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Abstract

Existence and uniqueness of solutions to the stochastimpanedia equatiothX— Ay(X)dt = XdWin R are studied.
Here,W is a Wiener procesg; is a maximal monotone graphi&x R such thaiy(r) < C|r|™, ¥r € R. In this general
case, the dimension is restrictedd@ 3, the main reason being the absence of a convenient meftielsult in the
spaceH = {p € S'(RY); [€l(Fe)(&) € L2(RY)}, for d < 2. Wheny is Lipschitz, the well-posedness, however, holds
for all dimensions on the classical Sobolev speicé(RY). If y(r)r > p|r|™* andm = g%g we prove the finite time
extinction with strictly positive probability.

Résume

Nous étudions existence et unicité pour les solutionse'@quation de milieux poreukX — Ay/(X)dt = XdW dans

RRY. Ici W est un processus de Wiengrest un graphe maximal monotone da@hs R tel quey(r) < CIr|™, Vr € R.
Dans ce contexte général, la dimension est restreidte 8, essentiellement compte tenu de I'absence d’'un résultat
adéquat de multiplication dans l'espagé = {p € S'(RY); [&(Fe)(&) € L2(RY)}, pourd < 2. Lorsquey est
Lipschitz, le probléme est néanmoins bien posé pouetdimension dans I'espace de Sobolev classiqu&RY).
Siy(nr > plr™* etm = % nous prouvons une propriété d’ extinction en temps fieicgprobabilité strictement
positive.
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1. Introduction
Consider the stochastic porous media equation

dX - Ag(X)dt = XdWin (0, T) x R,

X(0) = xonRY, (1.1)
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wherey is a monotonically nondecreasing functionRieventually multivalued) and/(t) is a Wiener process of the
form

WD) = ) medbit). t 0. (12)
k=1

Here{Bk},., are independent Brownian motions on a stochastic B&sig, 7, P}, ux € R and{ed, , is an orthonor-
mal basis inH1(RY) or H~* (see[[Z.2) below) to be made precise later on.

On bounded domair@ c RY with Dirichlet homogeneous boundary conditions, equafiofl) was studied in [3],
[4], [5], under general assumptions ¢n R — R (namely, maximal monotone multivalued graph with polynaimi
growth, or even more general growth conditions in [4]). lbghd be said, however, that there is a principidletence
between bounded and unbounded domains, mainly due to thighealproblem in Sobolev spaces &4. If d > 3
andO = RY, existence and uniqueness of solutiond1ol(1.1) was provigil] (see, also, [23]) in a general setting
which covers the cas@ = RY (see Theorems 3.9, Proposition 3.1 and Example 3.4 In [Mdjvever, it should be
said that in{[21}y is assumed continuous, such th@afr) — oo asr — oo, which we do not need in this paper.

We study the existence and uniquenesg ofl (1.1) under tfiereint sets of conditions requiring a different func-
tional approach. The first one, which will be presented inti8ac, assumes that is monotonically nondecreasing
and Lipschitz. The state space for{1.1) is, in this ca$ei(RY), that is, the dual of the classical Sobolev space
HY(RY). In spite of the apparent lack of generality [(ipschitz), it should be mentioned that there are physicadm
els described by such an equation as, for instance, the tasepBtefan transition problem perturbed by a stochastic
Gaussian noise|[[2]; moreover, in this latter case there igsiwiction on the dimensioth

The second case, which will be studied in Section 4, is tharesh is a maximal monotone multivalued function
with at most polynomial growth. An important physical prefsl covered by this case is the self-organized criticality
model

dX — AH(X = Xo)dt = (X — Xo)dW, (1.3)

whereH is the Heaviside function an; is the critical state (seel[5]..[6]./[8]). More generallyigtlequation with
discontinuoug covers the stochastic nonlineaffdsion equation with singular fusivity D(u) = ¥’ (u).

It should be mentioned that, in this second case, the saliift) to (1.1) is defined in a certain distribution space
H1 (seel[Z.R) below) oY and the existence is obtained fibe- 3 only, as in the case of continuogsn [21]. The
case 1< d < 2 remains open due to the absence of a multiplier rule in thefje||.-: (see Lemma4l1 below).

In Section 5, we prove the finite time extinction of the salntK to (I.1) with strictly positive probability under
the assumption that(r)r > plr|™* andm= $% -

Finally, we would like to comment on one type of noise. Existeand uniqueness can be proved wifth X(t))
by replacingX(t) under (more or less the usual) abstract conditions ¢see, e.g./[21]/[23]). The main reason why
in this paper we restrict ourselves to linear multiplicatiwise is that first we want to be concrete, second the latter
case is somehow generic (just think of taking the Taylor espmn ofo(t, -) up to first order), and third for this type
of noise we prove finite time extinction in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

To begin with, let us briefly recall a few definitions pertaigidistribution spaces dk“, whose classical Euclidean
norm will be denoted by- |.
Denote byS’(RY) the space of all temperate distributions®h(see, e.g., [18]) and by the space

H = {p e S'(RY); & - [AF ()(€) € LARY)), (2.1)



whereF (¢) is the Fourier transform af. We denote by 2(RY) the space of square integrable functionsRSrwith
norm| - |, and scalar produgt, -),. In general - |, will denote the norm of. P(RY) or LP(RY; RY), 1 < p < . The
dual spaceH~* of H is given by

H = (neS'RY; £ - F)OIE™ € LAR). (2.2)

The duality betweerH and ! is denoted by, -) and is given by

= [ Tt 23)

and the norm of denoted by - |1 is given by

ol = ( [, |¢(¢)(§)|2|§|2d§)2 : ( [, |V¢|2d§)2 . (2.4)
The norm ofH~1, denoted byj - ||_1 is given by

1
2

s = ( [ lrtraerds) = (o))’ @5)
(We note that the operatet is an isomorphism frorH onto7{~1.) The scalar product of(~! is given by

(n.m2)_1 = ((—A)_lﬂl, 772>- (2.6)
As regards the relationship @ with the spacé.P(RY) of p-summable functions oRY, we have the following.
Lemma 2.1. Letd > 3. Then we have

H c LT (RY) (2.7)
algebraically and topologically.

Indeed, by the Sobolev embedding theorem (see, e.g., [18}.8), we have
lpl 25 < CIVelz, Yo € CF(RY,

and, by density, this implie§ (2.7), as claimed.
It should be mentioned thdf(2.7) is no longer true far d < 2. However, by duality, we have

Laz(RY c HL, vd > 3, (2.8)
Denote byH(RY) the Sobolev space
HYRY = {ue L2(RY); Vue LARY)}
(Ue L2(RY; & o FU)E)(L+ 672 € LR

with norm ) )
3 5 P 2 PAL
ey = ( [ Le2emu )df) : ( [ ruaia - gt
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and byH1(RY) its dual, that is,
HLRY) = (ue S'(RY); FU)E)(L+1£?) 2 € LARY)).

