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Abstract. Rockner and Zhang in [31] proved the existence of a unique
strong solution to a stochastic tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equation in the
whole space and for the periodic boundary case using a result from [36].
In the latter case, they also proved the existence of an invariant measure.
In this paper, we improve their results (but for a slightly simplified
system) using a self-contained approach. In particular, we generalise
their result about an estimate on the L*-norm of the solution from
the torus to R?, see Lemma 5.1 and thus establish the existence of an
invariant measure on R® for a time-homogeneous damped tamed 3D
Navier-Stokes equation, given by (6.1).
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1. Introduction

In the present paper we study the stochastic tamed Navier-Stokes equations
(NSEs) on R? which were introduced by Rockner and Zhang [31, 32]. We
consider the following stochastic tamed NSEs with viscosity v, (¢,x) € [0, 7] x
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du(t,z) = [vAu(t, z) — (u(t,z) - V)u(t,z) — Vp(t, )] dt
_ [g(|u(t,x)|2)u(t) - f(a:,u(t,x))} dt

+ 30 [(o(t) - V)ult) + Vi (1.2 W7

subject to the incompressibility condition
divu(t) =0, t>0, (1.2)
and the initial condition
u(0,z) = ug(z), x€R?, (1.3)

where p(t,z) and p;(t, ) are unknown scalar functions.
We assume that the taming function g : Ry — R4 is smooth and
satisfies, for some N € N, the following condition

g(r) =0, if r <N,
g(r)=(r—N)/v, ifr>N+1, (1.4)
0<g(r)<2/(vAl), r€[N,N+1]

Finally we assume that {Wtj;t > 0,7 =1,2,...} is a sequence of in-
dependent one-dimensional standard F = (F})¢>o-Brownian motions on a
complete filtered probability space (€2, F,F,P). The stochastic integral is un-
derstood as the It6 integral. The drift and diffusion coefficients are given as
follows:

R? x R® > (z,u) = f(x,u) € R
Ry x R® > (t,7) = o(t,z) € R® x £2,

where ¢2 denotes the standard Hilbert space consisting of all square summa-
ble sequences of real numbers endowed with standard norm || - ||¢z. In the
following f and o are always assumed to be measurable with respect to all
their variables.

In the case of classical deterministic Navier-Stokes equations on R3, if
the initial data ug € V (see Section 2), then there exists only a local strong
solution, see [37]. Cai and Jiu [12] studied the Navier-Stokes equations with
damping on R?, where the damping was modeled by the term |u|®*~!u, 8 > 1;
the tamed term considered in the current paper corresponds to 8 = 3. They
proved the existence of a global weak solution' for any g > 1 and ug € H,
see Section 2 and they proved the existence of a global strong solution? for
B> 17/2and up € VALPTL. Moreover, they were able to show the uniqueness
of strong solutions for 7/2 < 8 < 5. Later, Zhang et al. [42], by exploiting
the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, were able to lower down the parameter

Li.e. the equation is satisfied in the weak sense and the solution u belongs to the space
L% (0, T; H) N L2(0,T; V) N LA+L(0, T; LA+Y).

2 A pair of function (u,p) is a strong solution iff it is a weak solution and u € L>°(0,T; V)N
L2(0,T; H?) N L (0, T; LA+1).
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B to 3. Thus, establishing the existence of a global strong solution to Navier-
Stokes equations with damping on R? for 8 > 3, ug € V N L+ and proving
uniqueness whenever 3 < 8 < 5. They also remarked that the critical value
for g is B = 3 [42, Remark 3.1]. But, Zhou [43, Theorem 2.1] was able to
surpass this critical value of .

Moreover, for any 8 > 1, he proved that the strong solution is unique
in a larger class of weak solutions, see [43, Theorem 3.1]. The critical case
of 8 = 3 was studied by Rockner and Zhang [32, Theorem 1.1], where they
proved the existence of a smooth unique global solution to the deterministic
tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equations for very smooth initial data and deter-
ministic forcing f. Moreover, they proved [32, Theorem 1.1] that this unique
solution converges (in L%(0,T; L?(0))) to a bounded Leray-Hopf solution of
3D Navier-Stokes equations (if exists) on a bounded domain O C R3. The
non-explosion of the solution is due to the tamed term. Rockner and Zhang
[33] also studied 3D tamed Navier-Stokes equations on a bounded domain
O c R? with Dirichlet boundary conditions and proved the existence of a
unique strong solution directly, based on the Galerkin approximation and on
a kind of local monotonicity of the coefficients. Recently, You [41] proved the
existence of a random attractor for the 3D damped (|u|?~2u) Navier-Stokes
equations with additive noise for 4 < 8 < 6 with initial data up € V on a
bounded domain O C R? with smooth boundary.

Rockner and Zhang [31] proved the existence of a strong solution of
the stochastic tamed NSEs (in probabilisitc sense) by invoking the Yamada-
Watanabe theorem, thus proving the existence of a martingale solution to
(1.1) (with more generalised noise term) in the absence of compact Sobolev
embeddings and the pathwise uniqueness. They used the localization method
to prove the tightness, a method introduced by Stroock and Varadhan [36].
In this paper, we present a self-contained proof of the same result. In order to
prove the existence of a martingale solution, Réckner et al. used the Faedo-
Galerkin approximation with the non-classical finite dimensional space H}! =
span{e;,i = 1---n} where & = {e; }ieny C V (see Section 2) is the orthonormal
basis of H'. They also require that in the case of the periodic boundary
conditions, £ is an orthogonal basis of H? which was essential in obtaining
the L*-estimate of the solution. We generalised this result to R?. Another
reason for Rockner et al. to choose the periodic boundary conditions is the
compactness of H? — H' embedding, which along with the L*-estimate of
the solution was crucial in establishing the existence of invariant measures.
We don’t require this embedding and hence are able to obtain the existence
of invariant measures for the damped tamed Navier-Stokes equations on R3.

In the present paper we prove the existence of a unique strong solution
to the stochastic tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equation (1.1) under some natural
assumptions (H1) — (H2) on the drift f and the diffusion o (see Section 2). To
prove the existence of strong solution we use the Yamada-Watanabe theorem
[28, 40] which states that the existence of martingale solutions plus pathwise
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uniqueness implies the existence of a unique strong solution. In order to es-
tablish the existence of martingale solutions, instead of using the standard
Faedo-Galerkin approximations we use a different approach motivated from
[16] and [21]. We study a truncated SPDE on an infinite dimensional space
H,,, defined in the Section 4 and then use the tightness criterion, Jakubowski’s
generalisation of the Skorohod’s theorem and the martingale representaion
theorem to prove the existence of martingale solutions. The essential reason
for us to incorporate this approximation scheme, is the non-commutativity of
gradient operator V with the standard Faedo-Galerkin projection operator
P, [5, Section 5]. The commutativity is essential for us to obtain a’priori
bounds. We also prove the existence of invariant measures, Theorem 6.1, for
time homogeneous damped tamed Navier-Stokes equations 6.1 under the as-
sumptions (H1)' — (H3)’ (see Section 6). We use the technique (Theorem 6.4)
of Maslowski and Seidler [23], see also [6, 10], working with weak topologies
to establish the existence of invariant measures. We show the two conditions
of Theorem 6.4, boundedness in probability and sequentially weakly Feller
property are satisfied for the semigroup (7})+>0, defined by (6.2). In contrast
to the paper by Rockner and Zhang [31], a’priori bound on L*-norm of the
solution plays an essential role in the existence of martingale solutions and
not in the existence of invariant measures.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we recall some standard
notations and results and set the assumptions on f and 0. We also establish
certain estimates on the tamed term which we use later in Sections 4 and 5.
We end the section by recalling a generalised version of the Gronwall Lemma
for random variables from [15]. In Section 3, we establish the tightness cri-
terion and state the Jakubowski’s generalisation of Skorohod theorem which
we use along with a’priori estimates obtained in the Section 5 to prove the
existence of a martingale solution and path-wise uniqueness of the solution.
In Section 4, we introduce our truncated SPDEs and describe the approxi-
mation scheme motivated by [16, 21], along with all the machinery required.
Finally, in Section 6 we establish the existence of an invariant measure for
damped tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equations (6.1).

2. Functional setting

2.1. Notations and basic definitions

Let (X, ||-|x), (Y, |- ][y) be two real normed spaces. The space of all bounded
linear operators from X to Y is denoted by £(X,Y). If Y = R, then X' :=
L(X,R) is called the dual space of X. The standard duality pairing is denoted
by x/(-,-)x. If both spaces are separable Hilbert then by Lo(Y; X) we will
denote the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from Y to X endowed with
the standard norm || - ||z, (v, x)-

Assume that X,Y are Hilbert spaces with scalar products (-,-)x and
(-, )y respectively. For a densely defined linear operator A : D(A) — Y,
D(A) C X, by A* we denote the adjoint operator of A. In particular, D(A*) C



Stochastic tamed Navier-Stokes equations on R? 5

Y, A*: D(A*) = X and
(Az,y)y = (v, A"y)x, =z € D(A), y € D(A").

Note that D(A*) =Y if A is bounded.

Let C§°(R3;R3) denote the set of all smooth functions from R? to R3
with compact supports. For p € [1, 0o] the Lebesgue spaces of R3-valued func-
tions will be denoted by LP(R3;R?), and often by LP whenever the context
is understood. If p = 2, then L?(R3;R?) is a Hilbert space with the scalar
product given by

(u,vype = /}R3 u(z) - v(z)de, wu,ve L*(R3%R3).

We define, see [38], the Bessel potential space H*P(R3;R3) for s > 0 and
p € (1,00) as the space of all R3-valued functions u € LP(R3;R?) such that
(1—A)*?u € LP(R3;R3), where A is the Laplace operator in R3. In partic-
ular, H1(R3;R3) := HY2(R3;R?) is the space of all u € L?(R3; R?) for which
the weak derivatives D;u € L?(R3;R3), i = 1,...,3. H'(R3;R?) is a Hilbert
space with the scalar product given by

(u, V) o= (u, Vg2 + ((u,v)), u,ve H' (R3RY),

where

. ou 8V 1/m3. 3
((u,v)) := (Vu, Vv) 2 = Z/wal &u r, u,veHY (R3RY). (2.1)

Finally, for s > 0, the space H*? =: H? is also a Hilbert space endowed with

the norm
1/2

fullne = | [ 0 16P) lac@R ae]

where @ denotes the Fourier transform of a tempered distribution wu.
Let
Vi={ue CS°(R?R3) : diva = 0},
H := the closure of Vin L?(R?; R?),
V := the closure of Vin H'(R?; R?),
D(A) := HNH*(R*R?), Au:=TI(—Au), uec D(A),
where IT is the orthogonal projection from L?(R%;R3) to H. It is known,
see e.g. [18], that T = (1 — D;D;A™")?,_, is a pseudodifferential operator
with matrix symbol (6; ; — D;D; A )} j=1; I is a bounded linear operator
in H*?(R?) by the Marcinkiewicz-Mihlin Theorem [22, 26], for all s € R and
ap e (1,00).
On H we consider the scalar product and the norm inherited from

L?(R3;R3) and denote them by (-,-)y and | - | respectively, i.e.

(u, vig := (u,v)pe, lulg == |u|g2, wu,ve€H.
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On V we consider the scalar product and norm inherited from H!(R?;R?),
ie.

(w,v)v = (u,v)ee + ((w,v),  ull = Julf + [VulZz, wveV, (22)
where ((+,-)) is defined in (2.1). D(A) is a Hilbert space under the graph norm
ulday = lulfy +|Auff.,  weD(A),

where the inner product is given by
(u, V)peay := (u, v)u + (Au, Av) 12, u,v € D(A).

2.2. Some operators

Let us consider the following tri-linear form
b(u,w,v) = / (u-Vw)vde, (2.3)
R3

defined for suitable vector fields u, v, w on R3. We will recall the fundamental
properties of the form b which are valid in unbounded domains.

By the Sobolev embedding theorem and Hoélder inequality, we obtain
the following estimates

bty w0, )| < Jullpawlv vz, wveLbweV, (2.4)
< clullvliwlvivil, uv,weV, (2.5)

for some positive constant ¢. Thus the form b is continuous on V. Moreover, if
we define a bilinear map B by B(u,w) := b(u,w,-), then by inequality (2.5)
we infer that B(u,w) € V' for all u,w € V and that the following inequality
holds
B, w)ly: < cllullvilwlv, wweV. (2.6)

Moreover, the mapping B : V x V — V' is bilinear and continuous.

Let us, for any s > 0, define the following standard scale of Hilbert
spaces

V, := the closure of V in H*(R*;R?). (2.7)
If s > % + 1 then by the Sobolev Embedding theorem,
H* Y(R%R3) < Cp(REGR?) — L2°(RERY) . (2.8)

Here Cp(R%;R?) denotes the space of continuous and bounded R3-valued
functions defined on R%. If u,w € V and v € V, with s > % then

w,w,v)| = |b(u, v,w)| < |u|pz2|w|2||VV| e < clulpz|w|p2]||v
Ib( )| = lb( ) < Julpz|wl 2| VVze < clulpz|w]zz[|v]

Vs
for some constant ¢ > 0. Thus b can be uniquely extended to the tri-linear
form (denoted by the same letter)

b:HxHxVy—>R

and
|b(u, w,v)| < elulpz|w]L2|v]

v., u,weH veV,.

At the same time, the operator B can be uniquely extended to a bounded
linear operator
B:HxH-—V,.
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In particular, it satisfies the following estimate
|B(u,w)lv: < clulnlwly, u,weH, s> % (2.9)

We will also use the following notation, B(u) := B(u,u).

Let us assume that s > 1. It is clear that V; is dense in V and the
embedding js : Vs < V is continuous. Then there exists [8, Lemma C.1] a
Hilbert space U such that U C V, U is dense in Vg and

the natural embedding i, : U < Vg is compact .
Therefore, the following embedding of the spaces hold
U3V, —>V—oH=H —U.

The following Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality will be used
frequently. Let g € [1,00] and m € N. If

1 1
_:__@a Ogagla
q 2 3

then there exists a constant C,, , depending on m and ¢ such that
llullne < Cm,q||u||(;‘1m|u|1L§a , for ue H™. (2.10)

Recall that IT is the orthogonal projection from L?(R3;R3) to H. For
any u € H and v € L?(R3;R?), we have

(u, v)m == (u, IIv)yg = (u,v) 2.
The Stokes operator A: D(A) — H, is given by
Au=—II(Au), ueD(A),
D(A) = Hn H*(R%R?).
2.3. Assumptions

We now introduce the following assumptions on the coefficients f and o:

(H1) f : R3 x R® — R3 is a continuous function such that there exists a
constant Cy > 0 and by € L'(R?) such that for all z € R, u € R3,

[f(@,u)* < Cylul® + by ().
Moreover, for ui,us € R3
|[f(,u1) = fz,u2)| < Cplur —ua|,  VxeR’

(H2) A measurable function o : [0,00) x R? — ¢2 of C! class with respect to
the z-variable and for any 7" > 0 there exists a constant Cy 7 > 0 such that
for all t € [0,7],z € R3

[0zio(t, )|z < Cor, j=1,2,3
and, for all t € [0,00),z € R3,

1
lot, )17 < - (2.11)



8 Zdzistaw Brzezniak and Gaurav Dhariwal

Below for the sake of simplicity the variable “z” in the coefficients will be
dropped.
Define, for j € N, amap G; : [0,7] x H— H by
G,(t,u) :==1I[(o;(t) - V)u]. (2.12)
Then G : H — L5(¢?; H) is given by

G(u)(k) = i k;Gj(u), weH, kel?. (2.13)

Let {e;}32, be the orthonormal basis of £* then
G(t,u)(ej) =G(u), t>0,ueH.
For simplicity we will assume that v = 1. In particular, the function g
defined by (1.4) will from now on be given by
g(r) =0, if r <N,
g(r)y=(r—N), ifr>N+1, (2.14)
0<d'(r) <2, re[N,N+1].
Observe that the function g defined in this way satisfies
lg(r)| <r,  r=0, (2.15)
and
lg(r) =g <2lr =", r" >0, (2.16)

We are interested in proving the existence of solutions to (1.1) - (1.3).
In particular, we want to prove the existence of a random divergence free
vector field u and scalar pressure p satisfying (1.1) and (1.3). Thus we project
equation (1.1) using the orthogonal projection operator II on the space H of
the L2?-valued, divergence free vector fields. On projecting, we obtain the
following abstract stochastic evolution equation:

du(t) = [—Au(t) — B(u(t)) — g (|u(t)[*)u(t)] + I (u(t))] dt
YL Gyt u(t) AW (), (2.17)
u(0) = wo,
where we assume that ug € V and W (t) = (W7 (t))52 is a cylindrical Wiener

process on ¢2 and {W7(t),t > 0,j € N} is an infinite sequence of independent
standard Brownian motions. We will repeatedly use the following notation

G(t,u) dW(t) :== i Gj(t,u)dW7(t).

