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STOCHASTIC REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEMS WITH
HOLDER CONTINUOUS MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

MARKUS C. KUNZE

ABSTRACT. We prove pathwise uniqueness and strong existence of solutions
for stochastic reaction-diffusion systems with locally Lipschitz continuous re-
action term of polynomial growth and Holder continuous multiplicative noise.
Under additional assumptions on the coefficients, we also prove positivity of
the solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Reaction-diffusion systems and stochastic perturbations of them play an impor-
tant role in applications in chemistry, biology and physics [I9]. In an abstract
form, a stochastic reaction-diffusion system can be treated as a stochastic evolution
equation

(1.1) dU(t) = [AU(t) + F(U(t))]dt + GU(t))dWx (t)

on a Banach space E, which is a space of R"-valued functions, defined on a domain
0. Thus, (1) actually represents a system of r coupled equations. Here, A is a
diagonal matrix of second order differential operators which describe the diffusion in
the system and the map F' accounts for the reaction in the system and is typically a
composition operator with components of polynomial growth. The system is driven
by a cylindrical Wiener process Wy in a suitable Hilbert space H.

In the case of r = 1, i.e. a single reaction-diffusion equation rather than a system,
there are many articles concerned with such equations, both in the case of additive
noise (see [7, 111, 12, [8]) and in the case of (locally) Lipschitz continuous multiplica-
tive noise (see |2 [4] [16], 27, [14]). Stochastic reaction-diffusion systems with locally
Lipschitz continuous multiplicative noise were considered in [5].

In the case where the noise term G is no longer locally Lipschitz continuous the
techniques from the above references can no longer be used. This is essentially due
to the fact that for such equations a priori only stochastically weak solutions (or
martingale solutions) can be constructed. However, stochastic reaction-diffusion
equations with merely Holder continuous multiplicative noise appear naturally, e.g.
in scaling limits of interacting particle systems, see e.g. [18] were for r = 1 noise
terms with G(u)(z) := |u(z)|? and G(u)(z) = |u(z)(1 —u(x))|? Lig<u(z)<1} appear.

For such stochastic reaction-diffusion systems with Holder continuous multiplica-
tive noise only few results are available and, to the best of our knowledge, only the
case = 1 is treated. In [3], existence of solutions has been proved under an addi-
tional boundedness assumption on the coefficient G. However, a uniqueness result is
missing in that article, except for the case of locally Lipschitz continuous G. Path-
wise uniqueness for the stochastic heat equation on R? (i.e. 7 = 1, A is the Laplace
operator and F' = 0) was proved in [21] in the case where Wy is replaced with a
colored noise and G is composition with a y-Ho6lder continuous function, where the
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allowed values of v depend on the noise. In [20], the one-dimensional version of the
stochastic heat equation with white noise was considered, and it was proved that for
that equation pathwise uniqueness holds for v > 3/4. For v < 3/4, it was recently
proved in [I7] that solutions are neither pathwise unique nor unique in law.

In this article, we are concerned with stochastic reaction-diffusion systems on a
bounded Lipschitz domain ¢ C R of the form

dui(t,z) = [ﬁfzul(t,x) +fl(:1:,u1(t,a:),...,ur(t,:z:))]dt
+ 2 ey gk (@, wr (t,))dBy (),
(1.2) t>02€0,0l=1,...,r
a(?/ul (t,x) = 0 t>0,z€d0,l=1,...,r
o) —
u (0, z) = §z) ze€e0,l=1,...,r.

Here, @ is a uniformly elliptic, second order differential operator in divergence
form on & and 9/dv,, is the associated conormal derivative. The functions f; :
0 x R¥ — R are locally Lipschitz continuous, of polynomial growth and satisfy
suitable dissipativity assumptions. Typical examples that we have in mind are odd-
degree polynomials with negative leading coefficients, see Section [6l The functions
gkt 0 xR — R are locally %—Hélder continuous and of linear growth such that
the Holder constants and the coefficients in the linear growth are square summable.
Finally, the ;) are independent, one-dimensional Brownian motions. By [17],
pathwise uniqueness cannot be expected for equations driven by space-time white
noise with %—H'dlder continuous coefficient. However, our assumption allow us to
consider noise terms of the form G(U (t)) RdW, where G is composition with a locally
%—Hélder continuous function of linear growth , R is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on
L?(0) satisfying additional assumptions and Wy is space-time white noise, see
Example 2.4
We will make our assumptions precise in Section

Under these assumptions, we prove pathwise uniqueness (Theorem [BI) of solu-
tions to equation (2)) on the state space E = C(€)". Our proof follows the ideas of
Yamada and Watanabe [29], who proved pathwise uniqueness for finite-dimensional
SDE with %-Hélder continuous coefficients. The main difficulty to extend these
results to the infinite-dimensional setting is of course to handle the differential op-
erators 7. The strategy from [20, 2] to prove pathwise uniqueness, which is also
an adaption of the Yamada-Watanabe ideas, cannot be used in our situation. In-
deed, there the authors convolute solutions u of the stochastic heat equation with
a mollifier ¢,. In their variational framework, this yields the term wu * Ay, in
the equation for the resulting process. It is then used that, as a consequence of
its translation invariance, the Laplacian commutes with convolutions, i..e. we have
u* Ap, = A(u * ¢y). This is no longer true for differential operators with non-
constant coefficients, which we consider here. We overcome this difficulty by using
the concept of an (analytically) weak solution, see Definition 2.7] which allows us
to perform pointwise estimates.

We would like to point out that in the Yamada-Watanabe result, it is essential
that the multiplicative noise is diagonal. Therefore, in (I.2) we have also considered
“diagonal noise” by letting the noise term in the I-th equation only depend only on
uy, rather than the whole vector w. Thus, the equations in (2] are only coupled
via the reaction terms f;

Under additional assumptions on the functions f; and g; j, similar arguments as
in the proof of Theorem Bl can be used to show that the solutions to (2] preserve
positivity, i.e. if &,...,&, > 0 a.s. then we also have u;(¢) > 0 almost surely for all
t>0and!=1,...,7, see Theorem (4.3
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Using pathwise uniqueness, we can adopt the strategy from [5, [14] to prove
existence of solutions to (I2) in Theorem In contrast to the existence result
from [3], we can drop the uniform boundedness assumption on G and allow G of
linear growth.

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2] we fix our assumptions on equa-
tion (L2 and rewrite it in the abstract form (II]). We also prove some preliminary
results and recall some stochastic concepts that we will use. Section [3] contains the
prove of pathwise uniqueness and Section [ our result about positivity of solutions.
Existence of solutions will be proved in Section In the concluding Section (]
we apply our results to a stochastic reaction-diffusion system of Fitzhugh-Nagumo

type.
2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we fix our assumptions on equation [L.2]), rewrite the equation in
the abstract form (L)) and recall different notions of existence and uniqueness for
equation (L)) that will be used in what follows.

Throughout, all vector spaces are real. If H is a Hilbert space, we write (-, -) g for
the inner product in H. When P, (u) and Q,(u) are certain quantities depending
on an index n and a function u, we write P,(u) < Qn(u) to indicate that there
exists a constant ¢, independent of n and u such that P, (u) < ¢@,(u) for all n and
u. We write Pp,(u) ~ Qn(u) if both P,(u) < Qn(u) and Q,(u) < Py(u).

