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STRETCHING OF POLYMERS AND TURBULENCE: FOKKER PLANCK
EQUATION, SPECIAL STOCHASTIC SCALING LIMIT AND STATIONARY
LAW

FRANCO FLANDOLI AND YASSINE TAHRAOUI

ABSTRACT. The aim of this work is understanding the stretching mechanism of stochastic models
of turbulence acting on a simple model of polymer. We consider a turbulent model that is white
noise in time and activates frequencies in a shell N < |k| < 2N and investigate the scaling
limit as N — 0o, under suitable intensity assumption, such that the stretching term has a finite
limit covariance. The polymer density equation, initially an SPDE, converges weakly to a limit
deterministic equation with a new term. Stationary solutions can be computed and show power
law decay in the polymer length.

1. INTRODUCTION

The effect of turbulence on polymer stretching is a widely investigated problem in the phys-
ical literature, by modeling, numerics and experiments; see for instance [1], [5], [9], [15], [22].
Recently, following [14], a rigorous scaling limit in the framework of turbulence models has been
investigated in several directions, which provides results about questions like eddy dissipation
and eddy viscosity (see [12] for a review), the dynamo problem [4] and particle coalescence [21].
In this paper we want to investigate the application of this scaling limit in the framework of
polymer stretching.

A key technical novelty is that we have to modify the scaling. In all past works, the scaling
was devised so that noise covariance remains bounded and not zero in the limit (it provided
an additional dissipation term having the covariance function as coefficients). In this paper we
investigate the new regime when the noise covariance goes to zero but a suitable covariance built
on derivatives of the noise converges to a non zero limit. This is the first work in this new regime.
Its physical relevance is confirmed by the results of subsection 3.1.

The final result is a limit model, of Fokker-Planck type, with a new diffusion term in the
radial variable of the polymer, with non-homogeneous and degenerate coefficients. Its radially
symmetric stationary solutions are explicit and have power-law tails. This fact was predicted
in the physical literature based on other models and assumptions; in our model we identify a
simple link between the power of the tail and parameters of the turbulence model.
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2 F. FLANDOLI AND Y. TAHRAOUI
More specifically, we consider in dimension 2 the model
1

th = VU(Xt, t)tht — 6

dXt = U/(Xt,t)dt,

W Rydt 4 v/20dW,,

where X is the polymer position (the center of mass) and R; is the end-to-end vector, repre-
senting the orientation and elongation of the chain, see e.g. [2, Section 4.2]. The polymer is
embedded into a fluid having velocity u(t,z), which stretches R; by Vu(x,t). The equation
for R; contains also a damping (restoring) term with relaxation time /5 and Brownian fluctua-
tions v2odW, where, to simplify the notations we have denoted by o2 the product %, k being
Boltzmann constant and T being the temperature.

Then we assume that u(x,t) contains also a turbulent component modelled by a stochastic
process, white noise in time (Stratonovich product is taken), with a space-dependence made of
frequencies in a shell N < |k| < 2N. We therefore aim to understand the stretching power on
the polymer of such a shell of frequences, in the limit as N — oo.

We base our analysis on the Fokker-Planck (FP) equation for polymer density f¥(z,r,t). If
u (z,t) where non-white in time, the equation had the form

(2)
O fN(x,m,t)  +divy(uN (x,t) fN(z, 7, 1)) + div,(Vu (z,t)r — %r)fN(x, rt) = a2 fN(z,r,t)

fN‘tzo = fo-

In the stochastic case it takes the form of an SPDE in Stratonovich form that we interpret in
[to form after computing the It6-Stratonovich corrector.

We wish to draw the reader’s attention to the following: introduce the mean of the structure
tensor T(¢,7) := E[R;(x) ® Ry(z)] then TN satisfies the following closed system of PDEs

) AN + 0V - VTN = (Vul )TN + TV (V) — %(TN kT
TN|,—o = T,

The last equation (3) is a macroscopic Oldroyd B model and the tensor T characterize the vis-
coelastic( non-Newtonian part) of the flow (1). Many rheological behavior can be detected such
as shear viscosity, normal stress difference and overshoot phenomenon in contrast with Newto-
nian flows, see e.g. [2] and we refer e.g. to [6],[25], [24] for other types of non-Newtonian flows.
As we discuss in subsection 3.1, the explicit rotation-invariant solution of the stationary equation
associated with the limit equation has a power-law density and therefore it is not sufficient to
study the system (3) only, this is another reason we base our analysis on FP equation (2). We
will comment about the limit equation associated with (3) in Remark 11.

Under the assumptions described in section 2, we prove that f&(xz,r,t) weakly converges to
the solution of a deterministic equation of the form (the results below contain also a deterministic

IThe subscript N to stress the dependence on N because of the presence of u”.
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term in the velocity, which is omitted here in the Introduction for notational simplicity)

O f(x,r,t) —divr(%r?(aj, rt)) = ? A, f(z,r,t) + %divr(A('r’)Vf(x, r,t))
fli=o = /o

(4)

mlog(2
where A(r) = kp(3|r]*I — 2r ® r) and ky = mlog(2)
the noise. The new diffusion term in the r variable is the most important novelty of this work.
It captures the statistical properties of the stretching mechanism. We compute the explicit
rotation-invariant solution of the associated stationary equation and find it has a power law
decay for large |r|:

a® where a is an intensity parameter of

— 2

f(r) o~ || e
indicating large values with high probability. The constants in the power are directly associated
to those of the stochastic model of u™¥ (¢, z).

Structure of the paper. The manuscript is organized as follows: in section 2, we present the func-
tional and stochastic settings, then we introduce the stochastic FP in [t6 form after presenting
some properties of the covariance operator. section 3 collects the main results of our work, the
computation of the explicit rotation-invariant solution of the associated stationary equation of
(9), the ideas of the proof and some formal computations. section 4 is devoted to the proof of
the existence and uniqueness of quasi-reqular solution to the stochastic FP (8). In section 5,
we prove the convergence of the stochastic FP (8) to the limit PDE (9). Finally, we add in
Appendix A the proof of Lemma 2 and Lemma 3.

2. NOTATIONS, DEFINITIONS AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

2.0.1. Notations and functional setting. We will consider the periodic boundary conditions with
respect to the spacial variable z, namely = belongs to the 2-dimensional torus T? = (R/27Z)>.
On the other hand, the end-to-end vector variable r belongs to R2. Let m € N* and introduce
the following Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with polynomial weight, namely

L?"’m(']TQXRQ) = {f:T2xR2—>R:/

[ P Py Pdedr = (£, < oo},
X

H,(T° xR :={f: T*xR* > R: »_ / 1070, f (,7)*(L+ |r|?)™Pdwdr = || fl7n < oo},
T2 x R2 o

[vI+18]<l

where | € N*. Now, let us precise the functional setting to study (8). We will use the following
notations

H2,(T? x R?) :=V, L2,(T* x R?) = H.
We recall the definition of inner products defined on the spaces V and H.

oy = 3 / 8108 h(r, )31 g(, r)(1 + r?)dedr, Vg,h eV
Iy |+]8]<2 ¥ T? xR?

(hyg) = / Wz, )g(e, r)(1 + |r[2)dedr, Vg,h e H:

(h,g) = / h(z,r)g(x,r)dxdr, Yg,h € L*(T? x R?).
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Since L>°(0,T; H) is not separable, it is convenient to introduce the following space:
L2 (L0, T; H)) = {u:Q — L>*(0,T; H) is weakly-* measurable and E||u||%oo(o7T;H) < oo},

where weakly-* measurable stands for the measurability when L>°(0,7"; H) is endowed with the
o-algebra generated by the Borel sets of weak-* topology, see e.g. [8, Thm. 8.20.3].

For y = (y1,92) € R?, y* stands for (—ya,%1). We recall the following notations:

0
® (Vag)iz12 = (—g)izl,g; (Vig)ic12 = (—g)i:m for scalar function g.

31’@- ] 87’i )
0q* dq* .
o (Vi9)ijm12= (6—i)i’j:1’2; (V0g)ije12 = (a—i)i’j:m for vector valued function g.
j

J
2

2. 9% 0?g
e Ag= — A, g = — for scalar function g.
! zz; P ! i=1 Ori !
and div,/,g = V. - g for vector valued function g. We don’t stress the subscript in V, when it
is clear from the context.

In order to prove a uniqueness results, we will need some regularization kernel. More precisely,

let § > 0 and p be a smooth density of a probability measure on R?, compactly supported in
1

B(0,1) and define the approximation of identity for the convolution on R? as ps(y) = 5 p(%)

(We also assume that p is radially symmetric). Since we are working on T? x R?, we recall that
for any integrable function g on T?, g can be extended periodically to a locally integrable func-
tion on the whole R? and convolution ps* g is meaningful and ps+*g is still a C*°-periodic function.

Finally, throughout the article, we denote by C,Cj;,i € N, generic constants, which may vary
from line to line.

2.0.2. Assumptions on the noise. Consider Z3 := Z* — {(0,0)} divided into its four quadrants
(write k = (k1, ko))

Kio={keZ ki >0,k >0}; K ,={keZ:k <0,k >0}
K. ={keZi k <0,k <0}; K ={keZi:k >0k <0}
and set
K.=K UK, : K =K ,UK _and K =K, UK_.
Let (2, F, (F)t, P) be a complete filtered probability space. Define

kt kt
a,iv(x):ﬁ,ivmcosk-x, ke K., Uév(x)zeévmsink-x, ke K_
where
9,{5:#, N<|k<2N, NeN
0y =0 else.

This is the main assumption about the shell structure of the noise; and a is a positive constant
measuring the intensity.
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Since 63 depends only on |k|, sometimes we write 6. Notice that

ki (k+
%sink-x, ke Ky, a,i=1,2,

k; (k:l)
Tacosk:-x, ke K_.

@a,‘j (.T) = —Hk

8,0,2‘ (l‘) = Hk

2
Let us also consider a family (Wtk)f €50 of independent Brownian motions on the probability

space (€2, F, P). On the same probability space we shall soon assume that there exists another
independent 2-dimensional Brownian motion (W});.

2.0.3. Dense subsets in the space L*(€2). We will prove that uniqueness holds a particular class
of solution, see Definition 5. It is sometimes called Wiener uniqueness and was used for instance

by [16], [17], [20], [10], [13]. For that, let G; be the filtration associated with (VV;’“)?EZ(2J namely
G =o{Wsel0,t),keZi},
and denote by G, its completed filtration?. For 7 > 0, let us introduce
H=1L1*QGr,P), M,={keZ |kl<n}
G = U Gn: Gn=1{9=(g91)rem,; g € L*(0,T); Yk € M,}.

neN
For n € N, g € G,,, we set

eq(t) = exp ( Z /0 ge(8)dW*(s) — % Z /0 lgk(s)|*ds), for t € [0,T];

keMy, keMnp

D ={eyT); geG}.

From It6 formula, we get de,(t) = Z gr(t)e,(t)dW*(t). Based on the Wiener chaos decompo-
keMp,
sition, we recall the following result, see [18, Ch. 1].

Lemma 1. D is dense in H.

2.0.4. Lagrangian description and Fokker Planck equation. Let X, € R? and R, € R? be the
position and end-to-end vector of the polymer. In the Introduction we have generically stated
that they satisfies (1). Here we shall be more specific. We assume that the velocity field is
the sum of a large scale divergence-free component uy(x,t) (deterministic, with a reasonable
smoothness specified below) plus a stochastic small-scale component, precisely given by the
noise coefficients introduced above

uMN (2, t) = ug(z,t) +o Z o (x)O,W*,
keK
where we choose the Stratonovich multiplication both in virtue of Wong-Zakai principle (a white

noise is the idealization of smooth noise) and because of conservation laws. The system for
XN RN (now parametrized by N because of the noise) is now given by

1

6R§V dt + V20dW,,

dRY = Vur (X ORYdt + 3 Vo (X RY o dWF —
dX{ = ug (XY, t)dt + 3 o (X)) 0 dW

()

2We assume that Fy contains all the P-null subset of €.
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where V is the gradient with respect to z-variable. Formally speaking, to this system we may
associate a stochastic Fokker-Planck equation in Stratonovich form:

(6)
O fN(x,m,t)  +divy(up(z,t) fN(z,r,t)) + div,.((Vur(t, x)r — %r)fN(x, rt)) = a2 fN(z,r,t)
=S vex o8 VafN (@, t) o OWF =3, (Vo r). V. N (z,r,t) 0 O,WF
fN‘tzo = Jo.
Here we have used the properties div, (o)) = 0,k € K, div,(uz) = 0 and div,(Vo}r) = 0°.

Before we formulate rigorously the meaning of the equations, let us rewrite the previous
equation (formally) from the Stratonovich to the It6 form. The question is the form of the
[to-Stratonovich corrector. This computations requires some additional care with respect to
previously known cases developed in the literature, hence we devote to it a separate section.

2.0.5. [Ito-Stratonovich corrector. Let 1/1 be a given smooth function and set

ng ) ® oy (y).

keK

In this part, we will write the It6 form associated with (6) when @ is space-homogeneous and
has a mirror symmetry property.