The norm ofH"1(RY) is denoted by - |_; and its scalar product b¥,-)_;. We have the continuous and dense
embeddings
HYRY c H, H™t c HYRY).

It should be emphasized, however, thdtis not a subspace df?(RY) and soL?(RY) is not the pivot space in the
duality (-, -) given by [Z.B).

Given a Banach spacé we denote by P(0, T; Y) the space of al¥-valuedp-integrable functions on (0) and
by C([0, T]; Y) the space of continuoévalued functions on [OT']. For two Hilbert spacesls, H, let L(H1, H,) and
L»(H1, Hy) denote the set of all bounded linear and Hilbert-Schmiétrafors, respectively. We refer 1o [17], [20] for
definitions and basic results pertaining infinite dimenal@tochastic processes.

3. Equation (I.T)with the Lipschitzian y
Consider here equatiop (1.1) under the following condgion
() ¥ : R — Ris monotonically nondecreasing, Lipschitz such i) = 0.

(i) Wis a Wiener process as in(1.2), whexes H(RY), such that
C2 =36 up(IVad + lad% + 1) < o, (3.1)
k=1

and{ec} is an orthonormal basis iH~1(RY).
We insert the factor 36 for convenience here to avoid adtifitarge numerical constants in subsequent estimates.

Remark 3.1. By Lemmd4.1 belowVel., in (3.1) can be replaced byey, and all the results in this section remain
true.

Definition 3.2. Let x € H™Y(RY). A continuous, ¥;)=o-adapted proces¥ : [0,T] — H™Y(RY) is called strong
solution to [1.1) if the following conditions hold:

X € L2(€; C([0, T]; HY(RYY)) N L2([0, T] x Q; L2(RY)) (3.2)

f ] w(X(s))dse C([0, T]; HY(RY)), P-a.s. (3.3)
° t t

X(t) - Af Y(X(9)ds= x+f X(9)dW(s), VYt € [0, T], P-a.s. (3.4)
0 0

Remark 3.3. The stochastic (I1td-) integral ii(3.4) is the standard foam [17] or [20]. In fact, in the terminology of
these referenceyy is aQ-Wiener proces®V? on H™1, whereQ : H™* — H™1is the symmetric trace class operator
defined by

Qh:= > uE(ach) 1@ he H™
k=1



Forx € H™1, defineo(x) : QY?H™* — H~* by
T(Y(QV?h) = > (8o -y 8- ), he H. (3.5)
k=1

By (3.1), eache, is anH~1-multiplier such that
lex - X-1 < 2 (|ede + V&) X1, X € HTL. (3.6)

Hence, forallx e H™1, he H1,

o0 oo 1/2
Do ey < (Z u§|@x|21] Ihl-1
k=1 k=1

< 2Ceo|X-1lhl-1

= 2C00|X|_1|Q1/2h|Q1/2H71,

and thusr(x) is well-defined and an element ifQY2H-1, H-1). Moreover, forx € H, by (3.8), (3.6),

HO-(X)”EZ(Ql/ZH’l,H*l) = Z |0'(X)(Ql/zex)|31 = Z |ﬂkekXEl
k;l P 3.7)
= > uflacx?, < C2IxP,.
P

Since{QY?g | k € N} is an orthonormal basis @Y?H=1, it follows thato(x) € Lo(QY?H™t, H1) and the map
x — o(X) is linear and continuous (hence Lipschitz) frédn® to L,(QY2H~1, H™1). Hence (e.g., according to_[20,
Section 2.3])

f t X(AW(S) := f t a(X(9)dWR(9), t € [0, T],
0 0

is well-defined as a continuots-valued martingale and by Itd’s isometry ahd{3.7)

t 2 o0 t
E| | X(9dWs)| = E | IX(9ed?,ds
'fo 1 ;ﬂk tfo ! (3.8)
< CfoEf0|X(s)|flds te[0,T].
Furthermore, it follows that
t s t
[ x@awe = [ oxe)Q e
k=t (3.9)

o
> f H@X(9B(S). te [0.T],
k=1 VO

where the series convergeslif(Q; C([0, T]; H1)).
In fact,fo' X(9)dW(s) is a continuous 2-valued martingale, becau¥ee L%([0, T] x Q; L?(RY)) and, analogously
to (3.1), we get

lorGOIE guop 1,12y < CaIX3, x € LA(RY).
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In particular, by Ité’s isometry,

t 2 t
2 2
E’ fo X(s)dW(s)2 <C2E fo IX(s)i2ds t e [0,T].

Furthermore, the series in(8.8) even convergds(®; C([0, T]; L3(RY))).
We shall use the facts presented in this remark through@up#per without further notice.

Theorem 3.4. Letd > 1 andx € L%RY). Then, under assumptions (i), (ii), there is a unique girsolution to
equation[(1.11). This solution satisfies

E[ sup |X(t)|§] < 2x2e%
te[0,T]

In particular,X € L2(Q; L®([0, T]; L3(RY))). Assume further that

Y(r)r > ar?, Vr e R, (3.10)
wheree > 0. Then, there is a unique strong solutdno (I.1) for allx e H-1(RY).
Proof of Theorem([3.4.We approximatd (111) by

dX+ (v = Ay (X)dt = XdWt), t € (O, T), (3.11)
X(0) = x on RY, .
wherev € (0, 1). We have the following.

Lemma 3.5. Assume thats is as in assumption (i). Let € L2(RY). Then, there is a uniqué{)=o-adapted solution
X = X" to (3.11) in the following strong sense:

X’ € L2(Q, C([0, T]; H"XRY))) N L%([0, T] x Q; L3(RY)), (3.12)
andP-a.s.
X'(t) = x+ (A -v) f t Y (X(s))ds+ f t X’(s)dW(s), t € [0, T]. (3.13)
0 0

In addition, for allv € (0, 1),

E[ sup X (1)3] < 21x2e*°4T (3.14)

te[0,T]

If, moreovery satisfies[(3.10), then for easte H-1(RY) there is a unique solutioX” satisfying [3.12),[(3.13).