We will need the following lemma later to obtain the a’priori estimates.

Lemma 2.1. i) For any u € D(A)

1 1 2
[(B(u), u)v| < §|u|2D(A) + §|IUI |Vl - (2.18)
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it) If u € H, then

2
{((—Q(IUIz)u,U)) < Cn|Vulf = 2||u] - [Vul[},,

(2.19)
(—g(luP)u,u) 2 < —lullza + Onlulf,

where ((-,-)) is defined in (2.1) and Cn > 0 is a generic constant depending
on N.
i) If T > 0 then 3 Cor > 0 such that for any t € [0,T] and uw € D(A),

1
Gt )2, 2y < ZIVU(t)I%z ; (2.20)

1
?Au@ﬂ%r+0mﬂVu@ﬂ§. (2.21)

A

IN

1G(t, U)H%Q(ﬁ;V)

Proof. Let u € D(A). Since (B(u),u)y = 0, using the Cauchy-Schwarz and
the Young’s inequality we get

[(B(uw), u)pv| = [(B(u), (I = A)u)u| < | = Aul2|(u- V)ulL
1 1 1 1 2
< §| —Auli. + §|(U - V)ula < §|u|2D(A) + §||u| - |Val| .-
Let us introduce a function ¢: Ry — R such that g(r) = r — ¢(r) which can
be written as
T, r <N,
o(r) = {N, r>N+1

Also ¢/ (r) = 1—¢/(r), and there exists a constant Cy > 07 such that |¢/(r)| <
Cp for every r > 0. Moreover

1 r< N
/ _ ) — 9
gé(r)_{o, r> N1

Thus |¢’(r)r| is bounded by some positive constant Cy. Let u € H, then
using the definitions of g and ((+,-)) we get

(~gul?yu,w) = ~(gul)u, A u)s
== | allu@)Pute) - (<A ula) da

== [ |u(@)Pu(@) - (-Au(z)) dz + . O(u(@)*)u(z) - (~Awu(z)) dz.

R3
Thus, by the integration by parts formula we get

((— (|u| U, u) /|u ||Vu |dx—2/ |u(x ||Vu )|dw

+ Z /R Dy, (¢(Ju(x)]?)) uj(2) Dyu;(w) do

Jik=1

30ne can show that the constant Cy is independent of N. Moreover, |¢/(r)| < 1 and thus
|¢/(r)r| < (N + 1) for every r > 0.



10 Zdzistaw Brzezniak and Gaurav Dhariwal

/ o(Ju(z)|?)|Vu(z)|? dx . (2.22)

Using the above bound on |¢'(r)r|, we obtain

Z Dy (¢(|u(@)[*)) u;(x) Dyu;(x) dx

7,k=1 R3

3
=23 [ S o). Do)

< 2/ |6 (Ju(@) ) [Ju(z) *|Vu(@)* dz < Cn|Vul. . (2.23)
Since g(r) > 0, |¢(r)| < r for all » > 0. Thus using (2.23) in (2.22), we obtain
(—g([ul*)u, ) < =3[[ul - [Vul[;, + Cn |[Vul2s + [[u] - [Vul];,
= Cn|Vul22 — 2[[u] - [Vul[2, .

Now to prove the second inequality in (2.19), we take the similar ap-
proach. Let v € H, then

CaluPyuie = [ PP de+ [ o(utofute) ds.

By the definition of ¢ there exists a constant C'y > 0 such that |¢(r)] < Cn
for all r > 0, thus

(—g(Jul*)u,u)rz < —[lulzs + Onlulf; -
This completes the proof of part (ii).
Now for (iii), by (H1) and (H2) we have

Gl = - Gt i = 3 [ (Gt u(t.o)) da
j=1 J=1

< [ ot Tu(t. o) de < (suﬂg ||a<t,x>||?z) IVu(t) 2
3 zER3

< {IVu)fs
Secondly, noting that
Gt W Z, 2wy = IGE W7y 21y + IVEEWIZ, (201
and
0pi Gi(t,u) = 10, [(ok (t, ) - V)u(t)]
— T [(@rou(t, ) - V)ult) + (0L, - )0 u(t)]
by (H1) and (H2) we have

IG (w12, 2209 IAU( )iz + Cro| Vu(®)|i: -
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On a purely heuristic level, by application of the It6 formula to the
function H 3 € — |¢|4 € R and a solution u to (1.1) and using Lemma 2.1,
one obtains the following inequality

%dm(t)'%l = (u(t), —Au(t) — B(u(t)) — g(lu(t)]*)u(t) + f(u(t))n
+ (u(t), G, u(t)) dWi)y + %IIG(t, un ()12, (221 (2.24)

< —%Wu(t)liz — Ju®)ll7s + Cn plu(®)[f + (u(t), G(t, u(t)) AWy ,

which could lead to a’priori estimates that can be used further to prove the
existence of the solution.
We will require the following version of the Gronwall Lemma [15, Lemma 3.9]:

Lemma 2.2. Let XY, I and ¢ be mon-negative processes and Z be a non-
negative integrable random variable. Assume that I is non-decreasing and
there exist non-negative constants C, «, B,y,n with the following properties

T
/ p(s)ds < C a.s., 28e¢ <1, 2me’ < a, (2.25)
0
and such that for some constant C > 0 and all t € [0,T),
Xt)+aY(t)<Z+ /t e(r)X(r)dr+1(t) a.s., (2.26)
0
E(I(t)) < PE(X (1)) + 7/1 E(X (s)) ds +nE(Y (1)) + C. (2.27)
0

If X € L*>(]0,T] x ), then we have
E[X(t) +aY ()] < 2exp (C + 2tye®) (]E(Z) + 5) , te0,T]. (2.28)

3. Compactness

Let (Og)ren be a sequence of bounded open subsets of R® with regular
boundaries 0Og such that Or C Ogy1. Let us consider the following func-
tional spaces, which were already introduced in [8]:

C([0,T7;U’) := the vector space of continuous functions u : [0,T] — U’, where
U’ is a vector space, with the topology 7; induced by the norm |u|c(jo, 77,07y 1=
SuPeo, ] [u(t)|ur,

L2 (0,T;D(A)) := is the Hilbert space L?(0,T;D(A)) with the weak topology
757

L2(0,T;Hype) := the space of measurable functions u : [0,7] — H such that
forall Re N

. 1/2
ar.r(u) = ||u||Lz<o,T;HOR>=</ / |u<t,x>|2dxdt> <o, (31)
0 Or

with the topology 73 induced by the semi-norms (g7 r)ren-
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The following lemma is inspired by the classical Dubinsky theorem [39,
Theorem IV.4.1] (see also [20]) and the compactness result due to Mikulevicus
and Rozovskii [27, Lemma 2.7].

Lemma 3.1. Let
Zp = C([0,T); U') N L2,(0,T; D(A)) N L0, T; Hyge) (3.2)
and let~’74 be the supremum of the corresponding topologies. Then a set K C
Zp is T -relatively compact if the following two conditions hold :
(i) sup,ex fOT |u(s)|2D(A) ds < 0o, i.e. K is bounded in L*(0,T;D(A)),

(i) lims—o Sup,cx supf,tE[T,T] [u(t) —u(s)|y =0.
t—s|<d

The above lemma can be proved by modifying the proof of [8, Lemma 3.1],

see also [39, Theorem IV.4.1].

Let V,, denote the Hilbert space V endowed with the weak topology.

C([0,T);Vy) := the space of weakly continuous functions u : [0,7] — V

endowed with the weakest topology T4 such that for all h € V the mappings
C([0,T];Vy) 2 u — {(u(-),h)yy € C([0,T]; R)

are continuous. In particular, u, — u in C([0,T]; V) iff for all h € V:

lim  sup |(un(t) —u(t),h)v|=0.
n—oo tG[O,T]

Consider the ball
B:={xeV:|z|v<r} (3.3)
Let ¢ be the metric compatible with the weak topology on B. Let us
recall the following subspace of the space C([0,77; V)
C([0,T);By) := the space of weakly continuous functions

u: [0,7] — V such that sup |lu(t)|lv <. (3.4)
te[0,T]

The space C([0,T]; B,,) is metrizable with metric
o(u,v) = sup q(u(t),v(t)). (35)
te[0,T]

Since by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem [34], the set B,, is compact, (C([0, T]; By), 0)
is a complete metric space.

The following lemma says that any sequence (up)nen C L°([0,T];B),
convergent in C([0,7]; U’) is also convergent in the space C([0,T];B,,). The
proof of the lemma is similar to the proof of [9, Lemma 2.1] (see also [7,
Lemma 4.1]).

Lemma 3.2. Let r > 0 and (un), oy C L%(0,T;V) be a sequence of functions
such that

(1) suppen llun(8)ll Lo, movy <7,

4T is the supremum of topologies 71, T2, T3, i.e. it is the coarsest topology on Zp that is
finer than each of 71,72 and 7s.
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(ii) wp — win C([0,T]; U).
Then u,uy, € C([0,T];By) and u, — u in C([0,T];By) as n — oo.

Proof. The lemma can be proved by following the steps of the proof of
Lemma 4.1 [7] for our choice of functional spaces. O

Let
Zp :=C([0,T);U')N L2 (0, T;D(A)) N L3(0,T; Hyoe) N C([0,T]; Vi), (3.6)

and let 7 be the supremum of the corresponding topologies.

Now we formulate the compactness criterion analogous to the result due
to Mikulevicus and Rozowskii [27], Brzezniak and Motyl [8, Lemma 3.3] for
the space Zrp .

Lemma 3.3. Let (Zr,T) be as defined in (3.6). Then a set K C Zp is T-
relatively compact if the following three conditions hold

(a) sup,ex supsefo,ry [[uls)llv < oo,
(b) sup,cx fOT |u(s)|2D(A) ds < 0o, i.e. K is bounded in L?(0,T;D(A)),
(¢) lims 0 Sup,,ex SUP; refo,7) [4(t) — u(s)la = 0.
lt—s|<6
Proof. Let us denote r = sup,,cx sup,epo, 7] l|u(s)[|v, which in view of assump-
tion (¢), is < co. Define the ball B of radius r by (3.3).
Let us notice that Z7 = ZrNC([0,T); V), where Zy is defined by (3.2).
Let K be a subset of Zp. Because of the assumption (a) we may consider
the metric space C([0,T);B,) C C([0,T]; V) defined by (3.4) and (3.5).
Because of the assumption (b), the restriction to K of the weak topology in
L2(0,T;D(A)) is metrizable. Since the restrictions to K of the four topologies
considered in Zp are metrizable, compactness of a subset of Zr is equivalent
to its sequential compactness.
Let (u,) be a sequence in K. By Lemma 3.1, the boundedness of the set
K in L2(0,T; D(A)) and assumption (c) imply that K is compact in Z7. Hence
in particular, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (u,,), convergent in
C([0,T); U"). Therefore by Lemma 3.2 and assumption (a), (u,) is convergent
in C([0,T];B,,). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

3.1. Tightness
Let (S, 0) be a separable and complete metric space.

Definition 3.4. Let u € C([0,T;S). The modulus of continuity of u on [0,T]
1s defined by

m(u,d) = sup o(u(t),u(s)), d¢>0.
s,t€[0,T], [t—s|<d
Let (2, F,IP) be a probability space with filtration F := (F});c(o,7) sat-
isfying the usual conditions, see [24], and let (X, )nen be a sequence of con-
tinuous F-adapted S-valued processes.
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Definition 3.5. We say that the sequence (Xp)nen of C([0,TY];S)-valued ran-
dom variables satisfies condition [T] iff Ve > 0,¥n > 0,35 > 0:

supP{m(X,,0) >n} <e. (3.7)
neN

Lemma 3.6. (See [9, Lemma 2.4]) Assume that (X, )nen satisfies condition
[T]. Let P, be the law of X,, on C([0,T);S),n € N. Then for every ¢ > 0
there exists a subset A, C C([0,T);S) such that

supP,(A:) >1—¢
neN

and
lim sup m(u,0) =0. (3.8)
6—0 uEA,
Now we recall the Aldous condition which is connected with condition
[T] (see [25] and [2]). This condition allows to investigate the modulus of
continuity for the sequence of stochastic processes by means of stopped pro-
cesses.

Definition 3.7. A sequence (X, )nen satisfies condition [A] iff Ve > 0,V n > 0,
30 > 0 such that for every sequence (T, )nen of F-stopping times with 7, < T
one has

sup sup P{o(Xn (7, 4 0), Xpn(70)) > 1} <e.
nEN0<O<s

Lemma 3.8. (See [25, Theorem 3.2]) Conditions [A] and [T| are equivalent.

Using the compactness criterion from Lemma 3.3 and above results cor-
responding to Aldous condition we obtain the following corollary which we
will use to prove the tightness of the laws defined by the truncated SPDE
(4.25).

Corollary 3.9 (Tightness criterion). Let (X, )nen be a sequence of F-adapted
continuous H-valued processes such that

(a) there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

supE | sup || X,(s)|3| < Cy,
neN s€[0,T]
(b) there ezists a constant Cy > 0 such that
T
supE / |Xn(s)|123(A) ds| < Csy,
neN 0

(¢) (Xn)nen satisfies the Aldous condition [A] in H.

Let P,, be the law of X,, on Zp. Then for every e > 0 there exists a compact
subset K. of Zr such that

supP,(K.) >1—¢.
neN
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Proof. Let € > 0. By the Chebyshev inequality and (a), we infer that for any
n € N and any » > 0

P<{XnezT: sup | Xa(s)[Z > 7 L -

s€[0,T]

}) - Efsup,epo,r) | Xn (s3] < ﬁ

Let Ry be such that % < % Then

supP, 3 sup [ Xu(s)|F > Rip ) <=
neN s€[0,T] 3

Let By = {Xn € Zr: sup,epr [ Xn(s)|% < Rl}.