Denote by L) = — (o .V b+(Vorr).V,1)) then the corrector term is given by % > kex Ll
Recall that div, (o)) = 0 and let us compute Lj,Ly1).
LyLity = — (03 NVoLyp + (Vo r).V, Lyt)
=(o8 V(o Voo + (Vo ).V, ) + (Vorr).V,.(of NV + (Vor ).V, 1)
=div,((of ® 0} )Vat) +div, (Vog'r) @ (Vor ) V)
+0p Vo((Vor'r).Vo ) + (Vo r). V. (o V).

Lemma 2. Assume the noise is space-homogeneous i.e. Q(z,y) = Q(z—y) and Q(z,z) = Q(0),
be a constant matriz, then

I(W) =T'"(W) + I*(¢¥) = Y _ o Va((Vor'r). V) + (Vo r).V, (0} . Var))

keK

=2 Z Qzl xl r'yar,,lvz))

ly,i=1
If moreover QQ has the mirror symmetry property i.e. Q(x) = Q(—x), then 1(1)) = 0.
Moreover, the correctors have a special form.

Lemma 3. The following equalities hold

Sl (Y0 @ o)Vl =5 S B)Af = axdef,
> (Vo) @ (Voi'n) = A(r) + O(5)P(r),

3div, (Vo r) = 0 is consequence of div,(o}) = 0.
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log(2
where A(r) = ke |r)P T = 2r @ 1) = kp(|r|* I + 2r+ @ rt), by = %g()az, 7= (ry,r2) and P
is a polynomial of second degree.

The proofs are given in Appendix A.

emar . ent, = # ) < < , IV € and 0,7 = 0 elsewhere, we get
R k 4. When Y if N k 2N, N € N* d 0N =0 elsewh
T a® T a® 9

Based on these two lemmata, the 1t6 form (still formulated only fomally) of the stochastic
Fokker Planck equation (6), by assuming that the noise is space-homogeneous and satisfies mirror
symmetry property, is given by?

dFN + div (g (@, £) £t + dive(Vup (£, 2)r — %r) Nt
= AV~ Yy N Vo AW - Y, (Vo). Y, f Y AW
1
+anA, fNdt + édivr(zkeK (Volr) @ (Voir)) V, fN)dt
\ fN|t:0 - fo-

where

Z (Vorr) @ (Vorr)) = A(r) + O(%)P(r).

keK

3. MAIN RESULTS

Let T' > 0. In the following, we assume that u;, € C([0, T], C*(T? R?)) such that div,(uz) = 0.

Following [20], [10], [13]. we introduce the concept of "quasi-reqular weak solution” to (8),
where we prove the well-posedness. Notice that uniqueness in this class (sometimes called Wiener
uniqueness) is weaker than pathwise uniqueness.

Definition 5. (Quasi-regular weak solution) Let fo € H and N € N. We say that f~ is
quasi-reqular weak solution to (8) if f~ is (F;);-adapted and

(1) N e L2_ (0 L2([0, T); H)), V. fN € L2(Q x [0, T); H),
(2) Pas. inQ: fN e Cu([0,T]; H),

4Recall that f depends on t,z,r,w and N but we don’t stress the dependence on the above variables for the
simplicity of notation, that is, with slight abuse of notation f& := fN(t,2,7,w).
5Cw([0, T); H) denotes the Bochner space of weakly continuous functions with values in H.
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(8) P-a.s: for any t €]0,T] the following equation holds:

/ fN<x7 Ty t)gbdrdx - / fogbdrdx
T2 JR2

T2 JR2

- /t/ fN(% r,s) (UL(!E, s) - Voo + (Vur (s, x)r — l7“) . Vrgb) drdzds
o Jr2 Jr2 I5;

t t
=—o? / / V. fN(x,r,s) - V,pdrdrds + ozN/ / fN(z,7,8) - Appdrdrds
0 J12 JR2 o Jr2 JRr?

+,;(/Ot/w /R (f¥ (@7, )oY Voo + Y (.7, 5) (Vo r).V,8) drdzdWh(s)

iy @ (Vb Vi )
5 /0 /11‘2 /R2(1§ (Vor'r) @ (Vor r)) Ve fN(z,r,t) - Vyeddrdads,  for any ¢ € U.

(4) (Regularity in Mean) For alln € N* and each function g € G,,, the deterministic function
VN(t,z,r) =E[fN(t,z,7)e,(t)] is a measurable function, which belongs to L>=([0,T]; H)N
Co([0,T); H) and V,VYN € L*([0,T]; H) and satisfies the following equation

avN 1

e + divy ([ug, — hpa]VY) + div,([(Vurpr) — ya] — BT)VN)
1
= o?A VY £ anA VN + 5dw,q(z (Vor'r) ® (Vap'r)) V.V,
keK

in a weak sense (see Proposition 16), where

Z groy = h, and Z ge(Volr) = y,, where K, = {k € K : min(n, N) < |k| < max(2N,n)}.

keKy keK,

Remark 6. The point (3) in Definition 5 is satisfied for larger class of test functions, namely
¢ €V thanks to the reqularity properties of f~.

The main results are given by the following theorems. The proofs will be presented in the
next sections.

Theorem 7. There exists at least one solution f~ to (8) in the sense of Definition 5. Moreover,
(fMn and (V. fN)n are bounded in L2 _, (S L>([0,T]; H)) and L*(Q2 x [0,T); H) respectively.

Proof. See subsection 4.3. O

Theorem 8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7, let fN i = 1,2, be two quasi-reqular weak

solutions of (8) with the same initial data fo. Assume that (fN(t),¢) is Gi-adapted, for both
i=1,2, forany o € V. Then fN = f§.

Proof. See subsection 4.5. U
Concerning the scaling limit as N — 400, we have

Theorem 9. There exists a new probability space, denoted by the same way (for simplicity)
(O, F,P), fe L} (Q;L=([0,T); H))),V,.f € L*(; L*([0,T); H))) such that the following con-
vergence holds (up to a sub-sequence): f~ — f in C([0,T);U") P — a.s. and

SN fin L2 (5 L2([0,T); H))), VofY =V, f in L*(Q; L*([0,T]; H)).
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Moreover f is the unique solution of the following problem: P-a.s.

/ fla,r, t)papdrds — / folx, r)ppdrdx
’]I‘Q RQ

T2 JR2

— /t/ / f <uL(x, s) - Voo + (Vur(s, z)r — %7«) . Vr@/)qb) drdeds
T2 JR2

—0 / / V. f(z,r,5) - Vapodrdrds — —/ / / V. f(z,r,5)) - V,appdrdrds,
T2 JR2 T2 JR2
for any ¢ € C=(T?) and y» € C°(R?) and A(r) is given in Lemma 3.

Proof. See subsubsection 5.2.1 for the existence proof and Lemma 30 for the uniqueness. OJ

Remark 10. By aking into account the regularity of f, (9) can be written as
O f(z,r,t)  +divy(ug(x,t)f(z,r,t) + div,((Vug(t, z)r — Br)?(x, r,t))
_ 1 _
(10) — 02, F (@7, 1) + 5 dive (A(r)V, F ()

f‘t:o = f07

in Y'-sense, where Y = {p € H : V,p € H,V,p € L*(T? x R*)}. Moreover, since [ €
L>(0,T;H) and f € C([0, T];U"), we get f € Cu([0,T]; H) P-a.s.( see [26, Lem. 1.4 p. 263]).
_ d _
e Since (10) is Fokker-Planck equation of (11) then f >0 and pr f(t,z,r)dxdr = 0.
T2 xR2
Remark 11. (The limit FP, Lagrangian description and macroscopic equation)
e From Lemma 3, we get for each r € R?

|T|27’ QT N 3a27r10g2|r|2 rt@rt
|72 8 7|2

a’*mlog 2

A(r) = S

mlosn [ TRT rt@rt
Therefore A(r) = Q(r)Q(r), where Q(r) = < Q’i/%g ( ] +3 ] ) . Notice that Q(r) is

a symmetric, non negative matriz for each r € R? and the function r — Q(r) is Lipschitz with
linear growth.

e Since for each i € {1,2}, 2521 0;A;;(r) =0, of W and W are 2D independent Brownian
motions, then the stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dyt = UL(t,yt)dt, 70 =X
11 - — 1 _ = —_
( ) th = (VUL<t, Xt)Rt - BRt)dt + Q(Rt)th + \/ﬁath, RO =T,

has (10) as Fokker-Planck equation.
e Define T =E,.(R, ® R,), a standard computations gives that T satisfies

_ _ o 9 _ _
O,T+ur-VT = (VUL)T + T(VUL)t — B<T — /{ZTI) —+ EA(Rt)
T|;=0 = Ty,

(12)

which means that TN solution to (3) converges weakly to T in appropriate (weak) sense and the
turbulent velocity generates the term EA(R;), as N — 400, at the macroscopic level.

Let us briefly interpret the previous results. The additional term Q(Et)dwt in the stochastic
equation contributes to a higher dispersion of the values of Ry, increasing the variance; and not
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in a "Gaussian” way, since the diffusion matriz depends on R, and its quadratic form evaluated
in the R, direction increases with R,. This is coherent with the power law result for the stationary
solution wllustrated in the next subsection.

Similarly, the additional term E,A(R;) in the equation for the tensor E,(R, ® R;) is non-
negative definite, mostly positive definite, hence it contributes to a higher value of 6, T hence
to an increase of Ry, coherent with the picture above: turbulent stretching statistically increases
polymer length.

3.1. Stationary solutions and Power law. In this part we consider the limit equation (9) in
the simplest case uy, = 0 and look for stationary solutions f(r), independent of x:
r

]%T div ((3 Ir|* Id — 2r ® rYVf(r))+o*Af (r) = —div (B? (7“)) :

Then

B B 1rP 1d—2r @) VT (1) + 09T (1) = 5/ +w )

with divw (r) = 0. We look for rotation-invariant solutions f (r) = g (|r]), so that g should
satisfy

kr , 9 4 r r
—ririg (|r]) +o°g (|r]) — = —=9g(|r]) +w(r).
5 g (Irl) (I |)|T| 59 () +w(r)
Let us try to solve this (for simplicity with w = 0) and using the simplified equation (¢t = |r|)
th+02 ‘(1) ! (t) for t > 0
—t+ — =—— or :
S K 59

The solution is

k ~Fr7 log o
= 2 —T2 = g
g(t)—C<a+2t> , C g(O)exp(kTﬁ).

Therefore the function )
T kB

- k
F=c (o i)
is a solution. It is invariant by rotations and power law at infinity:

Fo) ~ 57
The power % depends on interpretable constants, namely the relaxation time [ of the polymer
and the number k7 proportional to the square-intensity of the turbulent eddies. In particular,
the tail is longer (larger values are more probable) when k75 is large, which happens either when
the relaxation time f is large (namely the polymer is slow in recovering its equilibrium position)
or the intensity k7 of the turbulent fluid is large, or both.

3.2. Outline of the proof. Let us outline the ideas of how to prove the main results, and the
details will be provided in section 4 and section 5. Note that (8) is stochastic Fokker Planck,
has a hyperbolic nature with respect to the space variable x, it cannot regularize the initial
condition. Moreover, its well-posedness is not a standard result and we need to construct a
solution in an appropriate sense, see Definition 5.

The first step concerns the construction of weak solutions (see Definition 5, point (3)) by
using Galerkin approximation scheme. We proceed as follows: we construct an orthonormal
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basis of H (the weight used to give sense to the terms including the coefficient with r-variable,
where r € R?). Tt’s worth to mention we consider a general setting to prove the existence of
solution and up to a cosmetic modifications, the same result follows by using other weights e.g.
(14 |r[*)™,m > 1 which corresponds to L}, (T* x R*) < L'(T? x R?) if m > 2. The first
problem concerns the proof of some a priori estimates, for that we add the extra term )™ given
by (22) to control the term coming from the interaction between the two part of the stochastic
integral, in order to get the desired estimates. Then, we may pass to the limit as m — 400 and
construct solution to our problem, after showing that )™ vanishes as m — 400 (we exploit that
(@ is space-homogeneous and has mirror symmetry property). Consequently, we construct weak
solution, see Theorem 7.

After that, we face the problem of uniqueness due to lack of regularity with respect to the
space variable x and the presence of noise, which motivates the introduction of the notion ”
quasi-regular weak solution”, which is characterized by the point (4) of Definition 5 to show
uniqueness in this subclass of solution, see Theorem 8 ( we take the advantage of the linearity
of (8)). On the other hand, we should use commutators estimates and techniques associated
with hyperbolic equations to prove in the beginning the uniqueness of solution to the equation
satisfied by some appropriate mean (Definition 5, point (4)) and we combine that with some
density arguments in the L2-space of random variables to deduce the well-posedness in the sense
of Definition 5. We recall that this notion of uniqueness is weaker than the classical notion of
pathwise uniqueness, see [13, Rmk. 7]. Another key point concerns the uniform estimate with
respect to N, which follows directly from the construction of the solution since It6 formula is
classical at the level of Galerkin approximation in contrast with infinite dimension where the
solution f is not smooth and one needs to be careful in the application of It6 formula.

Finally, after obtaining some estimates regarding to N, we can pass to the limit as N — +oo
(in weak sense) by considering the new regime when the noise covariance goes to zero but
a suitable covariance built on derivatives of the noise converges to a non zero limit and we
obtain a degenerate PDE with respect to the variable r, see Theorem 9 where the stationary
solution of the limit equation (9) has a power-law, with an explicit power depending on the
friction parameter 5 and the number k; which is related to the turbulent kinetic energy, see
subsection 3.1.