Proof of Lemmal[3.3. Let us start with the second part of the assertion, i.e., waras thaiy satisfies[(3.70) and
thatx € H-X(RY). Then the standard theory (see, elg., [20, Sections 4.2 &fdapplies to ensure that there exists a
unique solutionX” taking value inH-1(RY) satisfying [3.1R),[(3.13) above. Indeed, it is easy to kfbat (H1)—(H4)
from [20, Section 4.1] are satisfied with := L2(RY), H := HY(RY), Au := (A — v)(¥(u)), u € V, andH"1(RY) is
equipped with the equivalent norm

L\l2 _
-1y 1= (v = A) "), p e HARY,
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(in which case, we also writel ;). Here, as before, we uge ) also to denote the dualization betwedhR?) and
H-Y(RY). For details, we refer to the calculationslin/[20, Example#1], which becausp = 2 go through when the
bounded domaif there is replaced biY. Hence[20, Theorem 4.2.4] applies to give the above saintio

In the case wher does not satisfy{ (3.10), the above conditions (H1), (H2%)(fdom [20] still hold, but (H3) not
in general. Therefore, we replagdy v+ 1, A € (0, 1), and thus conside,(u) := (A—v)(¥(u)+1Au),u € V := L?(RY)
and, as above, by [20, Theorem 4.2.4], obtain a soliigrsatisfying [3.1P) [(3.13), to

dX(t) + (v — A)WX(D) + AX(O)dt = X2 (OAW(R), t € [0, T],

3.15
X¥(0) = x € H-Y(RY). (3.19)
In particular, by[3.12),
E[ sup |x;(t)|21] < oo. (3.16)
te[0,T]

We want to letl — 0 to obtain a solution td{3.11). To this end, in this case,{ivéthout assumind(3.10)), we assume
from now on thatx € L2(RY). The reason is that we need the following.

Claim 1. We have X e L2([0, T] x ©; HY(R?)) and

E| sup [X}(t)3

.
+ 4K f IVX(9)2ds < 2/x|2e*T,
te[0,T] 0

forall v,2 € (0,1).
FurthermoreX’ has continuous sample pathdif(RY), P-a.s.
Proof of Claim 1. We know that

t t
X|(t) = x+(A-v) j(; (W(X1(9) + AX(9))ds+ j(; X (9)dW(s), t € [0, T]. (3.17)

Leta € (v, ). Recalling that ¢ — A)‘% s H(RY) — L2(RY) and applying this operator to the above equation, we
find

(= A)72X (1)

t
:@_M%xiﬁm—ww—mﬁwmxm+AM©ws (3.18)

+ f t(a — A) 20 (X(9)QY2dW(s), t € [0, T].
0



Applying Itd’s formula (see, e.g., [20, Theorem 4.2.5]wi = L?(RY)) to |(a — A)*%Xj(t)@, we obtain, fott € [0, T],

(@ = )XY = (o — 4)Hx

2 fot (A== 2u(Xi(9). (a - ) EX](9) ds

-21 fo t(|V((cv — A ZXUS)B + (e — A)2X(9Dds 610)
+ fo e = A Er 0GR g2 s

+2 fo ((@=2)ZX)(9), (@ - A) 20 (X}(9)QV*AW(S)),

But, for f € L?(RY), we have
(@-A)2(A—v)@-A)2f = (P=Df,

where
P:=(@-v)(a-A)"

For the Green functiog, of (@ — A), we then have, fof € L?(RY),
Pi=(a= [ f@.(.ock

Hence, by([23, Lemma 5.1], the integrand of the second terth@right-hand side of{3:19) with:= X’(s) (€ L*(R?)
for dsa.e.s€ [0, T]) can be rewritten as

W)=z = =3 [ W@ N1 @-f(@No (e HeFs
- [ a-Pre)-ur@ @

Sincey is monotoney(0) = 0 andP1 < 1, we deduce that

W(f),(P-1fy<O.

Hence, after a multiplication by, (3.19) implies that, for alf € [0, T] (see Remark3]3),
t
al(a - A)—%X;(t)@ + Zﬂf IV(Va(a — A)"2X}(9)I5ds
0
t (]
<alla -8y xg+ [ {afa - 8 HeXi(9). aXi(9), ds
Sy

t
+2 fo (el = A)X(9), o(X}(9)Q*AW(S)), -



Hence, by the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy (BDG) inequalityttwp = 1) and sincax(e — A)~* is a contraction on
L2(RY),

E [ sup| Va(a - Ar%x;(s)@]

se[0,t]

+21F f IV(Va(a — A)2X;(9)2ds

(3.20)
< | Va(a - Ay IxE + C2E f IX)(9ds
1/2
+6Ef ala — A)IXY(9), aXi(9).ds| .
[OZuk (o~ A)1X}(9). 8X)(9)), )
The latter term can be estimated by
t 1/2
CmE[supm(a—A)lx;(s)b(f |X§(s)|§ds) ]
(3.21)

t
; {SupI\/—(a/ A)EXU9R| + = 02 f|x;(s)|§ds

se[0,t]

where we used tha{/c_y(a—A)‘% is a contraction oh?(RY). Note that the first summand on the right-hand side is finite
. 1 . . . . .
by (3.186), since the norinVa(a — A)"2 - |, is equivalent td - |_;. Hence, we can subtract this term after substituting

(3:21) into [3.2D) to obtain
E [ sup | va(e - A>%x;(s)|§]

se[0.t] ;

+41E f IV(Va(a — A)"2X(s)2ds (3.22)
< 2| a(a - A)’§x|2+3C2Ef IXx(s)l3ds t e [0,T].

Obviously, the quantity under the supn the left-hand side of (3.22) is increasingdn So, by the monotone
s<[0.t]

convergence theorem, we may let—> o~ in ([3.22) and then, except for its last part, Claim 1 immesliafollows

by Gronwall's lemma, since/a(a — A)~2 is a contraction ir.2(R%) andx € L2(RY). The last part of Claim 1 then

immediately follows from[[19, Theorem 2.14.

Applying Itds formula to] X} (t) - X}, ()12, , (see [20, Theorem 4.2.5]), it follows frof (3117) that, for’ € (0, 1)
andt € [0, T],

X3 = X, (02,
t
2 [[ (U6~ w0K0) + (X = XX, X - X, ds
(3.23)
f (XS = X (IR, quors 42,0
t
+2 fo (Xi(9) = X1(9), o(Xi(9) = X3 ()NAW(S)) |, .
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Our assumption (i) oy implies that

W) =N =) = (Lipy + 1)y (r) —y()P, forrr R,

where Lip ¢ is the Lipschitz constant af. Hence [[3.23),[(3]7) and the BDG inequality (foe= 1 imply that, for all
te[0,T])

E [ sup [X3(s) - X},(s)lzl,v}
se[0,t]
t
w2(Lipy + 1B [ W(K(9) - wX(9)ids
0
t t
<2+ )E f (IX3(9)13 + X}, (9)5)ds+ C2 f IX(S) = X3 (9%, ds
0 0
¢ o ) 1/2
+2E [ fo D (X9 = X3(9). (K1(8) - X (9ex), ds] .
k=1
By (3:1) and Young's inequality, the latter term is domirchibgy

1 ! t
le +3 Ci’Efo IX}(8) = X} (9, ds

supXi(9) - X3 (92,
se[0,1]

Hence, because afe L2(RY) and Claim 1, we may now apply Gronwall’s lemma to obtain tf@atsome constar@
independent of’, A (andv),

.
E| sup [X;(t) = X3 (O, |+ E fo W (X(9) = w(X; (9)zds < C(A + ). (3.24)

te[0,T]

Hence there exists aff{)-adapted continuoud—*-valued proces¥” = (X"(1))tefo,17 such thaiX” e L2(Q; C([0, T]; HY).
Now, by Claim 1, it follows that
X" € L2([0, T] x Q; L2(RY)).

