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1 Introduction, Basic Notation and Main Results

The notion of the pathwise stationary solutions for stochastic partial differ-
ential equations (SPDEs) is a fundamental concept in the study of the long
time behaviour of the stochastic dynamical systems driven by the SPDEs. It
describes the pathwise invariance of the stationary solution, over time, along
the measurable and P-preserving transformation 6; : {2 — {2 and the path-
wise limit of the solutions of the random dynamical systems. It is a random
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fixed point Y (w) in the state space of the random dynamical system, in the
sense that the solution v(¢,Y (w),w) of the SPDE with the initial value Y (w)
is equal to Y (6;w), which is still Y, but with a different sample path 6,w.
Therefore Y (6,w) is a particular solution of the SPDE with the pathwise sta-
tionary property. Needless to say that the “one-force, one-solution” setting is
a natural extension of the equilibrium or fixed point in the theory of the deter-
ministic dynamical systems to stochastic counterparts. Such a random fixed
point consists of infinitely many randomly moving invariant surfaces on the
configuration space due to the random external force pumped to the system
constantly. The study of its existence and stability is of great interests in both
mathematics and physics. We would like to point out that the existence of sta-
tionary solutions is a basic assumption in many works on random dynamical
systems e.g. in the study of stability (Has'minskii [I1]), and in the theory of
stable and unstable manifolds (Arnold [1], Mohammed, Zhang and Zhao [17],
Duan, Lu and Schmalfuss [9]). But these theories give neither the existence
of stationary solutions, nor a way of finding them. However, in contrast to
the deterministic dynamical systems, the existence of stationary solutions of
random dynamical systems is a more difficult and subtle problem. It is easy
to see that the solutions of elliptic type partial differential equations give the
stationary solutions of the corresponding parabolic type partial differential
equations, though the elliptic partial differential equations are difficult prob-
lems to study as well. However, for stochastic partial differential equations
of the parabolic type, such kind of connection does not exist. In [I7], Mo-
hammed, Zhang and Zhao introduced an integral equation of infinite horizon
for the stationary solutions of certain stochastic evolution equations. But the
existence of the solutions of such stochastic integral equations in general is
far from clear. In [25], Zhang and Zhao proved that the solution of an infinite
horizon backward doubly stochastic differential equation (BDSDE), if exists,
is a perfect stationary solution. Moreover, under the Lipschitz and monotone
conditions, the solution indeed exists and gives the stationary solution of the
corresponding SPDEs of the parabolic type. It was known that the solutions
of infinite horizon backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs) give
a classical or viscosity solution of elliptic type partial differential equations
(Poisson equations) from the works of Peng [21] and Pardoux [18]. So philo-
sophically, it is very natural to represent the stationary solutions of SPDEs as
the solutions of the infinite horizon BDSDES, like the case of the Poisson equa-
tions as the solutions of the infinite horizon backward stochastic differential
equations. Other works on stationary solutions of certain types of SPDEs usu-
ally under additive or linear noise include Sinai [23], [24], Caraballo, Kloeden,
Schmalfuss [7].



Stationary Solution of SPDEs with Non-Lipschitz Coefficients 3

In this paper, we will put above idea on infinite horizon BDSDEs in a gen-
eral setting and prove a general theorem which basically says, if the infinite
horizon BDSDE has a unique solution in the space §%~% (| M*~5([0, 00); L2
(R%RY)) @ M*K([0, 00); L2(R% R?)) for a K > 0, and the finite horizon
BDSDE gives the representation for the solution of the corresponding SPDE,
then, the solution of the infinite horizon BDSDE gives the stationary solu-
tion of the corresponding SPDE. Following this result, to study the existence
of stationary solutions of SPDEs is transformed to study the existence and
uniqueness of the solutions of the corresponding infinite horizon BDSDEs. In
[25], we studied such equations when the nonlinear coefficients are assumed
to be Lipschitz continuous. In this paper, we continue our work [25] to study
the weak solution (in the weighted Sobolev space H) (R4, RY) space) of the
following parabolic SPDE without assuming the Lipschitz continuity of f on
vt

dv(t,z) = [Lu(t,z) + f(z,v(t,2),0*(x)Do(t, x))]dt
+g(z,v(t, x), 0" () Du(t,z))dB. (1.1)

Here B is a two-sided cylindrical Brownian motion valued on a separable
Hilbert space Uy in a probability space (2, %, P); £ is the infinitesimal gen-
erator of a diffusion process X%* (the solution of Eq.(L5))) given by

1 ¢ 0? S 0
£ =52 wl g g+ Z}bi(w) e (1.2)

1,j=1 i=

with (a;;(2)) = oo*(z); LZ(R%; R?) is the Hilbert space with the inner product

(ug,u9) = /Rd up (z)ug (2)p =t (z)d,

i.e. a p-weighted L? space, where p(z) = (1+|z])?, ¢ > 3, is a weight function.
It is easy to see that p(x) : R? — R! is a continuous positive function
satisfying [. |z|Pp~!(z)dz < oo for any p € (2,¢ — 1). Note that we can
consider more general p which satisfies the above condition and conditions in
[3] and all the results of this paper still hold. The SPDEs we study in this
paper are very general with the noise term g being allowed to be nonlinear
in v and Vv. However, many techniques of [25] when f is Lipschitz do not
work here. Although we can follow a similar procedure, as in [25], to consider
first the finite horizon BDSDEs, then to make the connection with the weak
solutions of the corresponding SPDEs and to find a Cauchy sequence to pass
the terminal time of BDSDEs to infinity, we have to introduce new techniques
to deal with the difficulties arising from the lack of the Lipschitz continuity
of fony.
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Define u(t,z) = v(T — t,z) for arbitrary T and 0 < ¢t < T. We can show
that u satisfies the following backward SPDE:

du(t, z) + [Lu(t,z) + f(z, u(t, z), (U*Vu)(t,x))]dt
—g(z,u(t,z), (c*Vu)(t,z))d' B, =0 (1.3)
u(T,z) = v(0,x).

Here £ is given by (L2]) and Bs = Br_s — Br. Let N denote the class of
P-null sets of .%. We define

ytTéyBT\/th\/N, for 0 <t < Ty
\/JW\/N for t > 0.

Recall Definitions 2.1 and 2.2 in [25]:

Definition 1.1 Let S be a Hilbert space with norm || - ||s and Borel o-field
. For K € RY, we denote by M?»~%([0,);S) the set of By+ @ F/|.S

measurable random processes {p(s)}s>0 with values in S satisfying

(i) ¢(s): 2 — S is F, measurable for s > 0;
(i) Ef;” e~ %[ é(s)]13ds] < co.
Also we denote by S*~5([0,0);S) the set of B+ ®@.F /.7 measurable random

processes {1(s)}s>0 with values in S satisfying

(i) ¥(s) : 2 =S is F, measurable for s > 0 and (-, w) is continuous P-a.s.;
(i) Elsup,oe™ ||t (s)|3] < oo

Definition 1.2 Let S be a Hilbert space with norm || - ||s and Borel o-field
. We denote by M*°([t,T];S) the set of By ® F /. measurable random
processes {P(s) hi<s<r with values in S satisfying

(i) &(s): 02 =S is g‘S’T\/ng
g T

(ii) E[f, llé(s)l3ds] < oc.
Also we denote by S*°([t,T);S) the set of By @ .F | measurable random
processes {(s) }r<s<r with values in S satisfying

(i) ¥(s): 2 =S is QS,T\/Q‘B

continuous P-a.s.;

(it) Elsup,< < ¥ (s)[Ig] < oo

Recall also the weak solution of the SPDE (3] as follows for the conve-
nience of the reader.

measurable fort < s <T;

T,00

measurable for t < s < T and P(-,w) is

T, 00
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Definition 1.3 A process u is called a weak solution (solution in Li(Rd; RY))
of Eq.(L3) if (u,0*Vu) € M>°([0,T]; L3(RG RY)) @ M>°([0, T]; Ly (R RY))
and for an arbitrary ¢ € C°(R%;RY),

/Rd u(t, z)p(x)dx — /Rd u(T, z)p(x)dx
_% /t ! /R (0" Vu)(s5,2)(0" Vo) () s
_/tT /Rdu(s,x)div((b—fl)cp)(x)dxds
= ! [z, u(s, 2), (0*Vu)(s, ) p(z)dzds (1.4)
[

oo T
_ Z/t /]Rd gj (33, u(s, x), (0" Vu)(s, I))‘P(x)dﬂfdu;j(s) P—as.

Here A; & %Zle 8“5;EI), and A = (Ay, Ay, - -, Ag)*.

Remark 1.4 The weak solution of the forward SPDE (I1l) can be defined
similarly. Sometimes in this paper, we denote it by v(t,vo)(-) to emphasize its
dependence on its initial value vg.

For k£ > 0, we denote by Cl’fb the set of C*-functions whose partial derivatives
of order less than or equal to k are bounded and by H f’j the p-weighted Sobolev
space (See e.g. [3]). In order to connect BDSDEs with SPDEs, the form of
BDSDE:s should be a kind of FBDSDESs (forward and backward doubly SDEs).
So we first let X%® be a diffusion process given by the solution of the following
forward SDE for s > t,

X0 — ot / b(XL")du + / o(XL7)dW,, (1.5)
t t

where b € Cﬁb(Rd;Rd), S Cﬁb(Rd;Rd x R?), and for 0 < s < t, we regulate
X5 = z. We now construct the measurable metric dynamical system through
defining a measurable and measure-preserving shift. Let 0, : 2 — 02, ¢t>0,
be a measurable mapping on (§2,.%, P), defined by

ét o Bs = Bs+t - Bt, ét oWy =Wy — Wi

Then for any s, t > 0,

(i) P-6;' = P;
(ii) 6y = I, where I is the identity transformation on §2;
(lll) 95 o Gt = 95+t.
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For any r > 0, s > t, € R%, apply 6, to SDE (CEH), then we have
0,0 Xt% = X0 forall r,s,t,x as. (1.6)
The following lemma in [25] is an extension of the equivalence of norm
principle given in [I5], [], [3] to the cases when ¢ and ¥ are random.