3.3. Formal computations and estimates. Before the presentation of the proof of main
results and the proof, let us present some formal computations related to (8). Let us compute
formally || fVV||?, by applying It6 formula (formally), we get

0 s

20 / IV, £ ()] Pds — 2a / Vo (s)]2ds — / (AY (2, 1)V, fY (s), Vo £ (s))ds

t
0

401 = 10l =2 [ () un - Var(5) 4 (Vawar = 500 Vof™(5)ds

+2) / (Y (5), 00 Vo fN(8) + (fY (), (Vo r). Vo Y ()] dW™ (s)

keK

+Z/O Ha,iv.foN(s)H?—i-H(Va,ivr).VTfN(s)]Pds—1—22/0 (o Vo fN(s), (Vo r). V. fN(s))ds.

keK keK
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Since div,(uz) = div,(Vyurr) = div, (o} ) = div,.(Volr) = 0, one has

(N up - Vo) = (Y, 00 Ve fY) =0, (fY, (Vaurr) - Vo fY) = (fY, (Vo 'r) .V, fY) = 0
On the other hand, since

/ o V. ¥ (s)Pds = 3 / ol V1N (s), ol Vo f Y (s))ds

keK keK
- / (32 o (@) @ 0 () V. fV (s), Vaf ¥ (5))ds
keK
= ST 0 [ (Vs (), V() ds = 20y [ [V, £V(s)| s
S /

Hence —20zN/ |Vafm(s ||2ds+Z/ |or Vo fin(s)||?ds = 0. Similarly, we have

) / [(Volr). ¥, £ (s) ds = / (A (@, 1)V Y (), Vo ¥ (5))ds
where AY is given by
(13) A (@,r) == ((Vor'r) @ (Vopr)) ;
thus —/0 (AN(z,r)V, N (s),V, ds+Z/ 1(Vol¥r).V,fN(s)||’ds = 0.

Summing up, we get
t
LAY @11 + 202/0 IV [ (s)[Pds — (1 foll®

g—% NS Ve (s)ds 423 / (01 Vo " (s). (Vor'r) Vo f¥(s))ds
0

keK
On the other hand, notice that
(14) > (0 - VafY(), (Vor'n). Vo f ¥ (s)) = (3 (Vor'n).Vi(op VafN(s)), f(s)) = 0,
keK keK

since the covariance matrix () is space-homogeneous and has mirror symmetry property, see
Lemma 2. By using (14), we obtain

LY @I + 202/ IV f¥(s)lI*ds < |1 foll* - % (S ()7 Vo[ (s))ds
0 0

Let us compute the last term of the RHS. We have

2 2

S =3 [ P o e = 53 [ oG rydrds = < £

2 2
i=1 VT xR i=
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t 9 t
Consequently, || f~(t)||* + 202/ IV, N (8)|1Pds < || foll® + B/ ./~ (s)||*ds. Grénwall lemma,
0 0

ensures the following: P-a.s.
t 2
(15) ve>0: YOI+ 202/ IV fY(s)[Pds < || foll e
0

Note that the last inequality (15) is sufficient, a priori, to construct a weak solution and also
ensure the uniqueness, since (8) is a linear equation. Unfortunately, (15) is not rigorous. Indeed,
if fV satisfies (15) only then we are not able to apply directly It6 formula to (8) and we need
either to approximate or regularize (8) in appropriate way and prove the existence of f and
(15), after passing to the limit with respect to the approximation or regularization parameters.
It turns out that it is not sufficient to consider fy € L?(T x R?) and we need more regular initial
data, namely fy € H to construct a weak solution, see Definition 5. Uniqueness is more delicate,
since (8) has a hyperbolic character with respect to z-variable and we will prove uniqueness in
particular class of solution, see Theorem 8. For the convenience of the reader, let us explain the
arguments that failed when we tried to obtain (15) in rigorous way.

3.3.1. A priori estimates via Galerkin approximation. The first step concerns the projection of
(8) onto a finite dimensional space, see (21). Then, we apply finite dimensional It6 formula
which leads to the presence of the term

(16) Z(Oljcv : vxpm[(vgljcvr)'vrfM]awj))H (fm = meN)

keK

instead of Z(Uév.vfo(s), (Vor'r).V,.fN(s)) and (14) is not valid anymore. We remedy this

keK
issue by subtraction this term (16) at the level of Galerkin approximation to get an appropriate

estimate, see Lemma 14 and we need to show that lim(ay - V, P, [(Vor r).V, fum], w;)) g = 0 to

recover the original problem (8). It’s worth to mention that since r € R? and it acts as coefficient
then we need to use initial data fy € H to prove that the extra term (16) vanishes as m — +o0,
see (39) and one obtains the desired estimates of Lemma 14. We refer to section 4 for more
details.

3.3.2. Uniqueness via commutators and quasi-reqular weak solution. Once the existence of weak
solution satisfying the points (1),(2) and (3) of Definition 5 is established, one seeks to prove
the uniqueness of this class of solutions. Since (8) has an hyperbolic nature, one uses the
commutators estimates in order to prove pathwise uniqueness. Let us explain why using this
technique does not give uniqueness of this class of solution, for that we mention only the terms
that cause problems. Let § > 0 and ¢ € C°(T? x R?), if we denote X = (z,r) € T? x R?,
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ps(X) = ps(z) and ps := ps * @ then we need to pass to the limit as 6 — 0 in the equality

SENP OB +E [ (n(s) ¥ + (T o) = 5176 L )b
& [ {80 6+ vl 6 [ s
g8 e 3 (7o) & (T ) Vg o)l [ 0t
£ 2 B [ ot Vet o)+ (TP
We can estimate all the terms in convenient way except the terms
a7 [ fonlBef s U s + 3 B [ oV (o)l

keK

=38 [T 6 (Vo). s

keK

1 t
The last two terms come from the term 3 Z E/ 1or Vo fN(s)]s + [(Vorr). V. N (s)]s]*ds.
0

keK
A priori, we expect that the sum of the first two terms in (17) vanishes as § — 0 (balance of

energy of It6 Stratonovich corrector) but in order to get that, we need more regularity of f,
namely V,fY € L?(T? x R?), which is not our case. Concerning the last term in (17), it is
expected to disappear due to the space homogeneity and the mirror symmetry of the covariance
Q but also it requires V, f¥ € L?(T? x R?) as well. Consequently, we take the advantage of the
linearity of the equation (8) and we prove uniqueness in weaker sense, see Theorem 8.

4. PROOF OF THE EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO (8)

Our aim is this section is to prove the existence and uniqueness of solution to (8) in the sense of
Definition 5, namely Theorem 7 and Theorem 8. We divide the proof into several steps. First, we
introduce the Galerkin approximation. Then, we prove some estimates in the appropriate spaces.
Next, we show the existence of analytically weak solution to (8). Finally, we prove the uniqueness
of the class of quasi-regular weak solutions after showing the existence and uniqueness of the
solution to an appropriate mean equation associated with (8), see Proposition 16 and Lemma 20.

4.1. Galerkin basis and approximation. We need to construct an orthonormal basis of
H such that all the terms in our approximation scheme are meaningful. For that, note that
V < H. On the other hand, (V,(:,-)y) is a separable Hilbert space. By using [3, Lem. C.1.],

cont.

there exists a Hilbert space (U, (:|-)y) such that U < V | U is dense in V' and the embedding
U — V is compact. Thus the embedding U — H is also compact and we can construct an
orthonormal basis for H by using the eigenvectors of the compact embeeding operator. More
precisely, there exists an orthonormal basis {w; };eny of H such that w; € U and satisfies

(18) (v,wi)U = )\i(v,wi)H, Yu € U, 1€ N,

where the sequence {\; };en of the corresponding eigenvalues fulfils the properties: A; > 0,Vi € N.
Note that {w; = \/%\fwl} is an orthonormal basis for U, see [3, Subsect. 2.3] for similar argument
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of construction.

Now, let m € N* and denote by H,, = span{wy,--- ,w,,} and the operator P,, defined from
U’ to H,, defined by

P,:U — H,; ur P,u= Z(u, W)y W
i=1
In particular, the restriction of P,, to H, denoted by the same way, is the (-,-)-orthogonal
projection from H to H,, and given by

(19) P,:H—H,; uw— Py,u= Z(u,wi)Hwi.
i=1
We notice that || Pyullg < ||ul|m, Yu € H, then || Py, || La,m < 1.

Remark 12. [t is worth to mention that the restriction of P, to U is also an orthogonal
projection, thanks to (18) and thus || Pp| Lw,uy < 1.

We have the following continuous embedding U < V < H — L*(T? x R?). Since U is dense
subset of L?(T? x R?), we can consider the following compact Lions-Gelfand triple, namely

U < LAT? x R?) = L*(T? x R?) — U’

dense

To simplify the notation, the duality between U and U’ will be denoted (-, -) instead of (-, )y v
Thus, we have the following equality

(20) (f,u) = (f,u), Vfe€L*T*xR?),VueU.

We use Faedo-Galerkin method, we introduce the approximation f,,(t) Z gmj(t)w; and

set fn(0) = Pfo € H,,. We consider the following finite dimensional SDE
(21)
t
(M@wmrmmwm—/ﬁﬂﬁmy%wmﬁ—/UM)yuMM&1§j§m
0

B %(T'vrfm(s)ij)HdS

- A [02(V7"fm(3)7 vrwj)H + 202(vrfm(5)7 ij) + aN(fom(S)v vmwj)H]dS

:_A«Vwmy%ﬁx)%m+ (Fm(s),w;)ar +

_%/O(A{cv<xvr>vrfM<8)uvrwj>HdS_/0 (A;cv<x7r)vam<S>’ij)dS’
+;;/ (fn()s 08 Vow;)u = (Vo r) - Vo f(s), wy) ) dW*(s),
where
(22)  Y"6:=> P, [vc Vo (Pulo Too)) + @V TR (0 9,0)| o U
= BT m\0k - Va R '

keK

Note that (21) is a linear system of SDE, by classical result (see e.g. [19, Chapter V]), we get
the existence and uniqueness of F;-adapted solution f,, € C([0,T], L*(Q; H,,)).
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Remark 13. Note that

Vaolr) -
(for V"w05) i = ;f fms Pon [(Va,ivr).vr(Pm(a,iV Vaw;)) + 2%3@(0—5 Vaw;)| )i
= 3 U (V5 Pl T+ 2 s S P B
keK
= Z(aév Vo Pul(Vor 7).V, fn]s wi)) 1.
keK

4.2. A priori estimates. We apply the finite dimensional 1t6 formula to the process f,, to get
t
23) Ol = I1Pnfolly = 2/0 (fm(8),uL - Vo fm(s))mds

" / (V) - Fr fun(s), o))t + %Hfm<s>u%, " %v V), Fon(5)) sl

2 / (Fon(s), V™ for )l — 2 / IV Fin( )%+ 202 (s fon(5),7Fon(5)) + x|V i) ]
- / (AY (@, 1)V (), Vs fn(5)) s — 2 / (AY (2, 1)V (), 7 Fon(s)) s
+2)" / (), 02 Vo))t — (Vo) - T (), fon(5))AVA (5)

keK

t
+ Z/O 1Py Vo fun ()l + 1P (Vo ).V fin ()13

keK
+ZZZ/ (0 Vofm(8),e)) (Vo 1).V, fm(s), €;) uds.
j=1 kek 70

Since div,(uz) = div, (o)) = 0, one has (fn, ur - Vofm)ig = (fms 05 .Vafm)z = 0. On the other
hand, note that

Z/O ok Ve fm()lzrds = (GfZ)zfo (foM(S)avmfm(S)>Hd5:204N/0 IV fon(8) 71l

keK k€K

where we used that (0 .V, fom, 0N Vofum)g = (0 @ 0¥V o fn, Ve fm) g Therefore

t t
. / IV fu()l3ds + 3 / 1o Vo fn($)|% < 0,
0 0

keK

since ||Pno . Vofm($)1% < oy .V fm(s)||3 due to that B, is the (-, -)g-orthogonal projection
from H to H,,. Similarly, we have

S [ UG Tl Nds = [ (AY @)V (51, (5Dl

t
kcK 0

where AY is given by (13), thus

- [ @V Lo T b Dds + 3 [ IR (To )T, £(5) s < 0

keK
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On the other hand, note that

j=1 keK

m

S5 [0 Fatals) e (Vo) Fosnts) s
= 3 [ o Fun(oh b (VX V(s

keK
= (o} o S (VO']]CVT)-T O'N s 5
- ;(/ (1ol P (00T AP0 T o)) 4 2T P (0 V)

. / (Fn(5), V™ fn())ds.

Summing up, we get

@4) I — [Budollyy + 207 / IV, fon(3) s = —2 / (Vaurr) - Vo fn(5), o))

2
+ —||fm(s)||?q +3

2 / (AN (@, 1)V fon(8). 7 Fn()) s =23 / (VOr) - Vo ful5). Finl5) ()

keK

LV fn(3), fnls) s — 40 / (Vs Fn(5). 7 fon(s))ds

Let us estimate the terms of the right hand side in (24). First, note that
¢ t
[ (T2 V) s = = [ Gnls).Sns) (Taar) - s
0 0

(25) < Vol / o) .