Claim 2. X” satisfies equatiofB.13) (.e., we can pass to the limit .17)as1 — 0).
Proof of Claim 2. We already know that
X, — X" and f X (9)dW(s) — f XY(s)dW(s)
0 0

in L2(Q;C([0, T]; H™Y) asA — 0 (for the second convergence see the above argument (sifyga(8 the BDG
inequality). So, by[(3.17) it follows that

[ o) + ax(9nas >0
converges ag — 0 to an element im2(Q; C([0, T]; HY). But, by (3:24) and Claim 1, it follows that
[ woe)+ s — [“uocesds (3.25)
0 0

asd — 0in L2(Q; L2([0, T]; LA(RY))). Hence Claim 2 is proveda
10



Now, (3.13) follows from Claim 1 by lower semicontinuity. iBlcompletes the proof of Lemrha Bi.

Proof of Theorem[3.4 (continued). We are going to use Lemnia 8.5 andet> 0. The arguments are similar to
those in the proof of Lemnia3.5. So, we shall not repeat altigteils.
Now, we rewrite[(3.I1) as

dX? + (I = A)p(X")dt = (1 — v)u(X*)dt + X" dW(t) (3.26)

and apply I1td’s formula t@(x) = %lxlfl (see, e.g.,[20, Theorem 4.2.5]). We get, foe H™%, by (3.8) and after
taking expectation,

1 t
EElXV(t)El"'Eff Y(X'(9)X"(9)déds
0 JRd
1 t
= 5B [ wO(9).X(9) 1 ds
+3Ef§: 21X, ds
2 o k:l/lk -1
1 2 ! % v
< 502+ E [ WO ads
0

1 t
+§C§oEf IX*(9)l?,ds Vte [0, T].
0

Recalling that - |-1 < | - |2, we get, via Young's and Gronwall's inequalities, for so@e (0, o) that
a T
EX(WP; + 2 f IX"(9Bds< CIX2,, t e [0,T], v € (0, 1), (3.27)
0

because, by assumption @(r)r > aly(r)l?, Vr € R, with @ := (Lipy + 1)"1. Here we setr = 0 if (3.10) does not
hold.
Now, by a similar calculus, foX” — X" we get

t
O =X O, +2 [ [ 006) = w0 N0 x")eds
t
<C fo (W(X) =g (X), X" = X")_ds
t
€ [ OWOOR+ VIO - X ads

t Ll t
+cf X" — X", ds+ f X" = X"), e(X” = X)) dBk,
i 1 ; e ). & ))_, dBi
te[0,T].
Taking into account that, by assumption (i),

W) =y M(X=Y) = al () -y, ¥xy € R,
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we get, for allv,v’ > 0,
’ t ’
X'(M) - X O, + & fo WX (9) - v(X” (9)ds
t ~ t
<C: [ (@ -x(9Ruds+ 5 [ woc) - v (9)kas
t

+Colv V) fo (WX (9B + (X" (9)Dds

o At
+y fo (9 = X7 (9). 80X () — X7 (9))-10B(S). te [0.T].

k=1

So, similarly to showing(3.24) in the proof of Leminal3.5, ById), if x € L2(RY), and by [3.2I7), ik e H"}(R%) and
v satisfies[(3.7]0), by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy ineqyalir p = 1, we get, for all, v’ € (0, 1),

T
E sup [X(t) = X" (0%, + E f W (X(9) — ¢ (X" (9)zds < C(v + V).
te[0,T] 0

The remaining part of the proof is now exactly the same asa$teplart of the proof of Lemnia3.m.

Remark 3.6. Theoreni .34 is a basic tool for the probabilistic (doubl@yesentation of equation(1.1), which holds
wheny is Lipschitz, as it is proved in [10]. If(1l1) is not pertubby noise, ands is possibly discontinuous, its
probabilistic representation was performedlinl [14], [20] with extensions and numerical simulations located in
[172], [12].

4. Equation (1.1) for maximal monotone functionsy with polynomial growth

In this section, we assunte> 3 and we shall study the existence for equation| (1.1) undefafiowing assump-
tions:

() v :R — 2% is a maximal monotone graph such that ¢(0) and
sulnl; n € y(r)} < C(L+1r™), Vr e R, (4.1)

where 1< m < co.

() W) = Z,uka(ﬂk(t), t > 0, whereBy}, , are independent Brownian motions on a stochastic f@sig, 7, P},
k=1
ux € R, ande, € C1(RY) n A~ are such thafie,} is an orthonormal basis ik~ and

> E(ed2 +1Ved3 + 1) < . (4.2)
k=1

The existence ofei} as in (jj) is ensured by the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. Letd > 3 and lete € L*(R%; RY) be such thaVe € LY(R%; RY). Then
lIx€l-1 < [IXl-1(/ele + CIVelg), VX € H ™, (4.3)
whereC is independent ok ande.
12



Proof. We have
[Ixell-1 = sup{x, ep) ; llells < 1} < [IXIl-1 sudlleglls; llells < 1}. (4.4)
On the other hand, by Lemrha®.1 we have, fogal C3 (RY),

lleplls < eV + ¢Velz < [eVelz + [pVel2
< |6l Vepl2 + leplpl VEld < [Eleollpllz + Clioll2| VEld,

wherep = dz—f’z - Then, by [4.4),[{(4]3) follows, as claimed. O

Remark 4.2. (i) It should be mentioned that, fakr= 2, Lemmd4.1l fails and this is the main reason our treatment
of equation[(T.1) under assumptions (j), (jj) is constreliteed > 3.

(i) We note that Remark 3.3 with the role Bif 1(R%) replaced byH~* remains true in all its parts under condition
(jj) above. We shall use this below without further notice.

We denote byj : R — R the potential associated with, that is, a continuous convex function &such that
dj =y, i.e.,
i) <g(r-1)+j{), Y ey(r), r,reRr.

