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APPROXIMATING THE COEFFICIENTS IN SEMILINEAR
STOCHASTIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

MARKUS KUNZE AND JAN VAN NEERVEN

ABSTRACT. We investigate, in the setting of UMD Banach spaces E, the con-
tinuous dependence on the data A, F'; G and £ of mild solutions of semilinear
stochastic evolution equations with multiplicative noise of the form
dX(t) = [AX(¢) + F(t, X(1))] dt + G(¢, X(¢)) dWg (t), te€]0,T],
X(0)=¢,
where Wy is a cylindrical Brownian motion in a Hilbert space H. We prove
continuous dependence of the compensated solutions X () — et4¢ in the norms
LP(Q; C*([0,T); E)) assuming that the approximating operators A, are uni-
formly sectorial and converge to A in the strong resolvent sense, and that the
approximating nonlinearities F,, and Gy, are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in
suitable norms and converge to F' and G pointwise. Our results are applied

to a class of semilinear parabolic SPDEs with finite-dimensional multiplicative
noise.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider semilinear stochastic evolution equations with multiplicative noise
of the form

(SCP) {dX(t) = [AX(t) + F(t, X ()] dt + G(t, X (1)) dWg (t), te[0,T],

X(0) =¢,

where A is the generator of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup S = (S(¢))>0
on a UMD Banach space F, the driving process Wy is a cylindrical Brownian motion
in a Hilbert space H defined on some probability space Q (see Section 3] for the
definition), the functions F': [0,T]x Q@ x F — EFand G: [0,T|xQx E — Z(H,E)
satisfy suitable measurability and Lipschitz continuity conditions, and the initial
value ¢ is an E-valued random variable on 2.

The theory of stochastic integration in UMD Banach spaces yields existence,
uniqueness and regularity of mild solutions [25] 26]. It is a natural question how
this solution depends on the ‘coefficients’ A, F', G and the initial datum £. Our main
abstract results are Theorems 4.3 and [£.7] which assert, roughly speaking, that the
solution X (-) and the compensated solution X (-) — S(-)¢ depend continuously on
A, F, G and ¢ simultaneously with respect to the norms of L?(Q; C([0,T]; E)) and
LP(Q;C*([0,T); E)), respectively.

In the case when FE is a Hilbert space, concerning dependence of the solution on
the initial datum & we refer to Da Prato and Zabczyk [9]; see also the recent work by
Marinelli, Prévot, and Rockner [22] for the case of Poisson noise. Approximations
of the functions F and G are considered in Peszat and Zabczyk [28] and Seidler
[29]. Under more restrictive assumptions than ours, simultaneous approximations
of A, F, G, and & were considered by Brzezniak [5] in the setting of UMD Banach
spaces with type 2.
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These approximation results provide a justification for the use of numerical
schemes, where necessarily one replaces continuous objects by discretized approx-
imations. Furthermore, approximating A by bounded operators A4,, (such as their
Yosida approximations, see Section [£2)) is often helpful on a technical level, for
instance in the standard proofs of the It6 lemma in infinite dimensions [6], [@].

We apply our abstract results to the stochastic partial differential equation
(SPDE)

9y 2) = Au(t, ) + f(u(t,z)) + ZK: wit,e) 2 @), ze0, t>0

ot - ) ) k:1gk ) Ot ’ ) =Y
u(t,z) =0, x €00, t>0,
U(O,JJ) = f(l‘), z e Q.

Here O is a bounded open domain in R? and
d d d
0 ou Ju
Aue) = 37 7 (ai(@) 30 5o @) + Do bile) g (@)
=1 j=1 J j=1 J
is a second order differential operator in divergence form whose coeflicients a =
(ai;) and b = (b;) satisfy suitable boundedness and uniform ellipticity conditions.
The functions f and gj are Lipschitz continuous and the driving processes Wy, are

independent real-valued standard Brownian motions. For this problem our abstract
Lf () —f(s)]

results imply the following approximation result. We let || f|[Lip = sup,_., =

denote the Lipschitz seminorm of a function f.

Theorem 1.1. Let a,a, € L®(O;R¥*), let b,b,, € L¥(O;R?), and let f, fn,
9k, Gk R = R be Lipschitz continuous. Assume that there exist finite constants
Kk, C > 0 such that:

(i) a,a, are symmetric and ax - X, a,x-x > k[x|? for all x € R%;
(i) [|all o, [1anll o, [bllo, [Palle < C;
(iil) [|fllLips Il fnllLips NgkllLips |9k mllLip < C-.
Assume further that
(iv) limy— 00 &y = a, lim, o0 by, = b almost everywhere on O;
(v) limp—oo fro = f, liMy—y00 gkn = gr pointwise on O.
Let 1 < p < oo. If & — & in LP(O), the approximate mild solutions w,, converge

to the mild solution u in the following compensated sense: for all 1 < q < oo and
0< A< % we have

Un = Sn()n = u— S(IE in LU CN([0,T]; LP(0))):

Here Sp(-) and S(-) denote the strongly continuous analytic semigroups generated
by the LP(O)-realizations of A, and A. Furthermore, for all 1 < q < oo we have
un — u in LI(Q; C([0,T]; LP(O))).

A slightly more general version of this theorem allowing for random initial con-
ditions is presented below (Theorem [B.3]).

It is possible to extend our results to SPDEs with locally Lipschitz continuous
nonlinearities, measurable initial values, and infinite-dimensional noise; also regu-
larity in both space and time can be accounted for. These extensions involve the
use of interpolation techniques and require additional assumptions on the domains
D(A) and D(A,,). In order to keep this article at a reasonable length we have chosen
to postpone these extensions to a forthcoming publication [20].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we prove an abstract
approximation result for certain spaces of v-radonifying operators. After recalling
some results about solving the abstract problem (SCP)) in Section Bl we prove our
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main abstract approximation results in Sectiondl Theorem [[.1]is proved in Section
Bl where some further applications are presented as well.

Throughout this article, all vector spaces are real. Whenever this is needed, e.g.
when using spectral theory, we shall pass to their complexifications. We assume
the reader to be familiar with standard Banach space concepts such as the UMD
property and the notions of type and cotype. For more information we recommend
the survey articles by Burkholder and Maurey in the Handbook of Geometry of
Banach Spaces [15], [16].

When P,(¢) and Q,(¢§) are certain quantities depending on an index n and a
function ¢, we use the notation P,(¢) < Qn(4) to indicate that there is a constant
C, independent of ¢, such that P,(¢) < CQ,(¢) holds for all indices n. Unless
otherwise stated this constant is allowed to depend on all other relevant data. We

write P, (¢) =~ Qn(9) if Pu(¢) S Qn(¢) and Qn(d) < Pu(9).

2. APPROXIMATION OF Y-RADONIFYING OPERATORS

We begin with a brief discussion of spaces of «-radonifying operators, which play
an important role in the theory of stochastic integration in UMD Banach spaces.

Let 7 be a Hilbert space (below we shall take 5 = L?(0,T; H), where H
is another Hilbert space) and F be a Banach space. Any finite rank operator
R : 2 — FE can be represented in the form Ef:’:l h, ® x,, where the vectors h,
are orthonormal in J# and the vectors z,, belong to E. For such an operator we
define
2

N
VRIS oy 1= B 2 v R
n=1

Here, and in what follows, (v,,)2_; is a sequence of independent real-valued standard
Gaussian random variables.

It is easy to check that the above identity defines a norm on the space 5 ® E
of all finite rank operators from 5 to E. The completion of 5 ® E with respect
to this norm is denoted by (s, E). This space is contractively embedded into
Z(S,FE). A bounded operator in £ (5, E) is called v-radonifying if it belongs to
V(A E).

For all R € v(4¢, E) we have the identity

2
)

k
1BI ) = supE|| 3 ;B
j=1

where the supremum is taken over all finite orthonormal systems h = {h; };?:1 in .
A bounded operator R from 47 to E is called y-summing if the above supremum is
finite. This supremum, denoted by ||R|__ (s k), turns the space of all y-summing
operators from 4 to E into a Banach space. By definition we have an isometric
inclusion (5, E) C voo (5, E). Tt follows from a result of Hoffmann-Jgrgensen
and Kwapien [14} 21] that (S, F) = 7. (£, E) if (and only if) E does not contain
a closed subspace isomorphic to cg.