A standard integration by parts gives

! 1 2 2
/ B(T'vr.ﬂn(s)vfm( s))mds = _3 (||fm( W + (77 fim(s), fm(s))ds,

and|/ ﬁ (r-Vofm(8), fu(s))mds| < = / | fim(5)||3ds. Let us estlmate/ (Vo fm(8), 7 fim(s))ds
Note that / (Vo) 7)) / (Fnls)s Fn(s))ds, thus

(26) 40 / (Vs fn(8). 7 fon(s))ds = o / | ins) 2ds.

t
Next, the term —2/ (AN (2, 7)YV, fin(8), 7 fin(5))ds. Since div,[Voir] = 0, we get
0

/0 (AY (2, 7)V, fon(s), 7 fn(5))ds = 3 / (Voi'r) - Vs fun(s), (Voi'r) - 1 fon(8))ds

keK

== / (Vo1 Vo fonls): (Voi'r) - 1hn(s) + (VO 1) fun(s). fun) W [(Vrl'7) - 1)) ) ds,

keK
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t

and2/ (AN (2, ")V, fn(8), 7 (s
0

other hand, note that

=->) / (VoNr) f(s), fin($)V,[(Vo¥r)-r])ds. On the

keK

) / (Vo) (), fnl) T [(Tr) - 1])ds

keK
k kt
_kEZK/ 9‘% k|2 ( @ rmsmk Tfm($), fm(s)sink - £V, [|k| rm r])ds
J_ k‘ ]CJ‘
+k§/ 0% || m Tmcosk Tfm(8), fm(s)cosk - zV, [|k| rm r])ds
L k kL
-3 ey W (),fm(S)Vr[@"f’m"f’])dS
-y / o3 |fc|2( (s ),fm(S)ﬁ-T)+(£-TMfm(8),fm(8)£-7“)) s
v ) Gk |k|2 B ERE K]
<2 (05)?|k Fom ds < fn(s)||%ds < C fin(8)]5,d
2;,/ WP < 5 B [ nilids < [ Mraos,
N<\lc|<2N
thus
(27) 3 / (Vo) fn(S), funl8)V, (Vo) - ])ds| < C / | n(3)[2ds,
keK 0
2

where C' > 0 independent of N satisfies ) ke, 5 < C. Concerning the stochastic
N<|k|<2N |K|

integral, note that (VoiN7) - Vo[ (8), fi(8) i = — ([ (8), fm(8) (Vo) - 7). Recall that

kJ_ ) kJ_
(28) (Vo r)(z) = —k - T@fz‘m sink-x, k& Ky (Vorr)(z)=k- r@%m cosk-z, keK_

and

S [T T ) D) (5) =23 [ (5] o) (T )W)

keK keK
By using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we get

q

2E sup | [ (ful(s), fn(s)(Vor'r) - r)dW*(s)| < 2E] Z\ Fn(8): fu(s) (Vo' r)) - ) Pds]'?

a€l0t] Jo o 0 kek
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On the other hand, we have

/ S (5, fnls) (Yol r)) - )2

0 kek
k r k+
= k2/ (14 |2 frls), - —sink - (1 + 7|V f) s
b5 O [ o (U ). ok a1 1))
o [kl (1+r[?) ||

< > _(60) |/’<f|2/O 1L+ )2 ()P A+ [r*)Y2 il ds

keK
t
<§:%|W/HOHWW%wW%= > WIW/HM M3l fn (5) 3,
keK 0 keK
N<|k|<2N
< o [Vl < € [ ) s
keK
N<|k|<2N
t
<C sup 1@y [ Nl rds,
qE[O,t] 0
which gives
(29) / S nlS), fnls)(Vol'r)) - 1) s < C sup || fmla) % / ()2,
0 keK g€[0,t]
1
where we used Z 75 < C, with €' > 0 independent of N. Therefore
el
N<[k|<2N
2 sup | / > (), fn(s)(Vop'r) - )dW(s)| < 2E] Z| (fm(), fn(8)(Vop'r)) - r)|*ds]'/?
qelo,l] Jo kK

0 keK

< 28(C sup |14 (o) / Iy

g€[0,t]

< & swp (@)l + S8 [ 1alo) .

q€[0,t]

for any € > 0 (to be chosen later). By using (24) and gathering the previous estimates, we get

(1= ) sup || fn(a)l% +20’2E/0 V2 fon ()17

q€[0,t]

8
< I Pofolly + RI Vet + 5+ 40° rac+ © /Ilfm )12 ds.

1
By chosing € = 3 and setting

(30) )\:2[2|]VmuL|]w+%+4a2+4C],
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we obtain
t t
E sup || fm(a)ll7 +402E/ Ve fn ()7 < 20 foll + /\E/ 1 fin(s) 7.

a€[0,] 0 0

Finally, Gronwall lemma ensures
Vt>0:E sup | fn(q )||H+402E/ V2 fin ()17 < 20 follFe™.
q€[0,t]

As a conclusion, we get

Lemma 14. For every m € N*, there exists a unique solution f,, € C([0,T], L*(; H,,)) to (21),
which 1s adapted to the filtration and satisfy

(31) Vt>0:E sup [fm(q )||H+402E/ Ve frn ()7 < 201 foll7re™,
qe|0,t

where X\ is given by (30).

In order to handle the stochastic integral and the limit as N — +o00, it is convenient to show
the following lemma.

Lemma 15. The unique solution f,, € C([0,T], L*(Q; H,,)) to (21) satisfies
(82) €071 E sup 1Fula)|F+ (207 VE([ IV, < CLRIE V1 < < +oc

q€[0,t]

where C > 0 is independent of N and m.
Proof. From (24), by using (25), (26) and (27) we get

t )\ t
V(O + 202 / IV, ()| Zds < [Lfoll? + 2 / 1 on(s) s
0

Y / (VOrr) - Vo fon(5), fon(5)) 1) W (5)].

keK
Let p > 1, we have

t )\ t
1D + (2027 / IV Fu( sy < Gyl ol + (5o / )22

20 S [ T Tefulo) )W)

keK
Now, by using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (29), we get

2PC,E sup |/ Z fm(s $)(Varr) - r)dW*(s)[P
qE[Ot] 0 kEK
< O[S () fnls) (Vo)) - )]
0 ker

< 22C,CP 2P V2R sup || fm(q) / || fm(5) || 77 dds]

q€[0,t]

2°C,)2Crr!
< & sup )l + EE e [yt
0

qe[ovt]
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for any € > 0 (to be chosen later). Consequently, there exists C > 0 independent of m and N

such that

(1= E sup || fn(@)llF + (20%) pE/ IV, S () ds)” < Cll foll 7 /Hfm (s)I[7ds.

q€[0,t]
1
Hence, (32) follows by choosing € = 3 and applying Gronwall lemma.

4.3. Existence. We have the following equation:

(33) df () + Ppndivy(up frn (t))dt + Pdiv,((Vupr — %r)fm(t))dt

=Y Pu(0} - VaPul(Vo)r). Vo fu])dt + 0Py, £ (£)dt
keK

= Puol Vo N6 dWE = P (Vo r). Y, f (t) AW
keK keK

b an Pl (D)t + 5 Podivi (3 (Voi'r) @ (Voi'n) V., fule)de

keK
fm|t=0 = meO

From (33) we get for 1 <j <m:

(34) / fm(l', r, t)’wde‘dZL‘ — / / meowdedZL‘
T2 JR2 T2 JR2
¢
- / / fm(w,7,8) <UL(~”U7 s) - Vyw; + (Vur(s,z)r — %7’) : erj) drdxds
T2 R2

:_Z//TQ/RQmexrs (Vo r)Pylor - Vew;]drdrds

keK

t
_ 0'2/ / / Vrfm(ﬂfa T, S) . erjd'r’da:ds + OéN/ / fm<x7 T, 3) . Amwjdrdl’dS
T2 JR2 2 Jro
/ / [y, 8)08 NV gw; + fon(,7,8) (Vo r).Vyw;]drdedW*(s)
T2 JR2

keK

T2 /0 /T /RQ(];((VU? r)® (Vorr)) Ve fon(w,r, 1)) - Viw;drdads.

Let us pass to the limit in the last equation.

4.3.1. 1%'step. By using Lemma 14, we are able to get the following convergences

(35) fn — f in L2(Q; L*([0,T); H)),
(36) o =" fin L2 (5 L([0,T); H))),
(37) Vi fm = Vof in L(Q; L*([0,T); H)),

On the other hand, from Lemma 15, we obtain also

(38) Ve [0,T]:E sup | f(o) pE/ IV F)I7)” < Clfolle,v1 < p < 400

q€[0,t]

where C > 0 is independent of N and m.



22 F. FLANDOLI AND Y. TAHRAOUI

4.3.2. 2™step. For ¢ € U, note that / fm(z,r t)p(x, r)dxdr is adapted with respect to
T2 JR?
(F): and recall that the space of adapted processes is a closed convex subspace of L?(Q x [0, T1),

hence weakly closed. Therefore / / f(z,r, t)p(x, r)dzdr is also adapted and its It6 integral
T2 JR2
is well defined and bounded. Let us consider the following mapping

L L2 % [0,T]; H) — L*(Q x [0, T); R)

t
fmr 3 / / fn(@, 7, 8) (0 Vot + (Vo r).V,eo)drdedW(s),
wer /o J12 JR?
which is linear and bounded. Therefore, by using (35), we infer that

Z /: /H:Q . fm(x, T, S)(O’livvm(b + (Vo'évr)vr(b)d?«dxdwle(S)

keK

B Z/o /T | F (@, 8)(0F Vad + (Voi(r).V,@)drdadW(s) in L2(Q x [0,T)).

keK

4.3.3. 3"dstep. For ¢ € H,, t € [0,T], let us set

= — t ap afr). k(s).
B, (t) = /T2 g fm(x,r t)pdrdx Z/o /T2 . fm(x, 7, 8) (0} Vo + (Vo 1r).V,e@)drdedWV 7 (s)

keK
From (34), we write (in distributional sense with respect to t)

d

1
4, - / [ ntar (uL<x,->-vx¢+ (Vus(r2)r Br)-w) drdz

- Z A‘Q - vrfm(x,T, '), (VCT]]CVT‘)Pm[o'IJCV . ngb]drd:p

keK

- 2 . . .
7 /TQ /R2 Vifm(@,7,:) - Vigdrdzds + ay /T2 - Jm(x, 7, ) Agpdrdz
2 /11‘2 /R2<kze;( ((vak T) (029 (VO’k 7’)) vrfm<x"r, )) Vr(bd’f’dx
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Let A € F and ¢ € D(0,7)% by multiplying the last equation by I,¢ and integrating over
Q x [0, T] we derive

// B—dsdP

= / / / fm(z,7,5) (uL(a:, s) - Vo + (Vug(s,z)r — %r) : Vrgb) ¢drdzdsdP
T2 JR2

L

_// OQ/TQ ; Vrfm(x,r,s)-Vr¢§drdxdsdP+/A/0TaN/TQ [ fulers) - Auotdrdsdsap
// /Tz /R2 (Vor'r) @ (Vo)) Vefm(z,r,s)) - VeoédrdedsdP, Vo € Hy,.

keK

/ Vo fm(x,r,8), (Vorr)Puloy - V.é|édrdzdsd P
']I‘Q RQ

Now, let us prove the following.

(39) /A /0

Indeed, it’s sufficient to pass to the limit with (w;);en as test functions. Thus, for 1 < i < m,

we recall
// / / Vo fm(z,7,8), (Vo r)P[of - V,¢|édrdrdsd P
0 jerdT Jr2

—-YE / (Vs fos (Vo) Pofoy - V] ) Lacds

keK

/ / YV, fn(z,7,8), (Vo r)Pyof - VelédrdrdsdP — 0 as m — +oo.
T2 JR2

keK

/ (3 Pulod - VaPul(Vol 1)V, ful), wi) Laéds

keK
where [E denotes the expectation. On the other hand, the following convergence holds
Z(Vak 7)Pplor - Vwi] — Z Voir)or - Vew; in L2(T? x R?).
keK keK
Indeed, denote by || - |2 the norm in L*(T? x R?), we get
1D (Vor'r) (P = Dloi - Vawillls < > OR)KPIr| (P — Dloi - Vawi]|l3

keK keK

< DO IEPI(Pw = Doy - Vw1

keK

< Z 0\k| ) EP( P — IH%(H,H)HwaiH%{

keK

< Z OO0 kPN Py — TNF g,y lws I

keK
< C||Po — 1|71, lwillz — 0,

6D(0,T) denotes the space of C*®-functions with compact support in |0, T'[.
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where C' > 0 7 and since P, is an orthogonal projection on H. On the other hand, V., fn,
converges weakly to V,.f in L*(Q x [0,T] x T? x R?), thanks to (37). Therefore

hm //0 Z/TQ R?V (7, 8), (Vorr)Pplod - V¢lédrdudsd P

keK

/ / (Vof, (VoNr)oN - Vw;)Edsd P

keK
// (/.Y (Volr) - Vo - Vow)EdsdP =0 Vi€ N
keK
Indeed, for given function ¢ we have Z(Va,ivr).v (o .V Z Z O, 011 0r; (040, 1))
keK keK l,y,i=1
and
2
>N w0k 00 (0400 0) = Z Oy, 00Dy, (1,0, 0)) = Z O, Qi1(0)8y, (1,0,,20).
keK l,y,i=1 keK l,y,i=1 l,y,i=1

Since the covariance matrix () satisfies Q(z) = Q(—x) then 9, Q;;(0) = 0. As a result we get

_ /A /0 ' (B asap

' i ! drdxzdsdP
= /A/o /11‘2 . f(x,r,s) <uL(:1:, s) - Ve + (Vur(s,x)r — BT)-Vﬂb)f rdxds

_ / /T o2 /11‘2 g V, f(z,r, ) V,p&drdrdsdP + /A/OT an /1r2 5 F(x, 7, s) - AppédrdadsdP
/ / /T /R (Vor'r) ® (Vor'n)) V. f(z,r,5)) - V,¢€drdrdsdP, V¢ € U,

keK

where

/ flz,r, t)odrdr — / / flz,r, $) (oY Vop + (Vorr).V,.¢)drdedW*(s).
T2 JR2 T2 JR2

keK

Then, taking into account the regularity of f, we infer that the distributional derivative ’r
belongs to the space L*(Q x [0,T]). Recalling that B € L*(Q2 x [0,T]), we conclude that
B(-) € L*(2;C([0,T]).

