THE ROYAL N I N ST I T U T Auravagen 17, SE-182 60 Djursholm, Sweden
SWEDISH N Tel. +46 8 622 05 60 Fax. +46 8 622 05 89
ACAISD(];:IJ:EAIE{JC(Eg . M I TTAG = L E F F L E R info@mittag-leffler.se www.mittag-leffler.se

Non-Monotone Stochastic Generalized
Porous Media Equations

M. Roeckner and F. Wang

REPORT No. 26, 2007/2008, fall

ISSN 1103-467X
ISRN IML-R- -26-07/08- -SE+fall



Non-Monotone Stochastic Generalized
Porous Media Equations®

Michael Rockner and Feng-Yu Wang

Department of Mathematics and BiBoS, Bielefeld University, Bielefeld, Germany;
Departments of Mathematics and Statistics, Purdue University, West Lafayette, USA;
Email: roeckner@math.uni-bielefeld.de

School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China;
Email: wangfy@bnu.edu.cn

December 20, 2007

Abstract

By using the Nash inequality and a monotonicity approximation argument, ex-
istence and uniqueness of strong solutions are proved for a class of non-monotone
stochastic generalized porous media equations. Moreover, we prove for a large class
of stochastic PDE that the solutions stay in the smaller L?-space provided the initial
value does, so that some recent results in the literature are considerably strengthened.
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1 Introduction

Based on the classical Galerkin method of finite-dimensional approximations, a large class
of nonlinear partial differential equations can be solved on a separable real Hilbert space
H under certain monotonicity conditions, see e.g. [16] and the references therein for deter-
ministic equations, and [11, 13, 5, 10, 15] and the references therein for stochastic versions.
More precisely, consider for instance

dX, = A(t, X,)dt + B(t, X,)dW,,

*Supported in part by NNSFC(10121101) and RFDP.



where W; is a G-valued cylindrical Brownian motion on a complete filtered probability space
(Q, 7, F,P) for some real separable Hilbert space G, A : V — V* is a measurable map
for some reflexive Banach space V' and dual V* with embeddings V C H C V* dense and
continuous, and B is a progressively measurable process in the space of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators from G to H. Among other conditions for existence and uniqueness of solutions
for this equation, the monotonicity is expressed as

(1.1) ve(A(u) — A),u —v)y < cllu—v|3, u,veV

for some constant ¢ > 0.
On the other hand, however, the following stochastic porous medium equation studied
in [10] is not monotone on L?*(R%; dz):

(1.2) dX; = A{X,| X" }dt + B(t, X;)dWs,

where A is the Laplace operator on R?, r > 1 is a fixed number, and B and W are as above
for G = H := L*(R% dz). Indeed, for any ¢ > 0, the condition

(A =glgl™), f—g) <ellf —gl3, f.9 € CE(RY)

does not hold, where (-, -) and ||+||5 are the inner product and norm in L?(R?; dz) respectively.
By combining the Sobolev inequality with Galerkin approximations, Kim [10] was able to
solve this equation on L?(R%; dx) for Xy € L*(R4 x ;dx x IP), and the unique solution is an
adapted process on L*(RY; dx) satisfying

T
]E/ dt [ VXY (@) de < oo
0 Rd

The right-continuity of the solution, however, is not proved in [10].

In this paper, we show that the existence and uniqueness result for monotone equations
can be extended to a class of non-monotone situations as soon as the Nash inequality holds.
Indeed, our results are proved for a rather general framework in which we can also allow B
to depend on the solution X. Even under the framework of Kim [10] where B is independent
of X (“additive noise”), we allow B to be Hilbert-Schmidt from L?*(R%; dz) to H~', where
H=! is the dual of H'(R?) := classical Sobolev space of order 1 in L*(R% dx), and allow
Xy to be any H'-valued .%j,-measurable random variable. Since H~! is much larger than
L*(R%; dr) and the norm in H~! is much smaller than that in L?(R% dz), our assumptions
are considerably weaker than Kim’s in [10]. If furthermore B; is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator
on L*(R¢;dz), then our results also generalize Kim’s, namely, the solution with E|| X;||? < oo
satisfies

E sup || X;]|3 <oo and |X|"'X € L*([0,T] x Q — Z,;dt xP), T >0,
te[0,7)

where .Z, is the completion of C§°(R?; dz) under the inner product (f, f)z, = [.(Vf, Vg)dz.
Some other properties are also derived (cf. Theorem 1.2 below). Our result, in fact, hold
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1.3a

for a large class of (not necessarily differential) operators L replacing the Laplacian. The
appropriate class are operators which are associated to Dirichlet forms satisfying a Nash-
type inregularity. The reader unfamiliar with Dirichlet forms should think e.g. of L being a
globally elliptic differential operator of order 2 on R?, d > 3.

Let us introduce our framework in detail. Let (F, %, m) be a o-finite separable measure
space and (&, 2(&)) a symmetric Dirichlet form on L?*(m) (cf. [9]). Assume that the
following Nash inequality

(1.3) If13 < CEf, /)Y e 2(6),m(f]) =1,

holds for some constant C' > 0, where || - ||, is the norm in L”(m) for p > 1. This inequality
is equivalent to the classical Sobolev inequality with dimension d if d > 2 (cf. [6, Theorems
2.4.2 and 2.4.6]) i.e. there exists C; € (0, 00) such that

(1.4) /]

2, SCELN € D@).

In particular, it holds for the classical Dirichlet form generated by the Laplacian on R, d > 3.
We adopt the above formulation (1.3) here to include also examples with dimension < 2.
In particular, this inequality holds for the Dirichlet Laplace operator on bounded domains
in a Riemannian manifold and on the whole Riemannian manifold provided the injectivity
radius is infinite (see [3]). Moreover, (1.3) also holds for Dirichlet forms associated with
stable-like processes, since according to Theorem 1.3 in [2] the Nash inequality holds for
fractional Dirichlet forms with parameter d > 0. Let (L, Z(L)) be the associated Dirichlet
operator, which is thus a negative definite self-adjoint operator on L?(m). We shall use
(-,-) for the inner product in L*(m) and || - || for its norm. More generally, we set (f,g) :=
m(fg) := [ fgdm for any two measurable functions f, g such that fg € L'(m). Let 2(&) be
equipped with the inner product &) := & + (-, -) and H its dual space. H is then a separable
Hilbert space equipped with the induced inner product (-,-)y and norm ||-||gz = (-, )}{/2
For a > 0 we shall also consider the inner products &, := a& + (-,-) on Z(&) and their
dual inner products (-, )y, on H with corresponding norms |||, (see Section 2 below for
details). If H is equipped with (-,-)g, (and ||-||g,) we denote it by H,, hence H; = H. By
continuity 1 — L (and hence L) extends from Z(L) to an operator from Z(&’) to H, denoted
by the same symbol. Finally, let .%, be the completion of Z(&) under the inner product
(f,9)7 = &(f,g), which is called the extended domain of the Dirichlet form (see [9]). If
d > 2, (1.4) (hence (1.3)) immediately) implies that (&, Z(&)) is transient in the sense of
[9], that is, there exists g € L'(m) N L>(m), such that %, C L'(g - m) continuously. We
denote the extension of & from 2(&) to %, by &, and denote the dual space of .7, by .Z/.
Since 2(&) C %, densely and continuously, also .# C H densely and continuously. But in
general F # H. We equip F; with the inner product (-, )z and corresponding norm ||-|| z,
induced by the Riesz map %, 3 u — E(-,u) € Fr. We recall that if (£, 2(&)) is transient,
then Z. N L*(m) = 2(&) (cf. [9]). If m(E) < oo, then (1.3) implies that inf o(—L) > 0 and
thus that 2(&) = %, hence H = .} and (&, (Z(&)) is transient in this case.




Let ro > r1 > 1 be two constants and v a probability measure on [rq,rs]. We consider
the following stochastic partial differential equation on H:

_ r2
(15) dXt = {L/ g(t, T)lXt|T_1XtV(dT) + ntXt}dt + B(t, Xt)th,

where W is a cylindrical Brownian motion on L?*(m), &, and B are specified in the fol-
lowing assumptions and L in Definition 2.3 below. For two Hilbert spaces H; and Ho,
let Lys(Hy; Hy) denote the Hilbert space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H; to Hs,
equipped with the usual Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. Consider the following conditions:

(H1) £:]0,00) X [r1,729] X © — [0, 00) is progressively measurable and for any 7" > 0, there
exists a locally bounded function R : [0,00) — [1,00) such that % < &(t, ) < R(t)
holds on [ry, r9] x  for all ¢ € [0, T7.

(H2) nis areal-valued locally bounded progressively measurable process (i.e. sup |ns(w)| <
s€[0,T7,
we

oo for every T' > 0.).

(H3) For every T' > 0 the map B : [0,T] x V x Q — Zus(L*(m); H) is progressively
measurable such that

(i) there exists C' € (0, 00) such that for all a € (0, 00)

|B(-;u) — B(-, )| #ys(r2(m), ) < Cllu — v||§1a on [0,7] x Q for all u,v € V;
(ii)
T
/O ”B(SvO)HfZHS(L?(m);H)dS € L™(P).

