arXiv:2409.18242v1 [math.PR] 26 Sep 2024

ONCE AGAIN ON EVOLUTION EQUATIONS WITH
MONOTONE OPERATORS IN HILBERT SPACES AND
APPLICATIONS

ISTVAN GYONGY AND NICOLAI V. KRYLOV

In memory of Giuseppe Da Prato

ABSTRACT. Existence, uniqueness and stability of the solutions of lin-
ear stochastic evolution equations are investigated. The results obtained
are used to prove theorems on solvability of linear second order stochas-
tic partial differential equations in Lp-setting with singular lower order
coefficients.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we present an extension of the classical theory of stochastic
evolutional equations in order to cover a large class of linear second order
stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) with singular lower order
coefficients.

We use the variational approach to prove existence, uniqueness and reg-
ularity of the solutions to stochastic evolution equations formulated in the
framework of Hilbert spaces V, H, where V is continuously and densely em-
bedded in H. A key role in this approach is played by apriori estimates
provided by the help of an It6 formula for ]vtﬁ{, for the square of the norm
in H of solutions to the stochastic evolution equation. Therefore, after a
preliminary section, first we present a theorem on It6’s formula, Theorem
B.Il which looks like a simple version of well-known Ito formulas for the
squared norm of semimartingales in Hilbert spaces. The difference is that
instead of the square integrability of |fi|y in ¢t we assume that it is only
integrable over [0, 7], where f = (fi);c(0,7] is an H-valued component of the
free term, see ([B.). However, this seemingly unimportant improvement is
essential in our applications to stochastic evolution equations with mono-
tone operators in Sections 4, 5 and 6, where we prove theorems on existence,
uniqueness and on stability of the solutions, see Theorems [A.1], 5.1l and
In Sections 7, 8 and 9 we apply these theorems to parabolic SPDEs on the
whole state space R?. Under the strong parabolicity condition, Assumption
[l we prove existence uniqueness and regularity results for Wi-solutions
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(for i = 0,1, see Definition [(I]) to SPDEs with singular coefficients, and
estimate these solutions also in L,-spaces.

The theory of linear second order SPDEs is well-developed when the
coefficients in the equations are bounded, or locally bounded and satisfy
some growth conditions. See, for example, [3], [TI1], [2I] and the references
therein. Stochastic heat equations with white-noise drift and with distribu-
tional drifts are studied in [I] and in [2]. Well-posedness of stochastic partial
differential inclusions with singular drift in divergence form is investigated
in [22]. An exposition of the regular and singular stochastic Allen-Cahn
equations is given in the book [5]. Optimal rate of convergence estimates
for finite difference approximations of stochastic heat equations with locally
unbounded drifts are obtained in [6]. Strong convergence of discretisations
with parabolic rate 1 is established for stochastic Allen-Cahn-type equations
in [10].

There are well-known classical results on the solvability of deterministic
elliptic and parabolic PDEs with locally unbounded lower order coefficients,
see the monograph [19]. Recently essential progress has been achieved for
elliptic and parabolic PDEs in reducing the summability conditions on these
coefficients, see [18] and the references therein.

The present paper is influenced by [17], which contains apriori L,-estimates
for the kind of SPDEs we are interested in this paper. As far as we know
our theorems are the first results on the solvability of SPDEs with singular
lower order coefficients. Our interest in these equations is partially moti-
vated by the recent progress in the theory of stochastic differential equations
(SDEs) with singular drifts, see, e.g., [9] and the references therein. In a
continuation of the present paper we want to investigate stochastic filtering
problems for such SDEs by the help of SPDEs with singular coefficients.

We finish the introduction with the stipulation that we use the plain sym-
bol N for various constants which may change in every new appearance and,
if we use them in a proof of a statement, then they are supposed to depend
only on those parameters that are listed in the statement unless explicitely
indicated otherwise, like N = N(...), which means that N depends only on
what is inside the parantheses. Sometimes we use N with indices, like No,
to facilitate keeping track of these particular constants, they stay the same
within the proof where they appear, but may be different in different proofs.

2. A RESOLVENT OPERATOR Ry : H — V IN HILBERT SPACE SETTING

In this section we collect some facts (probably well-known) proved in [15].
Let V and H be two Hilbert spaces with scalar products and norms (-, -)y,
|- |v and (-,-)m, | - |m, respectively. Assume that V' C H, V is dense in H
(in the metric of H), and |u|g < |u]y for any u € V.

The norm in V is obviously equivalent to

(Nl + uff)

)
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where A > 0 is any fixed number. Then take an f € H and observe that the
linear functional (f,u)y is bounded as a linear functional on V. By Riesz’s
representation theorem there exists a unique v =: Ry f € V such that

(fow)g = AXv,w)g + (v,u)y YueV.

Theorem 2.1. (i) The operator Ry is a symmetric as an operator acting in
H into H and as an operator acting in V into V', and for any f € Hyu € V

(Baf,u)y = (1= AR\ f,u)m; (2.1)
(ii) The norms of the operator ARy as an operator from H into H as well
as an operator from V into V are less than or equal to one;
(iii) If f € H, A >0, and AR)f = f, then f =0;
(iv) The set RyH is dense in V in the metric of V;
(v) For any f € H we have

lim [f = AR\f|g = 0;
A—00

(vi) For f € V we have
lim |f — AR)f|ly = 0.
A—00

Remark 2.1. Since |((1 — AR))f,w)m| < 2|flglulg < 2|f|g|uly equation
1) implies that |Ryf|y < 2|f|g for any f € H.

3. ITO’S FORMULA FOR THE SQUARED NORM

Let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space and let {F;,t > 0} be an
increasing filtration of o-fields F; C F, which are complete with respect to
F, P. Let P denote the predictable o-field.

In order to avoid unimportant complications we assume that (V, (-,-)y)
is a separable Hilbert space, which is the case in many applications. Then
(H,(-,-)m) is also separable. It is convenient that under this assumption
there is no difference between weak and strong measurability.

Assume that we are given V-valued processes v, v, t > 0, and an H-
valued f;, t > 0, which are predictable and satisfy

T T 2
E/ ]vt,v;‘]%/dt—i—E(/ flmdt) < o (3.1)
0 0

for any T € (0,00) (observe |fi|gr and not |f¢|%). Also let my, t > 0, be an
H-valued continuous martingale starting at the origin with

d(m)t S dt.

The theory of integrating predictable Hilbert-space valued processes with
respect to continuous same space-valued martingales is quite parallel to that
in case the Hilbert space is just R?. This theory implies that, for any
predictable H-valued process h. € La(]0,00), H) the stochastic integral

t
M, = / (s, dms) i,
0
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is well defined and is a continuous real-valued martingale with

t
M), < | |hsl3 ds.
{ H
0

Suppose that vg is an H-valued Fp-measurable random vector and ~ > 0
is a predictable process such that

o
E/ N2 dt < oo.
0

t
mz:/ s dmg.
0

Finally, assume that for any v € V' we have

Set

(v, 01)m = (v, v0) 1 + /0 [0, 0)v + (v, fo)ul ds + (v,m ) (3.2)

for almost all (w,t). Here and later on “almost all (w,)” means P ® dt-
almost all (w,t).

The following theorem looks very much like what one can find in the
literature including [I5] except that in the condition (B.]) the last square
is inside the integral. This seemingly unimportant improvement will show
up later in the existence theorem for SPDEs with quite singular first order
term.

Theorem 3.1. Under the above assumptions there exists a continuous H -
valued Fy-adapted process uy and a set Q' C Q0 of full probability such that
(i) uy = vy for almost all (w,t), so that

T
E/ lug|¥ dt < oo (3.3)
0

for any T € (0,00),
(ii) for allw € ', allv € V, and all t > 0 we have

(0, un) g1 = (0, 00) 1 + /0 (0,05 + (v, f)ulds + (w,mD)m,  (3.4)

(iii) for all w € Q' and all t > 0 we have
t

t
a3y = ol +2 / (tes 02)y + (utg, fo) ] ds + (7Y + 2 / (s, dms) .
0 0
(3.5)

Proof. We closely follow the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [I5]. For n = 1,2, ...
define S,, = nR,, and

t
up = Spvo + /0 [n(1 — S,)v: + Spfs|ds + Spm).

Here the integral makes sense as the integral of an H-valued function. Fur-
thermore, v}’ is obviously continuous as an H-valued function.
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Also observe that (32]) with v = Sy, ¢ € H, and (2] yield that for
almost all (w,t)

t
(0, Suve) a1 = (4, Svo) 7 + /0 (0,11 — Su)v? + Sofa)ar ds

This and the separability of H shows that
uy = Spuy

for almost all (w,t).
Next, from Doob’s inequality it follows that for any 7" € [0, 00)

Esup [ul'?3 < oc.
t<T

By It6’s formula for integrals of Hilbert-space valued processes (see, for
instance Theorem 4.32 of [7]) we have (a.s.)

t
i 2, = Syl + 2 / (W (1 — S0t + S fo)p ds
0

t
(S 4+ 2 / (S, dm)a, (3.6)
0
t
uf = uf |5 = |(Sn — Sk)volEr + ((Sn — Sk)m)s + 2/ (Spul — Spul, dm) g
0

t
+2/ (Wl — b, (1 — ) — k(1 — SV* + (S — S fo)mds  (3.7)
0
for all t > 0.
Observe that there is Q' with P(Q') = 1 such that
up = Spvy, n=12.., v, €V (3.8)
for almost all ¢ on Q. It follows that in the integrands in ([B.6) and ([B.7)) we
can replace uf with S,vs if w € Q" and use (ZI)). Then for w € Q' and ¢
such that (B.8)) holds we have
(uf —uf, [n(1 = Sn) = k(1 = Sp)vl)u
= (Spvs — Skvs, n(1 — Sp)vi) g — (Spvs — Skvs, k(1 — Sg)vi) g
- (Snvs - Sk”s; Snv;k)\/ - (Snvs - Sk”s: Skv;k)V
= (Sn’l)s — Sk’l)s, Sn’l);k — Sk’l);k)v.
Hence, for w € ' and all n,k > 1 and t > 0 we get that

t
P2y = |Suvolh + 2 / (S 02y ds
0
t

t
+2/ (u?,SnfS)H ds + (Snm'% + 2/ (Snu?,dm;’)H,
0 0

t
ul —uf12, = (S, — Sk)vol? + 2 Spvs — Skvs, Spvs — Skvl)y ds
t t|H H 0 s s
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t
+{(Sp — Sk)m7) + 2/ (S2v, — Stvg, dm)) g
0

+2 /t(u? —ub (Sn — Sk) fs)m ds.
Furthermore, by Doob’z inequality for any T' € [0, 00)
E?g’ up —uplfr < Ly + 200 + Lo + 4(In)'* + 210, (3.9)
where )
Ly, = E|(Sn — Sk)vol
Iy = E/OT [((Sn = Sk)vs, (Sn = Sk)vs)v|ds,
Lk = B((Sy = Si)m™)r = B|(Sy — Se)my i,

T
I —F / 1520, — S22, ds,
0

T
Iy = E / i — | 11](Sn — Se) ful ds.
0

By using the dominated convergence theorem, Theorem 2.1, and the in-
equality
|((Sn = Sk)vs, (Sn — Sk)vg)v |
< |(Sn = Sk)osli + |(Sn — Sk)vrli,
we easily conclude that I}Lk + 2I£k + ng — 0 as n,k — oco. Furthermore,
52 — 8% = (S, + Sk)(S, — Sk) so that

T
It < 4E/ |(Sp — Sk)vs|% ds,
0

which by the dominated convergence theorem implies that I ﬁk —0asn,k—
oo as well. Finally,

T 2
I;?k§(1/4)Esup|u?—uf|%{+4E</ |(Sn—5k)fs|HdS) .
t<T 0

We now conclude from (3.9) that its left-hand side tends to zero. Fur-
thermore,

T T
E/ ]u?—vt\%/dt:E/ (S — 1)oe[ dt — 0.
0 0

Hence u} converges to vy in La(€2 x (0,7),V) and converges uniformly on
[0,T] as H-valued functions in probability. The latter limit we denote by u;
and show that this function is the one we want. Of course, u; is a continuous
H-valued functions, it is F;-adapted, and u; = vy for almost all (w, t).