The space y(J, E) enjoys the following ideal property: if T € £ (34,4),
S € Z(E1, Es) and R € (54, E1), where 4, 7% are Hilbert spaces and F1, Fs
are Banach spaces, then SRT € (%4, E2) and

ISRT ||, 0,5, < 1S 2(m, 2|1 Bl om, o0 1T 25,0

The analogous result holds for the space o (47, E).

For more information and proofs we refer to the review article [24] and the
references given therein.

We are mainly interested in the case ¢ = L?(X,u; H), where u is a o-finite
measure on some measurable space X, and H is another Hilbert space. In this
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situation we say that a function ® : X — Z(H, E) represents a bounded operator
R: L?(X,u; H) — E if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) For all z* € E* the function ¢ — ®*(t)z* belongs to L*(X, u; H);
(ii) For all f € L*(X, u; H) and z* € E* we have

(Rf.z") = /X LF(6), ®* ()] du(t).

If t — ®(t)h is strongly measurable for all h € H, then the operator R is uniquely
determined by ®; see [26].

It will be important to have criteria for checking whether a given function & :
X — Z(H, E) represents an operator in the space v(L?*(X,u; H), E). We begin
with the following simple result; see [12].

Proposition 2.1. For all f € L?>(X;u) and S € v(H, E) the function f ® S : t —
f(t)S represents a unique operator Rgs € v(L*(X, u; H), E), which given by

Rygsg = / F()Sg(t) du(t),
b'e
and we have
||Rf®s||w(L2(X,u;H),E) = ||f||L2(X,u)||S||'y(H,E)-

The following sufficient condition for a function ® : (a,b) — £ (H, E) to represent
an element of v(L?(a,b; H), E) is a simple extension of a result due to Kalton and
Weis [18]. For the proof we refer to |24, Proposition 13.9].

Proposition 2.2. Let ® : (a,b) — v(H, E) be continuously differentiable with
b
1
= B @)yt < .

Then ® represents a unique operator Re € y(L?(a,b; H), E) and

b
1 1
IRolly(r2(0,0:m),m) < (0= a)? | R(0=) g1 ) + / (t—=a)2 ([ zr, ) dt-

A subset J C Z(FE,F), where E, F are Banach spaces, is called ~y-bounded, if
there exists C' > 0 such that for all finite sequences z1,...,zxy € Fand 1},...,Tny €

7 we have
N 9 N
EH Z YnThxn| < C2EH Z YnTn
n=1 n=1

The infimum over all admissible constants C is called the v-bound of 7 and is
denoted by v(7). For more information on y-boundedness and the related notion
of R-boundedness we refer to [7] and the lecture notes [19]. We will need the
following elementary fact.

2

Proposition 2.3. If T is y-bounded, then the closure in the strong operator topol-
ogy of its absolute convex hull is vy-bounded as well, and y(To(7)) = v(7).

We will also need the following sufficient condition for y-boundedness due to
Weis [30].

Proposition 2.4. Suppose ® : (a,b) — £ (H, E) is continuously differentiable. If
@' is integrable, then the family Tp = {P(t): t € (a,b)} is y-bounded and

b
1(Te) < ||‘1>(a+)||+/ 12" (®)] dt.
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In order to be able to state a second sufficient condition for being a member
of v(L?(a,b; H), E) we need to make a simple preliminary observation. Let ® :
(a,b) » Z(H, E) be a function of the form

M
=" fn @ (hm @ Tm),
m=1

with f,, € L?(a,b), hy, € H, x,,, € E. Then ® represents the operator
M
m=1

which is of finite rank and therefore belongs to y(L?(a,b; H), E). It will be impor-
tant later on that the linear span of all such operators is dense in v(L?(a,b; H), E);
see [27].

Now let F' be a second Banach space and suppose that M : (a,b) - Z(E, F) is
a function with the property that ¢ — M (¢)z is strongly measurable and bounded
for all z € E. If ® is as above, then the function M® : ¢ — M (¢)®(t) is strongly
measurable and represents a unique bounded operator Ryse from L2(a,b; H) to F.

Under these assumptions one has the following result, also due to Kalton and
Weis [18]; a proof can be found in [24].

Proposition 2.5. Let E and F' be Banach spaces and suppose ® represents an
operator Ry € y(L?(a,b;H),E). If M has y-bounded range M4 = {M(t) : t €
(a,b)}, then Ryra € Yoo(L?(a,b; H), F) and

[BM® oo (22(abi 1), 7) < V(AR |ly(22(a,0:00), ) -
Consequently, the mapping Re — Rpye has a unique extension to a bounded linear
operator (also denoted by M) from v(L*(a,b; H),E) to veo(L?(a,b; H), F) of norm
at most y(A).

In our main results we shall always assume that £ = F is a UMD space.
Such spaces, being reflexive, cannot contain isomorphic copies of ¢y, and therefore
Yoo L?(a,b; H), F) = v(L*(a,b; H), F) in this situation.

After these preparations we are in a position to state the main approximation
lemma of this section.

Lemma 2.6. Let E and F be Banach spaces. Let the functions My, M : (a,b) —
Z(E, F) satisfy the following conditions:
(1) For all x € E the functions M, (-)x and M(-)x are continuously differen-
tiable on (a,b);
(2) For all x € E we have limy,_,oc My (t)x = M(t)x and lim,_,oc M), (t)z =
M’ (t)x uniformly on compact subsets of (a,b);
(3) The sets My, = {M,(t): t € (a,b)} are y-bounded and sup,, v(Ay,) < oc.
Then for all R € y(L?(a,b; H), E) we have M,R, MR € v(L*(a,b; H), F) and
lim M,R= MR in v(L*(a,b;H), F).

n—oo

Here the operators My, M : y(L*(a,b; H), E) — voo(L?(a,b; H), F) are as in Propo-
sition 22
Proof. First we consider the case where R is represented by the function 14 ) ® S,
where a < o/ <V < band S € yv(H, F) is a fixed finite rank operator, say S =
Z?:l hj ® x; with the vectors h; € H orthonormal.

Proposition (with a,b replaced with a’,b’') implies that M, ()R and M(-)R
belong to v(L?(a’,b'; H), F'), and hence to v(L?(a,b; H), F), and by Propositions
and 2.1

1
||Mn(')R||'y(L2(a,b;H),F) < C||]]'(a’,b’)HL2(a7b)||S||'y(H,E') < C(b - a)2 ||S||'y(H,E')
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with C := sup,, v(#4,). Taking strong limits and invoking Proposition 23] {M(¢) :
t € (a,b)} is v-bounded with -bound at most C, and therefore the same estimates
hold with M,, replaced by M.
We claim that
lim M, ()R = M(-)R in y(L?*(a,b;H), F).

n—00

From the representation S = 2521 h; ® z; it follows that

7 [Man(t +7)S = Ma(8)S] = MBS 1.y

= (E\!iw(ﬂ[wm - o)) - M) s L)’

N
<3 Mot + ) — Ma(8)] — M) Shy|, — 0 as 7 =0,
j=1

for all ¢ € (a,b) and n > 1. Hence M, (-)S is differentiable on (a,b) as a v(H, F)-
valued function with derivative M/ (-)S. Similarly we see that M(-)S is differentiable
with derivative M’(-)S, and arguing as above we see that M/ (-)S and M'(-)S are
continuous on (a,b). It now follows from Proposition that

IMn R — MR (12 0,0:00),5) = [MnS = M|y 120 b))

b/
(2.1) < / (t = ) FIML)S — M/ (D)SI] o

+ (0 = a)F | M (V) S = MBS 11,1,

where the integral is finite since M/, (-)S and M'(-)S are continuous v(H, F')-valued
functions on [a’,b]. Since M/ (t) — M’(t) strongly for every t € (a,b) we see,
using that S has finite rank as before, that M/ (¢t)S — M’'(t)S in v(H, F). This
convergence is uniform on [a’,b'], and therefore the integral in the estimate (2.1))
converges to 0. Convergence of the second term in (ZI)) follows from M, (b') —
M (V') strongly and the fact that S has finite rank. This proves the claim.

Since the multiplication operators associated with M, are uniformly bounded
by Proposition and assumption (3), the general case follows from a density
argument. To that end, observe that the step functions with values in the finite
rank operators and support in a proper two-sided subinterval (a’,b") of (a,b) are
dense in y(L?(a,b; H), E). This follows, e.g., from [26, Proposition 2.4]. O

From now on, we will no longer distinguish between a function ® : (a,b) —
Z(H, E) and the operator Re : L?(a,b; H) — E represented by it.