Definition 4.3. Let x € H~ andp := max(2 2m). An H~1-valued adapted proce¥s= X(t) is called strong solution
to (1.1) if the following conditions hold:

X is H~1-valued continuous on [0], P-a.s, (4.5)
X e LP(Q x (0, T) x RY). (4.6)

Thereisy € L#(Q x (0, T) x RY) such that

n € y(X), dt®eP®dé —a.e. on (0T) x Q x RY (4.7)
andP-a.s.
t Gl t
X(t) = X+ A fo s+ D fo X(S)&dB(9) (4.8)

in o'(RY), te[0,T].
Here? (RY) is the standard space of distributions®h
Theoreni 44 below is the main existence result for equdfidh) (

Theorem 4.4. Assume thatl > 3 and that
xe LPRY) N L2RY N H™L,  p:=max(22m).
Then, under assumptions (j), (jj), there is a unique sofXdo (I.3) such that
X e L2(Q; C([0, T]; HY). (4.9)

Moreover, ifx > 0, a.e. inRY, thenX > 0, a.e. on (0T) x RY x Q.
13



Theoreni 414 is applicable to a large class of nonlinearitie® — 2% and, in particular, to
w(r) = pH(r) + ar, Vr e R, y(r) = pH(r —ro)r,

wherep > 0, a,rc > 0, which models the dynamics of self-organized critica(gge [5], [6], [8]). HereH is the
Heaviside function.

As mentioned earlier, Theordm #.4 can be compared mostiglusthe main existence result of [21]. But there
are, however, a few notableffirences as we explain below. The functiparising in [21] is monotonically increa-
sing, continuous and are assumed to satisfy a growth condifi the formN(r) < ry(r) < C(N(r) + 1), Vr € R,
whereN is a smooth and,-regular Young function defining the Orlicz clakg. In contrast to this, herg is any
maximal monotone graph (multivalued) with arbitrary paymal growth.

Proof of Theorem([4.4.Consider the approximating equation

dXA - A(lﬁ,}(x,]) + /lX,{)dt = X,{dW te (O, T),

4.10
X/l(O) =X, ( )
wherey,; = % (1-(1+ )™, 2> 0. We note thai; = dj,, where (see, e.g.,/[1])
. P (] {
ja(r) =inf +j(r); reR;, Vr eR.
We have the following result.
Lemma 4.5. Let x e H~*n LP(RY) N L?(RY), p := 2m, d > 3. Then[[4.ID) has a unique solution
X, € L2(Q; C([0, T]; H™H) n L=([0, T]; LP(Q x RY)). (4.11)
Moreover, for alld, u > 0, we have
E SUp I(X,(9) - X, ()12, < C(A + p) (4.12)
<t<
E[X,(t)Ih < CIxlp, Vt € [0,T], (4.13)
T
Ef f la(X)Imdt dg < CIxB, YA > 0, (4.14)
0 Rd
E [ sup X, (0%, | < ClIXIZ,. YA >0, (4.15)
O<t<T
whereC is independent o, u.
Proof. We consider for each fixetithe equation (se€ (3.111))
aX+(v-A X)) + AX")dt = X*dW
‘1 ( )(';D/l( ,1) /1) 1 (416)

X3(0) = x,

wherev > 0. Letx € L2(RY) N LP(RY) N H~1. By Claim 1 in the proof of Lemma3.5, (4]16) has a unique $otut
X» € L2(Q; L=([0, T]; L3(RY)) N L2(Q x [0, T]; HY(RY)) with continuous sample paths if(RY).

14



As seen in the proof of Theordm 8.4, we havefes 0,
Xy — X, strongly inL?(©; C([0, T]; H-}(RY)))
weak-star in_2(Q; L*([0, T]; LA(RY))),
and, by [[3.I1), along a subsequence also,

whereX; is the solution to[{4.70). It remains to be shown tKasatisfies[(4.11)E(4.15). In order to explain the ideas,
we apply first (formally) Itd’s formula td(4.16) for the fetion p(x) = % I|p. We obtain

1 t
SEOEE [ [ - a0 s xoxrxdse

1 p-1 t 2 2 o
== |X|p+ _Ef f E HEIXr eI XY P-dt de.
p P 2 0 Jri i3 K !

Taking into account thaX?, y,(X}) € L(0, T; HY(RY), P-a.s., by Claim 1 in the proof of Lemria .5, we have

(4.17)

t t
[ o= a0y + i 2xidsce > ap-) [ [ joxiie 2dsds
0o Jr 0 Jr
and by [4.2) we have

t ha t
E f f > uEXedX;P?ds & < CoE f f IX![Pdé ds < co.
0 JRI 4 0 Jrd

Then, we obtain by (4.17) via Gronwall's lemma

EIX;()Ip < CIXp, te (0, T), (4.18)
and, by [4.1),
t
E f f Wa(X)Bdt ds < CIXE, t e [0,T]. (4.19)
0 Rd

It should be said, however, that the above argument is foroeaiause the functiop is not of classC? on L2(RY)
and we do not know a priori if the integral in the left side bfI[@) makes sense, that is, whetit|P-2X}
L2(0, T; L?(2; HY(RY))). To make it rigorous, we approximag by a sequencgX’®} of solutions to the equation

dXr€ + AP (Xr9)dt = X7 dW (4.20)
X»4(0) = x. '

Here, A} = % -0+ eA;)*l), € € (0,1), is the Yosida approximation of the operafdix = (v — A)(¥a(X) + AX),
¥x € D(A}) = HY(RY). We set), = (I + £A%)~ and note thad, is Lipschitz inH = H-(RY) as well as in alLI(RY)
for 1 < g < . Moreover, we have

19e(¥lg < Xlg, Vx € LYRY, (4.21)

seel[3], Lemma 3.1. Sine&” is Lipschitz inH, equation[(3]1) has a unique adapted solut®he L2(Q; C([0, T]; H)
and by Ito’s formula we have

1 v,E 2 1 2 S 2 ! V,E 2
S EXOF < §|x|l+c1kz;ﬂkﬂ<:fo IX"#(g)el?,ds

15



which, by virtue of (jj), yields
EIX}*(1)12, < ColX?;, Ve >0, x € H. (4.22)
Similarly, sinceA is Lipschitz inL*(R?) (see Lemma 4.6 below), we have also that € L2(Q; C([0, T]; L(R?)))

and, again by Itd’s formula applied to the functimj[”"(t)@, we obtain

v,€ 1 - « v,€
BIX05 < 5 16+ Ca Y B [ IX*(9aids
k=1

which yields, by virtue of (jj),

EIXY*(1)13 < Calx3, Vt e [0, T]. (4.23)
Claim 1. For p € [2, ) and xe LP(RY), we have that X € L3 ([0, T]; LP(Q; LP(RY)) N L2(Q; L%(RY))), where here
and below the subscript W refers {6;)-adapted processes.

Proof. ForR > 0, consider the set

Kr = {XeLH(O,T]; LP(Q; LP(RY)) N LA(Q; LA(RY))),
e PUEIX(h)Ih < RP, e EIX(t)2 < R%,t € [0, T]}.