We give examples where condition (H.3(i)) holds in Remark 2.9 at the end of Section 2
below. Obviously, when £ = 1,7 = 0 and v = 4, (the Dirac measure at r), equation (1.5)
reduces to (1.2). The following definition of a solution is taken from [15] (see also [11]).

First, however, we need to introduce auxiliary spaces V' and V*:

It is easy to see that N(s) := frrf |s|""v(dr), s € R, is a As-regular Young function so that
the corresponding Orlicz space Ly(m) is a reflexive separable Banach space (see [14]). By
[15, Propostion 3.1] applied to L — 1 instead of L the embedding V := H N Ly(m) C H is
dense and continuous. Furthermore, V' is reflexive (see [15]). Let V* be the dual of V' and
N* the dual Young function to N* (cf. Section 2 below for details).

Definition 1.1. A continuous adapted process {X;};>0 on H is called a solution to (1.5), if
for any 7' > 0, X € L*([0,T] x Q — H,dt x P) with

T ()
(1.6) / / | X\l iv(dr)dt < oo P — as.
0 1



such that P-a.s.

(1.7)

X;=Xo+ L Uot (/2 &(s, r)|XS|T_1XSV(dr)>ds}

t t
+/ nsXsds +/ B(s, X,)dW, for allt >0
0 0

holds in H, where the first integral in (1.7) is an Ly--valued Bochner integral which takes
values in Z(L) P-a.s. V&t > 0 and L : D(L) C Ly+ — V* is a natural extension of L :
D(&) N Ly — V* defined in Definition 2.3 below.

Theorem 1.2. Assume (1.3), (H1),(H2) and (H3).

(1)

(2)

LL1

For any %#y-measurable H-valued random variable Xy, (1.5) has a unique solution in
the sense of Definition 1.1. This solution is a Markov process provided &,m and B are
constant (i.e. independent of t and w).

Let {X™} be a sequence of solutions to (1.5). If Xé”) — Xy in H in probability as
n — oo, then for any t > 0,

t T2
X™ 5 X, in H and / / | X" — X |[rHv(dr)ds — 0
0 Jr

in probability as n — oco. Consequently, if £, and B are independent of t and w, then
the transition semigroup of the solution is a Feller semigroup.
For allp € [2,00), T > 0, and some constant c¢(p,T)

E sup [| X% < c(p,T)
te[0,7)

T g
ﬂ%Xﬂ%+E([ZW%ammﬁdymﬂww)]

which is finite provided p < 2ry and E|| X,|[%;, < oo. In the latter case we have

p/(r2+1)
[/ / HXtH:ﬂu dr)dt] < oo, provided p > 1y + 1.

In addition, assume that B(-,0) € L*([0,T] x Q — Zys(L*(m); L?*(m)),dt x P). If
Xo € L*(m) a.s. then X; is a right-continuous process in L*(m) (“L?(m)-invariance”).
If moreover E||Xo||3 < oo, then Esupcjor | Xill3 < 0o. If, in addition, E is a Lusin
space, then ((X;) == [* | X| "2 X (dr) € 2(&) dt x P-a.e. with

(18) E/f@&mmmm<w

Consequently, if E(|| Xoll3+ | Xoll5 ") < oo then ¢((X) € L*([0, T x 2 — 2(&); dt x P)
for any T > 0.



The uniqueness and the Markov property can be proved in a standard way as in [11, 5, 15]
by using the It6 formula for the square of the norm. So, the main point is to prove the
existence. Since in general the map (cf. Section 3 in [15])

o
Voxw Alt,z) = L/ )|z tav(dr) + nu € VF

is not monotone in H, known results concerning monotone stochastic SPDEs do not work
directly. To make the equation monotone, in [15] we replaced H by %}, the dual space of the
extended Dirichlet space .Z%., but had to assume that (&, Z(&)) is transient. In general, the
embedding #; C H is dense and continuous, but .%#} and L?(m) are incomparable except
info(—L) > 0, where o(—L) is the spectrum of (—L). Under a stronger condition than
(H3), namely that B is in L*([0,T] x @ — Zys(L*(m); F;),dt x P), in [15] existence and
uniqueness of the solution to (1.5) was proved for all Xy € L*(Q — F;.%y,P). Since Z*
and L?(m) are generally incomparable, the solutions constructed in [15] do not automatically
provide solutions starting from points in L?(m) \ .%}. So, in this paper we first construct
solutions in H, which is larger than L?(m), then prove that the the solution will be in L?*(m)
for t > 0 provided the initial value is so and B is as in Theorem 1.2(4).

To construct solutions starting from all .#,-measurable H-valued random variables, we
develop an approximation argument by first considering the equation (1.5) for L — ¢ in place
of L to make the equation monotone on H, then taking the limit € — 0 we obtain a solution
for the original equation. To realize this approximation procedure, the Nash inequality (1.3)
will play a crucial role.

In Section 2 we first briefly recall some general results obtained in [15] concerning mono-
tone stochastic equations, prove some technical auxiliary results and then prove a criterion
for the L?(m)-invariance of solutions. Some a priori estimates are presented in Section 3 by
using the Nash inequality, which will be used in Section 4 to construct the solution to (1.5)
for H-valued X satisfying a moment condition. Finally, the complete proof of Theorem 1.2
is contained in Section 5.

From now on we fix (E,B,m) and (&, Z(&)) as above.

2 Some known results and L?(m)-invariance

2.1 Review of known results

In this subsection we recall some results obtained recently in [15] which will be used in
the sequel for constructing solutions to (1.5). In all of this subsection we assume that
info(—L) > 0, hence H = .%#}. But at least initially we shall consider the inner product
(-,-)#: on H and only later (-,-) 5.

Let N € C(R) be a Young function, i.e. a nonnegative, continuous, convex and even
function such that N(s) =0 if and only if s = 0, and
N{(s) N{(s)

lim =0, lim = 00
s—0 8 s—o0 S
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For any measurable function f on F with m(N(af)) < oo for some a > 0, define

[flly :==inf{A = 0: m(N(f/X)) < 1}.

Then the space
Ly(m) :={f : [|f|[x < oo}

is a real separable Banach space, which is called the Orlicz space induced by the Young
function N (cf. [14, Proposition 1.2.4]). There is an equivalent norm defined by using the
dual function:

N*(s) :=sup{r|s| = N(r) : » > 0}, s€eR,

which is once again a Young function. More precisely, letting

1fllv) == sup{{f, ) : m(N"(g)) < 1},

one has (see [14, Theorem 1.2.8 (ii)])

(2.1) Iy < A1 flwy < 201 llw

The function N is called Ag-regular, if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
N(2s) < ¢(N(s) + lgmp)<oo}), s ER.

We assume that N and N* are Agp-regular. By [14, Proposition 1.2.11(iii) and Theorem
1.2.13], Ly(m) and Ly-(m) are dual spaces of each other, and hence are reflexive. By the
Ag-regularity, f € Ly(m) if and only if m(N(f)) < co. For simplicity, we sometimes use
Ly and Ly~ instead of Ly(m), Ly-(m) respectively.

Let V:= HN Ly(m) with || - ||y :== || - ||v + || - ||[z- More precisely,

V={veLym)|2(&) NLy(m)>u— m(uw)isin H} .

Since by [15, Proposition 3.1 and its proof] Z(&) N Ly« is dense in 2(&), V is indeed
embedded into H. Furthermore, V' is complete, by [15, Proposition 3.1], reflexive and dense
in H and Ly. Let

U:[0,00) x RxQ—R

be progressively measurable, i.e. for any ¢t > 0, U restricted to [0,¢] x R x € is measurable
w.r.t. B([0,t]) x B(R) x .Z;. We assume that for any (t,w) € [0,00) x Q, U(t,-)(w) is
continuous.

Finally, let B : [0,00) X V X Q — Zys(L?(m); H) be progressively measurable as in the
last section. We shall make use of the following assumptions:

(B) Forany T' > 0, || B(-,0)|| £, (£2(m):1) € LZ([O T x€;dt xP) and there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that || B(-,u) — B(-, )1, s z2mym < cllu — vllF holds on [0, 7] x Q for all
u,v € V.



(¥) For any T > 0, there exist a nonnegative .Z;-adapted process f € L? ([0, T x ;dt x IP’)
and a constant ¢ > 1, such that for all s, 51,5 € R on [0,7] x €2

(‘I’l) (82—81)(\11(',82) —\Ij('781>) Z 0 .
(\112) CilN(S) - 1{m(E)<oo}f < S\Ij( ) S) < CN(S) + 1{m(E)<<>o}f-
(¥3) N*(U(-,0)) Lmpy<oe} € L'([0,T] x Q;dt x P) .

Let

K :=Ly([0,T] x E x Q;dt x m x P) N L*([0,T] x Q — H;dt x P)
with norm
|| : ”K = || : ||LN([O,T]><E><Q;dt><m><IP’) + || ) HLQ([O,T}XQHH,th]P’)‘

Then, K C L*([0, T]xQ — V; dtxPP) continuously and densely (cf. [15, Lemmas 3.7 and 3.5]).
Let K* be the dual of K. Then by [15, Lemma 2.5] K* is the completion of L>([0,7] x Q —
V* dt x P) w.r.t.