Lemma 1.5 (generalized equivalence of norm principle [25]) Let p be the
weight function and X be the diffusion process given above. If s € [t,T],
¢ 2 x R — RY is independent of Y, and pp~t € L'(2 @ RY), then there
exist two constants ¢ > 0 and C > 0 such that

B[ le@lo™ (@)da) < B[ | [o(X27) |5~ 2)d) < CEL | Jola)lp™ ()]

Moreover if W : 2 x [t,T] x R* — R!, ¥(s,-) is independent of F\, and
Upte LM (N®[t,T)@RY), then

T T
CE[‘/t R |![/(s, I)|p_1($)dxds] < E[‘/t i |![/(3, X£7w)|p_l($)d$d8]
T
<cr([ [ sl e

We consider the following infinite horizon BDSDE:

e—KsY'St,w :/ e—Krf(th Yt;E th dT+/ Ke™ Kryt T (17)

S

- et v gt B - [ ez ).

Here B, = P w//\jﬁj (r)e;, {B\j('f’)}jzlyz... are mutually independent one-
dimensional Brownian motions; f : R x R! x R4— R!; g : R x R! x R —
L (RY). Set g; £ gy/Aje; : R x R x RY— R!, then Eq.(L7) is equivalent
to

e—KsY'St,w :/ —Krf(Xt;E th Zt;E dT+/ Ke™ Krytmd,r

_Z/ Xtm th Ztm)d-rﬁ ( ) /Ooe_Kr<Z7t‘,$,dWT>_

Definition 1.6 (Definition 2.7 in [23]) A pair of processes (Y., Z1") €
2,—K 2,—K . 72(Rd- TRl 2,-K C72(RA- RAYY

S NM ([0,00); L3 (R RY)) @ M ([0, 00); LZ(R*; R)) s called a

solution of Eq.(1.7) if for an arbitrary ¢ € CO(R%RY),
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o0
[oemevirgds = [ [ e oee v 26 p(o)dudr
R4 s R
oo

+/ Ke Brybo(z)dxdr

s R4

[T e v 2 etwdadt 0
=1 R

—/ (/ e KTzt p(x)de,dW,) P —as. (1.8)
s R4

We will prove the following theorem under a general setting.

Theorem 1.7 If Eq.(1.7) has a unique solution (Y, zby e 27K N M=K
(10, 00); L2(RY R1)) @ M2 ([0, 00): L2(R% RY) and u(t, ) £ Y, is a con-
tinuous weak solution of Eq.(1-3), then u(t,-) has an indistinguishable version
which is a “perfect” stationary weak solution of Eq.(L3). Furthermore, let
By, = By — By for all s > 0 in Eq. (T7) and v, (") & w(T' —t,-) = YTT,/:tt"
for arbitrary T' and t € [0,T"], then v(-) is independent of T' and is a “per-
fect” stationary weak solution of Eq.(11)) i.e.

ve(w) = vo(Orw) = v(t, vo(w),w) for all ¢ > 0 a.s.

We will give the proof of this theorem in the last section. In order to find
the stationary weak solution of SPDE (ILT]), we need to assume reasonable
conditions on f and g so that we can check the conditions in Theorem [[.7
Indeed under the weak Lipschitz and monotone conditions posed in [25], all
the conditions of this theorem can be verified. In this paper, we will consider
the following conditions:

(A.1). Functions f and g are Bra @ Br1 ® PBra measurable and there exist
constants M, M;,C,C;, o5 > 0 with E;}il M; < oo, Zj’;l C; < oo and
Y2 a; < g st forany Y € L3RG RY), X1, Xy, 21, Zy € L2(R4GRY),
measurable U : R? — [0, 1],

| V@I @, @), 21() = F(Xal@).Y @), Zala)) o @)
U(z)(M|X1(2) = Xa(2)]> + C|Z1(x) — Za(2)*) p~* (2)da,

U(x)lg; (X1 (x), Y1(z), Z1(2)) — g;(Xa(x), Ya(2), Zo(2)) P p~ " (2)da

IN IN

U(x) (M| X1 (x) — Xa(2)]> + Cj Y1 (x) — Ya(a)[?

+a;|Zi(x) = Zo(@)|?) p~ (x) d.
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(A2). For p € 2,0 1), i lgf,0,0)l, 0y (2)dr < oo
(A.3). There exists a constant My > 0 s.t. for any ¢t > 0, 7,z € R, y € R,

|f(z,y,2)| < Mo(1+ [y| + |2]).

(A.4). There exists a constant p > 0 with 2u—pK —pC — @ Zjil C;>0
s.t. for any ¥1,Ys € L2(RGRY), X, Z € L2(R% RY), measurable U : R —
[0, 1],

[ V@M@ = ¥a(a) (F(X @), Yi ). Z()
/(X (@), Ya(@), Z(2)))p \(x)da
< [ U@I¥ile) = Yala) o~ (@)

(A.5). For any z € R?, (y, 2) — f(z,y, 2) is continuous.

(A.6). The functions b € CZ,(R%;RY), o € CP, (R x R4 RY), and for p given
in (A.2), the global Lipschitz constant L for b and o satisfies K — pL —
p(p2—1)L2 > 0.

Note here we don’t assume f is Lipschitz in the variable y. We will prove

Theorem 1.8 Under Conditions (A.1)-(A.6), Eq.[I7) has a unique solution
(Yi®, ZE"). Moreover Elsup,sg [ga e PEe [V p~ 1 (z)da] < oo,

Theorem 1.9 Under Conditions (A.1)~(A.6), letu(t,-) £ Y,"", where (Y, Z0")
is the solution of Eq.(I7). Then for arbitrary T andt € [0,T], u(t,-) is a weak
solution, for Eq.(L3). Moreover, u(t,-) is a.s. continuous w.r.t. t in L2(R%RY).

It is obvious that the conditions of Theorem [[.7] are satisfied from the
conclusions of Theorem [[LI so we obtain the stationary weak solution of

SPDE (L.I):

Corollary 1.10 Under Conditions (A.1)—<(A.6), for arbitrary T and t €
0,7, let v(t,-) 2 Y, 1", where (Y, Z") is the solution of Eq.(I.7) with
By, = Br_s — By for all s > 0. Then v(t,-) is a “perfect” stationary weak
solution of Eq.({I1).

In order to study the infinite horizon BDSDEs and stationary solution of
SPDEs, first we have to study the finite time BDSDEs and therefore obtain
the probabilistic representation of the weak solutions of corresponding SPDEs.
This will be given in Section[2l These results are novel, not only because of the
connection of BDSDEs and SPDEs, but also due to the fact that the SPDEs
we study appear to be new as coefficient g of the noise can be a general
one. The existence and uniqueness of such equations when ¢ is independent
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of Vv or linearly dependent on Vv were studied by the pioneering works of
Da Prato and Zabczyk [8], Krylov [I3]. Our work shows that studying the
BDSDE:s is a natural method for studying such general SPDEs. The infinite
horizon BDSDEs and stationary solution of SPDEs will be studied in Section
BBl

2 Finite Horizon BDSDEs and the Corresponding
SPDEs

2.1 Conditions and main results

In this section, we will study the following BDSDEs on finite horizon and
establish its connection with SPDEs. This is necessary to establish the solution
of infinite horizon BDSDE and its connection with the SPDEs.

T
v )+ [ X v 2
T ) K T
- [ srxim v e, - [ zaw, 0<s <1
Here h: 2 x R — R, f:[0,T] x R? x R! x RI— R, g : [0,T] x R? x

R x RT — L3 (RY). Set g; £ g\/Aje; : [0,T] x R? x R! x R4%— R!, then
Eq.(21) is equivalent to

T
Vi = w4 [ X v 2 ar

) T T
=3 [ ait Xy 2By - [ zeaw), oss<r
Jil S S

Definition 2.1 A pair of processes (Y., Z1") € §29([0, T7; L2(R%RY)) @ M>°
L T2(Rd. Rd ; ; ; 0(md. Rl
([0, T]; L5(RY% RY)) s called a solution of Eq.(21) if for any ¢ € CZ(R%RY),

T
/ Y5 () dr = / h(X5")p(x)de + / Fr X5 Y5, 2% o) dadr
Rd R4 s Rd
o0 T R
=S / / 0;(r, X7V, 207 o(w)dad! 3y (r)
X s JRd
J:

B /ST</Rd ZyTp(x)de,dW;) P —as. (2.2)

We assume
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(H.1). Function h is #£_, ® Bga measurable and E[ [, |h(z)|?p~" (x)dz] <
00.

(H.2). Functions f and g are B 1) ® Bra @ Br1 @ PBra measurable and there
exist constants C,C},a; > 0 with E;’;l C; < oo and Zj’;l o < 3 st
for any r € [0,T], Y,Y1,Ys € Lz(Rd;Rl), X,Z1,75 € Li(Rd;Rd),

[ X (@)Y (@, 22(0) = £ X (@), Y (@), @) o~ (@)
<c [ 12:@) - Za@)Pp (@),

[ 18,0 X@) Y@ 21(0)) = 0 X @), Vo), Za(o) o (@)
< [ (@@ = %@ +0,l21() = 22 ) @)

(H.3). The integral fOT Jra ||g(r,3:,0,0)||2£%0(R1)p’1(3:)d33dr < 0.
(H.4). There exists a constant M, > 0 s.t. for any 7 € [0,T], 2,2z € RY,
y €RY,
|f (o, y, 2)] < M(1+ |yl + |2]).
(H.5). There exists a constant u € R!' s.t. for any » € [0,T], Y1,Y> €
Li(Rd;Rl), X, 7 € Li(Rd;Rd), measurable U : R? — [0, 1],

| V@@ = 1a(@) (£ X (0). Vi(0). Z(2)
0, X (), Yal), 2() (@)

<1 / U@V () ~ Ya(@)Po (@)

(H.6). For any r € [0,T], z € R, (y,2) — f(r,x,y, 2) is continuous.
(H.7). The functions b € C%, (R4 RY), o € CFy (R4 RT x RY).

