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SOBOLEV REGULARITY FOR A CLASS OF SECOND ORDER ELLIPTIC
PDE’S IN INFINITE DIMENSION

GIUSEPPE DA PRATO AND ALESSANDRA LUNARDI (CORRESPONDING AUTHOR)

ABSTRACT. We consider an elliptic Kolmogorov equation Au — Ku = f in a separable Hilbert space
H. The Kolmogorov operator K is associated to an infinite dimensional convex gradient system:
dX = (AX — DU(X))dt 4+ dW (t), where A is a self-adjoint operator in H, and U is a convex lower
semicontinuous function. Under mild assumptions we prove that for A > 0 and f € L> (H,v) the
weak solution u belongs to the Sobolev space W2'2(H7 v), where v is the log-concave probability
measure of the system. Moreover maximal estimates on the gradient of u are proved. The maximal
regularity results are used in the study of perturbed nongradient systems, for which we prove
that there exists an invariant measure. The general results are applied to Kolmogorov equations
associated to reaction-diffusion and Cahn—Hilliard stochastic PDEs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be an infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space (norm | - ||, inner product (-,-)). We
are concerned with the differential equation

Au — %Tr [D?*u] — (Az — DU (x), Du) = f, (1.1)

where A : D(A) C H — H is a linear self-adjoint negative operator, and such that A~! is of trace
class, U : H — RU{+o0} is convex, proper, lowerly bounded, and lower semicontinuous. The data
are A > 0 and f : H — R, the unknown is u : H — R. Du and D?u represent first and second
derivatives of u and Tr [D?u] is the trace of D?u.

Equation (LI)) is the elliptic Kolmogorov equation corresponding to the differential stochastic
equation

dX = (AX — DU(X))dt + dW (1), (1.2)
X(0) ==, (1.3)

where W(t), t > 0, is an H-valued cylindrical Wiener process. Equation (2] is a typical
example of gradient system. Under suitable assumptions, it has a unique invariant measure
v(dr) = Z7 e V@) u(de), where Z = Ju e~ VW y(dy) and p is the Gaussian measure in H with
zero mean and covariance ) = —% A~!. This is the reason to assume A~! of trace class. Z is just a
normalization constant in order to have a probability measure. Moreover system ([L2]) is reversible;
that is, if the law of X (0) coincides with v, the reversed process Y (t) = X (T —t), t € [0, 7] fulfills
again (L2)); see, for instance, [I7]. In statistical mechanics v is called a Gibbs measure.

The above assumptions do not guarantee well-posedness of problem ([2])—(L3]); however, under
suitable additional assumptions, a solution in a weak sense may be constructed, using the general
strategy presented in [22] and applied in [IT]. But in this paper we shall concentrate on the solutions
of the Kolmogorov equation (ILI]) only. The precise relation between the weak solution to (III)
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and the solution to ([L2)—(L3]) is established in the case of Lipschitz continuous DU, and in the
example of Section 5. In such cases we prove that the expected formula

+oo
u:/o e ME(F(X(L,-)))dt

holds for every f € Cy(H).
Throughout the paper we assume that U belongs to a suitable Sobolev space. Then, the measure
v symmetrizes the operator

Ku := %Tr [D?u] + (Az — DU (x), Du),

since for good functions u, v (for instance, smooth cylindrical functions) we have

1
/JCU’UCZVZ——/(D’U,,DU>CZV.
H 2 )u

Accordingly, we say that u € WY2(H, v) is a weak solution of equation (L)) if
1
)\/ updy + —/ (Du, D) dv :/ feodu, YeoeWh2(H,v). (1.4)
H 2 Ju H

For every A > 0, the weak solutions to (L)) when f runs in L?(H,v) are precisely the elements
of the domain of the self-adjoint realization K of X associated to the quadratic form (u,v)
%fH(Du, Dy) dv. See §3.1 for the definition of K.

Existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to (ILI) have been extensively studied, even in more
general situations. We quote [I] for the Dirichlet form approach and [I1] where it was proved that
the restriction of X to exponential functions is essentially m-dissipative in L?(H,v). However, in
all these papers only W1? regularity of solutions was considered.

Our main concern is the investigation of the second derivative of the weak solution and of other
maximal regularity results. In Section 3 we shall prove that the weak solution u of equation (L.IJ)
has the following properties:

) weW?2(Hy). (i) [ 4Dl <,
H
and under further assumptions,
(#i1) / (D?*UDu, Du) dv < .
H

Regularity of the second derivative of u and sharp estimates for Du are challenging problems for
the theory of elliptic equations, even in finite dimensions. (i) is a “natural” maximal regularity
result for elliptic equations, both in finite and in infinite dimensions, while (ii) is typical of the
infinite dimensional setting; see, for example, [23], [I4] for the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator, when
U = 0. (iii) is meaningful in the case that D?U is unbounded; otherwise it is contained in (i). Tt
was known only in finite dimensions ([19]).

Properties (i)—(iii) allow us to study some perturbations of X of the type K; = K + B, where

Bu(r) = (B(x), Du(z)),

and B : H — H is possibly unbounded. This is the subject of Section 4. Taking advantage of
(i)—(iii), we can solve

A — Ku— (B, Du) = f, (1.5)
under reasonable assumptions on B, when A is sufficiently large. The perturbed operator inherits
some of the properties of K. For instance, it generates an analytic semigroup that preserves
positivity. In some cases we can solve (LG for every A > 0, in a different L? setting. More

precisely, adapting arguments from [I3] that involve positivity preserving and compactness, we are
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able to prove the existence of p € L?(H,v) such that a suitable realization of Ky of X, is m-
dissipative in L?(H, () where ((dz) = p(z)v(dx). Then, equation (LH) can be solved for any A > 0
and any f € L?(H,(), and we prove that ¢ is an invariant measure for the semigroup generated by
K in L2(H, ().

It is worth to note that Xy is the Kolmogorov operator corresponding to system

dX = (AX — DU(X) + B(X))dt +dW(t), X(0) =z, (1.6)

which is not a gradient system in general. It may be useful in the study of nonequilibrium problems
arising in statistical mechanics; see for instance [I§]. Another possible application of the regularity
of the second derivative of the solution w of (L) could be to the pathwise uniqueness of (L6l
(see the recent paper [10]), through the Veretennikov transform. This will be the object of future
investigations.

In Sections 5 and 6 we show that the general theory may be applied to Kolmogorov equations
of reaction-diffusion and Cahn—Hilliard stochastic PDE’s.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we fix notation and collect several preliminary results needed in the sequel. Though
essentially known, they are scattered in different papers, so we will give details for the reader’s
convenience. Readers familiar with Sobolev spaces in infinite dimensions may jump to Section 3.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) and norm || - ||, endowed with a
Gaussian measure p := N on the Borel sets of H, where Q € L(H) is a self-adjoint positive
operator with finite trace. We choose once and for all an orthonormal basis {e; : k € N} of H such
that Qe = A\peg for k € N and set x, = (x,ep) for each x € H. We denote by P, the orthogonal
projection on the linear span of ey, ..., e,. For each k € NU {+00} we denote by FCF(H) the set
of the cylindrical functions ¢(z) = ¢(z1,...,,) for some n € N, with ¢ € CF(R").

2.1. Sobolev spaces with respect to p. For p > 1 we set as usual p’ := p/(p —1). If a function
¢ : H — R is Fréchet differentiable at x € H, we denote by Dy(x) its gradient at x. Moreover, we
denote by Drp(x) = (Dy(x),ei) its derivative in the direction of ey, for every k € N.

For 0 < 6 <1 and p > 1 the Sobolev spaces Wel’p(H, p) are the completions of FCL(H) in the
Sobolev norms

o0 p/2
o = [0+ 1@ DAY= [ 1o+ (08D ) o

For 6 = 1/2 they coincide with the usual Sobolev spaces of the Malliavin Calculus; see, for example,
[3, Chapter 5]; for § = 0 and p = 2 they are the spaces considered in [I4]. Such completions are
identified with subspaces of LP(H, i) since the integration by parts formula

1
/Dkwwduz—/ Dkwwdwr)\—/ zrevdu, o, b € FCL(H), (2.1)
H H kJH

allows us to easily show that the operators Q?D : FCH(H) — LP(H,p; H) are closable in LP(H, ),
and the domains of their closures coincide with VVQ1 P(H, ).

Moreover, since © +— z, € L°(H,p) for every s > 1, ([2Z) is extended by density to all ¢ €
W, (H, ), 1 € W,P(H, ) such that 1/p +1/¢ < 1. In fact, extending [T4, Lemma 9.2.7] to the
case p > 2 it is possible to see that it holds for 1/p +1/q =1 too.

The spaces ng P(H, u; H) are defined in a similar way, replacing ff(‘?l%(H ) by linear combinations

of functions of the type pey, with ¢ € EFG;(H).
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2.2. Sobolev spaces with respect to v. Concerning U we shall assume the following:

Hypothesis 2.1. U : H — RU {400} is convez, lower semicontinuous and bounded from below.
Moreover U € Wll/é(H, 1).

We denote by v the log-concave measure v(dx) = Z~te2V(®)(dx). Since e~V is bounded,
v(H) =1.

Lemma 2.2. For every p > 1, FC°(H) is dense in LP(H,v).

Proof. Since H is separable, then Cy(H) is dense in LP(H,v). Any f € Cy(H) may be approached
in LP(H,v) by the sequence f,(x) := f(P,x), by the dominated convergence theorem. In its turn,
the cylindrical functions f,, are approached by their (finite dimensional) convolutions with smooth
mollifiers, that belong to FC°(H). O

We may apply the integration by parts formula (Z1I) with v replaced by ve2V, that belongs to

Wll/g(H,,u) for ¢ € FCL(H). We get, for ¢, 1 € FCL(H) and h € N,

/Dhgmﬁdy—i—/ Dmﬁg@duzZ/ DhUgmﬁdI/—l—i/xhgmﬁdl/. (2.2)
H H H An S

Once again, the Sobolev spaces associated to the measure v are introduced in a standard way
with the help of the integration by parts formula ([22]). We recall that Lo(H) is the space of
the Hilbert—Schmidt operators, that are the bounded linear operators L : H — H such that

||LH%2(H) = ka:1<L€h,€k>2 < 00.
Lemma 2.3. For all ¢ > 2 the operators
D:FC}(H) — LYH,v;:H), Q2D :3FCL(H)~ LI(H,v;H), (2.3)
(D,D?*) : FCX(H) — LY(H,v; H) x LY(H,v; Lo(H)) (2.4)

are closable in LY(H,v).

Proof. Let (¢,) C FC}(H) converge to 0 in LY(H,v) and be such that Q’ Dy, — W in LY(H,v; H),
with ® =0 or § = 1/2 or § = —1/2 . Then for every h € N the sequence ((Q? Dy, en)) = (A Dyepy,)
converges to (W, e;) in LY(H,v). By formula ([22) for each ¢ € FC}(H) we have

1
/thnl/}du—k/ Dm/}(pndu:2/ Dhngnde—i-—/ Thion P dy, (2.5)
H H H Ao JH

and letting n — oo, we get

n—o0 n—oo

lim [ Dpontdv = lim [ X\ 2(W,ep) v dv = 0.
H

Since F€} (H) is dense in LY (H,v), then (W, e;) = 0 v-a.e. for every h € N, hence W = 0 v-a.e.,
and the first statement is proved.

The proof of the second statement is similar. If (p,) C FCZ(H) converge to 0 in LI(H,v) and
Dy, — W in LY(H,v; H), D*p, — Q in Li(H,v;Ls(H)), by the first part of the proof we have
W = 0, so that for every k € N, Dy, — 0 in LI(H,v). On the other hand, for each h,k € N,
(D%pnen, er) = Dprpn goes to (Qep, er) in LY(H,v). Formula ([Z2) applied to Dy, instead of ¢
reads as

1
/ Dypn v + / Dytb Do dv = 2 / DpU Dy tbdv + — / 1 Dion b dv,
H H H e JH
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for all ¢ € FCL(H). Letting n — oo we get

lim / Dprpn v dv = lim (Qep, ex)pdv = 0.
Then, (Qep, er) = 0 a.e. for each h and k, so that Q = 0, v-a.e. O

Remark 2.4. We remark that the restriction ¢ > 2 comes from the integral |, i DrU on ¢ dv in

(Z3), where DU € L?(H,v) as a consequence of Hypothesis 21l If |DU|| € LP(H, i) for some
p > 2 the proof of Lemma 23] works for any ¢ > p'.

