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Abstract

In this article we develop a framework for studying parabolic semilinear stochastic
evolution equations (SEEs) with singularities in the initial condition and singularities at
the initial time of the time-dependent coefficients of the considered SEE. We use this
framework to establish existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for mild solutions of
parabolic semilinear SEEs with singularities at the initial time. We also provide several
counterexample SEEs that illustrate the optimality of our results.
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Introduction

There are a number of existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for mild solutions of semilin-
ear stochastic evolution equations (SEEs) in the literature; see, e.g., [10, 1T} 4, 23], 151 17, 19, 22]
and the references mentioned therein. In this work we extend the above cited results by adding
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singularities in the initial condition and by introducing singularities at the initial time of the
time-dependent coefficients of the considered SEE; cf.; e.g., Chen & Dalang [7, [8]. To illus-
trate the results of this article, we assume the following setting throughout this introductory
section. Let (H, |||, (-,-)y) and (U, |||, (-,-);;) be nontrivial separable R-Hilbert spaces,
let T € (0,00), 7 € R, p € [2,00), @ € [0,1), & € (—o0,1), B € [0,1/2), B € (—00,1/2),
Lo, Lo, Ly, Ly € [0,00) satisfy Lo,0)(L1) - [+ @] < 3/2, let (0, F,P, (Fi)icpo,r) be a stochas-
tic basis, let (W;)icpo,m be an Idy-cylindrical (F)scpo,7-Wiener process, let A: D(A) € H —
H be a generator of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup with spectrum(A) C {z €
C: Re(z) < n}, let (Hy, |"lz, (>)g.), 7 € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associ-
ated to n — A (cf., e.g., [I4, Definition 3.5.25]), let F € M (Pred((F,)iep,r)) ® B(H), B(H_,)),
B € M(Pred((F)icpo,r) ® B(H), B(HS(U, H_z))) satisfy for all ¢t € (0,T], X,Y € £P(P;H)
that

IF(t, X) = F(tY) oy < Lo |X = Y| o.mys [F(E0)| ooy < Lot™, (1)
IB(t, X) = B, Y)|lzeeasw,a_s)) < Lil|X = Y| o@my, 1B, 0)||r@msw,m_s) < Lit™? (2)

for every a,b € (—o0,1) let E,p: [0,00) — [0,00) be the function with the property that
for all z € [0,00) it holds that E,pz] = 1+ 32, 2" [[1—, 01 t70 (1 — )FA=D=a gt (cf., e.g.,
[13, Chapter 7]), for every r € [0,1] let x, € (0,00) be the real number given by x, =
supyeo.r) U (1 — A) e Ly, let k€ {0,1} be the real number given by & = T(e0)(L1),
and for every A € (—oo, 3[1 4+ Loy(L1)]) let © € [0,00) be the real number given by

(Hn)]

In displays ({@)—(12) below we illustrate the above framework through several examples and
applications.

Our first result is a suitable perturbation estimate for predictable stochastic processes. More
formally, in Proposition below we prove for all § € R, A € (—oo, 3[1 + 1g(L1)]) and all
(F2)tejo,r-predictable stochastic processes Y1, Y?: [0, 7] xQ — Hy with Ugeg1,2Y*((0, T]x Q) C
H and Hmsup, a1y ) (2,)) MaXke(1,2) SUPe(o 77 1 1Y || oy < oo that Vi € [0,T]: P(X;_,

JENeC4F (5, ) 1 + [le=I4B (s, Y2260, ds < o) = 1 and

(2—k)/2

. o Lo 2¢/2 T(1—) _
O, — 2/ %+X5L1\/p(p—l)ﬂl 2) (3)

E(l—l—n))\,max{a,Zﬁm} [

sup [P = ¥ lean] < sup [0
t€(0,7] te(0,7]

t t
YV — [eF (s, Y ) ds — [ e94B(s, Y1) AW,
0 0

t t
+ [eIR (s, Y2) ds + [ B (s, Y2) AW, — Y
0 0

} O,. (4)

LP(P;H)

We note that the right hand side of (@) might be infinite. Moreover, we would like to em-
phasize that Y' and Y? in @) are arbitrary (F;)sejo,r)-predictable stochastic processes with
Ukepi2pY*((0, 7] x Q) € H and Hmsup, ~1(1,q,, (1, MaXke(1,2} SWye(o.r) " [V | o(esmy < 00
and, in particular, we emphasize that Y! and Y2 do not need to be solution processes of some
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SEEs. Estimate () follows from an appropriate application of a generalized Gronwall-type
inequality (see the proof of Proposition below for details).