1271

T
K+ i= Sup E/ ve(z, z)ydt.
lzllx<1  Jo
Furthermore, K* C L'([0,T] x Q — V*;dt x P) and we recall that by (¥) and [15, Lemma
3.6(1)] for all w € Ly
U(-,u) € LYN[0,T] x Q — Ly«; dt x P).

We want to apply the existence and uniqueness result [15, Theorem 3.9] in this case.
We recall that in [15], H = .Z#} was identified with its dual H* = Z2(&) = %, using
the Riesz map comming from the inner product (-,-)z: defined in the introduction. The
reason is that only in this inner product we have monotonicity for our drift coefficient.
Since below we want to consider other inner products on H (generating, however, equivalent
norms) and to avoid confusion we are going to recall the main existence and uniqueness
result from [15] in a version not based on this specific identification of H and H*. First,
we fix some notation and conventions: for a Banach space B we denote its dual by B*
and use p«(-,-)p for their dualization. We always consider B* with the standard dual
norm ||l||p+ := supy, =1 [(v), [ € B*. If B is reflexive, then B** = B canonically and by
convention we use this below without further mentioning it. By [15, Lemma 3.4(i)] and since
info(—L) > 0, the map

(2.2) 2(E)>v— —&(v,-) € H

(i.e. the Riesz isomorphism on (Z(&’), &) multiplied by (—1)) is the unique continuous linear
extension of the map

P(L)>v— (Lv,-) € H.
Here, as above, (&) is equipped with the norm &V2(u) := &(u,u)/?, u € D(&), which
is equivalent to the norm &2 (u) = (&(u, u) + (u,u))?, u € D(&), since inf o(—L) > 0.
Let us denote the map in (2.2) again by L. Let i : h + (-, h)z+ be the Riesz map on
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T2.1

(H,(-,-)zs). Then clearly, i = (—L)™' : H — H* = 2(&) and by [15, Lemma 3.4(iii)] (and
since inf o(—L) > 0)
—1l=ioL:2(NLy-— H CV~*
uniquely extends to a continuous linear map
(2.3) toL: Ly — V",

The map i o L is of course nothing but (—1) times the natural embedding Ly~ C V* induced
by the continuous and dense embedding V' C Ly. So, below we always replace i o L(u) by
—u for uw € Ly+. Now we can formulate the existence and uniqueness result [15, Theorem
3.9] in our situation:

Theorem 2.1. Let the Young function N and its dual function N* be Ag-reqular, and let
info(—L) > 0. Assume (H2), (B) and (¥). Then for any Xo € L*(2 — H; %y;P), the
equation

dX, = (LY(t, Xy) + 0 Xy)dt + B(t, Xy)dW,
has a unique solution in the sense that X; is a continuous adapted process in H such that
X e K, —V(-,X)+ni(X) is a progressively measurable process in K* for any T > 0, and
P-a.s.

(2.4) z‘(Xt):z'(Xo)Jr/Ot{—\D(s,XS)+nsi(Xs)}ds+i(/OtB(s,Xs)dWS), t >0,

holds in i(H) = H* = P(&) (where the first integral in (2.4) is an Ly+(C V*)-valued
Bochner integral, which a posteriori is in P(&) P-a.e. Yt > 0) or equivalently,

t t t
(2.5) X;=Xo+ L </ \If(s,XS)ds) —|—/ nsXsds +/ B(s, X5)dW, t>0,
0 0 0

holds in H. Furthermore, Esup,co ||Xt||§; < oo forT >0 and P-a.s.
t
1Xell % = 1 Xoll%, +/O (2 v (=W (s, Xo) + 05i(Xs), Xohv + |1 B(s, Xo) 25 (22my7) | d5
t
+2/ (X,, B(s, X,)dAW,) 5., >0
0

We note that since by (2.4) we have that fg U(s, Xs)ds € (&) N Ly«, we can replace L
by L in (2.5). So, (2.5) means that X is indeed a solution in the sense of Definition 1.1. We
also emphasize that the existence result in [16] is considerably more general. In particular,
we do not need that inf o(—L) > 0, but only that (&, Z(&)) is transient. Below, however,
we shall only use the weaker version formulated in Theorem 2.1 above.

The above Itd formula for the square of the norm was proved in the Appendix of [15],
generalizing the version proved in the fundamental work [11] for a special case where K :=
LP([0,T] x Q — V;dt x P)N L3([0,T] x Q — H;dt x P) for some p > 1. Below, however,
we shall apply this formula to other, but equivalent norms || - ||z, on H which for a N\, 0
increase to || - ||2 and come from inner products (-, )y, on H, which are defined in the next
subsection in which we drop the assumption that inf o(—L) > 0.

9



2.2 Some technical lemmas and change of norms

In this subsection we do neither assume info(—L) > 0 nor (1.3), unless explicitly stated.
Let a > 0 and define the following inner product on Z(&’) by

&u(u,v) == ad(u,v) + (u,v); u,ve P(&).

Let (-,-)y, be its dual inner product on H,, i.e. the inner product induced on H by the
Riesz map on (Z(&), &,) which is given by

(2.6) P2(8) 3> ur— aé(u,-) + (u,-) € H
and which is the unique continuous linear extension of
(1—al):2(L)C 2(&) — H,

hence we denote it by the same symbol 1 — aL. Then ¢, := (1 —aL)~! is just the Riesz map
on (H,(-,-)p,). In particular, we have

(2.7) H<z;1u,v>@(£) = & (u,v), u,ve€ PE).

As usual we set

EV2 () = (aé(u,u) + (u,u))"? u € D(&).
Ifa < d, then &7 < &7 < \[287 50 [, 2 I, > /&, where | - [, =

We emphasize that for different inner products ( , )g,, @ > 0, on H the corresponding
Riesz isomorphisms i, : H — H*, h +— (-, h)y, depend on a > 0. To avoid confusion, we
shall therefore always distinguish between a Hilbert space and its dual, except for L?(m),
which we canonically identify with its dual. So, we have

(2.8) VCHSH Cvr
and
2(&) c L*(m) = L*(m)* C H .

In order to apply the It6 formula from [15] to || X, |7, , ¢ > 0, we have to find the stochastic
equation satisfied by i,(X;), ¢ > 0. To this end we first have to define and calculate the

unique continuous extension
igoL : Ly — V™

of
igoL:D(E)N Ly — H S H C V*

10



Lemma 2.2. Let a > 0. Then the map

iooL:2P(E)N Ly — V*

extends continuously to Ly~, and for its extension i, o L : Ly« — V* we have

|
faoLu=- ((1 “aL)y TV - 1) u € Ly
a

for allu € Ly«, v €V, where as usual 1 denotes the identity map and
0 —al) U™ . Ly — Ly

denotes the continuous extension of (1 —aL)™ : 2(&) N Ly — Ly« to all of Ly« (which
exists by a simple application of Jensen’s inequality). In particular, i, o L(Ly+) C Ly« and
1o 0 L 1 Ly« — Ly« is continuous.

Altogether, we have the following diagram:

HﬂLN:IV C H

where by [15, Proposition 3.1] (applied to the operator —(1 — L) instead of L) all inclusions
are dense and continuous.

Proof. Let € > 0. Then for all u € (&) N Ly+, v €V,

((ig 0 L)u,v)y = @(£)<(1 —aL) ' Lu,v)

v ((ia 0 L)u,v)y,

= é(— 26 (W V) g —i—_@(@@)«l —aL) 'u,v),)
=~ (~m(ue) + m([(1 —aL) u]v))
~ ([0 —a = 1] 0).

where we used the identification of L?(m) with its dual (so 2(&) C L?*(m) C H). Using the
fact that by Jensen’s inequality (1—aL)™! with initial domain 2(&)NLy- is a bounded linear
operator on L+, and since by [15, Proposition 3.1] (applied to & replacing &) Z(&) N Ly~
is dense in Ly+, the assertion follows. O

11



Now let us define the operator L : Z(L) C Ly~ — H appearing in Definition 1.1.

Definition 2.3. Let

PD(L) :={u € Ly+|Fu, € 2(&) N Ly~ and a sequence &, — 0

such that lim u, = u in Ly«

and lim (Lu,, — e,u,,) exists in H},
and for u € Z(L) let )
Lu := lim (Lu, — e,u,)(€ H).
The following lemma implies that (L, Z2(L)) is well-defined. Below we add prefixes 2(&),
V*, Ly« in front of “lim” to indicate in which spaces the respective limit is taken.

Lemma 2.4. Let u € Ly« and u,, €,, n € N, as in the definition of Z(L). Then for all
a>0

io(H-1im (Lu, — eyuy,)) =i, o Lu.
In particular, (L, 9(@)) is a well-defined operator from Ly- to H and i, o Lu € (&) and
igo L =1i,0L on Z(L).

Proof. We have

io(H-lim (Lu, — eyuy)) = 2(&)- lim (i,(L — €,)uy)

n—oo n—oo

1
=V*lim —(1 — ag,)iqu, — uy)
n—oo

1 Ly

= Ly« lim — ((1 - aL)LN U — u)
n—oo @

=140 Lu

by Lemma 2.2. O
Corollary 2.5. Let T > 0 and Z € L*([0,T] — Ly+,dt). Lett € [0,T] such that

4
/ Zds € 9(L)
0

¢ ¢
i,0L (/ sts) = / iq 0 L(Zs)ds.
0 0

Proof. The assertion is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.4 and the last part of Lemma
2.2. O

and let a > 0. Then

Now we can state and prove the It6 formula for the norms ||-||z,, @ > 0.