3. SEMILINEAR STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

In this section we collect some known facts concerning the existence and unique-
ness of mild solutions of the problem (SCD)),

(SCP) { dj((((é; z [:X(ﬂ +F(t, X (1)) dt + G(t, X (1) dWr (1), tel0,T],

The probability space (2, X, P), endowed with a filtration F = (%#;);>0, is fixed
throughout this paper. The driving process Wy : L?(Ry; H) — L?() is an F-
cylindrical Brownian motion, that is, it is a bounded linear operator from L?(R,; H)
to L?(Q) with the following properties:

(i) for all f € L?*(R; H) the random variable Wy (f) is centred Gaussian
(i) for all t € Ry and f € L*(Ry; H) with support in [0,t], Wg(f) is F-
measurable.
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(iii) for all t € Ry and f € L?(Ry; H) with support in [t,00), Wx(f) is inde-
pendent of ..
(iv) for all fi, fo € L*(Ry; H) we have E(Wg (f1) - Wi (f2)) = [f1. folr2r -
It is easy to see that for all h € H the process (Wg (t)h)i>0 defined by

WH(t)h = WH(]]-(O,t] ® h)

is an .%#-Brownian motion (which is standard if ||k|] = 1). Moreover, two such
Brownian motions ((Wg (t)h1)i>0 and (W (t)he)i>0 are independent if and only
if hy and hs are orthogonal in H. We refer to [24] for a further discussion.

The linear operator A is assumed to be closed and densely on E, and the functions
F:[0,T|xQxE — FEand G:[0,T] xQx E— Z(H, E) are strongly measurable
and adapted and satisfy suitable Lipschitz and growth conditions specified below.

Concerning the operator A, we make the following assumption:

(A) The operator A generates a strongly continuous analytic semigroup S =
(S(t))tZO on F.
Recall that a closed operator A generates a strongly continuous analytic semigroup
on a Banach space F if and only if A is densely defined and sectorial, i.e. there
exist M > 1 and w € R such that {A € C: ReA > w} is contained in the resolvent
set o(A) and

sup [[(A —w)R(A, A)|| < M.
ReA>w

The constants M and w are called the sectoriality constants of A; in this context
we say that A is sectorial of type (M, w).

If (A) holds, then S(t) maps E into the domain D(A) and limsup, |, t[|AS(t)|| <
0o. By Proposition [Z4] this implies the following useful fact (see, e.g., [25, Lemma
4.1]):

Lemma 3.1. If A generates a strongly continuous analytic semigroup on a Banach
space E, then for all t € [0,T] and o > 0 the set Tp = {s*S(s) : s € [0,t]} is
~v-bounded and v(Tp ) < Ct*, where C' depends on A only through its sectoriality
constants.

Concerning F' and G we shall assume:

(F) The function F : [0,T] x Q x E — E is Lipschitz continuous and of linear
growth in its third variable, uniformly in [0, T] x 2, i.e. there exist constants
Lp and Cr such that for all t € [0,T],w € Q and z,y € E we have

[F(t,w,2) = F(t,w,)|| < Lrllz - y|
|F(t,w,z)|| < Cp(1+|a]).
Furthermore, for all © € E the map (¢,w) — F(t,w,z) is strongly measur-
able and adapted.
(G) The function G : [0,T)|x Q2 x E — Z(H, E) is v-Lipschitz continuous and of
linear growth, uniformly in [0, 7] x €, i.e. there exist constants Lg and Cg

such that for all finite Borel measures p on [0, 7], for all w € Q and for all
¢1,¢2,¢ € L2((0,T), s E) N y(L*((0,T), p), E) =: L2((0,T), p; E) we have

HG('7W7¢1) - G(.’w’¢2)H’y(L2((O,T)”u.;H),E) < LG||¢1 - ¢2||L,2Y((O,T),;L;E)
HG("W’(b)H'y(LZ((O,T),;L;H),E) S OG(l + ||¢HL3,((07T)7H§E))'
Furthermore, for all z € E and h € H the map (t,w) — G(t,w,x)h is

strongly measurable and adapted.

The notion of y-Lipschitz continuity has been introduced in [25], where various
characterizations and examples were given. In particular, if F is a type 2 Banach
space (e.g. an LP-space with 2 < p < 00), then every Lipschitz continuous function
with values in y(H, F) is y-Lipschitz continuous.
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Remark 3.2. It is implicit in condition (G) that for all w € Q the functions ¢ —
G(t,w, d(t)) should represent an operator from L2((0,T),u; H) to E. Note that
the strong measurability in H of ¢ — G*(¢,w, ¢(t))z* can be assumed without loss
of generality. Indeed, the weak measurability of this functions is clear from the
assumptions and, as explained in [24], there is no loss of generality in assuming that
H be separable; strong measurability then follows from the Pettis measurability
theorem.

Remark 3.3. In the present context, where the driving process is a cylindrical Brow-
nian motion, it is not necessary to assume completeness of the filtration and/or
progressive measurability of F' and G (cf. [26 Proposition 2.10]).

Remark 3.4. Taking ¢ = 1®x, we see that condition (G) implies that t — G(t,w, x)
defines an element in v(L2((0,T),u; H), E) for all w € Q and = € E.

A mild solution of the problem (SCPJ) is a continuous adapted process X : [0, T'] x
2 — E such that
(1) forallt € [0,T], s — S(t—s)F(s,X(s)) is strongly measurable and belongs
to L1((0,t); E') almost surely;
(2) forallt €[0,T], s — S(t—s)G(s, X(s)) is strongly measurable and stochas-
tically integrable with respect to Wiy;
(3) for all ¢ € [0, T] we have, almost surely,

X(t) = SHE+S*F(-, X)+SoG(, X).

Here, we used the notation

S x f(¢) :=/0 S(t—s)f(s)ds
and .
Sod(l) ;:/O S(t— 5)®(s) AWy (s)

for deterministic and stochastic convolutions, respectively.

We recall that for 0 < a < b < T and .%,-measurable sets A C € the stochastic
integral of the indicator process (¢, w) — ]l(aﬁb]XA(t,w) h ® x with respect to Wy is
defined as

T
/ ]]-(a,b]XA® [h®$] AWy =14 WH(]l(a,b] ®h> X x.
0

This definition extends to finite linear combinations of adapted indicator processes
of the above form. For such processes ® we have the following two-sided estimate.

Proposition 3.5. [26] Theorem 5.9] Let E be a UMD Banach space and let 1 <
p < oo be fixed. Then

T
p
EH/O <I>dWHH :EH(I)H?;(L%O,T;H%E)’

with implied constants depending only on p and F.

By a density argument, this ‘It6 isomorphism’ extends to the Banach space
LE(Q;v(L3(0,T; H), E)) of all F-adapted processes in LP(Q;(L?*(0,T; H), E)).

Existence and uniqueness of mild solutions in suitable Banach spaces of contin-
uous adapted E-valued processes is proved by a fixed point argument. Following
theapproachof[25],f0r0§a<b<oo,1§p<ooand0§a<%wede-
note by VZ([a,b] x Q; E) the Banach space of all continuous adapted processes
¢ : [a,b] x @ — E for which

b

Iolle., =EloIE bz +/ Ells = (t = 8)~*¢(s)I5 (z2(a,t), 5) 9t
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is finite, identifying processes which are indistinguishable.

We will need the following lemma, which allows us to estimate || - ||, ,-norms in

terms of || - ||, ,-norms on smaller intervals.