We use inequality (@) to establish an existence, uniqueness, and regularity result for SEEs
with singularities at the initial time. More precisely, in Theoremlﬂ below we prove that
for all 6 € ( — 00, 3[1 + Lgop(L1)]), A € [max{d,a + & — 1,8+ 3 — 12}, 1[1 + 10 (L1)]),
§ € LP(P|r,; Hog+) with sup,ciqt° |e*€]|r@iry < 00 it holds (i) that there exists an up-
to-modifications unique (F;):c(o,r7-predictable stochastic process X : [0,7] x Q — H_g+ which
satisfies for all ¢ € [0,7] that X((0,7] x Q) C H, that sup,cor s | Xl Loy < o0, that

P( [y |4 (s, X,) || + [|e®*B(s, X s ds < 00) = 1, and P-a.s. that

t t
X, = e+ /0 IR (s, X,) ds + /O e"IAB(s, X,) AW, (5)

and (ii) that

sup [ 10l o gy | < T O
te(0,T

)‘1/2 (6)

L —1)B(1-28,1-28
xg L1|p (p—1) B(1—28,1-23 < oo

V2 T(B+B—1/2)

Xa LoB(1—a,1—d&)
+ T(a+é&—1) +

_ [suptem,ﬂ(t“||etAs||Lp(p;H)>
T9é

Inequality (@) follows from the perturbation estimate () (with Y! = X and Y2 = 0 in the
notation of (). We now illustrate Theorem 27 and ({H)—(d), respectively, by some examples.
In particular, in Corollary below we prove by an application of Theorem 2.7 that for all
F e Lip(H, H,a), B e Lip(H, HS(U, H,ﬁ)), 0= %[1+1{0}(|B‘Lip(H,HS(U,H,g)))} it holds (1) that
there exist up-to-modifications unique (F3);cp0,r7-predictable stochastic processes X*: [0,T] x
QO — H_ g5,z € H_g,6€0,6), which fulfill for all ¢ € [2,00), 6 € [0,0), z € H_s, t € [0,T] that
X*((0,T] x Q) € H, that sup,c o1 8° [| X7 || Lae;m) < 00, and P-a.s. that

t t
X2 =ty + / AR (XY ds + / eHAB(XT) AW, (7)
0 0

and (ii) that

V6 e0,0), g€ [2,00): sup sup max
x,yef,(g, te(0,77
£y

0 ||Xtm||Lq(]P’;H) t° ”Xf — Xiy”Lq(P;H)
1 , — < oQ. (8)
max {1, [lz]n_;} [ =yl

Here and below we denote for R-Banach spaces (V, ||-||,,) and (W, [|-||;;) by Lip(V, W) the set
of all Lipschitz continuous functions from V to W and we denote for nontrivial R-Banach
spaces (V,[|-[ly) and (W.||-|l,) and a function f € Lip(V.W) by |fly;,wy € [0,00) the real

number given by | f |Lip(V’W) = SUD, eV, vtw W The finitness of the second element in

the set in the maximum in (&) follows from the perturbation estimate (@) (with Y! = X® and
Y? =XV for z,y € H 45,0 € [0,0) in the notation of [#))) and the finiteness of the first element
in the set in the maximum in () is a consequence from (@), which, in turn, also follows from
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the perturbation estimate () (see above and the proof of Corollary for details). Roughly
speaking, Corollary establishes the existence of mild solutions of the SEE () and also
establishes the Lipschitz continuity of the solutions with respect to the initial conditions for
any initial condition in H_s and any § < § = (1 + Loy (| Bluwusw,n_yy)] (see @). In
Corollary Bl Proposition B2l Proposition B.4] and Proposition B8 below we demonstrate that
the reqularity barrier

/2 : B is not a constant function

5:%h+HMQMWWﬂWWwW}:{ (9)

1 : B is a constant function

for the regularity of the initial conditions revealed in Corollary (and Proposition and
Theorem [27], respectively) can, in general, not essentially be improved. In particular, Corol-
lary B and Proposition below prove in the case where H = U = L*((0,1);R), where
B € (1/4,1/2), where A: D(A) C H — H is the Laplacian with periodic boundary conditions on
H, and where B € L(H,HS(H, H_p)) satisfies Vu,v € H: B(v)u = v -u (B is not a constant
function) that it holds (i) that there exist up-to-modifications unique (F)icp,r-predictable
stochastic processes X7: [0,T] x Q — H_s5, x € H_ 4, § € [0,1/2), which fulfill for all ¢ € [2, c0),
6 €[0,1)2), x € H5, t € [0,T] that X*((0,T] x Q) C H, that sup,c(q s° [|XZ||ze@:my < 00,
and P-a.s. that

t
X? = e + / DA B(XT) AW, (10)