12



T2.2

Theorem 2.6. Let X be the solution from Theorem 2.1 or, assuming (1.3), (H1)—(H3), as
in Definition 1.1 (where in the latter case below we set VU(t, s) := f:f E(t,r)|s|"tsv(dr), s €

R, t>0), and leta > 0. Theni, o L(V(-, X))+ni.(X) is a progressively measurable process
in K* for any T > 0, and P-a.s.

(2.9) ia(X;) :ia(Xo)—i—/O [ia 0 L(W(s5, X))+ ia(X,)]ds+iq (/0 B(s,XS)dWS>, t>0.

Furthermore, P-a.s.

t
12l 7, = 11 %oll7, +/ [2 vl 0 L(U (s, Xy)) + s ia(Xs), Xo)v
(2.10) 0

t
+ ||B<S7 XS)”?fHS(LQ(m);Ha)]dS + 2/0 <XS7 B(87 XS)dWS>Ha7 t=>0.

Proof. Applying i, to (2.5) and (1.7) respectively, (2.9) follows from Corollary 2.5. (2.10)
follows immediatley from (2.9) and the It6 formula in [15, Theorem 4.2] applied to the Hilbert
space (Hq, (-, ) u,)- O

Lemma 2.7. Let a > 0.

(i) Letv € V. Then (1 —aL) v € V and, in particular,

L(l—al) v = —é(v —(1—al) ) e V.

(i1) Let u € Ly, v € V. Then

V*<ia o Lu, U>V = V*<u, L(1— aL)_1v>V )

(iii) (1—aL)™":V — V is continuous. Furthermore, its dual operator ((1—aL)™')*: V* —

——— Ly~
V* is the continuous extension of both (1 —aL)=V" : Ly« — Ly« defined in Lemma

2.2 and of (1 — aL) o) : () — D(&). (Here we recall that both (&) C V* and
Ly € V* continuously and densely.)

Proof. (i) We first note that since v € H, (1 — aL) 'v is a well-defined element in Z(&)
and since i, = (1 —aL)™!, we have by (2.7) for u € D(&) N Ly~

(u, (1 —al) ™) = glu, (1 - aL)_1v>@(g)

= <u7 U>Ha

(2.11) = 2@l —al) uv)n

= {((1 —aL) u,v)



(iii)

(cf. the proof and statement of Lemma 2.2). Since Z(&) N Ly~ is dense in Ly~ it
follows that for fixed v the right hand side uniquely determines a continuous linear
functional on Ly+, since v € Ly. Hence so does its left hand side. Therefore,

(1—aL) v € Ly,
because Ly = (Ly+)*.

Let u, € 2(&) N Ly+, n € N, such that lim,, .., u, = v in Ly«. Then by Lemma 2.2

vlino Tu, )y = (= al) ™ — 1]u, )

a
1
= lim —((1 —aL) 'y, — (1 —aL)(1 —aL) 'uy,,v)
n—oo
= lim (L(1 — aL) 'u,, v).

Let v, € 2(&) C L*(m) C H, m € N, such that lim,, .o, v;, = v in H. Then for all
n €N, since L(1 — aL) u, = $[(1 — aL) " u, — u,) € 2(E) N L+

(L(1 —aL) "y, v) = g6 (L(1 — aLl)  u,, v)p
= lim (L(1 — aL)  up,, vp)

m—00

= — lim &((1 — aL)  un, vm)
= — lim &(uy,, (1 — aL)_IUm)

= —&(up, (1 —al) v)

1 1

= —=&y(tn,ia0) + —(tn, (1 — aL) 'v)y
a a
1 1

B —1
= 96 (Uns V) gy —1—5 @(g)<un, (1 —al) U>H

= 9(&) (un, L(l — aL)_lv)H
= y=* <un, L(l — CLL)71U>V

by (i) But again by (i) and since Ly« C V* continuously, the latter converges to
ve{u, L(1 — aL)"'v)y as n — oc.
Since by (i)

(1—al)*(V)CV
and since (1 —alL)™ : H — 2(&) C L*(m) C H is continuous, the continuity of
(1 —aL)™ on V follows from the closed graph theorem, since the topology on V

is stronger than that on H. Since Ly C V* continuously and densely, the second
statement follows from (ii).
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T2.3

2.11b

* %k

2.6

2.6a

To prove the last assertion let u € Z(&), v € V. Then
V*<((1 —aL) H*u, U>V = V*<u, (1-— aL)*lv>V
= @(@@)<u, (1—al) vy,
= (u,v)n,
= @(5)«1 - aL)_lu,v>H
= V*<(1 —alL) 'u, U>V.

2.3 L*(m)-invariance

Theorem 2.8. Consider the situation of Theorem 2.6. Assume that E||Xo||3 < oo, that
there exist a progressively measurable b € Lz([O,T] x Q — R, dt x ]P) and ¢y € (0,00) such
that for alln e Nyv eV

(2‘12) ”B(VU)H?‘ZHS(LQ(m);H

(where we note that by assumption (B) the dt x P-zero set is independent of v € V'). If there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all a € (0,1)

) < COHUH%l +b* dt xP—a.s on[0,T] x Q

3=

(2.13) 2V*<ia o L(U(s, Xs)) + ns ia(Xs),Xs>V < || X7, P-as. fords-a.e. s€[0,T],
then

(2.14) E sup || X3 < o0
te(0,7

and, in particular, (X;)iepr s weakly continuous in L*(m). Furthermore, (Xi)iepm s
right-continuous in L*(m).

Proof. By (2.13), the condition on B and Theorem 2.6, we have for 0 < r < ¢t < T and
neN

t t
215) X, < €I+ B X sy e a2 [ e

where M = fJ(XS,B(s,XS)dWS>Hl/n, t € 0,77, is a local real martingale. Therefore,
setting 7 = 0 in (2.15), it follows for every stopping time 7 < T

B sup (11603, ¢ )

t€l0,7]

(2.16)

T t
<E[ Xoll3 +E/ (coll X514, +b3e*ds +2E sup | [ e =dM™)] .
0 n telo,7] Jo

15



2.6b

But by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (for p = 1)
t

. 1/2
E sup | [ e “dM,| < 3E (/ HB*(s,XS)XSH%Q(m)e2“ds>
0

tel0,7] JO

T »
S SE(/O‘ HXSH%h/n”B(SyXs)‘E%HS(LZ(m);Hl/n)e—chdS)

, 1/2
(2.17) < 3(E sup | Xilf, e )" (E / (coll X1, +b§>e‘csd5>
te[0,7] /n 0 n
By Grownwall’s lemma (2.16) and (2.17) imply that
(2.18) E sup || X¢||3 = supE sup ||Xt||%,1 < 0,
t€[0,7T] neN  t€[0,T] m
since |||l = sup,||-|lm,,, = lim|-|m,,, so we can apply monotone convergence. In

particular, X; is weakly continuous in L?(m), since it is continuous in H.
Next, letting n — oo in (2.12) by (2.18) and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (for
p = 1) we obtain

[ B X, ~ 06 B Xaw) |

lim sup {]E sup
n—00 te[0,T]

1/2

T
< 3lim sup]E(/ (1 —n'L) X, — X,|3]|B(s, XS)“?‘ZHS(LQ(m);LQ(m))dS)
0

n—o0

T 1/2
<3lim E (/ (1 —n ' L)' X, — X,l2(col| X2 + bi)ds) =0, T>0.
0

n—oo

Thus, up to a subsequence, P-a.s.

t t
i [ (X, B(s, X.)AW.)n, , = / (X., B(s, X,)dW.), >0,
which is a real valued continuous martingale. Hence in (2.15) we can let first n — oo and

then ¢ | r, to obtain
limsup X,z < ||
tlr

On the other hand, by the L?(m)-weak continuity of X; we have liminf, ., || X|[2 > [|X,]|2-
So || X;]|2 is right-continuous and hence, X; is right-continuous in L?(m) again due to the
L?*(m)-weak continuity. O

Remark 2.9. (i) We emphasize that Theorem 2.8 applies to solutions as in Theorem 2.1

without the assumption inf o(—L) > 0. We just need an It6 formula as in (2.10).

16



(ii) Obviously, (H3 (i)) implies (2.12) provided
T
RO ————
0

(iii) Now we want to describe examples in which (H3 (i)) holds with B non-constant in v €
V. The easiest is to take By : [0,T] x Q — Zus(L*(m), H) progressively measurable,
ug € L*(m) and f : [0, 7] x Q — R progressively measurable and bounded. Then

B(t,v) := f(t){-,uo)u+ By
is easily checked to satisfy (H3 (i)). Further examples one obtains as follows:

(M) Let N € NU{+o00} and ¢, € L*(m)NL>®(m) , 1 < k < N, be an orthonormal system
in L?(m) such that for every 1 < k < N there exists & € (0,00) such that for all
a € (0,00)
| (T ext) ooy | < &klll . Salu, w)? for all u € 2(&).