2.1. The differential operators. We assume that the differential operators 7
are given by

d
=y Dial;D;) — e
ij=1
where we make the following assumptions:
(A) The domain ¢ C R? is bounded and has Lipschitz boundary. For | =

1,---,r, the matrix valued functions a; := (alij) : 0 — R4 are symmetric
and have measurable entries. Moreover, for certain 1, M > 0 we have
d
e’ < Y a(@)6g; < Mg
i,j=1

for almost all z € ¢ and all ¢ € RY. Finally, ¢; € L=(0).

To construct realizations of the differential operators which are generators of
strongly continuous semigroups, we follow a variational approach. We consider on
L?(0) the symmetric form

d
alfu, v] == /ﬁ Z aij(:v)Diu(x)Dju(:v) dx + /ﬁu(:b)v(:v)cl (x) dx

ij=1
endowed with domain D(a!) := H'(&). The associated operator 4; o is given by
D(A;2) :={uc H(O) : 3w e L*(O) s.t. (w,v) 2 = a'[u,v] for allv € H*(0)}

and A;ou = —w. Note that the boundary condition du/0vy, = aiVu-v = 0
on 90 is incorporated in the domain of A; 5. As is well-known, the operator A; 2
generates a strongly continuous and analytic semigroup Sj 2, see [26]. Changing the
function ¢; by a constant if necessary, we may and shall assume that S 5 is uniformly
exponentially stable, hence A;2 is invertible. Note that we can compensate the
change in ¢; by appropriately changing f; in equation (2], thus this assumption
means no loss of generality for the stochastic reaction-diffusion equation (L2)).
Since the form a is sub-Markovian, see [26, Chapter 4], the semigroup S; 2 re-
stricts to a strongly continuous and analytic semigroup S;, on LP(0) for every
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p € [2,00). The generator A;, of the restricted semigroup S, is exactly the part
of Ao in LP(0).

Finally, D(A;2) C C(€) and the semigroup S; » restricts to a strongly continuous
semigroup S;,c on C(0), whose generator A; ¢ is the part of A; 2 in C(0). In the
case where ¢; = 0, this follows from the results of [I0], the case of general ¢; € L™>(0)
follows with a perturbation argument.

To prove existence of solutions to (L.2)) in spaces of continuous functions, we will
need some embedding results for the fractional domain spaces D((—A4;,,)). Often,
such results are obtained from precise knowledge of D(4; ,) and interpolation. How-
ever, this strategy requires more regularity of the coefficients a; and the boundary
of 0. Here, we follow a different approach.

Lemma 2.1. Assume (A) and let d < 2p. Then for o € (%,1), the fractional

domain space D((—A;,)%) is continuously embedded into C(0).

Proof. Let us first note that since HY(€) < L72(6) for d > 3 (and H'(0) —
L1(0) for arbitrary g € (1,00) for d < 2), it follows from [I Section 7.3] that the
semigroups S, are ultracontractive, i.e. for p > 2 the operator S; ,(t) maps LP(0)
into L°°(€) and we have

_d
1S1p(0)|l 2 (Lr(oy,Lo(ey) < ct™ 2% VYO<t<1

for a certain constant ¢ = ¢(l,p) > 0.
The fractional domain space D((—A4;,,)?) is the range of the (bounded) operator
(—A; )", defined by

1 oo
2.1 A ) f = —/ t*1S) () f dt,
( ) ( P) F(O[) 0 P( )
endowed with the norm ||(=A;,) fllo(-a,,)«) = I|fll,- We note that since Sj is
analytic, S, (t)f € D(A;,) for all t > 0 and f € LP(0). As a consequence of [10],
D(A;,) C C(0), hence the integrand takes values in C(0).

Thus, to prove that (—A4;,)"%f € C(0), it suffices to show that the inte-

gral in (20 exists as a Bochner integral in C(&). Hence we have to show that
[1t2=1S; ,(t) f|lco is integrable on (0, 00). From ultracontractivity we obtain

1427181 (8) oo < et || f]l, VO <t<1

which is integrable on (0,1) since o > %. Since S;, is uniformly exponentially

stable, we obtain for a certain constant ¢’ > 0 that

[t 80 (b < I8 (Dllzwe@).L2@n 1S5t = Dllzzro), (o 1 £l
< e fl, Ve 1

which is integrable on (1, 00). It thus follows that the integral in (21]) indeed exists
as a Bochner integral in C(&’). Moreover, we have the estimate

[(=A)" flloo S I llp = (= Awp) fllo((—a1,)%) -
This finishes the proof. O

Let us now introduce the Banach space E and the operator A that will be used
in the abstract formulation (L)) of equation (ILI). We set E := (C(&))", endowed
with the norm |lul|g := >";_; ||uj|l. The operator A will be the diagonal operator
diag(A1,¢, ..., Ay ¢), with domain D(A4; ¢) X --- x D(A,,¢). Then A generates the
strongly continuous semigroup S¢ = diag(S1,c,- -+, Src).

To simplify notation, we will drop the index C' from now on and merely write
Aq,...,A. and Sq,..., S, in what follows.
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2.2. The reaction term. Concerning the functions f;, we make the following as-
sumptions:

(F) For I =1,...,r, the function f; : & x R* — R is given as
filz,s1,. .., 88) = hi(x, ) + ki(x, 81, .., Sk)
where the continuous function k; is assumed to be locally Lipschitz contin-

uous and of linear growth in the variables s1, ..., s,, uniformly with respect
to the first, i.e. there are constants ¢y, co and L,, for m € IN such that

T
|ki(x, 81,0, 80)] < g +CQZ ls;| YxeO,s;eR
j=1

and

T
lki(x, 81, ..., 8:) — ki(z,t1, -+, t0)| < Ly, Z |s; —t;| Yxzel,sj,t; €[—m,m].
j=1
The continuous function h; : € x R — R is assumed to be locally Lips-
chitz continuous in the second variable, uniformly with respect to the first.
Moreover, we assume that
(1) For a certain constant a; > 0 and an integer N;, we have

—ar(1+ [s*M ™ Ls0y) < (e, s) < ar(1+ s 1 <0y)

for all z € € and s € R.
(2) For certain constants aq,;,az2,; € R and by, be; > 0 and the integer N}
from (F1) we have

2N, +1 IN,+1
aiy —brgs T < hy(w,s) <agg —bgyst T

Ezample 2.2. Conditions (F1) and (F2) are satisfied for functions of the form
2N;+1

hi(z,s) := Z wlﬁj(:zr)sj

j=1
where N; is an integer and the coefficients w; ; belong to C (0) and the highest order

coefficients wy 2, , satisfy wian,+1(2) < —e < 0 for some € > 0 and all z € 0. The
proof of this fact can be found in Examples 4.2 and 4.5 in [14].

We now define the operators H; : C(€) — C(0) by (Hy(u))(x) := h(x,u(x))
and the operators K; : E — C(0) by (K;(u1,...,u.))(x) := ki(z,u1(z),. .., u.(2)).
Finally, the map F : E — F which appears in (I.I)) will be given by F(u) =
(Fi(u),- -, Fr.(u)), where F;(u) = H;(u;)+ K;(u). Obviously, the maps F, F}, H;, K;
are locally Lipschitz continuous.