Definition 2.5. For q > 2 we still denote by D, QY2D, Q7'/2D, and by (D, D?) the closures in
LY(H,v) of the operators defined in (23], (2.4]).

We denote by WY4(H,v) and by Wll/g(H v), W' 1/2(H v), the domains of D, Q'>D, Q=Y/?D
in LI(H,v), respectively, and by W*9(H,v) the domain of (D,D?) in Li(H,v).

Then, WH4(H, v), Wﬂ/z(H v) and W29(H,v) are Banach spaces with the norms
Hu”qu(Hu / ]u‘qdl/—l-/ | Dul|?dv,
q — a4 :|:1/2D a4
s iy = [ 1+ | 1@ Dular

iz = Filyaqy + | NP2l iy

Denoting by Dpu = A, (QeDu, ex), with € {0,1/2,—1/2}, Dppu = (D?uey,e;), the above
Sobolev norms may be written in a more explicit way as

q/2
2
HUH%VLQ(H’”):/1L1’u‘qdy+/1LI<Z(DkU)) dv,

keN
q/2
Jul?, /|u|qdu—|—/< N (D) > i,
W 2%
q/2
ysairr = Wl + [ (3 Ous?) o = Wbl + [ 10 (0"
H \p ken H

For ¢ = 2, such spaces are Hilbert spaces with the respective scalar products

(U, V)wi2(m ) = / uvdy + Z DyuDyvdv,
H ken

U, v = uwvdy + )\ileuDkv dv,
(wohvig o = Jovdet [ 5

<u U>W2 2(Hy) = (u U>W1 2(Hw) / Z thuthvdy
h,keN

Remark 2.6. Let us make some remarks about the above definitions.

(1) It follows immediately from the definition that for every uw € WHP(H,v) and ¢ € CL(R),
the superposition ¢ o u belongs to W'P(H,v), and D(p o u) = (¢’ o u)Du. This fact will
be used frequently in the sequel.
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(2) Formula ([22) holds for each ¢ € FCL(H), 1» € W4(H, v) with ¢ > 2. Indeed, it is sufficient
to approach ¥ by a sequence of cylindrical functions in &r(‘fé(H ), and to use (2.2]) for the
approximating functions, recalling that DU, x), € L?(H,v).

(3) Similarly, (Z2) holds for ¢ € WYP(H,v), b € W19(H,v) such that 1/p+1/q < 1/2.

2.2.1. Positive and negative parts of elements of WV2(H,v). The following technical lemma will
be used later to study positivity of solutions of (I.T]).

Lemma 2.7. Let u € WY2(H,v). Then |u| (and consequently, ut = sup{u, 0}, u~ = sup{—u,0})
belongs to WY2(H,v), and D|u| = signuDu. Moreover Du = 0 a.e. in the set u~'(0), and
Dut = Du ]l{uzo} = Du ]l{u>0}, Du~ = —Du ﬂ{ugo} =—Du ]l{u<0}.

Proof. Set f,(€) = /&2 +1/n, £ € R. If (u,) is a sequence of functions in FC€}(H) that approach
u in WY2(H,v) and pointwise a.e., the functions f,, o u, belong to FCL(H) and approach |u| in
WY2(H,v). Indeed, they converge to |u| in L?(H,v) by the dominated convergence theorem, and
D(f oun) = f! o u,Du, converge to signu Du in L?>(H,v; H). The first statement follows.

Let us prove that Du vanishes a.e. in the kernel of w. It is sufficient to prove that for every
u € WH2(H,v) and i € N we have

/ Diupdy =0, ¢ e JFC(H). (2.6)
{u=0}

Indeed, since €} (H) is dense in L?(H, v), (Z.8]) implies that D;u lly,—o} is orthogonal to all elements
of L?(H,v), hence it vanishes a.e.

Let # : R — R be a smooth function with support contained in [—1, 1], with values in [0, 1
and such that #(0) = 1. For € > 0 set 0.(§) = 0(¢/e). The functions 6. o u have values in [0, 1
and converge pointwise to lly,_qy. Moreover, they belong to W2(H,v) and we have D;(0. o u) =
(0L ou)Dju = (¢ ou/e)D;u/e. Integrating we obtain

/Diucp(eeou)duz—/uD,«p(Haou)dV
H H

[

—/ ungi(Hgou)dl/—l—Z/ ugo(@eou)DiUdu+i/ xiup (0 ou)dv
H H Ai Ju

1

As ¢ — 0 we obtain by the dominated convergence theorem

lim [ Diup(f-0ou)dv = / Dju pdv,
e=0 ) {u=0}

lim [ uD;p(f:0u)dv = / uD;pdv =0,

lim ucp(@eou)DiUdl/:/ uwp D;U dv =0,

e=0 ) {u=0}
fim — [ iue (0. 0u)dy = — updy =0
lim i Ha;,ugp Lou I/—)\i {uzo}xzucp v=0.

The integral [ 1 W Di(0- o u)dv vanishes too as ¢ — 0, by the dominated convergence theorem.
Indeed the support of u ¢ D;(6. o u) is contained in u~!([—¢,¢€]) so that its modulus is bounded by
16']| 0 || 2]l oo Moreover it converges to 0 pointwise as € — 0. So, letting ¢ — 0 we obtain (2.6)).
Once we know that Du vanishes a.e. in the kernel of u, the formulas for Du* and Du~ follow
from the equalities u™ = (Ju| +u)/2, u= = (Ju] — u)/2. O
6



2.2.2. Functional inequalities and embeddings. Under some additional assumptions important func-
tional inequalities hold in the space W12(H, v).

Hypothesis 2.8. U € W01’2(H, w) and |DU|| € LP(H, u) for some p > 2.
We recall that since A is invertible and —A~! is nonnegative and compact, then
—w :=sup{(Az,z) : € D(A)} <0.

Proposition 2.9. Let Hypotheses 21 and[2.8 hold. Then the following Poincaré and Logarithmic
Sobolev inequalities hold.

2
1
[ (o= [ oa) avs o [ IpelPan pewi2m), 2.1
H H 2w Ju
1
/¢2log(cp2)d1/§—/ HDcpH2dy+/ 4,02d1/10g</ 4,02d1/>, o€ WH(H,v). (2.8)
H wJH H H

For the proof we refer to [I4], Section 12.3.1].
Another useful property is the compact embedding of W12(H,v) in L?(H,v); see [9].

Proposition 2.10. Under Hypotheses[Z1 and[Z.8, W'2(H,v) is compactly embedded in L*(H,v).

Proof. Let (f,) be a bounded sequence in Wh2(H,v). We look for a subsequence that converges
in L?(H,v). By the Log-Sobolev inequality (Z8) the sequence is uniformly integrable, and hence
it is sufficient to find a subsequence that converges almost everywhere.

The sequence (f, eY) is bounded in Wy'Y(H, u), with ¢ = 2p/(2 + p) € (1,2). Indeed, it is
bounded in L?(H,p), and hence it is bounded in L7(H, ), moreover D(f,e V) = Df,e Y —
fnDU e7Y. Once again, || D f, e~Y| is bounded in L?(H, 1), while the second addendum f,, DU e~V

satisfies B o
q —q)/q
[impvetioaes ([ gean) ([ 1ovpre-oa)
H H H

(2—-9)/q
1l ( [, 1DUIPd)

so that it is bounded in LY(H, p).

Since the embedding VVO1 “(H,pu) C LI(H,p) is compact [5], there exists a subsequence that
converges in LI(H,p) and a further subsequence that converges pointwise p-a.e. and also v-a.e,
since v is absolutely continuous with respect to pu. O

2.3. Moreau—Yosida approximations. An important tool in our analysis are the Moreau—
Yosida approximations of U defined for o > 0 by

r— 2
Ua(z) = inf{U(y) Loy

,yGH}, v e H. (2.9)

We recall that U,(z) < U(x) and U,(z) converges monotonically to U(z) for each x as a — 0.
Moreover, each U, is differentiable at any point, DU, is Lipschitz continuous, and || DU, || converges
monotonically to ||DoU]|, at any x such that the subdifferential of U(z) is not empty. Here, DoU (z)
is the element with minimal norm in the subdifferential of U(z). At such points we have

|DUa () = DoU (@)[* < |DoU (2)[|* — || DUa(2)|1%; (2.10)
see, for example, [4, Chapter 2]. If in addition U € C?, then DU = DU, and we have convergence

of the second order derivatives, as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 2.11. Let U : H +— R be convex and C?. Then lim,_,o D*U,(x) = D?*U(x) in L(H) for
allx € H.
7



Proof. For each z € H set yo(x) = (I + aDU)~!(x), so that
Yo(2) + aDU (ya(x)) = x, (2.11)

and by [4, Chapter 2],
DU, (x) = DU (y4)- (2.12)

Since U is convex, then (DU (x) — DU (yq(x)), DU (yo(x))) = (DU (x) — DU (yo(x)),x — yao(z))
> 0. Taking the scalar product with DU (ys(z)) yields |[DU(ya(2))| < [|DU(2)|/(1 — «), and
letting o — 0 in (2.IT]) we get

1in%ya(x) =z, VzeH

a—r

Now it is clear that y, is of class C!, and differentiating (Z.I1)) yields
Yo () + aD*U(ya())yp () = I. (2.13)
Since U is convex,

Iy (@)l ey <1,
so that, letting o — 0 in (ZI3) and recalling that D?U is continuous, we obtain

. / o
lim o (z) = L.

On the other hand, differentiating identity (ZI12)) gives D?U,(x) = D?U(yq(z)) -y, (x) which yields
the statement. O

3. ELLIPTIC PROBLEMS

This section is devoted to the main result of the paper. In Section 3.1 we prove existence and
uniqueness of a weak solution u of equation (LI]). Section 3.2 is devoted to the particular case
that DU is Lipschitz continuous. This is an intermediate step in order to prove in Section 3.3 that
under Hypothesis 2.1l we have

we W (H,v)nwh?

1/2(H7V)'

In Section 3.4 we show that if in addition U is twice continuously differentiable then
/ (DU (z) Du(x), Du(x)) v(dz) < oo
H

3.1. Weak solutions. We consider a Kolmogorov operator defined on ’J"Gg (H) by

1 1 _
K =5 Tr [D¢] + 5 (2,Q7' D) — (DU (x), Dy). (3.1)
Using the partial derivatives Dy and Dy, K may be rewritten as
1 o
=35> Dipl) - —ZA o Dypla ZDkU ) Dip().
k=1 k=1

The measure v enjoys the following important symmetrizing property:

Proposition 3.1. For all ¢ € FC2(H), ¢ € FCL(H) we have

1
/HngmﬁdV: —5 /H<D<,0, Da)dv. (3.2)

8



Proof. Recalling (2.2]) we get

1 > 1 o0
5/11;Dkk90($)¢(33) dv = —5/11;Dk<p(:n)Dk¢(x) dv

<[ S (DL (@) Dol )+ gynDula)) dvy
k=1

and the conclusion follows (note that all series are finite sums in our case). O

Let f € L*(H,v), A > 0. Taking into account formula [@.2]), we say that v € WLY2(H,v) is a
weak solution of equation (L]) if we have

1
)\/ ugpdu—l——/(Du,Dgo)du:/ fodv, Yoe WY (H,v). (3.3)
H 2 Ju H

Since FC}(H) is dense in W12(H,v), it is enough that the above equality is satisfied for every
¢ € FCL(H).

The function A : (WH2(H,v))? — R, A(u,¢) = X [yuedy + % fH (Du, D) dv is bilinear,
continuous and coercive, while the function F : Wh2(H,v) — R, F(p) = | [ edv, is linear
and continuous. By the Lax-Milgram theorem there exists a unique u E I/V1 2(H,v) such that
A(u,p) = F(p) for each ¢ € WH2(H,v); namely equation (LI has a unique weak solution
u € WH2(H,v).

We denote by K : D(K) C L*(H,v) — L*(H,v) the operator associated to the quadratic form
A in WH2(H,v). So, the domain D(K) consists of all u € WY2(H,v) such that there exists
v € L?(H,v) satisfying

1
§/H<DU, D) dv = —(v,0) 12(m )

for all ¢ € WH2(H, v), or equivalently for all ¢ € EFG;(H). In this case, v = Ku. The weak solution
u to () belongs to D(K), and it is just (A — K)~!f.