One easily obtains that for each ¢ equation (3.3 holds with probability
one by passing to the limit in ([3.0]). Since both parts of (835 are continuous
in ¢, it holds on a set of full probability for all t.
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Obviously ([B.2]) will hold for almost all (w, t) if we replace v; with wu, that
is, (B4) holds for any v € V for almost all (w,¢). The continuity of both
parts of ([B4]) with respect to t and v € V and the separability of V' then
imply that there is a set Q' of full probability such that assertion (iii) holds.

The theorem is proved.

Remark 3.1. The reader understands, of course, that condition (B.I]) can be
replaced with the same condition but without expectation sign and with T'
replaced by any stopping time 7. Of course, then the same changes should be
applied to [B3)). This generalization is easily achieved by using appropriate
stopping times.

4. LINEAR EQUATIONS WITH MONOTONE OPERATORS

Traditionally, equations wih monotone operators involve V and its con-
jugate V*. The duality between v € V and v* € V* is denoted by (v, v*).

Fix T € (0,00) and assume for any t € [0,7],w € € we are given linear
operators A, : V — V* By : V — (5(H), such that, for each v € V', Ayv, By
are Lebesgue measurable with respect to (¢,w) and are Fy-adapted.

We single out the following coercivity and boundedness assumptions.

Assumption 4.1. There are constants § > 0, K < oo and Ky < oo such
that, for any v € V,t € [0,T],w € 2 we have

20, Arw) + S |Boly < —dlof}, (4.1)
k
Awlv- < Klolv, Y (Bl < K3Jof3- (4.2)
k

Remark 4.1. Observe that
> [Bfuli < —2(v, Aw) < 2K|vl},
k

i.e., the “coercivity” condition (Z.I]) implies an upper bound for the oper-
ator norm of B in terms of an upper bound for the operator norm for A.
Nevertheless, we introduce also an upper bound K for the operator norm
of By, because that is what plays a role in the estimate (A35]) below.

Definition 4.1. Denote by V the Banach space of H-valued, continuous,
and Fi-adapted functions ug; on [0,7] x © such that u; € V for almost all
(t,w) and

T
|l == Esup lug| + E/ lug|3 dt < oo.
t<T 0

For given ug, we will be dealing with the problem

dug = [Apug+ fi+ fitge] dt+ (Bfue+hf) dwy, t<T, w,_, = uo. (4.3)
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Definition 4.2. An H-valued, F;-adapted, H-continuous in ¢ function wuy
on Q x [0,7] is called an H-solution of (&3] if u. € V for almost all (w,?)

T
/ lug |3 dt < oo
0

(a.s.) and for any v € V, (a.s.) for all ¢ € [0,T7],

t
(v,up) g = (U,UQ)H—i-Z/ (fu,Bfus—i—hlg)Halwég
—Jo

+ / [(v, Asus + f3) + (v, fs + gs) ] ds. (4.4)
0

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumption [[.1] hold and let ¢ > 0. Assume that on
Q x [0, T] we are given a V*-valued function f;, H-valued functions fi, g,
and an lo(H)-valued hy = (hF,k = 1,2,...), which are Lebesque measurable
n (t,w), Fy-adapted, and such that

T 2 T
E(/wmw)+E/(m%wﬂﬂm%+w@w9w<w
0 0
where oy > € is a predictable function such that
T
sup/ oy dt < o0.
Q Jo

Then for any H-valued Fo-measurable ug such that E]uo\%, < 00,
(i) there exists an H-solution of ([A3)). For this solution we have u. € V.
(ii) For this solution we have

T T
E sup |ug|%e 2% + E/ e 205 |uy|?, ds + E/ ovs|us|2re 2% ds
t<T 0 0

T
< NEJuly+ NE [ e (1f:
0

Ve g folfr + LG ) ds

T 2
+NE</O e_%\gS]Hds) , (4.5)

where (and in the proof)
t
oy ::/ o ds.
0

and the (finite) constants N depend only on 0, K.
Moreover, if we have another H-solution uj, then

P(sup |ug — up|g = 0) = 1.
t<T

Remark 4.2. The uniqueness statement in Theorem [.] follows immediately
from Theorem Bl Indeed, for v; := uy — uj. we have

t
|m%s2/m@m%m,
0
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where my is certain H-valued martingale. Hence the stochastic integral
above is nonnegative implying that it is zero and E sup,<p |v¢|g = 0.

Lemma 4.2. Assertion (i) of Theorem [{.] is true under the additional
assumption that f*=0,B =0,h =0.
Proof. Let Q : V* — V be defined as the natural identification of V*

with V' (so that (v,v*) = (v, Qu*)y). Define AT = n(1l —5,,)QAsS, and in
H for n > 1,¢t < T consider the following equation

t
uy = Spug +/0 [AZul + Fs)ds, Fs= fs+gs. (4.6)

T 9 T T
E(/ |ft|Hdt) SE/ Oztdt/ o Y i3 dt < oo,
0 0 0

so that F € Li([0,T], H) (a.s.).
Also observe that for any u € H, s <T

|AZulg < 2n|QAsShulg < 2n|QAsSpuly = 2n|AsSyu

< 2nK|Spuly < 4n’K|u|y.

It follows that, for each w, equation (0] is a first-order linear differential
equation in H with bounded opertors A”. Therefore, it has a unique so-
lution, which can be found by successive approximations showing that the
solution wuj* inherits the measurability properties of F; and is a continuous
H-valued function.

Furthermore

Here

V*

t
= ISl +2 [ (42, AT+ F.) o,
0

where
2(u?,A?u?)H = 2(Snu?, QASSnu?)V = 2(Spul, AsSpul) < —5\Snu?]%/.
(4.7)
Consequently,

T T
sup 3 + 6 / 1S3 ds < [Swuol% + 2sup [u | / (Fuly ds
t<T 0 t<T 0

T 2
< 1Sl + (1/2)sup iy +2( [ IRl ds)
t< 0

T T 2
sup [ul' |3 + 25/ 1S, u |3 ds < 2|Spugl% + 4(/ |Fs| i ds) . (48
t<T 0 0

This estimate implies that there is a subsequence n’ — oo such that the
functions S,u” converge weakly in Ly(Q x [0,7],V) to a function u. €
Ly(22 x [0,T],V). Also note that, for any v € V', the linear operators

F: LQ(Q X [O,T],V) — LQ(Q X [O,T]), F(U.)t = (’U,Ut)H,
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G:Ly(Qx[0,T],V) = Lo(2 x [0, T)), G(v.)y = /t<v,A8vs>ds
0

are bounded and hence weakly continuous. It follows that, since, for any
veV,

t
(’U, Sn/u?’)H = (Snlv, Sn/’LLO)H —I—/ [(SEL/U, Assn/ug’> + (’U, Sn’Fs)H] ds,
0
for almost all (t,w) € Q x [0,T] we have
¢
(v,up) = (v,up)H +/ [(U,Asus> + (v,Fs)H] ds.
0

After that it only remains to apply Theorem Bl (with m; = 0) and perform
some manipulations as after (L7). The lemma is proved.

Proof of Theorem A1l Denote by u) the H-solution from Lemma
and observe that by setting v; = u; — u) we can rewrite ([Z4) as

t t
(v,v0)g = Z/ (v, B¥v, + Eﬁ)H dw? +/ (v, Asvs + fr) ds, (4.9)
—Jo 0

where h¥ = ¥ + B0, fr = £ + Asul. Observe that

s sy

T T
B[S B ds < K38 [l ds < o,
0 A 0

T T
E/ |Aul|?. < KQE/ [u2[? ds < oo.
0 0

After that the results in §2 of [14] allow us to assert that equation (£9]) has
a unique continuous H-valued solution vy such that v. € V. Upon setting

u; = v + uY we obtain the existence part in Theorem EI1
To prove (3] use Theorem B.I] with

t
S [ B it
k 0
in place of m;, where

v = |Bius + hElE,  (0/0:=0).
k
Then we get

t
JuelFre ™% = Juolf; — 2/ aslug[fre 2% ds
0

t
+/ e 2% [2(ug, Asus + f2) + 2(us, fs + gs)u] ds
0

t
—I—Z/ e~ 2| Bbug + hE (% ds 4+ my,
—Jo
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where

t
my = 22/ e ™2 (ug, B¥us + h%) g dw?.
k 0

Observe that

2<US7ASUS> + Z ‘Bkusﬁi < _5‘u8’%/7
k

2us, f1) < (6/D)|ulir + (4/0) 517+,
2(us, fo)u < O‘S|u8|%{ + 043_1|fs|%{,
> IBhug+ b5 =Y |Buslh <> 20BEug|ulhE i + |5
k k k

< (0/Dusly + [(AKZ/8) + 1152, 1)
Hence,

t t
lugFre 2%+ (6/2) [ e |usly ds + [ auslus|reT% ds
0 0

! o~ 20 X
< [ (@

t
FI(AK2/5) + 1] / e o ds by = L +my (4.10)
0

t
2 4ol |fl) ds +2 / =2 (ug, g) | ds
0

and
T T
J 1= sup [ug e + (3/2) / e usl ds + / as|ug[fre % ds
t<T 0 0

< 2Ip + 2sup |my|.
t<T

By the Davis inequality

T 1/2
Esup |my| < 8E</ e 100 E (us, B¥us + hE)3 ds)
t<T 0 B

T 1/2
< 8F sug e~ ug|g </ e~ 20 (2K§|us|%/ + 2|h's|?2(H)) ds)
s< 0

T T
< (1/8)E sup e—2¢s|us|§{+NE/ Sl [N ds+N1E/ e~ 295 |ug|? ds,
s<T 0 0

where the last term we estimate by taking expectations in (AI0). Then we
see that

T
2N\ E / e 2% lug|? ds < (2/8) N, El7.
0

T
EJ < (1/4)Esupe_2¢s|us|%q+NE/ e_2¢5(|f;‘
s<T 0

el falt RS2, ) ds

T
+NLE / e™2%|(ug, gs) 1| ds,
0
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where the last term is dominated by