Since, by[[4.20)X}* is a fixed point of the map
t t
X5 etxs T f e T 1. (X(9)ds+ f e X(9dW(9),
€Jo 0

obtained by iteration i€y ([0, T]; L3(Q; H N L2(RY))), it suffices to show thaf leaves the sekk invariant forR > 0
large enough. By (4.21), we have

Y A PP
[e‘p‘”E € EX+ —f e‘TJS(X(s))ds‘ ]
€ Jo p
t
1 s
<e (g, + et f e @x(eInids (4.24)
o €
< —(%+a)t
=€ Xlp + 1+as’
and, similarly, that
1
o1t s %\? R
e 2R e x + —f e‘%Jg(X(s))d% < e (ray, + (4.25)
e Jo 5 1+ae
Now, we set .
Y(t) = f e T X(9dW(9), t > 0.
0
We have

dv+ 1y diz Xdw t20,
&
Y(0) = 0.
16



Equivalently, . .
d(es Y(1)) = e X(t)dW(t), t > 0; Y(0) = 0.

By Lemma 5.1 in|[19], it follows thaé: Y is anLP(RY)-valued ¢;)-adapted continuous process ond€) and
t 1 = t S S
EletYOlp = 5 p(p-1) ) B | | lef V(9P e’ X(gads
2 k=1 0 VR
This yields via Hypothesis (jj)

t t
Ele: Y(O)I5 < %(p— 1)Ef0 le’Y()lhds+ CIEfO le? X(9)pds Vt e [0,T],

and, therefore,

1 t s RpeintSC]_
NGO *(“z)PtEf IX(9)Pds < ———=2 T].
Y@l < Ci€ . lez X(s)lpds < (L7 ea) Yte[0,T]
Similarly, we get
C
2R (R < o T].
€ [Y(®)l5 < 20+ ea)’ Yt e [0, T]
Then, by formula€ (4.24) (4.P5), we infer that, fotarge enough anB > 2(|x|, + [X|2), F leavesKg invariant, which
proves Claim 1. O

Claim 2. We have, for all pe [2, ) and xe LP(RY), that there exists ge (0, ) such that

ess sufE|X;*(t)lh < C, forall &,4,v € (0,1). (4.26)
te[0,T]

Proof. Again invoking Lemma 5.1 in[19], we have Hy (4120) tbgt’ satisfies
t
EX @Ol =g - pE fo fR d AP (X)XEEXeP2de ds

© t
+p(p—1)Z,uEE£ Ld |X§’8|p‘2|X;’8ek|2d§dS
k=1

On the other handy;*(X}*) = % (X7 = J:(X}?)) and so we have

(4.27)

VN Y VE 1 i 1 3 i i
V,E V,E VEI N V,EP—2 _ v,E v, V,EIP—2\/V,E
[ mroaxerze =+ [ irde - ¢ [ a0

Recalling [4.211), we get, via the Holder inequality,

fR AFOGIXIX P e 2 0,

and so, by[(4.27) and Hypothesis (jj), we obtain, via GrotisslBmma, estimatd (4.26), as claimed. O
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Claim 3. We have, foe — 0,
X»# —s X; strongly in Ly([0, T]; LA(; H))

and weakly in L=([0, T]; LP(Q; LP(RY)) N L2(Q; L2(RY))).

Proof. For simplicity, we writeX, instead ofX}* andX instead o0fX. Also, we sety(r) = ya(r) + Ar.
Subtracting equations (4.120) afd (4.16), we get via lsniula and becaus®;® is monotone ort

1 t
> E|X:(t) - X(t)El,V + Efo f]Rd (Y(I(X)) — y(X))(Xe — X)déds

t
<CE f IXe(8) - X(9P4,ds
0

and hence, by Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

i
EIX.(t) - X(©)2,, < CE f f (3.09) — YOOlIX. — Xide ds (4.28)
0 Rd

On the other hand, it follows by (4.P1) that

f 13:(X)[2P(dw)dt d¢ < f IX[2P(dw)dt d¢,
Qx[0,T]xRd

Qx[0,T]xRd

while, fore — 0,
Jo(y) — yinH™L, vye H™,

(because\)” is maximal monotone i1 (RY)) and s0,J:(X(t, w)) — X(t, w) in H(RY) for all (t, w) € (0, T) x Q.
Hence, ag — 0,

J-(X) — X weakly inL?(Q x [0, T] x RY), (4.29)
and, according to the inequality above, this implies thatsf— 0,
[J=(X) L2, Tyxaxre) — 1XIL2((0,T)xxRY) -

Hence J,(X) — X strongly inL2(Qx[0, T]xRY) ase — 0. Now, taking into account thatis Lipschitz, we conclude

by (4.28), [4.2B) and by estimatés (4.28), (4.26) that CRistrue. O

Now, we can complete the proof of Lemmal4.5. Namely, lettingt § — 0 and theny — ~ in (4.28), we get

(4. 13) and hencé(4.114) as desired.
Now, let us provel(4.12) anfl{4115). Arguing as in the proofleéoreni 3.4, we obtain

1 t
SGO8 + [ [ w00 + xpxieds
|x|21V f f Z,u,AXja(lzlvdgds (4.30)
t
+ fo (X, x;dw) | ds

18



Keeping in mind that, by (413)X}ed-1, < CIX}|-1,(|&l + [Vexla), whereC is independent of, we obtain by the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality fg = 1 (cf. the proof of Theorefn 3.4)

T
E sup |x;(t)|%1y+mf IX}5ds < CIx, .
te[0.T] ’ 0 ’
Taking into account that

Li_rjg) Vl-1, = I, Yy e H L,

we obtain, as in Theoreln 3.4 (see the part following (3.263

]
E| sup IXy(OIZ, | + AE f Xy (I2dt < ClIXI2,. VA > O, (4.31)
0

te[0,T]

whereC is independent of. In particular, [4.15) holds.
Completely similarly, one proves (4]12). Namely, we have

d(X; = X2 + (v = A)(a(X) + X = (X)) — pXp)dt = (X = X))dW
and again proceeding as in the proof of Theorerh 3.4, we ohtabove that
1
5 1X10 - XLy,

t
’ fo 0200 + 4= ,00) - X0 - Xk s

1 ftf 2 2
= M (X7 = X)edZ, , ds

t
+ Xy =X, (X) = X")dW ,tel0,T].
Jy (=% 0500w e o

Then, applying once again the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy uradity for p = 1, and the fact that, by Hypothesis (j),
la(r)l < Clr|™, ¥ € R with C independent off, we get, proceeding as in the proof of Theofem 3.4, that

B[ sup i) - X%, < c 4,

te[0,T]

whereC is independent of, A, u. (For details, we refer to the proof of (3.10), (3.14)lih [S]ettingy — 0 as in the
previous case, we obtain (4112), as claimed. This compleeegroof of Lemma4]5. O

Above we have used the lemma below.
Lemma 4.6. A’® is Lipschitz inL?(RY).
Proof. It suffices to check that, is Lipschitz inL?(RY). We sety(r) = y,(r) + Ar. We have, foix, X € L?(RY),
Jo(¥) = Jo(X) — eA(r(Is(X¥) = ¥(I:(X))) = X = X.
Multiplying by ¥(3:(x)) - ¥(J:(X)) in L?(R), we get

<Je(x) - ‘]8()_()’ Y(Je(x)) - ’}/(Je()_()»z < W(Ja(x)) - 7(\]8()_())|2|X - )?|2'
19



Taking into account thay(r) — y(r))(r —r) > L|r —r[, ¥r,r € R, and thaty is Lipschitz, we get

|Je(x) - \].5()_()|2 < C|X - )?|2»

as claimed.