Remark 3.2. We have FC2(H) C D(K). In fact, for u € FCZ(H), integrating by parts we obtain

3 | (DuDear = [ (Xu@)p(aptao) (3.4)

for all ¢ € FCL(H). Here Xu € L?(H, v) since it consists of the sum of a finite number of addenda,
each of them in L?(H,v). Hence, u € D(K) and Ku = Xu.

To study the domain of K it is convenient to introduce a family of approximating problems,
with U replaced by its Moreau—Yosida approximations U, defined in (2.9). Since DU, is Lipschitz
continuous, in the next section we consider the case of functions U with Lipschitz gradient.

3.2. The case of Lipschitz continuous DU. Here we assume that U : H — R is a differentiable
convex function bounded from below and with Lipschitz continuous gradient. Since DU is Lipschitz,
it has at most linear growth, and U has at most quadratic growth. Therefore, it satisfies Hypothesis

21
The aim of this section is to show that for every f € L?(H,v) the weak solution to (ILT]) belongs

to W22(H,v) N Wlf/2(H, v) and the estimate

A/ |Du|2dl/—|——/ Tr [(D2u)2]dy+/ \|Q_1/2Du\|2dy+/ (D*UDu, Du)du§4/ f2dv (3.5)
H 2/u H H H
holds.



Note that U ¢ W*2(H, i) in general. The term (D?UDu, Du) in the last integral is meant as
follows: since H is separable, and p is non degenerate, by [21, Theorem 6] DU : H +— H is Gateaux
differentiable v almost everywhere. The Gateaux second order derivatives DpU are bounded by
a constant independent of h, k, since DU is Lipschitz continuous so that the Lipschitz constant
of each DU is bounded by a constant independent of k. Since u € w2 (H,v) the double series

—1/2
Zh’k Dy UDpuDyu is well defined and belongs to L'(H,v). Indeed,

o] 2 00 2
(X inwl) = XA I0ain) <l 2puP e

k=1 k=1

o0
Z DyUDpuDiu
h,k=1

Moreover, we shall show that the weak solution is also a strong solution in the Friedrichs sense.

Definition 3.3. A function u € L*(H,v) is called strong solution (in the Friedrichs sense) to
(@) if there is a sequence (u,) of FC2(H) functions that converge to w in L?*(H,v) and such that
Ny, — Ky, — f in L2(H,v).

In fact, we begin with the strong solution. The procedure is the following: we show that the
operator X : FCJ(H) — L?(H,v) is dissipative, so that it is closable. Then we show that (A —
XK)(FC3(H)) is dense in L(H,v) for every A > 0. This implies that the closure X of X generates
a contraction semigroup in L?(H,v), and FC}(H) is a core, that is, it is dense in D(X) endowed
with the graph norm. In particular, for every f € L?(H,v) and A > 0, equation (LI]) has a unique
solution u € D(X), which is a strong solution by definition. Then we show that D(X) C W22(H,v)
and that (3:5]) holds. Eventually, we prove that the strong solution coincides with the weak solution.

3.2.1. K : FC}(H) — L?(H,v) is dissipative. This is just a simple consequence of the integration
formula (3.4)), taking u = ¢ € FC3(H).

3.2.2. (M — K)(FC(H)) is dense in L?(H,v). We shall approach every element f € FC°(H) by
functions g of the type g = Av — Ko, first with with v € FCZ(H) and then with with v € FCJ(H).
This will be done using existence and regularity results for differential equations in finite dimensions.
Since FC°(H) is dense in L?(H,v), our aim will be achieved.

We recall that P, is the orthogonal projection on the linear span of eq,...,e,. We identify
P,(H) with R", by the obvious isomorphism R" — P,,(H), { = Y ;_; &geg. The induced Gaussian
measure in R" is just N g g, where @, = diag(A1,...,\y).

For any function v : H — R we identify v o P, with the function v, : R" — R, v,(&) :=
v(>p_q &ker). In particular, we identify U o P, : H ~ R with the function U, : R" — R,
Un(§) == U(> 5 &ker). Uy is convex and DU, is Lipschitz continuous, and hence U,, belongs to
W22(R™ dE) C WE(R", N g,).

For A > 0 let us consider the problem

Ay, — Loy, + (DU, Dvy,) = fn, (3.6)
where the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator £ in R™ is defined by

Lo(€) = 5 3 (Dupl€) ~ Ng'GDip(€), € R
k=1

Since DUy, is Lipschitz continuous, (3.0) has a unique solution v, € Jyeo,1) CZT*(R™). A reference
is |20, Theorem 1]. In fact [20, Theorem 1] deals with large \’s, but a standard application of the

maximum principle (e.g., [20, Lemma 2.4]) and of the Schauder estimates of [20, Theorem 1] show
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that ([B.6)) is uniquely solvable in C’EJFG(R") for each A > 0. Moreover, an estimate for the first order
derivatives of vy,

1
HDvallloo < D fal llsc, (3.7)

follows from the well known probabilistic representation formula for v,,,

0a(€) = /0 T eNE(F(Xa(1,0))dt, € € R, (3.8)

Xp(t, &) being the solution to the stochastic ode in R"

Xn(07 6) =¢,

where W,,(t) = P,W (t) is a standard Brownian motion in R™. Indeed, ([B.7) follows taking into
account that

d(Xn(t,l‘) - Xn(t7y)) = _%(Qr_zl(Xn(tv$) - Xn(t7y))dt - (DUn(Xn(tv$)) - DUn(Xn(tvy))dt

so that X, (-, z)— X, (-, y) is almost surely differentiable, and taking the scalar product by X, (¢, z)—
Xn(t,y) we get 4| X, (t,2) — Xn(t,y)||> < 0, by the monotonicity of DU,,. This implies || X, (¢, z) —
Xn(t, )|l < llz -yl and consequently |vy,(z) — vy, (y)| < || fallLipllz — ylI/A.

Going back to infinite dimensions, we set

Vo(x) := vy (21, ...,2,), x€ H. (3.9)
Then V,, € FC3(H), and
AV, =XV, = foP,+ (DU —-D(UoPR,),DV,), (3.10)

where f o P, = f for n large enough, since f is cylindrical. The right-hand side converges to f as
n — oo since estimate (B.7)) implies

[(DU(z) = D(U o Fy)(x), DVy; (x))] < %:gg IDF)IHIDU () — DU o Py)(x)]|

which goes to 0 pointwise, since DU is continuous, and in L*(H,v) by the dominated convergence
theorem, since

DU o Po) ()| < [DUlLip| Paz|| + [[DU0)[| < [DU]Lipll2]| + DU (0)],

for each n € N. Therefore, \V,, — XV, converges to f in L%(H,v), which implies that (A —
K)(FC2(H)) is dense in L*(H,v).

This will be used later, in the proof of Proposition B.8 however, it is not enough for our aims.
This is because next formula (3.20]), which is the starting point of all our optimal estimates, is
obtained differentiating Au — Xu for a cylindrical u, and we need that v has third order derivatives.
So, we shall approximate using ?@g’ functions instead of only ?@g functions.

To be able to use regularity theorems for elliptic equations in R™ that yield C® solutions, we need
regular coefficients, so we approach U, in a standard way by convolution with smooth mollifiers.
Precisely, we fix once and for all a function § € C2°(R"™) with support contained in the ball B(0,1)
of center 0 and radius 1, such that [p, 6(£)d¢ =1, and for € > 0 we set

Un(§) = . Un(§ —ey)f(y)dy, & €R™
11



Then U, is smooth and convex, and DU is Lipschitz continuous. Moreover,

[DUR(§) — DU, (§)] =

[ 0U.©) - DU e~ p)piwy

(3.11)
< elDUJuiy | B0}y < <[PV iy < elDULLsye € R
For A > 0 and € > 0 let us consider the problem
M5, — Lvg, + (DU, Dus) = fo. (3.12)

As before, since DUy are Lipschitz continuous, ([3.12)) has a unique solution vy, € ¢ 1) CEH(RM),
again by [20, Theorem 1]. The functions v: are represented by

Ve () = / e ME(f(XE (2, 1)), (3.13)

0

where X¢(t, z) is the solution to the stochastic ode
dXe(t,x) = —1Q ' X°(t,x)dt — DUS (X (t,x))dt + dWy(t),
X¢(0,2) = x,

and W, (t) is a standard Brownian motion in R™. The representation formula (3.13) yields the sup
norm estimates

1
[65l100 < 5 allos (3.14)
1
1D oo < 11 DSl o (3.15)

(BI4) is immediate, while ([3I5) follows arguing as in the proof of ([B8.7), since DUS is monotonic
as well.

We want to show that v5 € CP(R™). Since DU is smooth, then v$ belongs to C*(R") by local
elliptic regularity, and we need only to prove that its third order derivatives are bounded. To this
end we differentiate both sides of ([B12]) with respect to x;, getting
1
i
The right-hand side is Holder continuous and bounded. Applying once again the Schauder Theorem
[20, Theorem1] we obtain D;v5 € CZT*(R™) for each a € (0,1). In particular, v, € C3(R™).

Let us go back to infinite dimensions and set

Vi(x) = (1, xn), W (x)=U:(21,...,2,), x€ H. (3.16)
Then V€ FC3(H) and

ADvE — LD;v5 + — Divs + (DUE, D(D;vs)) = Dif, — (D(D;US), Due).

AVE — KVE = fo B, + (DU — DWE, DV,,). (3.17)
Concerning the right-hand side, taking into account ([BI5) and (BI1]), we get
(DU (2) — DU, (), DVy; ()]

< ssupyey [DFW)I(IDU(z) = DU o Py) ()| + | D(U o Py)(x) — DU, ()|

< s supyey [DFW)I(IDU(x) — D(U o Po)(@)]| + e[DU] Lip(x))
12



so that 9
1
(DU = DU, DV s < (5500 DS )
yeH

.2</H||DU—D(UoPn)H2d1/+(5[DU]LZ-p(X))2>,

where the first integral [, |[DU — D(U o P,)||*dv vanishes as n — oo, as we already remarked.
Therefore, ||(DU — DU, DV;7)|| 21, is as small as we wish provided we take n large and ¢ small,
and the same holds for A\V,; — KV — f.

Summarizing, we have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. The closure X of the operator X : ff’(‘)i’(H) — L2(H,v) is m-dissipative, so
that it generates a strongly continuous contraction semigroup in L>(H,v). In particular, for every

A >0 and f € L?(H,v) problem (LI)) has a unique strong solution u, that is: there is a sequence
(un) C FCH(H) such that un, — u and Au, — Ku, — f in L*(H,v).

3.2.3. W22(H,v) regularity of the strong solution and other estimates. To prove our estimates it
is sufficient to consider functions u € FCJ(H), which is dense in the domain of XK. So, we fix
u € FCI(H), A > 0, and we set

Au— Ku = f.
Estimates on u and on Du in terms of f are elementary. They are obtained multiplying both sides
by u and taking into account (B:2I).

Lemma 3.5. We have )
/ (M? + =||Dul*)dv = / uf dv,
H 2 H

and therefore

/uzalygi / f2dv (3.18)
H A Ju

2
/HHDqudng /Hf%zy. (3.19)

Estimates on the second order derivatives are less obvious. They are a consequence of the
following proposition.

and

Proposition 3.6. For each u € FC}(H) we have

1 1
/\/H\|Du||2dy+§/HTr[(Dzu)2]du+E/H\|Q_1/2Du\|2dy
(3.20)
+/ <D2UDu,Du>du:/(Du,Df)dl/zZ/ (Au— f)[fdv.
H H H

Proof. As in Section B.2.2] we differentiate the equality Au — Ku = f with respect to z;, then we
multiply by D;u and sum up. We obtain

00 o Dz 2 00
A[Dul® = > (KDju) D+ ( 2;) + > DyjUDuDju = (Df, Du),
i=1 ¢

i=1

ij=1

where the series are in fact finite sums. Integrating on H and taking (B.I) into account, (3:20)

follows. O
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As a corollary of Lemma and Proposition we obtain estimates on the strong solution to
(CI.
Proposition 3.7. Let A\ > 0, f € L*(H,v) and let u be the strong solution to (LI). Then
we W*(H,v) N Wi (H,v), and

1 1
A/ ||Du\|2du+—/ Tr[(D2u)2]dy+—/ ||Q_1/2Du||2du+/ <D2UDu,Du>du§4/ f2dv.
H 2 /g 2 /g H H

(3.21)
In addition, if f € FC°(H), then u is v—essentially bounded, and we have
1
ess sup |u(x)] < 3 Sup |f(x)]. (3.22)

reH r€H

Proof. Let u; € FC3(H) approach u in D(X). By estimate BI9), Du; — Du in L?(H,v; H). By
Proposition B.6] equality ([B.20) holds, with u; replacing u, and f; := Auj; — Ku; replacing f. Then,

A / | Duy |2 + / Tr [(D%u;)2)dv + / 1Q V2 Du |2
Jis 2 /g 2 )y

T /H (DU Du;, Duj)dv < 2 /H (s — ) f5 dv < 41651220,

while by B.I8) we have A|ujl|z2(p,) < [ fjll2(m,)- Since fj — f in L*(H,v) as j — oo, (u;) is
a Cauchy sequence in W22(H,v) and in Wi’lz/z(H, v). So, u belongs to such spaces, and letting
Jj — oo estimate (3.21]) follows.

