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REGULARITY OF TRANSITION SEMIGROUPS ASSOCIATED
TO A 3D STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES EQUATION

FRANCO FLANDOLI AND MARCO ROMITO

ABSTRACT. A 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation with a suitable non
degenerate additive noise is considered. The regulariheimitial con-
ditions of every Markov transition kernel associated to d¢lg@ation is
studied by a simple direct approach. A by-product of the iéglne is

the equivalence of all transition probabilities assocldteevery Markov
transition kernel.

1. INTRODUCTION

An old dream in stochastic fluid dynamics is to prove the we#grness
of a stochastic version of the 3D Navier-Stokes equati@hk&g advantage
of the noise, as one can do for finite dimensional stochagtiateons with
non regular drift (see for instance Stroock & Varadhan [20])e problem
is still open, although some intriguing results have beeemdy proved,
see for instance Da Prato & Debussdhe [3], Mikulevicius & &aki [15],
Flandoli & Romito [11] (see alsa [10]). We recall here thenfiewvork con-
structed in[[111] and prove some additional results.

We consider a viscous, incompressible, homogeneous, Mewtdluid
described by the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations doithsZ = [0, L],

L >0,

(1.2) ?+(u-D)u+Dp=vAu+ Zcihi (X) B (1)

t &
with divu = 0 and periodic boundary conditions, with suitable fidfl&)
and independent Brownian motiofist). The 3D random vector field =
u(t,x) is the velocity of the fluid and the random scalar fiple: p(t,x) is
the pressure. To simplify the exposition, we avoid gensralnd focus on
one of the simplest set of assumptions:

2 __ -3

where); are the eigenvalues of the Stokes operator (see the neidirgect
This assumption also allows us to compare more closely thdtsein Da
Prato & Debussche [3] and Flanddli [8]. However, followingafdoli &
Romito [11], we could treat any power law foy. Under this assumption,
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one can associate a transition probability kel x, -) to equation[(Z12),
which is the abstract version ¢f(1.1),(A) (see the definitions in Section
2.7 below), satisfying the Chapman-Kolmogorov equatiomother words,
there exists a Markov selection D(A) for equation [Z2). To avoid mis-
understandings, this does not mean that equafioh (2.2)dwrs $olved in
D(A) with continuous trajectories: this would imply well poseds. What
has been proved is that the law of weak martingale soluti®ssipported
on D(A) for all times, with a number of related additional propestibut
a priori the typical trajectory may sometimes blow-up in tbpology of
D(A).

The transition probabilitie® (t,x,-) are irreducible and strong Feller,
hence equivalent, iD(A). These results and the existence’df, x, -) have
been proved first in Da Prato & Debusschk [3] and Debussche &€xd
[6] by a careful selection from the Galerkin scheme. Thentlaroproof
by an abstract selection principle and the local-in-tingutarity of equa-
tion (Z.2) has been given in Flandoli & Romita [11]. More pesty, first
one proves the existence of a Markov kerRé, x, -) by means of a general
and abstract method, then one proves &mgtsuch kernel is irreducible and
strong Feller, hence equivalent,D{A).

We complement here the approach [ofl[11] with two resultsstFthe
simple idea used iri.|11] to prove the strong Feller propestigare devel-
oped further, to show a weak form of Lipschitz continuityPft,x;-) in
x € D(A). More precisely, we prove the estimate

C
(12) [P(txo+h,F) —P(t,x0,N)] < 7 (1+ |A%|®) | Ahllog(|AR )

for t € (0,T], X0, h € D(A), with |Ah| < 1. This result has been proved
in a stronger version in Da Prato & Debussche [3] for the itemsker-
nel constructed from the Galerkin scheme, and also in Flaf&dor any
Markov kernel associated to equati@n{2.2). In both casepithof is based
on the very powerful approach introducedin [3] which howeaeguires a
considerable amount of technical work. Here we give a ragt@mentary
proof along the lines of Flandoli & Romita_[11], based on tleddwing
simple idea: given, h € D(A), for a short random time the solution is
regular, unique and differentiable in the initial condis) then the prop-
agation of regularity ik from small time to arbitrary time is due to the
Markov property. Unfortunately we cannot prove in this whg stronger
estimate obtained i [3] (where the right-hand-side[ofl{ h&s the form
t=1+8(1 + |Axo|?)|Ah]), so our first result here has mostly a pedagogical
character, since the proof is conceptually very easy.