0

(ii) that
1XY — X{ o een)
Vée0,Y2), ge [2,00),t e (0,T]: sup[ ’ < 00,
B e A T (1)
Ty

and (iii) that

Vé e (IY2,00), g € [2,00),t € (0, T]: sup [ (12)

z,yeH,
T#Y

HXgC_XinLq(P;H)] _

[l = ylla_s

The SEE (I0) is sometimes referred to as a continuous version of the parabolic Anderson model
in the literature (see, e.g., Carmona & Molchanov [6]). In addition, Proposition below
disproves the existence of square integrable solutions of the SEE (I0]) with initial conditions in
(UserHs5)\H_1/2. The noise in the counterexample SEE (I0) is spatially very rough and one
might question whether the regularity barrier (@) can be overcome in the case of more regular
spatially smooth noise. In Proposition B.4] below we answer this question to the negative by
presenting another counterexample SEE with a non-constant diffusion coefficient but a spatially
smooth noise for which we disprove the existence of square integrable solutions with initial
conditions in (UserHs)\H_1/2 (cf., however, also Proposition 3.3 below). Proposition 3.3 below
also provides a further counterexample SEE which illustrates the sharpness of the regularity
barrier (@) in the case where B is a constant function.

4



Proposition 23] Theorem [2.7], and Corollary 2.8 outlined above (see () (&) are of particular
importance for establishing regularity properties for Kolmogorov backward equations associated
to parabolic semilinear SEEs and, thereby, for establishing essentially sharp probabilistically
weak convergence rates for numerical approximations of parabolic semilinear SEEs (cf., e.g.,
Lemmas 4.4-4.6 in Debussche [12], Lemma 3.3 in Wang & Gan [25], (4.2)-(4.3) in Andersson
& Larsson [I], Propositions 5.1-5.2 and Lemma 5.4 in Bréhier [2], Lemma A.4 in Bréhier &
Kopec [3], Lemma 3.3 in Wang [24], (79) in Conus et al. [9], Proposition 7.1, Lemma 10.5, and
Lemma 10.10 in Kopec [18], and (183)—(184) in Jentzen & Kurniawan [16]). The analytically
weak norm for the initial condition in () translates in an analytically weak norm for the approx-
imation errors in the probabilistically weak error analysis which, in turn, results in essentially
sharp probabilistically weak convergence rates (cf., e.g., Theorem 2.2 in [12], Theorem 2.1 in
Wang & Gan [25], Theorem 1.1 in Andersson & Larsson [1], Theorem 1.1 in Bréhier [2], The-
orem 5.1 in Bréhier & Kopec [3], Corollary 3.7 in Wang [24], Corollary 5.2 in Conus et al. [9],
Theorem 6.1 in Kopec [I8], and Corollary 8.2 in Jentzen & Kurniawan [16]). The perturbation
inequality in Proposition (see (@) above) is also useful to establish essentially sharp prob-
abilistically strong convergence rates for numerical approximations and perturbations of SEEs
(cf., e.g., Corollary 8.2.26 in [I4], Proposition 4.1 in Conus et al. [9], and Proposition 4.3 in

[16]).

1.1 Notation

Throughout this article the following notation is used. For two measurable spaces (A, .A)
and (B,B) we denote by M(A,B) the set of all A/B-measurable functions. For a set A
we denote by P(A) the power set of A and we denote by #4: P(A) — [0, 00] the counting
measure on A. For a Borel measurable set A € B(R) we denote by pa: B(A) — [0, 0]
the Lebesgue-Borel measure on A. For a real number 7" € (0,00) and a probability space
(2, F,P) with a normal filtration (F;),cp1 (see, e.g., Definition 2.1.11 in [20]) we call the
quadruple (2, F,P, (F;)eo,r)) a stochastic basis. For a real number 7" € (0,00) and a filtered
probability space (€2, F,P, (F;):cp0,r7) We denote by Pred((F)¢cjo,r) the sigma-algebra given by
Pred((F)iep,r)) = oprxa({(s.t] x A: s,t € [0,T],s < t,A € F,} U{{0} x A: A € Fo})
(the predictable sigma-algebra associated to (F;)cjo,77). We denote by (-)*,(-)”: R — [0,00)
the functions with the property that for all x € R it holds that 27 = max{z,0} and 2= =
max{—x,0}. We denote by [-],: R = R, h € (0, 00), the functions with the property that for
all h € (0,00), t € R it holds that [t], = min([t,00) N {0, h, —h,2h, —2h,...}). For R-Banach
spaces (V,[|-[|y,) and (W, ||-[[y;,) with #v(V) > 1 we denote by [-[;; .y : C(V, W) — [0, o0]
and |||y : C(V, W) — [0, 00] the functions with the property that for all f € C(V, W) it
holds that