By the Chebyshev inequality and (b), we infer that for any n € N and
any r > 0

E[”XHH%Q(O,T;D(A))] e

]P({Xn € Zr: || XallL20,75(a)) > 7"}) < 2 =2

Let Ry be such that % < % Then
2

Sggﬂ”n({||Xn|\L2<o7T;D<A>> > Ro}) <

Wl M

Let By := {Xn € Zr: ||XnHL2(0,T;D(A)) < RQ}
By Lemmas 3.6 and 3.8 there exists a subset A: C C([0, 7], H) such
that Pn(A ) >1 —% and

%
lim sup sup |u(t) —u(s)lm=0.
6=0yucA, 5,t€[0,T]
3 Je—s|<s
It is sufficient to define K. as the closure of the set B1 N By N A% in Zp. By
Lemma 3.3, K. is compact in Zp. The proof is thus complete. O

3.2. The Skorohod theorem

We will use the following Jakubowski’s generalisation of the Skorohod theo-
rem in the form given by Brzeniak and Ondrejat [11], see also [17].

Theorem 3.10. Let X be a topological space such that there exists a sequence
{fm}men of continuous functions fn, : X — R that separates points of X.
Let us denote by S the o-algebra generated by the maps {fm}. Then

(a) every compact subset of X is metrizable,

(b) if (m)men is a tight sequence of probability measures on (X,S), then
there exists a subsequence (mg)ken, a probability space (2, F,P) with X-
valued Borel measurable variables &, & such that pum, is the law of &, and &
converges to £ almost surely on Q. Moreover, the law of £ is a Radon measure.

Using Theorem 3.10, we obtain the following corollary which we will
apply to construct a martingale solution of the stochastic tamed Navier-
Stokes equations.
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Corollary 3.11. Let (n,)nen be a sequence of Zp-valued random wvariables
such that their laws law(n,) on (Z7,T) form a tight sequence of probability
measures. Then there exists a subsequence (ny), a probability space (&72,]?, ]I~D)
and Zr-valued random variables 1, N, k € N such that the variables i, and
Nk have the same laws on Zp and n converges to 1 almost surely on Q.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove that on each space appearing in the definition
(3.6) of the space Zp, there exists a countable set of continuous real-valued
functions separating points.

Since the spaces C([0,T]; U’) and L?(0,T; Hy,.) are separable, metrizable
and complete, this condition is satisfied, see [3], exposé 8.

For the space L2 (0,T;D(A)) it is sufficient to put

T
Fnt0) 1= /0 (w(t), v ()p(a) df €R, w e L2(0,T:D(A)), m €N,

where {v,,, m € N} is a dense subset of L?(0,T;D(A)).
Let us consider the space C([0,7; V). Let {hy,, m € N} be any dense

subset of V and let Q7 be the set of rational numbers belonging to the interval
[0,T]. Then the family {f, m € N, t € Qr} defined by

fme(w) :== (u(t), hm)v € R, u€C([0,T];Vy), meN, teQr

consists of continuous functions separating points in C([0, T]; V). The state-
ment of the corollary follows from Theorem 3.10, concluding the proof. [

We end this section by giving the definitions of a martingale and strong
solution to (2.17).

Definition 3.12. A stochastic basis (Q, F,F,P) is a probability space equipped
with the filtration F = {F;}4>0 of its o—field F.

Definition 3.13. A martingale solution of (2.17) is a system

A~~~

(ﬁ, FEBW, a)

where ((AZ,]?, @) s a probability space and F= (]?t) s a filtration on it,

t>0
such that

o~~~

o W is an (?-valued cylindrical Wiener process on (Q,F,F,P),

e U is D(A)-valued progressively measurable process,V-valued weakly con-

X

tinuous F-adapted process such that

a(-,w) € C([0,T]; V) N L2(0, T; D(A)),

T
E( sup Hﬁ(t)llgﬂr/0 |a(t)|2D(A)dt> <00

te[0,T]
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and

<1/i(t),v>+/0 (Au(s),v) ds—i—/o (B(u(s)),v)ds
+ / (@([a()[2) A(s), v) ds = (uo,v) + / @) vds  (39)

t
+ </ G(s,a(s))dW(s),v>.
0
for allt €[0,T) and all v € V, P-a.s.

Definition 3.14. We say that problem (2.17) has a strong solution if for every

stochastic basis (0, F,F,P) and ¢*-valued cylindrical Wiener process W (t)

on the given filtered probability space there exists a D(A)-valued progressively

measurable process,V-valued continuous F-adapted process u such that
u(-,w) € C([0,T); V) N L2(0,T;D(A)),

and satisfies (3.9) for allt € [0,T] and all v € V, P-a.s.

Remark 3.15. The strong solution defined in Definition 3.14 is a probabilis-
tically strong solution with the same regularity as a martingale solution. But,
in Theorem 5.19 we show that the strong solution w is more regular, i.e.
u € C([0,T); V)N L%(0,T;D(A)).

4. Truncated SPDEs

The approximation scheme described in this section to define truncated SPDEs
was first introduced by [16] and also later used by Manna et al. in [21].

In order to describe the approximation scheme, we will use the following
notations and spaces.

B, ={¢eR®: (| <n} CR? neN,
where |-| is the Euclidean norm on R3. We will use F(u) and 4 interchangeably
to denote the Fourier transform of u. The inverse Fourier transform will be
given by F~1.
We define H,, as the subspace of H,
H, := {u € H:supp(i) C By,}.

The norm on H,, is inherited from H. For n € N, let us define a map P,, by

Pou:=F (g, a). (4.1)
Firstly, note that P, : H — H is a linear and bounded map. Moreover,
Range(P,) C H, and hence one can deduce that

P,:H — H,.

In addition, P, is an orthogonal projection onto H,, i.e. Vu e H, u — P,u L

H,,. In other words
(u— Ppou,v)g =0, Vv eH,.
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Indeed, for v € H and v € H,,, we have
(Pou,v)g = (Ppu, V)2 = (F~ ' (1p,4) , F ' (%)) 12
— (%) = [ a©)- v = [ ale)-v()de
[§]<n R3
= (4, V)2 = (u, v)n.
Let us recall that D(A) := HNH??2 and the Stokes operator is given by
Au=-TI(Awu), u€D(A),
and D(A) is a Hilbert space under the graph norm
|U'|2D(A) = fulfy + [Aulf .

Lemma 4.1. Let P, be the orthogonal projection given by (4.1), then P, :
V — V is uniformly bounded.

Proof. Let u € V, then by the definition of P, and V

1/2
1Py = | [ 0+ 1627 (P €0
1/2

1/2
_ [ [ a+ig®is, (f)a@)mé} _ [ [+ e
R3 [€|<n

1/2
<|[a+lepa©ras] =y,
Thus we have shown that
| Prullv < flullv,

and hence P, is uniformly bounded in V. O

Lemma 4.2. If u € D(A) then Aw € H. In particular, if w € D(A) then
Au=-Au.

Proof. Since u € D(A), it is clear that Au € L?. Thus we are left to show that
div(Au) = 0 in the weak sense. Let ¢ € C5°(R?), then using the definition
of div and A, we get

(div(Au) [¢) = =(Au[ V) = =(u[ A(Vp)) = (divu| Ap) = 0.

By definition Au = —II(Aw), but since Au € H, and IT : L? — H is an
orthogonal projection, II(Au) = Awu and hence,

Au=—-Au, u € D(A). (4.2)
t

Lemma 4.3. Ifn € N, then H,, C D(A) and
P, (Au) = Au, u e H,. (4.3)
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Proof. We start with proving the first statement. Let u € H,,; by definition
DA)={ueH:uecH*?} = {u €EH: / (1+ |§|2)2 [a(&)|?de < oo} :
R3

Since u € H,,,supp(i1) C By,

/Rs (1+1¢?)” la(e)Pde = " (1+[¢1%)” [a(e)|?de
< (1+4n%)? a@))Pde = (14+n?)? [ |a(&)*d
<ent) [ @i = 04 n)? [ jate)Pa

=(1+ nz)QHuH%{n < 00.
Thus we have proved that v € D(A) and hence H,, C D(A). Moreover, we
showed that there exists a constant C,, > 0, depending on n such that
|U|D(A) < CWHU'Han ueH,. (4.4)

Now in order to establish the equality (4.3), we just need to show that Au €
H,. Since u € Hy, v € D(A). Hence from Lemma 4.1, Au = —Au. We are
left to show that supp (F(Au)) C B,. Using the definition of Awu, we get
following equalities

F(Au)(€) = —F(Au)(€) = —[¢[*a(€).-
Thus
supp(F(Au)) C supp(| - [*) Nsupp() C B, .
Hence Au € H,,. Since P, : H — H,, is an orthogonal projection, we infer
that
P, (Au) = Au.
O

Lemma 4.4. If n € N, then the map A,, := A|H : H, — H,, is linear and
bounded.

Proof. In Lemma 4.2 we showed that A,, is well defined and it’s straightfor-
ward to show it is linear. We are left to show that it is bounded. Let u € Hy,
then by Parseval equality and the definition of H,,

1/2
IAsulhe, =1 = Aula = | [ IePla(©) de

1/2 1/2
= [ / |5|2|a<5>|2d5] < [n / |a<£>|2d5]
[€]<n [€]<n

1/2
_ [n |a<f>|2df} — nllulm,

R3
Thus,
||A‘nuHHn S n”u”Hn . (4'5)
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Lemma 4.5. If n € N, then the map
B, :H, x H, > (u,v) = P,(B(u,v)) € H, (4.6)

is well defined and Lipschitz on a ball B := {u € Hy, : ||u|lu, < R}, R> 0.
Moreover

<Bn(u)7u>H = 0; u € Hna (47)
[((Bn(u),u)] < 5 |U'|D A t3 \|u| Vull}2 € Hy, (4.8)
where By, (u) := By (u,u) and ((,-)) is defined in (2.1).

Proof. We will show that Vu,v € H,,, B(u,v) € H. Since u,v € Hy,, u,v €
D(A). Thus,

|B(u, v)|lg = | (u-Vv) g <|u- Vv < ||lu|lL<|Vv|Le.

Since H%2(R?) — L*>®(R%) for every s > g, there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

|ull oo vy < Cllullgs2@sy, for s> 3.
In particular, it holds true for s = 2. Thus, we have
[B(u, V)| < Cllullg2[[v] g -
Now by (4.4) and (4.14)
|B(u, V)i < Knllulla, [[v]m, <oo. (4.9)

Hence B(u,v) € H, which implies By, (u,v) € H,, and is well defined.
Let R > 0 be fixed and u,v € Bg. Then, as before, using the embedding
H? — L>, we have

[ Bn(u) = Bn(v)[, < |B(u) = B(V)ln < |u-Vu—v- Vv
< lu = vl Vulpz + [[v] L= |V (u = v)[ 12
< = vllgzllullge + V]2 lle = v#
Since u,v € Bg, and using (4.4) and (4.14), we get
|1Br(u) = Bp(v)||u, < Ch.rllv—vu,, u,veBr. (4.10)
Since u € H,, and P, is the orthogonal projection on H,
(Bn(uw),u)yg = (P (B(u,w)), u)yn = (B(u,u), Pyu)ny = (B(u,u),u)yg =0.

Also by using the definition of ((+,-)) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we
get

[((Bn(u), )]

n(u), AU>H|—|<( ), =Pp(Au))u|

(B
(B(u,u), —Auu| < |B(u, u)|u|(-Au)ln

1
< §|U|D(A) +3 ||U| |VUHL2 .
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Lemma 4.6. The map
gn: Hp 2 u— P, [H(g(|u|2) u)] € Hy,
is well defined and Lipschitz on a ball Br, R > 0. Moreover

2
((=gn(u),u)) < On|Vul2, —2||ul - [Vul| ., u€Hy,
(=gn(uw), upyn < —|lul|: + Cnluli, u e Hy,.
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(4.11)

(4.12)

Proof. Let u € H,,, then by the definition of g (2.14), the estimate (2.15) and

the embedding of H! < L%, we have

lgn (), = [P [[g(lul®) )], < Mg(ul®) w)ln < lg(jul*) vl

:M3}g(|u(x)|2)} (|2dfrr/2 [/ |u(a I"'dw} - = |lullzs

3/2
<Clulfy =c| [ 0+ g de

3/2
=C 1+ [¢[*) () d
[/“n( G 5}

<C(1+n? [ [ e df] ot JRLERY

=C(1+ n2)3/2|u|%2 = Cn||u||f’{n < 00.

3/2

(4.13)

Therefore g, : H,, — H,, is well defined. From above we can also infer that

there exists a constant C,, > 0 depending on n such that
lull < Cullulln,, — w€Hp.
Let R > 0 be fixed and u,v € Br. Then, using (2.16), we have
g (1) = gu (V)11 < Mg (Juf*) ) = T(g(|v[*) v)[u
< lg(jul*)u — g(|v[*) vlz2
< [(g(ul®) = g(1v1*) v 2 + lg(ful*)(u = V)| 2

1/2
<8 | [ @) @ [l@)P + v(@)P] (o) ]

1/2

+ | L @l o) )P s

Since H' < L%, we obtain

(4.14)

Jon0) = 30, < | [ |u<x)|6dm] v [ o) vt e

+8[ u(z) — |6dx] /|u )6 da] "/

R3
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/|v o) ]’ [/ vz |6da:]

1/2
= (el = vilzo + 8lw=vilzs (lulle + IVI%e) /2 V]1e]

/6

1/2
< Cllu vl [l +8 (lulip + VI3) 7 vlan ]
Since u,v € Bg, using (4.14), we get
PN 1/2
190) ~ 9u(6) 1, < Culls — Vil [, +8 (lulls, + Iv1E,) " vl
< Curlu—=vlm, - (4.15)

Let u € H,,, then using Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, the definitions of g, and ((-,-))
we get

((—gn(u),u)) = —(gn(u), —Auyy = —(I(g(|u*) u, Po(—Au))u
= —(g(jul?) w, T (A w) 12 = —{g((ul?) u, —Au) s
Also, note that
(=gn(w), u)n = —(I(g(|uf*)) v, P u)n
= —(g(|ul®) u, T(u)) 2 = —(g([ul?) v, u) 2 -

Hence the inequalities (4.12) can be established with the help of the above
two relations and Lemma 2.1 (ii). This completes the proof of the lemma. [

Lemma 4.7. Let f satisfy the assumption (H1).Then the map
fo i Hy 3w Py [I(f(u)] € Hy (4.16)
1s well defined and Lipschitz.
Proof. Let u € H,, then by the assumption (H1),
[ (), < [TECS ()l < [f (w)] 12
< O (Crlule + s11*) = € (Cyllula, +1bs11) < o0
Therefore f, : H, — H,, is well defined. Let u,v € H,,, then

[ fn(u) = fa(W)lla, < ILf(w) = ILf(V)|a < |f(u) = f(v)[r
< Cplu—v]p2 = Cpllu— v, . (4.17)

Lemma 4.8. Let o satisfy the assumption (H2). Then the map
Gn:H,>u— P,o(Gu)) € La(¢H,) (4.18)

1s well defined and Lipschitz.

Proof. Let u € H,,, then

1Gn (W)l a2,y < IG@)llye2im) < M@ lo(@) 12| V(@) da
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1/2 1
< |sup o] " 1¥alzs < gl
zER3

Using (4.14), we infer
1Gn(Wlse2m,) < Crllulln, < oo. (4.19)
Thus G, : H,, — L2(¢%;H,,) is well defined. Let u,v € H,, then
1Gn(u) = Gr(W)lzoe2m,) < (G (w) = GOVl 2y e2:m)

1/2

L X o @P 19— @) da

IN

Mm o()]|%|V (u — v)(z)[? dw} 1/2

1/2 1
< (sup o) 19 =)l < 5= vl
T€ER3

Using (4.14), we infer
1Gn(u) = Gu(V)llgoe2;m,) < Cnllu—vllu, - (4.20)
[

Proposition 4.9. L2, H' and D(A) norms on H,, are equivalent (with con-
stants depending on n).