The second result, which follows from the same main estisnased to
prove [L.2), is the equivalence

P (t,x,-) ~ PP (t',X,")

for anyt, t' > 0 andx, X € D(A), whenP{) (t,x,-), i = 1,2, are any two
Markov transition kernels associated to equatlonl (2.2p{A). We have
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not proved yet the existence of invariant measures assdciatsuch ker-
nels', but if we assume to have such invariant measures, it allmfsthat
they are equivalent. This result and the gradient estindisesissed above
could be steps to understand better the open question opastidness for
equation[{ZR)). In particular, it seems to be not so easyddyre exam-
ples of stochastic differential equations without unigesnbut where all
Markov solutions are equivalent.

Among the open problems related to this research we meihtgretation
between the regularity results fBr(t, X, -) in the initial condition discussed
above and the properties of Malliavin derivatives, invgestied for stochas-
tic 3D Navier-Stokes equations by Mikulevicius and Rozgvisk[14] and
[15].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Denote byT = [0, 1) the three-dimensional torus, and let
L2 (7) be the space of vector fields. 7 — R3 with L? (7")-components.
For everya > 0, letH® (7') be the space of fields< L% (7)) with compo-
nents in the Sobolev spatt (7) = W%2 (7).

Let D% be the space of infinitely differentiable divergence fregquic
fieldsuon‘, with zero mean. Ldt be the closure aD® in the topology of
L2 (7): itis the space of all zero mean fields 1.2 (7)) such thatlivu =0
andu-nonthe boundary is periodic. We denotefby),, and|.| (or simply
by (.,.) and|.|) the usualL2-inner product and norm ikl. LetV (resp.
D(A)) be the closure o> in the topology ofHI* (T) (in the topology of
H? (T), respectively): it is the space of divergence free, zeromeeriodic
elements ofl! (7) (respectively ofd? (7)). The space¥ andD(A) are
dense and compactly embeddedHn From Poincaré inequality we may
endowV with the norm||u||\2, = [ IDu(x)[? dx

Let A: D(A) C H — H be the operatoAu = —Au (component wise).
Since A is a selfadjoint positive operator iH, there is a complete or-
thonormal systenth;)icny € H of eigenfunctions ofA, with eigenvalues
0< A1 <Az <...(thatis,Ahly = Ajhy). The fieldsh; in equation[[ZR) will
be these eigenfunctions. We have

2
(Au, u)y = [Jully

for everyue D(A).

LetV’ be the dual o¥/; with proper identifications we haxéec H c V’
with continuous injections, and the scalar produgh,, extends to the dual
pairing (-, )y betweerV andV’. We may enlarge this schemelgA) C
V CcHcV cD(A). LetB(-,-):V xV —V’ be the bi linear operator
defined as

(W, B (U,V))y\r = - /u-avjw-dx
) ) V’V/_mz_l T IaX| J

MThisis apparently due to technical reasons and it is theestibf a work in progress.
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for everyu,v,w € V. We shall repeatedly use the following inequality:
(2.1) A28 (u)| | < ColAu A

for u,v € D(A). The proof is elementary (see Flandoli [9]).

2.2. Definitions, assumptions and known results We (formally) rewrite
equations[{T]1) as an abstract stochastic evolution exuiatH,

(2.2) du(t) + [VAuU(t) +B(u(t),u(t))] dt = Z\Gihi dpi(t).
i=

Let us set

Q =C([0,); D(A)))
and denote by¢;),- the canonical process @h, defined as; (w) = w(t),
by # the Borelo-algebra inQ and by % the o-algebra generated by the
events{&s € A} with s [0,t] andA a Borel set oD(A)’. Finally, denote by
B(D(A)) the Borelo-algebra ofD(A) and byBy(D(A)) the set of all real
valued bounded measurable functiondxi)).