To prove the last statement, for f € FC°(H) we approach v by the functions used in the proof
of Proposition 3.4l Then ([B.22)) follows from (B.14)), taking into account that for a suitable sequence
(Jk)s (uj,) converges to u, v-a.e. O

3.2.4. Weak = strong. For A\ > 0 and f € L?(H,v) let u be the strong solution to (II)) given by
Proposition B4l Let u, € FC3(H) be such that u, — u and f,, := Ay, — Ku,, — f in L2(H,v). As
we remarked in the proof of Proposition B.7, u, — u in WY2(H, v).

Fix ¢ € FCL(H). Multiplying both sides of Au, — Ku, = f, by ¢, integrating over H and
recalling (3:2]), we obtain

)\/ ungpdu+1/(Dun,Dgp>dV:/ fnpdy.
H 2 Ju H

Letting n — oo yields that w is the weak solution to (LII). So, weak and strong solutions to (L.II)
do coincide.

As a consequence of coincidence of strong and weak solutions we obtain a probabilistic repre-
sentation formula for the weak solution to (LIJ). Let W(t) be any H-valued cylindrical Wiener
process defined in a probability space (2, F,P). A construction of such a process may be found, for
example, in [12] Section 4.3]. For each x € H consider the stochastic differential equation

dX = (AX — DU(X))dt +dW (t), X(0)=z. (3.23)
We recall that a mild solution to [3.23)) is a F; adapted, H-continuous process that satisfies

t t

X(t) = ety — / DA DI (X (5))ds + / (DAGI(s), 1> 0,
0 0

where F; is the natural filtration of W (¢). Existence and uniqueness of a mild solution to (3:23])

follow, for example, from [I3, Theorem 5.5.8]; see also Remark 5.5.7 of [13].
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Proposition 3.8. For A >0 and f € Cy(H), let u be the weak solution to (LI). Then

u = /+Oo e MEF(X(t,-))dt. (3.24)
0

Proof. As a first step, let f € FC°(H), let V,, be the functions defined in B3] and set f, :=
AV, — KV,,. In Section we have shown that lim, .. f, = f in L?(H,v). Therefore, u =
R\ K)f =limyo0 R(A, K) f, = limy, 00 Vi, On the other hand, we have V,,(z) = v, (z1, ..., 2,),
where the functions v, solve ([3.6). This implies that V,, satisfies

Va(x) = /0+00 e MEF(X,(t,x))dt, =€ H, (3.25)

where X, is the mild solution to
dX, = (AX,, — D(U o P,)(Xy))dt +dW(t), X,(0)=P,x, (3.26)

and for every t > 0, x € X we have lim,,_,o X, (t,2) = X(t,2), a.s. Letting n — oo in ([B.25),
the left-hand side goes to u in L?(H,v). The right-hand side converges to f0+°O e MEF(X (t,x))dt
pointwise and in L?(H,v) by the dominated convergence theorem. Indeed, for each z € H and
t > 0 we have lim,_,o f(X,(t,2)) = f(X(t,2)) as., and |f(Xn(t,2))| < || flleo. Therefore, the
statement holds if f € FCp°(H).

If f € Cy(H), it is possible to approach it, pointwise and in L?(H,v), by a sequence (f,) of
functions belonging to FC}°(H). For instance, one can take approximations by convolution of
foP,. Then, u, := R(\, K)f, satisfy [3.24]) with f replaced by f, and converge to u = R(\, K)f
in L?(H,v). The right-hand sides converge to f0+°° e MEF(X(t,-))dt in L?(H,v), again by the
dominated convergence theorem, and the statement follows. O

3.3. The general case. Here we apply the results of Section to prove our main result.

Theorem 3.9. Under Hypothesis (21, for every A\ > 0 and f € L*(H,v), the weak solution u to
@) belongs to W22(H,v) N W2 (H,v), and it satisfies

—1/2
2 1 2 2 2 2
u dy < — fedv, | Dul|“dv < — fedv, (3.27)
H A H H A H
1
—/ Tr [(D?u)?] du—i—/ \|Q‘1/2Du||2du§4/ f2dv. (3.28)
2 Ju H H

Proof. Let U, be the Moreau—Yosida approximations of U, defined in (Z.9]). Since DU, is Lipschitz
continuous, we may use the results of Sections B.2.3] [3.2.4] for problem

Mg — Lug, + (DUy, Duy) = f. (3.29)

Let Zo = [ e~ 2Va@) y(dz) and v, = e 2Yop/Z,. Fix any f € FC°(H), A > 0, and let u, be the
strong solution to ([3.29)) in the space L*(H,v,). By Lemma 3.5

1 2
[teedns 5 [ et [ DulPeais [ et (330)

and by Proposition 3.7,
1

1
—/ Tr [(Dzua)2]e_2U“d,u+—/ QY2 Dug|?e 2V dp
2J)m 2J)m

(3.31)

+/ (D?U,Dug, Dug)e2Yedy §4/ f2e aqy,
H H
15



The right-hand sides of ([B30) and (B31]) are bounded by a constant independent of «, since
U, > inf U so that

/H e 2Uady < || f]2e 2. (3.32)

Since U, < U, then eV < e72Ya and it follows that u, € W22(H,v) and their W??(H,v) norms
are bounded by a constant independent of a. A sequence (u,,, ), with lim,_,~ «, = 0, converges
weakly in W22(H,v) and in Wif /2(H ,v) to a limit function denoted by u. Letting n — oo yields
that u satisfies (3.27) and ([B28]). Our aim is to show that u coincides with the weak solution to

(CI). For every n we have
1
)\/ Ugy,, goe_w“”d,u + 5/ (Dug,, , Do) e~ 2Uan dp = / fgpe_zU“n du, ¢ € H’Gé(H).
H H H

Letting n — oo, the right-hand side converges to |’ gl we 2Udy. Let us split the left-hand side as

1 -
/H()‘uan ¢ + 5(Dua,, Dp))e Wen dyy =

1 - 1 - ~
B /H()‘u&n ¢ + 5(Dua,, Dp))e Yy + /H (Mta, ¢ + 5(Dtta,, D)) (1 — € A 2en )= 2Von gy,

The first integral converges to [,;(Auy + %(Du,Dgp))e_sz,u. We claim that the second integral
too vanishes as n — oco. Indeed, by the Holder inequality with respect to the measure e 2Vendy,
its modulus is bounded by

1 1/2 1/2
( /H (Mta, 0 +§<Duan,Deo>>2e‘2Uandu> ( /H <1—e‘zU”Ua")?e—?U%du)

1 B B 1/2
< el (Pt s+ 311D ) [ (3= 7205200 2]
Recalling ([8.32]), (8:30) implies now that

1
IMan |2 .e-20an 1wy + 511 Do [l 22 (g1,6-2van

— e 2U+2Uan)2¢=2Van qy; vanishes as

is bounded by a constant independent of n. Moreover | (1
n — oo by the dominated convergence theorem, and the claim is proved.

Therefore, u satisfies [B3)) for every ¢ € FCL(H), and hence it is the weak solution to (L.

If f € L?(H,v), there is a sequence of FC°(H) functions that converge to f in L?(H,v). The
sequence (R(\, K)fi) of the weak solutions to (LI with f replaced by f converge to the weak

solution u = R(\, K)f of (), and it is a Cauchy sequence in W22(H,v) and in Wi’fp(H, v) by

estimate (3:28). Then v € W22(H,v) N Wi’lz/z(H, v), and it satisfies ([3.28)]) too. O

3.4. Another maximal estimate. Under further assumptions we may recover the full estimate
on Du that holds in the case that DU is Lipschitz continuous. In fact, we shall show below that

/H (D*U Du, Du)dv < 4 /H fPdv, (3.33)

in the case where U € C?(H), while in Section 4.2 it will be proved in a specific example with
U ¢ C?*(H). Here and in the following, we denote by C?(H) the space of the twice Fréchet
differentiable functions from H to R, with continuous second order derivative.
We need a preliminary result.
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Lemma 3.10. Under Hypothesis [21), for each f € Cy(H) there is a,, — 0 such that us, — u in
WY2(H,v) as n — oo.

Proof. We already know that there exists a sequence (u,, ) weakly convergent to u in Wh2(H,v).
So, it is enough to show that

lim sup [ua,, [wi2(m) < [ulwizim,)- (3.34)

n— oo

for some equivalent norm | - [yp1,2(g7,) in WL2(H,v).
By Lemma we have

1 - —_
| O P+ 510, [P)e o ds = [ fu, e
H H

We claim that the right-hand side converges to Z |’ g fudv as n — oo. In fact we have

/ fuane_ﬂ]a" d,u = / fuane_2Ud,u + / fuan(l — €2U°‘"—2U)€_2Ua” d,u,
H H H

where the first addendum tends to Z | 7 Judv, and the second one is estimated by

‘/]_] fuan(l _ e2Uan—2U)e—2UandM‘ S HfHOOHuan||L2(H7672U(¥7L‘u,) /I\{(l — €2Uan_2U)2e—2Uandu’

which vanishes as n — oo because ||uq,, || 12(g,c~2Van ) is bounded and
lim [ (1 — e2Von=2U)2e72Van gy —

by the the dominated convergence theorem.
Therefore we have

limsup/ (M2, + 3| Dua, [2)e 2 dpt < limsup/ (Mt |2 + 1 Dt )2V dps = z/ Fudy.
H n—o0 H H

n—oo

Moreover
| sudv= [ o+ §1Dul)ar
H H
so that
1
limsup/ ()\\uan\2 + %HDuanHz)dz/ < / ()\u2 + —HDUH2)CZV,

n— o0 H H 2

and ([B.34) follows. O

Now we can prove estimate (3.33)).

Theorem 3.11. Let U be a C? function satisfying Hypothesis [Z1. Then [B33) is fulfilled for all
feL*H,v).

Proof. Since Cy(H) is dense in L?*(H,v) it is sufficient to prove (3:33) when f € Cy(H). In this
case, let a,, — 0 be such that u,, — u in W2(H,v) (Lemma BI0). Then Du,, — Du in
L?(H,v; H) and so (possibly replacing () by a subsequence) Duy,, (x) — Du(x) for almost all z.
Using Lemma [2.17] for these x we have

lim (D*Uy,, (z) Dua, (z), Duq, (x))e~ V") = (DU (z) Du(x), Du(x))e "),

n—00
17



and by Fatou’s Lemma,

/<D2U(az)Du(az),D(az)>duz/(DQU(x)Du(x),D(x)>e—2U(w)du
H H

<liminf [ (DU, (z)Duq, (), Dug, (z))e~2Van @ dy

n— o0 H

<Aliminf | f2e Wandy = 4/ f2dv.
H

n— oo H

4. PERTURBATIONS

The regularity results and estimates of Section 3 open the way to new results for nonsymmetric
Kolmogorov operators, by perturbation. Here we consider the operator K; in the space L*(H,v)
defined by

D(K,)=D(K), Kv:=Kv+ (B(z),Dv(z)) (4.1)
with a (possibly) nongradient field B : H — H.

We shall give two perturbation results, the first one in the general case (Section 4.1) and the
second one in the case where the weak solution to (L) satisfies (:33]) (Section 4.2). In both cases
we shall use the next proposition and a part of its proof.