Ny (Bsup e Ju 3 1/2 (5 /OT o ds)2> 1/2

s<T

T 2
< (/) Esup e |u,f3 + NE( / e gl ds)
s<T 0

As a result we have

T
EJ < (1/2)Esupe‘2¢s\us@1+NE/ e 20 (3 et a s+ Gy ) ds
0

s<T

T 2
—|—NE</ e_¢s|gs|Hds) ,
0

and this yields (£5]). The theorem is proved.
Remark 4.3. Let Assumption 1] hold with

(Z ’Bfu‘%{)l/z < Koluly + Ky |u|g,
k

for a constant K7, in place of the the second inequality in ([A2]). Then
by inspecting the proof of estimate (A it is easy to see that the estimate
remains valid with a constant N = N (4, Kj) if in addition to the assumption
on o we suppose that a > K12

5. GENERALIZATION OF THEOREM [4.1]

Here, in addition to the assumptions stated in the beginning of Section [l
and in Theorem [}, we suppose that, on [0,7] x £, we are also given pre-
dictable functions A; with values in the set A = L(V, H) of linear operators
from V to H, A} with values in the set A* = L(H,V*) of linear operators
mapping H into V*, ¢; with values in the set ¢ = L(H, H) of linear opera-
tors on H, and B; with values in the set B = L(H, ¢2(H)) of linear operators
from V to f5(H) such that, for some constants |Al,|A*],|B],|C| < oo,

T T
/ adl? dt < | / I
0 0

T
/ il dt < |d].
0

In this section we are dealing with the problem

T
2 gt < |a"2, /]Bt\ﬁdtngIQ,
0

dut = [Atut + A:Ut + Asup + Crug + ft* + ft + gt] dt

+(Bfut + BFu; + hf) dwf, t<T, ut|t:0 = ug (5.1)
solution of which is defined similarly to Definition
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Definition 5.1. An H-valued, F;-adapted, H-continuous in ¢ function wuy
on Q x [0,7] is called an H-solution of (5.1 if u. € V for almost all (w,?)

T
/ \ut]%/ dt < oo
0
and for any v € V, (a.s.) for all t € [0,T],

t
(vyup) g = (v, up) g + Z/ (v, B¥us + BFu, + h';)H duw®
—Jo

t
+/ [('UyAsus + A:us + f:> + ('UyAsus + Cstus + fs + gs)H] ds.
0

Take any € > 0 and choose a predictable oy > ¢ such that
(16/3)|As]3 < as,  (32/8)|A%3 + (2056 + 32K7 /6)[Bs |2 + 4|Cs e < o,

T
sup/ ap dt < oo. (5.2)
a Jo

t
o = / g ds.
0

Recall Definition B.1] of the Banach space V, and define also the Hilbert
space H of H-valued predictable functions h; on [0,7] x Q such that

Set

T
W%:E/|M%ﬁ<m
0

Theorem 5.1. Under the above assumptions, for any H-valued Fy-measurable
ug such that Elug|% < oo, there exists an H-solution of (5.) such that
(i) u. €'V,
(ii) we have
lu.e=% |3 + \a.l/2u.e_¢' |2 < NE|ugl% + NJ, (5.3)

where

s=p( [ ana)’ s 8 [ (i

and the constants N depend only on 0, K.

Moreover, if we have another H-solution u} of (BI)) such that u' € V,
then

e o il |hi|?2(H)) dt,

P(sup |uy — us|y = 0) = 1.
t<T

Proof. First we prove (0.3]) as an a priori estimate, that is assuming that
we are given an H-solution u; such that u. € V. This a priori estimate, in
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particular, implies uniqueness, which is the last statement of the theorem.
To prove the estimate observe that

T 2 T 2 ) T )
E(/ (nstter ds) gE(/ addalusly ds)” < [a] E/ g2 ds < oo,
0 0 0
(5.4)
T T
E/ atus e ds < E/ 102 2. s 2, ds < A2 sup || < oo,
0 0 s<T
T T
E/ |B'sus|?2(H) ds < E/ 1B, |2 |us|% ds < [BI2E sup |us|% < oo,
0 0 s<T
T 2
E(/ |Csus|d8> SE(/
0 0

Therefore, we can apply Theorem Bl to (51I), and using

T 2
Culelusl ds)” < (CP B sup fus < oo. (5.5)
s<

2(us, Asus) + Z ‘Bkué”%{ < —6luslf,
k

2(us, fs + Asus)m < (OZS/2)|US|%{ + 4O‘s_1|f8|%{ + 4048_1|As|i|u5|%/,

< (e /2) usliy + 4o fulh + (6/9)us [,
2(us, f3 + Afus) < (8/8)|ufyy + (16/0)|f3 I3+ + (16/8)[ A}

S B, e + 1 — 3 B
k k
< Z 2‘B§u8’H’hIs€ + Bf“s’H + 2‘hs’§2(H) + 2’B8’§’u8’%{
k
< (8/8)|us|{, + [(16K5/8) + 4| hZ, oy + (L6EG /8)[Bs[Fus |,
2(us, Cstis) i < 2|Csc|us|F,
we get, by taking into account (5.2)), that

t t
ulbe ™2 + (8/2) | €2 fugl}ds+ | alugl3e 2 ds
0 0

Usﬁq,

2
A*

t t
g/ 25 (16/8)| 122~ + daz | fol%) ds—|—2/ 6204 (uy, g2V | ds
0 0

t
+[(16K2/5) + 4] / 2% 0|7, ey ds + mu, (5.6)
0
where

t
my = 22/ e ™2 (ug, BRug + BYug 4+ hE) g duwk.
— Jo

After that it suffices to repeat almost literally the proof of Theorem [4.1]
after (£.10) with only one change related to the fact that now in the estimate
of Esup,<p |my| the new term

T
512E/ 1B [2[us|2 ds
0
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appears. We estimate it by taking the expectations in (5.6]) and using that
512 < /4. Then we follow the rest of the proof of Theorem Il This proves
3.

Now we prove the existence of a solution to (5] by the method of con-
tinuity. For A € [0,1] let Eq,(f, f*, g,h) denote the Cauchy problem (5.1])
with AAy, AAJ, AB; and AC; in place of A4, A}, B; and Cy, respectively. Let S
be the set of parameters A € [0, 1] such that Eq,(f, f*,g,h) has a solution
in V for any predictable functions f, f*, g, and h on [0,7] x Q x R%, with
values in H, V*, H and ¢o(H ), respectively, such that

T 2 T
E</ |gt|Hdt) +E/ <|ft*|%/*+|ft|§g+|h;|§2(H)) dt < 0.
0 0

Then 0 € S by Theorem 1l Fix A\g € S and take a A € [0,1]. Then, due to
(E4) and (B0, for any v € V the equation

du; = [Atut + /\0(A:ut + Arup + Ctut)] dt + (Bfut + )\ngut) dwf
+ [(A = No)(Afve + Avy + Cpvy) + f + fir + g¢] di
+ (A= Xo)Bfvy + hf) dwf, t<T, wl,_,=uo

has a unique solution v =: @ v € V. By estimate (5.3]), taking into account
(G4) and ([B3), for any v,v" € V we have

1Qav — Q'3 < NIA = o2 v — o3,

where N is a constant depending only on Ky, d, |A|, |A*], |B| and |c|. Thus
for A € [0,1] such that |A—X\g| < (2N)~/2, the operator @y is a contraction
on V. Consequently, for these parameters A the operator ), has a fixed
point v, i.e., Eq,(f, f*,g,h) has a solution v € V. Hence it follows that
S = [0,1]. In particular, 1 € S, ie., (5I) has a solution u € V, which
finishes the proof of the theorem. O

6. STABILITY PROPERTY

Assume that for any n = 0,1,2,..., t € [0,T],w € Q we are given linear
operators A} : V. — V* B : V. — lo(H), A} -V — H, Aj" : H — V*,
B : H — (3(H), ¢c"™ : H — H such that, for each v € V and h € H,
Afv, Bl'v, Afv, A{™v,Bl'h, and C['h are predictable. Also assume that for any
n=20,1,2,... on Q x [0,T] we are given a predictable V*-valued function

sman H-valued function f* and g, and an fo( H)-valued AP = (hP* k =
1,2,...). Here comes a more quantitative assumption.

Assumption 6.1. (i) For any n, A}, B} satisfy Assumption 1] (with fixed
5, K).
(ii) We have
T T T
sup [ |pRdr < IAR, sup [ Bear < P sup [ 7R de < o,
n 0 n 0 n 0
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T
sup [ |7l de <|c],
n Jo
E r n dt 2 E r *1 |2 ni|2 hn 2 dt
sup ; \9¢' |1 + ; L e+ U o+ 10 e < 00,
n

(iii) We have
: T n 0 2
Jim [E</O lgt' — 95 IHdt)

T
4B [ (1= 5B 2 = SO W ) ] =0,

(iv) For any v. € V we have

T 2 T
lim E< / (A7 — A?)vt|Hdt) =0, lim E [ (A7 — A0 [2. dt =0,
T 0 2 4 0 2

: n o . n _
Jim B[ 17 = Bl dt = nh_}n;()E(/o (! —Ct)fut\Hdt> =0
(6.1)

and, for any t < T, v € V' for a dense subset V' in V,

lim E(|(A} = AD)vfis + (B — BY)v[Z, ) =0 (6.2)

Theorem 6.1. Under the above assumptions, let uf € L2(Q, Fo, H), n =
0,1,2,..., be such that u — ud as n — oo in Lo(Q, Fo, H). Denote by
uy the functions from Theorem [5.1l corresponding to uy, Ay, B, Ay, B}, C},
mofrogt, and hY. Then [u™ —u®ly — 0 as n — co.

Proof. Note first that by (i) the operators A}, Bf*, A}, A}™, B}, C}' are
uniformly bounded in the respective spaces, and hence ([6.2) holds for every
v € V. Set A? = u} — Y and observe that, for any v € V, (a.s.) for all
te[0,7]

t
(0, AN = (v, AD) g + Z/ (v, BIFAT + BIFAT + 1Y) | dw?
I 0

t
+/0 (0, ATAT + fi™) + (v, ATAY + APAT + C"AT + [+ g2 u) ds,
where
B = (BYS — By + (8 — n0ul 4 bk hOE
Fi = (AL = ADud + (A" — A0)ud + £ = f2°,
Fo= 0= f0 ge = (af — adud + (cf — Qg + g8 — g5
It follows by Theorem [b.] (with € = 1 in the construction of «) that

T B B B T 9
AT < NE [ (7 172 R ) s+ NE( [ a2l )

where the constants N depend only on |A|, |A*],|B], |C], d, Ko. The reader will
easily prove that the right-hand side here goes to zero as n — oo, by using
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our assumptions and the dominated convergence theorem. The theorem is
proved.