Lemma 3.6. Let 0 <a<b<c<d and ¢:[a,d] x Q@ — E be an adapted process

with ¢ € VP([a,c] x Q; E) N VP([b,d] x Q; E). Then ¢ € VP([a,d] x Q; E) and
ollve (a,axaz) S 19lve(a.gxae) + 18llve(pagxee)-

Proof. Clearly, ¢ belongs to LP(2; C([a, d]; E)) with

91l Lo () < N0l Lr@ic(a.cse) + 19l Le@icp.da;E))-

Concerning the second part of the VP-norm, we have

b
/ Ells— (t— 3)7a¢(8)||2(L2(a,t),E) dt
. d
< / Ells = (t = 8) "0 12(00). dt+/ Ells = (t = 8)""¢(5)15(12(a,t), 2y
Now

/’mwh+a—@ O AP P L,

and

d 1
(/ Ells = (t = 8)" ()% 12000, 1) dt) ’
d »
< (/ Ells = (t = s)" )L £2(00).m) dt)

d 1
+ (/c Els+— (t — S)_a¢(5)||z(L2(b,t),E) dt) ’

<(c—=b)%(d— C)E||¢||'V(L2(a,b),E) + ||¢||V§([b,d]xsz;E)-
The inequality of the first terms in the last step follows from the right ideal property
for spaces of y-radonifying operators. Now observe that

1
BN oo = /Ew|mw)w<——/Ewnmm)ﬁ

cP

< 5 [ Bl =90

C
(L2, m) 4t < p— b||¢||v§([a,c]xQ;E)-

ap

Here we have used covariance domination. Collecting the estimates, the claim
follows. g

Theorem 3.7 (Existence and uniqueness, [25, Proposition 6.1]). Let E be a UMD
space, and suppose that assumptions (A), (F) and (G) are satisfied. Fiz 2 < p < 0o
and % <a< % and let £ € LP(Q, Fo; E) be given. The mapping

Aer:p— SOE+S*F(,¢) +SoG(,¢)

defines a Lipschitz continuous mapping on the space VP([0,T] x Q; E). Its Lipschitz
constant is independent of & and depends on A, F,G only through the constants L,
Lg, and the sectoriality constants of A, and tends towards 0 as T | 0.

For small Ty > 0, the mapping A¢ 1, has a unique fixed point in V2 ([0, To] x; E),
and this fixed point turns out to be a mild solution of (SCP)) on the interval [0,T].
Repeating this argument inductively in conjunction with Lemma [3.6] one obtains
a unique solution X in VP([0,7] x Q; F) of (SCP)) on the interval [0,7] (see [25]
Theorem 6.2]).

We note that for 1 <g<p<ocand 0 < a < % we have a continuous embedding

V2([0,T) x ; E) — V([0,T] x O E).
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Furthermore, for 1 < p < coand 0 < a < 8 < %, the ideal property yields a
continuous embedding

V;([O,T] x Q; E) = VP([0,T] x O E).
These embeddings imply consistency of solutions for different values of o and p.

The next lemma provides a way to test whether a given process belongs to
VP([0,T) x4 E). By LE(€; C*([0,T); E)) we denote the Banach space of all contin-
uous adapted processes ¢ : [0,T] x  — E belonging to LP(£2; C*([0,T]; E)), once
more identifying processes which are indistinguishable.

Lemma 3.8. Let2<p<oocmd%<a<%,

type T € [1,2). Then for A > % - % we have a continuous embedding

LE(Q; CM[0,T); E)) — VP([0,T] x QO E).

and let E be a Banach space with

Proof. Pick ¢ > 0 such that a < § — %. By [25, Lemma 3.3] and the fact that

C*([0,T); E) embeds into the Besov space Bq_i,;% (0,T; E), for all f € CA[0,T]; E)

we have

sup |ls— (t—s)"*f(s)|” hS 1.1
Sl (0= 5) S 00, S 1614

Thus, considering adapted ¢ € LP(Q; C*([0,T]; E)) we see that

ormy ~ M leroym:

T
| Blls o €= 970 B 201,08 S TN ooy

The other part of the norm of V?([0,T] x ©; E) can clearly be estimated by the
norm of LP(Q; C*([0,T); E). O

4. CONTINUOUS DEPENDENCE ON THE COEFFICIENTS

We now take up our main line of study and approximate simultaneously the
coefficients A, F', G and the initial datum ¢ in equation (SCP). Regarding the
approximation of A we make the following assumptions:

(A1) The operators A and A,, are densely defined, closed, and uniformly sectorial
on E in the sense there exist numbers M > 1 and w € R such that A and
each A, is sectorial of type (M, w).

(A2) The operators A, converge to A in the strong resolvent sense:
lim R(A\, Ap)z = R(\, A)x
n—oo

for all ReA >wand z € E.
Under (A1), the operators A and A,, generate strongly continuous analytic semi-
groups S, S,, satisfying the uniform bounds

ISEI, 1S < Me™*, ¢ >0,
!

M w
[AS@. 14,5, (0)] < =-e, ¢ >0.

The following Trotter-Kato type approximation theorem is well known; see [2 The-
orem 3.6.1] for part (1), part (2) follows from a contour integral argument.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (Al) and (A2).

(1) For allt € ]0,00) and x € E we have Sy (t)x — S(t)x, and the convergence
is uniform on compact subsets of [0,00) X E.

(2) Forallt € (0,00) and x € E we have A, Sy(t)x — AS(t)x, and the conver-
gence is uniform on compact subsets of (0,00) x E.
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As a consequence we see that under (Al) and (A2), for each 8 € [0,1) the
functions M2 (t) := t7S,,(t) and MP(t) := t5S(t) satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma
Indeed, condition 2X6)(1) is clear, condition 2:6)(2) follows from Lemma ] and
condition [Z6](3) follows from Lemma [B1] according to which the sets

{s°S,(s): s€(0,1)}

are y-bounded in .Z(E) with a uniform y-bound of order ¢°.
We will make the following assumptions on the nonlinearities F' and Fj:

(F1) The maps F, F,, : [0,T]xQx E — E are uniformly Lipschitz continuous and
of linear growth in the sense that they satisfy (F) with uniform Lipschitz
and growth constants. Furthermore, F' and F,, satisfy the measurability
assumption in (F).

(F2) For almost all (t,w) € [0,T] x Q we have F,(t,w,x) = F(t,w,z) in E for
allz € E.

Similar assumptions are made on G and Gj,:

(G1) The maps G, G, : [0,T] x Q@ x E — ~(H, F) are uniformly ~-Lipschitz
continuous and of linear growth in the sense that they satisfy (G) with
uniform ~-Lipschitz and growth constants. Furthermore, G and G,, satisfies
the measurability assumption in (G).

(G2) For almost all (t,w) € [0,T] x Q we have G,(,w,2) = G(,w,x) in
Y(L2(0, T, w; H), E), for all x € E and all finite measures u on [0, 7.

We will need a lemma on convergence of random variables with values in spaces of

Holder continuous functions. For n € LP(Q; C*([0,T]; E)) we denote by 7, € LP(£2)
the random variable (n:)(w) := (n(w))(¢).

Lemma 4.2. Let E be a Banach space, let 1 < p < oo and X\ > 0, and suppose that
Nnyn € LP(S;CAN[0,T); E)) satisfy

(1) sup, ||77n||Lp(Q;cA([0,T];E)) < 005

(2) (M)t — Mt in measure for all t € [0,T7];
Then 1, — 1 in LY(Q;CH([0,T); E)) for all1 < qg<p and 0 < pn < .

Proof. We fix 0 < p < X and put (, :=n, — 1.
Let M := sup,, [[Call 7 .07 (j0.77:2)) Chebyshev’s inequality implies that

Slip]P(”CnHC)‘([O,T];E) >R)<RPM—0 asR—ooc.

It follows from this and assumption (2) that ¢, — 0 in measure in C*([0,T]; E).
The proof is the same as that of [23] Proposition 2.1] where the finite dimensional
situation was considered. See also [3] Lemma A.1] for further convergence results
of this form.

As a consequence of the boundedness of (¢,) in LP(€2; C*([0,T]; E)) the random
variables ”Canc“([o,T};E) — and hence also the random variables ”C”Hlé’M([O,T];E) — are
uniformly integrable for all 1 < ¢ < p. It follows from [I7, Proposition 4.12] that
Cn — 0in LYQ; CH([0,T]; E)). O

We are now in a position to state and prove the main abstract result of this paper.
In its formulation we use that UMD Banach spaces have nontrivial type. In fact,
UMD Banach spaces are super-reflexive, super-reflexive spaces are K-convex, and
K-convexity is equivalent to having nontrivial type. For more details and references
to the literature we refer to [15] [16].