Proof. Let u € H,,, then using the Parseval’s identity

e = [ [ it a] = [ JRGIRE "

= ||ul|m,, - (4.21)
Thus if v € H,, then L? and H,, have equal norms. The equivalence of H' and
H,, norms is established from (4.14). Using (4.5) and (4.21) we can establish
equivalence of D(A) and H,, norms. O

As discussed earlier in the introduction instead of using the standard
Galerkin approximation of SPDE on the finite dimensional space we will look
at truncated SPDEs on infinite dimensional space H,,. For every n € N, we
will establish the existence of a unique global solution to the truncated SPDE
and obtain a’priori estimates in order to prove the tightness of measures on
a suitable space.

In order to study the truncated SPDE on H, we project the SPDE
(2.17) on H,, using P,. The projected SPDE on H,, is given by

dup, (t) = - [Anun(t) + By (un (t)) + gn(un (t)) — fn (un(t))] dt
+ G (un(t))dW (t), (4.22)
un(0) = Pp(uo),

where u, € H,,ug € V and other operators A,, By, gn, fn and G, are as
defined in Lemmas 4.4 — 4.8.
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Lemma 4.10. Let us define F': H, — R by

F(u) = [|Gn(u)ll 25 e2:m,) + 2{u, =Anu = Bn(u) = gn(u) + fn(u))u . (4.23)
Then for every u € H,, there exists K1 > 0, independent of n, such that

F(u) < Ki(1+ [Jullg,) - (4.24)
Proof. From the definition of B,,, g, and f,, we have
G ()l 2 (e211,,) + 2w, =Anu — Bp(u) = gn(u) + fu(u))n
= Gn(W)ll oo,y + 2 (u, —II(A w) = P (B(u)))y
=2 (u, P [I(g(Jul?) w)] = PalIL(f (u)])y; -

Using Lemma 4.8 and since u € H,,, we get

Fu) < EIIUII%W = 2|Vaults — 2(u, B(u))u — 2(u, g(|ul*) u) + 2(u, f(u)n

3 2
< ZIIUII%n —2|Vuliz — 2|/ g(Jul?)|ul| . +2Cr|ullf, + 2[bf] L1,

where in the last inequality we used the Young’s inequality and hypothesis
(H1). On rearranging, we get

F(u) +2ul}s + 2| VTPl < Sulfy, +Crlullh, +2lblzs
< Ki(1+ Jullf,),
for appropriately chosen Ki. Thus, in particular
F(u) < Ki(1+ [ullg,).
O

We will use the following theorem from [1, Theorem 3.1] to prove The-
orem 4.12. We have modified it in the way we will be using it.

Theorem 4.11. Let X be an abstract Hilbert space. Assume that o and b
satisfy the following conditions

(i) For any R > 0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that
lo(w) = o(v)llcaezix) + 10(u) = b(¥)llx < Cllu=vI%, Julx, [Ivlx < R.
(ii) There exists a constant Ky > 0 such that

lo(@)lZ,(e2,x) + 20w, b(w)) 2 < K1(1+ JuflX),  weX.

Then for any X -valued &, there exists a unique global solution v = (u(t)),~,
to -

u(t) :£—|—/0 o(u(s)) dW (s) —|—/0 b(u(s)) ds.



Stochastic tamed Navier-Stokes equations on R? 25

Theorem 4.12. Let the assumptions (H1)—(H2) hold. Then for every uy € V
there exists a unique global solution w, = (un(t)),~, to

fo nun — By (un(s)) = gn(un(s)) + fulun(s))] ds
+ fo )) dW (s), (4.25)
UW(O) = Pnuo .

Proof. The proof is a direct application of Theorem 4.11. Using Lemmas 4.4 -
4.8, we can show that condition (7) of Theorem 4.11 is satisfied. In Lemma 4.10
we proved that condition (%) is satisfied. Thus we have existence of the unique
global solution w,, = (un(t)),sq to (4.25). O

5. Existence of solution

5.1. A’priori estimates

In this subsection we will obtain certain a’priori estimates for the solution
Uy, of (4.25). We will use these a’priori estimates in Lemma 5.3 to prove the
tightness of measures on the space Zr, defined in (3.6). We will also establish
certain higher order estimates which will be required to prove the convergence
of non-linear terms in later sections.

Let us fix T' > 0. For any R > 0, define the stopping time

= inf{t € [0, 7] : |un(t)|v > R}, (5.1)

where u,, is the solution of (4.25). By the definition of a martingale solution
one knows that for every n > 1, 73, /0o as R / oo.

Lemma 5.1. Let u,, be the solution of (4.25). For all p > 0 there exist positive
constants C1(p), Ca(p) such that if |Juo|lv < p, then

supE< sup |un<tw>n%> <o), (52)
neN te[0,T]
TATR
supE [ fua (Ol dt < Ca). (53)

Moreover, for every § > 0 there exists a constant C(§) > 0 such that if
luola < 0, then

T/\TR’
bupE/ n(s)|[ 42 ds < Cs(5). (5.4)
0

neN

Proof. Let u,(t), t > 0 be the solution of (4.25) then applying the Itd formula
to ¢(€) = €% and the process uy,(t), we get

tATE
[un (t A TRl = | Pauiolfy +2 / {un(s), =Anun(s) = Bn(un(s)))u ds
0

9 / " (), 9 () — o ()i s
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tATE )
+ / 1Gin (5, (512, 1

+ 2/0 T (), G (5, un () AW, )y - (5.5)

Using Lemma 2.1, the Young’s inequality, assumption (H1), boundedness of
P, in H, we get

tATR tATR
Jun(t A TE)E < Juolf — 2/ [Vun(s)[72 ds + Cf/ |un (5) |y ds
0 0

n / " lun(s) B ds — 2 / " (), [t ()] et () s

1 tATR tATR
+ 1 / |Vt (s)|32 ds + 2/ (un(8), G(s,un(s)) dWs)y . (5.6)
0 0

Using the (4.12)5, we get

tATE tATR
fun(t A TR < fuoff — 2 / Vi (3)] 2 s — 2 / un(3)[4 ds
0 0
tATg

tATg tATg
120y / fun (3) 2 ds + / (Cplun($)[3 + [bylp:) ds + / fun (5) 3 ds
0 0 0

1

tATR tATR
+ Z/ |Vun(s)|%2 ds+2/ (un(s), G(s,un(s)) dWsin .
0 0

On rearranging we get

7 tATER tATE
un AT+ [ VunRads+2 [ (o)L ds
0 0

tArﬁ
< Juol + Tlbslzr + Cyx / i (5) 2 ds
0

+2/ T i (5), G5, n(3)) AWt (5.7)
0
Now since

) = [ (unl) Glos () W, e € 0,77

is a F-martingale, as by Lemma 2.1 and (5.1) we have the following inequal-
ities

tATE 5
E/O ‘(un(s),G(s,un(s))>H| ds

tArﬁ
<E / i (5) 1G5, tn ()2 gy

1 t/\T;
< 1B [ uns) V() ds < .
0
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where to establish the last inequality we have used the equivalences of norm
from Proposition 4.9. Thus, E[u, (¢)] = 0.
Hence applying Lemma 2.2 for the following three processes:

X(t) = |un(t AR

tATR tATER
Y1) = Z/0 IVt (5|22 ds+2/0 it (3)||2.0 ds

and

16) = 2,(0) =2 | " (), G5, (5)) AW

we obtain from (5.7), (2.26) is satisfied for a = 1, Z = |ug|4 + T'|b¢|r1 and
o(r) = Cy,n. Since E(I(t)) = 0, (2.27) is satisfied and hence all inequalities
for the parameters (see (2.25)) are trivially satisfied. Thus, if |ugly <, we
have

7 t/\T}%
SUpE [[un (¢ A TR + 7 / |Vt ()32 ds
neN 4 0
tATR
+2/ lun(s)]14: ds] < C(6) (5.8)
0
In particular,
sup ( sup E |u,(t A TE)@I) < Cr(9). (5.9)
neN \ te[0,T]

Hence, using (5.8) and (5.9) we infer that

TATR _
sugE/ |un(8)]| 14 ds < Cr(Juolfy) =: C3(3). (5.10)
ne 0

Since we are interested in the estimates involving V norm of u. We apply
the Ito formula to ¢(§) = [V&|2, and the process uy,(t), obtaining

tATE
[Vaun(t ATR) |32 = |V(Pyuo)|7e + 2/0 ((un(s), —Anun(s)))ds

- / ((tn(5), Bu(tn(5))))ds — 2 / ((tn(5), g (tn(s))) ) ds

tATR

+2_/0 h ((un(s)vfn(un(s))))dS+A ||V(Gn(s’un(S)))||%2(e2,H)ds

+2/0 P (n(s), G (5 un(s)) VL)) (5.11)

where ((+,-)) is as defined in (2.1).
Using Lemma 2.1, assumptions (H1) — (H2), boundedness of P, in H, esti-
mates (4.8), (4.12), the Cauchy-Schwarz and the Young’s inequality, we get

tATE tATER
IV (A 72)[22 < Vo2 — 2/ At (s)[22 ds +/ 1A (5)[%s
0 0
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tATE

tATR 5 R )
—|—/ ||un(s)| . |Vun(s)||L2 ds + 2CN/ [Vun(s)|72ds
0 0

tATR

B 4/Ot/\TR ||un(8)| ' |Vun(5)||iz ds + 2/0 |Aun(s)|p2|f(un(s))|z2 ds

1 [tATR ) tATR )
+ 3 / [Aun(8)|72ds + Cr / [Vun(s)|72 ds
0 0

o / T (nls), s, un(s)) AWL))

1 tATR
Vua(t AR < [Vaofta = 5 [ (A un(s)lEa ds
0

AT 5 tATR
_ 3/ tn(8)] - [Vt (3)]| 2 s + CT7,,7N/ Vi (5) 22 ds
0 0

1

tATE tATR
t3 [ A adst [ (Crlun(9)+ Ioylu) ds
0 0

tATE
2 [ (). Glo a5 d102)).
0
On rearranging, we have
) tATg 9
[Vun(tATE)| 72 —|—3/0 ||un(s)| . |Vun(s)|‘L2 ds

1 tATE )
—|——/ |[Auy(s)|72ds
4 Jo

tATg
< |VUO|%2 +T|bf|L1 + CT,G',N/ |Vun(s)|2L2 ds
0

+Cf/0 T |un(8)|12{d8+2/0 TR((un(S),G(S,Un(s))dWS)). (5.12)

Now since the process

i (t) = / " (un(s), Gls,un(s) dWL)), t€ (0,7

is a F-martingale, as by Lemma 2.1 and (5.1) we have the following inequal-
ities

B[ (o), Glssun(s))| s

0

t/\Tg
<E / 1A () 2G5, tn()) 12, oy 8

1 t/\T}%
<18 [ AR Tun (o) ds < o
0
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where to establish the last inequality we have used the equivalences of norm
from Proposition 4.9. Thus, E[u, (¢)] = 0.
Again as before, by applying Lemma 2.2 to processes
X(t) = Vup(t AR,
1

t/\‘l'}% t/\‘l'}% 9
YO == [ Aun(s)Bads+3 [ [lun(s)]- [Vua(s)]|} ds
4 0 0

and

1) = 2 (1) = 2 / " (un(s). Gs,un(s) dWL)), £20,

the inequalities (2.26) and (2.27) are satisfied. Thus, from (5.9) and (5.11),
if [Jup|lv < p, then

1 tATR
supE[|Vun(t A TE)FLQ + = / |Aun(3)|2L2 ds
neN 0

4
tATE 9
43 [ ) [Vun)lfads] <Coo). (513)
0
In particular,
sup < sup E |Vu,(t /\T}’%)ﬁz) < Cr(p). (5.14)
neN \ t€[0,T]

From (5.14) and (5.13), we have the following estimate

TATR
supE / |A w, (t)|22 dt < Cr(p). (5.15)
neN 0

Note that |u|2D(A) := |ul?, + |Aul?,. Thus from (5.9) and (5.15) we can infer
(5.3). On combining (5.9) and (5.14), we get

sup ( sup Ellun(tAn’%)ll2v> < COr(p). (5.16)
neN \ te[0,T]

Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the definition of (-, -)v
and the Young’s inequality, for every € > 0 we obtain

t/\‘r}%
E sup / (tn(s), (s, un(s)) dTV,)y
te[0,7] J0

TATR 12
=& /0 |<un<s>,G(s,un<s>>>H+((un«s),c:(s,un(s))))fdsl

- 1/2
/\TR
<E / 1G5, ()12 oty [im (3)] By

-1 TATR ) ) 1/2
<B|7 [ IVu el b ds
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- 1/2
1 ny|2 NTh 2
<38 [ 5w [Vuals AR [ (o) ds]
s€[0,T] 0
TNATR
<eE sup |Vun(s ATR)|2: + CEE/ |un(s)|2D(A) ds. (5.17)
s€1[0,T] 0

On combining (5.7) and (5.12), then using (5.3), (5.9), (5.14), (5.17) and
Lemma 2.2, we can infer (5.2). O

In the next lemma we will use the estimates from Lemma 5.1 to establish
higher order estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Let 7]} be as defined in (5.1). For all p > 0 and p € [1,3] there

exist positive constants C1(p, p) , Ca(p, p) such that if |uollv < p, then
sup E ( sup ||un(t /\TE)H%}D) < Ci(p, p), (5.18)
neN te[0,T]
T/\‘rg 2(;071) )
sup E [lun(s)]ly [Awun(s)|72 ds < Ca(p, p). (5.19)
neN 0

Proof. Let p € [1,00). Then by using the Itd formula for £(t) = |lu,(¢)[3,
¢(x) = 2P, equations (5.5), (5.11) and the definition of || - ||y, we obtain

2
l[un (E A TRV

a1 =2 [ e (Vo) + A () ds
=7 O i) (5), B (51 ds

-2 / O e ™ (), g n (5 ds

=7 O B ™ (), Ftn (5 s

+p / ()13 V1G5, un ()12 20 ds

+2-1) [ T Rt B n(5), G, un ()% ds

+ 2;0/0 ) 122D (), G (5, 0 () AW}y (5.20)

Using Lemma 2.1, boundedness of P, in V and assumption (H1), we can
simplify (5.20)

lun (¢ A TR

tATg
< JJun(0)F — 229/0 len()IF" ™Y (1Vun()]F2 + [Aun(s)l72) ds
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AT 2p-1) |1 2 1 2
+2p ; lun(s)llv o [Aun(s)[z2 + §|Iun(8)l |V (s)]] .| ds
9 TR 2(p—1) 2
— un($)lIv" (un(s), g(|un(s)|)un(s))v ds
TR 2(p—1) 2 1 2
+2p ; l[un ()l Crlun(s)li + losler + 1A un(s)[z2 | ds
TR 2(p-1) |1 2 2
+p ; lun(s)llv 5[ Aun(s)lL2 + Oro|Vun(s)lz2 | ds
tATE
+2p(p—1) /O [un ()PP~ |G (5, un ()12, (g2 i () I3 ds

tATg
+2p / ()2 (1 (3), G5, () W)y
On rearranging, we get

et A 72|27
2 p TR 2(p—1) 2
< un(0)37 2 / ()27 | A i () 25 dis
tATg
9 / [t (8)]2 D [Vt (5) 2. ds
0
tATR a(p—1) 5
+p / n () 122 (8)] - [Vt ()], s
tATR 2( 1 5
—2p/0 1un () 2P Vg Ten B - [un(3)]] ds
tATR 2(p-1)
+CN-2p/O () 1270 [Vt (5) 22 dis
tATR 2(p-1) 5
_4p / ()27 |t (3)] - [ V()2 dis
tATR 2(p—1) tATE 2(p-1)
+2pCy / et ()27 () B s+ 2plbg] 1 / e (327
tATR a(p—1)
+pCry / ()27 |t (5) 2 s
0

+2p/0 N ()13 (i (5), G5, (5)) AW, )y

tATE 1
2= 1) [ TP [ LA + O Funlo)l] as
0

which on further simplification yields

3_p t/\‘l'g _
Junte A I + 2 [ R A w0l s
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tATR 2(p—1) 5
430 [ a2 lun(s)] - [Van(s)|[, ds
0
tAT
1 2
+2p/0 )2 T - ()] s

AT
< un(0)|F + Cronp un ()37 |V (s)[22 ds
0

tATE

tATE B B
e / e ()22 un(5)[2 ds + 2plby| 11 / lun(s) |27 ds

+2p/0 s ™ (tn(s), Gls, n(s)) AW, )y (5.21)

As before we will show that

n

Mn(tAT}%’)=/O h n ()7 (n (), G(5,un(s) AW )y, t € [0,T]

is a F-martingale. By Lemma 2.1 and (5.1) we have the following inequalities

E / " tn ()P0 |t (5), G5, un () | ds

tATE
4(p—1
SE/O e ()37~ ot () ) 1G5 () 1 2 ) s

<iE o et () 157 1t (5) B ) [Vt (5) 32 s < 00
=7 0 n AV4 n D(A) n L2 ’

where the finiteness of the integral follows from Proposition 4.9. Hence,
Elpn(t)] = 0.