The first objective of this section is to prove

Theorem 2.2 Under Conditions (H.1)-(H.7), BDSDE (21]) has a unique

solution.

Then we will make the connection between the solutions of BDSDE (Z1]) and
SPDE (L.3).

Theorem 2.3 Under Conditions (H.1)~(H.7), if we define u(t,z) = Y%,
where (Y5®, ZH%) is the solution of Eq.(21), then u(t,x) is the unique weak
solution of Eq.(L3) with w(T,z) = h(x). Moreover, u(s, X\*) = Yi*,
(0*Vu)(s, Xb%) = ZL% for a.a. s € [t,T], » € RY a.s.
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2.2 Existence and uniqueness of the solutions of BDSDESs with
finite dimensional noise

In their pioneering work [19], Pardoux and Peng solved the following BSDE
with Lipschitz conditions on the coefficient:

Y, :§—|—/Tf(r,Yr,ZT)dr—/T<Zr,dWT>. (2.3)

After that, many researchers studied how to weaken the Lipschitz conditions
so that the BSDE system can include more equations. To name but a few, in
[21], [16], [18], [12], [5] and [6], researchers made their significant contributions
to this subject. In [16], Lepeltier and San Martin assumed that the R!-valued
function f(r,y, z) satisfies the measurable condition, the y, z linear growth
condition and the y, z continuous condition, then they proved the existence
of the solution of Eq.(23]). But the uniqueness of solution failed to be proved
since the comparison theorem cannot be used under non-Lipschitz condition.

In [22], after proving the comparison theorem of BDSDE with Lipschitz
condition, the authors used the method in [I6] and proved the corresponding
result for the following R'-valued BDSDE:

T T T
Y=t / F(r. Yy Z,)dr — / (9(r Y, Z,),d'B,) — / (Zp,dWV,). (2.4)

They assumed the same condition for f as in [I6] and g(r,y, z) satisfies the
standard measurable condition and Lipschitz condition w.r.t. y and z. Then
in Theorem 4.1 in [22], they proved the existence of solution of Eq.([24).

First we study the following BDSDE with finite dimensional noise under
non-Lipschitz conditions:

T
vemn = b+ [ XY 2 ar (25)
n T R T
X [yt i v zem ) < [z aw),
j=1"% s

Note here in [22] and [16], the authors only dealt with the solution of Eq.(2.1])
for a fixed x almost surely. Of course if one is interested in the classical solution
of this SPDEs, it is easy to see that this implies one can solve Eq.([2.3]) for
all z € R? a.s. by some standard perfection arguments. But we consider
the solution in the space S2°([0,T7; L2(R%;RY)) @ M*°([0, T]; L2(R%; RY))
in order to consider the weak solution of the SPDEs. The main task of this
subsection is to prove

Theorem 2.4 Under Conditions (H.1)-(H.7), Eq.(27) has a unique solution
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tn ten 2,0 . 72(Rd. 1 2,0 . 72(Pd. d
(Y2or, Z20") € 82210, TT; Lp(R% RY)) @ M=20([0, T; L (R RY)).

We will first acknowledge the following Proposition at the moment,
then we prove Theorem [2.4] with the help of Proposition Note that in
the proof of Theorem [2.4] and Proposition 2.5] we can consider the solution
in S20([t, T); L2(R% RY)) @ M>O([t, T]; L2(R%; R?)) due to the arguments in
Remark 3.7 in [25].

Proposition 2.5 Given (U.(-),V.(-)) € SZ°([0, T]; L2(R% RY)) @ M>0([0, T;
L2(R%R?)), then under Conditions (H.1)~(H.7), the equation

T
ViR = WX+ [ X 2 ar (26)

T
—Z [ e300, v 0 - [zt

S

has a unique solution.

Proof of Theorem[2-4] Uniqueness. Assume there exists another (Yt"’", Zt")
2,0 . 72(Rd. TRl 2,0 . 72(Td. Tod o
€ S2U([t, T]; Lo(RY RY)) @ M2P([t, TT; Ly (R R)) satisfying ([2.3). Define

Y'St,z,n — Y'St,m,n _ Y'St,z,n and Z;,z,n — Z;,z,n _ Z;E,z,n7 tS s S T

Then with probability 1 we have that for a.e. x € R?, (V¥ ZH®n) satisfies
— T A A
v = [ (X0 Y 2 < X T 2 dr

n T
-> / (g;(r, XE=, Y bom ZEemy — gi(r, XE®, Y02 Z82m))dl By (r)
2 |,

T —
~ / (ZEben dW,).

S

From Condition (H.4) and (Y.t"’", ZAt")7 (ytv'v"7 Zt") € S2O([¢t, T; Li(Rd; R'))
® M2O([t, T]; L2(R?; RY)), it follows that

T
BU[ [ 10 X070 Z50) = (X Y000 207 B o)
t R4

T
<CE[[ [ (L VIR T |2 | 2070 () dadr]
t R4

< o0,

where and in the rest of this paper C}, is a generic constant. So from Fubini
theorem we have for a.e. z € R?,
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T A A
E[/ [f(r, XPo, Y050, Z0m) — fr, XD, Y500, 205 2dr] < oo
t

Similarly, with Condition (H.2), we have for a.e. z € R%,

n T
> E[/ |gj (r, X7, Y100 Z000) — gi(r, X7, Y00, Z00M) 2 dr] < oc.
t

j=1

For a.e. z € RY, we apply the generalized It6’s formula ([10]) to e ¢, (Y5"),
where K € R! and

Yu(z) = $2[{—M§m<M} + M2z — M) z>my — M2z + M) <y

Then
— T —
eKs,lpM(Y'st,;E,n) + F:/ eKT¢M (Y'Tt,w,n)dr

T
Kr ~t,x,n|2
+/ (§] I{—MSY:’:E’H<M}|ZT | dT
S

T
— / eKT’@[J;\/[(Kt)m)n) (f(’l", X:’w,Y;t’m’n, Zﬁ,w,n) _ f(’l", X:,m,f/rt,m,n7 ZA:’m’n))dT

n T
e [ e oo X Y 207

j=17%

—9j (Tv Xﬁﬁz’ }A/rt7m7nv ZAiymm) |2dT
n T

- Z / eKT¢M (}/rtﬁxﬁn) (gj (Tv Xﬁﬁxa }/Tt,x,n7 Zi,m,n)

j=17°%

= g5 (r, X2V, 000, 20 d' B (r)
T

- [ Rz ), (2.7)

We can use the Fubini theorem to perfect ([Z.7) so that (27 is satisfied for a.e.

x € R? on a full measure set that is independent of . If we define %(I) =2

when z = 0, then 0 < % < 2. Taking integration over R% on both
sides of ([ZT)), we can apply the stochastic Fubini theorem ([8]). Noting that
the stochastic integrals are martingales, so taking the expectation, we have

T
B[ oo (T a)da) + KEL[ [ erun (700 ) dar]

T
+E[/ /RdeKTI{*MSYf’z’"<M}|Zﬁ’m’n|2p_1($)dxdr]
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KT‘Q/JM tmn) |}7t,m,n|2 —1( )d d]
R tzn KL p xr)axar

T

+«2c—%§j<z>E(/’t/ KT [0 2L (2) dady]
j=1 s R4
1 > r K 2 1
r|7t,x,n —
+(§+;aj)E[/s /Rde | Zb5 "2 p~ N (@) daedr).

Taking the limit as M — oo and applying the monotone convergence theorem,
we have

B[ oW o)
——ZO‘J // 57|22 o () dadr]

+(K —2u—2C — Zc // Ky a2 =1 (z)dedr] < 0. (2.8)

Note that all the terms on the left hand side of ([2:8)) are positive when K
is taken sufficiently large. So by a “standard” argument, we have Y}/®" = 0
for all s € [t,T], a.a. * € R? a.s. Also by 238), for a.e. ZL%" = 0 for a.a.
r € R? a.s. We can a.s. We can modify the values of Z at the measure zero
exceptional set of s such that ZL*" = 0 for all z € R? a.s.

Existence. If we regard Eq.[2.6) as a mapping, then by Proposition 2.5]
(2.8)) is an iterated mapping from S%°([t, T'; Lﬁ(Rd; RY)) ® M20([t, T); Li(Rd; R%))
to itself and we can obtain a sequence {(V,-®™t ZH#m1) . from this map-
ping. We will prove that (2.6) is a contraction mapping. For this, define for ¢ <
s < T and arbitrary given (Y™, zb™1) e §20([t,T7; L2(R%:RY)) @ M0
(1. T): L2(R: R,

vt,r,m,i t,x,m,i t,x,n,i—1
yhemt = yteni _yteni-l

—1 . t,x t,x,mn,t t,x,mn,t t,x t,x,n,i—1 t,x,n,i—1 .
gj(sax)_gj(sv)(sya}/syy75Z5yy7)_gj($a)(s77}/5))7 aZs))7 )71—2735"'

~7t,x,n,i __ t,x,m,i t,x,n,i—1
zboni = gtaoni _ glani-l

Then for a.e. # € RY, (YEomN ZbznNy gatisfies

T
}’/St,x,n,N _ / (f( Xt,x Yt,z,n,N, Z:,z,n,N) _ f(T, X;‘.‘,xvi/st,x,n,Nfl, Z;,z,n,Nfl))dT

—Z/ rxmm>/?@w%mw

S

Applying generalized the Itd’s formula to eX"y (Vi) for ae. z € RY,
by the Young inequality, Condition (H.2) and (H.5), we can deduce that
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— T —
J R e T O o B B S VO
R4 s R4

T
-I—/ /Rd eKTI{7M<}—,t,z,n,N<M}|Zﬁ’m’"’N|2p71(:1:)d:1:dr
Yt z,n,N
/ /Rd KT¢M t T )ILLD/Tt’w’n’NPp_l({E)d{EdT