7. FIRST APPLICATION TO THE Lo-THEORY OF SPDES

We introduce some notation used throughout the rest of the paper. We
denote by R? the d-dimensional Euclidean space of points 2 = (z', ..., z%).
The Borel o-algebra on R? is denoted by B(R?). The space of compactly
supported smooth functions on R is denoted by C§°. We use the notation
Diju = 57;u for generalised derivatives of locally integrable functions u on
R? w1th respect to the i-the coordinate ', Dh = (D;h;j = 1,...,d), D*h =
(th = DZD]h, Zj = 1, ,d)

Generally, if o(x) = (0% (x)), by |o(x)| we mean the square root of the

. J
sum of squares of o7 (z), for instance, for a function i with values (1, h2, ...)

in a finite-dimensional or infinite-dimensional space, in R™ or R*°, given on

RY we write
?= Z i ()

iy, = [ pas= [ 1Zlh 2"

Of course, if the right-hand side is finite, we write h € L,. In particular,
Dh € L, if

o|P/2
Dhf} :/ |Dh(a \Pda;—/ Z D hi(w ‘ dz < oo.

i=1,7=1

If p = 2 in the previous sections we used a different notation ||h||, gy for
|h|z,. This was just because there H was just an abstract Hilbert space. In
the space of R™- or R*°-functions the above notation looks more natural.

For an integers m > 0 the notation W)" means the Sobolev space of
functions u € L, such that

m
p L k, P
[ulfyy. = > IDRuf < oo,
k=0
where D¥u is the collection of all generalised derivatives of w of order k,
D% = .
In R? we consider the equation
dug = (Lyug + Dift + fo 4+ go) dt + (MFu, + hE)dwf, t<T  (7.1)
with initial condition
ut‘t:() = Uuo, (72)

where

Lyuy = Di(af Djug + Biug) + b Dyug + cpug,  MEuy = ol Diug + vfuy.
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Here, and later on we use the summation convention with respect to repeated
integer valued indices.

The coefficients of the operators £ and MF, and the free terms §*, f,g,
and h¥ in the above equation are assumed to be P ® B(R?)-measurable

functions on Q x [0,00) x RY. We assume that the function a = (a¥ (x)) is
d x d matrix-valued; 8 = (Bi(z)), b = (bi(z)), o¥ = (oi*(z)), § = (fi(z)) are
Ré-valued; ¢ = ¢i(z), f = fi(x), g = gi(x), V¥ = vf(z) and h* = hf(x) are
real-valued functions.

Definition 7.1. Set WY = Lp. For i =0,1 an Wi-valued function u on
Q x [0,T7] is called an Wj-solution of (ZI)-(T.2) if u; is a Wi-continuous
JFi-adapted process,

T
up € Wittt for P @ dt-ae. (w,t) € Q x [0,T], / ]ut\évéﬂ dt < oo (a.s.),
0

and, for any ¢ € C’(‘]X’(Rd), with probability one
t .
(10,9) =(6,9) + [ (o Dirs+ v+ B ) ok (7.3
0
t
+ / {(blsDzus + csus + fs + gs, 90) - (CL?D]"LLS + ﬁ;us + flsy Dz(p)} ds
0
for all ¢ € [0,7], where for functions h,v on R the notation (h,v) means

the integral of hv over R? against the Lebesgue measure.

Fix some
re (27d]7 (d23)7 pPo € (071]7

and use the notation B, for the set of balls in R? with radius p.

Definition 7.2. Let o be 1 or 1/2. A real-, vector-, or tensor-valued
function f defined on Q x (0,00) x R? is called an a-admissible function
if f= fM 4 fB with P ® B(RY)-measurable functions fM and f?, there

exits a constant f > (0 such that

1/r
<][ M ()| dw) < fep ! fort >0, B, €By, p < po,
BP
and there exists a P-measurable bounded function f on €2 x (0, c0) such that

o0
sup |[fE(x)] < fi fort>0,weQ, and sup/ f2 dt < oo.
zeR? Q@ Jo

We say that a function is admissible if it is 1-admissible.

Example 7.1. One easily checks that, if r < d, the function 1/|z| is admis-
sible, 1/|z|? is 1/2-admissible.
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For r € [1,00) and A > 0 we denote by E, ) the Morrey space of functions
f on R?, with values in a Euclidean space, such that

1/r
[flpp = sup  pt <][ \f(x)\rdx) < 0.
p€(0,p0],BEB, B,

Notice that we do not change |f|, » if in its definition we take the supremum
over balls of rational radius p between 0 and pg, centred at points with
rational coordinates. Hence, if f is an S ® B(R?)-measurable real-valued
function on © x R? for a measurable space (0, S), such that |f(8)],, < oo
for every § € ©, then |f(0)| is an S-measurable function of § € ©.

Assumption 7.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
la] <671, (2069 — oFoTFINN > §|A[2 for all A € RY, w, t. (7.4)

Assumption 7.2. The functions 3, b, and v are admissible, ¢ is 1/2-
admissibble.

We thus allow rather singular 3, b, v, see Example [T.1]
Assumption 7.3. The initial condition ug is in Lo(Q2, Fo, L2) and

T 2 2 2 T 2
B[ A+ ) s+ B( [l ds) <o (75)

Let p = (f1t)ejo,r) be an arbitrary nonnegative predictable process such
that

T
sup/ wy dt < oo. (7.6)
Q Jo

Theorem 7.1. Under the above assumptions there exists 0y = 0y(d,0,1) €
(0,1] such that, if

b+ B+ &+ < by, (7.7)
then (CI)—([T2) has a unique Lao-solution. For this solution we have

T T
Esup |ute_¢t|2L2 + E/ |Ut€_¢t|12/vl dt + E/ Oét|ute_¢t|%2 dt
t<T 0 2 0

T T 9
< NEJuft, + NE [ e i, dt+ NE( [ g1, )
0 0
T
NE / (e 2, + [ fre2,) dt, (7.8)
0

t
o = / Qg ds,
0

with oy = N0} + B + 0 + & + py? + 9) + e, and nonnegative (finite)
constants N = N(6) and X\ = \(d,0,7).

where
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We derive this theorem from Theorem [B.1] after some preparations. First
we need Lemma 2.4 of [I7] in which for functions u,v on R% we write u < v
if the integral of u over R? is less than or equal to that of v. If the integrals
are equal, we write u ~ v.

Lemma 7.2. (i) If f is admissible, then for any t and uw € C§° we have
[fel*[ul> < N(d,r) f21Dul® + (N(d,r)py 2 2 + 27 ul.
(i) If f is 1/2-admissible, then for any t and u,v € C§° we have
M |u? < N(d.r) f|Dul* + N (d, r)pg > fluf. (7.9)

Corollary 7.3. Inequalities ([T2)) and ([T9)) imply that for admissible b =
(b, ..., b%), 1/2-admissible ¢ and functions u,v € C§° we have

(0,6 Dyu) < Nb(|Dolgr + pg ol )| Dl
[, et o) < I [V 2ul [l | 20]

< N&(|Dulm + py ulm ) (1Dol + pg ol )
with constants N = N(d,r), where H = L.

Proof of Theorem [TIl In Section @ set H = Lo,V = W,). Define
Ay . 'V — V* by requiring

(u, Ay = (u, b} Dyv + v — Nopy v — dv) — (D, aiijv + BMiv) (7.10)

to hold for any u,v € V, where (-,-) is the scalar product in Lo, and the
constant Ny, depending only on d,r, and J, will be specified later. To show
that such A; is well defined observe that, by virtue of Corollary [.3]

|(u, b Div)| < | Dol | b |ulg < N(d,r)|Dolab(|Duls+py |ulm). (7.11)
Similarly, |(D;u, BM)| < N(d,r)]Du\HB(]Dv]H + pal\v\H), and
[, o) < et 2u] g1 |20
N (Dl + oy ular) (Dol + 5 olar), (712)
(Dsu,a Djv) < N(d,8)|Dv|g| Dul .
Also let By : V' — l5(H) be defined by
Bfv = ok Djv 4 vMky, (7.13)
Due to Lemma [7.2] we have
|Bw|g < N(8)|Dv|g + N(d,r)o(|Dv| i + pg vl m),

where, according to the notation introduced in the beginning of the section,

’Bt?}‘%{ = ‘B,{U’%z = Z/Rd ]va(a:)P dx.
i=k

Next, let
k

Aw = b Dy, ¢ = cPu+ Nopg?v +dv,  BFv = v, (7.14)
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then
law|g < bifvly, |cwlg < (@ + N0p0_2 +0)|vlg, [Bevla < lvlH,
|Atla < b, [Ctle <&+ NO,OE2 +0, [Bils < .
Define also A} : H — V* such that
(u, A{v) = (Dyu, BP0 i (7.15)
holds for all w € V and v € H. Then
(Dyu, B 0) i < Belulv|lvla,  |Af]a < Br.

Finally, for v € V, due to (Z4)), (ZI1), and (ZI2) (with N; = N;(d,0,r)

and assuming apriori that 13, ¢ p,0<1)

20, Arv) + | Byofy < —5| Dol — 2Nopy ol — 20J0f%

FN(b+ B+ &)|Dvl] + Npy 2 v|% + 2|0 Dyl [vM o)

+HToll = 26[0ll < —(6/2)| Dol — 2Nopy *[ofy

AN (b+ B+ &+ 0)[Dvl% + Napg 2ol — 26]0[%.
For Ny < 2Ny and

Ni(b+B+c+1D)<6/4
we get
2(v, Av) + [Byoly < —(8/4)| Dl — 28|olF < —(6/4)vf3,
| Beolfy < N(8)| Dol + Nop™?[vl}.

After these manipulations Theorem [71] follows immediately from Theorem
(. and Remark

Example 7.2. It turns out that generally b should be small. To show this
consider the function

w(x) = eletwil?/20 50y =0,

where w; is a d-dimensional Wiener process. This function satisfies

du; = (Aut — (l‘ + wt)iDi’LLt) dt + Dyuy dwf

[ + wy[?
Also,
/ lug|* do = N(d)td/2, / |Duy)? do = N(d)td/2_17
R4 Rd

so that u satisfies the requirements in Theorem [[.Il In addition, as we
mentioned above, |b| is admissible. However, (8] fails, which shows that
the constant factor d in b is not sufficiently small.
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Remark 7.1. In the literature a very popular condition on b is that b €
Ly 4((0,T) x RY), that is b;(x) = b(t, ) (nonrandom) and

T a/p \1/a
¥l somyes = ([ ([ pearae)™a) <0 1)

with p, ¢ € [2, 00| satisfying

» + . 1, (7.17)
the so-called Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition, see, for instance, [4],
[24], [25], and the references therein. It is worth noting that condition
[CI17) appears in [23], [26] and [20] as a critical case of a condition for the
uniqueness of the Leray-Hopf generalised solutions to the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation and on their regularity. For recent developments in
this direction we refer to [§] and the references therein.