Since |un($)|lu < [Jun(s)|lv and |Vun(s)|r2 < [Jun(s)|v on applying the
modified version of the Gronwall Lemma (Lemma 2.2) for

X () = lun(t ATR)IY

and
p(3—p) [T 2p—1
V() = 22 [ () A w9l s
tATE a(p—1) 5
+3p / ()27 fun(8)] - [ V()2 dis
tATE 2( 1 5
+2p/0 () 1272 I g TP - fu(s)]] ds
we have

sup< sup Enun(tmznfv”) < Orplluol¥, pell3.  (5.22)
neN \ te[0,T]
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Using (5.22) in (5.20), we also obtain

t/\‘l'g -
supI[-E/0 ||un(s)||3,(p 1)|Aun(5)|2L2 ds

neN

< CT,pHU'OH%/p = CQ(pv p)v pe [153] . (523)

Now we are left to show the estimate (5.18). Using the Burkholder-
Davis- Gundy inequality, Lemma 2.1, we get

tATR 2(p—1)
E Sup]/ [un ()™ (un(s), G(s, un(s))dWa)v
0

tel0,T

TATR 1/2
/0 ()47 (u <s>,G<s,un<s>>>v|2ds]

TATR 1/2
4(p—1
/O et () 157N G (5, ()12 (02080 [ () By dS]

1/2

gl tn ()47 [Vn ()22 [un ()3 a) d
=1 o n Vv n L2|Un D(A) S

Using the definition of V-norm, the Holder inequality and the Young’s in-
equality, for € > 0 we obtain

Bosp [ fualIR (un): Gl w5V

t€[0,7] J0
1/2

IN

1 TATR 2(p—1) 2
7E /0 [t ()1 ()57 [t (8) [ s

1 TATR 1/2
n 2(p—1
=F l sup_[un(t A TR / ltn ()57 [t () By ) ds]
te[0,T] 0
TATER
< 5Ets&1)pT] un(t A TR + C. E/ ||Un(5)||2(p71)|Un(5)|2D(A) ds .
S

(5.24)

Thus from (5.21) and using (5.23), (5.24) and Lemma 2.2, we have

E( sup ||un(tmzs>||2v”>
t€[0,T]

< Cryp (EfJuoll}?) +<E < sup lun(t A Tg)n?vp) + Cropee

t€[0,T]
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Choosing ¢ small enough we get

supE< sup ||un<wg>||%p> < Cry (Iuol?) = Cipp). pE[1,3].
neN te[0,T]
(5.25)
O

5.2. Tightness of measures

For each n € N, the solution u, of the truncated equation (4.25) defines a
measure law(uy,) on (Z7,7T), where Zp was defined in (3.6) as

Zr =C([0,T);U) N L2(0,T;D(A)) N L*(0,T; Hyoe) N C([0, T); V).
In this subsection we will prove that this sequence of measures defined on Zr
is tight.
Lemma 5.3. The set of measures {law(uy,),n € N} is tight on (Zr,T).
Proof. We recall the definition of the stopping time, 77
Th =inf{t € [0,T] : |un(t)||v > R}.

We will use Corollary 3.9 to prove the tightness of measures. According to
estimates (5.2) and (5.3), conditions (a) and (b) are satisfied. Thus it is
sufficient to prove that the sequence (uy,)nen satisfies the Aldous condition
[A] in H. By (4.25), for t € [0,T A 73] we have

n®) =0 0) ~ [ A (s) s~ / By () ds /  uiun(s)) ds

0
t t
+ / Jn(un(s))ds + / Gr(s,un(s))dW (s)
0 0
= JU TR 4+ TR + T + TR+ JE(), te[0,TATh].
Let s,t € [0,7],s < t and 0 := t — s. First we will establish estimates for each
term of the above equality. Ad. J3. Since A : V. — V', then by the Holder
inequality and (5.3), we have the following inequalities

tATg
/ A,y (r) dr

E[lJ3(EATR) = J5 (s AT)lu] = E

ATE H
tATE L tATR %
< E / A ()] dr < 0% (E / fun ()3 a) dr
SATR SATR
< ¢(Co(R))? - 0% = ¢y - 6V (5.26)

Ad. J§. B : D(A) x V — H is bilinear and continuous and P, : H — H is
bounded then by Lemma 4.5, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.2) we
have

E[lJ3(tATR) = J3 (s ATR)lu] = E

/SMT;% P, B(uy(r)) dr

n
NTR

H
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tATR
< IE/ | Py, B(un (1), wn(r))|a dr

n
NTR

tATR
< E/ B[ - [un(r)[payllun(r)llv dr

/\Tg
1/2 inrn 1/2
<CE( | sup funltnrp)lR| 62 | [ B dr
te[0,T] 0
< (CL(R)Y?(Co(R)V? - 012 :=¢5-0'/2 (5.27)

Ad. J}. Since H! < LS then by the definition of g and estimate (5.18) (for
p = 2), we have

B (I3t A7) - S ARl = E| [ " galun(r)) dr

/\Tﬁ H
tATR tATR
<E [P 0gun ()P un( ) dr < [ lg(lun ()P ()]0 dr
SATR SATR
t/\Tg’, 1/2 t/\‘l'g
< IE/ < |y, (7, x)[° dx) dr = IE/ |t () |3 6 ds
SATR R3 SATR
tATR 3/4
< C]E/ lun@IE dr < T2 |E [ sup [untn=)s )| 012
SATH t€[0,T]
< C-(CL(2,R)>*- 012 =y - 0Y/2. (5.28)

Ad. J?'. Using the assumption H1, (5.9) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we obtain the following inequalities

E[lJ5(tATR) = J5 (s A TR)|u] = E

/ P P () dr)

n
NTR

H
tATR tATR 1/2
<E / | (tn (1) s dr < E / Flun@)fdr] 612
s/\‘r}% s/\Tg
tATR 1/2 .
< (Cf/ |un(r)|?{d7‘+T|bf|L1> 02
S/\T}%
< (Cf + bl )2 T2 (C(R)Y? 02 = 5 - 612 (5.29)

Ad. J¢. Using the It6 isometry, Lemma 2.1 and (5.2), we obtain the following

2

E [|Jg'(t ATRE) = JE (s A Tg)ﬁl} =K / " Gy (r,un(r)) dW(r)

n
ANTR

H
tATR

t/\T}% 1
—E [RGB [ [Tun(r) e dr

n n
NTR SATR
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<

] =

E ( sup |lun(t A T§)|%> 0 < iCl(R) 0 =cs-0. (5.30)

t€[0,T]

Let us fix kK > 0 and € > 0. By the Chebyshev’s inequality and estimates
(5.26) - (5.29), we obtain
P{IJ7 (A TR) = T (s ATR)ln = K})
Ci91/2

1
é;EHJ?@M@—J?@MEMH]g —; neN,

2
where i = 2,...,5. Let §; = . Then

Z

sup sup P{|JEATE) — I (sATR)la > k}) <e, i=2...5.
neN 0<6<s;

By the Chebyshev inequality and (5.30), we have

P({|Jg (t ATR) = Jg (s A TR)|H = K1)
060

1 n n n n
< ?E [|J6 (tATR) — J§ (8/\7‘R)|%{] < ?; neN
2
Let 66 = C—e. Then
6
sup sup P{|JEEATH)—JE(sATE)u > k}) <e

neN 0<0<6g

Since [A] holds for each term J, i = 1,2,...,6; we infer that it holds also

for (un)nen. Thus, the proof of lemma can be concluded by invoking Corol-
lary 3.9. t

Now we will state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 5.4. Let assumptions (Hl) and (H2) be satisfied. Then there exists
a martingale solution (Q, F,F, P, @) of problem (2.17) such that

T

E[ sup ||a(t)|% —|—/ |1/i(t)|2D(A) dt] < 00. (5.31)
te[0,T] 0

In the following subsection we will prove Theorem 5.4 in several steps.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.4

By Lemma 5.3 the set of measures {law(u,),n € N} is tight on the space
(Z7,T) defined by (3.6). Hence by Corollary 3.11 there exists a subsequence
(nk)ken, a probability space (ﬁ, F, @) and, on this space, Zp-valued random
variables u, U, , k > 1 such that

Up, has the same law as u,, and u,, — u in Zp, P-a.s. (5.32)
Up, — 0 in Zp P-a.s. precisely means that
Up, — u in C([0,T]; U"),
Un, — u in L?(0,T;D(A)),
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Ui, — @ in L*(0,T; Hie),
U, — U in C([0,T]; V).
Let us denote the subsequence (u,, ) again by (U )nen-
By Theorem B.1, C([0,T]; H,,) is a Borel subset of C([0, T]; U')NL2(0, T'; Hype ).
Since u, € C([0,T]; Hy), P-a.s., and @y, u, have the same laws on Z7, thus
law(u,) (C([0,T);Hy)) =1, neN. (5.33)

Since C([0,7]; V)N Z7 and L2(0,T;D(A)) N Zt are Borel subsets of Zr
(Theorem B.1) and 4, and u, have the same laws on Z7; from (5.18) and
(5.3), we have for p € [1, 3]

wpﬁ(smp|mﬁ@m$ﬁ<<cmm, (5.34)
neN  \0<s<T

T
sup e /Q () [Ba) d5| < Calluol2) (5.35)

Also, C([0,T]; H,,) is continuously embedded in L*(0,T; L*) and 1, u,, have
same law p on C([0,77; H,,), therefore we have

~ T N A B T N ) B
IE/O ([ ()]/7,1 ds—/ﬁ [/O [ (5,0)[|%4 ds] dP(w)
r T
B /L4(O,T;L4) [/o s ds] = /C([O,T];Hn) [/0 Iyllzs ds} dp(y)
_ - B T \
a /L4(0,T;L4) [/0 511 ds] du(y) —/Q [/0 [[tn(s,w)||7 ds} dP(w)

T
:EA tn(s) | L ds

Thus, by estimate (5.4) we infer

T
mm/n%@m@g@mﬁy (5.36)
neN 0

By inequality (5.35) we infer that the sequence (u,) contains a subse-
quence, still denoted by (,,) convergent weakly in L2([0, T] x Q; D(A)). Since
by (5.32) P-a.s , — u in Z7, we conclude that € L2([0,T] x Q; D(A)), i.e.

E

T
/0 [a(s)[B(a) ds] < 00. (5.37)

Similarly by inequality (5.34) for p = 1 we can choose a subsequence of (u,,)
convergent weak star in the space L?(Q; L>(0,T;V)) and, using (5.32), we
infer that

IE( sup ||az(s)||2v) <o, (5.38)
0<s<T
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C([0,T);H,,) in partlcular in C([0,T]; H) defined by

M, (t) = Un(t) — /Aun ds+/B (i (s

For each n > 1, let us consider a process M with trajectories in

+/ gn(ﬂn(s))ds—/ Faliin(s)) ds, te0,7]. (539

Lemma 5.5. M, is a ' square integrable martingale with respect to the filtration
F, = (]—'n,t) where ]—'n ¢ = o{un(s), s < t}, with the quadratic variation

(M) :/0 G (s, T ()12, g2y ds - (5.40)

Proof. Indeed since u, and u, have the same laws, for all s,t € [0, 7], s <1,
then for all bounded continuous functions h on C([0, s|; V), and all ¢, { € V,
(v > 4), we have

E (M, (8) = Ma(s), )i o.5)| =0 (5.41)

— [ (G001 Pat (G161 o))" Pan o) - )] =0.
’ (5.42)
O

Lemma 5.6. Let us define a process M for t € [0,7] by
M) = i /Au ds+/ B(a(s)) ds
+/0 ()P ds - [ Wi ds. (543

Then M is a H-valued continuous process.

Proof. Since u € C([0,T]; V) we just need to show that the remaining terms
on the r.h.s. of (5.43) are H-valued a.s. and well-defined.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality repeatedly and (5.37) we have the
following inequalities

- . 1/2
E/ |AT(s)|y ds < T2 <E/ |ﬂ(s)|2D(A) ds) < 00.
0 0

Since H*P(RY) — L>(R9) for every k > d/p, hence there exists a C' > 0
such that |lu| L < C ||ul| g2 for every u € H*?(R?). Thus by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, (5.37) and (5.38) we obtain the following estimate
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1/2

T T
u(s s /2 u(s) - Vu(s)|?. ds
E/O |B(u(s))|yy ds < T E(/O I()V()ILd>
1/2

T
STV%3</|m@miqvm@&2w>
0
N - 1/2
<TW0E</|mﬂamm@ﬁwﬁ
0

. 1/2
<T'?2C IE/O |ﬁ(s)|2D(A) ds] < 00.

We know that for d = 3, H? < L° thus using (2.15), (5.32) and (5.34), we
get

1/2
E sup |ﬁ(8)|%]
s€[0,T]

T T
IE/O |Tg([a(s)[*)i(s)] ds < IE/O lg([i(s)[*)u(s)| 2 ds
T

T
SE/ la(s)||36 ds < CIE/ la(s)|3 ds
0 0

3/4
<C[E sup Jus)|[y | 7T <oo.
s€[0,T]

Using the assumptions (H1) and (5.38) we can show that

. T . T
EA MﬂM$Mw%§EA |F(@(s))] 2 ds
1/2

T 1/2 T
<T'2E (/ |f(@(s))|3 ds> <72 <E/ (Crla(s)[f + lbslr) ds) < oo.
0 0

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.7. Let v > 3, u € L?(0,T;H) N L*(0,T; L") and (un)nen be a
bounded sequence in L(0, T; H)NLA(0, T; L*) such that w, — w in L?(0,T;Hj,.).
Then for all r,t € [0,T] and all ¢ € V,:

t

lim <g(|un(5)l2)un(8),¢>d8=/ (glu(s)]*)u(s),v) ds. (5.44)

n—oo r
Here (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between V., and V..