Proposition 4.1. Let A be a self-adjoint dissipative operator in L?>(H,v), and let B : D(A)
L?(H,v) be a linear operator such that

I1Bol[72 51,y < all AV Zegr,) + b0l 2, v € D(A), (4.2)
for some a < 1/(/241)? and b > 0. Then the operator
Ay : D(A) — L*(H,v), A= Av+ Bu
generates an analytic semigroup in L*(H,v).

Proof. Let us denote by X = L?(H,v;C) the complexification of L?(H,v) and by A the complexi-
fication of A, A(u+iv) = Au+ ¢Av. Then the spectrum of A is contained in (—oo,0] and we have
H)\R()\,A)HL(X) < 1/cos(0/2) for A € C\ (—o0,0], with § = arg A\. Hence, for ReA > 0 we have
AR Al g0 < V2.

A standard general perturbation result for analytic semigroups in Banach spaces states that if the
generator A of an analytic semigroup in a complex Banach space X satisfies [ AR(A, A)|lgx) < M
for Re A > w, then for any linear perturbation B : D(A) — X that satisfies

[Bullx < erl|Av||x + callv]|x, v € D(A),

with ¢y < 1/(M + 1) and c2 € R, the sum A+ B : D(A) — X generates an analytic semigroup in
X. We write down a proof, which will be used later.

For Re A > w the resolvent equation Au — (A + B)u = f is equivalent (setting \u — Au = v) to
the fixed point problem v = Tv, with T': X — X, Tv = BR(A, A)v + f. We have

coM
[Tv]| < e [ARA, Aol + e2| RN, Aol < er (M + 1)]Jvf| + ﬁHUH, velX
Fix wy > w such that C :=¢;(M + 1) + coM/wy < 1. Then for every A in the halfplane Re A > wy
T is a contraction with constant C, the equation v = T'v has a unique solution v € X and |jv|| <
IIf1]/(1 — C), and the resolvent equation Au — Aju = f has a unique solution u = R(X, A)v with
llul| < M||f]]/IN(1 — C), and the statement follows.
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In our case we can take w = 0 and M = /2. Assumption [E2) implies that || Bv|jyx < /@ Av|x+
Vb|[v||x, for every v € D(A), so we require a < 1/(v/2 + 1)2. Once we know that A + B generates
an analytic semigroup T'(t) in L?(H,v;C), it is sufficient to remark that the restriction of T(t) to
L?(H,v) preserves L?(H,v), and it is an analytic semigroup in L?(H,v). O

4.1. First perturbation.
Proposition 4.2. Let U satisfy Hypothesis [21. Let B : H — H be u-measurable (hence, v-

measurable) and such that there exist ¢1 € (0,1/2(v/2 4+ 1)), c2 > 0 such that for a.e. x € H we
have

(B(),y)| < el Qyll + e2llyll, v € QV*(H). (4.3)
Then the operator K1 defined in @) generates an analytic semigroup in L*(H,v). In particular,
there exist A\g > 0, C > 0 such that for every A\ > X\g and for every f € L?(H,v) the equation
M — Kqv = f has a unique solution v € D(K), and

Ivllpiry < Clf L2,y
Proof. In view of Proposition 4], it is sufficient to show that the operator B defined in D(K) by
Bu(z) = (B(z), Du(z)), =€ H,

satisfies estimate

HBUH%Z(HV < a| KvllZa,) + 0100721,y v € D(E), (4.4)
for some a < (v/2 +1)72. We note that for every u € D(K) we have
/ | Dul]?dv < 4)\/ wldy 4 — / (Ku)?dv, VA>0, (4.5)
/ 1Q Y2 Duldv < 4/ (Ku)?dv. (4.6)
H H

Estimate ([A35]) follows from (327, taking f = Au — Ku. Estimate ([£6]) follows from (3.28) taking
again f = \u — Ku, and letting A — 0. Using (@3] and (Z.0]), for each € € (0,1) and X > 0 we get

/ (B, Du)’dv < / (c1|Q"V2Dull + es| Dul])?dv
H H

1
< C%(l + 6)/ \|Q_1/2Du\|2du + c% (1 + —> / ||Du\|2dy
H € H
2 2 2 1 2 4 2
<dci(l+4¢) | (Ku)?dv+cs|1+ = (4N [ vdv+ — [ (Ku)dv
H € H AJu

Since 4¢? < 1/(v/2+ 1)2, there is e > 0 such that 4¢?(1 +¢) < 1/(v/2 +1)%. Fixed such ¢, choose A
big enough, such that a := 4c?(1 +¢) +4c3(1+1/e)/A < 1/(v/2+1)2. With these choices estimate
([@3) is satisfied with a < 1/(y/2 + 1)2, and the statement follows from Proposition E1l O

Remark 4.3. The assumptions of Proposition [4.2] are satisfied if z — Q*B(z) € L*>°(H,v; H) for
some a < 1/2. Indeed, in this case for y € Q/?(H) and a.e. = € H, we have

(B(x),y)| = (QB(2), Q9| < IQ*B() |l (ElQ™ 2yl + c(e)llyl), = € H, e >0,
and choosing ¢ small enough, [@3) is satisfied with ¢; < 1/2(v/2 — 1).

In the case that z — QY?B(x) € L*®°(H,v; H) we need some restriction in order that the
assumptions of Proposition be satisfied. For instance, they are satisfied if B = B; + Bs, with
By € L®(H,v; H) and Q2B € L®(H,v; H), ||Q?Bsloo < 1 < 1/2(v/2 +1).
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4.2. Second perturbation. In the case that U € C?(H) we have also estimate (3.33]), which is
useful when

(D*U(2)y,y) = C@)llyl*, =,y € H, (4.7)

and the function C'(z) is unbounded from above [if C' is bounded from above, (333 does not add
much information to (B27)].

Proposition 4.4. Let U € C%(H) satisfy Hypothesis [21. Assume moreover that (@) holds for
some unbounded C(x) and that for every X > 0 and f € L*(H,v) the weak solution u to (L))
satisfies (B.33)). Moreover, let B : H — H be p-measurable and such that there exist ¢1, ca, ¢z >0
with ¢2 4+ ¢ < 1/8(v/2 +1)2, and for a.e. x € H, we have

(B(x),9)| < e1l|Q"?yll + e2/C@)lyll + esllyll, v € Q' (H). (4.8)

Then the operator K1 defined in [&I)) generates an analytic semigroup in L*(H,v). In particular,
there exist A\g > 0, C > 0 such that for every A\ > g and for every f € L?*(H,v) the equation
M — Kyjv = f has a unique solution v € D(K), and

Ivllpry < Clfllp2ee,)-
Proof. We argue as in the proof of Proposition 21 Here, besides estimates (D) and (4]), we also

use

/ (D?U Du, Du)dv < 4 / (Ku)?dv, u€ D(K), (4.9)
H H

which follows from ([B33) taking f = Au — Ku and letting A\ — 0. By (4.8]) for each u € D(K) we
have

/(B,Du>2d1/§/(clHQ_l/2DuH—i—czx/C(a;)HDuH+03|]DuH)2dV.
H H

Using the inequalities (a + b+ ¢)? < a?(2 4+ ¢) +b%(2 +¢) + (1 4 2/¢) for each ¢ € (0,1), and

/C(g;)HDuH?dug/<D2UDu,Du>dug4/(Ku)2du
H H H

that follows from (7)) and (£9)), we obtain, recalling (4.3]) and (4.6,

/ (B, Du)?dv <

H

2
SC?(2+€)/ \IQ‘1/2DUH2dV+C§(2+€)/ C($)||DUI|2dV+C§<1+E>/ | Dul|*dv
H H H

<43+ ) +s)/H(Ku)2du+c§ (1 + §> <4A/Hu2dy+§/H(Ku)2dy>.

As in the proof of Proposition £.2] we may choose € small and then A large, in such a way that for
every u € D(K), we have [, (B, Du)’dv < a [;;(Ku)?dv + b [,; u*dv with a < 1/(v/2 + 1)?, and
the statement follows from Proposition [4.11 O

Remark 4.5. Assumption (L8] is satisfied if B = By + B, where z — Q*By(z) € L*(H,v; H)
for some a € [1/2) and there are b < 1/2(2 +/2), ¢ > 0 such that || By(z)|| < bC(z) + ¢ for almost
every x € H.

Theorem B.I1] allows to use Proposition 4] when U € C?(H). In some specific examples the
result of Proposition @4] holds when U is not C?, but belongs to a suitable Sobolev space. See

Section 5.2.
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We emphasize that the domain of the perturbed operator K; coincides with D(K). Therefore,
under the assumptions of Proposition [£.2] for every u € D(K;) we have

u € W(H,v), / |A™Y2 Du|?dv < oo,
H
and if the assumptions of Proposition [£.4] hold, then for every u € D(K;) we have also
/ (D*UDu, Du) dv < oo.
H

An important feature of the semigroup generated by K is positivity preserving. If B = 0, that
is K1 = K, Lemma 27 implies that K satisfies the Beurling-—Deny conditions that yield positivity
preserving (e.g., [I5l Sections 1.3, 1.4]).

Proposition 4.6. Let the assumptions of Proposition[4.9 or of Proposition hold, and let \g be
given by Proposition [[.8 or[f.4} Then for every A\ > \g and f € L?*(H,v) such that f(z) >0 a.e.,
R\ Ky)f(z) >0 ae.

Proof. Let us introduce the approximations
Bn(l‘) = nR(n, A)B(:E)Il{er: |B(z)|<n}> T E N, z € H,

that are p-measurable and bounded in H.
If the assumptions of Proposition hold, then each B,, satisfies (£.2]) with the same constants
a, b of B. Indeed, since ||[nR(n, A)|[¢m) < 1, then for every x € H and y € QY?(H) we have

[(Bn(2),y)| = (B(x),nR(n, A)y) [ Mwen: |Ba)j<ny < alQ7nR(n, A)yl| + b[nR(n, A)y|

= allnR(n, A)Q™y|| + b[nR(n, A)y|| < allQ™"?yll + bllyl.

Similarly, if the assumptions of Proposition fE4lhold, then B, satisfies (L8] with the same constants
c1, ¢, c3 as B. Moreover B,, converges to B v-a.e., since

Bp(xz) — B(z) = nR(n,A)B(z) — B(x) if |B(z)|| <n.
For each f € L?(H,v) we may approach R(\, K1)f by the solutions u, € D(K) of problems
My, — Ky, — (Bp(2), Duy) = f (4.10)

that still exist for A > A since the functions B, satisfy the assumptions of Proposition E1] (or,
of Proposition [4)) with the same constants as B. By the proof of Propositions and 4] u,, is
obtained as R(\, K)(I — T,)~! where

T, = (Bn(-), DR(\, K)v), v e L*(H,v),

and (I—T,,)~! exists because T is a contraction. We may use the principle of contractions depending
on a parameter, since

0 = Tolfagr,) < [ (B = B DROK)) v
that vanishes as n — oo by the dominated convergence theorem. Indeed, for v—almost every x we
have lim,, o, B, () = B(x) and
(Bu(2), DRI\, K)o(x))| < a| Q> DR(A, K)v(x)| + bIIDR(, K )v(z)]],
if the assumptions of Proposition hold, and
|(Bn(x), DR(A, K )v(2))| < 1| Q™2 DR(X, K)v(x)||+c2/C (@) | DR(A, K )v(x)|[+e3] [ DR(A, K)o(a)]],

if the assumptions of Proposition 4] hold. In both cases, the right-hand sides belong to L?(H,v).
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It follows that for A > g we have lim,, oo u, = R(\, K1)f, in L?(H,v). To finish the proof we
show that if f > 0 v-a.e., then u,, > 0 v-a.e. This will yield the statement.