Definition 1. Given a probability measugg onH, we say that a probability
measurd® on (Q, F) is a solution to the martingale problem associated to
equation[[ZR) with initial lavyy if

(MP1] P[E € L ([0,00);H) NL{ye([0,0);V)] = 1,

IMP2] for eachdp € D* the procesthq’, i, P)i>0, definedP-a. s. on(Q, F)
as

t t

MP = (&~ E0.0)n + [ V(Es Ab)uds— | (BE$) & ds

is a continuous square integrable martingale with quadvatiiation
M®Te =t S of|(9,h) 2,

ic
(MP3] the marginal oP at time O ispyp.

Remark2. Among all test functions in properfyr2], we can choos¢ =
h. Set for alli, Bi(t) = 2M{" (and 0 ifo; = 0). The (B)icy are a se-

guence of independent standard Brownian motions. Undexgbemption
;02 < =, the series > ; oihiBi (t) defines arH-valued Brownian motion
on(Q, F, #,P), that we shall denote By (t). The canonical proces&;)
is a weak martingale solution df{(2.2), in the sense thattisBas [2Z.2) in
the following weak form: there exists a Borel $&§ C Q with P(Qp) =1
such that orQQq for every$ € D* andt > 0 we have

2.3)
& Eobhu+ [ 'V (Es, AD),, ds— / (B (€ ). oy ds= (W (1), By

The following theorem is well known, see for instance theseumpaper
of Flandoli [9] and the reference therein.
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Theorem 3. Assumey; oiz < oo, Let u be a probability measure on H such

that [, |x|f| p(dx) < . Then there exists at least one solution to the mar-
tingale problem with initial condition .

Definition 4. We say thaP(-,-,-) : [0,00) x D(A) x B(D(A)) — [0,1] is a
Markov kernel inD(A) of transition probabilities associated to equation
@) if P(-,-,I") is Borel measurable for evedy € B(D(A)), P(t,x,-)

is a probability measure oB# (D(A)) for every(t,x) € [0,00) x D(A), the
Chapman-Kolmogorov equation

P<t+s,x,r>:/D(A)Pa,x,dy)P(s,y,r)

holds for everyt,s> 0, x € D(A), I € B(D(A)), and for everyx € D(A)
there is a solutiorP on (Q,F) of the martingale problem associated to
equation[{ZR) with initial conditiom such that

P(t,x,l") =P[& €] forallt > 0.

We recall the following result from Da Prato & Debussdhe [3bussche
& Odassol[6] or Flandoli & Romita [11]:

Theorem 5. There exists at least one Markov kernglt ,I") in D(A) of
transition probabilities associated to equati@@l).

We recall that & (t,x,I") is calledirreduciblein D(A) if for everyt > 0,
X0, X1 € D(A), € > 0, we have

P (t,xo0,Ba(x1,€)) > 0,

whereBa (X1, €) is the ball inD(A) of centrex; and radiu<.
We say thaP (t,x,I") is strong Fellerin D(A) if

xi [ WIPExdy)

is continuous o (A) for every bounded measurable functipnD(A) — R
and for everyt > 0. It is well known (see for example Da Prato & Zabczyk
[, Proposition 4.1.1]) that irreducibility and strong Feelin D(A) imply
that the lawdP (t,x, -) are all mutually equivalent, gs, x) varies in(0, ) x
D(A). Because of this equivalence property, we say®atx, ') is regular.

We recall also thaP (t,x,I") is calledstochastically continuouis D(A)
if lim{_,oP(t,x,Ba(X,€)) = 1 for everyx € D(A) ande > 0.