+2c/ / eKrth,w,n,NFp—l(x)dxdr
s R4

1T _
_'_5/ / eKT|Zi’m’n’N|2p71(I)dIdT
s R4

0o T

+ch/ / eKT|}7:’m’n’N71|2p71($)d$d7"
j=1 s R4
00 T

—I—Zaj/ / eKT|Zﬁ’m’"’N*1|2p*1(33)d33dr
= s JRrd

n T B
_;/S /]RdeKT1/}M(}/rtan>93N 1(’!” I) ( )dIdTﬂJ( )

IN

T
_/ </ eKrw' (thnN)ZtmnN —1( )d$ dW> (2-9)
s R4

Then taking expectation and the limit as M — co, we have

(K —2u—2C)E // B yhem N2 )=l (g)dadr]
Rd

/ /Rd Kr|Ztaan|2 ( )d:EdT]

/ / KTZC|thnN 1| +Za ZtmnN 1|)—1( )dl’d?‘]
Rd
Jj=1
First assuming that > C, > a; > 0, we have
T —
2K —4p — 4C)E[/ / eKr |y e N2 )=l (g)dadr]
s R4

T
B[ / / eKT|Zﬁ%”vN|2p-1<w>dwdr]
]Rd

<2Za] / ‘/Rd Kr 1 |thnN 1|2+|Ztaan 1|) ($)d$d’l‘].
J

Letting K =2u 4+ 2C + 220@ 1 & , we have
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/ / Kr |Ytan|2+|thnN|2) ( )dl‘d?‘] (210)
R4 J 1

<2Za] / / Kr |Ytaan 1|2+|thnN 1|2) ( )d,@d’f]
Rd J 1
( 25
Note that Eft Jpa € Z“’i|

ft Jga (I-24]-?) p~* (x)dxdr]. From the contraction principle, the mapping
(Z6)) has a pair of fixed point (Y™, Z"™) that is the limit of the Cauchy
sequence { (YN, ZPom N\ in M2O([t, T]; LA(RY RY)) @ M>O([t, T); L2
(R%; R%)). We then prove that Y. is also the limit of Y. in §2:0([¢, T];
L2(R%R')) as N — oo. For this, we only need to prove that {Y.t"’"’N}ﬁz1
is a Cauchy sequence in S*°([t, T]; L2(R% R")). For this, from ([23J), by the
B-D-G inequality, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the Young inequality,
we have

Blsup [ Koo (Ve N)p o)

t<s<T

T
<G| [ (T zpen
t Rd

+|}7Tt,z,n,N—l|2 + |Zﬁ’w’n’N_l|2)p_1(I)dIdT]

| /tT [ W /Z| 1, ) 21 (2)dadr ]

T
+cpE[\/ [ [ @ pi@ds [ 1202 2 @dedr
t R4 R4

T
<G| [ (TP Zi N
t Rd
+|}7t,z,n,N—l|2 + |Zﬁ’w’n’N_l|2)p_1(I)dIdT]

3Bl s [ () @),

t<s<T

12+ |- |?)p~Y(x)dzdr] is equivalent to

where C, depends on |u], C, 3272, aj, 3272 C; and the fixed constant in the
B-D-G inequality. Taking the limit as M — oo and applying the monotone
convergence theorem, we have

E[ sup / TN 2571 (1) da] (2.11)
]Rd

t<s<T

T
< M(;/E[/ / eKr(|}7Tt,m,n,N—1|2 T |Zﬁ,m,n,N—1|2
s Rd

+|ytmnN|2_|_|ZtmnN|2) ( )dIdT]
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where M(;/ > 0 is independent of n and N. Without losing any generality,
assume that M > N. We can deduce from (Z10) and (2II) that

1
(E[ sup / |Yst,ac,n,M _ Yst’z’n’N|2p71(fE)de]) 2
t<s<T JR4

M

> (Bl [ WP @)

i=Ny1  tsssT

M T
M//E eKr Kt,m,n,i—l 2 4 Zﬁ,m,n,i—l 2
0
t Rd

i=N+1

IN

IN

Nl=

+|Yt,z,n,i|2+|Zt,z,n,i|2) 71(I)d$d’l‘])

IN

Z Nes
4 thn12+ Ztmnz dxdr
SV 2 ) o]

IN

M 22 =145
i—;i-l ((2 i ZJ‘:l Cj )M

XE/ / Kr |thnz 1|2+|Zt;ﬂnz 1|2) ( )d.’L’dT])
R4 J 1

22 =19
Z Zaj 2 Z] 1C )M

i=N-+1 =1

xE// Kr( |ytm1| 128 2) (@) dadr]) s 0
R4 J 1

[SE

IN

as M, N — o0, since 22?’;1 a; < 1. So we proved our claim.

If either or both >3, €, 3272, a; = 0, we can prove the above con-
vergence using similar method or the above convergence is trivially correct.
Theorem 2.4 is proved. o

The remaining work in this subsection is to prove Proposition First
we do some preparations.

Lemma 2.6 Under Conditions (H.1)-(H.7), if there exists (Y.(-),Z.(})) €
s . d. s . d. d : ; ; ;
MO([t, TT; L2(REGRY)) @ M>O([t, T); L2(R% RY)) satisfying the spatial inte-
gral form of Eq.(Z3) for t < s < T, then Y.(-) € S*°([t,T]; L2(R*; RY)) and

therefore (Ys(x), Zs(x)) is a solution of Eq.(2.3).

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [25], we can prove Y;(-) is continu-
ous w.r.t. s in L2(R% R") under the conditions of this lemma. We only mention

a Py
Z ((1 MO / / Kr |Ytacnz 1|2+|thnz 1|2
i=N+ Z] IC R4 ] 1

(VB
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that we can use Condition (H.4) to deal with the term f(r, X%, Y, (), Z,(z))
although there is no weak Lipschitz condition for Y;(z). We omit the proof
here. Now we only show the proof of Efsup,< < [pa [Ys(2z)[?p™ ! (2)dz] < oo
briefly. For a.e. z € R?, applying the generalized 1td’s formula to v, (YT(:Z:)),
by Lemma [[L5] the B-D-G inequality and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we
have

E[ sup 1/)M( s(2))p™ (x)dx]

t<s<T

<GBl Ite d“CE/ | W@ + 12, @) @)
+Cp;~/t /}Rd(1+|gj(7°,:v,0,0)| Vo~ (x)dzdr < oo.

So taking the limit as M — oo and applying the monotone convergence theo-
rem, we have Y.(-) € S20([t, T]; L2(R% R")). Recall that a solution of Eq.(23)
is a pair of processes in $20([0, T; L2(R%; RY)) @ M>°([0, T; L2(R%; RY)) sat-
isfying the spatial integral form of Eq.(2.8]), therefore (Y;(z), Zs(z)) is a solu-
tion of Eq.(2.35]). o

From the proof of Lemma 2.6 one can similarly deduce that

Corollary 2.7 Under Conditions (H.1)-(H.7), if there exists (Y.(-), Z.(*)) €

2,0 . 72(Rd. 1 2,0 . 72(Rd. Rd e .
M=ZO([, T, Ly(RY RY)) @ M=20([t, T; L (R R?)) satisfying the spatial inte-
gral form of Eq.(Z8) for t < s < T, then Y.(-) € S*°([t,T]; L2(R*;R")) and
therefore (Ys(x), Zs(x)) is a solution of Eq.([2.0).

For the rest of this paper, we will leave out the similar localization ar-
gument as in the proof of Theorem 2.4l and Lemma when applying 1t6’s
formula to save the space of this paper.

Proof of Proposition The proof of the uniqueness is rather similar to
the uniqueness proof in Theorem 2.4], so it is omitted.
Existence. Define

Fr(ry,z) = f(r, X1",y, 2) and G5 (r) = g;(r, X", Un(2), Vo (2)),
then for a.e. € R, ([2.6) becomes
T
vien = X+ [ ey zienar

- Z/ (r)d' 35 (r) /T<Zi’m’",dwr>. (2.12)

S

Then it is easy to see that for a.e. € RY, fm and g7 satisfy
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(H1). fo: [t,T] x 2 x R' x RY— R is By 1) @ For \| FL o © By © Bra
measurable and )
g5 [T x — R is By @ For \/ﬂﬁw measurable.

(H.2). For any r € [t,T], y € R, |]§m(r,y,z)| < My(1 + |y + |2]).

(H.3). For any r € [t,T], (y,2) — f*(r,y, 2) is continuous.

By Theorem 4.1 in [22], for a.e. z € R?, Eq.(ZI2), as well as Eq.(20), has a
solution (Y@, ztben)y e M2O0([t, T); RY) @ M2O([t, T]; RY). In the following,
we will prove that (Yo, Ztem) € M20([t, T); L2(R%; RY)) @ M2([t, T; L2
(R4;RY)) under the conditions of Proposition

First by Condition (H.4) or Condition (H.2)’, Conditions (H.2), (H.3) and
(H.7), for a.e. * € RY, we have

T
B[ 17 v,z P
t

+ZE/ g, (r, X%, U, (), Vi, () 2dr] < o0

Then for a.e. x € R?, applying the generalized It6’s formula to eX7|Y;H@m|2,
we have

T T
e Ty + e Ty r] + e » Ty r
E Ksyvstwn2 KE Kry;,twn2d E Krz;ﬁmn2d

T
— E[eRT|(X57)] + 2] / SKTY LN f(r, X0 Y, 75 dy]

n

T
+3 B / 7 |g5 (r, X% U (), Vi () [2dr].