O

Proof of Theorem[4.4 (continued).By (@.12)-[4.15), it follows that there is a proce$ss L*([0, T]; LP(Q x RY))

such that, fonl — 0,

X, — X weak-starinL®([0, T]; LP(Q x RY))
AX, — 0 stronglyinL?([0, T]; L%(Q x RY))
va(X) — 71 weaklyinL=([0, T] x Q x R%)
X, — X stronglyinL?(Q; C([0, T]; H™Y)).

It remains to be shown that is a solution to[(1]1) in the sense of Definitionl4.3.
By (4.10) and[(4.32), we see that

dX - Andt=XdW t€ (0,T)
X(0) = x.

To prove thaty € y(X), a.e. inQ x (0, T) x RY, it suffices to show that, for eaghe Cg"(Rd), we have

T T
IimsupEf f QDZQDA(X/])X,]dtdggEf f P’nX dedt.
A1-0 0 Rd 0 Rd

Indeed, we have by convexity ¢f

T T
B[ [ueaoi-2ea=E [ [ 200 - @
VZ € LP((0, T) x Q@ x RY),
and so, by((4.32) and (4.84), we see that

T T
B[ [ Pax-2paeese [ [ Ai00- i@pea
VZ € LP((0, T) x Q@ x RY),

because, for — 0, j(2) — j(Z), andj,(X;) — j(X), a.e. and thus, by Fatou’s lemma

T T
liminf & f f Fi(X)dedt > E f f Fi(X)de dt.
-0 0 Rd 0 Rd

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)

Now, we takep € Cg"(Rd) to be non-negative, such that= 1 on By and¢ = 0, outsideBy,1 where for a given

N € N, By is the closed ball oRY with radiusN. We get

T T
e[ [ fax-zpdea=E [ [ 2000~ i@ped
VZ e LP((0, T) x Q@ x RY).

20

(4.35)



This yields

T T
E f f ’n(X - 2)dedt> E f f ©? (X = Z)dedt, (4.36)
0 Bt 0 By

forall Z € LP((0,T) x Q x By,1) andZ € LP ((0, T) x Q x By,1) such that € ¢(Z), a.e. in (QT) X Q x By.1.
We denote by : LP((0, T) x Q x Bys1) — LP((0, T) x Q x By.1) the realization of the mappingin LP((0, T) x
Qx BN+1), that is, _
¥(2) = {¢ e L ((0,T) x @ x Bysa), £ € y(2), ae.

Since%1 < p’ with pi =1- —é by virtue of assumption (j)y is maximal monotone i.P((0, T) x Q X By,1) x
LP((0, T) x Q x By.1), and so, the equation

@) +¥(2) 3 IX) +n, (4.37)

whereJ(Z) = |Z|P-?Z, has a unique solutiorZ(n) (see, e.g./[1], p. 31).
If, in (A.38), we takeZ the solution to[{4.37), we obtain that

T

Ef f @*(I(X) = I(2))(X - Z)dtd£ < 0.

0 Bni1
Then, choosing = % yields
T
B[ [ (XX - 1e2P 2 2) (7 - 2ot < O
0 Bni1
Consequently, this gives
T

Efo fRd(J(go"X) = J(@"Z))(p* X — ¢*Z)dtde < 0. (4.38)

On the other hand, we have
I@X) = I¢"Z) = (p - DI X + (L= )" ZP3(X - 2),

for somed = A(X, Z) € [0, 1]. Substituting into[(4.38) yields

lp?(X-2)? =0 a.e.in (0T) X Q x By1,

HenceX =Zon (0 T) x Q x By.
Coming back to[(4.37), this givese ¢(X), dtdPd, a.e., becausH is arbitrary.
To prove [4.34), we use the Itd formula [n{4]. 16)xe- % llpxi?, to get, as in[(4.30),

1 t
S EWOI, + B [ (-8 = A)0a(x) + 1 X)) ds
} 2 }E N 2 X 2 d
< SlexiPy+ SE | > uilleXiedids
0 %=1
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Then, lettingr — 0, we obtain

1 t
S EIXUOIE +E [ (a6 + 0. g2%0), ds
0
. L e (4.39)
< lex?y + 5E [ dlexiaiyds
2 2 0o &
On the other hand, by (4.83) we get similarly

1 2 ' 2 _ 1 2 1 'S 2 2
3 FIXOIL [ (19.¢7X),d5= 5 hex + 5B [ D silexadse te 0.7)

Comparing with[(4.39), we obtaif (4134), as claimed.

If x > 0, a.e. inRY, it follows thatX > 0, a.e. in inQ x (0, T) x RY. To prove this, one applies Itd’s formula in
(4.18) to the functiorx — |x|5 and get K}~ =0,ae. inQx(0,T)x RY. Then, fory — 0, we obtain the desired
result. This completes the existence proofifar L2(RY) N LP(RY) N H1.

Uniqueness.If X3, X; are two solutions, we have

d(X1 = X2) = A(m — m2)dt = (X1 — X2)dW t € (0, T),
(X1 =X2)(0) =0,

wherer; € y(X), i = 1,2 a.e. inQx (0, T) x RY.
Applying again, as above (that is, via the approximating@Emto’s formula inH~* to % llp(X1 — X2)I1%,, where
¢ € C3(RY), we get that

1
> dlle(Xe — X212, — (A — 72), (Xa — X2))_y

1 (o]
=5 Z 2llo(X1 — Xo)eI? 1 dt + (X1 — X2), (X1 — X2)dW)_; = 0.
k=1
Note that, since;, — 2 € L#(Q x (0, T) x RY), we have

T T
B [ 0 =m0 =) 2 t=E [ [ =)o - Xk > 0,

and, therefore, t
Elle(Xa(t) -~ Xe(®)I2, < C f Elle(X, - X2)I%,ds Vt € [0,T].
0

and, sincep was arbitrary ing"(Rd), we getX; = Xy, as claimed.