Considering the properties of It0’s integral, we deduce
[, [ Farvodrds e s cio.1),
T2 JR?

which means that f € L2(€; C([0,T): U") and therefore f € L2(; C,, ([0, T]: H), thanks to (36)

and [26, Lemma. 1.4 p. 263]. We finish the proof by showing some continuous convergence in

"Recall that Z )k = Z |k|6 =

keK keK
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time. Indeed, let £ € C*°([0,¢]) for ¢ €]0,T] and note that the following integration by parts
formula holds

(40) [ Etets=— [ peas+ moe - [ [ fusirdaeo)

Now, by standard arguments (see e.g. [28, proof of Prop. 3.] ) we get for any ¢ €]0, T,
/ Fol, 7, t)pdrda — / flz,r t)pdrdz in L*(Q, H), as m — .
T2 JR2

and ]7(0) = fo in H-sense. In conclusion, there exists a solution in the sense of Definition 5
(f = fN to stress the dependence N, since we will pass to the limit as N — +o0 in section 5.)

/ fN(x, r,t)odrdr — / foddrdz
T2 JR2

T2 JR2

- / t / (7, s) (uL(:c, s) - Voo + (Vug (s, z)r — lfr) : vrqs) drdxds
0o Jr2 JRr2 15}
= 02/ /T2 g V. N (x, 7, 8) - V,pdrdeds + aN/ /11‘2 . fN(z,r,s) - Agpdrdrds

/ / [N (z,7,8)0n NVop + [N (x,7,8) (Vo r).V,o)drdzdW*(s)
keK T2 JR2

- = / / / (Vor'r) @ (Vorr)) Ve fN(z,r,t) - V,pdrdzds,
’]TQ RQ

keK
for any ¢ € U. In particular, fV is adapted with respect to the given filtration.
4.4. On the uniqueness of quasi-regular weak solution. In order to prove uniqueness of

quasi-regular weak solution to (8), we need first to prove the existence and uniqueness of solution
VN to an appropriate mean equation associated with (8). Namely, we prove the following result.

Proposition 16. For any t € [0,T], there exists VN (t) = E[f (t)e,(t)] such that

(1) VN e L>([0,T); H), V,.VN € L*([0,T); H) and VY € C,([0,T); H).
(2) For any t € [0,T], it holds

/ / VN(t)pdwdr — / foddxdr
T2 JR2 T2 JR2

= / / / VN(:c,'r’, s) ([uL(x, S) — hynl - Ve + ([Vur (s, x)r — y,] — %r) . Vﬂb) drdzds
o Jr2 Jr2
¢ T

— /O o? /T 2 /]R 2 V,.VN¥(z,r,5) - V,.odrdrds + /O ay /T 2 /R 2 VN(x,r,s) - Appdrdrds
‘1

3 L LS et o (o) O e Searanis, oy

Remark 17. A priori, the last point holds for any ¢ € U and by taking into account the reqularity
of the solution V, it holds as well for all ¢ € V.
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Proof of Proposition 16. Let g € G,,, by using [to formula to the product, we get

dley(t) fn ()] + €4(t) Prndivy (ur, fin (£))dt + e4(t) Prdiv,.((Vurr — %r) fm(t))dt
= eg(t)Pul0 - Vo Pul(Vorn).V, frul)dt + 02y (£) PN, fr (£)dt
— geg(t)zamag N fN () dW" — ,; eg(t) P (Vo 1).V, frn () dW*
+ aney(t) Py f(t)dt + —eg(t)Pmdivr(];( (Vad'r) @ (Vo)) Ve fm(t))dt,
+ ;ﬂ; Fn(£)gi(t)eg (t)AW™ (2) e
- [;XA; gu(t)eq (AW (), ,; ¢g(t) Pmoiy Vaf ™ (1) + eg() P (Vy r).Vy fon (£) AW

eg(t) fnli=0 = P fo.
Denote K,, = {k € K : min(n, N) < |k| <max(2N,n)} and set V,,,(t) = E(f,.(t)ey(t)) then

d[Vi(t)] + Ppdiv,(ur Vi, (t))dt + Ppdiv,.(Vupr — %’I“)Vm(t))dt

=Y Pu(o} - VaPul(Vo)r).V, Vi) dt + 0” P A, Vi, (t)dt

keK
1
+ an P Vi, (t)dt + §Pmdivr(z (Vor'r) ® (Vopr'r)) V. Vi, (t))dt,
keK
=Y Pugioy VoVin(t) + Pugi(Vo)'r).V, V(1)
keKn
Vm|t:0 - meO
Denote Z gror = h,, and Z ge(Volr) = y,. Then V,, satisfies
keKn, keK,
dVp, , , 1
(41) — + Pdivy([up — h,|Vi (1)) + Ppdiv,([(Vurr) — ya] — Br)Vm(t))
=3 Pu(0p - Vo Pul(Vor r). V. Vi) + 0 P A, Vi (£)
keK
1
+ an P Vin(t) + éPmdivr(Z (Voir) @ (Vor'r)) V. Va(1)),
keK
Vm|t:0 = Pm.fO

(41) is linear system of ODE, by using a classical results (see e.g. [19, Chapter V]) we get
Lemma 18. There exists a unique V,, € C([0,T]; H,,) to (41).

Lemma 19. For every m € N*, there exists a unique solution V,, = Ele, f] € C([0,T); Hy,) to
(41), which satisfy

t _
(42) vt >0: sup Ile(Q)H%JerUQ/ IV, Vi ()l < 20l foll 3,
0

qE[Oﬂf}
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where
5y 8 2 ' 2
At) = [2||Vaur |l + 3 +40” + 201t + [ (|[g(s)|” + 1)ds < +oo0.
0
Proof. The proof consists of arguments analogous to the proof of Lemma 14 but for the reader’s
convenience, let us sketch it. By applying It6 formula with || - ||% to the process V,, satisfying

(41), we obtain
IV )3 = 11 P foll

= 2/0 (Vin(8),ur - ViVin(s)) gds — 2/0 (Vin(8), by - Ve Vi (s))gds — 2/0 (Veurr) - Vo Vi (8), Vin(s))u

42 /Ot(Vm(s), - Vo Vin(5)) s + %va@)uz + %o« Vi (), Vi (5)) s

+2) /O (Vin(5), 0 - Vo Po[(Vol r)V, Vi) ds

- 2/0 [ IV Vi ($) [ + 20%(ViVin(s), 7Viu(5)) + an [ Vo Vi (5) [ 1] ds

_ /0 (AN (2, 1)V Vi (5), Vo Vin () ) s — 2 /0 (AN ()Y, Vin (5), 7Vin(s))ds

The last equation has similar terms as (23) (without the stochastic integrals and It correctors)
but with the two new terms

2/0 (Vin(8), b - Vi Vin(8)) mds + 2/0 (Viu(8), Yn - Vi Vin(s)) mds.

By noticing that div,(h,) = 0, the first term vanishes. Concerning the second one, note that
[l < 171 D lgel = Ir[llg]l and

[k|<n

/0 (Vi (8)y yn - Vi Vi (s)) pds = — Z (Vin(5), ge(V o r) - 1V (s))ds,

keK,

t t

which ensures that / |(Vin(8), Yn- Vi Vi (s)) mlds < / (Ilg(8)[I*+ 1) ||Vin(5)||3,ds. Thus, the other

0 0
terms can be estimated by similar arguments as in subsection 4.2 and we obtain Lemma 19. [

By using Lemma 19, we are able to get the following convergences

(43) Vo = V in L2([0,T); H),
(44) V,, =* V in L=([0,T]; H),
(45) V.V, = V,V in L*(0,T): H),

moreover, by using the linearity of the expectation we get V = E[eg]?] (recall that V,, = E(e, f,)
and e, € L*(Q2)). Now, we have all the ingredient in hand to argue as in subsection 4.3 and
obtain Proposition 16.

Lemma 20. Let N € N*. Then, the solution VN given by Proposition 16 is unique.
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Proof of Lemma 20. Let V¥ and V¥ be two solutions, with the same initial data, given by
Proposition 16 and denote by V¥ be their difference. Then for any ¢ €]0,T] and ¢ € V, we have

)
/T 2 /R 2 VN(t)pdxdr

= /Ot /TQ /RQ V¥ (x,r,5) ([uL(:c, $) = P - Vo + ([Vur(s, 2)r — y] — %T

t T
_/02/ / vTvN(x’T’S)'VT(bd"’ddejL/ OéN/ / V¥(x,r,s) - Aggdrdads
0 T2 JR? 0 T JR2
‘1
N / 2 / / O (Vai'r) @ (Vor'n) V,VN(z,r,s)) - Vegdrduds.
0 T2 JR2

keK

(46

) Vﬂb) drdxds

Since the above equation is understood in weak form, we need first to consider an appropriate
regularization of V¥, denoted by [V"]s. Then, take the L*inner product of the above equation
with [V]s and finally pass to the limit with respect to the regularization parameters ¢.

Step 1: Regularization. Let ¢ € C°(T? x R?), if we denote X = (x,7) € T? x R? and ps(X) =
ps(x), then @5 := ps * p is an appropriate test function in (46), namely we get

(VE(1), s)
- /ot /Tz /RQ Vi) ([mx’ $) = hn] - Vaips + ([Vur(@, s)r = ya] = %7‘) : er) drdzds

t T
— / 02/ V. V¥(z,r,s) - Vepsdrdrds +/ aN/ / VN (x,r,s) - Appsdrdrds
0 T2 JR2 0 T2 JR2

N /Ot% /T /RQ(Z (Vor'r) @ (Voir) V.V (z,1,5)) - V,psdrdeds.

keK

Since p is radially symmetric then the operator of convolution with ps is self-adjoint on L?(T? x
R?). Thus

1

(V¥ (®)s: ) + /O ([(UL(S) = hn) - VoV (8)]5 + +dive (Vur(s)r — yn — BT)VN(S))]& w) ds

= [PV @t t [ oA @ )is

+ [ i (X (Vo) (Fon) Vv (slsedds = [ ()l o)ds.

keK

Consider the following space X := {¢ € H;V,p € H} and note that X — L*(T? x R?) — X'
is Gelfand triple. Since

VN e L=(0,T); H),V,VY e L*([0,T]; H),
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and by using the regularization properties of p, one gets that [d(-)]s € L*([0,T]; X’). therefore,
we can set o = [VV(-)]s to get

(47)
1

IO+ [ (1000 = ) V¥l + v (Fus(s)r = i = V6] VY0 ) s

:/o (1A, VN (s)]5, [V (s)]5)ds + / an (A V™ (s))s, [V (s)]5)ds

+ /0 %[divxz (Voiir) @ (Voy'r) V.V (s))]s, [V (5)]s)ds.

keK

Now, let us pass to the limit in the last equality (47). The proof is based on commutator
estimates and using the properties of (o )rek-

Step 2: Passage to the limit as § — 0. First, recall that V() € L*(T? x R?), by properties of
convolution product, we get (lsir%[VN (r,)]s = VN(r,-) in L*(T?) uniformly for a.e. r € R? and
_)

we get (lsi_I)I(l) IIVY@®))s)1? = |VY(t)]|2. Next, we will prove the following
(48) lim /0 (un(s) - VoV ()]s, VY (5)]s)ds = 0.
Since div,u;, = 0, we get
[ 1) T s Vs
= /0 (s [ur(s) - VaVN ()] = ur(s) - Vaps [V (s)], ps x [V (s)])ds.