Let us multiply both sides of (@I0) by u,, that belongs to W12(H,v) by Lemma BT, and
integrate over H. We get

1
)\/ Up, Uy, dv + —/ (Duy, Du,, ) dv — / (B, Dup)u,, dv = / fu, dv,
H 2J)m H H
and recalling that u, v, = —(u;)?, (Du,, Du;,) = —|Du;, ||* by Lemma 27, we obtain

1
—)\/ (u; ) dv — —/ HDu;HQdV—/ (By,, Dup)u,, dv > 0.
H 2J)u H

Now we estimate

' /H (By,, Dy dv

= ‘/ (B, Dup)u,, dv| = '/ (B, Du,, Yu,, dv
{un<0} H

1/2 2
§\|Bn\|oo< / ||Du;||2du> ( / <u;>2du) <3 [ IDucl v+ 2Bl [ () v
Jis " 2 /g Jis

If A > Cy = 2||By|o, We get
~(A = C)llug 12241,y 2 0

which implies u;; = 0, namely w, > 0 a.e. So, the resolvent of K, := K + (B, D-) preserves
positivity for A large, possibly depending on n. Since K, generates a Cy semigroup, its resolvent
preserves positivity for every A bigger than the type of the semigroup, in particular for every A > Aq.
Then, R(\, K1) preserves positivity for A > Ag. O

Now we discuss the existence of an invariant measure ((dz) = p(z)v(dx) for the semigroup
generated by Ki in L?(H,v). An important step is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.7. Let the assumptions of Proposition[{.9 or of Proposition[{.4] hold. Let in addition
Hypothesis[Z8 hold. Then the kernel of K} (the adjoint of K1 in L*(H,v)) contains a nonnegative
function p Z 0.

Proof. The function 1 identically equal to 1 belongs to the domain of K, and K11 = 0. Then for
any A > \o, 1is an eigenvector of R(\, K1) with eigenvalue 1/\. Since D(K;) = D(K) is compactly
embedded in L?(H,v) by Proposition 10, then R(\, K1) is a compact operator, and 1/ is an
eigenvalue of R(\, K1)* = R(\, K7) too. Hence, 0 is an eigenvalue of K7, so that the kernel of K}
contains nonzero elements. Note that since R(\, K1) preserves positivity for large A, then R(\, K7)
too preserves positivity for large A, hence the semigroup e!*1 generated by K 1 preserves positivity
for every ¢ > 0.

Let us check that the kernel of K7 is a lattice, that is, if ¢ € Ker K7, then |p| € Ker K}. Assume
that ¢ € Ker K7. Then ¢ = el for every t > 0, and since e!f1 preserves positivity, then

lp()| = [ Tip(a)] < (e

We claim that for every ¢ > 0,

o)(z), v— ae x€ H.

lp(x)] =e o)) (z), v— ae xz€H. (4.11)

Assume by contradiction that there are t > 0 and a Borel subset I C H such that v(I) > 0 and
lo(x)| < eBi(|@|)(z) for 2 € I. Then we have

/ p@lvds) < [ (@i (v(de).
H H
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On the other hand, since 1 € Ker K7, then i1 = 1. Hence

[ e Slpla = (1ol 2101 = (ol Do) = [ I
which is a contradiction. Then (£II)) holds and it yields || € Ker K7. O
A realization of Xy in L?(H, pv) is m-dissipative, as the next proposition shows.

Proposition 4.8. Under the assumptions of Proposition [{.7, let p be a nonnegative function be-
longing to Ker Ky \ {0}. Then the operator

D:={ue D(K;)N L2(H, pv): Kju € L2(H, pv)} — L2(H, pv), ur— Kju

is dissipative in L*>(H, pv) and the range of A\ — Ky : D v L?(H, pv) is dense in L*(H, pv) for
A > 0. Then its closure K1 generates a contraction semigroup Ti(t) in L*(H, pv), and the measure
pv is invariant for Ty (t).

Proof. As a first step we prove dissipativity, through estimates on R(\, K7).

We remark that Lemma 2.2l holds for the measure pv as well, with the same proof. In particular,
Cy(H) is dense in L'(H, pv).

Let A > Ao and let f € Cy(H). Set u = R(A\, K1)f. We recall that, since p € D(K7) and
K{p =0, then for every u € D(K;) we have [; Kjupdv = [; uK;{pdr = 0. So, multiplying both
sides of A\u — Kyu = f by p and integrating we obtain

/)\upduz/ fpdv.
H H

If f has nonnegative values v-a.e., by Proposition .6l u has nonnegative values v-a.e., and the above
equality implies

1
HUHLl(H,pu) < _HfHLl(H,pV)‘ (412)

In general, we split f as f = f* — f~. Since v = R\, K1) fT — RO\ Ky)f~ = ut —u™, ([E12)
follows for every f € Cy(H). Since Cy(H) is dense in L'(H, pv), the resolvent R(\, K1) may be
extended to a bounded operator (still denoted by R(\, K1)) to L'(H, pv), and

1
IR, K1) fll o a0y < XHfHLl(H,pu)a feL\(H,pv). (4.13)

Let now f € L®(H,pv). f is in fact an equivalence class of functions, that contains a Borel
bounded element. Indeed, for each element ¢ € f, setting f(z) = o(z) if |p(z)| < I f Nl oo (1, p0)
flz) = 0 if |o(z)] > £l oo (#1,p1)> the function f is Borel and bounded, and I fll oo () =
- ) )

Let us go back to the resolvent equation, A\u — Kyju = f. Since f is Borel and bounded, it
can be seen as an element of @V‘X’(H ,v), identifying it with its equivalence clasd@), Moreover,
1 Flloe 1,0y = SUPyep £ @) = 1]l poe (21,0 -

Since sup |f| — f(z) > 0 for every z, still by Proposition [LG we have R(A, K1)(sup |f| f) =
sup|f|/A —u > 0, v-a.e. Similarly, since f(z) +sup\f] > 0 for every x, then u + sup|f|/A > 0,
v-a.e. So, we get an L estimate, ||ul|zo(p,) < sup |f|/)\ Hence

~ 1
”R()‘7K1)fHL°°(H,pV) < HR()‘aKl)fHLOO(H,V) < _HfHLOO(H,pV)7 f € LOO(H7 pV)‘ (414)

(1) Note that p may vanish on some set with positive measure, so that f does not belong necessarily to L*°(H,v),
and even it does, its L°°(H,v) norm may be bigger than its L>(H, pv) norm.
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By interpolation, R(\, K1) may be extended to L?(H, pv) [and, in fact, to all spaces LP(H, pv)], in
such a way that the norm of the extension does not exceed 1/A. In particular,

1
1RO KD e < 51 ll2o,  f € LP(H, pv) 0 L2 (H,v). (4.15)
Let now u € D. For A > )¢ estimate ([£I3]) gives

)\HUHLQ(H,pI/) < H)‘u - KluHL2(H,pu)

and squaring the norms of both sides, we obtain

1
<u, K1u>L2(H’py) < ﬁHKIUH%%H,pV)'

Letting A\ — oo yields (u, Kju) r2(H,pv) < 0, namely the restriction of Ky to D is dissipative in
L?(H, pv).

We remark that D is dense in L2(H, pv) since it contains FC°(H) which is dense by the extension
of Lemma 22 to L2(H, pv). Moreover (Al — K;)(D) is dense for A > wy, since it contains FC°(H).
Indeed, if f € FC°(H), then u = R(\, K1) f belongs to D and Au — Kju = f.

Let us denote by K, : D(K;) — L2(H, pv) the closure of K1 : D+ L%(H, pv). By the Lumer—
Phillips Theorem, K generates a strongly continuous contraction semigroup in L?(H, pv), and D
is a core for K. So, for every ¢ € D(I? 1) there is a sequence of functions ¢,, € D such that ¢, — ¢
and K1p, — I?lcp in L?(H, pv). For every n we have

/ Kipoppdv= | ¢, Kipdv =20
H H

and letting n — oo we obtain | " K 1 pdv = 0. This proves the last statement. O

5. KOLMOGOROV EQUATIONS OF STOCHASTIC REACTION-DIFFUSION EQUATIONS.

Let H = L?((0,1),d¢), and let A be the realization of the second order derivative with Dirichlet
boundary condition, that is D(A) = W22((0, ), d¢) N Wol’z((O,w), dg), Az = 2"

We consider the Gaussian measure g in H with mean 0 and covariance @ := —%A‘l. A
canonical orthonormal basis of H consists of the functions ey (&) := v/2sin(k7€), k € N, that are
eigenfunctions of @ with eigenvalues A, := 1/(2k*72).

Let ® : R — R be any convex lowerly bounded function, with (at most) polynomial growth at
infinity, say

|P(t)] < C(1+ [tPY), teR, (5.1)

for some C' > 0, p; > 2. We set

1
/ B(2())de, @ e LM (0,1),
U(r) = 0 (5.2)

+00, x ¢ LP1(0,1).
Section 5.1 is devoted to check that U satisfies Hypotheses 211 and 2.8 so that we can apply
Theorem to obtain regularity results for the solution w to (IIl). Then in Section 5.2 we show

that under an additional assumption u fulfills ([B:33]) too.
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5.1. Checking Hypotheses [2.1] and 2.8l We first note that U is finite p—a.e., thanks to the
next lemma. Its statement should be well known; however, we write down a simple proof for the
reader’s convenience.

Lemma 5.1. For every p > 2 we have

| |a(©)Pde du < oo, (5.3)

and hence p(LP(0,1)) = 1. Moreover, x = ||z 1p(0,1) € LI(H, 1) for every ¢ > 1.

Proof. Let P, be the orthogonal projection on the subspace spanned by eq,...,e,. For every
¢ € (0,1) and m < n € N, the function z — P,x(§) — Ppx(§) is a Gaussian random variable
NOvZZ:mH)\k@k(f)z' Then, for p > 1,

/H |Pox(§) — Ppa(§)Pdp = /R NP Nossr_ L den(e)2(dn)

=cp( > el < Y )P

with ¢, = or/ 2cp, so that

1 1 ~ n /2
/H /0 Py (€) — Pra(€)|Pde dys = /0 /H Pa(€) — Pua(©)Pdude < 6( S A2,

k=m-+1

This implies that the sequence (z,§) — P,z (§) converges in LP(H x (0, 1), ux d§) to a limit function
u that belongs to LP(H x (0,1), u x d§) for every p. Let us show that u(z,§) = x(§) taking p = 2:
indeed, fol | Poz(€) — x(€)|2d¢ vanishes for every 2 € H as n — oo, and it is bounded by ||z||> which
belongs to L'(H, 11), so that by the dominated convergence theorem, " fol | Poz(€) — x(€)|2d€ dp
vanishes as n — oo. Then u(z,§) = x(§), and (B3) follows. It implies that p(LP(H,u)) = 1 for
every p > 2 and that = — ||z|[zr(,1) € LP(H,p). For ¢ > p and x € L9(0,1) the Holder inequality
yields ||z[|r(0,1) < [[llpa(o,1) s0 that = |z[|r,1) € LIY(H, ). O

The function U defined by (5.2) is convex and bounded from below because ® is. Using the
Fatou Lemma, it is easily seen to be lowerly semicontinuous. By assumption (B.I]) and Lemma [B.T],
U € LP(H, ) for every p > 1, and the measures p and v = e 2V 1/ fH e 2Ydu are equivalent. For
U belong to some Sobolev space it is sufficient that also ® has at most polynomial growth, as the
next proposition shows.

Proposition 5.2. Let ® : R+ R be any C' convex lowerly bounded function such that
|®'(t)] < C(1+[t]?), teR, (5.4)

for some C' > 0, po > 1. Then the function U defined in ([5.2]) belongs to Wol’p(H, W) for every
p>1, and DU(x) = ® ox for a.e. x € H [namely, for each x € L?P2(0,1)].

Proof. By (B.4]), @ satisfies (B.I) with py = pe + 1, so that U € LP(H, u) for every p by Lemma
B.Il To prove that U € VVO1 P(H, ) we shall approach U by its Moreau—Yosida approximations U,
defined in (Z9). Each U, is continuously differentiable and DU, is Lipschitz continuous, hence
U, € VVO1 P(H,u) for every p. This can be easily proved arguing as in the case p = 2 of [T
Proposition 10.11].
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Since Uy (z) converges monotonically to U(z) at each x such that U(z) < oo, by Lemma 511U,
converges to U, u- a.e. Since

1 1
nfU < Ua(e) < Ulz) < C(1+ /0 2()Prde) < O(1 + ( /0 (&) [PrPde) P,

by Lemma [l and the dominated convergence theorem, U, — U in LP(H, ).
Let # € L?2(0,1). Then the subdifferential U (z) is not empty. Indeed, since ® is convex, for
each y € H we have

U(y) — U(x) = /0 "B ((0)) - D(y(E)] de > /O " ((6)) (@ () — y(E)de, (5.5)

which implies that the function ® o x € H belongs to 90U (x). In fact, ' o x € H is the unique
element of OU(x); see, for example, [2, Prop. 2.5]. By Lemma 51l = + ||®’ o x| € LP(H, i), and
again by the dominated convergence theorem [y, | DU, () — @ oz|[Pdp — 0 as o — 0, which shows

that U € Wy?(H, 1) and DU(z) = & oz, p-a.e. O

If the assumptions of Proposition hold, then U satisfies Hypothesis 2.1] and 2.8, and conse-
quently the results of Theorem and of Propositions .7 and [£.8] hold.