(M) just means that each e is a multiplier on H, with norm independent of a > 0.
Choose py, € (0,00) such that

219 S et < o
k=1
and define for v € H, B(z) € Lys(L*(m); H) by
B(z)h = Zﬂk<€k7 h)z - ey, h € L*(m).

k=1

Indeed, (extending {ex|k € N} to an orthonormal basis of L?(m)) by (M) we have for z € H,
€ (0,00)

1B (@) 122, (12 11 ZHB Jexl,
= Zukllwekl\z{a
ZMkkaxHHa

k=1

8|I

and since x — B(x) is linear and V' C H, condition (H3(i)) follows.
Now let us describe a large class of Dirichlet forms (&, 2(&)) for which (M) holds. Let
us assume that (1.3) holds, and define the square field operator of L by
1
['(u,v) = §(L(uv) —ulv —vlu), wu,v € A,

17



where {ex|k € N} € A C Z(L) and A is an algebra of bounded functions which is dense in
P(&) with respect to &). I' is symmetric in u, v. Suppose that there exist x,, € Z(L), xn >
0, Xn — 1 in L*(m) as n — oco. Then clearly

E(u,v) = /F(u,v)dm for all u,v € 2(&).
Assume further that for all u;, us,v € A
[(uqug, v) = uil(ug, v) + usl'(ug, v)
which is e.g. the case if (L,.A) is a diffusion operator in the sense of [8, Appendix B,

Definition 1.5], like e.g. a partial differential operator of order 2. Assume d > 2 and that
[(ex, er) € L¥?(m). Then by (1.4) we obtain foru € Aand 1 <k < N

Sy (epu, epu) < 2a/(u2F(ek,ek) + el (u, u))dm + /eiqum
< 2 (IT(ers ex)ll g ullPas + lexll2e8 (1)) + llenllZul
< 2 (C3IT(ens ex)ll + llewlZ ) & (u,0) + w2 3

Hence (M) holds in this case with

(2.20) & = 2ACIT(exs en)ll g + e

If one wants to choose py in (2.19) in a somewhat optimal way, one needs bounds on
&x. To this end let us assume that e, 1 < k < N := oo, is an eigenbasis of L, with
corresponding eigenvalues —\;, £ € N. Then one can get estimates on & in terms of merely
e, (not I'(ex, ex)) and A, or even \; alone, for which the asymptotics is precisely known in
a large number of cases. Note first that (1.3) then implies that A\, > 0, k¥ € N. In what
follows we do not need that d > 2. In the present situation it is then easy to check that for
allu e A, k €N,

(2.21) & (exu, epu) = /F(eku,eku)dm = /(/\ku2 + I'(u,u))esdm.

We consider two cases:
Case 1: d > 2.
Then by (1.4), (2.21) and Holder’s inequality for all u € A, k € N,

Salewu, exu) < llerllZllullz + alCalellexlls + llerll) & (u, u) < &du(u, u),

with

& = \/Cadllexl3 + lexll2

18



2.20

2.21

L2.2

It is worth noting that if d < 4, hence d < %, and if m(F) < oo, applying Holder’s

inequality and (2.21) with u := e, we obtain that up to a constant |le;]|3 is bounded by
& (ex, ex) = (—Lex, ex) = Ay, hence

(2.22) &k < const - (max(Ayg, [lex|loo) + 1)
in this case.
Case 2: d = 1,2, E C R% FE open, bounded, and L = A with Dirichlet boundary
conditions on OF, m = dx = Lebesgue measure.
In this case it is well known that for p = oo, if d = 1, and p € [1,00), if d = 2, there
exists C), € (0,00) such that for all u € 2(&)
lully, < Gy (u, )2,
hence |[leg]], < C'p)\,i/Q, k € N, and by Sobolev’s embedding for all k£ € N
(2.23) llex]loo < const - Ay.
Hence by (2.21) for all a € (0,00), u € A
Saleru, exu) < OXJlullz + a (Axllull3llexl[F + A7) & (u, u)
< OXllullz + a(NiCy + XQ) &€ (u, u)
< 5]3 ’ ga(ua u)
with )
Gi=C- (N +1),
and the constant C' is independent of a, k, u.
We also note that if we consider Case 2 for d = 3, then (2.23) still holds (see e.g. [1]). In
fact for nice domains E even sup;cy|lex|lc < 0o for all d € N. Hence by (2.22) we get
& < const- (A, + 1), k € N.
3 Some estimates
Let (&, 2(&)) be as in the introduction satisfying (1.3). In this section we first present some
estimates on the operator (¢ — L)~™*/2 which will be used in the next section for constructing
solutions of (1.5), where (L, Z(L)) is the Dirichlet operator associated with (&, Z(&)) (see
Section 1).
Lemma 3.1. Assume (1.3). For any p € (2,2d/(d — 2)*), there exists o, € (0,1/2) and

¢p > 1, both continuous in p, such that

(e = L) 2]lamp S cpe™, € €(0,1).
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L2.3

Proof. Let P, :=e'l and {E) : A\ > 0} the spectral family of —L. By the spectral represen-
tation theorem we have

00 et 00 fs+>\)t
Ptdt / dEA/
(3.1)

i/dEA/ gy f/

for all € > 0. By the Nash inequality (1.3), there exists ¢ > 1 such that (cf. [6])

dEA::¢%@-Ly4ﬂ

|1 P]|2—00 < ct™ ¥4 £ >0.
But || P;|l2—2 < 1. By the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem, we obtain

(3.2) IP|ay < ct™ @204 ¢ 5,

Taking 6, := 5+ d(’if), we have 0, € (1/2,1) since p € (2,2d/(d—2)"). Let ¢, := %4—@,
so that ay, 1= d,(1 —8,) € (0,3). Then by (3.1) and (3.2), there exists ¢; > 0 such that for
all £ € (0,1)

_s!

e o] e P ]
(e = L)?|lop < cl/ e S0 dt < cl/ t=o%dt + cl/ Jetdt
0 0 €

_5p

e (61 -1)
+ —exp|—e ** .
—1-90, ¢ <Pl |

Since §,, > 1, the last term is bounded w.r.t. ¢ € (0,1), so that the desired assertion holds
for some ¢, > 1 continuous in p € (2,2d/(d — 2)*) and all € € (0,1). O

Lemma 3.2. Let (1.3) hold and let €, p, ¢, and o, be as in Lemma 3.1. Then for any r > p—1
and any x € L*(m) N L™ (m),

(= L) M2y < e (022 g =20 g1/,

Consequently, for any 6 € (0,1 A ( ), there exist ¢ > 0 and o € (0,1/2) such that

d— 2)*(
||(5 - L)_1/2$||r+1 < ce OCH‘KEHQ ||x||r+17
forr € [ri,mo), 2 € L2(m) N L™= (m), 0 € [0, 1 A ogyego— — 9.
Proof. Since s := (r — 1)/(r + 1) satisfies
S 1—s 1 S 1—s5 1

00 2 r+1 oo p p(r+1)/2’
by the interpolation theorem

1/2H

(e = L) llrs1prsnyz < Il = L)~ €= L) ?|pp.
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3.4b

Moreover, (3.1) implies

1 oo —et
(e = L) 2| sooo < —/ dt < e V2
VT Jo
So, combining the above with Lemma 3.1, we obtain
(33) e = L) lrsrpirrnye < e TN < ooV e (0,1),

Let t := (r+1)(p —2)/(r — 1). By Hélder inequality we obtain

(e — L) /2]) = m(|(c — L) Ve - (e — L) 2a] 17
<m(|(e — L) V2x")/Pm(|(e — L)~/ 2|00/ (-0)@=0)/p
= ||(5 L) I/QIH;T-&-I)(P—Q)/(T—I)||(€ ) 1/2 ||E:ii p;;l p)/(r— 1)

Combining this with (3.3) and Lemma 3.1 we prove the first assertion. Finally, for fixed

0 € (0, 1/\W) the second assertion follows from the first by taking p, g := 2+60(r—1)

so that ¢,, ¢ is bounded for r € [ry,75] and 6§ € [§,1 A m — 4. O

Now assume that (H1) — (H3) hold. Our next aim is to apply Theorem 2.1 with L — ¢
instead of L, i.e., we fix ¢ € (0,1) and consider the equation

(3.4) dX: = [(L - &)¥(t, X7) + nX{]dt + B,dW,, X5 = X,

where

T2
U(t,s) := / E(t,r)|s|tsv(dr), seR,t>0.
r1

Define .
N(s) ::/ s (dr), s €R.

T1

It is trivial to see that both N and N*(s) := inf,>o{|sr| — N(r)} are As-regular, which
follows directly from the calculation in [15, Example 3.5] where v := " | ¢;6,, for ¢; > 0
and r; > 1. Then (W) follows from (H1) and (B) from (H3).

By Theorem 2.6 (applied to L — ¢ replacing L) for any a € (0,7') we have that P-a.s.