Conditions (F1) and (F2) imply that the maps H; satisfy additional dissipativity
conditions which play a crucial role in proving existence of solutions of (LI)). These
dissipativity conditions were first used in [7].

Recall, that in a Banach space (B, || - ||), the subdifferential of the norm at x is
given by

Ollall = {p € B : gl =1 and (z,) = |lal}}.
As a consequence of the Hahn-Banach theorem, d||z|| # @ for all x € B. We have

Lemma 2.3. Let H; be defined as above, u,v € C(0) and ¢ € O||ul|co. Then we
have

(1) (Hi(u+v),¢) < a'(1+[[v]o)*M* and

(2) (Hi(u+v) — Hi(v),0) < a”(1+ [[vo]loo)?MH — b [l 2741
for suitable constants a’,a”,b" > 0 depending only on the constants a; from (F1)
and ay 1, a2,,b1,1,b2, from (F2).
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Proof. See [7 Section 4.3], cf. also Examples 4.2 and 4.5 in [14] O

2.3. The noise term. Let us now turn to the stochastic term in equation (L2).
We shall assume:

(G) Forl=1,---,r and k € IN the continuous functions g, : € x R — R have
the following properties
(1) There exist a; = (ol )ken, i = (BL)kew € €2 such that |g; x(z,s)| <
ol + pl|s| for all z € O and s € R.
(2) For every m € IN there exist continuous functions oy : [0,00) —
[0, 00) such that
(a) We have |gix(z,51) — gi.x(2,52)| < 01 pm(|s1 —s2|) forallz € €
and s1, s2 € [-m, m)].
(b) Forl=1,---,r and m € IN, the function p; ,, : (0,00) — (0, 00),
defined as pm(s) := Y pe 0k,m(s)? is increasing in s and sat-

isfies
1

——ds = 0.
/0+ prm(s)

Ezample 2.4. Let us give an example of functions g; 5 which satisfy (G). For sim-
plicity, we assume that » = 1 and drop the subscript .

Let R: L?(0) — L?(0) be a Hilbert-Schmidt operator which is diagonalized by
an orthonormal basis (ex)ken, i-e. for some sequence A\ = (A )ren € £2, we have

Ru= Z )\k(u, ek)Lzek .
k=1

We additionally assume that e, € C(€) and that the sequence ||[Agex| o is square
summable. Moreover, let g : R — R be of linear growth and locally Hélder contin-

uous of order 3, i.e. [g(s)| < a+ b|s| for certain a,b € R and there exist constants

¢m > 0 such that |g(s1) — g(s2)| < ¢m|s1 — s2|2 for all sy, s € [—m,m).

Then (G) is satisfied if we set g (z, s) := g(s) ek (x). Indeed, (1) holds true with
ag = al|Aerlloo and Bi = bl|Aerllco. For (2), we choose o m(s) = m||Axek|locs?.
Then clearly (a) is satisfied. In (b), we find pi(s) = s> pe; [|Akerl|%, hence p; ! is
not integrable near 0.

In this situation, the noise term in equation (L2 can actually be rewritten as
g(u(t,x))RAW (t,x), where W is a space-time white noise, i.e. an L?(&)-cylindrical
Brownian motion.

Remark 2.5. If the orthonormal basis (e) in example [Z4] is uniformly bounded in
C(0), i.e. supy, ||lex||o < 00, then our assumptions reduce to (\;) € £2. This is for
example the case if we consider the standard orthonormal basis of L2(0,2m). If we
want to consider the orthonormal basis (e;) which diagonalizes the operator Az on
L?(0), then this basis consists of functions in C(€), as D(As) C C(&), however the
functions are typically not uniformly bounded in C(&). Typically, one can obtain
a bound |lex|lcc S k° for a certain s > 0 from ultracontractivity. In this case, one

has to color the noise more by requiring that (k*\x) € £2.

Let us return to our general setting and explain how the stochastic term is
modeled in the abstract equation (II)). We define G; : C(0) — £ (¢%,C(0)) by

[Gi(w)h] () =" hi [Gri(w)] (),
k=1
where G, : C(0) — C(0) is defined by [Grr(w)](z) = gir(x,u(x)). Note that

the above series converges in C(0), since ||hrgix(-, u(-))|loo < hr(cur + Birllulloo)
is summable.



STOCHASTIC REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEMS 7

For the purpose of stochastic integration, we will view G as a function taking
values in .Z(¢2, LP(0)) by embedding C () into LP(0). It turns out that G; even
takes values in y(¢2, LP(0)), the space of y-radonifying operators from (? to LP(0).

Let us briefly recall the definition of y-radonifying operators. Given a Hilbert
space ¢ and a Banach space B, every finite rank operators T : # — B can be

represented in the form
N
=3,

Jj=1
for some integer N > 1, where (h;)}, is an orthonormal system in # and
Z1,...,xn € B. Here, h ® x is the rank one operator mapping g € S to (g, h)wx
With T represented in this form, we define

N N
1Tl ey = (B[ S s |)
j=1

where (7j)§,\f:1 is a sequence of independent standard normal random variables.
This norm is independent of the representation of T" in the above form. The space
~v(S2, B) is the completion of the finite rank operators with respect to the norm
Il - lly(,B)- The identity operator on 7 ® B extends to a continuous embed-
ding *y(jf B) — Z(,B). We may thus view v(.##, B) as a linear subspace of
Z (S, B). The operators belonging to (42, B) are called the y-radonifying oper-
ators from 2 to B. For more information about ~y-radonifying operators, we refer
the reader to [23].
To see that the map G from above takes values in v(¢2, LP(0)), let (e;) denote
the canonical orthonormal basis of £2. Then the series

D IGi(wer]* = Z g0, (
k=1
converges in LP(&). Thus, by [25, Lemma 2.1], G(u) € v(¢?,LP(0)) and
oo 1
2
IG@ ez, zocon = [[ (D I ul)I?)
k=1
proving that G is of linear growth. Let us next show that G : C(€) — ~(¢?, LP(0))

is continuous. To that end, let u,, — u in C(&). Employing [25, Lemma 2.1] a
second time, it follows that

G ) = Gl e 1oty = H(Z s () = g ()R

<
ooy 101l + 18l ).

Le(6)’

which converges to 0 as n — oo by dominated convergence.
Let us summarize the properties of G

Lemma 2.6. Assume (G). Then the maps G, : C(0) — (€2, LP(0)) are well-
defined, of linear growth and continuous.

We now proceed to model the stochastic term in equation (LI]). The driving
process Wy is an H-cylindrical Wiener process for a suitable Hilbert space H,
defined on a filtered probability space (Q, X, T, P), i.e. a bounded linear operator
from L?([0,00); H) to L?(Q2) with the following properties:

(1) for f € L*([0,00); H), the random variable Wy (f) is centered Gaussian.

(2) for t > 0 and f € L*([0,00); H) with support in [0,t], Wg(f) is F-
measurable.