Remark 4.7. The self-organized criticality moddl {1.3), that ig(r) = H(r) = Heaviside function, which is not
covered by Theorein4.4 ford d < 2, can, however, be treated in the special case

N
WD) = > uiBi(), uj € R,
=1
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(i.e., spatially independent noise) via the rescalingsf@mationX = VY, which reduces it to the random parabolic
equation

0

N
1
—Y-eVA = 2y = 0.
5 Y-e w(mz;u,

By approximatingV by a smoothW, € C1([0, T]; R) and lettings — 0, after some calculation one concludes that the
latter equation has a unique strong solutibr\We omit the details, but refer to [7] for a related treatment
5. The finite time extinction

Assume here that satisfies condition (j) of the beginning of Sectldn 4 and thais of the form (jj). Moreover,
one assumes that

w(n)r > pr|™L, vr e R, (5.1)

wheremis as in Hypothesis (j).

Theorem 5.1. Letd > 3 andm= 2. Letx e L™Y(RY) n L2(RY) nH~t and letX = X(t); t € [0, T], be the solution
to (I.3) given by Theorefn 4.4. We set

T =inf{t > 0; |IX(t, )|l-1 = O}. (5.2)

Then, for event > 0,

X(@®) =0, Vt>r1, (5.3)
and
Plr<t]>1 1om ¢ 5.4
[r<t=1-IX% oy (1= e C (5.4)
wherey™! = sup(||ull_1Jul-} ;; ue L™1} andC* > 0 is independent of the initial condition
Proof. We follow the arguments of [6]. The basic inequality is
t
IXEOIE™ + p(1 - m)?’m”f Lix9i_.>0dS
r
t
< IX(OIE™+C* (1 - m f IX(s)II};Mds
(DI ( ) r (9= (5.5)

t
#(1-m) [ (IXEITIX(O. X(GW) ,.

P-a.s, 0<r <t<oo,

whereC* is a suitable constant. (We note that, by virtue[ofl(2/8},< «.) To get [5.5), we apply the 1td formula in
(&10) to the semimartingalX, (D)%, and to the functiomp.(r) = (r + 27", r > —&?, whereX; is the solution to

(4.10).

We have
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de(IXa(D)I12,)
+(L = mM)(XB)IZ, + 827 (Xa(t), pa(Xa(t)) + (), dt

_ % i"‘lﬂi[(1—m)||><1(t)eﬁ||él o ||x4(t)eﬁ||ﬁl||x4(t)||él} it
k=1

n?
(XD, +62) % : (XD +62) %

+2{@L (X)X (1), Xa (AW(D))

ThIS yle|dS t 2 2 m+1 1
eo(IX(DIR,) + (L —m) f (X2, + &) F fR X ™ ids &t
r d

t
< @:(IX(NIEY) + C* f XN UIXu(SE, + &%)~ 72 ds
r
t
2 [ {UX(IEYX(S. X(9US)
Now, letting2 — 0, we obtain thak satisfies the estimate

t
¢e(IXOIE,) + p(1 - m) f (ux(s)uﬁ1 +e) % fR X §)|’“+1d§)ds
t
< e:(IX(MIZ,) +C* f IX(IR, XN, + £2)~F ds (5.6)

t
12 [ ((LIXOIEIX. X(INS) ,.
r
Here, we have used the fact that, by Lenima 4.52fe¥ 0,
X — XinH™,

and, by [4.3P) it follows, via Fatou’s lemma,

lim inf f X" tde > f IX|™1dg,
A-0 Rd Rd

and
t
(IX@)I2, + €22 + p(1 — m)yy™? f (X9, + &%) 2 IX(9)™ ds
r

t
< (XOOP, + £ +C° [ IXOIEIXOIE, + 57 Fds

t
2 [ (¢LIXIEX(). XGIW) . 0= 7 <t <

because, bY 2 7IX|-1 < ¥ HXIme1, ¥X € L™L(RY). Lettinge — 0, we get[(5.5), as claimed.
Now, we conclude the proof as in [6]. Namely, by {5.5), it folls that

t
e—C*(l—m)t”)((t)”E—lm +P(1 _ m)ym+1f e_c*(l_m)sﬂ{uxs||,1>01d5
r
< e @M,
t
+(a-m) [ M (XL IX(9. X(IAWS)
r
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and, thereforet — e @™ X(t)|[};™ is an{#;} supermartingale. Henc#X(t)|-1 = 0 fort > , because of
Proposition 3.4, Chap. 2 of [22]. Moreover, taking expéotafor r = 0, we get

t
e C MR X1 + p(L - m)yy™?! f e CEMp(r > gds< [Ix1™
0

This implies that

1-— e—C*(l—m)t t . ”X”l—m
P < e’C (l’m)S]P) s)ds< e S
>0 i <, (r>9ds< a0
and so[(5.4) follows. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.2. Let x € H™* n L™(RY) n L?(RY) be such thalfx||_; < ‘%m Let 7 be the stopping time defined in
(E.2). ThenP(r < o) > 0. In other words, there is extinction in finite time with pida probability.

Remark 5.3. In the case of bounded domain, Theofent 5.1 remains trua &)[% 1) (seel[6]). One might suspect
that also in this case the extinction propeliy{5.4) holdsfiarger class of exponents However, the analysis carried
out in [24] for deterministic fast diusion equations iR shows that the extinction property is dependent not only on
the exponentn, but also on the spade’(RY), where the solution exists (the so called extinction space

Remark 5.4.

e The analysis in this section holds, in particular, if all teefficientsy, do vanish, i.e., in the deterministic
framework. In that case, TheorémJ5.1 implies the existefieedeterministic timer > 0 so that

t>7=[IXOl-1=0,
and soX(t) = 0, forallt > .

o Let us set, for instancey(u) = u™, d > 3, m= $2.. Observe thatl* 0 L*)(RY) c (L™ n L2)(RY) N HL.
Consider, for instance, as initial conditiare (L* N L®)(RY).

e By the Benilan-Crandall approach, see, e.g., Theorem|13jf ffiere is a solution : [0, T] x RY — R, of

dX — Ay(X)dt=0 in (0, T) x RY,

5.7

X(0) = x onR¢, S
in the sense of distributions. belongs to X N L*)((0, T) x RY) and also they, = y(u). In this caseu fulfills
mass conservation.

e By use of Theorermi4l4, there is another solution[0, T] x RY — RY in the sense of distributions, such that
v € LP((0, T) — RY), with p = max(1 2m). Also, 5, = (V) € L#((0, T) x RY). By Theoreni 511, if is small
enough, there will be extinction, and sogloes not fulfill any mass conservation.

e In particular, there is no uniqueness for {5.7) in the serfsdistributions. Remark that according to [16],
uniqueness is guaranteed in the cldss{L®)((0, T) x RY).
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