5.2. Further estimates of Du. We are going to show that for every A > 0 and f € L?(H,v), the
solution of (1) satisfies estimate ([B:33) as well, under reasonable additional assumptions on ®.
We use the following preliminary result.

Proposition 5.3. Let g € C*(R) be such that
"B < CA+ ™), teR (5.6)

for some C' >0, m > 1. Then the function F(x) := gox belongs to Wll/’g(H,,u; H) forallq > 1. If
in addition g, : R — R are C? functions fulfilling (5.6) with constant C' independent of a > 0 and
Jas gh, pointwise converge to g, g respectively as o — 0, then F,(z) := g o @ converges to F in
Wll/’g(H,,u;H) as o — 07 for all ¢ > 1.

Proof. As first step we show that for each € L?™(0,1) (hence, p-a.e.), F' is differentiable in any
direction h € Q'/2(H) = H}(0,1) and that 81(;;;7:) =g ox-h. We have in fact for all h € H}(0,1),
€€ (0,1) and all 0 < Jt| <1,

‘g(w +th)(€) — 9(z(§))
t

1
- g'<x<s>>h<s>1 - | [t + ton(e)) — o wlenie do

1 1
N ‘/0 /o 9" (@(€) + tonh(€))toh(€)* dndo| < t|h]2C(1+ 2™ (€)™ + |P]2)).

Now, taking the square and integrating over (0,1), yields

H F(z+ tht) — F(z)

—gox- hH <tC(h) (1 + ||x”2n2m) .
H
This implies that for each x € L?™(0,1), F is differentiable at z in any direction h € HZ(0,1) and
that
OF (x)
Oh

=g oxz-h.
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Let us notice that F', 9F/0h belong to LY(H,u; H) for every ¢ > 1. Indeed, (5.6]) implies that
lg(t)] < M1+ |t]™*2), |¢'(t)] < M(1 + |t|™*!) for every t € R and for some M > 0, so that
[F(2(€))] < M(1+[z(&)[™*?), |0F () /()] < M(L+ |2(§)[™)||hllcc and then

OF(z) |

1
T 2 2 T m-+2\2 T
T >|1H§/0 M(1+ [o(6)™)de, H P

1
< n2, /O M1+ (€)™ )2,

H
and the right-hand sides belong to LI(H, u) for every g. It follows from [3, Section 5.2] that F
belongs to G4 (H, u; H) (i.e., F belongs to LI(H, u; H), it is weakly differentiable in all directions

of the Cameron—Martin space H}(0,1) and any weak derivative 88550) with h € H}(0,1) can be
expressed as W(z)h, where ¥ € LY(H, u; L(HE(0,1), H)) is such that OF (x)/0h = ¥(z)(h)). To
show that F' € Wll/g(H, w; H) we have still to check that ([3] Proposition 5.4.6, Corollary 5.4.7])

/H < Z )\h)\k(aF(x)/aeh,ek>2>q/2du < .

h,keN

This is because a canonical orthonormal basis of Hg(0,1) is just the set {\/Ager, : k € N}. Recalling
that |lex]|co = V2 for every k, we get

1 1
(OF (2)fden. )] = \ / g'(w(&))eh@ek(@dg\ <2 [ (1+ (@) = 2211+ it

for each h, k € N, which implies

q/2
[ (X wntore/oene)?) du <2t [ (1@l < o,
H \p keN

so that F' € Wl/’g(H,,u; H).

Now we can show that F, — F as @ — 0. In fact, since ([5.0)) is fulfilled with constant independent
of a, there is M; > 0 independent of « such that

|90 (D)) < Mi(1+[t™72), oo (6)] < My(1+[t™*), teR.

Concerning the convergence of g, oz to gox in LY(H, pu; H) we have

[ Ngaow—goalydu= | ( / 1 |ga<x<s>>—g<x<s>>|2ds>q/2du
</ 100 () — gla(€))|7dE dy

and the last integral goes to 0 as @ — 0 by the dominated convergence theorem. Therefore
Fy(x) = go o x converges to F in LY(H,pu; H). Concerning the convergence in Wl/’g(H,,u;H) we
have

/ ( 3 A0 gaox)/aeh—a(gogj)/aehjek>2>q/2dlu

h,keN

- [ (S el [ htete) seopenenione) ) an

h,keN
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! q/2
S e [l el o (NP )

h,keN

<a

1
<CymQ [ [ ) - el d
and the last integral vanishes as o — 0 again by the dominated convergence theorem. O

We shall use Proposition [£.3] to prove that the Moreau—Yosida approximations U, converge to
U in Wf/g (H, i) for every g [for the moment, we only know convergence in W19(H, 11)].

Proposition 5.4. Let ® : R — R be any C? convex lowerly bounded function such that

@7 ()] < C(A+[H™), teR, (5.7)
for some C, m > 0. Then U € Wf/’g(H,,u) for all ¢ > 1, and we have

. : 2,
i1—>man =U in Wl/g(H,,u), Vg>1.

Proof. Let us apply Proposition 53lto F(z) = DU(z) = gox with g = ®’. Since ¢” has polynomial
growth, F' € Wf/’g(H,,u;H) for all ¢, so that U € Wf/’g(H,,u) for all q. Moreover DU, (z) =
DyU (yo), where y, is the solution of

Yo T OZDOU(ya) =T,

that is
Yo + P (yo) = .
Therefore
Ya(§) = (I +a®)"H(z(¢), 0<€E<1,
and so

DU, (z) = ® o (I +ad) oux.
Setting go(t) = ® o (I + a®’)~1(t), we see that g, converges pointwise to g = ®', and
, (I)” o (I + a@/)—l
Ja = (14 a®” o (I +a®’)~1)

converges pointwise to ¢/ = ®”.

Moreover we notice that there exists M > 0, independent of a € (0, 1) such that |(I4+a®’)~!(t)| <
M + |t| for all t € R. (5.7)) implies that ® and ®” have polynomial growth as well; in particular
|®/(t)] < c1(1 + [t|™?), so that |ga(t)] < (1 4+ (M + [t|)™*?). A similar estimate with m + 1
instead of m + 2 holds also for |¢/,(¢)|. By the second part of Proposition 53] DU, converges to

DU in Wll/’g(H,,u; H) as a — 0, thereby U, converges to U in le/g(H, ). O

As a final step, we can show that the solution to (ILI]) satisfies (8:33]) under the assumptions of
Proposition (.41

Proposition 5.5. Let U be defined by (5.2) with ® : R — R convez, bounded from below, of class
C3 and satisfying (50). Then for every A > 0 and f € L%*(H,v) the weak solution u of (L)

satisfies (333)).

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove the statement for f € Cy(H), which is dense in L?(H,v). By Lemma
B.I0 there is a sequence (ay,) — 0 such that u,, — w in WY2(H,v). Then Du,, — Du in
L?(H,v; H) so that (up to a subsequence) Dug, () — Du(x) for almost all . By Proposition

64 U,, converges to U in Wf/’g(H,,u), thereby for all fixed h,k € N we have DpiU,, — DprU in
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L2(H ,i). Let us fix N € N. Possibly choosing a further subsequence, we have Dy U,, — DprU
pointwise a.e. for all A,k < N. Therefore for - a.e. x € H we have

fim Z DikUa,, (¢) Dyua, () Dya,, (x)e2Von Z Dy U () Dyu(z) Dy (z)e =2V @)

n—00
h,k=1 h,k=1

and by Fatou’s lemma,

J,

< lim inf / Z DpiUs, (¥) Dy, () Ditia,, () e 2Vn @y,
H

n—o00
h,k=1

< 4liminf/ 12 e_QU‘*"d,u:él/ 2 dv.
H H

Z DU () Dpu(x) Dyu(z) dv = / Z DU (2) Dyu(z) Dyu(z) e =2V @ dy,
hk=1 Hp p=1

n—oo

Now by Theorem we know that z — |[Du(z)|lgio,1) = |QY2Du(z)||n/vV2 € L*(H, p),
therefore for almost any z € H, Du(z) € HZ(0,1), whereas by Proposition (4] it follows that
T Y ke Mk (DriU ()2 belongs to LY(H, p), that is z ||D2U(x)||L2(H3(071)) € L*(H,p).
Therefore for almost @ € H, D?U(z) € Lo(HE(0,1)). Tt follows that for almost any z € H the
sequence thJf:l DpU(x) Dyu(z) Dyu(z) converges to > % ) DpiU(x) Diu(x) Dyu(xr). Using once
again Fatou’s lemma we can conclude that

N
/ Z DU (x) Dpu(x) Dyu(z dy—/ lim Z Dp.U(z) Dpu(x) Dyu(z) dv
H 52 HN=o0, 0

§liminf/ DU (x) Dpu(z) Dyu(z du<4/ f2dv.
N—oo Hh;l ( )

O

Then we can apply all the results of Sections 3 and 4. In particular, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.6. Let ® : R +— R be any convex O lowerly bounded function satisfying (5.4), and let
U be defined by (G2). Then for every A > 0 and f € L*(H,v) the weak solution u to (1)) belongs

to W22(H,v) N Wllz/z(H, v), and it satisfies B217), B2R). If in addition ® is C* and satisfies
BT, then u satisfies [B33) as well.

With our choice of U, the stochastic differential equation (2] in H reads as
dX = (AX — ®'(X))dt +dW(t), X(0) =z, (5.8)

and hence it is a reaction-diffusion SPDE, whose Kolmogorov operator is just X. As in Section
B24 W (t) is any H-valued cylindrical Wiener process defined in a probability space (2, F,P). The
connection between (5.8)) and (I.T]) is stated in the next proposition. The definition of mild solution
to (0.8)) is the same as in the case of Lipschitz continuous DU.
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Proposition 5.7. Let ® : R — R be a convex lowerly bounded function satisfying ([B.4]) for some
p2 > 1. Then for every x € L?P2(0,1) (hence, for u-a.e. x € H) problem ([B8) has a unique mild
solution X. For every f € Cy(H) we have

u(w) = [ B (t2) (5.9
0
p-a.e. x € H, where u is the weak solution to (L)).

Proof. Existence of a unique mild solution to (5.8) follows from [I3, Theorem 5.5.8|, that deals with
Cauchy problems such as dX = (AX+F(X))dt+dW (t), X(0) = z. In our case, F(z) = —DU(x) =
—®'(z) satisfies the assumptions of [I3, Theorem 5.5.8] with K = L?2(0,1). In particular, Hy-

pothesis 5.5 is satisfied, since in [0 Proposition 4.3] it is proved that (¢,&) — fo (E=)AqW (s)(€) is
a.s. continuous.
The mild solution is obtained as the limit of mild solutions to approximating problems,

dXo = (AXy — DU(X))dt + dW (), X(0) =z,

as a — 0, where DU, are the Yosida approximations of DU, and for each T > 0 we have
limg 0 supg<i<r | Xo(t) — X (t)|| = 0, P-a.e. By Proposition [3.8] for every A > 0,

RI\KL)f = /O h e ME(f(Xo(t,-))dt. (5.10)

We recall that R(\, Ky ) f = uq is the weak solution to (3:29]), and that a sequence u,,, with a;,, — 0
converges to u in L?(H,p) as n — 0o, by Lemma Moreover, [ e ME(f(X,, (t,-))dt goes
to [;° e ME(f(X(t,x))dt pointwise p-a.e. and also in L*(H,p), by the dominated convergence
theorem. Taklng a = ay, in (BI0) and letting n — oo formula (59]) follows. O

Concerning perturbed equations,

dX = (AX — ®'(X) + B(X))dt + dW (t), (5.11)
we do not know about existence of invariant measures except in the case of bounded perturbations of
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck equations. See [13, Chapter 8]. If B is a bounded Borel function, Proposition
g yields that the corresponding Kolmogorov semigroup ¢! has an invariant measure v. The
verification of formula (5.9]) where now X (¢, x) is the mild solution to (5I1]) and v = R(\, K1) is
not obvious. In fact, even existence of a mild solution is not obvious. It could be done through the

Girsanov transform, but the argument is quite delicate and we hope to be able to treat the subject
in a future paper.