(3) for t > 0 and f € L?([0,00); H) with support in [t,o0), W (f) is indepen-
dent of .%;.

(4) for fi, f> € L*([0,00); H) we have E(Wx (f1)Wr (f2)) = (f1, f2)12((0,00):1)-
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It is easy to see that for h € H, the process (Wg(t)h)i>0, defined by Wy (t)h :=
Wr(L,q ® h) is a real valued F-Brownian motion (which is standard if ||2|l g =
1). Moreover, two such Brownian motions (Wg (¢)h1)i>0 and (Wg(t)ha)i>0 are
independent if and only hy and hs are orthogonal in H. We refer to [23] for a
further discussion.

To model the reaction-diffusion system (2] in abstract form, we choose H :=
[EQ]T. Denoting the canonical orthonormal basis of £ by (ex), we put e; ) =
0,---,0,ex,0,...,0), where the e is at position I. Then (e ) is an orthonormal
basis of H. Let B, I = 1,...,r and k¥ € IN be a family of independent real-
valued Brownian motions defined on a common probability space (2, %, P). Then
Wy« L2 (R, H) — L?(S2), defined by

Walh) =Y [ (@herudsint)
=1 k=1"0
is an H-cylindrical Wiener process, see [23]. We denote by P, : H — H the
projection onto the [-th component and define G : E — £ (H, E) by

G(u)h = (Gl (ul)Plh, ceey GT(uT)PTh)

Later on, we will also write H; := P,H and define Wy, by Wy, (f) := Wy (P, f) for
f € L*([0,00); H). Then Wy, is an H;-cylindrical Wiener process.

2.4. Solution concepts. Having rewritten equation ([2) in the abstract form
([TI), we now define what we mean by a solution of equation (I, thus by a
solution of equation (L2]). Since the map G is not locally Lipschitz continuous, we
initially work with stochastically weak solutions, i.e. the probability space is part of
the solution. We first consider a solution concept which is also analytically weak.

Definition 2.7. A weak solution of equation (L)) is a tupel ((2, X, P),F, Wg, u),
where (€, 3, P) is a probability space endowed with a filtration F which satisfies
the usual conditions, Wpy is an H-cylindrical Wiener process with respect to F
and u = (u(t))s> is a continuous, FF-progressive, E-valued process such that for all
x* € D(A*) and t > 0 we have

(2.2)

(u(t),z*) = <u(0),x*>—|—/0 (u(s), A*x*Y+ (F(u(s)), z*) ds—l—/o G(u(s)) z* dWg(s).

P-almost surely.

If an initial datum & € F is specified, we say that ((Q, X, P),F, Wy, U) is a weak
solution to the initial value problem corresponding to (1), if it is a weak solution
of (L) and additionally P(U(0) =¢&) = 1.

Note that the stochastic integral in (22) is an integral of an H ~ H*-valued
stochastic process with respect to a cylindrical Wiener process. Such an integral is
defined as follows. If (hg)ken is an orthonormal Basis of H, put wy := Wy (s)hg
which is a real valued Brownian motion. We then define

/0 Glu(s)) 2" AW (s) ::kz::l /O (G(u(s)) 2", ha)r dun(s).

In the special situation of equation ([2]), D(A*) can be identified with D(A}) x - - - x
D(A}) which is a subset of .# (&), the r-fold product of the bounded Borel measures
on . Using the standard basis (e1r) of H = [éz]r and writing f; ; := Whey as in
the previous section, we have for z* = (u1,..., ) € D(A*)

/Ot G(u(s)) z* dWg(s) = i i /ﬁgl,k(% wi(s,x)) dp(x) dBuk(s)

=1 k=1
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In particular, choosing p; := R(\, A;)*05, where 0, is Dirac measure in « and p; = 0
for j # 1, equation (2.2)) reduces to

[RO\, Awi ()] (z) = ul(O,:E)—i—/O [AIR(A, AD)ui(s)] () + [Fi(u(s))] (z) ds

+Z (A, A)Gi(u(s))] (x) AW, (s).

This will be used in the followmg section.

In order to prove existence of solutions, the concept of weak solutions is not
suitable. Instead, we will use the concept of a mild solution. To define the concept
of a mild solution, we have to use a Banach space valued stochastic integral. We
will use the theory of stochastic integration in UMD Banach space [24]. We note
that our state space E is not a UMD Banach space. However, the fractional domain
space D((—A4;,)%), being isomorphic to LP(€), is a UMD Banach space. We may
thus perform stochastic integration in fractional domain spaces and then use Lemma
2T to get back into our state space. More precisely, we have

Lemma 2.8. Assume (A) and (G). Moreover, let (2,3, F,P) be a stochastic basis
on which an H-cylindrical Wiener process is defined. Then, if X = (X1,...,X,)
is a continuous, F-progressive E-valued process, then for every t > 0 the process
t— S(t —s)G(X(s)) is stochastically integrable and the stochastic integral

/O S(t — $)G(X(s)) AW (s)

defines an Fi-measurable, E-valued random variable.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the assertion for r = 1. We will drop the index [ for ease
of notation. Fix w € , ¢ > 0, p > max{2,d/4} and a € ( We claim that the

map Ry, : L*(0,t; H) — D((—A4,)%) given by

L,1).

(R, f,x") :2/0 (S(t—9)G(X(s,w)),z")ds

for all * € D((—A,)*)* is y-radonifying. Since D((—Ap)®), being isomorphic to
L?(Q), has type 2, it suffices to show that s — S(t — s)G(X(s,w)) belongs to
L2(0,t;v(H,D((—=A,)%)), see [23| Theorem 11.6]. To that end, we have

1S(t = ) G(X (NN 20,8 (11,0~ 4,)2))

t

— 1St = $)G(X (s, )3 (1,0((~a,)e)) 45

IN

IN
o\;ho

(t = )2 NG(X (55 )2 (5o~ a,)ye) D
t

(t =) (10lllalez + 1Bl X (- )| o0)? ds < o0,

since o < 5. Here, we have used the estimate ||S(t)|| .z (Lr(6),0((—a,)o)) St~ and
the ideal property for y-radonifying operators [23], Theorem 6.2] in the second line
and the linear growth of G from Lemma in the third.

It now follows from [24, Lemma 2.7 and Remark 2.8], that s — S(t—s)G(X (s,w))
represents a strongly measurable map R : Q@ — ~(L*(0,¢; H);D((—A4,)%)). As
s+ S(t—s)G(X(s,w)) is F-progressive, it follows from [24, Theorem 5.9] that the
process is stochastically integrable and the stochastic integral defines a D((—A4,)%)-
valued random variable. By the embedding from Lemma 2.1} we are done. O

We may thus define
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Definition 2.9. Assume (A), (F) and (G). A mild solution of equation (LIJ) is
a tupel ((Q,%2,P),F, Wg,u), where (2,3, P) is a probability space endowed with
a filtration IF which satisfies the usual conditions, Wy is an H-cylindrical Wiener
process with respect to I and w = (u(t)):> is a continuous, IF-progressive, E-valued
process such that for all ¢ > 0 we have

u(t) = S(t)u(0) + /0 S(t—s)F(u(s))ds + /0 S(t — s)G(u(s))dWg(s).

P-almost surely.