Jj=1

Taking the integration over R? and by Conditions (H.1)-(H.5), (H.7) and
Lemma [I.5 we have

E[/ Ks|thn|2 —1 d$ +KE/ / Kr thn|2 —1( )d!EdT]
Rd

/ /Rd 7| ZE 2 p (@) dadr ]

= B[ KT ()
T
B[ [ [ v e i, 25 ) dads]
s R4

n T
eKT’T b r$7r$2_1$ xar
+;E[/S /]R lg; (r, X2, Up(2), Ve (@) |?p~ " (z)dadr]
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<GB [ @) o (o)
Rd
T
+(2u+20+1)E[/ / BT Y 2o~ (2)dadr]
s R4
1 r Krimtx,n|2 —1
+-FE] e Zp" | pT () dedr] + Cp
2, Jpa
T
GE[ [ (0@F + V@) @)dodr]
s R4
n LT
+CPZ/ / lgi(r,2,0,0)|?p~ " (x)dxdr.
j=17s R4
It turns out that
B[ Koy o
Rd
T
+(K —2p—2C — 1)E[/ / BTy then 2o~ (g)dodr]
s R4
1 g Kr|mtzmn|2 —1
+-FE] e Z00" 2 pT  (x) dadr)
2, Jpa
<GEL[ Moo (@ia] +C,
T
HGEL[ [ (0@F + V@) @dear]
s R4

n T
+CPZ/ / lgj(r,2,0,0)|p~  (x)dxdr
j=17s IR
=0 (2.13)

Taking K sufficiently large, we can see that (Y:""", Z5"™) € M2O([t, T]; L2(R%;
R?)) @ M>O([t, T}; L2(R%; RY)) and for a.e. z € RY, (Yi®n, ZEmn) satisfies
Eq.(20) on a full measure set 2% C {2 dependent on x. But we can use the
Fubini theorem to perfect Eq.([26) so that (Y*n ZL#m) satisfies (2.6]) for
a.e. z € R? on a full measure set §2 independent of z. To see this, from (ZI3),
we have for any s € [t,T],

B[ eReyienpp i wpde] = [ BRIy w)de < oo, (210
R4 Rd

so for a.e. z € RY, there exists a full measure set 2% C 2 s.t. Y5*" < oo
on 2%. Denote the right hand side of (2.6) by F(s, ). Then by Eq.(Z4]), for
x € R?, there exists a full measure set 2'° C 2 s.t. YH®" = F(s,2) on 02'°.
Then for a.e. + € R?, we have Y/%" = F(s,x) on 2% () 2'". Since now for a.e.
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r € RY YHT" < 0o on 22N 2", so F(s,z) < oo and we can move F(s, ) to
the other side of the equality to have Y% — F(s,z) = 0 on the full measure
set 2% () £2'*. Thus

[ Evesn — Fis.olids o
R4

By the Fubini theorem, we have
B[ [Ye*" ~ Fs.)lda) =0
Rd

This means that there exists a full measure set {2 independent of z s.t. on
2, Yo — F(s,z) =0 for x € E¥, where £ is a full measure set in R% and
depends on w. Similarly, from 2I4]), we also know that there exists another
full measure set {2 independent of z s.t. on £2, Yhen < oo for x € EY, where
£ is a full measure set in R and depends on w. Take 2 = 2 and
£¥ = £ N €Y, then both are still a full measure set and on 2, Y% < oo
for 2 € £¥, furthermore F(s,z) < oo. We can move items in the equality
Yh®m — F(s,z) = 0 to have Y2*™ = F(s, ) for € £ on a full measure set
2 independent of z.

Now we have (Y/*m, zLm) e M2O([t, T]; L2(R% RY)) @ M20([t, T); L
(R4 RY)) and for t < s < T, (YI®n, ZH@n) satisfies [2.6]) for a.e. z € R? on a
full measure set 2 independent of z. Then for any ¢ € C2(R%R!), multiply-
ing by ¢ on both sides of Eq.([Z.0) and taking the integration over R?, we have
(YLon ZLon) gatisfies the spatial integral form of Eq.(2.6) for t < s < T. By
Corollary 27 Y. € S20([¢t, T]; L2(R% RY)) and (Y™, ZH*™) is a solution
of Eq.(Z.4). o

2.3 Existence and uniqueness of solutions of BDSDEs with infinite
dimensional noise

Following a similar procedure as in the proof of Lemma [2.6] and applying
Ito’s formula to eKT|YTt7x7"|2, by the B-D-G inequality we have the following
estimation for the solution of Eq.(2.3):

Proposition 2.8 Under the conditions of Theorem [22, (Y1%m, ZL®m) sat-
isfies

T
sup E[ sup /d VI 120~ (2)da] + supE[/ /d |ZEmm 2 oY (@) dedr] < oo.
R n o Jr

n 0<s<T

Now we turn to the proof of the first main theorem of this section.
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Proof of Theorem[ZZ2 The proof of the uniqueness is rather similar to the
uniqueness proof in Theorem 2.4] so it is omitted.

Existence. By Theorem [Z4] for each n, there exists a unique solution
(Y2m, 250 to Bq.@3), so (Y, 20" € S20([0, TT; L2(R% RY)) @ M0
([0,77; L2(R% R?)) and for an arbitrary ¢ € CO(R%RY),

/Rd Yoo rp(e)de = / (X5 () da

Rd

T
4 / Flr, XE2, Y500 28557 o (o) dudr
s R4

n LT
Z / / gj (T’ X;E’m’ Yrt’m’nv Zi>m>")@(x)dIdTﬂj (T)
_1Js R4

j=1
T
- / </ Zb5o(x)dr, dW,) P — as. (2.15)
s R4
We claim (Y:""", Z"") is a Cauchy sequence in $%0([0, T]; L2(R%; R')) ® M *°

([0,77; L2(R% R?)). For this, applying It6’s formula to 7|y ®m — ytaem|?
for a.e. x € R%, we have

[ e vy i
r 2

-|-/S /Rd eKT|YTt’:”’m - Yrt’:”’"| p_l(x)dajdr
T

—i—/s /Rd eKT|Zf_’””’m — Zﬁ’m’"|2p71(x)dxdr

m T
<G YA a)( [ [ v 2 wder

j=n+1

T
+/ / |9 (r, X2,0,0)[*p~" () dardrr) }
s R4

n T
=Y [ g ) (@)dad ()

j=1"°

m T B R
SO B e O e e R O RN
j=nt1 s R

T
—/ </ 2elrytemn ztamn , =L () da, dW,.). (2.16)
s R4

The claim is true by taking expectation and applying Lemma [[5] and Propo-
sition 2.8, as n, m — oo

T
A e e
0 R4
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T
+E[/ / el zbem _ ghan 2571 () dadr] — 0 (2.17)
0o Jre
and by the B-D-G inequality
Bl sup [ Koy -y n)da] — o
0<s<T JRd

Denote its limit by (Y%, Z1).

We will show that (Y, Z5®) satisfies ([2.2)) for an arbitrary ¢ € CO(R%; R?).
For this, we prove that along a subsequence ([2.15), the spatial integral form
of Eq.(235]), converges to Eq.([2.2) in L?(£2) term by term as n — oo. Here
we only show that along a subsequence

T
El| / / (f(r, XE=, ybmm, Zbem) — f(r, X02, V0%, Z57)) (x)dadr|?] — 0
s R4

as n — 0o. Other items are under the same conditions as in Section 3 in
[25], therefore the convergence can be dealt with similarly. Notice

T
B[] / / (F(r, XE7, Y500, 200 _ flr, X57, V%, 25%)) () dudr?]
s R4
T
gTE[/ / Flr, XE2, Y000 Z05m) _ fr, X5%, V0%, 2502 (@) dedr
s R4
x / lo(2) 2p(x)da]
Rd
T
SCEI[ [ IR XE Y 2 X Y, 20 P )]
s Rd
T
sopE[/ / Flr, XE2, Y500 Z05m) _ fr, X0%, Y000, 25%)[2 (@) dadr]
s Rd
T
+c,,E[/ / [, XL, Y570, Z6)  f(r, X567, Y07, 265 2= (a) dadr]
s R4
T
< C,E / / Zben — 2002 (o) ded]
s R4

T
CE[ [ 1R XE Y 20 = £ XL Y, 20 P )],
s R4

We only need to prove that along a subsequence

T
B[ [ rexen vz (218)
s R4
—f(r, XE= Y0 7252 p~ Y (@) dzdr] — 0 as n — oo.

First we will find a subsequence of {Y,>*"}>  still denoted by {Y,"*"}5° | s.t.
yiemn — Ve forae.r € [0,7],z € RY as.w and E[fOT Jgasup,, [Y00"2p~ 1 (x)

T
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dxdr] < oco. For this, from ([2.17), we know that E[fOT Jga Yo=Y 7201 (1)
dxdr] — 0. Therefore we may assume without losing any generality that
yhen — YHT for ae. r € [0,T), x € R?, a.s. w and extract a subsequence of
{ytenyoe | still denoted by {Y,5H%m}00 | s.t.

\/ / / |thn+l thn|2 _1( )dl’d?‘] i
R4 2m

n—1
|thn|<|ytml|+zlytmz+1 thz|<|ytm1|+zlytmz+l Ytaczl
=1 =1

For any n,

Then by the triangle inequality of the norm, we have

T
\/E[/ [ s vz e
0 Re n

E| / / (V2 4+ — v )20 (2) dadr ]
0 JR? i=1
T
BU[ [ o0 (o) dads]
0 Rd
BU[ [ vttt vt o) dods]
0 R4

=1
/ / [Y,E 2 p=1 () dadr] ii
RY = 2

It therefore follows from Condition (H.4) that, for this subsequence {Y;5%7}

IN

IN

n=1>
/ [ sl X0 Y0 Z2) = o X8 Y 20 B ()]
< Gy E| / [ s e e 26 )] < o
Then, (2I8) follows from applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theo-

rem and Condition (H.6). The proof of Theorem is completed. o

2.4 The corresponding SPDEs

We first consider the following SPDE with finite dimensional noise:
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T
u™(t,x) = h(z) —|—/ [(Lu™ (s, ) + f(s,@,u"(s,2), (0" Vu")(s,2))]ds  (2.19)
t
n T .
- Z/ g;(s,z,u™(s,x), (U*Vu")(s,:v))dTBj(s), 0<t<s<T.
j=17"

In the previous subsection, we proved the existence and uniqueness of solution
of BDSDE () and obtained the solution (Y*, Z1*) by taking the limit of
(Yiem, Z5m) of the solutions of Eq.([Z3) in the space S20([0, T]; L2(R%: R')) ®
MZ0([0,T]; L2(R%; R?)) along a subsequence. We still start from Eq.(2.3) in
this subsection.