Proof. We will prove the lemma in two steps.
Step 1
Let us fix v > 2 and r,t € [0, T]. Assume first that ¢» € V. Then there exists a
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R > 0 such that supp(¢) is a compact subset of Or. There exists a constant
C > 0 such that

g (|ul*)u, )| = '/O g(lu(@)[P)u(z)e(z) do
R
< |g(|u|2)|L2(OR)|u|%2((’)R)”wHLaQ(OR) < ||U’|2|L2(OR)|U’|L2(OR)||w||LaQ
< CllullZalul 2o ¥, , we HNLY, (5.45)

where we used (2.8) to establish the last inequality. We have

9(unl*)un — g(|u*)u = g(|unl*) (un —w) + [g(|unl®) — g(Jul*)] u.
Thus using the estimate (5.45), the Holder inequality, (2.16) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

/ (9([tin(5)[2)un (5), ) dis — / (gn (Ju(5)[2)u(s), ) ds

<

+ / ((g(lun()*) = g(Ju(s)*)) u(s), ) ds

<c / ()12 tn () — (8) 220 |1 v-, dis
2 / (tn(s) — u(s)] (1un(s)] + [u(s)]) u(s), ¥)]| ds
< Clélv, / ()2t (5) — (8) 20 s

+ 2CIIibllvw/ [un(s) = u(s)l L2 (0 [ul(s) [lun(s)] + [u(s)]] | L2 o d5-

<Cl¥lv, [|Un|2L4(0,T;L4)|Un —ulL2(0,1:22(0R))

t 1/2
2
1+ 2lutn — ul 2075120 m) [ [ 166) (a9 + ] [, ds] ]

1/2
<C |:|un|%4(0,T;L4) + 2|U|QL4(0,T;L4) (|un|i4(O,T;L4) + |u|2L4(0,T;L4)) ]

X [un — ulp2(0,7;22(0R) 1YV, -

Since u, — u in L%*(0,T;Hj,.) we infer that (5.44) holds for every v € V.
Step I

Let ¢ € V,, and € > 0. Then there exists a 1. € V such that |[¢. —¢||v, <e.
Hence, we get

(g (un]?)un = g([ul?)u, v)|
< [g(unl*yun — g(ulyu, ve)| + [(g(junl*)un — g(Jul*)u, & — )]
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S |<g(|un|2)un - 9(|U|2)U7¢e>|
+ [lglunyunlivg + lg(ulyelv, | 19 = delv, - (5.46)

Since V is dense in V., (5.45) holds for all ¢y € V. In particular, there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that

lg(lul)ullvy < Cllulljaluls, — weHNL?. (5.47)
Using (5.46), (5.47) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have following

inequalities

/ (9(lun(s)*)un(s) — g(Ju(s) P uls), ¥) ds

< EC/ (lln ()12 ()11 + ()| Zau(s) 1) ds

+ /<g(|un(5)l2)un(8)—g(IU(S)IQ)U(S),%MS

<eC [||Un||2L4(o,T;L4)||Un||L2(0,T;H) + lullZa 0,7, 20y llewll 20,700

+ /<9(|un(8)|2)un(8)—g(IU(S)Iz)U(S),%)dS :

Hence by Step I and the assumptions on u,u,, there exists a M > 0
such that

lim sup
n—r oo

/I<g(lun(8)|2)un(8) = g(Ju(s)*)u(s), v) ds| < Me.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary we conclude the proof. O

Corollary 5.8. Let v > 2, uw € L*(0,T;H) N L*(0,T; L") and (un)nen be a
bounded sequence in L2(0, T; H)NLA(0, T; L*) such that w, — w in L?(0,T;Hj,.).
Then for all r,t € [0,T] and all ¢ € V,

t

i [ (gun(s) Pyun(s), Pt} ds = / (g(Ju(s)2)u(s), ¥ ds.  (5.48)

Here (-,-) denotes the dual pairing between V., and V..
Proof. Let us fix v > % and take r,t € [0,T] and ¢ € V. We have

/ (0(in(3)]2 Yun(5), Patt) ds

- / (9t (3)] Y (), Pt — ) s + / (9(un(3)2Yun(s), ) ds
=11 (n) + Ix(n).

We will consider each of these integrals individually. Using the estimate from
(5.47), we have

111 (n)] < / lg(lun($)1*)un(s) v, [1Patp = 9l v, ds
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t
< 1Pt — b, / ()12 |t (5)]11 s

Since the sequence (u,)nen is bounded in L2(0,7;H) N L*(0,7;L*) and
P,y — v in V,, we infer that lim, .o I1(n) = 0. By Lemma 5.7 we in-
fer that

i La() = [ {o((u(s))u(s).v) ds.

n—oo

Lemma 5.9. For all s,t € [0,T] such that s <t and v > 3/2:

() limy o0 (Tin (£), Pat) = (U(t),¥), Pras, €V,

(b) limy o0 [2 (AT (o), Pytp)u ds = ft<Aﬂ(a) Y)u do, P-a.s., ¢ € H,

(€) litn—sos [, (Biin (), Pt} dor = [[(B(i(0), ¥) do, P-as., € Vs,

(d) limy, oo [ (g(|Tn(0)2)iin(0), Putp) do = [{g([ii(0)*)ii(0), v) do, P-a.s.,
P eV,

(€) limpso [ (f (@n(0)), Path) do = [[(f(i(0)), ) do, P-a.s., v € Vs,

where (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between appropriate spaces.
Proof. Let us fix s,t € [0,T], s <t and vy > % By (5.32) we know that P-a.s.
Uy — win C([0,T]; U)NLZ (0, T; D(A))NL* (0, T; Hioe)NC ([0, T); Vi) (5.49)

Let ¢ € V. Since @, — @ in C([0,T]; Vy,) P-as., from (5.34) @, is
uniformly bounded in C([0,T]; V) and P, — ¢ in V, thus

Lim (7, (), Patp) — (@l0), )
= lim (@ (t) —U(t),¥) + lim (@ (1), Pato — ) =0 P-as.

n—
Hence we infer that assertion (a) holds.
Let ¢ € H. Since by (5.49) @, — @ in L2,(0,T;D(A)) P-a.s., from (5.35)
Uy, is uniformly bounded in L2 (0,7;D(A)) and P,¢ — ¢ in H. Thus, we
have, @—a.s.,
t

lim [ (Afin(0), Pt do — / (ATi(o), V)i do

n—oo [
t t

= lim (A, (o) — Au(o), )y do + lim (At (o), Pytb — )y do

n—oo s n—oo s

=0.

Hence, we have shown that assertion (b) is true.

Assertion (c) follows directly for every ¢ € V., from [8, Lemma B.1] and
a modification of Corollary 5.8.

By (5.49) @, — @ in L*(0,T; Hjoe). From Lemma 5.1, (5.32) and (5.36)
the sequence () is bounded in L2(0, T; H)NL*(0,T; L*) and u € L*(0, T; H)N
L*(0,T; L*). Thus, using Corollary 5.8 we infer that (d) holds for every
eV,
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Now we are left to deal with (e). Let ¢ € V,,
/ (o)), Part) ds — / (@), 9} do
-/ {F(@n(0)) — F(@0)), v} do + / {F@n(0)), Puth — ) do

Since V. — H, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have
[ o). P ds = [ (f(@t0),v) do
s 0
t t
< [ W4@n(o)) = £Go).6)do + [ I un(olv, [P = v, do
0 s

S/<f(ﬂn(0))—f(ﬂ(ff)),1/}>d0+||Pn¢—¢||vw/ (Ctllun(o)lla + [bglpr) do
0 s
=11 (n) + Ix(n).

Since %, — u in L?(0,T; Hyoe) and 1, is a bounded sequence in L?(0,T; H).
I1(n) can be shown to converge to zero as n — oo following the methodology
of Lemma 5.7 and Corollary 5.8. Since P, — ¢ in V., Iz(n) — 0 as n — oo.
This completes the proof of Lemma 5.9. O

The proofs of Lemmas 5.10, 5.13 and 5.14 follow the similar methodology
as that of Lemmas 5.6 - 5.8 [8] and Lemmas 5.9 - 5.11 [5].
Let h be the bounded continuous function on C([0,77; V).

Lemma 5.10. Let v > % For all s,t € [0,T], such that s <t and all Y € V,

=B [(M () = M(s), ¥)h(@o,q))| - (5.50)

Proof. Let us fix s,t € [0,T],s <t and ¢ € V,. By Eq. (5.39), we have
(o (®) = Ma5): ) = (n(0) = n(6), Pat) + [ (A0, Pu) do
+ [ B P o+ [ (ol (o), P} do

- [ U@, P do.
By Lemma 5.9, we infer that
dim (M, (1) = M(s),9) = (M(t) = M(s),9), P-as. (5.51)

In order to prove (5.50) we first observe that since u,, — @ in Z7, in particular
in C([0,T]; V) and h is a bounded continuous function on C([0,77; V), we
get

lim h(ﬂn\[o,s]) = h’(ﬂHO,s])v (552)

n—oo
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and
sup [[7:(tin(0,5)) || oo < 00 (5.53)
ne

Let us define a sequence of R-valued random variables :

fa(@) = [(Ma(t), 9) = (Ma(,0), 0)] hliinjo,0), @ € 9.

We will prove that the functions {f,}»en are uniformly integrable in order
to apply the Vitali’s convergence theorem. We claim that

sup E[|f]?] < o0. (5.54)
neN

Since, H < V/ then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for each n € N we
have

Bllfal?) < 2¢|h 0 3 013 B (MO + [Ma(s) %] . (5.55)

Since, ]\7" is a continuous martingale with quadratic variation defined in
(5.40), by the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we obtain

T
E| sup [M(t)%| < cE / |Gn<o,an<a>>|%2<z2;mdo]. (5.56)
te[0,T] 0

Since, P,,: H — H is a contraction and by Lemma 2.1, (5.18) for p = 1, we
have

T
E [/0 G (e, n(0))IIZ, (¢2.10) do

. T
<E l/o I1G (o, tn (@))IIZ, (2.1, dff]

T
~ 1
<E V@ V(o). do T<oo.  (557)
Then by (5.55) and (5.57) we see that (5.54) holds. Since the sequence
{fn}nen is uniformly integrable and by (5.51) it is P-a.s. point-wise con-
vergent, then application of the Vitali’s convergence theorem completes the
proof of the Lemma. O

<E l sup || (0)[1%
c€[0,T]

Remark 5.11. Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we have proved a
stronger claim (5.56) than what we needed.

From Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.10 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.12. For all s,t € [0,T] such that s < t:
E (M(t) - M(s)\ft) =0.
Lemma 5.13. For all s,t € [0, T such that s <t and all 1,( € V,,
Jim E[ (1), 9) (M0 (8),€) = (Man(5), %) (Mo (5), ) ) 0.9
= B[ (35, ) (M (1), ¢) = (M (5), ¥}(M (5). ) ) Al .41

where (-,-) denotes the appropriate duality pairing.
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Proof. Let us fix s,t € [0,7] such that s < ¢ and ¢,{ € V, and define
R-valued random variables f,, and f for w € 2 by

fal@) = (Vo (t,0), ) (M (8,0), €) = (M (5,0), ) (Mo (5,0), €) ) 0, (),

f(w) = (<M(t7w)7 w><M(t7w)7 <> - <M(57w)7 w><M(8a w)a <>)h(ﬂ|[0,s] (OJ)) .

By Lemma 5.9 or more precisely by (5.51) and (5.52) we infer that lim,,_,~ fn(w) =
f(w), for P almost all w € Q.
We will prove that the functions { f,, }nen are uniformly integrable. We claim
that for some r > 1,
sup E [| fn]"] < o0 (5.58)
neN
For each n € N as before we have

E(1fal"] < ClIb o Gl 101, I B 1M + M) ] - (5.59)

Since, Mn is a continuous martingale with quadratic variation defined in
(5.40), by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we obtain

T

T
E| sup [M ()| < cE / |Gn<o,an<o>>|%2<m>do] . (5.60)

te[0,T]

Since, P,,: H — H is a contraction and by Lemma 2.1 we have

T " T "
E /0 [Gn (o, an(o-))H%g(ﬁ;H) dU] <E /0 |G (o, an(U))H%g(ﬁ;H) dU]
_ T4 " _ T
<E / Z|Vﬂn(0)|ig do| <C.T7'E / ||'1In(a)||%}’ do
0 0
<CTE | sup |an<o>|ﬂ . (5.61)
c€[0,T]

Thus if » € [1, 3] then by (5.18), (5.53) and (5.59) - (5.61) we infer that (5.58)
holds. Hence by application of the Vitali’s convergence theorem

lim E[f,] = E[f]. (5.62)

n—oo

O

We will be using the following notations in following lemmata. V/(Og)
is the dual space to V(Og), where

V(OR) := the closure of V(Og)in H'(Og,R?),
where
V(OR) := {u € C5°(R*R3): divu = 0, suppu C Or}.
We recall that Hp,, is the space of restrictions to the subset Or of elements

of the space H i.e.,
H(QR = {u‘@R: u e H} ,
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with the scalar product defined by
(U, Vno,, = / u(z)v(z)dx, wu,veHo,.
Or

Lemma 5.14. The map G: Ho,, — L2(0%;V'(OR)) given by (2.13) is well
defined and there exists some constant Cr > 0 such that

1G(W) coe2vi(0r)) < Crllullbg,, weH. (5.63)

Moreover, for every ¢ € V the mapping H > u +— (G(u),) € £? is contin-
wous, if in the space H we consider the Fréchet topology inherited from the
space LE (R3 R?).

Proof. Let o = (0%,...,0%) : O — R% and fix R > 0. Let u € V(Og). Then
d d ; d
o . Oc7 S Ou ;Ou
—(0lu) = (—u + 0o’ —) =(divo)u+ » o—. (5.64)
j:Zl (9.231‘ jzz:l 8a:j 8a:j ; 8a:j

Let v € V(Og). Since, v on the boundary dOp is equal to zero, thus using
the integration by parts formula, we obtain for v € V(Og)

d
7= 2 a0
o) —)vdx = u)vdr — (divo)uvdx
~/(9R (; 833] Z Or
z—Z/ —dw—/ (divo)uvdx.
Or Or

L
Using the Holder inequality, we obtain
d
8u
Z 0] v dw‘
Or

< HUHLwIUIHoR Vlvog) T ldivellreluly, [VIviom:- (5.65)

Therefore, if we define a linear functional Br by

d
. 48u
BRV.:/O (E 8$J)de v e V(Ogr),

R _7 1

we infer that it is bounded in the norm of the space V(Og). Thus it can be
uniquely extended to a linear bounded functional (denoted also by Bg) on
V(ORgr). Moreover, by estimate (5.65) we have the following inequality

1Brllvi©on) < (lollee + lldivallL<)lulno,
or equivalently

Io - Vyullvion < (lolz~ + ldivollz~) fuly,, - (5.66)
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is an or-

Since by equality (2.13), G(u)(e;) = II[(0; - V)u], where {ej}ji
thonormal basis of £2, we get by estimate (5.66)

1

1/2

G ()|l oe2,v(0R)) = Z |‘G(u)(ej)||%/’((’)1?)

j=1
< (lolle + lIdivallee) - fuly,,, -
Therefore, using the assumption (H2), G(u) € L2(¢?,V'(Og)) and
1G (W)l 2502 v (0r)) < Cr - uly,, -

By estimate (5.63) and the continuity of the embedding £2(¢2, V' (Or)) —
L((2,V'(ORr)), we obtain

IGWylvion < CR)uly, lylle,  weH, yee
for some constant C'(R) > 0. Thus, for any ¢ € V(Og)

(Gy)| < C(R)uly,, Nyllelldllvion, weH, ye. (5.67)
Now we identify v+ (G(-), %)y with the mapping ¢**G: H — (¢2)’ defined by
WGy = (Guyy € R, weH, yel.