If an initial datum £ € F is specified, we say that ((Q, X, P),F, Wy, U) is a mild
solution to the initial value problem corresponding to (L)), if it is a mild solution
of (1) and additionally P(U(0) =¢&) = 1.

By the results of [I3] Section 6], the weak and the mild solutions of equation
(I coincide. We will thus briefly speak of solutions of equation (1), rather than
weak (or mild) solutions.

2.5. Pathwise uniqueness and strong existence. Typically, when working with
stochastically weak solutions, the appropriate uniqueness concept is that of unique-
ness in law. However, we will use the following uniqueness concept:

Definition 2.10. We say that pathwise uniqueness holds for ([[I), if whenever
((Q,%,P),F,Wg,u;) for j = 1,2 are weak solutions of equation (), defined
on the same probability space and with respect to the same H-cylindrical Wiener
process, satisfying u;(0) = uz(0) a.s. we have P(u; = ug) = 1.

For finite dimensional stochastic differential equations, Yamada and Watanabe
[29] proved that pathwise uniqueness implies uniqueness in law. Moreover, they
proved that if solutions exist, then they exist strongly, i.e. given a stochastic basis
(Q,%,F,P) on which an H-cylindrical Wiener process is defined, we can find a
continuous, F-progressive, E-valued process u defined on that stochastic basis, such
that ((Q,2,P),F, Wy, u) is a weak solution.

These results also generalize to stochastic equations on Banach spaces, see [13]
Section 5].

We will make extensive use of strong existence of solutions in Section [l to prove
existence of solutions to stochastic reaction-diffusion systems also for unbounded
reaction terms.

We should also note that given pathwise uniqueness and existence of solutions
for deterministic initial values &, if follows automatically that solutions exist for
random initial data € : Q@ — E which are .Z-measurable. See [I3] for a proof in the
infinite dimensional case.

3. PATHWISE UNIQUENESS
In this section we prove

Theorem 3.1. Assume (A), (F) and (G). Then pathwise uniqueness holds for
equation (L2)
Proof. We may (and shall) assume that p; ,,(t) > ¢t for I = 1,...,r and m € NN,
otherwise replacing p; n, (t) with p; () + .

Let us fix I € {1,---,r} and m € IN. Similar as in the proof of the classical
Yamada-Watanabe theorem [29], we chose a decreasing sequence a,, J 0 such that

ap =1 and
QAn—1 1
/ dt = n.
a plﬁm(t)

n
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This is possible by assumption (G2b). Note that the sequence (ay,), as well as the
functions 1, and ¢,, introduced next, depend on ! and m. Next we pick functions
1y, € C2(R) such that supp ¢, C (an, an—1) and

2 2
np1m(t)

0 < hn(t) <

We define

Then ¢, € C*°(R) with

@, (t) = sgn(t) | Un(s)ds and o (t) = Pn(]t]).

We note that
[t]
[t = anoy = / Lo 1000 () ds < pn(t) < It],

which implies that ¢, (t) — |¢[, uniformly on R. Moreover, ¢/, (t)t = |t| fo‘tl Pn (s
converges to [t| pointwise.

After this preparation, we now come to the main part of the proof. Let u; :=

(ul,...,ul) and uy = (u?,...,u?) be two weak solutions of (LZ)), defined on the

same probability space and with respect to the same sequence of Brownian motions
(B1.5)- Moreover, we assume that u;(0) = uz(0) almost surely.
For m € IN we define the stopping time 7,,, by

= inf {t >0 : ||’U,1(lf)||E \Y ||’U,2(t)||E > m},

where we set inf () = co.

For A > 0,1 € {1,...,r} and € € the vector x* = (i, ..., ), defined by
py = AR(A, Ap)*6, and p = 0 for j # [, is an element of D(A*). Thus, since uy
and ug are weak solutions with u(0) = u2(0) almost surely, we have, almost surely,

[AROAY) (uf (EAT) — uf (EA T ] (2)
_ /0 " TANRO, A)) (b (s) — ud(s))] () ds
. / " RO, A) (B (5)) ~ Filua(s))] () s
+Z / 0l (9) AROL A (G (5)) — G (6 ()] (@) dBr(s)

To simplify notation, we introduce some abbreviations. We write

A,\ul(t) = )\R()\,Al)[ull(t/\Tm) —u?(t/\Tm)}
A)\E(t) = )\R()\,Al)[(ul(t/\ﬂn)) —F‘l(UQ(t/\Tm))}
AAGlyk(t) = )\R()\,Al)[GLk(ull(t/\Tm)) — Glyk(u?(t/\Tm))].

From Itd’s formula it follows that, almost surely,
tATm
en(Axui(t)(z)) = / @ (Baui(s)(2) [Aidrw(s)(z) + ArFi(s)(x)] ds
0

1 tATm o0
+ 5/ "(Azu(s Z A,\le ] ds + a martingale.
0 k=1
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As this is true for every # € €, we may integrate over & and take expectations.
This yields

E/ on(Azuy(t)(z))de =E /ATM/ o (Axu(s)(2) A A (s)(z) do ds
+E / [ B ) A Fils)a) de ds

tATm [e%s)
+ E/ / A,\ul Z A)\le } dx ds
k=1

=:Ii(n,\) + I2(n, \) + Is(n, \).

(3.1)

We proceed in several steps.

Step 1: We estimate I;(n, \) and let A — oo.
Noting that ¢/, (Axu;(s)) € H(O) by the chain rule, we find that

tATm
Li(n,A) = IE/O (AZAAUI(S),<p;l(AAul(s)))L2(ﬁ)ds

—E/O a a' [Axui(s), @), (Aru(s))] ds.

Next observe that
l[A,\ul( )s on (Baui(s))]

-/ Sl (D Asans) -l (Aw(s) - (Dy Sy da

i,5=1
/ oy (Axu(s Z |DiAwi(s)[* de >0,

since ¢! > 0. It thus follows that I1(n, ) <
We now abbreviate

Aug(t) == ul (EA ) — Ui (EATw),  AF(t) == Fj(ui(t Am)) — Fi(uz(t A )
and
AGLk(t) = G[)k(ull (t A Tm)) — Gm(u%(t A Tm)).