(3.5) 1a(X) = ia(Xo) + / a0 (L= 2)(W(s, X.)) + mia(X0))ds + i, ( / Bsdws),tzo,

where we used that

1—&8 1—ae

(3.6) —(l—al) = (1— - (L—5)>_ for a € (0,e7).
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3.6b

L3.1

Furthermore, applying Lemma 2.2 with L — ¢ replacing L and using (3.6) we obtain for all
uw€ Ly, veV,a€ (0,e7)

(3.7) e Ty = L0 Aoy T 0 — §<u, o),

a

which by an easy approximation argument is equal to

1—ae

= (u, (1 aL) 1 ) — %(u,v),

where (1 — aL)—lLN is the unique continuous extension of (1—aL)™! : L'(m)NL*>®(m) — Ly

to all of Ly. It, however, follows immediately from (2.11) that

(3.8) A—al) T v=(1—al) v forallveV(=HNLy)

where we recall that the right hand side is by definition the Riesz map (1 — aL)™! :
(H,{(-,Yu,) — (2(&), &) applied to v as an element in H. Therefore, we do not distinguish

(1-— aL)*lLN and (1 —aL)~! below. So, altogether we obtain

(3.9) v <i“ o (L—eu, U>v

1— 1 1
= ag(u,(l—aL)_lv>——<u,v>, forall u € Ly, v €V, a € (0,-).
a a £

Therefore, by Theorem 2.1, applied to L — ¢ in place of L, if E||Xy||% < oo then (3.4)
has a unique solution X which is a continuous adapted process in H and X¢ € Ly([0,T] x
ExQ;dt xm x P)NL*([0,T] x Q — H;dt x P).

Lemma 3.3. Assume that (H1)-(H3) and (1.3) hold. Let Xy : Q@ — H be Fy-measurable
such that E||X,||% < oo. Let T > 0 be fized. Then for any q > 1 there erists a constant
c(q) > 0 such that for any € € (0,1),

q+1
2

T
(310)  E sup |X7|} < clo) | EIXoll " +E (/ IIB(«S,O)II?zﬂHS(LQ(m);H)dS>
0

te[0,T7]

and

T 9 q
B [ o [T i)
0 1

(3.11) T (21
<c(q) 1+mmw?“”+E(A|w@mwzmmmwﬂ%

22



Proof. We may assume that the right hand sides of (3.10) and (3.11) are finite. We recall
that () = (- )ms |- o = |l{]an-

(a) By assumptions (H1) — (H3) and using the It6 formula in Theorem 2.6 and (3.9) for
a =1, we have

d|| X[
=2 V* <Z1 o (L — 8>\Ij(t, th) + ntZI(XtE)y Xt8>vdt
(3.12) 1B XDyl + 20X Bt X7)AW)

(el 1 + B 0 romyany U — 205, W (t, X))t
+2(1 = 2){(1 — L)™' XE, W(t, X9))dt + 20XF, B(t, X)Wy

for some constant ¢ > 0. Since

= 2XE W X))+ 2(1 - 2)((1 - L)X, Wt X))
<2 [ eI + 20 -9) [T el - DX el K
o ,

(3.12) implies

A XI5 < (lXF N5 + 1B ) g (12 my, i)t + 205, B(t, XF)dWo) .

By It6’s formula, applied to the real valued semimartingale Z; := | X{||%, t € [0, 1], for any
q > 1 there exists ¢;(¢q) > 0 such that

(3.13)
dIXslI%
<cr(@)(IXEN5 "+ IXENE 1B 0) 2 g zamyn)dE + (g + DIIXE 5 (XE, B(t, X5)AW:) i

Thus, any stopping time 7 < T', applying first [t6’s product rule, then the Burkholder-Davis-
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Gundy inequality for p = 1, and using (H3) we obtain
B sup [

t€(0,7]

<EIXG5" + o) / X B 5, 0y

+(g+ E sup | X e @5 (X7, B(s, XE)AW, )
tel0,7 0

<EINGI5 + er(@ sup (177 / 1B(5, 0%, r20m
te|0,7
5

+ 0B ([ I, X0 ™ Sds)

g=1 g+1 q+1

q+1 T 2
E sup (||X8Hq+1 —CI(Q)t)] E (/ ||B(s,0)||?$HS(L2(m);H)dS)
0

te(0,7]

<E|XGI%" + i)

1

2
[ [t

q+ 2
E sup (|XE[5 e )] E( / HB(s,o>ungs<L2<m>;H>ds)

s€[0,7]

+3(q¢+ 1)c |E sup (||X5Hqul —c1(g

te[0,7]

+3(g+1)

1
<EJXGH" + 5B sup (X5 e ")
2 te(0,7]
Jr

e ( [/ ”BSO)”Xst?(m)mds} HE/HXE\"+1 i sds)

for some constant C (q) > 0, where we used Young’s inequality in the last step.

By Gronwall’s Lemma this implies (3.10) for some ¢(q) > 0 (independent of ¢).
(b) By (3.12), assumptions (H1), (H3), and Lemma 3.2 with ¢ = 1, there exist 0y, da, d3 > 0
(independent of €) such that

A X7 <(el XFIE + 1B(, 0)\IgHS<L2<m>H>)dt—251/ IXF (v (dr)dt

0y [ I IX () + 2, Bt X7
<O3(1+ | XTI 4 1Bt 0) 1%, 0 (12 myry)AE
— /m | X7 i iv(dr)dt + 2(X5, B(t, X5 )dWi)
r
where the last step follows from the fact that
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01
a9br+170 < _br+1 + CoarJrl
2

holds for some constant ¢q > 0 and all a,b > 0,r € [ry,73]. This implies

/ at / IXlrH(ar)

T
§|1X0\|H+53/0 (L +IXEIE + 1B 0) 1%, ¢ (2(mm >dt+2/0 (X7, B(t, X{)dWi)n

Therefore, (3.11) follows from (3.10) by similar arguments as above. O

4 Existence of solutions for special initial conditions

Proposition 4.1. Consider the situation of Theorem 1.2. If || Xo|lg € L*2(P) then (1.5)
has a unique solution, and the solution satisfies

_2r2
+
(4.1) E sup [|X,3> —HE(/ / | Xt v ( dr)dt) < oo, VT >0.

t€[0,T]

Proof. (a) Existence: Let 0 < &’ < e < 1. Then by (2.5) P-a.s. for all ¢t > 0

t t t
X;— X7 =(L— g)/ U(s, X3)ds — (L — g’)/ U(s, X7 )ds +/ ns(XE — X )ds
0 0 0

t

zg(éL—1> /Ot (\p(s,xg)_np(s,xg’)) ds+/0 1s(XE — X% )ds
+ (& —¢) /Ot\p(s,xg’)ds+/0t(3(s,x;)—B(s,Xj’))dWS.

Therefore,

(X7 = X7)
t

t
e [ D) W, X s [y (05 - X s
0 0 €

+ (¢ —e) /0t<<1 . %L)‘l)*\ll(s,Xj)ds +ia (/Ot(B(s,Xj) - B<S,X§’))dws> .

where for the last term we used Lemma 2.7 (iii) and that the involved integrals are
Bochner integrals in V*.

Now we can use the It6 formula in [15, Theorem 4.2] applied to the Hilbert space H 1
and obtain for

t
Mte’sl = 2/ <X§ - Xju (B<57X§) - B<S7X§/>>dWS>Hl
0 £
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by (H3(i)) that for ¢t € [0,T],T > 0 fixed,
15 — X717,

t
_ o, / (W (s, X5) — W(s, XT), X2 — X )ds
: |
b2 [ X - X s
0 . / 1 l
2= ) [ (s, XE), (1= 1) - XD))ds
0
t
4 / 1B(s, X2) — B(s, X5 )2ty s + M2

eq:4.3| (4.2) t T2 't /
[a:4.3] < 2 / / (s, ) (XX — XX XS — XY u(dr)ds
0 1

t
4 / (20, + A)IXE - X7 ds
0 B

t 2 / / 1 / !
w2 =) [ [ e X (L L O - X + A

<o [ 1= X prthvtanas
er [ 16 = 7 By as + eat; 017
0 B

where we used the elementary estimate that (z|z|"~! — yly|"~})(x —y) > 27" |z —y[ ™!
for all r € (1,00), x,y € R, we set § := 272"2inf £, ¢; := 2supn V sup& + ¢® and where

M\CO

ge’ -1 1 1 € g e r
= / / (= D) (1 = 25X = X)X 7w (s,

We note that (1 — éL)’% is a contraction on L™!'(m) and that X — X&' € L™+ (m)

P ® ds ® v-a.e. on Q x [0,t] x [r,72]. Hence by Lemma 3.2 for any given continuous

function [ry, 73] 2 r— 6, € (0,1A m) there exist ¢ > 0 and a € (0, 3) such that

t )
I < cag_a/ / 1X5 = X 1%, 11X = XS XS N7 v (dr)ds,
0 Jry N

which by Young’s inequality is dominated by

¢ / / 15— X H(dr) ds

et / / X5 = XE I ) ds,

(13)
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where C5 > 0 is a large enough constant (which is independent of e,& and by the
continuity of 7 +— 6, can indeed be chosen independently of 7). Now define the increasing
continuous function 0