Thus, from the inequality (5.67), we infer that
[P Gl < C(R)[Plvuly,,, - (5.68)

Therefore, if we fix 1» € V then, there exists Ry > 0 such that suppv is a
compact subset of Op, . Since G is linear, estimate (5.68) with R := Ry yields
that the mapping

L (R* R*) D H3uw— **G(u) € 12

loc

is continuous in the Fréchet topology inherited on the space H from the space
L? (R3,R?), concluding the proof of the lemma. O

loc

Lemma 5.15 (Convergence of quadratic variations). For any s,t € [0,7] and
Y, ¢ € V,, we have

lim E K / t((G(a, Un(0)))" Path, (G(0, 10 (0)))* PaC) da) : h(’dnno,s])]

n—00

~&[( [ (G iton) v (Glailo)” ¢ dn) - ha)].
where (-,-) is the inner product in (2.

Proof. Let us fix ¥, € V, and let us denote for w € Q

fa(w) = </ ((G(0,1n(0)))" Puth, (G(0,1n(0)))” PaC)e2 dff) () po,]) -
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We will prove that the functions are uniformly integrable and convergent
P-a.s. We start by proving that for some r > 1,

sup E[|f]"] < oo. (5.69)
neN

Since, L2(¢?; H) is continuously embbeded in £(¢?; H), then by (2.20) there
exists some ¢ > 0 such that

[ (G0 in(0.w)))” Patlez < G0 (0. 0) | cgesany | Pt
< 5|Vt (o,0) 2 [l

and thus

E|f.] =E \ (/ (Gl n(0)) Patt, (G0 1n (o))" PuGheads ) - o)

T

IN

1o T E ( G T ))” Pt (G in(0)" P do)

C2T e T ks ks ! e "
< ol lolilci [ o)l do)

Using the Holder inequality, we get

t T t
E( / |an<o,w>|%do) <=9 E [ (o)l do

<T'E ( sup IIﬂn(o,w)H?vr> :

c€[0,T]
Thus
E|fa" < CE < sup IIﬂn(va)H?vr>

c€[0,T]

for some C' > 0. Hence by (5.34) for some r € (1, 3]

supE|f,|" < CsupE | sup i (0,w)[[¥7| < CC1(r) < oo,
neN neN c€[0,T]
inferring (5.69).
Pointwise convergence : Next, we have to prove the following pointwise
convergence for a fix w € ), i.e. we will show that for a fix w € 2
t

lim <(G(0, Un(0)))" Potb, (G(0,t,(0)))" Pn<>e2 do

n—oo s

_ / (Lo, (o))" ¥, (G(o,ii(0))" C), dor. (5.70)

Let us fix w € Q such that
(i) Un(,w) = a(-,w) in L2(0,T, Hjo.),
(i) a(-,w) € L*(0,T;H) and the sequence (un(-,w)),cy is bounded in
c(0, T} V).
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Notice that, in order to prove (5.70) it is sufficient to prove that
G, (W) Pup = G(-,u(-,w)) ¢ in  L3(s,t;0%). (5.71)
We have

Lmawﬁmmmew—GwﬁwM»Wﬁma
<f t<||c(a, Tn(0,0))" (Path — )|

+ |G (0, Tin (0, )" — Go, ﬂ(avw))*wue2>2 do
<2 [ Glor ) [ o Prt— it

w2 [ 60, tmlo,0)% ~ G0, ] do
2 (I (n) + Bo(n)} . (5.72)
Let us consider the term I;(n). Since ¢ € V., we have
im [Pty — 4l = 0.

By Lemma 2.1, the continuity of the embedding £5(¢?,H) < L£(¢?,H) and
(ii), we infer that

t t
- w112 -
/ ||G(U, Up(o,w)) ||£(H’£2) do < C/ |Vun(0,w)|2LQ do
<CT sug wn (@) lleo, vy < K
ne
for some constant K > 0. Thus

t
. : ~ 12
lim I;(n) = lim / G0, tin (o, w)) ||L(H’£2) APy — |} do =0.

n—oo n—oo

Let us move to the term I5(n) in (5.72). We will prove that for every
1 € V, the term I>(n) tends to zero as n — oco. Assume first that v € V.
Then there exists R > 0 such that supp v is a compact subset of Og. Since
U (-, w) = (-, w) in L2(0,T; Hjoe), then in particular
’nlLH;O QT,R(an('vw) - ﬂ(a OJ)) =0 )

where g7, g is the seminorm defined by (3.1). In other words, u, (-, w) — u(-,w)
in L?(0,T; Ho,,). Therefore, there exists a subsequence (uy, (-,w)), such that

Un,, (0,w) — U(o,w) in Hp,, for almost all o € [0,7] as k — oo.
Hence by Lemma 5.14 as k — oo

G(o, U, (J,w))*w — G(o, ﬂ(o,w))*w in ¢% for almost all o € [0, 7.
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In conclusion, by the Vitali’s convergence theorem
t

Jim |G (Tny, (0,w)) Y — G(U(o,w)) Y||Zade =0 fory € V.

Repeating the above reasoning for all subsequences, we infer that from every
subsequence of the sequence (G (0, Un (o, o.)))*z/J)n we can choose the subse-
quence convergent in L?(s, ;%) to the same limit. Thus, the whole sequence
(G(J, ﬂn(a,w))*w)n is convergent to G(J, ﬂ(o,w))*w in L2(s,t;£%). At the
same time

lim Ir(n) =0 for every ¢ € V.

n—oo

If 9 € V, then for every € > 0 we can find 1. € V such that [|7) —¢c[|v, <
e. By the continuity of embeddings Lo(¢*,H) — L(¢*,H) — L({*, V),
Lemma 2.1 and (ii), we obtain

/S 160, o)) - G, (o, w)) |z do
<2 [ 160, ia(o.0)" - Glos o) Y - 0o
+2 [ G(0,0,0))" - Glito, ) el do
<4 [ (1600, Tnlo D ey + 1600, 0D | I = v, do

t
2 / 1[G (0, n(0,w))" — Glo,5(0,w))" || do
< CT(”ﬂn('aw)”(QZ(O,T;V) + ||ﬂ('vw)||?:(0,T;V)) -e”

i 2/ G (0, tn (0,w))" = G(o, U0, w))*]lﬁsnzz do

<0 +2/ 1[G 0 itn(0,0))" = Glo, (o)) T | dor

for some positive constants ¢ and C'. Passing to the upper limit as n — oo,
we infer that

t

limsup/ |G (0, i (0,w)) "% — G(o,Ti(0,w)) |2 do < CE2.
n—oo s

In conclusion, we proved that

lim / |G (0, tn(0,w)) ¥ — G(o,u(o,w) pr do=0

n—oo

which completes the proof of (5.71). Thus, by (5.69), convergence (5.70) and
the Vitali’s convergence theorem, we conclude the proof of Lemma 5.15. O

By Lemma 5.10 we can pass to the limit in (5.41). By Lemmas 5.13 and
5.15 we can pass to the limit in (5.42) as well. After passing to the limits
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we infer that for all ¥, € V, and all bounded continuous functions ~ on
C([0,TT]; Vu):

B[(N(t) = M(s), 9)h(@o,9)] =0, (5.73)

= [ (6T 6. (G T Qe dr) - hEo)] =0, (57)

where (-, -) is the dual pairing between V! and V..
From Lemma 5.5, Lemma 5.13 and Lemma 5.15, we infer the following
corollary.

Corollary 5.16. For ¢ € [0,T]

(M) = / 1G(s, 7)) |l caizan ds. ¢ € 0,7,

Continuation of the proof of Theorem 5.4. Now we apply the idea analogous to
that used by Da Prato and Zabczyk, see [13, Section 8.3]. By Lemma 5.6, and
Corollary 5.12, we infer that M (t),t € [0,T] is an H-valued continuous square
integrable martingale with respect to the filtration F = (3—':) Moreover, by
Corollary 5.16 the quadratic variation of M is given by

t
() = [ 1G T eaman . (5.75)
Therefore by the martingale representation theorem, there exist

e a stochastic basis (§~2, F, IF, ]I~D),

e a cylindrical Wiener process W (t), N
e and a progressively measurable process u(t) such that for all ¢ € [0, 7]
and all veV

@ (1), v) — (#(0),v) + / (AT (s), v) ds + / (B(E(s), %(s)). v) ds
S RCOREE) >a<s>,v>ds+< / G(s,a<s>>dW(s>,v>.

Thus, the conditions from Definition 3.13 hold with (ﬁ, F,F, @) = (Q, F,F,P),
W =W and @ = u. The proof of Theorem 5.4 is thus complete.

5.4. Uniqueness and strong solutions

In this subsection we will show that the solutions of (2.17) are pathwise
unique and that the martingale solution of (2.17) is the strong solution. Let
us recall the definition of pathwise unique solutions.
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Definition 5.17. Let (Q, F,F,P, W,u'),i = 1,2 be the martingale solutions of
(2.17) with u*(0) = ug,i = 1,2. Then we say that the solutions are pathwise
unique if P-a.s. for all t € [0,T], u'(t) = u?(t).

Theorem 5.18. Assume that the assumptions (H1) and (H2) are satisfied.
If uy,us are two solutions of (2.17) defined on the same filtered probability

space (ﬁ,f,f@,ﬁ\”) then P-a.s. for all t € [0,T], ui(t) = ua(t).
This theorem has been proved in [31, Theorem 3.7].

Theorem 5.19. Assume that assumptions (H1) and (H2) are satisfied. Then
there exists a path-wise unique strong solution u € C([0,T]; V)NL?(0,T;D(A))
of (2.17) such that

T
sup [Ju(®)f§+ [ [u(®)fBa)de < oc.
t€[0,T 0

Proof. Since by Theorem 5.4 there exists a martingale solution and by The-
orem 5.18 it is pathwise unique, the existence of strong solution follows
from [28, Theorem 2]. Moreover, it can be shown that w € C([0,T];V) N
L?(0,T;D(A)) by following the proof of [5, Lemma 3.6]. O

6. Invariant measures

In this section, we consider time homogeneous damped tamed NSEs; i.e. the
coefficients f, o are independent of ¢t and furthermore f € H is not dependent
on u. The time homogeneous damped tamed NSEs in abstract form are given
by

du(t) = [=Aqu(t) — B(u(t)) — Mg(Ju(t)*)u(t)] + I1f] dt
+)Gj(u(t) dwy (6.1)

U(O) =ug €V,

where A, = al — VA for some « € R and v > 0 is the viscosity. The operator
B and the cylindrical Wiener process W = (Wj);.’il on 2 is same as defined
in Section 2 and G, are as defined in (2.12).

Let B, (V) denote the set of all bounded and Borel measurable functions
on V. For any ¢ € B,(V), t > 0, we define a function Typ: V — R by

Tyo(v) == E(p(u(t:v))), veV. (6.2)

It follows from Theorem 6.2 and Ondrejat [29] (see also [6]) that Tip € By (V)
and {T}},-, is a semigroup on By(V). Also since this unique solution to
(6.1) has a.e. path in C([0,T];V), it is also a Markov semigroup (see [29,
Theorem 27]). Moreover, {T}},, is a Feller semigroup, i.e. T} maps Cy(V)
into itself. a

Next we state the main result of this section, regarding the existence of
an invariant measure.
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Theorem 6.1. Let for every o > 0, the assumptions (H1)'—(H3)’ be satisfied.
Then there exists an invariant measure p € P(V) of the semigroup (T)i>0
defined by (6.2), such that for any t > 0 and ¢ € SCy(Vy)

| Teetwntan = [ st

If T} is sequentially weakly Feller Markov semigroup then for every
v € SCp(Vy), Tip € SCp(Vy) C Byp(V) (see [6, 23] for the definitions and
inclusion of the spaces); therefore the integral on the Lh.s. in Theorem 6.1
makes sense.

Next we list the assumptions that we make on the coefficients f and o
along with a coercivity type assumption, see [30].
(H1) The function f : R?® — R? is time independent and H-valued.
(H2)" A measurable function o : R® — ¢% of C! class with respect to the
z-variable and for all = € R® there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

Harjo—(x)”ﬁ < Co’y J = 172a3

and, for all 2 € R3,
1
o)l < 1.
(H3)" there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

20|Vulfz = |G)Z, 2 = 20|Vulfz, weV.

The following theorem regarding the existence of a pathwise unique
strong solution to the time homogeneous damped tamed NSEs (6.1) can
be proved by modifying the proofs of Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 5.18 to
incorporate the extra linear term o u.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that assumptions (H1)" and (H2) are satisfied. Then
for every ug € V, there exists a path-wise unique strong solution u of (6.1)
for every T > 0 such that u € C([0,T]; V)N L%(0,T;D(A)), P-a.s.

For fixed initial value ug = v € V we denote the (path-wise) unique
solution of (6.1), whose existence is proved in Theorem 6.2 by u(t;v).
Definition 6.3. We say that a family {T}}i>0 is sequentially weakly Feller iff

T, : SC},(VH,) — SCb(VU,), t>0.

For a metric space U, we use P(U) to denote the family of all Borel
probability measures on U. We will use the following theorem from Maslowski-
Seidler [23] to prove the existence of invariant measures.

Theorem 6.4. Assume that
(i) the semigroup {T;}i>0, defined by (6.2) is sequentially weakly Feller in

v,
(ii) for any e > 0 there exists R > 0 such that
1 /7
Sup 7 P({|lu(t; uwo)||v > R})dt <e.
r>11"Jo

Then there exists at least one invariant measure for (6.1).
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6.1. Boundedness in probability

Lemma 6.5. Let ug € V. Then, under the assumptions of Theorem 6.1, for
every € > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

1 T
swp = [ P ({[lultsuo) v > RY) dt <. (6.3)
T>1 0

Proof. Using the Itd formula for the function ¢(£) = [£|% and the process
u(t), we have

%W(WH |U0|H /I< Aqu(s) — B(u(s)) — I(g(Ju(s)[*)u(s)), u(s))uds
/(Hf, Hds+/ NAWY, u(s))

3 [ NG, e 5 (6.4

Now we deal with each term on the r.h.s. of (6.4) one by one. Firstly let us
notice that we have

(Aqu,u)g = alulf + v|Vul3., (6.5)
(B(u), uyu =0, (6.6)

(I (g(lu®)u) ,u)u = [1V/g(uP)] - Jul[;. (6.7)

Using the assumptions on f, for any 8 > 0 we obtain the following estimate

(ILfupm < || fl[ullufm < 45|le + B Julf; (6.8)

Since u is the solution of (6.1) and satisfies the estimates (4.24) (courtsey,
Theorem 6.2), we can show that the process

M) / ZG )) AW,

is a martingale. Thus, taking expectation in (6.4) and using the estimates
(6.5) — (6.8), we infer

t t
%E|u(t)|%{ < 1|u0|12{—ozIEl/ |u(s)|12{ds—uE/ |Vu(s)|%2 ds
—E/ VTGP - u(s) 5, ds + 1E /|f|Hds

+5E/ |u(s)|f ds + = /”G ||52(e2H)d5

On rearranging, we get

1 2 1 ‘ 2 2
FENOf + 55 [ (2090 ~ G, ) s
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E/O \I\/g(IU(S)IQ)I Ju(s)l] ;2 ds

1
< gluolt + 5T+ (59— 0k [ o). (6.9)

Now using the assumption (H3)" in (6.9), we obtain

—E|u()|H+5E/ Vu(s)a ds + (o — B) /|u 2 ds

1
§|UO|H + BT|f|H .