i =_sup_ (ML= S0

z,y€eV, x#y ||l‘ - yHV
||f||Lip(V,W) = ||f(0)||W + |f|Lip(V,W)

and we denote by Lip(V, W) the set given by Lip(V,W) = {f € C(V,W
For a separable R-Hilbert space (H,|-||;,(:,*)y), real numbers T € (

(13)

): |f|Lip(v,W) < 00}
0,0), n € R, r €
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[0,1], and a generator of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup A: D(A) C H — H with
spectrum(A) C {z € C: Re(z) < n} we denote by X;i,Tn € [0,00) the real number given by

in supyeo.ry U (1 — A) || i) (see, e.g., Lemma 11.36 in Renardy & Rogers [21]). We
denote by B: (0,00)* — (0, 00) the function with the property that for all z,y € (0, 00) it holds
that B(z,y) = fol @D (1 — )@V dt (Beta function). We denote by Eq 5: [0,00) — [0, 00),
a, B € (—oo, 1), the functions With the property that for all o, 8 € (—00,1), x € [0,00) it holds
that E, sz ] =1+ 2" [ ( B,k(1—p)+1—«) (generalized exponential function;
cf. Chapter 7 in Henry [13] and e.g., Corollary 1.4.5 in [14] and Lemma [Z74] below). For real
numbers T € (0,00), n € R, p € [1,00), a, A € (=00, 1), b € (—00,3), a separable R-Hilbert
space (H, |||, (-,-) ), and a generator A: D(A) C H — H of a strongly continuous analytic
semigroup with spectrum(A) C {z € C: Re(z) < n} we denote by @Zi’z;f: [0,00)? — [0, 0]
the function with the property that for all L, Le [0,00) it holds that

b, 7
@jin(L,L) =

a, T — 1/2
x4t Lv2T0-9) 2 .
V2 E2)\,max{a,2b}|: A"T XAnL Vp(p—1)T0- 2b)‘ } : (A, L) € (—00,3) x (0,00)
By |X5h LT0-)] L L=0
00 : otherwise

(14)

For a measure space (€, F, i), a measurable space (5,S), and an F/S-measurable function
f: 2 — S we denote by [f], s the set given by

[flus ={9e M(F,8): A e F:p(A) = 0and {w e Q: f(w) #g(w)} S A} (19)

For a measure space (§2, F, ) and a measurable space (5, S) we do as usual often not distinguish
between an F/S-measurable function f: Q — S and its equivalence class [f] S

2 Stochastic evolution equations (SEEs) with singulari-
ties at the initial time

2.1 Setting

Throughout this section the following setting is frequently used. Let (H, |||, (-,-)y) and
(U, [l > (-, -)) be separable R-Hilbert spaces with #5(H) > 1, let T € (0,00), n € R,
p e 2,00),ac0,1),aec (—01), 8 €[0,Y2), 3 € (—o0,Y2), Ly, Lo, L1, L1 € [0,00)
satisfy Lo.o0)(L1) - [+ @] < 3/2, let (2, F, P, (Fi)icjor]) be a stochastic basis, let (W;)iejo
be an Idy-cylindrical (F3).cjo,71-Wiener process, let A: D(A) € H — H be a generator of
a strongly continuous analytic semigroup with spectrum(A) C {z € C: Re(z) < n}, let
(Hyy -l » (5 )), 7 € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated to n — A (cf,
e.g., [14, Definition 3.5.25]), and let F € M (Pred((F;)wepr) @ B(H),B(H-,)) and B €



M (Pred((Fy)epo.r) @ B(H), B(HS(U, H_g))) satisty for all ¢t € (0,T], X,Y € LP(P; H) that

IF(t, X) = F(t,Y) | mo@an) < Lo | X = Y|zo@mys |FE0) | e@sm_o) < Lot™,  (16)

IB(t,X) = Bt,Y) | o@irsw,ir_p) < LillX = Yoy, 1B O) || omswom_py) < Lt
(17)

2.2 Predictable stochastic processes with singularities at the initial
time

The next result, Lemma 2.1 is an elementary lemma that slightly generalizes Proposition 3.6

(i) in Da Prato & Zabczyk [10].