In what follows we will consider 0 < o < % and 2 < p < oo to be fixed and write

X =sol(A, F,G,¢§)

to indicate that X is the unique mild solution of (SCP)) in V7 ([0,T] x €; ) with
coefficients (A, F, G) and initial datum &.
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Theorem 4.3. Let E be a UMD Banach space, let T € (1,2] be its type, and suppose
that % <1l- % Suppose further that the operators A and A,, satisfy (Al) and (A2),
the nonlinearities F' and F,, satisfy (F1) and (F2), the nonlinearities G and G,
satisfy (G1) and (G2), and the initial data & and &, satisfy &, — & in LP(Q, Fo; E).
Then, whenever % — % + % <a< %, the mild solutions

X :=sol(A, F,G,&), X, :=sol(4n, Fn,Gn, &)
satisfy
X, — X in VI([0,T) x Q; E).
for all 1 < q < p. In particular, X,, = X in L19(Q; C([0,T]; E)) for all 1 < g < p.
We structure the proof through a series of lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. Let 1 <p< oo and 0 < a < % Suppose that the operators A, and
A satisfy (A1) and (A2) and that &, — £ in LP(Q, Fo; E). Then

Sn()gn — S()§ in V(f([O,T] X QQE)'

Proof. By Lemma [I)(1), for every z € E we have S,,(t)x — S(t)x in C([0,T]; E)
as n — oo. Hence, S,(-)§ — S(-)¢ in C([0,T); E) almost surely and, noting that
the semigroups S,, are uniformly bounded on [0, T], say by a constant My, we infer
from dominated convergence that

(4.1) 190 ()€ = SC)Ell Lo .c(0,17,)) — O-
Also, ||Sn(6)&n — Sn(®)E|| < Mr||&, — £]|, which implies
E”Sn()§n - Sn(')ﬁ”%([o,:r];};) < MT||§n - §||1[),P(Q;E) — 0.

Combining these estimates we obtain
(42) E|Sn()&n — S(')ﬁ”%([oﬂ;};) — 0.

Choose 3 > 0 such that a+ 8 < 1 and put M, (t) := t*S,(t) and M (t) := t?S(t).
The finite Borel measures u on (0,t) are defined by

i) = [ (= s) s
A

It is straightforward (see [25]) to verify that
43) ¢ eq(L*0,t, ) E) == [s = (t—s5)""¢(s)] € 7(L*(0,1), E)
with identical norms. Almost surely we have
[5%(-)€ — S(')é”y(L?(O,t,uf‘),E) = |ls = (t = 8)"“s P (Mp(s)€ — M(S)g)HW(N(O;t)vE)'

Let vr := sup, y({t?Sn(t) : 0 < ¢ < T}). By Lemma Bl and assumption (Al),
yr < oo. Using the observation ([@3]) combined with Proposition and Lemma
211 almost surely we obtain, for all ¢ € (0,T) and indices n,

190 ()&l (200,60, ) < VTlls = (8 — 8)"*s el 1200, m)
=zlls = (t = )7 Pl g2 (0,0 IE]I-
The same estimate also holds with S,, replaced with S. Note that

1
s (0= 5) s P gy = #7227 [ 21—y 2,
0

which is finite. Since a + 5 < %, the supremum over ¢ € [0, T] of this expression is
bounded, say by Cr .. Hence we have

E[lSn(-)¢ = S(')&Hz(p(o,t,#ta)ﬂ) < 275‘01;0"@,3”5”]2;7(9@)-
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Furthermore, by the observation following Lemma [£1] we may apply Lemma
to the functions M,,, M and the ~-radonifying operators represented by the
functions s + (t — 5)~*s7#¢(w) to conclude that

190 ()8 = SCIElL (L2068, ) — O

almost surely.
Hence, by dominated convergence,

T
/0 E|[S,(-)§ - S(')sz(B(O,t,u?),E) dt = 0.

Together with (@) this shows that S, (1) — S(-)¢ in VP([0,T] x Q; E).
Arguing as before we see that
||Sn()§n - Sn(')€||»y(L2(07t,#;¥)1E) < ’YT”S = (t - S)_as_ﬂHL?(O,t)Hgn - 5”7

SO

T
| EIS. 08 = SuO8 w0 1.5 8 5 16 = €l ey = O

Combining this with .2) this gives ||Sy(-)&n — Sn(-)¢]| = 0 in V2([0,T] x O E).
Collecting the estimates, the proof is complete. g

Lemma 4.5. Let E be a UMD Banach space and assume (A1), (A2), (F1), (F2),
(G1) and (G2). Suppose that 1 <a<iandlet ¢ € VP([0,T] x G E) be given.
Then, forallOS/\<oe—E and1<q<p we have

(1) Sy * Fp(-,0) — Sy x F(-,¢) — 0 in LP(Q; CA([0,T); E));
(2) Sn 6 Gl ) — Sy oG-, ) = 0 in LP(Q; CM[0,T]; E));
(3) Sn *F(v(b) — S *F(v(b) in Lq(Q;Ck([OvTLE )’
(4) SnoG(-,¢) = SoG(-,¢) in L1 C*([0,T]; E)).

Proof. (1) Let us denote the fractional convolution operator of exponent 0 < a < 1
associated with A, by I, »:

1 t
Lonf(t) = —/ (t— 5)*1Su(t — 5)f(s) ds.
I'(a) Jo
Pick any » > 2 and, noting that % + A < 1, a such that % + A <a< 1 Then

Sy * f = Ia,nll—a,nf

for all f € L™(0,T; E). Moreover, by the uniform sectoriality of the operators A,
the operators I, , are uniformly bounded on L"(0,7T; E) and uniformly bounded
from L"(0,T; E) to C*([0,T); E) (cf. [8 @]). Hence,

E|[S, * Fo(-,¢) — Sy * F(-, )”ck(oT L E) SE|L- an( F.(-,¢) — F(., ))Hir(oj;};)
SENF(6) = FC o)1)
Now note that
[ (t,w, 6(t, w)) = F(t w, ¢(t,w)) || < 2Cr (1 + |6t w)l)),

and the right-hand side belongs to LP(Q2; L"(0,T; E)). Since for almost all (¢,w) we
have F,,(t,w, ¢(t,w)) = F(t,w,d(t,w)), E||Fn(:, ¢) — F(~,¢)||ir or.m — 0 follows
by dominated convergence. Thus E||S,, * F,,(-,¢) — Sy, * F(-, )”CA( orm) — 0 as
n — o0.

(2) By [25, Proposition 4.2],
[Sn o Gn(:,8) = Sn o G D)l o(a.cn(0,71:5))

T 1
S ([ EIGu0) = GO 01y )
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We note that for almost all w we have

||Gn('7w7 ¢) - G('vwv ¢)||7(L2(O,t,ut & H), < CG(l + H(b( )HL%(O,t,uf‘;E))'

The right-hand side belongs to LP((0,T) x ) since ¢ € VP ([0, T]x; E). Hence if we
prove that G,,(-,w, ¢(-,w)) = G(-,w, d(-,w)) in y(L?(0,t, u&; H), E) for almost all ¢
and w, then, by dominated convergence, we conclude that S,,¢G,, (-, ) —SoG(+, §) —
0 in LP(Q; CN([0,T); E)).

Fix ¢ € [0,7] and w € Q. For notational convenience we shall suppress the
dependence on w. Let ¢ := Zszl 14,z be a simple function. Then

K
) = 1a,G(-ax)
k=1

and similarly for G,,. Note that Gy, (-, 7)) — G(-,xx) in v(L2(0,t, u$; H), E) for all
1 < k < K by assumption (G2). Since multiplication by 14, is a bounded opera-
tor on L2(0,t, u®; H) it follows from the ideal property of y-radonifying operators
that 14, ()G(-, o) — 1a,()G(,2) in v(L2(0,t,u; H), E) for all 1 < k < K.
Summing up it follows that G,,(-,9) — G (-, %) in v(L?(0,t, u$; H), E).

Now let ¥, 19 € v(L%(0,t; 1), E) be arbitrary. By assumption (G1) we have

||Gn(a 1/}) - G(a w)Hy(L?(O,t;uf‘;H),E)
S 2LG||¢ - wOHLg(O,t;#?;E) + ||G’ﬂ(7¢0) - G(’?wO)H’y(LZ(O,t,y?;H),E)'

Thus, by first choosing a simple function g close enough to 1 and then n large
enough, we see that for any v € v(L%(0,t; ), E) we have G, (-,%) — G(-,%) in
Y(L2(0,t, ugs H), E).

Using this result pathwise, it follows that, almost surely, G, (-, ¢) — G(-, ¢) in
Y(L2(0,t, u&; H), E). Since t was arbitrary, this finishes the proof of (2).