6. KOLMOGOROV EQUATIONS OF STOCHASTIC CAHN—HILLIARD-TYPE PROBLEMS.

In Section 5 we have seen that the superposition x — ®' o xz may be seen as the gradient
of a suitable function U in the space L?(0,1). This is no longer true for operators of the type
x d%(@’ ox) or T %(CI)/ ox). However they may be still interpreted as gradients, with suitable
choices of the space H.

Here we set V := {z € H(0,1) fo £)d¢ = 0}, with scalar product (x,y)y = fol 2 (§)y'(§)dg,
and we choose H to be the dual space of V, endowed with the dual norm. We consider the spaces
EP(O, 1) :={z € LP(0,1) fo £)d¢ = 0} as subspaces of H, identifying any = € LP(0,1) with
zero mean value with the element Y fol x(§)y(&)dE of H.

The standard extension B of the negative second order derivative on V with values in H is
defined by

Ba(y) = /0 2O (), yeV.
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If 2 € VN H?0,1) and 2/(0) = 2/(1) = 0, then Bx(y fo "(&)y(£)dE so that, with the above
identification, B is an extension of (mmus) the Second order derlvatlve with Neumann boundary
condition. The operator B is an isometry between V and H, since || Bx||g = sup,.o(z, y)v/|yllv =
lz||y. Moreover, if z € E2(0 1) and x € V, then (z, Bx)n = (2, 2)12(0,1)-

Let ex(€) := V2 cos(kn€). Then {e; : k € N} is an orthonormal basis of L2(0,1), Be, = k2n2ey,
and setting fr = kmey, the set {fx : k € N} is an orthonormal basis of H. We recall that P, is the
orthogonal projection on the subspace spanned by the first n elements of the basis,

n

Pux = (x, fe)u fr.

k=1

Remark 6.1. Note that the restriction of P, to l~12(0, 1) is the orthogonal projection in l~12(0, 1)
on the subspace spanned by ey, ...e,. Indeed, for every x € L?(0,1) and k € N we have

(z, fi)ufr = (&, B~ fi) 2 fo = (@

ek
, — ) 2kmer = (x, ex) r2€k.

km
Here we set A = —B? and, as usual, we denote by p the Gaussian measure on H with zero
mean and covariance Q = —A~1/2. Note that the eigenvalues of ) are now )\ := 1/27%k*, and
B =2Q'/2.

We consider a function @ : R — R satisfying the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 6.2. ®: R — R is a C' convex lowerly bounded function, satisfying (5.4) and

lim o(r) = +o0. (6.1)

r—+oo ’7"

Setting p; = ps + 1, we define U as in Section 5.1, by

1 ~
/0 (r(€))de, = e IM(0,1),

U(z) = (6.2)

+00, x ¢ LP(0,1).
U is obviously convex and bounded from below, moreover by [2, Proposition 2.8], it is lower semi-

continuous. To be more precise, in [2] the space H is the dual space of Hol (0,1), but the argument

goes as well in our case. The subdifferential of U is not empty at each z € L'(0,1) such that
@’ oz € V and it consists of the unique element DyU(z) = B(®' o z).

We shall see that U € Wll/g(H, i), while U ¢ Wol’2(H, w). For the proof, instead of approaching
U by its Moreau—Yosida approximations, we shall approach it by the sequence U o P,,; namely we
set

1
Un(z) :/0 O(Px(£))dE, =€ H.

By [©.4), ® satisfies (5.I), and we have U(z) < C(1 4+ ||z}, 01)) Un(x) < C(A+||P, :E||Lpl(01 ).
So, the starting point of our analysis is the study of the functions x + ||z zr(0,1), © = | Pal|zr(0,1)
for p > 2.

Proposition 6.3. For each p > 1 there is C, > 0 such that

1 n 1 p/2
|| 1patopas i < Cp<Z @3) o nen (63)

n

1 1 p/2
/H/O P () — Pra(€)[PdE dps < C,,< 3 W) , m<neN. (6.4)

k=m+1
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Proof. First of all note that for every x € H, P,z is a smooth function. Moreover for every
€ € (0,1) and m < n € N, the function = — P,z(§) — Ppz(§) is a Gaussian random variable
NO7ZZ:m+1 L fu()? Then, for p > 1,

[ 1Putl€) = Pra(@Pd = [ PNy i)

n 1 N p/2 5 n 1 p/2
:cp< > k%?ek(f)) < or/ cp< > —k2ﬂ2> :

k=m+1 k=m+1
so that
1 /2 n 1 \?/2
[ [ 1P - Paropacan= [ [ 1Pa(©) - Pur@panac <2 cp<k:Zm+l )
that is, (@4]) holds. The proof of ([G.3]) is the same. O

Proposition has several consequences.

Corollary 6.4. u(L?(0,1)) = 1, and the sequence of functions (z,€) — Pn,x(€) converges to
(x,&) — x(§) in LP(H x (0,1), p x d§), for every p > 1.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove that the statement holds for p = 2. Indeed, estimate ([6.4]) implies that
the sequence (x, &) — P,z () converges in LP(H x (0,1), u x d§) for every p to a limit function, that
we identify with the function (x,&) — x(€) taking p = 2. Once we know that [, fo |x(&)|PdE dp <
00, then p(LP(0,1)) is obviously 1.

So, fix p = 2. Since

/!Pm )Pde = /Zl’fk (@, fr)m fe(§) fa Zfﬂkafk €)% de,
0 hk=1 0 k=1

then for every x € H the sequence fo | Poz(€)|?dE is increasing, it converges to H:E||2L2 ifz e I~J2(0, 1),
and to +oo if z ¢ L?(0,1) by Remark By monotone convergence and (6.3]) with p = 2 the

limit function belongs to L'(H, ), and this implies u(L2(0,1)) = 1. Consequently, the function
(x,&) — x(§) is defined a.e. in H x (0,1). Moreover,

(€)
1
o (EV2dE du — ,
/52(071)/0 | Pz(€) — 2(£)2dE du /52(01 nlgllm/ |Pz(€) — P (€)|2d€ dp

1
< lim inf /~ / |Pox(€) — Prx(€)|?d€ du
m=oo JT12(0,1) Jo
For each ¢ > 0 there is n. € N such that for n, m > n. we have fZ2(0 1 fol | Poz(&) — Pz (&) ?d€ du <

e. Then for n > n. we get fZ2(0 3 fol |Poa(€) — 2(€)]?d€¢ du < €, and the statement follows. O
Proposition 6.5. Under Hypothesz's - U e Wll/g(H p) and lim,_oo U,, = U in LP(H, p), for
every p > 1. Moreover, DU (z fo fx(&)d€ for a.e. x € H.

Proof. As a first step, we remark that the sequence of functions x — || B,z|? 7r(0,1) 18 bounded in
L*(H, p) for every s > 1. Indeed, using the Holder inequality we get

1 1 1/s
/ |in<s>|f’ds§< / |in<s>|f’8d£) s>,

and the right-hand side belongs to L*(H, ) with norm independent of n, by estimate (G.3)).
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We already remarked that |U,(z)| < fol C(1+ |Pyx(§)|)Prd¢ with p1 = pa + 1, so that U, is
bounded in LP(H, 1) by a constant independent of n, for every p > 1. Let us prove that U, — U
in LP(H, p). Using (54 and the Holder inequality we get

1 P
Un(z) — U)P < < /0 B(P(€)) - <1><x<s>>|dg>
1 P
< cp( [+ ls(@1+ PPt - w<s>|d£)

< cp( / (Wt () + |an<s>|>2pwds> m( / |Paae) - x<5>|2pd£)1/2.

Since & = |14 ||+ [Pa| || 2000 (0,1 is bounded in L*?P(H, u) by a constant independent of n, and
| Pot — || 120(0,1) vanishes in L (H, p) as n — oo, by the Hélder inequality the right-hand side
vanishes in L'(H, ) as n — oco. Hence, U in LP(H, ) and U, — U in LP(H, ;1) as n — oo.

To prove that U € W. /’p (H, ) it is enough to show that the sequence U, is bounded in Wl/’g (H, p)
(e.g., [3, Lemma 5.4.4]). We already know that it is bounded in LP(H, u). Moreover each U, is
continuously differentiable, since it is the composition of x — P,z which is smooth from H to

C(]0,1]), and y fol @ (y(§))d¢ which is continuously differentiable from C([0,1]) to R, and

1
DU (&) = /0 & (Po(O) fu(€)dE, k<, (6.5)

while DU, (z) = 0 for k > n. Using again assumption (5.4]) and the Holder inequality we get

1
| DpUn ()] =

1 C
V(P O] < C [+ PO ONE < 1 + Pl B
k
for £k <mn. Then

1/2
1Q"2 DU, (x)|? = ZxkerU \2<GQZA/ 11+ [Pa| 72, 0.1
k=1

2p2
L22(0,1)

bounded by a constant independent of n. Since > 77, )\1/2 < 00, then U, is bounded in WP (H, 1)
so that U € WYP(H, ).

Now we show that for every k € N a subsequence of DU, converges to fol D' (2()) fr(£)dE in
L?(H, ). Then the equality DU (x fo fx(§)d¢ p-a.e. follows using the integration by

parts formula (21]).
We have

1 2 1
/ DkUn(w)—/ O'(2(£)).fr(£)dE dué// | (Paz(€)) — @' (x(€)) fi(€)*dédp.
H 0 HJO

By Corollary 64, the sequence of functions (x,&) +— P,x(£) converges to x(€) in L?(H, ). Con-
sequently, a subsequence converges p-almost everywhere, and since ®' is continuous, along such

subsequence (x,&) — (®'(P,x(£)) — ®'(x(€))) fx (&) vanishes. Moreover, by assumption (5.4)),

| (Paz(€)) — @' (x(€) P fi(€)® < C*(2 + [Paz(§)P2 + |2(&)P2) | fil3

which belongs to L'(H x (0,1), 4 x d¢) with norm bounded by a constant independent of n. The
statement follows by the dominated convergence theorem. O
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Then, U satisfies Hypothesis 2.1l So, the results of Theorem [3.9] and of Proposition 4.2} hold.

We recall that the operator Q2D in the space L?(H,v; H) is the closure of the operator

¢ — Q2D defined in a set of smooth functions, see Definition However, we can identify
QY?DU(z): indeed, recalling that B = Q~'/2/1/2, we obtain

)\21/2
V2

1 1
DU(x) = (o, fi) 2oy = (B0 — /0 & (2(€))de, By = (8 0z — /0 & (2(€))de, fu)m

for every z € L22(0,1), so that

ox— [ '(x(€))de
V2

On the other hand, we already mentioned that if ® ox € V [i.e., ® o x € D(B)], then DyU(z) =
B(®' o x), so that, since QY2 = B=1//2, QY/?DyU(x) = Q/>DU (z). For such = we have

(B(®' o x), Du(x)) = (¥’ oz, BDu()) = (Q"*DU(x),Q~"*Du(x)) = (DU(x), Du(x)).
Then the stochastic differential equation (I:Izl) in H reads as
dX(t) = (— 8854X 652 &' (X))dt +dW (t), X(0) = =, (6.6)

and it is a stochastic Cahn—Hilliard equation, whose Kolmogorov operator is X. It was studied
in [I6] and in several following papers, in particular in [8] where existence and uniqueness of
weak solutions were proved for polynomial nonlinearities ®. Here W (t) is, as usual, any H-valued
cylindrical Wiener process defined in a probability space (2, F,P).

We think that it is possible to relate the weak solution to (6.6]) constructed in [§] to the solution
of the Kolmogorov equation by formula ([3.24]), at least in the model case ®(£) = £2™ with m € N.
Indeed, for every x € H the weak solution given by [8, Theorem 2.1] is obtained through cylindrical
approximations X, (t), solutions to

dX, = (An X, + P,BY (P, X))dt + P,dW (t), X,(0)= P,, (6.7)
with A, = Ajp, () € L(P(H)); identifying P, (H) with R™ the Kolmogorov operator X,, associated

to ([G.7) is
1 n
Knp = =Ap — &de D
g = 50 ;(2)% / (Zl’hfh ) () 5) kP
Taking into account such explicit expressions, one should be able to follow the procedure of Propo-
sition (that deals with the case of Lipschitz continuous DU). However, many details should be

fixed, and giving a complete proof goes beyond the aims of this paper.

1
Q'2DU(x) Z ox = [ W), n -
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