Proposition 2.9 Under Conditions (H.1)~(H.7), assume Eq.([23) has a unique
solution (Y1,
ZH®m) | then for any t <s < T,

t,x
5, X" m

X0,
Y =Yh®mand Zy70 " = ZLO" for r € [5,T)], a.a. x € RY ass.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.4 in [25]. Here Lemma
plays the same role as Lemma 3.3 in that proof. o

A direct application of Proposition and Fubini theorem immediately
leads to

Proposition 2.10 Under Conditions (H.1)-(H.7), if we define u™(t,z) =
Ytt’m’", (L, x) = Ztt’m’", then

u(s, X0T) = YEor (s, X0T) = Zb" for a.a. s € [t,T)], © € R? aus.

Theorem 2.11 Under Conditions (H.1)~(H.7), if we define u"(t, ) = Y;"™",
where (Y2, ZH%™) s the solution of Eq.(23), then u™(t,x) is the unique
weak solution of Eq.(219). Moreover,

u(s, X% = YL (0" Vu™) (s, X0T) = Zb" for a.a. s € [t,T)], « € R? aus.
Proof. Uniqueness. Let u™ be a solution of Eq.(219). Define

F"(s,x) = f(s,a:,u”(s,a:), (U*Vu”)(s,x)),
G (s,2) = g;(s,z,u"(s, x), (0" Vu"™)(s, x)).

Since u™ is the solution, so E[fOT Jga (lu™ (s, 2)P+[(o*Vu™) (s, 2)|?) p~ (x)dads]
< oo and

T n
n 2 n 2y —1
Bl [ PG + 3165 o, ) et
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T
= s, z,u"(s, x), (" Vu™) (s, z))[?
—Bl[ [ (G (i) V) s,2)

+ Z lg; (s, x,u"(s,x), (c*Vu")(s, x)) |2)p_1 (x)dzds]

j=1
T
< cpE[/O /R (14 [u"(s,2)[2 + (0" Tu") (s, 2)

+ lgj(s,2,0,0)*) p~" (2)dxds]
j=1
< 0. (2.20)
If we define Y/*" = u™(s, X5*) and ZL"" = (0*Vu")(s, X1®), then by
Lemma [I.5]

T
BU[ [ (vien +120m0 ) w)dads
t R4

T
u"(s,z)|? o*Vu™) (s, z)|*p " (z)dzds] < co.
<GEL[ [ 0@ + 1"V s.a) o (@)dads] <

Using some ideas of Theorem 2.1 in [3], similar to the argument as in Section
4 in [25], we have for t < s < T, (Y™ Z07") € M?0

. 72(Rd. R1 2,0 . 72(Rd. R : .
([t, TT; LR RY)) @ M=P([t, TT; L2(R; R)) solves the following BDSDE:

T
vorn =)+ [ X
n T R T
_Z/ G?(TaXﬁ’z)dTﬁj(T)—/ (Zb=m AWy, (2.21)
=17s s

Multiply ¢ € C2(R%; R!) on both sides and then take the integration over R%.
Noting the definition of F"(s,z), G} (s,x), Y"*" and ZL®", we have that
(YLlon Z6*m) satisfies the spatial integration form of Eq.(25]). By Corollary
27 Yo" e S20([t, T); L2(RY RY)) and therefore (Y™™, ZH™) is a solution
of Eq.@23). If there is another solution @ to Eq.([ZI9), then by the same
procedure, we can find another solution (V%" Zb#m) to Eq.(Z5), where

YIom = (s, X0) and Zb0" = (0" Vi) (s, X1).
By Theorem [24] the solution of Eq.(21) is unique, therefore
Yhom = Y5O for a.a. s € [t,T], z € R? a.s.
Especially for ¢t = 0,

YSO,z,n _ }A/SO,z,n for a.a. s € [0,T], x € R? as.
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By Lemma again,

T
B [ () - i (s,0) o (@)dods
0o Jre
T
<Cul[ [ (s, X07) a5, X0 o) dnds
0o Jrd
T A~
=Gyl [ vPe 70 (@) dads)
0o Jre
=0.
So u"(s,x) = 4"(s,x) for a.a. s € [0,T], x € R? a.s. The uniqueness is proved.

Existence. For each (t,z) € [0,7] ® R%, define u"(t,z) = Y;"*" and
v(t,x) = Z; 0", where (Y21, Z80") € §29((0,T); L2(R%GRY)) @ M20([0, T7;
Li(Rd; R?)) is the solution of Eq.(Z35]). Then by Proposition 210,

u(s, X0%) = Yhor (s, XLT) = ZL for a.a. s € [t,T], = € R? as.
Set

F'(s,x) = f(s,a:,u"(s,:z:),v"(s,x)),
G} (s,2) = gj(s,z,u"(s,x),v" (s, x)).

Then it is easy to see that (V""" Z""") € M2O([t, T]; L2(R%; RY)) Q) M 20
 T2(Rd- RAYY : : n N

([t, T}; Ly (R R®)) is a solution of Eq.([2.21]) with above F* and G'. Moreover,

by Lemma [L.5]

T
n 2 n 2 —1
E[/O /Rd [u™(s,2)|* + [v" (s, 2)|*p™ " (z)dxds] < co.

Then from a similar computation as in (Z20) we have
T n
BU[ [ (PP + Y167 (s0) ) (a)dods] < oc.
j=1

Now using some ideas of Theorem 2.1 in [3], similar to the argument as in
Section 4 in [25], we know that v™(s,z) = (¢*Vu™)(s,x) and u™ is the weak
solution of the following SPDE:

T
u"(t,x) = h(x) —l—/t [Zu"(s,z) + F"(s,x)]ds

n T
=Y | Gilsw)d'B(s), 0<t<s<T. (222)
Jj=1

t



28 Q. Zhang and H.Z. Zhao

Noting the definition of F"(s,z) and G} (s,r) and the fact that v"(s,z) =
(o*Vu™)(s, x), from (Z22), we have that u™ is the weak solution of Eq.([219). ¢

In the rest part of this subsection, we study Eq.(3]) with f and g allowed
to depend on time. If (Y%, ZL%) is the solution of Eq.(21) and we define

u(t,z) = Y;"", then by Proposition 4.2 in [25], we have o*Vu(t, x) exists for
a.a.t€[0,T], z € R? a.s., and

u(s, X0%) = Y5, (0*Vu)(s, X1®) = Z0® for a.a. s € [t,T], 2 € R? as.
(2.23)

Also by Theorem 211 and Lemma [[L5, we have
T
B[ [ (o)~ ulso) o w)dods]
0o Jre
T
+E[/ |(0*Vu™) (s, 2) — (6*Vu)(s,z)[*p~* (z)dzds]
0o Jre
T
<CEL[ [ (s, X0%) = (s, X0%) Py (e)dads
0o Jre
T
—|—CZ,E[/ |(0*Vu™) (s, XOT) — (0*Vu) (s, X2®) 2 p~ ! (z)dxds]
0o Jra
T
=Gy [ veen YRy ) dads
0o Jre
T
—|—CZ,E[/ / |Z%®m — 701257 () dads] — 0, asn — oco. (2.24)
0o Jra
With ([2.24]), we prove the other main theorem in this section.

Proof of Theorem[2Z.3 We only need to verify that this u defined through
Y;"" is the unique weak solution of Eq.(3). By Lemma [[5 and 223), it is
easy to see that

(*Vu)(t,z) = Z}" for a.a. t € [0,T], = € R as.

Furthermore, using the generalized equivalence norm principle again we have
T
Bl [ (uls.o) + (0" Va)(s, ) ) dads
0o Jrd
T
<CEL[ [ (uls, X +1(0" V)5, X))o o)
o Jrd

T
=Gl [ (YO 4|20 Py )dads] < oc. (2.25)
0 R4
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Now we will verify that u(t, x) satisfies (IL4]). Since u™ (¢, ) is the weak solution
of SPDE (2.19), so for any ¢ € C°(R%; RY), u™(t,z) satisfies

/R "t @)p(e)de / h(z)p(z)dz

Rd

—% /t ' /R (0" Vu")(s,2)(0" Vep) (x)dads
[ e (0 ) waaas

- /tT /Rdf(SaivW"(Saw)a(a*Vu")(s,x))cp(x)dxds (2.26)
_g/f /R gj (s, z,u" (s,2), (" Vu")(s, x)) p(a)dwd' B(s) P~ as.

By proving that along a subsequence (Z28) converges to (L4) in L?(£2), we

have that u(t, z) satisfies (I4)). We only need to show that along a sequence
as n — 0o,

B[ [ (oo, (07 Fu(o,)

—f(s,z,u(s,x), (c*Vu)(s, :E)))cp(x)dxds|2] — 0.

First note

BU[ [ (o), (07w,
—f (s, u(s. ), (0" V) (5. 2)) o) dads|?]
<c.nlf ' [ (s.2), (0790 5,2)
~ fls. 2, u(s.2). (0" V) (s, ) (x) o]
<cmlf ' [ (5.0 5.2). (0" Tu)5.2)
—fls, (5.2, (0" V) (,2)) 2 () drds]
—|—C'pE[/tT /]Rd [f(s,z,u"(s,2), (c*Vu)(s,x))
~ f(s, 2 u(s. ). (0" Vu)(5,2))*p~ (2)drds]

T
< C,,E[/t y |(0*Vu™)(s,z) — (6*Vu)(s,z)[*p~* (x)dzds]

+OpE[/tT /Rd |f(s,z,u"(s,x), (6" Vu)(s,z))

—f(s,z,u(s, x), (c*Vu) (s, z))|>p~ " (x)dxds)].
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We face a similar situation as in ([2I8) and only need to prove that along a
subsequence as n —» o0,

T
E[/t /]Rd |f(s,z,u™(s,x), (c*Vu)(s,x)) (2.27)
—f(s,z,u(s, z), (c*Vu) (s, z))|*p~  (x)dxds] — 0.