For w € C(0) we have that AR(\, A;)w converges to w in C(&0) as A — oo. Thus,
it follows that A)\ul(t) — Aul(t), A)\F'l(t) — Aﬂ(t) and A)\Glyk(t) — AGlyk(t) in
C(0) as A — oo for every t > 0. Inserting the estimate for I;(n, \) into (3.1) and
letting A — oo we obtain, using the continuity of ¢, ¢!, and ¢!/,

tATm
E/ on(Au(t)(z)) dz < E/ / o (Auy(s)(2))AF (s)(z) dx ds
tATm o)
+ ]E/ / (Au(s)(2) Y [AGLi(s)(x)]” do ds
k=1
=:Ji(n) + J2(n)

Step 2: We estimate Jy(n) and Jz(n) and let n — oo.
Since f; is locally Lipschitz continuous by (F) and since || < 1, it follows that,
for a constant L., > 0, we have

tATm
)<L IE/ /Z|AUJ x)|dxds < Ly, IE/ /Z|Au3 x)|dxds.
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As for Ja(n), using (G2) and the estimate ¢! () = ¥y (t) < ﬁ, we see that

lg [ (o (y 22kt Ok (| A (5) ()])?
I A A (T

L1 [t o 2o A @)
- 2E/o /ﬁ“R\{O}(A (@) Bu(m @) © <

dxr ds

t
n

Combining these estimates, we find that

E/ﬁ%(ml()( ) de < Ly, //Z|Au] )| dds + -

Since @, (t) 1|t as n — oo, it follows upon n — oo that

(3.2) /|Aultx|d:v<L IE/ /Z|Auj x)|dz ds

Step 3: We finish the proof.
As equation ([B2) is true for every [ = 1,...,r, we find, summing up, that

E/Z|Aul(t,x)|d:v§rL / /Z|Au x)| dx ds
7=

Thus, by Gronwall’s Lemma,

IE/ Z|Aul(t,:1:)|dx:E/ > Juf (EA T, @) = uf (E AT, )| dz = 0.
=1 =1

Since t A 7, — t almost surely, upon m — oo it follows that

IE/ Z|u}(t,:v)—u?(t,x)|d:v=0
7 1=1

for all t > 0. As solutions are continuous in z, it follows that u(t) = ua(t) almost
surely, for every t > 0. Finally, by continuity of the paths, the exceptional set may be
chosen independently of ¢, hence u; = us almost surely, i.e. pathwise uniqueness. [J

Remark 3.2. Note that in the proof of Theorem B neither the special structure of
the functions f; in condition (F), nor the linear growth assumption on the functions
gk in condition (G2) was used. Thus pathwise uniqueness holds already if the
functions f; are locally Lipschitz continuous and the functions g; ; satisty (G2).

4. PosITIviTYy

Under additional assumptions on the nonlinearities f; and gy, the techniques
from Section [B] can also be used to prove that the solutions of equation (L2) for
positive initial data are almost surely positive. For deterministic reaction-diffusion
equations, the solutions preserve positivity if and only if the reaction term is quasi
positive [28].

Definition 4.1. A map ® = (®,...,®,): 6 x R" — R" is called quasi positive if
for every l =1,...,r and s = (s1,...,s,) with s, =0 and s; > 0 for all j # [ we
have ®;(z,s) > 0 for all z € 0.

In what follows, we write sT := sV 0 for the positive part of a real number s and
s~ 1= (—s) V0 for the negative part of s.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ® : 0xR* — R* be quasi positive and locally Lipschitz continuous
in the sense that for n € IN there exists a constant L,, such that

T
|y (2, 81,y 8:) — Pz, t1,... )| < LHZ|sj —t;| Ve Gﬁ,sj,tj € [-n,n].

Then for everyl € {1,...,7}, x € O and s1,...,s, € [-n,n] with s; < 0 we have
(4.1) —(x,81,.-.,8) §LnZsj_.
j=1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that [ = 1. We have
—®y(x,81,...,8) = D1(x,0,82,...,8.) — P1(x,81,...,8,) — P1(x,0,82,...,58;)
< Lpl0—s1]— @1(x,0,89,...,5)

= Lps; — ®1(2,0,82,...,8).

If ®1(x,0,892,...,8-) > 0, this already yields (£I). Otherwise, since ® is quasi
positive, there exists an index 2 < jg < r with s;, < 0. We assume without loss of
generality that jo = 2. The same estimate as above shows that

—®1(z,0,82,...,8) < Lpsy — P1(x,0,0,83,...,8).

These arguments are now iterated. Doing this, we have proved [@I]) at some point
or, after r iterations, we have proved that

—®y(z,81,...,8) gLnZs; — ®4(2,0,...,0)

which also yields (1)), as ®1(z,0,...,0) > 0 by quasi positivity. O

Theorem 4.3. Assume (A), (F) and (G). Additionally, assume that f : € x R" —
R" is quasi positive and that g x(x,0) =0 for allz € O,1=1,...,7r and k € N.

If u=(uy,...,u,) is a solution of (L2) with u1(0),...,u-(0) >0 almost surely,
then almost surely also w(t,z) >0 for allt >0 and x € 0.

Proof. We pick the sequence a,, and the function ,, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1

and define L
on(t) = 1(0700)/ / Yn(T)dr ds .

Then ¢, € C*(R) with ¢, (t) 1 tT. Moreover,

]]-(Ooo / 1/)n ds and <P;:(t):]]-(0,oo)1/)n(t)-

In particular, ¢/, (t) 1 1 o0) for all £ € R.

Given a solution u of (L2)) with u1(0),...,u,(0) > 0 almost surely, we repeat the
computations and estimates in the proof of Theorem B with w; = 0 and us =: u.
Doing so, we obtain at the end of Step 1

E/{ﬁ on(—u(t AT, x))

< IE/MTm/ o (—u(s ATy, ) - (= fi(m,u(s A Ty @) d ds

tATm
+ E/ / —ui(8 A Ty @ Z — grr(x, w (s A T, ))} dx ds

k=1
=:Ji(n) + J2(n)

Note that we do not obtain an extra term for the initial datum, as ¢, (—v;(z)) =0
almost surely. We now estimate the terms Ji(n) and Ja(n).
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Since ¢/, (t) = 0 for t < 0, the integrand in J; (n) vanishes, unless u;(sAT,, x) < 0.
In that case, since f is quasipositive and locally Lipschitz continuous, it follows from
Lemma that

tATm
n) gE/ /ﬁcpil(—ul(s/\Tm, Zuj SN Tm, )~ drds.
0

Concerning Ja(n), since g; 1 (x,0) = 0, we obtain

tATm o0
= —E/ / —u($ A T, @ Z 91..(2,0) — gk (2, ui (s A T, ))} dx ds
k=1

1 AT 201(—ui(s A T, )
< sE 1 - my . S
-2 / /ﬁ ©.0)(~ui(s AT, x))npz(—uz(S/\Tmﬁv)) o ds

With these estimates and n — oo, it follows that

t r
E/ w(t AT, )~ deLm/ E/ ZUj(S/\Tm,ZZ?)_ dx ds
o 0 st

since @, (—w(EA Tim), ) Tur(t A T, )~
Now the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 show that >, u; =0
almost surely, hence, almost surely, u; > 0 foralll=1,...,r. O

3|+

5. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS

We now prove existence of solutions to equation ([2)). In the proof, we will
use the pathwise uniqueness proved in Section [3 Indeed, by pathwise uniqueness,
solutions exist strongly, i.e. on a given probability space and with respect to a given
cylindrical Wiener process. This allows us to adopt the strategy of [14] to our
situation and prove existence of solutions via approximation of the coefficients.

We will use the following estimates for deterministic and stochastic convolutions
which are a consequence of the factorization technique [6].