(3) We pick p such that A < p < o — %. Arguing as in the proof of (1), for large
r we have

E[S, « F(-,¢) — S F(, S 2BIEC O Lr o,7:m)

)”w ([0,T);E)

< E(/OT(l o) dt) " < oo,

Now observe that, almost surely, we have

/Sﬁﬂ ﬁ%/S%s s, ¢(s)) ds

in F for every t € [0,T], by dominated convergence. Applying the dominated
convergence theorem a second time, we see that [Sn * F(-, (;5)} (t) — [S * (-, ¢)] (t)
in LP(Q; E). Convergence of the deterministic convolution in L2(2; C*([0,T7]; E))
follows from Lemma

(4) Arguing similarly as in the proof of (3) we see that S,, ¢ G(-,¢) — S o G(-, d)
is bounded in LP(Q; C*([0,T]; E)) for A < pp < o — %.

Now fix ¢ € [0,T]. Since s — (t — 5)"*G(s, #(s)) belongs to v(L*(0,t; H), E))
almost surely, it follows from Lemma 2.6 as in the proof of Lemma 4] that, almost
surely, Sp,(t —)G(-,¢(:)) = S(t — )G (-, ¢(+)) in v(L?(0,t; H), E). Furthermore, by
Proposition 2.3]

190t = )G SO 20t
< Yozt = )G SOy raopsty ) < TorCa(l+ 9]l ).
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where o, 1 := sup,, Y({s*Sn(s) : 0 < s <T}) < oo by Lemma 31l and the uniform
sectoriality of the operators A,. Hence, by dominated convergence and the Ito
isomorphism,
E[[[Sn o G(- @)I(t) =[S o G(-, o)D)
~ E[[Sn(t = )G (-, 0(-) = St = )G (- ()2 (0,650, 8) = 0
Now Lemma B2 yields S,, o G(¢) — S o G(¢) in LI(; C*([0,T]; E)). O

Proof of Theorem[{.3 We may replace ¢ be some larger value and thereby assume
L1
that ¢ € (2,p) and a € (3, 5).
Step 1 — We prove the theorem for small Tj.
Let A and A, denote the Lipschitz continuous mappings on V2([0,T] x ; E)

used to solve (SCP)) with data (A, F,G,¢&) and (A, Fy, Gn, &) respectively (see
Theorem [B7]). We choose T > 0 so small that, for some constant 0 < ¢ < 1,

sup [[An () = An(¥)llg g < clld = ¥llo q
for all ¢,¢ € VI(]0,Tp] x Q; E). This is possible by Theorem B7 noting that all

estimates involving A,,, F,, G, are uniform in n.
We denote by X and X, the unique fixed points in V2([0,T5] x Q; E) of the
operators A and A, so that

X =AX)=S8()¢+S*F(,X)+SoG(-, X),

4.4
We have
||X - X’ﬂ”a,q = HA(X) - AW(XW)Ha,q S HA(X) - A"(X)”a,q + CHX - Xﬂ”a,q’

and therefore
X = Xnlly g < (1 =0 HIAX) = Ap(X)

< ..
a,q «@,q
Hence, in order to prove that X,, — X in V4([0,To] x Q; E) it suffices to prove that
An(X) = A(X) in VA(]0,Tp] x ; E). But this follows from Lemma[£4l and, picking

Asuch that 1 — 3 <A <a-— %, from Lemma .5 and the embedding of Lemma 3.8

Step 2 — We prove the result for general T'.
Let Ty as in Step 1. By Lemma [3.6] we have

||X - Xn”V;’([O,%To]XQ;E) 5 ||X - XnHVO‘?([O,To]XQ;E) + ||X - XnHVC‘Z([%TO,%TO]xQ;E)'

By Step 1, the first term on the right-hand side converges to 0 as n — co. But so
does the second term, noting that X and X,, are the unique solutions of the ‘shifted’
equations starting at initial time %Tg with initial values X (%Tg) and Xn(%To) re-
spectively.

Inductively, we obtain convergence in V4([0, (1 + £)Tp] x Q; E) for all k € N and
hence in VI([0,T] x Q; E) for all times T'. O

Remark 4.6. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem [£.3] and additionally that A, = A.
Then
X, =X inVP(0,T] x Q; E)

(rather than only in V2([0,T] x ; E) for 1 < g < p). In particular, the solution of
the equation with fixed coefficients A, F' and G depends continuously on the initial
datum & € LP(Q), Zo; E) in the norm of V2 ([0, T] x ©; E). This follows by repeating
the proof of Theorem 3] and observing that this time parts (3) and (4) of Lemma
are not needed.

The second part of Theorem asserts that X, — X in LY(Q;C([0,T]; E)).
We will show next that the ‘compensated solutions’ even converge in the norm of
L1(Q; CM([0,T); E)).
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Theorem 4.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem[{.3, for all 0 < X\ < & — % we
have

Xn = Su()en = X = S()€ in LUQ; C(0,T}; E))
forall1 < q <p.

Proof. We may assume that % — % <A< % — =. Choose 0 < a < % in such a way

that 2 — 5 <A <a—4.

Let Ag and A, o denote the Lipschitz continuous mappings used to solve (SCPJ)
with data (A, F,G,0) and (A,, F,,, Gy, 0) respectively, i.e. they are given as in (4]
with &, =& = 0. We have

X = S()E = Xn + Sn()énllLacicr (jo,11:8))
<A (X) = Ao (X)) Lageseno,11:2)) + 1A7,0(X) = Ao (Xn) || Laior (0,17 E))-
As a direct consequence of Lemma [LH A, o(X) — Ag(X) in L4(Q; CAN[0,T]; E)).
Combining a standard factorization argument (e.g., as in the proof of [25, Theo-
rem 6.2]) with the assumptions on F,, and G,,, one sees that the mappings A, o are
Lipschitz continuous from V?([0,T| x ©; E) to LY(Q; C*([0, T); E)), with uniformly
bounded Lipschitz constants. Thus
[An,0(X) = A o(Xn) | Lacsen o118 S I1X — Xnlla,g — 0

by Theorem 43l This finishes the proof. O

1
p

5. APPLICATIONS

5.1. Approximating the noise. As a first application we show that if H is sepa-
rable, we may always approximate the cylindrical Brownian motion Wy with finite
dimensional noise. The strategy is to choose a sequence of projections P, on H
with finite dimensional ranges which converges strongly to the identity. Then we
approximate the map G by the functions G,, := GP,.

For M-type 2 spaces, such approximations were considered in [5]. In order to
apply our results from the previous section we must check that (G1) and (G2) hold.

Assumption (G1) follows from the ideal property of y-radonifying operators and
the uniform boundedness of the projections P,. Assumption (G2) is an immediate
consequence of [26, Proposition 2.4].

5.2. Yosida approximations. As we have already mentioned in the introduction,
from a theoretical point of view it is useful to be able to approximate the generator
A by its Yosida approzimands A, :=n*R(n,A) —n.

For Hilbert spaces F, Yosida approximations for stochastic evolution equations
are considered in Da Prato and Zabczyk [9] (see also [4] for an expanded argument),
where continuous dependence in L?(Q; C([0,T]; E)) is obtained without analyticity
assumptions on A.

In order to apply our results we must check that assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold
for these operators. The uniform sectoriality (Al) follows from [I3, Proposition
2.1.1 (f)]. As for the strong resolvent convergence (A2), we note that the standard
proof of the Hille-Yosida theorem is to prove that the semigroups S,, generated by
A,, are uniformly exponentially bounded and converge strongly to the semigroup
S generated by A. Taking Laplace transforms, the strong resolvent convergence
follows. See also [2, Section 3.6].

5.3. Approximating the coefficients in parabolic SPDEs. In this section we
apply our results to stochastic partial differential equation. For simplicity, we con-
fine ourselves to the situation where the nonlinearities f and g are time-independent
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and consider equations of the form
K

%(f, x) = Au(t,z) + f(u(t,z)) + ;gk(u(t,x))%(t), ze O, t>0,
u(t,z) =0, x €00, t>0,
U(va) = §($)7 z e 0.

Here O is a bounded open domain in R? and A is the second order divergence form
differential operator

9 4 u 4 A
i=1 v = j=1

The driving processes Wj, are independent real-valued standard Brownian motions.
Under the assumptions of Theorem [[.Ilwe would like to approximate the coefficients
a = (a;;) and b = (b;) as well as the functions f and g, and study the convergence
of the approximate solutions to the exact solution.