In Da Prato & Debusschgl[3], the transition probability leticonstructed
by Galerkin approximations is proved to be stochasticatigtinuous, ir-
reducible and strong Feller iD(A), hence regular. More generally (see
Flandoli & Romito [11]):

Theorem 6. Every Markov kernel i, x,I") in D(A) of transition probabil-
ities associated to equatioff.]) is stochastically continuous, irreducible
and strong Feller in DA), hence regular.
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3. THE LOG-LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATE

Theorem 7. Let P(t,x,I") be a Markov kernel in DA) of transition proba-
bilities associated to equatiofl.1). Then, given T> 0, there is a constant
Ct such that the inequality

C
P(txo+h.1) —P(tx0,7)] < — = (14|Ax|%) AN log(JAh| )

holds for every € (0, T}, xo, h€ D(A), with |Ah| < 1, andl" € B(D(A)).

We explain here only the logical skeleton of the proof, whistvery
simple. The two main technical ingredients will be treatedhie next two
separate subsections. The first idea is to decompose:

P(t,x+h,l)—P(t,X,lN) =
:/ [P(£7X0+h,dy>_P(€7X07dy>]P(t_£7yvr>
D(A)
To shorten some notation, let us write
ROK = [ P xdy
so, with the functionp (X) = 1cry the previous identity reads
(3.2)
(R$) (x0+h) = (Rd) (X0) = (P (R-¢9)) (o +h) — (P (R—-¢9)) (X0).-

It is now sufficient to estimate

(PeW) (X0 +h) — (PeWw) (x0)

uniformly in € By (D(A)). The value ok has to be chosen depending on
the size ofxg andh, as we shall see.

The second idea is to use anitial coupling: we introduce the equation
with cut-off XR(\AU\Z), wherexr(r) : [0,00) — [0,1] is a non-increasing
smooth function equal to 1 ovéd, R], to 0 over[R—+ 2, ), and with deriv-
ative bounded by 1. The equation is

Gz dut[AutBUUXR(JAUP)] di= 37 oihidBi (),
u(0) =x

The definition of martingale problem for this equation is gane (with
obvious adaptations) as the definition given above for egudf.1). Let
Tr: Q — [0, 0] be defined as

TrR(w) =inf{t >0:]|Aw(t)| > R}.
We recall the following result from Flandoli & Romito 11, bena 5.11]:

Lemma 8. For every xe D(A) there is a unique solution@ of the mar-
tingale problem associated to equati@2), with the additional property

AR [E € C([0,0);D(A)] = 1.
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Let R be any solution orfQ, F) of the martingale problem associated to
equation(.2) with initial condition x. Then

EP [0 (&) Lrory] = B [0 (8) Liegoty]
for every t> 0and¢ € By (D(A)).
Introduce the notation
(P9) () = B [ (50)].
The previous lemma implies that for evepyc B, (D(A)) we have
(3:3) |(Pw) () — (RFW)(x)] < 2RJtr < €] |l
Summarising:
Corollary 9. For every %, he D(A) andy € B, (D(A)) we have
|(PeW) (x0+h) — (PeW) (X0)| < 2(Pg+h[TR < €] 4 Po[Tr < €]) W]
+ | (F9) 0+ h) — (R W) (o)

Let us give now the proof of Theordrh 7. Assutre(0, T|, Xo, h€ D(A)
be given, with|Ah| < 1. LetK > 0 be such thatAx| + 1 < K. We have
|A(xo+ h)| < K, so we may apply Propositidn]l1l below to boghand
Xo+ h. We thus get, foe € (0, ﬁ), whereC* > 0 is the constant defined

by (A5), we have
2
Poth [Tk < €]+ P [tk <€) < ZC#e‘”#%.

Givenh, K andt as above, let us look for a valge= (O,ﬁ) such that

€ <t and the latter exponential quantity is smaller thah|. We impose

K2 1
Mot ze > log(|Ah~7)

hence it is sufficient to take

nuK? t 1
: < W A
(3.4) €= Zlog(An1) " 2" 5oK?