For this, note that we have (2.24]) which plays the same role as (ZI7T) in the
proof of Theorem Thus we can find a subsequence of {u"(s,x)}52; still
denoted by {u"(s, )}, s.t. u(s,z) — u(s,x) for a.e. s € [0,7], z € RY,
a.s. w and E[fOT Jga sup, [u"(s,2)|?p~ ! (z)dxds] < oo. It turns out that, for
this subsequence {u"(s,x)}2%;, by Condition (H.4), we have

T
B[ [ swlfaa (o). (0" Vu)(s.2)
—f(s,z,u(s, x), (c*Vu) (s, z))|>p~ " (2)dxds] < oco.

Thus (Z27)) follows from using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.
Convergences of other terms in (Z20) are easy to check.

Therefore u(t,x) satisfies (4], i.e. it is a weak solution of Eq.(I3]) with
u(T,z) = h(x). We can prove the uniqueness following a similar argument in
Theorem [ZTT1 o

3 Stationary Solutions of SPDEs and Infinite Horizon
BDSDEs

In this section, first we will give the proof of Theorem [[.7} Then we show
that the conditions in Theorem [[.7] are satisfied, i.e. both Theorem [[.8 and
Theorem [I.9] are true under our assumptions.

3.1 Proof of Theorem [1.7]
Proof. First note that Eq.([7) is equivalent to the following BDSDE

YET = Vi [T (XY, 207 dr
— [T (Xt v, 2V dt B, — [T Zbeaw, (3.1)
limr e XTY7r =0 as.

Let By, = By/_y — By for arbitrary 77 > 0 and —oco < u < T”. Then B, is a
Brownian motion with By = 0. For any r > 0, applying 6, on B,,, we have
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0,08, = ér o (BT’fu - BT/) = BT’fqur - BT/Jrr
= (By/—ugr — Bp) = (Brrgr — By) = By_y — B_,..

So for 0 < s < T < T and {h(u,-)}u>0 being a .%,-measurable and locally
square integrable stochastic process with values on £, (L3(R% R')), we have
the relationship between the forward integral and backward It6 integral (c.f.
25])

T T —s
/ h(u,-)d'B, = —/ h(T' —u,-)dB, as.
s T'-T

and for arbitrary T > 0,0< s <T,r >0,

. T . T+r .
6, o/ h(u,-)d'B, = / 6, o h(u —r,-)d B,. (3.2)
s s+r
Therefore for a.e. z € R,
. T N T+r R
0, o / h(u,z)d B, = / 6, o h(u —r,2)d B,.
s s+r

Since (Y, Z"") € S2~K N M>~X([0, 00); L2(R% RY)) @ M2 K ([0, 00); L2
(R4 R%)) is the unique solution of Eq.([L7), it follows that g(X"", Y, Z1') is
locally square integrable with values on L3 (Li(Rd; R1)). Therefore by (L8]
and ([3.2)), for a.e. + € R?

T
6, o / (X7 Y 250 dl B,

~ THr ~
=0.0 / g(Xf;frv Yifr’ ijfr)dTBu
s+r
T+r . . .
— / g( Xt 0,0V 0, 025" )T B,. (3.3)
s+r

Now applying the operator 6, on both sides of Eq.@31) and by B3], we know
that 6, o Y/* satisfies the following equation

f(XEre 6 oY 6, 020"

u—r

b, =0, 0¥ + 1T
Il 90 0V, b0 27 )T,
—+7r

o Op 0 Z0T AW,
lim7 oo e_K(T+T)(éT o Y:,fm) =0 a.s.

)du
(3.4)

On the other hand, from Eq.(3) it is obvious that
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t+rx _ yttra T+r t+rx yttrx gtdr
YSJrT - YT+7« + f5+r f(Xu 7Yu 7Zu )du

T+r t+r,z t+r,z t+r,z >
- 5,1__“‘ g(Xu aYu aZu )dTBU
+r t+r,z W,
- (err )Z1f5+ AW,
: —K(T+r T __
limy_ oo € YT_H =0 a.s.

(3.5)

Let Y =0, 0V, Z" =0, 0 Z'"". By the uniqueness of the solution of
Eq.(L7) in the space S* K (M2 ~5([0, 00); L2(R4 RY)) @ M2~ 5([0,00); L2
(R4, RY)), it follows from comparing (3.4) with (3.5 that for any r > 0 and
t >0, in the space L2(R%: R') @ L2(R%; RY)

.0Vl =Y =YHY 0,020 =207 = ZI forall s > t as.

Then by the perfection procedure ([I], [2]), we can prove above identities are
true for all s > ¢, » > 0, but fixed t > 0 a.s. In particular, for any ¢ > 0, in
the space L2(R%R') @ L2(R%; RY)

0,0V =Y/ forallr >0 as. (3.6)

From the assumptions, we also know that u(t,-) £ Ytt" is the continuous weak
solution of Eq.([3). So we get from (B.6) that for any ¢ > 0, in the space
LyR%ERY @ L (RGRY)

Orou(t,) =u(t+r,-) forallr>0as.

Until now, we know ”crude” stationary property for u(t,-), but due to the
continuity of u(t, -) w.r.t. ¢ we can obtain an indistinguishable version of u(t, -),
still denoted by w(t, ), s.t.

Orou(t,)=u(t+r,-) forallt, r>0 as.

So we proved that u(t,-) is a “perfect” stationary weak solution of Eq.(L3).

By Definition L3} it follows that g (-, u(s, -), (0*Vu)(s,-)) € L, (L2(R%;RY))
should be locally square integrable. Now we consider Eq. (] with cylindrical
Brownian motion B on Up. For arbitrary T” > 0, let Y be the solution of
Eq.(C7) and u(t,-) = Y be the stationary solution of Eq.(L3) with B cho-
sen as the time reversal of B from time 17, i.e. By = Bp/_s — By for s > 0.
Doing the integral transformation in the integration form (L4)) of Eq.([L3), it
is easy to see that vy () £ u(T’ — t,x) satisfies (LI).

In fact, we can prove a claim that v:(-)(w) = YTT,l:tt(dJ) does not depend
on the choice of T”. For this, we only need to show that for any T > T',
Y b (@) = YA (@) when 0 < ¢ < T, where &(s) = Brv_y — By
and &*(s) = Bpi+_s — B, Let 0. and 0* be the shifts of &(-) and @*(-)
respectively. Since by (3.0), we have
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V5 (@) = b Y (@) = Y (040,
T —t,/ ~x N 0,/ ~ 0, /A% ~
Ty (@) =01 Y5 (@F) = Yo (O, 07).
So we only need to assert that 67/ = 63,. ,&*. Indeed we have for any
s> Ol
(O 1) () = (T —t +5) — &(T" —t)
= (Bp/—(1'—t+s) — Br') — (Bpr—(1/—4) — Br")
= B;_, — B;.

Note that the right hand side of the above formula does not depend on T”,
therefore éT/,th(s) = é},*_tw*(s) = B;_s — B;.

On the probability space (£2,.%, P), we define 6, = (6,)~*, t > 0. Actually
B is a two-sided Brownian motion, so (6;)~1 = 6_, is well defined (see [1]). It
is easy to see that 6, is a shift w.r.t. B satisfying
(i) P ()" =P
(ll) 90 = I;
(lll) 95 o) Ht = 95+t;
(IV) 9t 9 BS = Bs+t — Bt.

Since vy (-)(w) = u(T' — t,-)(&) = Y5 1" (@) as., so

=u(T —t —7r, ) (@) = v () (W),

forallr > 0and T” > t+r a.s. In particular, let Y (-)(w) = vo(+)(w) = Y}T,/(dj)
Then the above formula implies:

0:Y (w) =Y (bw) = v (w) = v(t, vo(w),w) = v(t, Y (w),w) for all ¢t > 0 a.s.

That is to say v:(-)(w) = vo(-)(brw) = Y (+)(brw) = YTT,/:tt(of)) is a stationary
solution of Eq.(1]) w.r.t. 6. o

3.2 The solution of infinite horizon BDSDE

We now consider the following infinite horizon BDSDE with infinite dimen-
sional noise, which has a more general form than BDSDE (L1):

e*stfst=z:/ e’K“”f(r,Xﬁ*””,YTt’x,Zﬁ*z)dr+/ Ke Kryteqr (3.7)

- [T xp vzt b~ [T ez awy)
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Here f : [0,00) X R*x R! x R*— R!, g : [0,00) x R* x R x R* — L3 (R%).
Eq.B7) is equivalent to

efKS}/St,z 7/ 7Krf( Xtm Ytac Ztm dT+/ Ke™ Krytzd,r
—EZ/ 5 XY 28 By(r) - [ ez aw),

We assume

(H.8). Change “%j1)” to “%r+” and “r € [0,T]” to “r > 0” in (H.2).

(H.9). Change “fOT” to “[;7 e K™ in (H.3).

(H.10). Change “r € [0,T]” to “r > 0” in (H.4).

(H.11). Change “u € R to “u > 0 with 2u - K -2C - Z;’;l c; > 07,
“re [0,T]” to “r > 07 and “< p fpa U(2)|Yi(2) — Ya(z)|*p~ (z)dz” to

‘S fou U@V () (Mp%Mﬁm@w
(H.12). Change “r € [0,T]” to “r > 0” in (H.6).

Then we have the existence and uniqueness theorem for the general form

BDSDE (B1):

Theorem 3.1 Under Conditions (H.7)-(H.12), Eq.(3.7) has a unique solu-
tion.