Observe that, if p > d, we can take an arbitrary constant N and introduce

() = N(/R b(t, 2)|P da

I

) 1/(p—d)

then for
bM(ta ‘T) = b(ta ‘T)I\b(t,xﬂz)\(t)
and B € B, we have

][ B (1, 2)| da < )\d_p(t)][ Ib(t, 2)[P d < N(d)N9—Pp~.
B B

Here N(d)N% P can be made arbitrarily small if we choose N large
enough. In addition, for b® = b — b™ we have |b®| < X and

T T
: /
/ )\2(t)dt:N2/ (/ it 2) P d) " dt < oo,
0 0 R4

This shows that the assumption that b is admissible is weaker than (Z.16I),
which is supposed to hold as one of alternative assumptions in [24] and [4]
if p>d.

In case p = 0o and ¢ = 2, our assumption on b is the same as in [4], just
take b = 0 (this case is not considered in [24], [25]), but, if p = d (and
g = o0) our condition is, basically, weaker than in [24] (this case is excluded
in [25]) and [4] since we can take b = bI,>y, where A is a large constant

and
/ B (4, 2)| da
Rd

will be uniformly small if b(¢,-) is a continuous Lg-valued function (one of
alternative conditions in [24] and []) or the Lg-norm of b* (¢, -) is uniformly
small as in [4]. Our condition on b is satisfied with r = d, for instance, if

li d[ 7d
lim. [Sou%;)] 9 |b(t, )| Lp(t,2) > ¢() dz < b
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(with b appropriate for (ZZ)) for a function &(t) of class La([0,T]).
If p = d another alternative condition on b in [24] is that

NB A bt )] > A (7.18)

should be sufficiently small uniformly for all B € By, ¢, and A > 0. It turns

out that in this case the assumption that b is admissible is satisfied (with

bB = 0), any r € (1,d), and py = 1. This is shown in the following way,

where B € B,,p < 1, a® = M, and M is the supremum of expressions in

[TI9):

alp 00
p"]l b(t. )" e = N / T / )X HB A (L) > A} dx
B 0 alp

alp 00
< Np—d / PNV AN 4+ Np UM Al gy = NMT/
0 a/p

The case when one has < in place of = in (Z.I7)) is usually called subcrit-
ical, whereas ([TI7)) is a critical case. It turns out that assumption that b is
admissible can be satisfied with 7 < d and b™ (¢, -) ¢ Ly c10c no matter how
small € > 0 is. In this sense we are dealing with a “supercritical” case. Also
note that a is a unit matrix in [4], [12], [24] and many other papers, where
it is more appropriate to look for Wg—solutions, rather that W.}-solutions.

8. SECOND APPLICATION. RASING THE REGULARITY

We consider again the Cauchy problem (7I))-(7.2) and in addition to
Assumption [Tl we make the following assumptions.

Assumption 8.1. The functions Da, Do, b, ¢, v and Dy are 1-admissible.

Assumption 8.2. We have 3 = f = 0, the initial condition ug in L2 (92, Fo, W3 ),
and

T ) ) T 2
E/o (|fs|L2+|hs|W21)ds<oo, E(/o |gs|W21ds) < 00. (8.1)

Theorem 8.1. Let Assumptions [7.1], [81] and [82 hold. Then there exists
01 = 01(d,0,7) € (0,1] such that, if

b+é+ o+ Da+ Do+ Dv < 6,
then (TI)~(T2) has a unique Lo-solution that is also a unique W4 -solution

u = (ut)refo,r)> and

T
_¢t 2 _¢t 2 < 2
E?gr) luge ]W21 + E/o luce ]W22 dt < N]uo\wzl

T T 2
+NE/ (e +|fte_¢f|2L2)dt+NE(/ e gy dt) s (82)
0 0
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where
¢
b1 = N(d,é,r)/ R4S+ 72+ D>+ Do + Do + pg + 0) ds
0
and the constants N depend only on d, 4.

Proof. We will again use Theorem [5.I] but in contrast to Section [ we define
H,V differently. Here we set H = W4, V = W2 and define the linear
operators

Ay V= V* and By: V — ly(H)

by requiring
(u, Apw) = ((1 = A)u, b Dyv + v — Nopy 2o — 6v) — (Dju, aiijv)
—(DyDju, (Dya)" Djv) — (Dy Dyu, al? Dy D;v) (8.3)
and for integers k£ > 1
(u, B¥0) i = (u, 0®* Dyv + vM*v) + (Dyu, (Do) M Div 4 (D) M)
+(Dyu, 0¥ D;Dyv + vMF Do) (8.4)
to hold for any w,v € V, where (-,-) and (-,-)g are the scalar products in
Lo and in H = W21, respectively, and Ny = Ny(d,r) is a constant, specified

later.
Note that by Lemma

(1= A)u, b Div) < [ulv [} Div|r, < Nbluly (|D?0|r, + py " [DolL,),
(1= A)u,cf'v) < Néefuly (|Dvlr, + py ' ol1,),
(DkDju, (Dga);"” Djv) < NDaluly (|D*0|r, + py ' [DvlL,)
with a constant N = N(d,r). Hence it is easy to see that A; is a bounded
linear operator from V into V* with operator norm bounded by a constant
N depending only on d, r, d§, b, ¢, Da and py. Moreover, for v € V (we
accept apriori that b+ ¢ + 0+ Da+ Do + Dv < 1)
(v, Apw) < —(Dyv,af Djv) — (Dy Dy, af Dy Djv) — (Nopy 2 + 0)|v)%
+(8/8)(1Dvl7, + [D*0]7,) + Ni(b+ &+ Da)loly + Napy*Joly  (8:5)
with constant Ny, Ny depending only of d,r,d. From (84]) we get
[Buofy < |0 Divl3, + 0" DD, + olol
+N\VtMv]%2 + N\(Da)iv‘”'Div\ZLz
+N[v" Doff, + N|(Dv)}" 2,
<|o"Dwl|i, + |o" DDwl7, + v
+N (0 + Do) | D%, + N(# + Dv)|Dof2, + Npg2|ol%,  (8.6)

with the constants N depending only on d, § and r. This shows, in par-
ticular, that B; is a bounded linear operator mapping V into f2(H) with

operator norm bounded by a constant depending only on d, §, r, Do, I, Dv
and pg.
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Finally, for v € V, due to (74]) (83), and [86]) (with N; = N;(d, d, 7))
20, Arv) + [ Biofd, gy < ~3(1DvlE, + |D*lh,) — 2Nopy 2ol — olul
+Ny(b+ ¢+ Da+ v+ Dv+ Do)vf2 + Nopg2|vl%
and
|Bo[7, 1) < N(8)[vlyz + Ni(9 + Do + Dv)| D*|r, + Npg>lof3,
Hence for Ny < 2N; and
Ni(b+é+ Da+ o+ Dv+ Do) < 5/2
we get
2(v, Ayv) + [Bylf, gy < —(6/2)0f5
and
| Bevlf, ) < N(d, 8)lvffyz + N(d, 6,7)pp > vl3.

Next, we define the linear operators A} : H — V* By : H — (3(H) and
Ct : H — H such that for alu € V and v e H

(u,Ajv) = ((1 — A)u, bP"Dyv + cth)L2 — (Dy.Dju, (Dka)tBiijfu)Lz,

(w,Bfv) i = (u, ") 1, + (D, (D10) ™ Dyv + (D) *o)
+(D1U, kaDl’U)LW
and
(u,cw) = (1= A)u, Nopy v + 6v)
hold. Then it is easy to see that with N = N(d)
|Av|y« < N(by + & + Day)|v|m,
Bew|y < N (2 + Doy + Dvy)|vla,  [cwla < (Nopy > + 6)[vla-
Let us now consider the evolution equation

dvy = (Ao + Ajv + Ff + Gy) dt + (vat + vat + hf) dwf, vo = ug, (8.7)

where F € V* and Gy € H are defined by requiring that for all u € W3
<u7 Ft*> = ((1 - A)uv ft)v (u7 Gt)H = ((1 - A)uvgt) (88)

hold. Then clearly, |Fily+ = |filr,, |Gtlm = |g9¢|m, and it is not difficult
to see that the H-solution of this initial value problem, in the sense of
Definition [£.2] is an Lg-solution to the Cauchy problem (TI))-(7.2) (with
f = 8 =0), which by Theorem [[1]is unique. Hence we can finish the proof
of the theorem by applying Theorem [E.1] and Remark to the evolution
equation (8.17). O

Instead of Assumptions and we may make the following assump-
tions.

Assumption 8.3. The functions Da, Do, b, v and Dv are 1l-admissible.
Moreover, ¢ and D¢ are 1/2-admissible.
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Assumption 8.4. We have f =§ =0, f = 0, the initial condition ug is in
LQ(Q, .7:0, W21), and

T 2 T )
E(/ |95l ds) +E/ [ [fyy ds < 0. (8.9)
0 0

Following the proof of Theorem with minor modifications we can obtain
the following theorem from Theorem .11

Theorem 8.2. Let Assumptions [7.1, [8.3, and [8.4] hold. Then there exists
Oy = 02(d,0,7) € (0,1] such that, if

bt ét i+ Ded Da+ Do+ Dv <6y,
then (LI)-([C2) has a unique La-solution u = (ut)icpo,r) and

T
_¢t 2 _¢t 2 < 2
E?;%F) luge ]W21 + E/o lue ]W22 dt < N]uo\wzl

! 012 S ?
—l-NE/O (1hee™ gy dt + NE(/O |gre tlwg)dt) : (8.10)
where
t
& :)\/ (02 + 92+ Da. + Do + Dv- + & + Des + pg 2 + 6) ds,
0
and A = \(d,d,r) and N = N(d,0) are (finite) constants.

9. ESTIMATES OF SOLUTIONS IN L,-SPACES

Fix a p > 2. In this section we suppose that together with Assumptions
1l and the following assumption holds.

Assumption 9.1. The initial condition ug is in L, (2, Fo, L;) and

T

B[ 0, 88, 1a0)”

Theorem 9.1. Let Assumptions [71], [7.3, [7-3 and [31 hold. Then there is
k= k(d,p,r,06) € (0,1] such that if

P
|gs|Lpd8> <oo. (9.1)

b+pB+e+0<r,
then (LI)([Z2) has a unique La-solution u = (ug)cjo,r) which is an Ly-
valued weakly continuous process. Moreover, it is an Lg-valued continuous
process for every q € [2,p), and there is a constant N = N(d,p,d) such that

T
Esup!ute‘d’t!’zp + E/ e P !ut\p/z_lDut]%2 dt
t<T 0

T
+E/O e P e |‘zp dt < NI, (9.2)
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where
T p/2 T p
I:= E|u0|’£p + E</ |hte_¢s|%p dt) + E</ Igte—¢t|Lp dt)
0 0

R p—— —oe2 ) g\
B( [ e, + e, )" (93)
t - —
¢t:/ asds, ar=Xye+p, w=bi+Bi+0i+a+p +1 (9.4)
0

with a constant A = X(d,p,r,0) > 0 and any nonnegative predictable process
w satisfying (T6]).