T

97‘::—7 9 )
i r € [ry,re

where 6 € (0, 1) is chosen so small that (6, <)0,, € (0,1A W) Then 6 = 9*(1;;1)

for all r € [ry, 73] and by (4.2) and (4.3) we hence obtain
15 = X7 < =< [ [ - X ptvanas
o / X5 - X2 )2, ds
0 €

t 9 ,
LGyt / 1XE - X2|, / 1XE 00 (dr)ds + M
0 €

T1
which for 6’5 := ¢1Cys in turn implies for ¢t < T
e )| XE —~ XS/H%“

3

< Gt sup X2 - X7, / / XS 700 (dr)ds

s€[0,¢]

/ / 1XE — X2 | Hu(dr)ds

+ 2/ c1s<XSE Xsa , (B(S, Xj) B(S, X;’))dWs>H
0

(4.4)

1

€

So, for any fixed T > 0 by (H3(i)) and by the Hoélder and Burkholder-Davies-Gundy
inequalities we have for all ¢ € [0, T

(4.5)

E sup ||X: - X€HH1+€ / / 1XE — XE | u(dr)ds

s€[0,t]
T ro , ﬁ %
B[ [ 1)
.
(/ I - X5 ") ]

~ 3
SCgé‘ﬁia@ClT

E sup [|XT - Xfllfql

s€0,t]

+2¢ | E sup [| X7 - Xfl!?h

s€[0,¢]
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Dropping the integral on the left hand side for ¢ € [0, 7] this yields

E sup | X7 — XI|3,

s€[0,t]

2
2-0
<ot (Coetoe) T ([0 [t tuanas)
0
IS == (/HXE XEHQ(Q Q)d) .

But the last term is dominated by
9 ; % 1/2
B ([ 1z - X7 ]
0 z

1 : ' /
géEsngXj — X7, + CT,OE/ 1X5 — X5 ||, ds,
s<t B 0 e

Qb‘

246

1/
S []EsngXf - X:/H%h}
s<t €

where Cr is a constant (independent of €,’). Hence by Gronwall’s Lemma

2
2-6
(146) & s ;= 7, < (0w T ( [ I stanas)

s€[0,t]

2ro

Since [|-|3, < 1| HHI, by (3.10) applied with ¢ := > and the assumption that
| X0z, € L*2(P), we conclude that

(4.7) E sup [|X; - X;|3, <20 C
te[0,7)

for some constant C' (independent of ¢,&"). Here we applied Holder’s inequality to the

right hand side of (4.6) and used that ”Jqf}rl 5 < ffl forall @ € (0,1) and all € [ry, ro).

Since ||-|3;, < |-, analogously one deduces from (4.5) that for some constant C' > 0

(independeant of g,¢’)

/ / 1XE — X | H(dr)ds
2(r41-6) =5
1_ o e &2 e r+1 (rrnE=0)
<ot (& w171, ) s ([ [t
t€[0,T]

+ 2¢TY2E sup || X —Xf/“%h
te[0,7) e

28



So, as above by (3.11) (with g as above), (4.8) together with (4.7) imply that there exists
an adapted continuous process X in H(= H;) such that for ¢, — 0

(4.9) limE(sup 1XE — X1 + / / I — Xt||jjﬂy(dr)dt>:0.

n—00 telo,T

By Fatou’s lemma and Lemma 3.3 applied with p := ¢+ 1 in (3.10) and ¢ := fﬁfl in
(3.11) we obtain (4.1), so in particular X satisfies (1.6). Now let us show that it also

satisfies (1.7).

Claim: There exists a sequence ¢,, — 0 such that P-a.s.

t t
/ U(s, Xem)ds — / U(s, Xs)ds asn — oo in Ly« for all ¢ > 0.
0 0

To prove the claim let v € Ly. Then by (H1) for some C € (0, c0)

‘m (/t(\p(s,xg) W, XJ))ds - v)

(4.10) <C- // m (|| X)X — X, X o)) v(dr)ds
<7~20// (X2 = X|(IXE|V (X ) = o))v(dr)ds

where we used the elementary estimate ||z|" 'z —|y["'y| < rlz—y|(|z|V]y])""; z,y € R.
Applying Holder’s and Young’s inequalities the above up to a constant can be estimated
from above by

t T2
|0 = XX R e ol ds
0 1
t ro el
<C) [ 11 = XX X s
ro
+ / ol (dr)

t ()
/ / 1X2 = X, v (dr)ds + 6 / / (XL + XD w(dr)ds
0 1

+6-m(N

for any 6 > 0 and some constants C(6), C'(5) > 0 (only depending on 4, 71, 7). But by
(4.9) for some sequence &, — 0 the first term of the right hand side P-a.s. converges
to zero for all ¢ > 0 and the second is P-a.s. bounded by a random number ¢(t) times
. Hence first taking n — oo and then 6 — 0 we see that the left hand side of (4.10)
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.10

converges to zero P-a.s. for all ¢ > 0 uniformly for all v € Ly such that m(N(v)) < 1.
Hence by the equivalence of the norms ||-||(x+) and ||-[[y= on Ly« (see (2.1)) the claim
follows.

We have P-a.s.
t t t
(4.11) X" = Xo+ (L — 5n)/ U(s, Xim)ds —|—/ NsX:"ds —|—/ B(s, X;")dWs, t > 0.
0 0 0

Obviously, by (H3(i)) and 4.7

t
i B sup [ B(s. X5) = Bls. XY um s =0
=0 ¢ g0, Jo

Hence by (4.9) all terms in (4.11) except for the second on the right converge in H. But
hence also this term must converge in H. By Claim 1 it follows that P-a.s.

¢
/ (s, X )ds € P(L) Vt>0
0
and
¢ ot
(L — an)/ U(s, X" )ds — L/ U(s,Xs)ds asn—ooin H ¥Vt >0.
0 0

Consequently, X satisfies (1.5).

Since by Theorem 2.6 we have an It6 formula for any solution of (1.5), by exactly the
same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 and choosing ¢ as we did for our solution
X constructed above, we obtain that any solution Y of (1.5) with ||Yy||z € L*2(P)
satisfies (4.1).

It remains to prove uniqueness. So, let X, Y be two solutions of (1.5) such that X, = Yj
and || Xo||g € L*2(P). Let T > 0 and € € (0,1). Then by Theorem 2.6 we have P-a.s.
¢
i( Xy —Y) = / [z’; o L(W(s, Xs) — U(s,Ys)) +nsi1(Xs —Y5)| ds
1> O £ 1>

t
+i1/(B(s,Xs)—B(s,Y;))dWs, t>0.
cJo

So, applying the It6 formula in [15, Theorem 4.2] we obtain (as in Theorem 2.6) P-a.s.
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for all ¢ € [0, 7]
4.11| (4.12)
t
X, - Vi3, = / 2 <@; o L(W(s, X,) — W(s,Ys)), X, — Y> ds
= 0 V* 154 V

t
- [mnxs VB, 1B(s X)) — B, mn?gm@z(m)ﬂl)] s
+ Mf

<o /t<\II(S,XS) _U(s, VL), X — Vi)ds
0
boe [T (s, X)) - (), X, - Vs
0
vor [ 1% - Yill ds + 5
for some constant ¢; > 0 and
ME = 2/t(XS Y, (B(s, X,) — B(s, Y.)dW,)u,, 12 0.
i :

Here we used Lemma 2.2 and the assumed Lipschitz continuity of B for the last inequal-
ity. Using the same arguments that led to (4.2) we deduce from (4.12) that

t T2
I - Yilly, < 25 [ 1 - Vil tiv(ands
€ 0 T
. 1
wer [ X = Vil ds o+ ealf 4 M
0 B

with d,¢; as in (4.2) and

N|=

6 3 t T2 1 1 B .
Iy :=e> / e = L)72(1 = ZL)72(Xs = Yo)lra [ X = Yslliyav(dr)ds.
0 I

1
Now, since ||-[|7; < |||}, and proceeding in exactly the same way as in the proof of

(4.6) and (4.7) we obtain that for some constant C' > 0

2rg

T T2 ro+1
1+6—2a . - 2
B sup X, Villy < = ([T (it + i) st
0 r1

s€[0,T]

with «, 0 as in (4.6), (4.7). Letting ¢ — 0 shows X; =Y} for all t € [0, T].
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2(1) and (8). For any n > 1, by Proposition 4.1 we let X be the
unique solution of (1.5) with X(()") i= Xol{n—1<|Xo|l<n}- Then

t
Xt(n) = Xol{n—1§||X0||H<n} + L/ \I/(S,Xgn))ds
(5.1) . .0
+/ nSXS(”)der/ B(s, X!")dW,, n > 1,
0 0

holds in H. Letting X; :== >~ Xt(”)l{n_1§||xo||H<n}, we obtain from (5.1) that

t

t t
X=Xy + E/ U(s, Xs)ds +/ N Xsds +/ B(s, X )dW,, t>0,
0 0 0

holds on {n —1 < || Xo||z < n} for all n > 1. Therefore, X; is a solution of (1.5) in the sense
of Definition (1.1). Since by Theorem 2.6 we have an Itd formula for the solution X above,
by exactly the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 we obtain assertion (3).