We have proved so far the first claim of the following lemmaeBecond
claim is a simple consequence bf{3.1) and the previousleoyol

Lemma 10. Given t> 0, Xo, h € D(A), with |Ah| < 1, andl" € B(D(A)), if
€ is chosen as if3.4), then

Peo+h [Tk < €]+ Py [Tok < €] < 2C4 AN
and for¢(x) = Lixery andy = R_¢9,
(2K)

RO (X0 +h) — Rd(X0)| < 4CH/AN] [[0]]es + [P W(x0+h) — PP w(x0)].
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Finally, from Propositiof 12 below, renaming the cons@mith ¢ (x) =
lixery andy = R_¢0,

(PE) (0 +h) — (R )| < AR &

Thus, fore as in [3.4), we get

IR (X0 +h) — R (x0)| < ACH/AN] + %Ah\eCKGE.

Let us further restrict ourselves to

eo K2t 11
= 4log(|Ah-1) " 2" 5C*K2 " K®’

so that we have

IR (o + 1)~ A (X0 < ACHAN + AN

The choice
tAl
&= CiSiogllAN )
is admissible for a suitable constadit> 0, and we finally getl{112). The
proof of Theorenil7 is complete.

3.1. Probability of blow-up.

Proposition 11. Let K> 1 and assume thaip» D(A) ande > 0 are given
such thatAx| <K ande < ﬁ where C is the constant defined {A.5).
Then
K2
Po[T2k < €] < Cye M,
for suitable universal constantg: > 0 and G: > 0.

Proof. From Corollary(IV we know that i < ﬁ and|Ax| < K, then
one has

|

2<-K2 = JAu(S)|<2Kforse[0,g] = T >,
wheref; is defined in Sectioi (Al1). Therefore, with the constraiAtg| <
K ande < ﬁ by Propositio 15 one gets

1 2
P [Tk < €] < Py {Og > ZKZ} < Cye M |
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3.2. Derivative of the regularised problem. Here we show the regularity
of the transition semigroup associated to the regularisedlem [3.2).

Proposition 12. For every R> 1 and %, he€ D(A),
Cllwle
(RR) (xo + ) — (R ) ) < IV apyece

where C is a universal constant.

Proof. We write the following computations for the limit problemtiihe
understanding is that we do it on the Galerkin approximatidfor every
Y € Bp(H), € > 0, from the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula (see Da Prato &
Zabczyk [5]),

(PR W) (x0+ h) — (AR

) (%0)| <

Clly]le R 3
sup E / A2Dhu ds)?
€ nelo.1] [( 0 | x0+r]h( )‘ ) ]

where, for eactR > 1 andx € D(A), u&R) is the solution, starting at, of
problem [3.2). From the regularised equation we have

3 5 ADY )2+ [ATDy )2 <
< XR(AUT (1)) (ADru”, ABDRU™, u) + AB(U Drtk™))
+ 2XR(AUY (1)) (AU, ADRUT) [ (DKUY ABUY, u)) |
< Cxr(|AUY (1) 2)|A2Dru" (1 ()I\ADth ()\|AL§<R)( )‘
+ CXR(AU (O)]2) AT (1) B ADUY (1) [AZDRu (1))
< §|A7Dhu>(<R)(t)|2+CX§e(\AU>(< (0P |ADR (02 AuR (1) 2
+<:x’R<|AL&R>< 0[2)2/ADUR (1) 21 AU 1)
|A2D U™ ()12 + CRIADUY (1) 2.

Thus

2 s (R P (R) /o1 |2

5 <
2dt }ADh ()} +5 | A2Dnlx (t)‘ _CRﬁ}ADth (t)}
This implies
2

DR (1) < AN

and
/ AzDh“ioinh(S)‘ ds< |Ah? (1+/ CRﬁeCRGSds) |AR2 &SR

Thus

(P G-+ - (PE) ()| < 10 gy e,
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The proposition is proved. O

4. EQUIVALENCE OF ALL TRANSITION PROBABILITIES

To make the following statement independent of previousltgswe
shall assume stochastic continuity, irreducibility anel skrong Feller prop-
erty in the theorem below, but we recall that these propeti@ve been
proved for every Markov kernel iD(A) associated to equation(IL.1), under
the assumptions of the introduction.