To raise the regularity of the solution we make the following assumptions.
Assumption 9.2. The functions Da, Do, b, ¢, v and Dv are admissible.
Assumption 9.3. We have § = f = 0 (a.s.) and for p = 2,p the initial
condition wug is in Ly (€2, Fo, W, ) and

T T
2 2 p/2 p
E(/o (‘fs’Lp—Hhs,Dhs!Lp ds> +E(/0 \gslwg ds) < 0. (9.5)

We use a weight function exp(—W¥;) with
! =2 =2 32 —2
U, = / Agds, A= C(1+ Da, + Do, +b, +¢ +7°+ Dv,) + ps,
0
where C' = C(d,p, 1,6, po) is a nonnegative constant, and p = (p1¢)se[o,77 is a

nonnegative predictable process satisfying (7.6]).

Theorem 9.2. Let Assumptions [7.1], [9.2 and hold. Then there is a
constant k = k(p,d,d,r) > 0 such that, if

Da+Do+b+é+v+ Dv<r,
then there is a unique Lo-solution that is also a unique Wzl—solutz'on u to
(D) -T2). Moreover, u = (u)iepor) is a Wy-valued weakly continuous

process, it 18 continuous as a qu—valued process for every q € [2,p), and we
have

T
-0 P —pW¥ p/2—112, |2 P
E?;lg’e tut’W1}+E/0 e t(HDut’ D Ut‘LZ—FAt‘Ut’WZ})dt

T v p
< NEJulfyy + B( [ e gy )
0

T p/2
+vE( /0 (e i, + e ey at)”, (9.6)

where N is a constant depending only on d,p,?.
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Proof of Theorem By Theorem Bl there is a unique Lo-solution
to (TI)—([Z2). To prove ([@.2)) first we make the additional assumptions that
the coefficients are smooth in z € R?, their derivatives in z are bounded
functions on [0, 7] x Q x R%, and the initial value uy and free terms f, §, g
and h are also smooth in = and such that

T T
E|D™uolf, +E/0 D" filf dt+E/0 D"l dt

T T
+E /0 D"gif di +E /O D"hel} dt < oo (9.7)

for every integer n > 0. Then by Theorem 1.2 in [I3] u is a W '-valued
continuous process. Thus we can apply Theorem 2.1 in [I6] on Itd’s formula
to [y , to get

(t/p)dluly, = —(p — 1) (w P~ (a Djug + Bjug + 1), Dyuy) dt

+(9t‘ut’p_17 b;Dzut + crug + ft + gt) dt + (/ Jtdﬂl‘> dt + dmt, (98)
Rd
where 0; = sign uy,

_ _ -~ 2 ik
Jp = pTl]ut\p 22 |M*u, + BF)? < p—zl\ut]p 2% Dyusol® Djuy
k

+(6/(2p)) | DUL* + N[ [*|U[* + Ny [P~2 B 2, (9.9)
my = /Ot /]Rd Or|ug [P~ (MPuy + hY) da dwy,
where U; = |ut|p/2 and N, N’ are constants depending only on d, p and 4.
Using Assumption [I.1] we have
L:=—(p—-1|y ]p_2aiijutDiut
+22 |y P20 Dywyl® Djuy + (6/(2p))| DU |2
< -2 V(947 — o™ 67%) D;ULD; Uy + (6/2p)| DU [* < =3[ DU (9.10)
with 6 = 0/(2p). By Lemma [7.2 (using b, 5 < 1) we get
I := —(p — D)|we|P 2 DjweBiug + O ue[P~10; Divg < N|U|(18] + [be])| DU
< (8/4)|DU*> + N1(B + b)| DU + N(B2 4 b7 + py 2 U}
with Ny = Ny(d,p,r,0) and N = N(d,p,r,d). Similarly,
I3 == Ou|P L epuy < |ey|UE < Noé| DU + (& + Npy2)U?,
with Ny and N, depending only on d, p and r, and (using 7 < 1)
I == N'|y)?|U > < N3po|DU? + (2N + Npy2)U? (9.11)
with constants N3 = N3(d, p, r, 5), and N = N(d,p,r,0), where N’ is the
constant in ([@9). We subject 3, b, ¢, ¥ to

Ni(B+b) <d/4, Noé+ N3 < 6/4 (9.12)
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to get
L4 T+ I3+ Iy < —(8/2)| DU + N(B2 + 02 + 72 + & + pg )| U] (9.13)
with N = N(d,p,r,d). Note that
e P2 F Dyae] = Juue] P27 | P D] = (2/p)l[ue| PP DU
< (2/p)lue| PP 7| DUY| (9.14)
Using the above estimates, (0.9), (O.10I), (IIII{I) and (@.I4), from (O.8]) we get

(1/p) d]u\p / ZI t,x)dx ) dt

+((0 = D[P 2?5 Dsue| |+ [[weP o]+ NP2l ) di 4+ dim
—(6/2)| DU, dt + N(B7 + b7 + 77 + & + pg 2)|Us |3, dt
+((p = V)| [ue 72| [Fe| Due |, + NP~ 0| ) dt
([P fil, + Vel gl ) dt+ dimy.

Now we take A (in the definition of «) greater than p times the constant N
in @I3) (A will be further adjusted later). This specifies ¢; and using 1t6’s
product rule we have

t

t
Oty + 612) [ e DU, ds + [ ade o, ds
0 0

5
< fuolf, + > Ailt) (9.15)

with .
A() :N/ (e~ ug P2, [e=% By [2) ds
0

t
As(t) = 2(p— 1) /0 &% (Jus| P/ 5, |, | DUS|) ds
t
A5(t) = p / (e~ sl e~ £,]) ds
0

t t
Ay =p/ (Je™ P uglP~t, ™% gs|) ds, As Zp/ e PP dms,
0 0

where N is a constant depending on d, p and §. Hence for any stopping time
7 < T we obtain

E/o e | DU, |3, ds+E/0 asle_d’susllzpds

5
< NEuol}, +NY_ EAy(7), (9.16)
=1
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Esuple” ¢5u8]‘” < Eluolf —i—NZEA +pE sup
t<t t<t

¢
/e_p¢5 dms‘ (9.17)
0

with constants N = N(d,p,J). By Davis’s inequality, then using |u[P~! =
|u|P/2|u|P/?>~1 and Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunyakovsky inequality, for the last term
we get

pE sup
t<t

T . 1/2
/ e_p¢sdms‘ < 3pE</ e_2p¢s Z Hus|p_l(Mqu + gf)‘il d8>
0 0 k

T opdal. 1 1/2
§6pE</ e P S|us|Lp|Js|L1ds)
0

< 6p <Esup\e Psugll > /2<E/0Te_p¢5]J8\Ll ds)1/2

t<t

1

4Esup]e ¢5u5\p +36p2E/ e P9\ J,| 1, ds. (9.18)
s<t

From ([@.9) (see (@.I1I)) and (Q.I2)) we have
| Js|p, < N‘DU8’%2 +N1(ﬁ§ +p62)‘u5‘1£p +N2Hu8‘p_2’h8’2|h

< N|DU|Z, + aluslf, + Noflus[P~|hs[?|,

with constants N = N(d,p,d), Ny = Ny(d,p,r,0), and Ny = Na(d,p,d), by
choosing A > Nj. Using this to estimate the last term in (O.I8]) and taking
into account ([@.I6]), from (@.I7) we obtain

T T
Esup e u ] +E/ e P%| DU, ds+E/ as\e_‘z’sus\’zp ds
0

t<t

1
< 4Esup]e Pequ 7, + NEuolf —i—NZEA (9.19)

s<T i—1
with a constant N = N(d, p,d). Clearly,

NEA (1) < NEsup e uy[h~ 2/ le=%hl7, ds

s<T

/2
< (1/8)Esuple®u,l} + Ny / e n3, ds)” (9.20)

s<T

NEAy(7) < (1/4)E / P9 |DU,J2, ds+ N'E / ey [P/ 15,| 2 ds
< (1/4) E/ _p¢S|DUs|%2 ds+(1/8)Esup|e_¢Sus|€p
s<T
" _d)s 2 p/2
+N2E< e f|Lpds) , (9.21)

T T
NAs(t) < E/ |e_‘z’sus|12p ds + NgE/ e fs|‘§£p ds, (9.22)
0 0
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NA(r) < (1/8)Bsuple~®ulft + N.B( / e g, ds) . (9.28)
s<T 0

where N is the constant from ([@I9), N’, Ny, N2, N3 and N, are constants,
depending only on d, p and 6. Using now (@.19)), and (@20]) through (@.23))
with

7o = nf{t € [0, : Jue|wy = n} AT,
in place of 7, we get ([@.2) with 7, instead of T', which implies (@.2) by Fatou’s
lemma, since 7, — 00 as n — oo.

To dispense with the additional assumptions on the coefficients, initial
and free data of the problem (I)-([72)), we are going to approximate this
problem. To this end let x be a nonnegative compactly supported smooth
function with unit integral over R?. For locally integrable functions v on R¢
we use the notation v(®) for the mollification v k., where k. (-) = e~ %(-/¢)
for e € (0,1). If h is an a-admissible function with a given decomposition
h = h® + hM and associated ﬁ, h, then for € > 0 the notation h® means

he = hbBe 1 hM(a), where  hP¢ = lﬁgl/ahB(a), (9.24)
and the mollification is understood only in the variable z € R?. Note that
he <h, [hP5|<h forall (w,t,z)e xRy xR (9.25)
We approximate equation (7.1]) with
dvy = (Livs + Dife + f + ) dt + (M*v, + ) dwf, v = ul), (9.26)
where

hi == 1\ht\Lpg1/ah§€),

ff = l‘ft‘LpS1/€f§€)7 ft€ = l\ft\Lpgl/eft(€)7 gf = 1|gt\Lp§1/€g1E€)7 (927)

S Di(aga)iijv + B50) + b Dijuy + v, MiFu = aﬁa)ikDiv + vk,

It is easy to see that the coefficients of this equation together with their
partial derivatives in z € R? up to any order are bounded functions on
Q xRy x R%. Moreover, a®) and o0& = (51, ..., 091()) satisfy Assumption
[C1] with the constant §, and we have (@.7]) with u(()a), ¢, f%, ¢° and A, in
place of ug, f, f, g and h, respectively. Consequently, by virtue of what we
have proved above, ([0.26) admits a unique Lg-solution u® = (uf )i, 7] for
each € > 0, it is a weakly continuous L,-valued process. Moreover,

T
Baupluie 1}, + B [ e uf 7 D,

T
—I—E/O e PO use 9 |’£p dt < NI, (9.28)

with a constant N = N(d, p,0) and I from (@.3]).
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Naturally, we are going to apply Theorem to prove that, for any
sequence &, | 0,

