides of inequality (4.16), we infer that

EA(t ∧ τ̄R) = 0. (4.17)

After taking the limit as R → ∞ and noting that τ̄R ր T , we derive that EA(t) = 0 for all

t ∈ [0, T ], which implies the uniqueness. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is thus completed. �
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