Theorem 13. Let PV (t,x,I") be two Markov kernels in B\) of transition
probabilities associated to equatidi.l). Assume they are stochastically
continuous, irreducible and strong Feller in(B). Then the probability
measures P (t,x,-) and P2 (t',X,-) are equivalent, for any t/t> 0 and

X, X € D(A).

Proof. Step 1Let be a Borel set ilD(A) such thaP® (tg,xo, ) = O for

somety > 0, Xo € D(A). It is sufficient to prove thalV (tg,xo, ) = 0. We
know thatP( (t,x,I") = 0 for everyt > 0, x € D(A).
Step 2Since botfP@ (., .,.) andP@ (-, ) satisfy [3B),

PO (t,x, ) = |PY(t,x, M) — PA(t,x, M) < 2(RM[tr < t] + B? [tr < 1]).

Now, for every pair(g,x), with € > 0 andx € D(A), such that 8*(1+
|AX|)%€ < 1 (the constanC* is defined in[[Ab), in the appendix), Proposi-
tion[I1 implies that

(1+]AX))2
4e

P (g,x,I") < 2C4e < 2Cye =M,

Step 3For everye < g, setAs = {x € D(A) : 5C*(1+ |AX)% < 1}, then
by the Markov property and the previous step,

P()to+sxo, /P (e,x,1)P )(to,xo,dx)
+/ =16 (e,x,MNP )(to,xo,dx)

< 2G4~ =M 4 PO (tg, x0, AS)

SincePW (s,x9,D(A)) = 1, we havePY(tg, X9, AS) — 0, ase — 0, and
thus

lim P (tg+ €, %0,T) = 0.

£—=0

Step 4By the Markov property, for every neighborho@dof xg in D(A),
PU(to+¢,%0,T /P (to,y,T) P (g, %0,dY)
)(s X0, G) |nf pt )(to,y,l').
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Since the kerndP() is stochastically continuouB(? (g, xo, G) converges to
1, ase — 0, and so, by the previous step it P (to,y, ') — 0 ase — 0.
By the strong Feller property, the mgp> P (to,y, ") is continuous, hence
in conclusionP® (to, X, ) = 0. The proof is complete. O

5. CONCLUSION AND REMARKS

We have proved that the transition probabilities assodi@@ny Markov
selection are all equivalent to each other. However, thblpro of unique-
ness of Markov selections remains open. We stress that itdwmply
uniqueness of solutions to the martingale problem, by theraent that
one can find in Stroock & Varadhan |20, Theorem 12.2.4].

The estimates proved in this work allows us at least to statgfacient
condition for uniqueness of Markov selections. The proahgpired to a
well known proof in semigroup theory as well as to the proafimigueness
given by Bressan and co-authors (see for instance [1]).

Proposition 14. Assume that a Markov selectifB,),.p ) has the follow-
ing property: for every t~ 0 and xe D(A),

i § o1 Kucen(0) ) <o

where B (0,n) is the ball in D(A) of radius n. Ther(R),.pa) coincides
with any other Markov selection.

Proof. Let (Qx)
Co (D(A)):

xeD(a) De another Markov selection. Let us rewrite, foe

RO —Qp=R_tPio—R_tQid
+R_tQid—Q tQid
and so on iteratively until we have

R — Qo = ZPkt(Prwkl ~ Qo)

whereis = Qs¢. We have, by usind(3.3) and Proposition 11,
|Pt_§(P%UJ<k—1>t —QLUJ@)(XN =

= [E™[(Pe i a0~ QU1 )& ]|
gEPXH(PLLpu—QJIJ@ )(&_w) ‘1{2 ktEAt}]