T
n o__ : En __ 2 —
nh_)n;OEtes[lé%} g™ — w7, + nh_)n;OE/o |Dug™ — Duy|z, dt =0.  (9.29)
To this end we set V = W3, H = Ly and cast (ZI)—(Z2)) into the evolution
equation (B.1]) (see the proof of Theorem [.1]), and for each integer n > 1 we
cast (0.26l), with ¢, in place of ¢, into the evolution equation

dui® = [Afug™ + A" + Ajug + clugt + i+ fT g dt
H(BPRG + BRGS + RRY dwf, < T, uwi|_ =u, (9.30)
(see the proof of Theorem [T1), where A}, B, A7™, A}, B}, C}' are defined as
Ai, By, A, A¢, By, Ct, but with aen) pen ... e in place of a, b.....,v in their
definition in (TI0)), (Z13), (CI4), and (m) The free terms f *", fm", g™ are
defined according to ([@.27)), to ease the notation we replace &, with n. To

get (0.29]) we are going to verify the conditions of Theorem

Using well-known properties of mollifications and taking into account
[@28) we can easily check that parts (i), (ii) and (iii) of Assumption
hold. To verify part (iv) of this assumption, let v € C§° be vanishing out-

side of a ball By of radius R. Then for the unit ball By in V = W21

sup |((a — a{?)Djuv, Di) |<sup\Dvu1BR(a_a N,
¢eBy
sup [((BM = 0" Div, @) | < sup | Dol |15, (6} — 57|,
pE By Rd
i A4
sup |((8) — By, Di) <Sup|v|\1BR — M )!H- (9.31)

PEBy

where, by well-known properties of mollification, the right-hand side of each
inequality converges to zero as € — 0. Moreover, using Lemma and
taking into account (9.25]) we have
M M M M(e)1/2 M M(e)|1/2
sup |((c" =" v, )yl < sup [(Iet = "0, |}t = 1)
pEBY pEBy

iw(a 1/2 M (e) 1/2

< sup[v|[1p,le} — ¢ 2|,
Rd

‘L sup |1BR\ct — ¢
pEB

M(e)

. 1/2
§Ncl/2su})|v||13R(cy—ct ) /
R

0 (9.32)

with a constant N = N(d,r, pp). Note that by well-known properties of
mollification the right-hand side of the last inequality converges to zero for
€ — 0, which together with the convergence to zero of the left-hand side of
each inequality in (@.31]) implies

lim E|(A} — Apv

n—oo

%/* :0.
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In the same way we have

Jim (B — Bt)Uﬁz(H) =0,
i.e., (@2) holds. To verify (6.1) let v € V (see Definition A1) and note that

E/ _At ’Ut

where lim,, o |37 — 55"5| = 0 for almost every (w,t,z), and

(87 = B;P)veliy <4 sup o357,
te[0,T

2 gt < E / (85 — 3 BYo, 2, dt, (9.33)

T
E/ sup |v|4B2dt < E sup |vl%4 Sup/ B2 dt < oo.
te[0,T] te[0,T

Thus letting n — oo in ([@33]), by dominated convergence we get

T

lim E [ (A — A},
n—oo 0

%/* dtZO.

Similarly,

T 2 T . .
lim E(/ (AT —At)vt|Hdt) <Tlm E [ |08 —b5"BY Dyl dt =0,

T T
. nB 2 —
nh—>HoloE ; |(B} —Bt)Ut|Hdt—nh_>HgoE ; HVt — v |gzvt‘Hdt—0,
T 2 T 2
lim E(/ |(C?—Ct)vt|Hdt) = lim E(/ (cP —cfa”)vtmdt) =0,

which finishes the verification of condition (G.I]). This also completes the
verification of the conditions of Theorem [6.I, and by that, the proof of
[©@29). In particular, for a subsequence of ¢, for simplicity denoted also by
€n, we have

lim v =u, lim Du® = Du Qx [0,T] x R%:(a.e.).

n—oo n—o0

By lemma Fatou and (9.:28)]) this allows us to conclude that
T T
E/ e PO [ug[P/2 7 Dy [3 dt + E/ e P luge = |7, dt < NI.
0 0

To get the remaining part of estimate (0.2]) observe that for any constant
M >0
(luel A MY < 27(fug — ug™ [ A M)P + 2P [ug [P
< 2PMP 7y — gt P+ 2 |ugn P,
implying that

Esup |u|P = hm Esup(\ut] AM)P < NI.
t<T

This proves ([O.2)).
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Finally, the fact that w; is weakly continuous as an L,-valued process
and is continuous as an Lg-valued process for every ¢ € [2,p) immediately
follows from its continuity as an Lo-valued process and the finiteness of
E sup,<7 |u¢|P. The theorem is proved.

Remark 9.1. From its proof it can be seen that Theorem [0.1] holds also with
the estimate obtained by replacing the right-hand side of ([0.2]) with

T T 1+k
N]uo\’i +NE/ \e_‘mft\’i dt—i—NE(/ \e_‘mgt\i/(H“) dt)
P 0 P 0 P

T W (24+r')/2 T o (245" /2
+NE( /0 el ) at) +NE( /0 e nl /O ar)

for any x € [0,p— 1] and £/, k" € [0,p — 2], where N depends only on d, p, d.
To see this we need only replace the estimates ([@.20)), (@.2I) and ([@.23)
with the following estimates, valid for any x, s’ € [0,p—2] and " € [0,p—1],

.
NEA;:(T) SNEsup\e_‘z’sus\’Zp/O \e_‘z’suslif_“\e_‘z’shsl%p ds

s<T

§(1/8)Esup|e_¢sus|ip+NE/ |e_¢sus|1£p ds
0

s<T

T . (k42)/2
+NE</O |e—¢shs|ilz)/( +2) ds) 7

.
NFEAy(1) <NE / e~P9s
0

f8|u8|(p/2)_1|L2|DUS|L2 ds
T v T i L
§(1/4)E/0 7| DU, ds+NE/0 e PO 72,2, ds

§(1/4)E/ e_*”";55|DUs|%2 ds + (1/8)E sup |e_¢sus|’£p
0

s<T
T omeg 20/ 42) 5 N KHD2
+NE</O e 52/ ) ,
and

NA(T) SEsup\e_¢Su8]’z/// \e_¢sus’g;l_ﬁ e % gsl, ds
0

P
s<T

.
§(1/8)Esup|e_¢sus|Lp+NE/ Ie‘¢sus|’£p ds
0

s<t
T 1" 1+l‘€”
+ NE( /0 |e_¢sgs|1?J/p(1+"C ) ds) , (9.34)

where IV denotes constants depending only on d, p and 9.
This has some advantages in comparison with using Holder’s inequality,
which yields, for instance,

T T 14k
—2¢ P —¢p [P/ (1+K)
E(/O e g1, di) §E</O e a0 di)
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T —k—1 T 1+k
—¢ep/(p—r=1) g4 \" < ~¢1 P/ (14n)
><</0 e dt) _NE(/O e gl dt) .

Proof of Theorem By Theorem there is a unique Lso-solution
u, and estimate (@.2) holds. To prove estimate (@.0), as in the proof of
Theorem [0.1] first we make the additional assumptions that the coefficients
are smooth in € R, their derivatives in x are bounded functions on
[0,T] x Q x R%, and the initial value ug and free terms f, f, g and h are also
smooth in x and satisfy (0.7]), which imply (see Theorem 1.2 in [13]) that u
is a Wj'-valued continuous process for every integer n > 1. To get (0.6 we
follow the proof of a similar estimate in [I7], with appropriate changes. To
this end first we recall some notations and statements from [I7].

Let h(n) = (1 + |n|®)~! for n € R? and with a fixed K > d +p + 1. For
functions u(z,n) and v(x,n) on R?? we write u <, v if

/ b(n)u(x,n) drdny < /R o b(n)v(x,n) dxdn.

Similarly, for functions u;(z,n) and v (z,1) on [0, T] x R?? we write du; <,
dvg if up —ug <, v4 —vg for 0 < s <t < T. One can show, see Corollary
4.2 in [I7], that for any smooth functions u, v on R, and for p,q > 0 and
k>d+1+(p+q)d,

Dl <N [ b0y d

D D*0ft < N [ Bl PDvg " dr (935)
holds, where u,) := ' D;u for functions u on R%. As in [I7], we introduce
vp = ve(z,m) = U (n) (w), 0p =signuy,

Up = w ", Vi =[ueP?, Wi = [nP?| DugP/* 71 D?uy).

Observe that

|IDV;|? < NW? (9.36)
with N = N(d,p), and that Corollary 4.2 in [I7] implies
[n[P|DulP <. N|vP, W2 <. N|DV;|? (9.37)

with N = N(d, p, k). Substituting —¢p,) in place of ¢ in (Z3)) and taking
into account

—(Di(a" Dju + B'u, () = (a” Dju, 8, D;p)

= —(afyy Dju+ @ Dyjugy), Dip)
= (Dz(a%Dau + aiiju(n)), (,0),

for v =u, we get

)
dvy = (Di(aiijUt + ag)Djut) + (biDz’Ut + cpup + ft)(n) + gt(n)) dt
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(Mt V¢ + Ut(n)D Ut + Vt( )Ut + ht(rl)) d’wf

Note that differently from the corresponding expression in [I7] we keep the
term (biDjuy + cpup + fi + 9t)m in divergence form, to avoid additional
regularity conditions on b, ¢, f for the estimate (Q.6) to hold. By Ito’s
formula (see Theorem 2.1 in [16]),

/plerls, =~ -0 [

) v [P~ ’D; fut(at D v+ a Hn )D ut) dm) dt
R

(-1 ( /R (Orloel” gy g (b Diws + e + fi + g1) d:n) dt

+(/ Ji d:z:) dt + my, (9.38)
Rd
where

Ji=((p—1)/2)|v, P~ Z (Mfve + oyl Dive + vy ue + i)

< ((p=1)/2)ve "™ QZ (o1 Dive)” + 6/ (2p)| DV ?

N |veloe? + Nlnf?|og [P~ 2(|fot| Duy|? + [ Dvy*|ug|* + |Dhe[?)  (9.39)
with a constant N = N(d,p,d), and

t
mg = / Jf dz dwfj
0 JRd

T3 = OlvslP ™ (Mg + 03y Dt + V() + i)

Below we collect the integrands in (0.38]) and ([@.39)), arrange them in suitable
expressions I1,...,Ig to estimate them and their integrals separately. Above
we have dropped the space argument, now we also drop for some time the

time argument for simplicity. Collecting the terms containing ¥, o** and
|DV;|? we have

I == —(p = D|ol"2aY DwDjv + Pgr|vP~2 Y (0™ Dyw)? + (6/2p)| DV |
k

— —2=1(247 — g% 6¥) (P2 DjwDjv + 5/ (2p)| DV 2
_ 2(;; 20-1) (941 — 4k gIM DV DV + (6/2p)| DV,
Thus by Assumption [Z1] and by @.37)
I < -2 0§DV + (6/2p)| DV |2

with

—(6/2p)\DV\2 <. —0(IDV > + W?) (9.40)

with a constant ¢ = S(d,p, 9) > 0.
In what follows, without losing generality, we assume

Da+Do+b+é+iv+Dr<l.
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By Young’s inequality, by the first estimate in ([@.37]) and by Lemma we
get

I := —(p = Do[""2ag DivDju < (p — 1o~ [n||D*ul| Dal ||| Du|

)

< [oP72((8/4)nl*|D*ul? + N|Dal*|n|*| Dul?)

= (6/49W? + N|Dal*|v["~2[n|*|Dul® < (5/4)W? + N|Dal?|n|’| Dul?
<. (0/4)W? 4 N|Da|*V?