Lemma 5.1. Assume (A), (F) and (G). Let (Q, %, F,P) be a stochastic basis on
which an H-cylindrical Wiener process is defined. Moreover, let u = (uq,...,u,) be
a continuous, F-progressive E-valued process. Then for p > 2 there exists a constant
C(T) with C(T) — 0 as T — 0, independent of the constants ¢y and cz from (F) and
the sequences oy and B; from (G1) such that for the stochastic convolution process

t
Syoy Gulur) =t — / Su(t — 5)Giwi(s) AW, (5)
0
we have the estimate

ElSi ot Gi(uligy 0. p.c@y < CMUealle: + 18ullEllulle o 11.002))

and for the deterministic convolution process

t
Spx Kij(u) ==t — / Si(t — s)Kj(u(s))ds
0
we have the estimate

B[Sy * K (u)|?

p P
c(0.1,0(@) = C(T)(c] + AE[ullR) -

Proof. We first treat the stochastic convolution. We pick ¢ so large that zi

and a € (Q_q’ - —) Then, for some € > 0 and 5 € (o + %, 1), we find

E[|S; o1 Gy (u)||?
S E[[Sio Gi(w)

1_1
2 p

c([0,T);C(6))

1€ 0,730 (= A00))
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T
S Tgp/o Ells — (¢t - 5)_6Gl(ul(s))||$(L2(o,t;Hl),Lq(ﬁ)) ds
T t p
5 Tsp/o ]E(/O (t — 5)72ﬁ||Gl(ul)||'2y(Hl,Lq(ﬁ)) dS) ’ dt
T t P
< 1 [CB( [ (=9 PI0P (ol + I8lalul ooy ) d
0 0

T
S Tsﬁ/ ElOP (laillex + [ Bille luill e o,ric0(0)))P dt
0

S T (101 (loallZs + 1BIZEl w0 11.0000) ) -

Here, the first estimate follows from the embedding of Lemma 2] the second
is [25] Proposition 4.2], the third uses that L%(&) has type 2, whence we have
the embedding L2(0,t;v(H;, LY(0)) — v(L*(0,t; H;), LY(0)). The fourth estimate
follows from the linear growth of G;, proved in Lemma 2.6 the fifth from the fact
that sup;¢o,7 fot(t —5)728ds < oo and the last one from Young’s inequality. This
proves the first assertion.

The (easier) proof of the section assertion is similar, using [15, Proposition 4.2.1]
instead of |25, Proposition 4.2]. O

We first prove existence of solutions under additional boundedness assumptions
on the maps k; and g; .

Theorem 5.2. Assume (4), (F) and (G). Additionally assume that

(1) The functions k; from assumption F are uniformly bounded, i. e. there exists
a constant C > 0 such that |ki(z,s)| < C for all (z,5) € 0 x R* and
l=1,...,r.

(2) Forl=1,...,r, the vector B; from assumption (G1) satisfies B; = 0.

Then every & = (&1,...,&) € E, there exists a unique solution of equation (L2)
with initial datum &.

In the proof of Theorem[.2] we use the following Lemma which is a reformulation
of [3, Lemma 4.2], see also [14, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 5.3. Assume that T = (T(t))i>0 is a strongly continuous contraction
semigroup on C(O) and that H : C(0) — C(0) is such that for some constants
a >0 and N € N we have (H(u+v),¢) < a(l + [|v]|o0)?N T for all u,v € C(0)
and ¢ € O||ul|oo. If for some 7 > 0, ug € C(O) and two continuous functions

v:[0,7) = C(0) we have
u(t) = T(#)uo + /0 T(t—s)F(u(s)+v(s))ds Vtel0,T),

Then
t
[u)lloo < lluolloo +/ a1+ v(s)]lee)?M*tds Vi€ 0,7).
0

Proof of Theorem[5.2, Throughout, we fix a positive time 7" > 0. It suffices to

prove existence of solutions defined for times ¢ € [0,7]. Indeed, by the results of

Section [ and the Yamada-Watanabe theorem, any solution exist strongly and any

two solutions agree as long as they are both defined. Thus, solutions defined on

bounded time intervals can be glued together to get a solution defined for all times.
We now proceed in two steps.

Step 1 Construction of a maximal solution for equation (L2)).



STOCHASTIC REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEMS 17

To begin with, note that by our additional assumptions (1) and (2), the operators
K; and G, are uniformly bounded, i.e. there exists a constant M > 0 such that

||Hl(u1, .. ur)||c <M and ||G[(U)H’Y([27Lp(ﬁ)) <M

for all u1,...,u, € C(O) resp. u € C(€). We now also approximate the functions
H,; with uniformly bounded functions. To that end, we set

(n) ] h(z,s), if|s| <n
() = { hi(xz,m-sgns) otherwise.

forn € Nand [ = 1,...,r. We define H, (), : C(0) — C(0) by [Kl(n)(u)] (x) :==
hl(") (z,u(z)) for u € C(O) and set F(n) K + H( ") Then, for fixed n € IN, the
map F(") .= (Fl(n), ey FT(")) : C(0) — C(0)" is uniformly bounded.

It follows from [3, Theorem 4.5] that there exists a solution wu,, = (ugn), cey u&n))
of the stochastic equation with coefficients A4, F(™) and G and initial datum &. By
pathwise uniqueness these solutions exist strongly. Thus we may assume that the
processes u, are defined on a common stochastic basis (Q, X, F,P) and that they
are solutions with respect to a common H-Wiener process Wy . Define

Pn ::inf{te [0,T] Z|ul ||Oo>n}

with the convention that inf () = T

Since F™(u) = F"+tD(y) for v € E with ||u|g < n, we can repeat the
arguments in the proof of Theorem Bl to prove that u,(t) = up41(t) for all
0 <t < pnp Apps1. This implies in particular that p, < p,4+1 almost surely. Thus,
putting p := sup,, pn, we may define a maximal solution of our original problem

([T2) by (u(t))tefo,p), Where

u(t) := un(t) fort e [0, pn).

Step 2 We show that the maximal solution (u(t)):co,p) is globally defined.
We prove that for p > 2 we have

(5.1) SUp [[tnll oo 0@y < 00

By [14] Corollary 2.6] this will then imply that p = T and that u is an element of
LP(Q; C([0,T);C(O)™)). Tt now easily follows that u is a solution of our problem
([T2) on the interval [0,T].

To prove (B1]), we define the stochastic processes vl(") and wl(n) for n € IN and
l=1,...r by

vl(n) =S * Kj(u,) and wln) (t) = S; o1 Gi(w) .

Since H; and G, are uniformly bounded it follows from Lemma[5.Ilthat the processes
’Ul(n) and wl(") are uniformly bounded in LP(Q; C(0,T]; C(0)), say by C,.

Now put y, "= ul(") ’Ul(n) wl ™) Since Uy, is a mild solution of the approximate
problem, it follows that

t
w0 = St + /0 Su(t =) H" (5" (5)) ds + v (1) + wf™ (1)

almost surely for all ¢ € [0,T]. Note that H, l(n) satisfies assumption (F1) with the
same constants as h;. Consequently, Lemma and Lemma [5.3] yield for p > 2
that

EHyl HC(OT C(ﬁ))
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t
n p
< B swp (oot [ @ [ + 0 (s)]) ds)
t€[0,7] 0
(n) || (2N +1)p (n) (2N,
S EQ ol + 10 1o e * 10 logo o)
S 1 + 20 2NL+1)17 = Ml

It thus follows that

EHul ||C(0T ,C(6))
n) n) n)p
S B Nego,momy T EI G0 m0@) T B N0, m000)
< M;+ QCP .
Summing over [ = 1,...,r, (&) is proved. O

Note that assumption (F2) was not used in the proof of Theorem That
assumption is used to get rid of the additional boundedness assumption on the G
and K; in Theorem The main tool we use is the following Lemma, which can
be found in [14, Lemma 4.8].