—|—EPXH(Pthk e — Qt Wi 1t )& i \1{2 A 3
< 4C#e‘T”#+2Px[Et_§t € A(rt;]

n

n k
S 4—%6_?“# -+ 2P(t — ﬁt,x7 BA(O7 \/;)C)a
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whereA = {5C*t(1+|AX)? < 1} and, roughlyA: ~ Ba(0, /). Hence

n

R$(X) Q)| < 4nCoe MM 423 P(t— “t.x BAO) \/;c:)
k=1

which completes the proof of the proposition. O

The criterion of this proposition is apparently not reallyetul at the
present stage of our understanding. Indeed, if we apply iChebinequal-
ity we get the sufficient condition

n

1+e
im (3) EPx {A
n—>ook:1 n

with is implied by the condition

t
EPx { / |AE|21FE) ds] <o
0

which however would easily imply the well posedness of theNswier-
Stokes equation by direct estimates of the difference ofswotions.

kt
=%

2(1+a)}

APPENDIXA. APPENDIX

A.1l. A exponential tail estimate for the Stokes problem.Consider the
following Stokes problem

dZ+AzZdt=A"%dw,  Z(0)=0,

and se; = sup oy |AZ(s)|. The next result is well known, but we give
a proof to keep track of the dependence on the constantsesésttin this
paper.

Proposition 15. There existjy > 0 and G > 0 such that for every K>
ande > 0,

Nl

2
P[@; > K] < Cye M'c.

[y

Proof. Step 1Sety(t) = €~ 2Z(gt), then it is easy to see thgtsolves the

equationdy-+ Ay dt= Q2 dW. Next, fix a valuea € (£,1), then by the
factorisation methodsee Da Prato & Zabczykl[4, Chapter 5]),

t t
)= [ esShaw=Cy [ eI -5 ty(9)ds
0 0
whereY (s) = [§e ¢(5A(s—r)~%dW andC, denotes a generic constant

depending only orx (it will keep changing value along the proof). For
everyt € (0,1}, sincea > (—13, it follows from Holder’s inequality that

Al < Ca [ (197 AY(3) s Co ( / 1\Av<s>|ao|s)g.
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In conclusion, sinc& '©Z = supc(q|AY(t)[§, it follows by the above
inequality and standard arguments that

a2 1 1
(A1) P[O; > K] < & K E[exp(é(/o AY(9)°d9)3)],

with a constana that will be specified later (anal= aCy).
Step 2In order to estimate the expectation[lE(]A 1), notice that

exp(&a /\AY |ds% /|AY \Hds}r_31

(A.2)
2 an

gﬂ;%[/ IAY(s) /lianw

<al [ avoroagt+ 31 [Cavigrag?  [Tnoias

Step 3 Now, AY(S) is a centered Gaussian process with covariance (cfr.
proof of Theorem 5.9 in Da Prato & Zabczyk [4])

Qs _ /S(S_ r)—ZO(A—le—Ze(s—r)Adr,
0
so that, by Proposition 2.16 af[4],
E[edAY(s |H] g2 Trllog(1-24Q9)]

provided thaa™< i”fAeo(Qszﬁ’ whereo(Qs) is the spectrum ofs. Simi-
larly, EJAY(S)|?P = Cp(Tr(Qs))P, for all integersp.

In order to choose a suitable value aflet p € o(Qs), then there is a
eigenvalue\ of A such thapt= pu(A) is given by

-1 S =200 ,—2rNE {, __ )\ —2+20 —(1-2a) 2hes —20 o1 -1
H=A r—‘e dr=A (2¢) r—e ' dr <Cgl,
0 0

whereAg is the smallest eigenvalue 8f Hencea can be chosen &% Aq,
for a suitableC,. ~ B
Step 4We conclude the proof: we have thalr[log(1—2aQs)] < CyTr[Qs]
sinceais small enough, and, as step 3

2\es
Tr[Qs] _ Z )\—2+20((28>—(1—2a)/ l,—Zore—rdr < CGS_(l_za),
AEG(A) 0

I\)

where the sum i\ converges sinca < %1 andA, =~ n3. Hence, by[(Al)

and [A2),
PO > K] < & & /|AY 10} +— /\AY +/ea|AY |H
gCae‘aT(eC"s (1-20) +s—(1—2a)_|_£—2(1—2a)>