<y (8/O)W? + N1 Da|DV|? + N(1 + Da’)V?
with constants Ny = Ny(d,p,r,d) and N = N(d,p,r,0,pg). We get in the
same way

Is .= —(p— 1)9|U|p_2U(n)(n) b'Dyu
< (6/R)W? 4+ Nob|DV|? + N(1 + b%)V?
with constants No = Na(d,p,r,d) and N = N(d,p,r, 9, po). Similarly,
L= —(p = D)0’ ugymyeu < (p = D|ol"~|n||D?ul[n]|cul
< [oP72((0/16)[n*|D*ul? + NP |nul*) = (6/16)W? + N [v[P~2|n|*u?
< (8/16)W? + N2 |v[P + N [nP|ulP < (8/16)W? + N2V? + N2 |n|PU?
with a constant N = N(d,p,d). Hence by Lemma and by the first
estimate in (0.37)) (remember also that ¢ < 1), we have
Is < (6/16)W? + N3¢| DV|* + Neén|P|DU > + N(1 + &) (V2 + [n|PU?)
<y (8/16)W? + N3e|DV|? + N(1 + &) (V2 + [nPU?)
with N3 = N3(d,p,0,7) and N = N(d,p,0,7,pg). In the same pattern we
et
: Is == Nin|*v|P~?*| Do |?| Dul?
< N((p—2)/p)| Do’V + N (2/p)| Do *|n[” (| Dul?/?)?
< NsDo(W? + |DV|?) + N'(1+ Do) V2,
I := N|v|*|v|P <. Nso|DV >+ N'(1 + 7*)V?, (9.41)
Ir = Nn[*|vP~2| Dy *|ul?

< (p = 2)/p)N|Dv|*V? + (2/p)N|Dv|*In[PU?

< NeDU|DV|? + N'(1 + D) (V2 + |nPU?), (9.42)
with the constant N in ([@39), and constants N’ = N'(d,p,d,r, pp) and
N; = Ni(p,d,d,r) (i = 4,5,6). For the terms containing f, g and Dh we
have

Is == —(p — DBl 2ugyyoy f + 010 gy + Nlnf*|olP~? D
< (p = OWlP> ol | £] + Inllo["~ [Dg| + Nn|*jv[P~*| DhJ?
< (0/16)W? + N'T (9.43)
with the constant N in ([@39)), a constant N’ = N’(d, p,d), and
Iy o= [0 P20 ol + InllvelP~H Dgel + [vel P~ 2|l Dhe*.
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Thus, subjecting E\a, l;, ¢, U and Dv to
NiDa < §/4, Nob<§/8, N3¢ <5/16, NyDo <5/32
N5 < 6/64, NgDv < /64, (9.44)
and taking into account ([©.40) through ([@.43]), from equation ([©.38)) we ob-

tain
8

dlvg|P <, pz Ii(t) dt + pJF dwk
i=1
<x —0(|DVy|? + W2) dt + N'~l|vs|P dt + N (d, p, 6)1; dt
FN'(1+ D0 + &) lPU2 dt + pJF dw?,
with v =1 +Da +b+&+ Do + 2 and constants N’ = N'(d,p,d,r,po),
which for C > N’ implies

d(e—p\I/t|,Ut|p) by _5e—p\11t(|DW|2 + Wt2) dt — Ate_P\I/t|Ut|p dt

+Ne PV I, dt + N'e PV (1 + Do’ + &)|nPUZ dt + peP¥* JF duwk
with N = N(d,p,d) and N = N'(p,d,d,r,pp). Converting this into integral
form, with integrals with respect to z, n and ¢t and using ([@.35]), we get that
almost surely

t
e PV Duyglf + / /d e P (| Dug P72 D?ug|* + As| Dug|?)da ds
0 JR
t
< N|Duol}, + N// eV (1+ Doy’ +)|usfy ) ds
0

t t
+N / e PYs b(n)Is dzdnds + N / e PYs b(n)J* dedn dw"
0 R2d 0 R2d
(9.45)
for t € [0,T), with constants N = N(d,p,d) and N' = N'(d,p,d,, po)-
Hence, taking A > C > N’ and p > N'Dv’ in @), by Theorem 0.1 for any
stopping time 7 < T we have

-
E / eV / (IDugP~2| D2ug? + Ay| DuglP) d it
0 R4

< NElugly,, + NE/ / e PYih(n) I, dzdndt + NER(T) (9.46)
P 0 R2d
with a constant N = N(d, p,d), where

T 9 9 p/2 T P
STy i= ([ 10 B, e, ) ([ e )
0 0
In addition, by taking into account (0.2]), we get

G(r) = Esup e uily,
ST

)
+E / / e PV (| Dug [P~2| D2us 2 + A Dug|P)dz ds
0 R4
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< NE|ugl}, 1+NE5¢€( )

+NE / ePVs / b(n) 1, dwdn ds + N E3(7) (9.47)
0 R2d
with N = N(d,p,d), where

J(1) :=sup
t<t

¢
/ e [ )Tk
0 R2d
By the Davis inequality

B3(r) < 3E(/ —2s Z‘

Noting that

/2
h(n Jk dxdn‘ ds)
R2d
Jf = 95|'Us|p_1(M§'Us + U;lzn)Dlus + Vf(n) + hI;(n))

< ‘Us‘p/z( ‘Us‘p/z_l‘M§U8 + O'i]zn)Dius + Vf(n) + hg(n)\)7
by Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunjakovsky we get

|

Thus, with the constant N from (@.47), we have
NEJ(T) §(1/4)Esup\et_p%ut\€v1
t<rt P

deh Jkdzndn‘ <N|US|L/ h(n)Js dxdn.

+ NE/ e PYs h(n)Js dzdnds (9.48)
0 R2d

with a constant N = N(d,p,d). By (@4I), [@42) and ([@43]), taking into
account (@.306)-(@.31), from (@.39) we get

Js =w [P (N|Dug|P~2?|D?us|?* + N’/ | Dus|P + N'(1 + Du, )yus\P) + NI,

with " = 1+ 2 +Do” +Dv’, constant N’ = N'(d,p, 0,7, po) and constant
N, which due to ([@.44)) depends only on d,p,d. Consequently,

E/ e PYs h(n)Js dzdnds
R2d
<E / -p¥s / (N Dutg|P 2| D% 24 N' | Dutg [P+ N (1D s ) dis

—|—NE// e PYth(n) I, dxdn dt
0 R2d

with constants N = N(d,p,0) and N = N'(d,p,d,r,po). Hence, taking
C > N’ in the definition of A, and taking A > C > N’ and p > N'Dv’ in
the definition of « in (@A), by virtue of ([@.46]) and Theorem (@) we get

E/ e PYs h(n)Js dzdnds
0 R2d
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< NEluolfy, + NE/ / e PYih(n)I; dedn dt + NER(T). (9.49)
P 0 R2d
Thus from (@47), taking into account ([0.48]) and ([@.49]) we obtain
G(r) < NE|Dugl}, + (1/4)Esuple” " wl] + NEA(T)
t<t

—I—NE/ / e PYey(n)1; dadn dt (9.50)
0 R2d

with a constant N = N(d,p,d). Here for the last term we have

.
NE/ / e PYih(n) I, dzdn dt
0 R2d
.

= N/E/O e_p%’%’i;ﬂfs,%p + ‘US‘Z_”D%‘L;} + ’U8’%;2‘Dh8‘2Lp ds
-V P " T —-v 2 -V 2 p/2

/B supleVunty, + NE( [ (e ¥ £, + VDA, ds)

t<t 0

+N”</ le=¥* Dy, ds>p
0

with constants N’ and N” depending only on d, p and §. Consequently,
from (@.50) we obtain

G(r) < (1/2)FE Sup|e_wt|ut|€v
t<t

P

\ + NEugly,, + NK(T)
P

with a constant N = N(d,p, ), where

K(T) = E(/OT ™" galw ds)p + E</0

Taking here

T _ p/2
(e fuf3, + e~ " ol ) ds)

7 = inf{t € (0,77 : |ue|wz = n}
in place of T, we get estimate (0.6]) with 7,, in place of T'; which implies (9.6])
by Fatou’s lemma as n — oo.
Now we dispense with the additional assumptions by approximating ({Z.1])—
([2)) by ([@24]), defined in the proof of Theorem Then due to what we
have proved above, for the solution u® of we have ([@.20]) we have

T
_ _ _ 2
Esup e Vtug €V1 +E/ e J”‘I’t(HDuﬂp/2 1D2uf|L2 + A¢lug %/1)dt
tST P 0 p
< NEBluof,, + NK(T)
P
with a constant N = N(d,p,r,?).

Naturally, we are going to apply Theorem to prove that, for any
sequence &, | 0,

T
lim E sup |uf" — ut|%v21 + nlim E/ |D?uf" — D*w|3, dt =0. (9.51)
0

n—oo te [07T} — 00
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To this end we set H = W3, V = W2, and cast (1)) (Z.2) into the stochastic
evolution equation (B.I)) as in the proof of Theorem [l see (83]) through
RE). In the same way, we cast (0.20) with ¢ = ¢, for a sequence &, — 0
into the stochastic evolution equations

dv = [A?ut + Aol + ol + T+ T+ gﬂ dt

+(Bfkvf + B?kvf h?k) dwf, t<T, vt"‘t:(] = u((f")

for integers n > 1. Then we check the conditions of Theorem Using
well-known properties of mollifications and taking into account ([@.25) we
can easily check that parts (i), (ii) and (iii) of Assumption hold. To
verify part (iv) of this assumption, first we deal with (6.2]) and let v € C§°
be vanishing outside of a ball Br of radius R. Then for the unit ball By in
V =W2

sup |((1— A)g, (b — bMON D) | < sup|Du| |15, (b} — b"))|
]Rd

¢eBy Iz
sup | (1= A)g, (e} — )" )w)| < sup ol 15, (e} — "),
peBy R4

f?|z¢ a¥") D) + (DiDig, (Dga)M™ — (Dya)M ) Djo)

cby

+(DrDi, () — ai7”) Dy Dj)|
< Nsup(|Del + D)) ([Lme(ar = a,7)]y, + [Lme((Da)!! = (D)™ ],).

This yields that for any ¢ we have [(A} — A;)v[3. — 0 as n — oco. Quite
similarly one proves that |(Bj* — Bt)v@2 () — 0 as n — 00 and this gives us

@.2).
To check (G]) observe that

Ao — AP ol < N(|[bf — 07" Dol +[lef’ — ¢ [ofi,

+|(Da){ — (Da)*"|Dult,.

This implies the second equality in ([GI]) in the same way as after (@.33)).
Similarly the remaining relations in (6.II) are checked. This leads to (Q.51]).

After that it only remains to reproduce the end of the proof of Theorem
with obvious changes. The theorem is proved.

Remark 9.2. By an appropriate (minor) change of the above proof we can
get that the above theorem remains valid if in Assumption we suppose
that ¢ and Dc are 1/2-admissible, instead of assuming that ¢ is admissible.
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