Lemma 5.4. Assume that T = (T(t))t>0 is a strongly continuous contraction
semigroup on C(O) and that H : C(0) — C(0) is such that for some constants
a,b>0 and N € N we have (H(u +v) — H(v),p) < a(1l+ ||[v]loo)*V 1 — bfjul/2V+1
for all u,v € C(O) and ¢ € 9|ul|oo. If u,v € C([0,T);C(O)) satisfy

u@:ATWﬂW@@+Mw% vt e [0,7],

then
da, 1

lulleqo,rie@ < (5) A+ Ivllogo,mic@)) -
b

Theorem 5.5. Assume (A), (F) and (G). Let (,%,F,P) be a stochastic basis
on which an H-cylindrical Wiener process Wy with respect to I is defined. Then
for every initial datum & = (£1,...,&,) € LO(Q, %o, P;C(O)") there exists a unique
solution u = (uy,...,u,) of equation (L2).

Proof. To proof existence of solutions we approximate the coefficients G; and K;
with bounded coefficients. To that end, we define kl(n) by setting kl(n) (x,8) =

ki(x,s) if ||s]i < n and kl(")(:zz,s) := ky(x,n||s|;'s) otherwise. The associated

) (n)

composition operator is denoted by K, ™ The functions g and the associated

composition operator are defined analogously. Clearly, K "™ and G" ™) are uniformly
bounded. Moreover, they are of linear growth with constants 1ndependent of n.

Setting F(n) =H+ K(n) and F(") .= (F(") Fr(n)) it follows from Theorem
5.2] that there exists a solution u,, = (ugn), T ) of equation (1)) with coef-
ficients A, F(™ and G = (ng), e ). Note that in Theorem [5.2] we have
proved existence of solutions only for deterministic initial data. However, as we have
already remarked in Section 2.5 given pathwise uniqueness we obtain existence of
solutions for arbitrary .%#p-measurable initial data &.

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem [(.2] we can glue together the solutions wu,
to a maximal solution of our original problem and finish the proof of existence by
proving that the approximative solutions w,, for initial data & € LP(Q, %, P; E) are
uniformly bounded in L?(Q; C([0, T]; E')). This will then prove existence of solutions
for £ € LP(Q, %y, P; E) . The abstract results of [I4] will then yield existence of
solutions for .#p-measurable initial data &.

To prove such a bound, we introduce the processes

o™ = S K™ (un) and  w™ = 5 0y GO (u™).
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Since the maps K l(") and Gl(n) are of linear growth with constants independent of
n, it follows from Lemma [51] that for certain constants dy,ds and a constant C(T)
which converges to zero as T' — 0 we have

n) (n))p
Ellw; g o rye@y < €N + BN ™IE, (o 71.0)
and )
n)p (n)p
E10i”17, o 110 < OO (@ +d2E; [ "
Now we put yz( ™. Ul(n) - Ul(n) - wl(") — S;(-)&. Since u,, is a mild solution of the

approximate problem

y(t) = / Si(t — s)Hi [y (s) + o™ (8) +w™ (s) + Si(s)&] ds

0
Consequently, by Lemma [5.4]
n)yp
Elvi oo 0@
S 1HEl + u” + SO 6 e

A

p n)|p (n)p
1 +]E||’Ul|| +E||vl || c(o, T]C(E)) +E||wl || c([o, T];C(E))

IN

1Bl 5+ 200+ B S 1 )

Combining with the estimates for ’Ul(n)

obtain

(n)

and w, ’ and summing over [ =1,...,7, we

EHunIIZ([O,T];E) <Co+Ch (T)E”@H% + Co(T )EHuan( 0,7T);E)

for certain constants Co,C1(T) and Co(T), where C1(T'), C2(T) converge to 0 as
t } 0. Thus, if we choose T so small that Co(Tp) < 1, we obtain

E||wn]? (Co + CL(To)E|& %)

1
R
c(0.Tol;¢(@") = T — Cy(Tp)

Thus we have obtained the uniform LP-bound for small time intervals. Solving with
initial datum & := u(Tp) and with cylindrical Wiener process Wi (t) := Wy (t+Tp) —
Wy (Ty), we obtain solutions @,. By pathwise uniqueness, iy () = un (- + Tp). The
same arguments as above yields boundedness of @, in LP(Q; C([0,T]; E)), hence
boundedness of u,, in LP(2; C([0,2Tp]; F)). Inductively, we obtain boundedness in
LP(;C([0,T); E)) for all T > 0. O

6. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, apply our results to specific stochastic reaction diffusion system
by presenting a typical example for the reaction term f. More precisely, we consider
the situation where r = 2, rename the variables u := w7 and v = vy and consider
the function f : R? — R2, defined by

fitu,v) :=u—u®+v and fo(u,v) :=au —bv

where a and b are positive constants. This choice for the reaction term goes back
to the fundamental work of Fitzhugh [9] and Nagumo, Arimolo and Yoshizawa
[22]. Reaction-diffusion equations involving this reaction term are generic excitable
systems and appear frequently in applications in chemistry and biology, see e.g.
[19].

This nonlinearity satisfies our assumptions (F). Indeed, setting hi(s) := s — s
and ki(u,v) := v, then clearly ky is Lipschitz continuous and of linear growth.
It follows from Example that f; satisfies (F1) and (F2). Moreover, can put
he = 0, which trivially satisfies (F1) and (F2), and ha(u,v) := u —v. We should

3



20 MARKUS C. KUNZE

also note that the reaction term f is quasi positive, as f1(0,v) =v > 0 for v > 0
and fa(u,0) = au > 0 for u > 0.
Thus, our results immediately yield the following

Theorem 6.1. Let € be a bounded Lipschitz domain in RY, a1,as € L>®(0; RI¥9)
be symmetric and uniformly elliptic. Moreover, let Ry, Ry be Hilbert-Schmidt op-
erators on L*(0) which are diagonalized by orthonormal bases (ey) resp. (€x) such
that ey, é, € C(O) for all k and || Riex]%, " |Reek||%, < oo. Finally, let
91,92 : R = R be locally %—Hb'lder continuous and of linear growth. Let (2, X, F,P)
be a stochastic basis on which two independent L*(0)-cylindrical Wiener processes
W1 and Ws are defined.

Then for every &, & € LO(Q, %y, P; C(0)), there exist a pathwise unique solution
(u,v) of the stochastic reaction diffusion system

dul(t) = [div (a1 Vu(t)) + u(t) — u(t)® + v(t)] dt + g1 (u(t))RidW(t)
dv(t) = [div (a2Vu(t)) + au(t) — bu(t)]dt + ga(u(t)) RedWa(t)

%Zit) = gﬁit) = 0 ond0

u(0) = &

1)(0) = 52 .

If &1,& are almost surely positive and g1(0) = g2(0) = 0, then the solutions u,v are
almost surely positive for all times.
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