Let Y; be another solution with the same initial values Xy. Then both X;1yx,(,<n}
and Y1y x| <n} solve (1.5) for Blyx,|,<n} in place of B. By the uniqueness stated in
Proposition 4.1 we have X1 x,|y<nt = Y1{|xo|u<n}- Therefore X =Y since n > 1 was
arbitrary. O]

Proof of Theorem 1.2(2). 1f {Xén) : n > 1} is uniformly bounded in H, then the desired
assertion follows from Theorem 2.6 as in the proof of Proposition 4.1. In general, the proof
can be completed as above by restricting the solutions first on {sup,,>; ||X(§n)|| g < m} then

letting m — oo. For instance, if Xt(") — X, does not hold in probability, then there exist
£0,€1 > 0 and a subsequence n;, — oo such that

(5.2) P(|X"™ — X, ||ly > e0) > &1, k> 1.

Moreover, since X[()") — X in probability, we may assume further that

S TPIX — Xolla > &) < 0.
k=1
Then, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma we obtain sup,, || Xy*||z < oo P-a.s., hence
lim P(sup || Xy*||z > m) = 0.
Therefore, letting €y, := {supys, | X¢*||z < m}, by the assertion with uniformly bounded
initial values we obtain (recall that 1, X solves (1.5) with B replaced by 1g B for any

solution X)
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m

lim P(IX™ — Xl > 20) < P(2,) + lim P(|X™ = X[l la,, > <o) = P(QS,)
which is smaller than e, for large m, and hence is contradictive to (5.2). O

Proof of Theorem 1.2(4). (a) We first assume that E||Xy[|2 < oo. Let € € (0,1). Since
(1 —eL)™! is contractive in LP(m) for p > 1 we have

(U(t,v),v— (1 —eL) o) = /7"2 t,rym(jo) ™ — o[l —eL) w)v(dr) >0 Vv e V.

This and Lemma 2.7 (i), (ii) imply that for all v € V/

e <iETL\If(t, v),v>v = V*<\If(t, v), L(1 — SL)_10>V

(5.3) :_éwaw%v—u—em*m

<0.

Then Theorem 2.8 implies that X is right-continuous in L*(m) and Esup,c 7 | X5 <
oo. In general, letting X ™ be the solution with initial value Xo1x,[,<n}, We have X = X
on {||[Xpll2 < n}, and hence X is right-continuous in L?*(m) according to the results for
Xo € L*(m) and the arbitrariness of n.

(b) We first prove (1.8). Let 7" > 0. We first note that by the left hand side of (5.3) and
(H3) we have that for some constant C' > 0 independent of € € (0,1)

T 1 T
]E/ g(gf(t,Xt),Xt — (1 —eL) ' X,)dt < —]E/ y{ic o LU(t, Xy), Xy),, dt
0 0

< E|[Xo|lf, + C(1+E sup [ Xe][7,.)

(5.4) t€(0,T]
< E||Xoll; + C(1+E sup [|X]3)
te[0,7)
< 0

where we used the It6 formula from Theorem 2.6 in the second step. Define

(@%:/‘bwlmwwm,seR

T1

By (H1) and the Schwartz inequality,
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(5.5)

(W(t,s) = W(t,s))(s — &) = /7«2 gt r)(IsI" s — Is'"71s) (s — 8 )v(dr)

— h Et,r)(s—¢) /S |u|" " du v(dr)
(flf E(t,r) [ Jul = D2du v(dr))?

- i &t r)v(dr)
> el((s) = (), te[0,T]s,5 €R,

holds for some constant ¢y > 0, where we applied the fundamental theorem of calculus to (.
In particular, since W(¢,0) = 0 and ¢(0) = 0, it follows that

(5.6) U(t,s)s > c((s)?

By Lemma 5.1 below with p being the kernel corresponding to P := (1—¢L)~! defined there,
(5.5) and (5.6) imply

1< U(t, X)), X, — (1 — L)™' X,)
/ / (, Xu(E)) — W(t, XU DX — X, (E)]p(€, dE)m(de)

/(1 ~ (1= eL)"1)W(, X,)X, dm
>0 / / CX(E)) — C(X4(€)))?plE, dEm(d)
+2 [= (=) P dm
=0 (C(X0), (%) — (1= L) C(X0)) = 26D (¢(X,), C(X0)),
where for f € L?(m)

(5.7) EO, 1) = 24 f — (L =D)™)

Combining this with (5.4), we obtain

E [ sup 69(C(X,), (X))t < o0,
0

e>0

Here we recall that &©)(f, f) / oo as € \, 0 and that

fePDE) o sup&CE(f, f) < oo, feL*(m)

e>0
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in which case &(f, f) = sup..o & (f, f) (cf. [12, Chap. I, Theorem 2.13] or [10, Subsection
1.5]. We also note that by (1.6) and Jensen’s inequality indeed ((X;) € L?*(m) dt x P-a.c.
Hence ((X;) € 2(&) dt x P-a.e. and (1.8) holds.

Finally, if E||X,|2*" < oo, then Theorem 1.2(3) implies that

((X) = /m | X"t Xdr € L*([0,7] x Q — L*(m);dt x P)

1

and hence also the last part of assertion (4) is proved.
O

Lemma 5.1. Let E be a Lusin space. Let P be a symmetric contraction on L?(m) which is
sub-Markovian (i.e. 0 < Pf <1if fe€ L*(m), 0< f<1).

(i) There exists a probability kernel p on (E, B) such that for all B-measurable f : E — R
whose m-class f is in L*(m) Pf is the m-class corresponding to pf where

- /E FEpe.dé), cek.

(i) Let f € Ly, g € Ly. Then

E> &= p((f = f(€)g—9(£))(&)

18 m-integrable and
(- Po) =5 [ (6 - 1)6(6) - sewie.admiae) + [ (1= p1)fgm.

Proof. (i) follows from [7, Chapter IX.11], since E' is Lusin.

(ii) We first note that by Jensen’s inequality and symmetry P extends to a contraction on
LP(m) for all p € [1,00) and that for £ € E

5.5a| (5.8)
p((f = f(E)(g—3g(£)))E) = p(fg) (&) — f(E)pg(&) — g(€)pf(&) + f(§)g(&)p1(§).

Since by Jensen’s inequality p leaves both Ly and Ly invariant, fg € L'(m) and pl
is bounded, it follows that the function in (5.8) is in L'(m). Hence integrating with
respect to m and using the symmetry of P the assertion follows.

O

35



References

ar-dap-roe| [1]

ben-mat| [2]

Croke| [3]

R1| [4]

DRRW|  [5]

Davies| [6]

M| 7]

s sl usild

AE| [§]
FOT| [9]
Kim| [10]

[11]

12)

[13]

V. Barbu and G. Da Prato and M. Rockner, FEzistence and uniqueness of non negative
solution to the stochastic porous media equation, BiBoS—Preprint 07-03-252, to appear
in Indiana Univ. Math. J., 24 pp., 2007.

A. Bendikov and P. Maheux, Nash type inequalities for fractional powers of non-negative
self-adjoint operators, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 359 (2007), no. 7, 3085-3097.

C. B. Croke, Some isoperimetric inequalities and eigenvalue estimates, Ann. Sci. Ec.
Norm. Super. 13(1980), 419-435.

G. Da Prato and M. Rockner, Weak solutions to stochastic porous media equations, J.
Evolution Equ. 4(2004), 249-271.

G. Da Prato, M. Rockner, Rozovskii and F.-Y. Wang, Strong solutions to stochastic
generalized porous media equations: existence, uniqueness and ergodicity, Comm. Part.
Diff. Equat. 31(2006), 277-291.

E. B. Davies, Heat Kernels and Spectral Theory, Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press,
1989.

C. Dellacherie, P.A. Meyer, Probabilities and potential. C. Potential theory for discrete
and continuous semigroups. Translated from the French by J. Norris. North-Holland
Mathematics Studies, 151. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1988. xiv+4416

bp.

A. Eberle, Uniqueness and non-uniqueness of semigroups generated by singular diffusion
operators Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1718, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

M. Fukushima, Y. Oshima and M. Takeda, Dirichlet Forms and Symmetric Markov
Processes, Walter de Gruyter, 1994.

J. U. Kim, On the stochastic porous medium equation, J. Diff. Equat. 220(2006), 163
194.

N.V. Krylov and B.L. Rozovskii, Stochastic evolution equations, Translated from Itogi
Naukii Tekhniki, Seriya Sovremennye Problemy Matematiki 14(1979), 71-146, Plenum
Publishing Corp. 1981.

Z.M. Ma and M. Réckner, Introduction to the theory of (nonsymmetric) Dirichlet forms,
Universitext. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992. vi4+-209 pp..

C. Prévot and M. Rockner, A concise course on stochastic partial differential equations,
Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1905. Springer, Berlin, 2007.

36



[14] M. M. Rao and Z. D. Ren, Applications of Orlicz Spaces, New York: Marcel Dekker,
2002.

[15] J. Ren, M. Rockner and F.-Y. Wang, Stochastic generalized porous media and fast
diffusion equations, J. Diff. Equat. 238 (2007), 118-152.

[16] E. Zeidler, Nonlinear Functional Analysis and its Applications, I1/B, Nonlinear Mono-
tone Operators, Springer-Verlag, New York: 1990.

37