In order to reformulate the above SPDE as a stochastic Cauchy problem on the
Banach space L"(0O) (we use the exponent r since the exponents p and ¢ have
already been used in a different meaning) we use a variational approach. Consider
the sesquilinear form

(5.1) afu, v] == /O(aVu) Vv + (b Vu)vdz

on the domain

D(a) := H(O).
The sectorial operator A on L?(O) associated with a generates a strongly continuous
analytic semigroup S, which by [10] extrapolates to a consistent family of strongly
continuous analytic semigroups S(") on L"(0) for 1 < r < co. We denote their
generators by A, Thus, S® =8 and A® = A. The forms a, and the associated

semigroups SSIT) with generators ASZ«) are defined likewise.

Lemma 5.1. If (i), (ii) and (iv) of Theorem [T hold, then the operators A" and
AL satisfy (A1) and (A2).

Proof. (Al): It follows from the uniform ellipticity and boundedness condition that
the numerical ranges of the forms a,, are contained in a common right open sector
around the real axis. This in turn implies that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 and an
angle ¥ > 0 such that the shifted operators Ag) — ¢ generate analytic semigroups
T,gz)(t) = e—ctg (t) which are uniformly bounded on the sector ¥y := {z € C\{0} :
|arg z| < ¥}.
Now pick 1 < s < 00, s # 2, such that r lies between s and 2 and put
w:=2max{s — 1,8 — 1}x1C?.

Here, s’ denotes the conjugate index to s, and k and C are as in Theorem [Tl Tt
follows from [I0, Theorem 5.1] that ||S,(ls)(t)|\ < e for all t > 0. By taking a larger
value for c if necessary, it follows that the semigroup T,gs)(t) =e—ctsy) (t) satisfies
172 (1) < 1.

We are now in a position to use the Stein interpolation theorem in the version
of [19, Lemma 5.8]. It follows that the semigroups T are uniformly bounded on
a slightly smaller sector Xy.. Rescaling again, this implies that the operators ASZ«)
are uniformly sectorial.

(A2): Tt follows from (a special case of) [I1, Theorem 5.2.4] that AP 5 A® i
the strong resolvent sense. Since O is bounded, the embedding H}(O) — L?(0O)
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is compact. In particular, A® has compact resolvent. It now follows from [11]

Theorem 4.3.4] that A,(f) — A in the strong resolvent sense. O
To simplify notation, in what follows we fix 1 < 7 < co and write A := A",

A =AY and 8:=80), 8, =S,

Lemma 5.2. Assume that (iii) and (v) of Theorem [I1] hold.
(1) The maps F, F,, : L"(O) — L"(O) defined by

[F(w)](x) := flu(z), [Fn(w)](z) := falulz)),
satisfy (F1) and (F2).
(2) The maps G,G,, : L"(0) — L(RE, L™ (0)) defined by

[Gwh)(z) =Y gr(u(@))er, b,  [Gu(wh](z) = gns(ul))ler, h],
k=1 k=1

where (ey)K_, is the standard unit basis of R, satisfy (G1) and (G2).

Proof. (1) The assumptions imply that the maps F' and F,, : L"(O) — L"(O) are
Lipschitz continuous and of linear growth on L"(O) with uniform constants. Hence
(F1) is satisfied.

Assumption (F2) follows from dominated convergence.

(2) Let T > 0 and p be a finite Borel measure on (0,7). If (hy,)m>1 is an
orthonormal basis of L2((0,T), i), then (hy, ® €x)m>1,k=1... .k is an orthonormal
basis of L?((0,T), u; RX). Using this fact, it is easy to see that

K
IR (202 ), Lr0)) < D 1 Rekly(zaqo.m)m.L7(0))
k=1
for all R € v(L2((0,T), u; RE), L™(0)).
This shows that it suffices to consider the case K = 1. But in this case, we infer
from [25] Example 5.5] that G and G,, are y-Lipschitz continuous with a uniform

~-Lipschitz constant. Furthermore, by dominated convergence, G,,(u) — G(u) in
L™(0) for all u € L™(0).

We are now ready to rewrite our SPDE as an abstract Cauchy problem
dX(t) =[AX(t)+ F(X ()] dt + G(X(t))dW(t), te]0,T],
X(0)=¢.
We denote by X,, the solution of this problem with A, F, G, & replaced by A,,

F,, G,, &, . Noting that the type of L"(O) is min{r, 2}, we deduce the following
strengthened version of Theorem [Tl from Theorem [£.7

Theorem 5.3. Assume that (i) — (v) of Theorem [I1l hold, and let 1 < r < oo
and p > max{2,r'}, where v’ denotes the conjugate index to r. If &, — & in
LP(Q, %y; L7(0O)), then

Xn = Sn(-)en = X = S(-)¢ in LU(Q;C*([0,T); L7 (0))
forall1 < g <pand0 <A< i—21 Moreover, X,, - X in L9(Q; C([0,T]; L"(0)))
forall1 < q <p.

1
p

We emphasize that the applicability of our approach is by no means limited
to second order differential operators in divergence form and Dirichlet boundary
conditions. Indeed, our approach applies to any sequence of operators for which the
conditions (Al) and (A2) can be verified. This includes, for instance, the case of
Neumann boundary conditions in the above example (provided 90 is Lipschitz, so
as to ensure the compactness of the embedding H!(O) < L?(0)).
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5.4. Approximating the domain. A map S : [0,00) — Z(F) is called a degen-
erate semigroup if it is strongly continuous and we have S(t + s) = S(¢)S(s) for all
t,s > 0. Thus the only difference to a strongly continuous semigroup is that we do
not assume that S(0) = I. Instead, = := S(0) is now a bounded projection which
commutes with every operator S(t). Consequently, we can write S(t) = S(t),
where 7 is the projection viewed as an operator onto its range E, S is the restric-
tion of S to F which is invariant under S, and ¢ : E C F is the canonical inclusion
map.

It is easy to see that the Laplace transform of S is given by tR(A, A)7r for Re A
large enough, where R(A, A) denotes the resolvent of the generator A of the re-
stricted semigroup S. We may thus say that the generator A of S is the operator
A, viewed as an operator on E. As a replacement for the resolvent of A we de-
fine Ry(A) := tR()\, A)m and note that Ry(A) is a pseudo-resolvent. We will call
a degenerate semigroup S analytic if the restricted semigroup S is analytic on E.
For more information on degenerate semigroups and pseudo-resolvents we refer the
reader to [I].

When we allow degenerate semigroups we will assume that A,, and A are gener-
ators of analytic, degenerate semigroups S,, := tnSnmyn and S := (S7. Furthermore,
we will make the following assumptions:

(A1) The operators A and A, are uniformly sectorial in the sense there exist
numbers M > 1 and w € R such that
(i) {A € C: ReA > w} is contained in p(A 1) N (N, p(An)), where A and
A,, denote the generators of the strongly continuous semigroups S and
gn respectively.
(ii) We have

sup [[(A —w)Ra(An)[| < M, sup [[(A—w)RA(A)|| < M.
Re A>w Re A\>w

(A2) The operators A,, converge to A in the strong resolvent sense, i.e.
lim Ry(A4,)x = Ra(A)x
n—oo

for all Re A > w and x € F.

The reader may check that, mutatis mutandis, all results of this article extend
to the degenerate case when replacing (Al) and (A2) with (A1) and (A2'). In
particular, there is a Trotter-Kato type theorem for degenerate semigroups, see [I,
Theorem 5.1].

As an application, we shall use degenerate semigroups to study the dependence
of the solutions of the SPDE in the previous section on the domain O. Recall that
a sequence of domains O, is said to converge towards O in the sense of Mosco if

o If (uy,) is a sequence in Hg(RY) with u, € H}(O,) for all n, then every
weak limit point of this sequence in H} (R%) lies in H} (O);

e For all u € H}(O) there exists a sequence (u,) is a sequence in HE(R?)
with u,, € H}(O,,) for all n such that u,, — u in H*(R?).

We give two examples of Mosco convergence. We refer to [I1] for the proofs and
further examples.

(1) fO, CO;C ... and |, On = O, then O,, — O in the sense of Mosco.
(2) fO; 20,2 ... and ﬂn;l 0,, = O, then O,, — O in the sense of Mosco
provided O satisfies the regularity condition

Hy(0)={ue H' (R : u=0 a.e. on CO}.
For simplicity we assume that a single set of coefficients a and b is given, defined

on all of R? and satisfying assumptions (i) and (ii) of Theorem [Tl Given an open
set O C R?, we may again consider the form a defined by (5.I). Associated with this
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form we obtain, as before, a strongly continuous analytic semigroup S on L"(O).
We may consider S as a degenerate semigroup on L"(R?) by extending functions
in L"(O) identically 0 outside O. Tts (not necessarily densely defined) generator is
denoted by A.