Let us introduce the commutator r5(s) = ps * [ur(s) - V.V (s)] — ur(s) - Veps * [VV(s)]. Thus,
(48) is a consequence of the following: a.e. s € [0, 7]

(49) 175(3) | 2 mamz) < C1Vn($)llg [V ()] 12 g2 ) -
(50) lim rs(s) = 0in L*(T? x R?),

where C' > 0 independent of §. Indeed, let us show (49), note that

s (ssr) = = [ (uno08) = :8) - Vaps (o = ) VY (svr) dy

Consider the following change of variables z = T get

T(S(s’x,’r) _ _/ uL(y+5Z,§)_UL(y75) -pr(Z)VN(S,y,T)dZ
R2

1
:_/ / Vur(y + adz, s)zda - Vip (2) VN (s,y,r)dz.
r2 Jo
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Thus |r5 (s,2,7) | < [Vur(s)|leo Jae 121|Vep (2) [[VY (s,y,7) |dz. Since © =y + 0z, we get

Irs(s) iy < IV [ [ ([ Va1V ) Py
< [|Vur(s)||12( // /z Vop (2) VN (s,y,7)d2)*dydr

< |Vun(s)[% / 2V (2) Pd=( / / VY (5,9, 7) Pdydr.
R2 R2 JT2
< C2Tur () IV (5) [ 2agro sy

since supp[p] C B(0,1) and denoted by C? = [, |2*|V.p (2) |*dz < 400. Concerning (50), we
have

L*(T? x R?)- hm’r’g( ) =—-VN(s,") (/R2 Vur(s, )z - pr(z)dz) :

6—0

Indeed, we have

1
//|/ / Vur(y +adz, s)zda - Vep (2) VN (s,y,7) dz
r2 J12 JR2 Jo

—VN(s,z,7) (/ Vur(s,x)z - pr(z)dz) |*dxdr
R2
1
:/ / |/ / Vur(y +adz, s)zda - Vep (2) VN (s,y,7)dz
r2 J12 JR2 Jo
— / VN(s,2,7)Vur(s, )z - Vep(2)dz|* dzdr
R2
1
S/ / / / (Vur(y +adz,s)z - Vep (2) VY (s,y,7)dz — VN (s,2,7)Vur (s, v)z - Vaup(2)|*dadzdzdr
r2 J12 Jr2 Jo
1
S/ / / / (Vur(y +adz, s)VY (s,y,7) — VN (s,y + 62,7)Vur(s,y + 62)|*dadydr|z|*|V.p(2)|*dz
r2 Jr2 J12 Jo
1
§2/ / / / \Vur(y + adz, s)VY (s,y,7) — VN(s,y, r)Vur(s,y) Pdadydr|z|*|V.p(2)|2dz
r2 Jr2 J12 Jo

1
1 / / / / VY (5,5, 1) Vs (s,y) — VY (5, + 82, 7) Vg (s, + 62)Pdadydr ||V (=) Pd
R2 JR2 JT2 JO
=1I; + I}

Using the continuity of translations in L?(T?) for the function VNVuy, we get limsup I; = 0
6—0

Concerning I}, note that

1
I < 2/ / / / |Vur(y 4+ adz, s) — Vur(s,y) 2|V (s,y, ) |*dadydr|z|?|V.p(2)|*dz.
r2 Jr2 JT12 Jo
On the other hand, by mean-value theorem we get

|Vur(y + adz, s) — Vur(s,y)| < adlz|||u]|c
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Thus I; < 6%||up|/ze / / VN (s,y,7) |2dydr/ |2|*|V.p(2)2dz — 0. Finally, since p is smooth
R2 JT2 R2

density of a probability measure, we get fRQ 2;0;p(2)dz = —d;; and so

/ Vur(s, )z - Vep(z)dz = —divuy, = 0,
R2

which gives (50). The next step is proving the following

(51) lim / VN (8)]s, [V (5)]5)ds = 0.

We recall that Z gkcrk = h,, and div,h,, = 0, hence

/0 ([a(3) - VoV ()]s, [V ()]s} ds

t
= [ o5 (o) - VYV (5)] = ha(s) - o [V () s VY 5
0
Let us introduce the commutator

r5(s) = ps * [hn(s) - VoV (5)] — ur(s) - Vaps * [V (s)].

(51) is a consequence of the following: a.e. s € [0, 7]

(52) Hr?(S)HLQ(TwQ) < Cllgl [[vV™¥(s)
(53) lim ri(s) = 0in L*(T? x R?),

HL2(’]1'2><R2)’

where C' > 0 independent of §. Indeed, similarly to (49), we get

b ) = = [ (05) = B (35) - Vs (o = 9) V™ 5.7 dy
R2
thus, we obtain (|| - || denotes the L>*-norm with respect to the z-variable)

75 ()l 2212 2y < CPIIV AR () 12NV ()l 222 cm2)-

since supp[p] C B(0,1) and denoted by C* = [, |2]*|V.p (2) |?dz < +00. On the other hand,
note that

keKn k€K, | |k\<n

The proof (53) is analogous to the proof (50) and we omit this detail. Let us prove that
¢

lign/ ([div,(Vur(s)r)VY(s)]s, [V (s)]s)ds = 0. Since div,(Vur(s)r) = 0, we get
0

| e (T (v () [V )
= /0 (div,ps * (Vur(s)r)VN(s) — div,.(Vur(s)r)ps * VYV (s), ps * VN (s))ds

= —/0 (ps * (Vur(s)r)VN(s) — (Vur(s)r)ps * VV(s), ps * V,. VN (s))ds.
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On the other hand, note that
(p5 * (VuL(-)T)VN)(s, z,7) — (Vur(s,z)r)(ps * VV)(s, 2,7)
= [ [Fusle =) = Vsl sV (5.2 = o)y

By mean-value theorem we get |Vur(z —y,s) — Vur(z, s)| < |y|||ur|c2 and

\(p(; * (VuL(-)r)VN)(s, x,r) — (Vur(s,z)r)(ps * VN)(S, x,r)|
< fluglle= / yllrlps() VY (s, 2 — y, 7)|dy < lluglc2 /R2 ps(W)|r|[V (s, 2 — y,7)|dy,

since supp|p] C B(0, 1). Therefore, we get
/ [(ps * (Vur(s)r)VY(s) — (Vur(s)r)ps * VN (s), ps x V.V (s))|ds
§5HULHC2/O H/[R2 ps)Ir|IVY (5,2 =y, m)ldyllll o5 = V.V (s)l|ds
< 6lurllc /Ot lps * [r [V ()| o5 % V, V™ (s)||ds

t
< 5||uL||CQ/ VYV, V (8)]|ds — 0 as & — 0.
0

¢
Concerning the term / ([div, (5, VN (s)]s, [V (s)]5)ds. We recall that Z a(Volr) = y,.
0

k€K
Since div,(y,) = 0, we have

/0 ([dive VN ()5, [V ()]s} ds = / ([divym VY ()]s — divegn [V (5)]s, VY (3)])ds
= /0 (div,ps * Y VN (5) — div,ynps * VN (5), ps * VN (5))ds

t
__ / (s % UV (5) = s # VY (s), s % V. VN (8))ds.
0

On the other hand, note that

(p(5 * ynVN) (57 xz, ’I") - yn(p(5 * VN)(Sa x, ’I") = / [yn(x - Y, S) - yn(xa S)]p5(y)VN(S’ r—1Y, T)dy
RQ
By mean-value theorem we get

Yz =y, 8) = ya(z, )| = | D (9(Vor'r) (@ =y, ) = gu(Vop'r)(z, 5))]

keK,

< gD lsolyllr] < [yllrlllgll since |D?of o < 1,
keK,

and

|(p5 * (VuL(~)7’)VN) (5,2,7) — (Vur(s, 2)r)(ps * V) (s, z,7)|

<l | lilos()VN (s = .r)ldy < 8l [ psta)lrllV™ (s = gl
R R
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since supp[p] C B(0,1). Therefore, we get
t
/ ({5 * (Vur (s)r)V(s) — (Vur(s)r)ps x V(s), ps x V.V (s))|ds
0
' N N
< 5/0 lglllps * r V= ()l s + ViV (s) [ ds

t
< 5/ gV ()| a ]IV V¥ (s)llds — 0 as 6 — 0.

Now, notice that [div,rV¥(s)]s = div,r[V"(s)]s. Hence

! / (i V™ (s)] / 1V (5)]s12ds < / IV (s) 2ds.

Next, we have (02[A, V™ (s)5, [VY (s)]s) = (022, [V ()]s, [VY(s)]s) = =02 |V, [V (8)]5]]2, thus

/0 (G2 IAVY (8)]5, VY (5)])ds = —o / 17,V (5)5|2ds — —o /0 V.V (s)|2ds as 6 — 0,

since V,. VY e L2(0,T; H). We have ([A,VN(s)]s, [VV(s)]s) = (A[VY(8)]s, [VV(s)]s) which

gives

/0 an([A: VY (9)]s, [V (5)]5)ds = — / an || Vo[V (s)]s]|2ds < 0.

Concerning the last term, first we prove the following

/0 ([div, S (Vor) @ (Vo) VoV ()]s, VY (s)]s)ds + 3 / (Vo) 2,V (s)}l%ds = o.

keK keK

Indeed, we have

/([dier((va,QVr)@@(va,%)) V. V()]s | d5+2/ 1[(Valr).V, VN (s))5||?ds
0 keK keK
:_Z/ (Vo r)(Volr) - v,V (s)s, V,[V ds+Z/H (Vor'r).V, V¥ (s)]s]*ds
keK keK
= —Z/O (Vo' r)(Vapr) - V.V (s)ls = (Vor' r)[(Var'r) - V.V (s)]s, V. [V (s)]5)ds
- Z/ (Vo) (Vo r) - 0,V (s)]s, Vo[V (s)]5) ds
keK
3 [ () T 6 [(For) 9,7 )

=3 [T o) TV )l = (T (o) - TVl o s

keK

- Z/ (Vo) - VoV ()]s, (Vor'r) - Vo[V ()]s — [(Vor'n). V.V (s)]s))ds

keK

:J6+J5
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kL

—h(k - z)® for
"TH]

k
Let us prove that limsup |J§| = 0. Recall that (Voi'r) has the form 9g||k| i
6—0

any k € Z%. Thus, |Voir| < 0‘k||k‘||r|. On the other hand, we have

|75] < Z/ ([(Vorr)(Voir) - V.V (s)ls — (Vo r)[(Vog'r) - ViV ()]s, Vo[V (s)]s)|ds

keK

and

(Vo r)(Vag'r) - Vo f¥(s)ls = (Voi r)[(Vop'r) - V.V (s)]s) (@, 7)

= - /RQ[(VOIQV(@T) — (Vor' (z = y)n))(Voy (x = y)r) - V.V (s,2 = y,1)ps(y)dy.
By mean-value theorem, we get

(Vo' ()r) = (Voy (@ — y)r)| < O k[ - [rllyl < 2N1E|6); - [yl

Therefore
(Vo) (Vo) - 0,V ()]s — (Toln) (Vo) - 7,0V (s))5) (2, )|
< / 2N[KIBY, - Irlyll(Vol (@ — y)r) - T,V (s,2 = y,7) | ps(y)dy
<3NP ol [ 19V (5. = gl st

Thus, we get

(Vo r)(Valr) - Vo VN (s)]s — (VoY) (Vo r) - VoV (s)]s, Vo [V (5)]s))]
=1 /R /TJ(WIQV (Vo) -V, VY (9)ls — (Vo n)[(Vor'r) - V.V (s)]5 V[V (s)]sdwdr]
= /R (Vo n(Voin) - TV ()ls = (Vo n)[(Voin) - VoV (sl VAV (s)sldadr
<N [ [l [ 19V (= g lost)dal 9. ()|

< 20N (0)*1k Ml o5 * |1V VY ()11 Z2re )
< 20N (O [PV V()1 r2 ey < 20N ()2 K21V, VY ()13

t
Hence, we deduce |J}| < 25NZ HW |k:|2/ |V, VY (5)||3ds — 0 as 6 — 0. Concerning JZ, we
0

keK
recall that

21 Y [ T 9 6 (Vo) TN 6 = (Tl 9,75 s

keK

8h(-) = cos(-) or h(-) = —sin(-), see (28).
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On the other hand, we have
(Vor'r) - V[V (s)]s = [(Voir).V, V¥ (s)]s]

= | 2[(%’5(37)7“) = (Vo' (@ = y)r)]- V.V (s, — y,7)ps(y)dy]

< SO, [ 1V (s = )l
consequently, we get

((Val'n) - Vo (5)]s, (Vo r) - VY (5)ls = (T ). 9,V (5)]5)|
< [ [0 VS OlITo ) V() = (T )9, 5)))dadr

R T
<oy [ [ Nvan v @l [ VY s = ) psto)dyldedr
<ok @ [ [ 1 [ e s = glosto)dsfdeds

< 8|k () IH/ IV VY (s, 2 =y, )05 (1) Ayl 2o xpe)
< S|KP ORIV VY ()17 < 20N1K PO IV VY ()] 117

and

t
|JZ] < 25NZ 9‘k| |k|2E/ IV, VN(s)||3ds — 0 as § — 0.
keK 0

Finally, we get
t

lim [ ([div, Y ((Vo'r) @ (Vor'r)) V.V (s))]s, [V (s)]s)ds

6—0
0 keK

:—Z/ (Vo). 0,V (s)|2ds < 0,

keK
where we used V,VY € L?(0,T; H)) and

Z/ 1[(Vodr). YV, VY (s)]5]*ds =50 Z/ (Vo r). v,V (s)|2ds.

keK keK

In conclusion, by passing to the limit as 6 — 0 in (47) and using the above estimates, we get
1 ! I
(54) VYOI + o [ 19l < 5 [ vl
0 0

The last inequality (65) and Gronwall lemma ensure that VY = 0 in L*(0,T; H)-sense and
VVYN =0 in L*0,T; H)—sense as well, which ends the proof of uniqueness.