Proof. Here we only prove the existence of solution as the uniqueness is similar
to the procedure in the uniqueness proof of Theorem 5.1 in [25] although we
need the technique as in the uniqueness proof of Theorem [Z4] to deal with
the non-Lipschitz term. For each n € N, we define a sequence of BDSDEs by
setting h = 0 and T' = n in Eq.@1):

n n
}/St,m,n = / f(T7 Xﬁﬁza }/rt’z’nv Zﬁ,m,n)d,r - / g(?", Xﬁﬁza }/Tt,m,n, Ziﬁzﬁn)dTBr
s s

—/ (Zp=", dWy), 0<s<n. (3.8)
It is easy to verify that BDSDE (B.8) satisfies conditions of Theorem
Therefore, for each n, there exists (Y.""", Z2™) € §2=K ([0, n); L2(R%RY)) @
M>=K([0,n]; L2(R%; RY)) and (Y™, ZE®") is the unique solution of Eq.(B.8).
That is to say, for an arbitrary p € CO(R%RY), (Yo ZH@n) satisfies

/ 7K5Ytzn<p($)d$
= [ [ e v e pwydss
R4
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+/ Ke Krybeno(z)dedr

s JR4

[t X v, 2 gt By
j=17% R

—/ (/ e Krztengy(g)dr,dW,) P —as. (3.9)
s R4
Let (Y}, Z{")t>n = (0,0), then (Y.""", Z""") € §2~K N M?~K([0, 00); L2(R;
RY)) @ M*~K([0, 00); L2(R%; R?)). Using a similar argument as in the proof
of Theorem 5.1 in [25], we can prove that (Y%, ZH®™) is a Cauchy sequence.
Take (Y}®, ZL®) as the limit of (Y®", ZL#m) in the space S>>~ K M2~ K
([0,00); L2(R%:RY)) @ M K([0,00); L2(R%; R?)) and we will show that (Y, Z5*)
is the solution of Eq.(871). We only need to verify that for arbitrary ¢ €
COR%RY), (Y=, ZL7) satisfies
[eevimotade = [ [ e pxim v, 20 po)dodr

R4 s R4

—|—/ Ke Ky beo(z)dadr

s Rd

S [ et v, 2oty dad 55
j=1Ys Rd

—/ </ e Krzbro(x)dr,dW,) P —as. (3.10)
s R4

Noting that (Y*", ZL*") satisfies Eq.([3.3), we can prove that (Y»*, ZL*)
satisfies Eq.(310) by verifying that along a subsequence Eq.([39) converges to

Eq.3I0) in L*(£2) term by term as n — oo. Here we only show that along
a subsequence

B[ [ Rt 2 2 i
- /°° /Rd e KT f(r, X0 V0" Z0TYp(2)dadr|?] — 0 as n — 0.
For this, note
E |/" /Rd e KT f(p, XE Y ZET0Y () dadr
_ /OO /Rd oK f(r, XE2 Y2 780 () dwdr|?]

<om(| [ [ e (xm v zin)
P XY, 20 ()]
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2| [ [ e Xt i 2 el dwar
E[/OO /d o KT f(r, XbT, YEom Zbwn)
S Xt yien 2 e
+C, B / ' / e, XE Y, 70)
S xR ) dadr

+cpE[/ [ e R X Y, 20 o (a)dodr]
Rd

/ / —Kr|Ztmn Ztm|2 —1( )dIdT]
Rd
+C, B / / KL [V 4+ 1257 P () dadr]
n R4

+Cp B / / e KT f(r, XD, Y e Z0e
s R4
—f(r, Xb Y B 7602 o7 Y () dadr].

Similar to (2.18), we only need to prove that along a subsequence

Bl [ e R X v 2t (3.11)
s R4
—f(r, Xb" Y b Zﬁ’m)|2p71(x)dxdr] — 0 as n — .
Since {Y/*"}22 | is a Cauchy sequence in the space M5 ([0, 00); LZ(R%; R1))
with the limit Y, as n — 0, we have

E[/ / e Krjythen — yhe 2o~ (g)dedr] — 0. (3.12)
0 Rd

Then from (B12) we can find a subsequence of {Y,»*"}2°  still denoted
by {Yb®n}ee | st YEEm — V5 for ae. v > 0, z € RY as. w and
Elf° Jgae K" sup,, [Y;h® " 2p~  (z)dadr] < oo. Therefore, for this subse-
quence {Y,>%"}°° by Condition (H.10), we have
BU [ e sup i i 2
R4
—f(r, X0 Y00, Z0)Pp (w) dadr]

<c E/ / (L sup V5P 4 (YR 2002 o) ]
Rd

Then (T follows from applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem
and Condition (H.12). That is to say (Y)'*, ZL") ., satisfies Eq.(310). The
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proof of Theorem [3.1] is completed. o

By a similar method as in the proof of the existence part in case (i) in
Theorem 5.1 in [25], we have the following estimation:

Proposition 3.2 Let (Y™, ZL%"™) be the solution of Eq.(3.8), then under
the conditions of Theorem [3.1],

SUPE[?;IS/ e oY (@) P (2) dar)

—I—supE/ /R e K|y ten (1) 12pL () dudr]

+ sup E[/ / e K| Zben (2)2p~  (z)dadr] < oo.

3.3 Proofs of Theorem [I.8 and Theorem

All the proofs until now in this paper have shown us how to deal with the
non-Lipschitz term. Indeed the proofs of Theorem [[.§ and Theorem are
rather similar to the proofs in Section 6 in [25] even under the non-Lipschitz
conditions. So we only intend to give the proof briefly.

Proof of Theorem Since the conditions here are stronger than those
in Theorem [3.1] so there exists a unique solution (Y}®, Zt:%) to Eq.(7). We
only need to prove E[sups>0 Jpa e PEEYEEP p (2)da] < oo. Let @y p(x) =

zs TIo<z<ny + N*z (px — —N)I{I>N} We apply the generalized 1t6’s for-
mula to e pKTgoN)p(@[JM(YTt ””)) for a.e. x € R to have

T
eipKSSﬁN,p (7/}M(Ystz)) - pK/ eipKT@N,p(d)M(Yrt’m))dT

1T ke oL ot .
by [ e (V) W (V) P 22
T
+/ pKT%’Np(U)M( NI - M<th<M}|th| dr
< e PN o (v (Y1)
T
b [ e () (0 (XL, Y, 20
T
+/ e_pKT@Np(¢M( ))I{ M<Y“”<M}Z|9J (XP®, Y00, Z0m) Pdr

j=1

T
+ / —PKTSDNp(wM(th))'w th' Z'g_] Xt;E Yt;E Ztm)' dr

j=1

N~
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i T ’ ’ ~
- / P oy (Unr (V) wny (V1) g (X0, Y00, 20 )d! By (r)
j=1"%

T
= [ (o (V) g (V) 28 W), (3.13)
From the above estimation, using limp_s o e_pKTgoN,p (@[JM(Y:,E’I)) = 0 and

taking the limit as M — oo first, then the limit as N — oo, by the monotone
convergence theorem, we have

B[ [ ey wydaar
s R4
+BU[ [ ez P ) daar
s R4
<Cp+ Cp/ Z lg;(x,0,0)[Pp~ (z)dz] < oo. (3.14)
Re %
j=1

Also by the B-D-G inequality, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the Young
inequality, we can obtain another estimation from (BI3)):

Elsup / e PRSI o () ]
Rd

s>0

gcp/ If(x,O,O)Ipp’l(x)dxﬂLCp/ > " 19;(,0,0)[Pp " (2)dw
Rd Rd N
Jj=1

HCE[ [ ey 2 2y o
0o Jre
GE[ [ ety @dedr],
0o Jra
So by (B14), Theorem [[.§ is proved. o
Now we turn to the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[I.Q First note that we also can prove Lemma 6.2 in [25]
under the conditions in this theorem, so we have

E([sup/ 672Ks|)/st’,m _ Yst’””|2p71(:1:)d:1:])%
R

s>0
/ p—2
<Cpblsup [ ey iy wydal( [ o o))
s>0 JRd R
< Gt —t]%.

This is because we actually did not use the Lipschitz condition of f w.r.t.
y and the monotone condition is enough. Noting p > 2, by the Kolmogorov
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continuity theorem (see [14]), we have t — Y ® is a.s. continuous for ¢ €
[0, 7] under the norm (sup,sg fpa e 25| - [2p~!(z)dx) 3. Without losing any
generality, assume that ¢ > ¢. Then we can see that

Jim ([ T = YR () de)

< lim (sup/ e*2K5|YStl’m - Yst’m|2p*1(3:)dx)% =0 as.
t/—t s>0 JRd

Notice t' € [0,T7], so

lim (/ Ve — Y12 N a)da)? =0 as. (3.15)
Rd

t'—t

Since Y € 527K ([0, 00); L2(R%; RY)), Y, is continuous w.r.t. ' in L2(R%; R!).
That is to say for each ¢,

hm(/ Y =Y 2p N (x)da)® =0 as. (3.16)
Rd

t'—t

Now by BI5) and (316])

lim (/ |Yt’f/x1 _ Ytt@|2p*1(x)daj)%
Rd

t'—t

< 1/im(/ YT — Y2 () da)  + lim (/ YT =Y 2o (@) de) 2
t'—t R t'—t Rd

=0 a.s.

For arbitrary T > 0, 0 < t < T, define u(t,-) = Y;"", then u(t,-) is a.s. con-
tinuous w.r.t. ¢ in L2(R%RY). Since vh e 527K([0,00); L2(R4 RY)), Vi
is Ff o © Bra measurable and El [p, [V 12p~ 1 (x)dx] < oo. Tt follows that
Condition (H.1) is satisfied. Moreover, Conditions (A.1)—(A.6) are stronger
than Conditions (H.2)—(H.7), so by Theorem [ZT1] u(t,z) is a weak solution
of Eq.([3)). Theorem is proved. o
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