2
< Cpe e
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whereny andCx can be easily found, sinde > % O

A.2. The deterministic equation. The basic ingredient of our approach is
the bunch of regular paths that every weak solution has fas#ipe local
(random) time, when the initial condition is regular. It wealedregular
jetin Flandoli [8]. It is based on the solutions of the followidgterministic
equation

(A.3) u(t)+/0t (Au(s)+B(u,u)) ds=x+w(t).
We say that

U € C([0,%; Ho) MLfye([0,); V)
is a weak solution of{AI3) if

<U(t),¢>+/0t(<u(s),A¢> —(B(u(s),9),u(s)) ds= (x,0) + (w(t),$)

for every$ € D”. Notice that all terms in the above definition are mean-
ingful, included the quadratic one indue to the estimate

[(B(u,v),2)| <CIDV| U] 2]72.
We takew € Q* where

Q*= [\ CP([0,2);D(A%)).
Be(0.3)
ae(0,3)
Consider also the auxiliary Stokes equations
t
2(t) +/ Az(s) ds=w(t)
0

having the unique mild solution
t

z(t) = e w(t) —/ Ae=9A (w(s) —w(t)) ds
0

From elementary arguments based on the analytic estirﬁMeS‘A\ < Ct‘{f
fort € (0,T), we have (see for instance Flandgli [7] for details)

ze C([0,); D(A)).

Let us set

(A.4) Bt = sup |AZt)|.
te[0,T]

LetCp > 0 be the constant of inequality(2.1) and let
(A.5) C*:=4Ca.
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Lemma 16. Given xe D(A) and we Q*, let K> |AX ande > 0 be such
that
1
2 2 *
Then there exists a solutionauC ([0, €]; D(A)), which is unique in the class
of weak solutions, anghu(s)| < 2K for se [0, g].

Proof. We show only the quantitative estimate, the other statesrigging
standard in the theory of Navier-Stokes equations. For gty all com-
putations will be made on the limit problem, although thegudd be made
on its Galerkin approximations. The uniqueness of localtsmh ensures
that the procedure is nevertheless correct.
Setv=u-—zthen
d

\Y}
— +AvV+B(u,u)=0

and, by using[{Z]1),
d
S 1A+ 21|AvG < 2](AvAB(u )| < 2[[Avll [AY2B(uu)|
< 2Co | Av]ly |AU® < || AV]i§ +C§ |AY[*
< [|AVIG +C (|A? + [AZ?)2.
Hence on0, €] we have that
d
gt AV <C(IAVE+80)%

and so, if we sej(t) = |Av(t)|? + 82, it follows that

dy _ .
2 < .
5 <CY.  on[0g]
Consequently, sincg> 0 (except for the irrelevant case= 0), we have
y(0)
< 2 7
Y = T-Cosy0)’
namely,

2 2
A(u(s)—2(9) P+ 82 < — X+ 0
1—C*s<|AX\2+9§>

for se [0,€]. Therefore

2 2 2 2
1—C*s<\Ax|2+9§> 1-Crs(K?+67)

- : 11 CFe (K2 A2 1
This resultis true until + C*s(K#+ 8Z) > 0, namely fors [O’W)'

The assumption of the lemma ensures {Bat]| is included in this interval.
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Thus the last inequality is true at least [fhe]. Moreover, again by the
assumption of the lemma,

2(K2+92) * 2 2
TZS <1-C*s(K*+67)
that implies
2. Q2
2(K=+06¢) i <42,
1-C*s(K2+62)
and thugAu(s)|? < 4K?, forse [0, €]. O

Corollary 17. Assume there are & 0 ande > 0 such that

1 2_ 1.2
<-K
sokz  and o skt
then, for every x D(A) such that|Ax < K, we have|Au(s)| < 2K for

se [0,¢g].

£<
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