4.5. Uniqueness of quasi-regular weak solutions of (8). We will use Lemma 20 to prove
that the solution to (8) in the sense of Definition 5 is unique (in particular we use the point (4)).
First, note that the set of quasi-reqular weak solutions forms a linear subspace of L?(0,T; H),
since (8) is a linear equation, and the regularity conditions is a linear constraint. Therefore, it
is enough to show that a quasi-regular weak solution f¥ = 0 if the initial data f, = 0.
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Let g € G,, by using Lemma 20 we proved that E[f" (t)e,(¢)] = 0 in L>(0,T; H)-sense. Our
aim is to prove that f~ = 0. We recall that from Lemma 20: for any ¢ € [0, 7], we have

(E[fN(t)ey(t)], ) = 0,Vp € V and for any g € D.

Now, let G be a random variable, which can be written as a linear combination of finite number
of e4(t), it follows (by linearity)

E[f ()Gl ) =0,V € V.
Next, by density of D in L?(€2, G,), the last equality holds for any G € L?(2,G,), namely
E[(fY(1),p)Gl=0,¥p €V, VG e L*(Q,G,).

Since (fN(t), ) is G-adapted, we get (fN(t),¢) = 0, for any ¢ € V. Recall that V is dense
subspace in H, thus, we deduce that f~¥ = 0 and the uniqueness holds.

5. DIFFUSION SCALING LIMIT AS N — 400

Our aim in this section is to show that the unique solution of stochastic FP equation (8), in
the sense of Definition 5, converges Weakly to the unique solution of (9), under the following
scaling of the noise coefﬁments HM = WQ if N < k| <2N and HW = 0 else. First, note that

. . N\2 N\2
(55) N1—1>r—Il—1c>o 2 (9‘k|) = 0; N1—1>r—Il—1c>o Sulg (GW) =0 and l_1>1er1OO 211}13 k| (9‘k|) = 0.
++

We begin this section by showing the following result about regularity in time of (fV)y.

Lemma 21. Let 2 < p < +00, there exists C' > 0, independent of N such that
-2 1

o).

"2

b
EHf ||C77(OT vy S C' for any 0 < n < min(

Proof. et 0 <h < 1landt € [0, —h] and . From Definition 5, point (3), the following equality
holds in U’-sense:

Loy f¥(s)])ds

G
t+h

[ A ) an(Bar s+ 5 [ div (AR (0,091 (9)ds

t

t+h
N4 h) — fN(t) = —/t ((ug, - Vo f N (s)) — div,[(Vaurr —

—Z/ (o Vo fN(s) + (Vo r) Vo ¥ (s)dWH(s) = I + I + Iy + L.

keK

On the one hand, we have P-a.s.

t+h 1
Hillor < /t luz - Vo f ¥ (s) + dive[(Vaurr — E?‘)fN(S)]HU/dS

1 t+h N
< (e + ¥tz + 5 / 17 (5) | s
t

1
hlllurllos + [ Vaurlloo + 5] sup [1FY ()]l
t€[0,T]
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since uy, is a smooth function. Concerning /5, note that
t+h t+h
Il < [ 1028, 54() + a8 (9)ods < (2 4 ax) [ 1£4(6) lnds
t t

t+h
< (0 + 1) / 1Y () lmds < h(o® + 1) sup | FY(0)]r

t€[0,T]
t+h
Moreover ||I3]|yr < / |div,. (AN (z,7)V, f~ (5)||7ds, we recall that
¢
e (AY (0,19 P )l = s (v, (4 )9 (5. 0)
U>

but (div,(AY (z, )V, fV), ¢) = (div,(AY (2, r)V,.fN), ¢) = (f~,div,.(AY (x,7)V,)), therefore

t+h t+h
[ I A2 VY Glods < S R)° [ 1) s
t t

keK

<hosup (LN Ol Y [k (0F)

t€[0,T) ke K
Concerning the stochastic integral I4, let ¢ € U and note that

3 / (o T f () + (Vo ). VoY (5), 6)dW™ (s)

keK

t+h
=3 [ Vs ) + TV, ). 0

keK

:_Z/ (FV(s), 0 Vb + (Vo r).V, 8)dW(s).

keK
We recall

1S / (0N Vo f ¥ (s) + (Vo ).V, ¥ () dWH(s) o

keK

t+h
= suwp |3 [ (60 Vo + (Tor). 9,00V (s).

Hd’”USl keK t

Let ¢ € U such that ||¢||y <1 and 1 < p < +00. Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality ensures

5 [ (600 V0 + (o T o)
keK
< E| / Z 8), 00 Voo + (Vo r).V,0)2ds]P/?
keK
t+h
< (3 K+ 1) )P (75 Vo + V.0l s
keK t

t+h t+h t+h
sclE[/t HfN(S)H2H¢H2Ud8]p/2SClE[/t qu(s)werzds]p/?SCIE[/t 1Y (s) 28],
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where Cy == [}, ¢ (|k)* + 1) (6’%) ]P/2. Thus, we obtain

By / (@ Vo1 + (Vo )., P ()W)l < CBL [ 1% o) s

keK

(56) < CiAPPE sup [N (g)P-

q€(0,T)

Recall the definition of W*?(0,T;U’), the Sobolev space of all uw € LP(0,T"; U’) such that

/ /T () = el g +o0,
|t _ T|1+sp
endowed with the norm

T
ull? P lutt) = wlli g,
Ws:p(0,T;U") Lr(0,T;U") |t _ /r.|1+3p :

Now, denote by I(f Z/ o Vo fN(s) 4+ (Vo r).V, N (s))dW*(s).

keK
Thanks to (38) and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, one has

EH[(fN)HLp oroy <M, M >0 independent of m and N.

Concerning the second part note that

T N p T N P
17(fN) I ()T EHI ) I )T
/ / f; _ T‘lJrsp dtdr = t _ T‘lJrsp dtdr
T t p/2
< GE swp |V (@)l / |4 1=l gy

1
q€[0,T] r| tep

<CE sw [P / / 6= r P 1dtdr < C,
0 0

q€[0,T]

if p(3 — s) > 0, which holds for any s €]0, 3/.

-2
Let p> 2,/ then0 <sp—1< pT Denote by C"([0,T],U’) the space of n-Holder continuous

functions with values in U’. and we recall that (see e.g. [11])

WeP(0,T;U") — ([0, T],U") if 0<n<sp—L.

1
Let us take s € [O, > [ such that sp > 1. Forn € }0, sp—1 [, it follows from the previous estimates

BIS [ (0 9.5 6) + (Vo) 0 )W) oy < €+ M.

keK
Thus E||I(fN)||C,]( o < €+ M. Consequently, we obtain

-2 1
E”JCN”cn(OT ) < C+ M for any0<n<m1n(pp 2)
which gives that (fV)y is bounded in L?(Q, C"([0, T], U")),n €]0, min(2=2 %

p

) with 2 < p < +o0.
0
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As a consequence of Lemma 14, Lemma 15, Lemma 21 and the lower semi-continuity of the
weak convergence, we obtain

Proposition 22. Let p > 2, the unique solution (f™)y to (8) is bounded in
-2 1

5

(fN)y is bounded by K in LP(Q, L(0,T; H)) N L(Q, C"([0,T), U")),0 < 5 < min(Z

Moreover, (V,fN)y is bounded in L*(Q, L*>(0,T; H)).

5.1. Compactness. Denote by pipv the law of fN, py the law of W := (Wk)kezg and their
joint law py defined on C([0,T],U") x C([0,T}]; Hy).

Lemma 23. The sets {{i;n; N € N} is tight on C([0,T],U").
Proof. First, we have H < U’ ;since U < H. Let A be a subset C([0,T];U’). Following

compact compact

[23, Thm. 3] (the case p = o0), A is relatively compact in C([0, T]; U’) if the following conditions
hold.

(1) A is bounded in L>(0,T; H).

(2) Let b >0, || f(- + h) = f()|lee1-nvry = 0 as h — 0 uniformly for f € A.
The following embedding is compact
-2 1

) 5)
Indeed, Let A be a bounded set of Z. First, note that (1) is satisfied by assumptions. Concerning
the second condition, let A > 0 and f € A, by using that f € C"([0,T],U’) we infer

IFC+h) = fOlle@r-nury = sup | [f(r+h) = f(r)llor < Ch? = 0, as h — 0,

rel0,T—h

Z .= L>(0,T; H)nC"([0,T],U") — C([0,T],U"), 0 <7 < min(Z

where C' > 0 is independent of f. From Proposition 22, we have
-2 1
’ 5)
Let R > 0 and set Bz(0,R) := {v € Z | ||v||z < R}. Then Bz(0, R) is a compact subset of
C([0,T],U") and the following relation holds

g (Ba(0. ) = 1= g (Ba(0.R)) =1 - [ 1ap
{weQ,|IfNlz>R}

(f™)x is bounded by K in LP(, L=(0, T; H)) N LP(2, C"([0, T],U")), 0 < 5 < min(Z

1
>1-— 1N pdP

RP Jiwen, |25 R)

1 K?
Zl_ﬁEHfNngl—— for any R > 0, and any N € N.

Rp’
Therefore, for any § > 0 we can find Rs > 0 such that

pyn (Bz(0, Rs)) > 1 =4, for all N € N.
Thus the family of laws {jyv; N € N} is tight on C([0,T],U"). O

Notice that the family of Brownian motions W := (W*) rezg can be seen as cylindrical Wiener
process defined on the filtred probability space (2, F, P; (F;);) with values in appropriate separa-
ble Hilbert space Hy, more precisely W* = Wey, k € Z2, where (ey,) rezg 1s complete orthonormal
system in a separable Hilbert space H and recall that the sample paths of W take values in a
larger Hilbert space Hy such that H — H, defines a Hilbert—Schmidt embedding. Hence, P-a.s.
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the trajectories of W belong to the space C([0,T], Hy), see e.g. [7, Chapter 4]. By taking into
account that the law py is a Radon measure on C([0,T]; Hy), we obtain

Lemma 24. The set {uw} is tight on C([0,T]; Hy).

5.2. Prokhorov and Skorokhod’s representation’s theorem. Thanks to Lemma 23 and
Lemma 24, by Skorokhod’s representation’s theorem (see e.g. [29, Thm. 1.10.4, p. 59]), by
passing to the limit up to subsequences (denoted by the same way), we can find a new probability
space, denoted by the same way ”for simplicity” (€2, F, P) and processes

(]fN7 W = {WMk}keZ?)) , <77 W= {Wk}kezg> )
such that:
(a) £ (fN, W = {WN’k}kezg)) _yy <fN, W= {Wk}kezg)%n C([0,T], U xC([0, T), Hy).
(b) the following convergence holds
(57) N =T imc(o,T);U") P—as.
(58) WY =W in C([0,T]; Hy) P — a.s.
On the other hand, thanks to Proposition 22, £(f")(X) = 1 where X = C([0,T),U"), with

X={g: ¢e€L>0,T;H)nC"([0,T],U");V,g € L*0,T; H)}.

By using the point (a) above, one gets £(fV)(X) = 1 and (f~, W) satisfies the point (3) of
Definition 5. Moreover, (fV)y satisfies the estimates of Proposition 22 in the new probability
space. Thus, we have the following result.

Lemma 25. There erxists f € L*(; L2([0,T); H)), V,.f € L*(Q; L*([0,T); H)) such that
SN = T in L L2(0,T); H)),
VoY = V. f in L(Q; L2(0,T]; H)).
Moreover, f € L2_ (Q: L>=([0,T); H)) and f~ —* T in L2__(Q: L>([0, T); H)).

Proof. By using Proposition 22, diagonal extraction argument and Banach—Alaoglu theorem in
the spaces L2(2; L?([0, T); H)) and L2 __(Q; L>=([0,T]; H)), there exist f,V,f € L*(; L*([0,T]; H))
such that

(59) fY =T i LA 1[0, T); 7)),
(60) VoY = Vo f in L9 L2((0, T H)).
Moreover, f € L2 (Q; L>([0,T]; H))) and the following convergence holds
(61) N = Fin L2 (9 L((0,T); H)),

since () is bounded in L2(Q; L=([0, T); H)) and L2,_,(€%; L>=([0, T]; H)) ~ (L*(; L*([0, T): Ié’)))/ :

In the following, we will establish some lemmas to pass to the limit as N — 4o00. For that,
consider ¢ € C®(T?), ¢ € C*(R?)', and A € F.