Suppose next that we are given a sequence of domains O,, converging to O in
the sense of Mosco, and consider the corresponding forms a, on Hg(O,). The
associated degenerate semigroups on L”(R?) are denoted by S,, and their (not nec-
essarily densely defined) generators by A,. It is clear from the results of Section
53 that condition (A1’) is satisfied. We thus have to verify the (pseudo-)resolvent
convergence (A2’). From Theorems 5.2.6 and 4.3.4 of [I1], we infer:

Lemma 5.4. Let O and O, be bounded open domains contained in some fized
bounded subset of R? and suppose that O,, — O in the sense of Mosco. If (i) and
(ii) of Theorem [Il hold, then for all 1 < r < oo we have A, — A in the strong
resolvent sense.

As before we further assume that the functions f,g : R — R satisfy the as-
sumptions (iii) and (v) of Theorem [T, and that the driving processes Wy, are
independent real-valued standard Brownian motions. We have the following result.

Theorem 5.5. Let 1 < r < oo and p > max{2,7'}, and suppose that the initial
datum & belongs to LP(Q, Zo; L"(R?)). Under the above assumptions, let

X :=s0l(4, F,G,§), X, :=so0l(A,,F,G,E),

denote the unique mild solutions of the associated stochastic evolution equations.
Then

n = 8a()E = X = S()€ in L(Q; C([0,T]; L™ (R)))
forall1 < q<pand0< X< i—21 Moreover, X,, - X in L9(Q; C([0,T]; L"(0)))
foralll1 < q<p.

1
p

Once again it is possible to approximate simultaneously the domain O, the co-
efficients a, b, the nonlinearities f and g, and the initial datum £. We leave the
details to the interested reader.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors are grateful to Marta Sanz-Solé for pointing out the references [3} 23]
and Mark Veraar for a helpful discussion.

REFERENCES

[1] W. ARENDT, Approzimation of degenerate semigroups, Taiwanese J. Math., 5 (2001), pp. 279
295.

2] W. ArenDpT, C. J. K. BaTTY, M. HIEBER, AND F. NEUBRANDER, Vector-valued Laplace
transforms and Cauchy problems, vol. 96 of Monographs in Mathematics, Birkhaduser Verlag,
Basel, 2001.

[3] V. BALLYy, A. MILLET, AND M. SANZ-SOLE, Approzimation and support theorem in Holder
norm for parabolic stochastic partial differential equations, Ann. Probab., 23 (1995), pp. 178—
222.

[4] J. BIERKENS, Long term dynamics of stochastic evolution equations, PhD thesis, University
of Leiden, 2010.

[6] Z. BRZEZNIAK, On stochastic convolution in Banach spaces and applications, Stochastics

Stochastics Rep., 61 (1997), pp. 245-295.

Z. BRZEZNIAK AND K. D. ELWORTHY, Stochastic differential equations on Banach manifolds,

Methods Funct. Anal. Topology, 6 (2000), pp. 43-84.

[7] P. CLEMENT, B. DE PAGTER, F. A. SUKOCHEV, AND H. WITVLIET, Schauder decompositions
and multiplier theorems, Studia Math., 138 (2000), pp. 135-163.

[8] G. DA PrATO, S. KWAPIEN, AND J. ZABCZYK, Regularity of solutions of linear stochastic
equations in Hilbert spaces, Stochastics, 23 (1987), pp. 1-23.

(6



APPROXIMATING THE COEFFICIENTS IN SEMILINEAR SPDES 21

[9] G. DA PRATO AND J. ZABCZYK, Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions, vol. 44 of En-

cyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
1992.

[10] D. DANERS, Heat kernel estimates for operators with boundary conditions, Math. Nachr., 217

11]

(2000), pp. 13-41.
, Domain perturbation for linear and semi-linear boundary value problems, in Hand-
book of Differential Equations, vol. 6, North-Holland, 2008, pp. 1-81.

[12] J. DETTWEILER, L. W. WEIs, AND J. M. A. M. v. NEERVEN, Space-time regularity of solutions

of the parabolic stochastic Cauchy problem, Stoch. Anal. Appl., 24 (2006), pp. 843-869.

[13] M. H. A. HAASE, The functional calculus for sectorial operators, vol. 169 of Operator Theory:

Advances and Applications, Birkhduser Verlag, Basel, 2006.

[14] J. HOFFMANN-J@RGENSEN, Sums of independent Banach space valued random variables, Stu-

dia Math., 52 (1974), pp. 159-186.

[15] W. B. JOHNSON AND J. LINDENSTRAUSS, eds., Handbook of the geometry of Banach spaces.

[16]

Vol. I, North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 2001.
, eds., Handbook of the geometry of Banach spaces. Vol. 2, North-Holland Publishing
Co., Amsterdam, 2003.

[17] O. KALLENBERG, Foundations of modern probability, Probability and its Applications,

Springer-Verlag, New York, second ed., 2002.

[18] N. J. KALTON AND L. W. WEIS, The H -calculus and square function estimates. Preprint,

2004.

[19] P. C. KUNSTMANN AND L. W. WEIS, Mazimal Ly-regularity for parabolic equations, Fourier

multiplier theorems and H° -functional calculus, in Functional analytic methods for evolution
equations, vol. 1855 of Lecture Notes in Math., Springer, Berlin, 2004, pp. 65—311.

[20] M. C. KuNzE AND J. M. A. M. v. NEERVEN. Work in progress, 2011.
[21] S. KWAPIEN, On Banach spaces containing co, Studia Math., 52 (1974), pp. 187-188. A

supplement to the paper by J. Hoffmann-Jgrgensen: “Sums of independent Banach space
valued random variables” (Studia Math. 52 (1974), 159-186).

[22] C. MARINELLI, C. PREVOT, AND M. ROCKNER, Regular dependence on initial data for sto-

chastic evolution equations with multiplicative Poisson noise, J. Funct. Anal., 258 (2010),
pp. 616-649.

[23] A. MILLET AND M. SANZ-SOLE, A simple proof of the support theorem for diffusion processes,

in Séminaire de Probabilités, XXVIII, vol. 1583 of Lecture Notes in Math., Springer, Berlin,
1994, pp. 36-48.

[24] J. M. A. M. v. NEERVEN, v-Radonifying operators: a survey, Proceedings of the CMA, 44

(2010), pp. 1-62.

[25] J. M. A. M. v. NEERVEN, M. C. VERAAR, AND L. WEIS, Stochastic evolution equations in

UMD Banach spaces, J. Funct. Anal., 255 (2008), pp. 940-993.

[26] J. M. A. M. v. NEERVEN, M. C. VERAAR, AND L. W. WEIS, Stochastic integration in UMD

27]
28]
[29]

(30]

Banach spaces, Ann. Probab., 35 (2007), pp. 1438-1478.

J. M. A. M. v. NEERVEN AND L. W. WEIS, Stochastic integration of functions with values in
a Banach space, Studia Math., 166 (2005), pp. 131-170.

S. PESZAT AND J. ZABCZYK, Strong Feller property and irreducibility for diffusions on Hilbert
spaces, Ann. Probab., 23 (1995), pp. 157-172.

J. SEIDLER, Weak convergence of infinite-dimensional diffusions, Stochastic Anal. Appl., 15
(1997), pp. 399-417.

L. W. WEIs, Operator-valued Fourier multiplier theorems and mazimal Lp-regularity, Math.
Ann., 319 (2001), pp. 735-758.

DELFT INSTITUTE OF APPLIED MATHEMATICS, DELFT UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, P.O. Box

5031, 2600 GA DELFT, THE NETHERLANDS

E-mail address: M.C.Kunze@TUDelft.nl, J.M.A.M.vanNeerven@TUDelft.nl



	1. Introduction
	2. Approximation of -radonifying operators
	3. Semilinear stochastic evolution equations
	4. Continuous dependence on the coefficients
	5. Applications
	5.1. Approximating the noise
	5.2. Yosida approximations
	5.3. Approximating the coefficients in parabolic SPDEs
	5.4. Approximating the domain

	Acknowledgment
	References