Choosing 3 =  yields
1 2 ! 2 « ' 2
§E|u(t)|H +E | |Vu(s)|i2ds+ EE |u(s)|f ds
0 0
1 1
< §|u0|%1 + %TU%-
Therefore for v = min {§,d} > 0,

1 i 1 1
SEO 4B [ (o) ds < Sluolf + 5 717
0 «

Thus, for any 7' > 0, we infer that

1
2 [ BRI s < il + 17T (6.10)

Using the Chebyshev inequality and inequality (6.10), we infer that for every
T>0

T T
%/0 P({||u(t, uo)||v > R})dt < ng/ EHu(t)H%dt

1
< —
- R? [27T| olf + 42

Now for sufficiently large R > 0 depending on ¢, |ug|g and |f|u, the assertion
follows.

11|

O

6.2. Sequentially weak Feller property

We are left to verify the assumption (i) of Theorem 6.4, i.e. the Markov
semigroup {7} }+>0 is sequentially weakly Feller in V. In other words we want
to show that for any ¢t > 0 and any bounded and weakly continuous ¢ : V. —
R, if &, — & weakly in V, then

Tip(&n) — Trp(§) - (6.11)

The second named author in his PhD thesis proved that the martin-
gale solutions of stochastic constrained Navier-Stokes equations continuously
depend on the initial data [14, Theorem 5.7.7]. We have a similar result for
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time homogeneous damped tamed NSEs, which can be proved analogously,
see also [10, Theorem 4.11].

Theorem 6.6. Assume that (uo,)5>, is a V-valued sequence that is conver-
gent weakly to ug € V. Let

(Qn7 Fn, Fpy Py, Wi, un)
be a martingale solution of problem (6.1) on [0, 00) with the initial data ug .
Then for every T > 0 there exist
o q subsequence (ny),,
e a stochastic basis (ﬁ,j}, IT?, ]ﬁ’),
o an (?-valued cylindrical Wiener process W(t) = (Wﬂ (t))

o0
’
Jj=1

e and ﬁ—progressively measurable processes u, (ﬂnk) (defined on this

E>1
basis) with laws supported in Zp such that

Up, has the same law as u,, on Zr and Uy, — u in Zr, P-a.s. (6.12)

and the system

(Q, F,F,B,W,q)
is a martingale solution to problem (6.1) on the interval [0,T] with the
initial data ug. In particular, for allt € [0,T] and all v € V

(u(t),v) —|—/0 (Aqu(s),v)ds+ /01 (B(u(s)),v) ds
t u(s)]?)u(s),v) ds
+ [ lateP ). v) d
:<a(0),v>v+/0 (f,v) ds—|—</0 ;Gj(s,ﬂ(s))de(s),v>, P-a.s.
Moreover, the process u satisfies the following inequality

E
s€[0,T)

T
sup ||a(s)||v? +/0 [t(s)[B ) ds] < 00. (6.13)

We will need the uniqueness in law of solutions of (6.1), which is defined
next.

Definition 6.7. Let (Qf, F!,F, P!, W¢ ut),i = 1,2 be martingale solutions of
(6.1) with u*(0) = ug,i = 1,2. Then we say that the solutions are unique in
law if

lawpr (u') = lawp2 (u?) on C([0,00); Vi) N L*([0,00); D(A)),
where lawp: (u?),i = 1,2 are by definition probability measures on
C([0,00); Vi) N L%(]0,00); D(A)).

Lemma 6.8. Assume that assumptions (H1) — (H3)' are satisfied. Then the
martingale solution of (6.1) is unique in law.
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The proof of the above lemma is the direct application of Theorems 2
and 11 of [28] once we have proved the existence of a pathwise unique mar-
tingale solution of (6.1); which follows from Theorem 6.2.

Lemma 6.9. The semigroup {T}}i>0 is sequentially weakly Feller in V.

Proof. Let us choose and fix 0 <t <T,£ € V and ¢: V — R be a bounded
weakly continuous function. Need to show that Tip is sequentially weakly
Feller in V. For this aim let us choose a V-valued sequence (&,) weakly
convergent to £ in V. Since the function Tip: V — R is bounded, we only
need to prove (6.11).

Let uy, () = u(+; &) be a strong solution of (6.1) on [0, 7] with the initial
data &, and let u(-) = u(+; €) be a strong solution of (6.1) with the initial data
&. We assume these processes are defined on the stochastic basis (Q, F,F, P).
By Theorem 6.6 there exist

a subsequence (ng)g, - B

a stochastic basis (2, F,F,P), where F = { F,}scp0,1),

an ¢2-valued cylindrical Wiener process W(t) on (Q, F,F,P),

and progressively measurable processes u(s), (Un, (8))x>1, s € [0,T] (de-
fined on this basis) with laws supported in Z7, where

Zr = C([0,T);U") N L7, (0, T; D(A)) N L0, T; Hipe) N C([0,TT; Vi),

such that

@i, has the same law as u,, on Zp and @, — @ in Zp, P-as.  (6.14)

and the system

(Q, F,F,P,W, 1) (6.15)
is a martingale solution to (6.1) on the interval [0,7] with the initial
data &.

In particular, by (6.14), P-almost surely

Up, (t) — u(t) weakly in V.
Since the function ¢ : V. — R is sequentially weakly continuous, we infer that
P-a.s.,

p(tin, (1)) = p(u(t)) in R.

Since the function ¢ is also bounded, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem we infer that

lim B [i(tin, (1))] = E [p(a(t))] - (6.16)

k—o0

From the equality of laws of w,, and u,,,k € N, on the space Zr we infer
that w,, and u,, have same laws on V,, and so

E [0(@in,, ()] = E[p(un, (1))] - (6.17)
On the other hand, the r.h.s. of (6.17) is equal by (6.2), to Ty(&n, )-
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Since u, by assumption, is a martingale solution of (6.1) with the initial
data & and from the above, @ is also a solution of (6.1) with the initial data
£. Thus, by Lemma 6.8, we infer that

the processes u and u have same law on the space Zr .

Hence "

Elp(u(t)] = E[p(u(®))] - (6.18)
As before, the r.h.s. of (6.18) is equal by (6.2), to Typ(&). Thus, by (6.16),
(6.17) and (6.18), we infer

Jm Tep(En,) = Tep(€) -

Using the subsequence argument, we infer that the whole sequence (Ty0(€,))nen
is convergent and

nl;rréo Tip(&n) = Trp(§) .
|

Proof of Theorem 6.1. The existence of an invariant measure is established
by using Theorem 6.4, Lemmas 6.5 and 6.9. Hence the proof of Theorem 6.1
is complete.

O

Remark 6.10. It has been suggested to the authors by the referee, that there
should exist an invariant measure for the original non-damped, tamed 3-D
Navier-Stokes equations (1.1-1.3). We agree with the premises of this sugges-
tion for which we are grateful, yet we have decided to postpone a detailed study
of this issue till another publication. Note that the existence of a unique in-
variant measure for the non-damped tamed 3-D Navier-Stokes equations was
established by Rockner and Zhang [31] in a bounded domain (3-D torus).

Appendix A. Convergence of P,

Lemma A.1. Let v > % and P,: H — H,, be the orthogonal projection as

given by (4.1) (for more details see Section /). Then as n — oo
(i) P — ¢ in H for ¢ € H,

(ii) Py = ¢ in'V forp €V,

(ili) Poy = in V, forp eV, .

Proof. Let v € H, then by (4.1) and Parseval’s equality we have

Pat = 0l = [ IF(Pa)(©) D) de
R3
= [ s @i -d@Pde = [ P,

[€]>n

Now since ¥ € H using Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem it can be
shown that

lim (&P de=0,
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which infers (i).
Let 1 € V, then by (4.1) and the definition of V-norm we get
L2
1Pas vl = [ (+1€P) [FRae) o] de

= [La+ieP [1.@d© - b ae= [+l

1€1>n

Again using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem for ¢ € V, we get

lim (1+€)) [ (&)* de = 0,
n—oo ‘£‘>n
thus proving (ii).
Let ¢ € V., then by (4.1) and the definition of V.,-norm we get
“ 2
1Pus = iR, = [ (+16P) [FPa(©) — )] ae
N A 2 A
= [+l [ima@i© - i de= [ sk

[€1>n

Similarly as before it can be shown that for ¢ € V,,,

lim (14 1€ [D(©)1*dé = 0,

which concludes the proof. O

Appendix B. Kuratowski theorem

The main objective of this appendix is to prove the following theorem (see
[10, Lemma 4.2]).
Theorem B.1. Let T > 0 and

Zp =C([0,T]; U") N L3(0, T; Hype) N L2 (0, T;D(A)) N C([0,T]; V) -

Then the sets C([0,T); V)N Zr, C([0,T);H,) N Zr and L*(0,T;D(A)) N Zr
are Borel subsets of Zr.

The proof of the above theorem heavily relies on the following Kura-
towski theorem [19].

Theorem B.2. Assume that X1, Xo are the Polish spaces with their Borel o-
fields denoted respectively by B(X1),B(X2). If ¢: X1 — Xo is an injective
Borel measurable map then for any Eq € B(X1), Es := ¢(E1) € B(X2).

We will also need following abstract results to prove Theorem B.1
Lemma B.1. Let X1, Xs and Z be topological spaces such that X1 is a Borel
subset of Xo. Then X1 N Z is a Borel subset of Xo N Z, where Xo N Z is a
topological space too, with the topology given by

T(XonNZ)={ANB:Aec7(Xs),Ber(2)}. (B.1)
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Proof. Since the Borel o-filed on X5 N Z is the smallest o-field generated by
T(XeNZ),ie. B(XoaNZ) =o0(1(X2NZ)), in order to prove the lemma it is
enough to show that VY € B(X;)

YNZeB(X2nZ). (B.2)

Firstly, we show that (B.2) holds for all Y € 7(X;). Since X; € B(Xa),
X1 C X, and has trace topology from Xs, i.e VY € 7(X;) there exists a
C € 7(X3) such that

Y=CnNnX;.
As X € B(X3) there exists a countable collection {K;}, y of open subsets
of X5 such that

X1 =|J K.

ieN

Therefore,

YNZ=CnXiNZ=0CnN <UK> nz=JCnK)nz.
ieN ieN
Since C' € 7(X32), for every i € N, C'N K; is open in X2 and there exists a
collection {B;},_ € 7(X2) such that
Uenk)=JB.
ieN jeN
Thus
Yynz=\]J(B;n2),
JjEN
and for every j € N, B;NZ € B(X2 N Z). Since B(X2 N Z) is a o-field, the
countable union also belongs to B(X2NZ), proving (B.2) for every Y € 7(X1).

Secondly, we implement the method of good sets to prove (B.2) for a larger
class of subsets of X;. Let

G={ACX;: ANZeB(X2nZ)}.
Claim: G is a o-field.

i) Xy € G since X; C X; and X; € 7(X1) by the definition of topology.
ii) Let A € G. We want to show that A°:= X;\ A € G, i.e. A° C X; and
A°NZ € B(XaNZ). Since A e G, AC Xyand ANZ € B(Xe2N Z).
Clearly A° = X7\ A C X;.
Since ANZ € B(X2N Z), then by the definition of o-field

C(ANZ)=(XaNZ)\(ANZ)eB(XaNZ).
We have the following set relations
CANZ)=°AUZ =[(X2NZ)\AJU[(X2N2)\ Z]
=[(X2\A)NZUub=(X2\A)NnZ
=[A°U(X2\ X1)]NZ
=(ANZ)U[(X2\ X1)N Z]
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= (A°NZ)U°X; .

Now in the above identity (AN Z), °X; belongs to B(X2 N Z) and
hence A°NZ € B(X2N Z), inferring A° € G.
iii) Let {A;}ien € G. Then A; C X, for every i € N hence

U A7 C X1 .
ieN
Also, the following holds

(UAi>mZ:U(AimZ).

i€N ie€N
Since 4; € G, A;NZ € B(X2N Z) and as B(Xy N Z) is a o-field
UJMinz)eB(X2n2).
i€N
From ¢) — 4i7) we can infer that G is a o-field. We have already shown that
7(X1) C G thus
B(X1)=0(r(X1)) CG.
Therefore, we have shown that for every Y € B(X;),YNZ € B(XaNnZ). O
Lemma B.2. Let X1, X5, Y be topological spaces such that X1 C Xs, X1 has
trace topology from Xs and X1 NY = XoNY then
T(XiNY)=7(X2NY).
Proof. The topologies of X1 NY and X5 NY denoted by 7(X; NY) and
T7(X2 NY) respectively are given by
7(X1NY) = generated by {ANB: Ac7(X1),Ber(Y)},
7(X2NY) = generated by {CNB: C € 1(X3),Ber(Y)}.

Since X has a trace topology from X, for every A € 7(X;) there exists a
C € 7(X3) such that A = CnN X;. Thus

7(X1 NY) = generated by {CNX; NB: Cer(X2),Ber(Y)}.

Thus all we are left to show is C'NX; N B = CN B for every C € 7(X3) and
B e 7(Y). Since X1 NY = X, NY, we have the following set relations

CﬁleB:(CﬁXl)m(YﬁB):(CﬁXlﬁY)mB
—(CNX2NY)NB=(CNXs)N(YNB)=CNB.

We will need the following space:

L2,([0,T] x R3) = {u: 0,T] x R® — R

loc
T
s.t. / / lu(x, t)|?drdt < 00,V R > 0}.
0o Jiz|<R
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L2

2 ([0,T) x R?) is complete under the family of semi-norms

— [/OT /mSR|u(x,t)|2dxdt]

In particular, it is a Frechét space with the metric

_ 1 pa(u—v)
= T

1/2

Remark B.1. L2(0,T;Hj,.) C Lloc([O,T] x R?) and we can define a topol-
ogy on L2(0,T;H;,.) by restricting the metric d to L?*(0,T;H,.). Hence
L2(0,T;Hyoe) is a topological space with the trace topology from L7, ([0, T] x
R3).

Let us define a new topological space:

Zr:=C([0,T; U") N L}, ([0, T] x R*) N L2,(0, T;D(A)) N C([0,T]; Vi) -

Note that Z7 and Zp are same as a set. Because L7 ([0,T] x R¥) N

L2 (0,T;D(A)) and L%(0,T; H;o.)NL2 (0, T; D(A)) are same as a set. L2(0,T; Hyoe) C

loc([O T] x R3) and the only extra elements in L7 ([0, 7] x R?) are the ones

which are locally square integrable but have non-zero divergence. But the in-

tersection of LZ ([0,7] x R3) with L2 (0,T;D(A)) eliminates those elements
as the divergence free condition is imposed by the second set.

By Remark B.1 and Lemma B.2 2~’T and Zp have the same topologies.

Thus we will prove Theorem B.1 for gT instead of Zp.

Proof of Theorem B.1. First of all C([0,T]; V) C C([0,T];U") N L% .([0,T] x
R?3). Secondly, C([0,7]; V) and C([0, T); U")NLZ ([0, T xR?) are Polish spaces.

And finally, since V is continuously embedded in U’, the map
i C([07T]§V) - C([()?T]? U’ )N Lloc([07T] X RB) )
is continuous and hence Borel. Thus, by application of the Kuratowski theo-
rem (see Theorem B.2), C([0,77; V) is a Borel subset of C([0,7; U)NLE ([0, T] x
R3). Therefore, by Lemma B.1 C([0, T7; V)ﬂZT is a Borel subset of C([0,T]; U")N
loc([O T) x R3) N ZT which is equal to ZT We can show in the same way
in the case of C([0,T];H,,) N 2.
Similarly we can show that L2(0,7;D(A)) N Zy is a Borel subset of
Zp. L2(0,T;D(A)) — L2 ([0, T] x R3) and both are Polish spaces thus by
application of the Kuratowski theorem [Theorem B.2], L%(0,T;D(A)) is a
Borel subset of L? ([0,7] x R?). Finally, we can conclude the proof of the

loc

theorem by Lemma B.1. O
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