9Given a random variable & with values in space E, £(£) denotes its law £(£)(T') = P(¢ € ') for any Borel subset
I' of E.
ONote that ¢ ® ¢ € V, thus it is an appropriate test function in Definition 5, point (3).
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Lemma 26. Let t €]0, T, the following convergence holds:

t o~
lim oy / / / / VofN(z,r,s) - VoprpdrdzdsdP = 0.
N AaJo Jr2 JR2

Proof. Thanks to Fubini’s theorem and by using integration by part with respect to x, we get

t o~
|y / / / / Vo fN(x,r, 8) - VappdrdrdsdP|
AJO T2 JR2

t o~
= |aN// / fN(x,r, $)AyppdxdrdsdP)|.
AJo Jr2 J12

< Canl| N | 2 xiorycz 2 xe2) | Ae @l ool 9] o,

where C' is a constant depends only on the measure of supp(1),T and the volume of T?. We
recall from (7) that li]{[n ay = 0 and the result follows. O

Lemma 27. Let t €]0,T], we have

R N ~N .
hm / / /1T2 /]R2 (Vor'r)® (Vopr)) V. fY(z,r,s)) - V,podrdzdsdP

keK

:__// /T /R P, F (7)) - VybédrdrdsdP.

Proof. By using Lemma 3, we get

N % /A /Ot /T ) /R 2<};{(<Wév'f’)® (Vo)) V. [N (z,7,5)) - V,bodrdudsdP

CHES /A /o /T /R A(r)V ™ (@, r,5)) - V,pgdrddsdP + Ry,

where Ry satisfies

C r ~
el < [ [P w9l 18wl ldrdsdsip
AJo Jr2 JR?
C ~
< NHfNHLQ(Qx[o,T];H))HAN/JHooWHoo — 0as N — +oo.
Now, by passing to the limit in (62) and using Lemma 25, the conclusion follows. U

Concerning the stochastic integral part, we have the following result.

Lemma 28. Let t €]0,T], the following convergence holds

lim [E / PN (@, 1) (o Vao + (Vo r).V,0e) drdedW N (s)1,] = 0.
T2 JR2

0 keK
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Proof. Let A € F, ¢ € C®(T?) and ¢ € C°(R?), by using It6 isometry we get

:([ 2

:E/O {/RQ/TQlAf xrl)(akV(bz/hL(Vak'r’)V@b(b)d:cdr} ds

/TQ RQf (z,7,0) (o Vopp + (Vo' r).V,¢) drdzdW ™ (s)1 )

keK

:E/O > {/R/T LN (@, 7, Vo)) - o (1Af (z,7, 1)V, 1/1<b> (Vo r)d:cdrrds
SQE/okeK[/R2/1T21Af (x,r, )V ) - o dazdr} ds

+2E/ U / Laf™ ()Y, w) (Vo! r)d:cdrrds = oIV + IM).
0 R2 J T2

keK

By using the definition of o2, we get

I{V_/O [/Rz/wh‘f (2,7, ) Vo) - 0 dxdr] ds
_E/O 2 (0h) [/RQ/T2 (LafN (2,7, )V o)) - —cosk :cd:cdrrds

||
2
+E/O Z HW |:/R?/T? 1afN (x,r, )V 01) - —smk xd:pdr} ds.

heK- K|

keK

€

k
By using that (m cosk -z, |k:| sink - x)rex is an (incomplete) orthonormal system in L?(T?; R?),

we obtain by using (55)

1] < 21612(9%)2153/ /R2 AQ(fN(x,T, DV .00) dzdrds

< || Vo002 sup GW HE/ / N (@, 1) dadrds
R JT2
< K?||V, mbHQ sup(ﬁw) — 0 as N — +oc.

Concerning IV, we have

N-E /0 [/R/T L (@, r, )V, 69) - (Vo) )dxdr] ds
keK

k- ’
_E/ Z 9‘k| )2 k|2 |:/R? LT r 1AfNa:rl)V z/xb) —sink - xdxdr] ds

KeK+ K|

kt ’
+E/ Z HW )2 k|? [/}RQ LT - lAf xr,l)erng) —cosk - xdxdr} ds.

heR- ||
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Thus, by using the same argument as above we obtain
1] < supl (6157 A1 / / |r\ fN (z,7,1)V, w) dzdrds
R2 JT2

< sup ()P kL) [V U P sty — 0 55 N = 0o,

Lemma 29. For any t €]0, T, the following convergence holds (up to a subsequence)

. ~N o J—
11]51[1/14/1112 R?f (x,r, t)wdrd:ch_/A/W g f(z,r, t)puodrdzdP.

Proof. From (57), fN — f in C([0,T]; U") P-a.s. Since (fN)y is bounded in L2($2: L*([0, T); H)),
Vitali’s convergence theorem ensures the convergence of fV to f in L*(Q; C([0,7];U")) and the
result follows. m

5.2.1. Proof of Theorem 9. Let ¢ € C°°(T?) and ¢ € C°(R?), Let ¢ €]0,7] and A € F. From
Definition 5, point (3) and by multiplying by 74 and integrating over Q x [0,t], we derive

//1r2 - fN(a:,r,tﬁWdrd:ch—//m 5 Fola, r)bdrdzdP
/ /0 /T /R (z,7,8) (of Vo) + (Vor'r).V,0¢) drdedW ™ (s)dP

keK

= / / / N (.7, 5) <UL(37,8)'Vm¢1/1+(VuL(8,:c)7’—lr)~er<;5) ¢drdrdsdP
AJo Jr2 Jr2 6]

— o /A /0 t /T 2 /R 2 Vo N (2, ) - Vpoedrdadsd P
—ay / / t /T 2 /R 2 Vo N (2,1, 8) - VoghédrdrdsdP

2 / / /T /R O (Vo) @ (Vo) VofN (@, 1, s)) - VippdrdadsdP

kK
= JN+J2 +J3 +J4 .
We pass to the limit as N — 400 in the RHS of the last equation. By using Lemma 25, one has

li]{[n/A/OT /]1‘2 /R2 Nz, r,s) <uL(x, s) - Va0 + (Vur (s, z)r — %r) : Vﬂ/}gb) EdrdxdsdP

g - 1
= / / / f(z,rs) (uL(x, s) - Vadb + (Vur(s,z)r — =r) - vrw) ¢drdzdsdP.
Ao Jr2 Jr2 6]

Additionally, we have

lim /A /O ' /T 2 /R 2 V, Nz, 7, s) - VobdtdrdedsdP = /A /O : /T 2 /]R VoF(w,rys) - VopdrdrdsdP

From Lemma 26 and Lemma 27, we get

hm(JN+J4 _——// /T /R V. f(x,r,8)) - VpodrdrdsdP.
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Finally, we use Lemma 28 and Lemma 29 to pass to the limit in LHS to complete the proof.

Let us conclude this section by showing that the limit equation (9) has at most one solution.
Lemma 30. The solution f to (9) is unique.

Proof. Let f, and f, be two solutions to (9) and denote by f be their difference. Then P-a.s
for any t €]0, 7] and ¢ € Y, we have

(63) <?@x¢>—lé<7@qu@>~vf¢+<Vuﬂsv—-%w-tn¢wm
== [ 9T Vebhds — 5 (AT Vs

Since the above equation is in weak form, we need first to consider an appropriate regularization
to get an equation for || f(t)||* for any ¢ € [0, T]. We use analogous argument to ”"Step 1” in the
proof of Lemma 20 to obtain

60 GIFOBE+ [ (o) DT + v, (Tus (5 -

= [ (AT s + 5 [ (v, AT )]s (o))
Notice that [div, A(r)V, 7(s))s, [F(s)s) = (dive AWV, [F(5)]s, [ ()]s) hence
5 [ @A) T, s =~ 228 [ Wl9,FhlPds + kv [ 1 9, (Fs s

<=2 v T stds =2 [ 19T s as 5 0

Next, arguments similar to that used in ”Step 2”7 of the proof of Lemma 20 allow to pass to the
limit as § — 0 in (64) and we get

1,= ¢ — k ¢ — -
09 SIFO o [ VT P+ 5 [ V) Pds < 5 [ 7)1

2 0 2 Jo B Jo
The last inequality (65) and Gronwall lemma completes the proof of Lemma 30. U
Remark 31. Another way to prove that uniqueness to (9) holds is to notice that (11) has (9)

as FP equation associated. We have uniqueness in law of weak solutions of the SDE (11) due to
the properties of X(r). The latter ensures uniqueness of solutions of (9) due to [27, Thm. 2.5].
APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2 AND LEMMA 3

A.1. Proof of Lemma 2. Let 1) be a smooth function (we drop the dependence of o on N
here for the simplicity of notation). We have

2
=3 ") 0404,(0s, 04,0, 00)

keK l,y,i=1

2 2
=3 ) 000,00, 00,000 + > Y 040s, 040s, (1,0,,10).

keK ly,i=1 keK ly,i=1
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First, let us compute the second term in the last equation. We have

Z O-]lé) <y>833'yo-k al'w Z Uk Uk al'w QZ l('x - )

keK keK

which gives ( we recall that @) is space-homogeneous)

(66) > 04 (2)0s,04(x) = 0, Q14 (0).

keK

Thus Z Z ak&rwak&vl (ry0r, 1) = Z 02,Q3,1(0)0y, (110, 1). Next, let us compute I?

keK l,v,i=1 l,y,i=1

2
P) =Y (Vorr).Vo(op Vo) =Y > 0, 01r,0;,(0100,1))

keK keK l,y,i=1
- Z Z a Ukakaxl 7’78 1/} Z 8:1%,@@! ml (T'yarlw>
keK l,vy,i=1 lyy,i=1

Now, let us prove that the first part of I' vanishes. Namely

2 2
P BACH AT RIESSY <Z > 040:,0: ) 70,10 = 0

keK l,vy,i=1 v,i=1 keK

2
It is sufficient to show that Z Z 04,04,0,., 0}, = 0. Indeed, notice that

I keK
2
i ! i i
E E Jkﬁmlﬁ ak E Op., E o &vl%_ E E O, 0,00, 0}, = — E E 0%0 0w, 0%,
keK keK I keK keK

where we used similar arguments to the one used to obtain (66) to get
> 04 (2)0y,04(x) = 0,,Qiu(0) and 3, Y _ 040y,0% = 0.
keK keK

On the other hand, note that

2
Z Z okﬁxlak = Z Ox, Z crkcrk Z Oz, ( Z Oy, 0%)0 Z 0y Z akok,
!

keK keK keK keK
since div,(oy) = 0. Again, note that ), . 8%0,20}; = 0,,Q1,(0). Therefore

O, Z ngk xz(aﬂcy@ln‘(o)) =0

keK

Summing up, we get () = 2 Z?W 102,Qi1(0)0, (r,0:, 7). If Q(z) = Q(—x) and @ is smooth
function, we see that 0, Q;;(0) = 0 and the second part of Lemma 2 follows.
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A.2. Proof of Lemma 3. Let us simplify the expressions of

S(f) = 5ive (3 ((Voir) © (Vo)) V1) and B(f) = saiva(3 (0 @ o) V..

keK keK

First, we consider the term B. Recall that

K+ k+
aﬁ(:c)z@%mcoshx, ke K., aﬁ(m)z@fz‘msink-x, ke K_.

We have
kt okt /’{:l kt
ZO']]CV@O']]CV: Z(le‘) © cos’k - x + Z 9‘k| ® e sin’k -z
keK keK 4 k[ keK —
k@ kL
(ke K_——-keK,) =) <9']’¥‘)2T
kJEK+ ‘ ‘
okt kok
(ke Ky =k eKy)= Y () < e + T ) (K =Ky UK.
keK, 4

Thus 32, cx 0f @0y =3 pepe, (ON); = ( (1) (1] ) and therefore

1
Sdive(Y_(of @ )Vaf) =5 3 (0F)Auf = anAaf.

keK k€K++

—_

On the other hand, let us present some properties of S. We have (with slight abuse of notation
we use o0y, instead of o1 )

(Z(Vak'r) ® (Voyr) ) Z Z (Ox akrjﬁxaak'r’a)

keK Ja=1keK
kt @kt kL kt
Z <‘9Ik\) (k-r)? sink - x + Z 9‘k| ®2 cos’k -
k€K+ ‘k| keK_ ‘k|
N2 Dk @k 1 271 o 7.1
(ke K_——ke K=Y (0))(k-r) — 7 =a > F(/{;ﬂr) @kt
keK4 | | keEK | |
N<|k|<2N
1
Now, let us compute Z —(k-7r)*k" ® k. Note that
k‘EK+ ‘k‘
N<[k|<2N
1 1 N 1
— (k- r)’kT @kt = — —s— (k- k@ kt
Z |k3|6( T) ® N2 Z |k3| N2( T‘) NQ( ® )

k‘EK+ kJEK+
N<[k|<2N 1<kl <o
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1
Note that h,(z) = —(z - 7)*(z" @ 2) is smooth function for 1 < [z| < 2. By using Riemann
x

sum, we get

1 NG 1 L1 1
keK 4
1<kl <o
where D = {z = (|z]| cos(p), |z|sin(p)) : 1 < |z| < 2 and ¢ € D, :=|0, g]u]%ﬁ,zw]} and P is a

polynomial of second degree. On the other hand, we have

/D () = /1 2% /D (rveos(y) +7s sin<<p))2( sin’(ip) - —sinfp) cos() )d@dz.

— sin(ip) cos(i) cos” (i)

Let us compute the following integral

_ el o) —sinp) cosl)
I(r):= /DW (r1 cos(p) + rasin(p)) ( —sin(p) cos(p) cos* () ) e

A standard integration with respect to ¢ gives

m < 3 |r|2 —2r?  =2riry

I(r) = 8 —2rire 3 |r|2 — 2r3

I

2
1

Since / —dz = log(2), we get the final expression of A(r).
-
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