Lemma 2.1 (Existence of predictable modifications). Let T" € [0, 00), let (2, F, P, (Fy)ico,)) be
a stochastic basis, let (E,dg) be a complete and separable metric space, and let Y : [0, T)|xQ — E
be an (Fi)icpo,r-adapted stochastic process which satisfies for all t € (0,00) N (—o0,T] that
lims_,tE[min{l, dp(Ys, Yt)ﬂ = 0. Then there exists an (F;)scpo,r)-predictable stochastic process
X:[0,T] x Q — E which satisfies for allt € [0,T] that P(X; =Y;) = 1.

Proof. First, we observe that the assumption that (€2, F,P) is a probability space ensures that
Q2 # () and this implies that [0, 7] xQ # (. The assumption that Y: [0, 7] xQ — F is a mapping
from [0, T] x Q to E therefore ensures that E # (). Hence, there exists an element ¢y € E. In the
next step assume without loss of generality that 7' > 0, let ZV: [0,T] x Q2 — E, N € N, be the
functions with the property that for all N € N, ¢ € [0, T] it holds that Z" = max{[£]7/n —T/N.0}»
and let w: (0,7] x N — [0, 00) be the function with the property that for all e € (0,7], N € N
it holds that

w(e,N)= sup E[min{l,dg(¥;,,Ys,)}]. (18)

t1,ta€le,T],
‘tl —t2|§T/N

The assumption that V¢ € (0, T]: lim,_,; Elmin{1, dg(Ys, Y;)}] = 0 ensures that for all ¢ € (0, T
it holds that limy_,., w(e, N) = 0. This implies that there exists a strictly increasing sequence
N, € N, k € N, with the property that for all £ € N it holds that

w(k, Ny) < & (19)

Next let X: [0,7] x 2 — E be the mapping with the property that for all (¢,w) € [0,T] x Q it
holds that

(20)

limyeo Z%(w) ¢ (ZNF(w))pen is convergent
Xt(W) = ) .
€ . else

The fact that for all N € N it holds that Z is Pred((F;)iejo,17)/B(E)-measurable, the assump-
tion that (F,dg) is complete and separable, and, e.g., Lemma 5.3.19 in [14] imply that
{(t,w) €[0,T] x Q: (ZNE (W) pen is convergent } € Pred((F,)sejor))- (21)

This together with the fact that for all N € N it holds that ZV is Pred((F:)ico))/B(E)-
measurable, and, e.g., Theorem 2.4.7 in [14] ensure that X is Pred((F}):cjo,r1)/B(E)-measurable.
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It thus remains to prove that X is a modification of Y. For this we note that for all N € N,
t € (%, T] it holds that

E[min{1,dp(¥;, Z})}| = E[min{1, dp(Ys, Yo, y-1/n) }] < w(t — %, N). (22)

N

This together with (I9)), the fact that Vej,eo € (0,7], N € N with ey < e9: w(ey, N) >
w(ez, N), and the fact that V¢ € (0,T], k € NN (F+,00): § < t — 5 ensure that for all
t € (0,7T] it holds that

i E[min{1,dp(vi, 2) }| = > E|min{1, di(¥i, Yy, 1m0 |

keN

— Z E[min{l,dE(Yt,YmT/Nka/Nk)H

kENN(0,(T+1)/4]

i Z E[min{l, dp(Ye, Y1, —T/Nk)H (23)

kENN((T+1)/t,00)

T+1 T T4+ 1 1
< T+ Z w(t—N—k,Nk) < T+ Z w(EaNk)
KENN((T+1)/t,00) KENN((T+1)/t,00)
T+1 1
L T

kENN((T+1)/1,00)

This implies that for all ¢ € (0,77] it holds P-a.s. that limsup,_,.. dg(Z*,Y;) = 0 (see, e.g.,
Lemma 10.2.1 in [14]). This and (20) ensure for all ¢ € (0, 7] that P(X; = Y;) = 1. This and
the fact that VN € N: Xy = Z = Yj complete the proof of Lemma 211 O

Lemma 2.2 (Non-stochastic integral). Assume the setting in Section 2], let 6 € R, X\ €
(—00,1), andletY : [0, T|xQ — Hs be an (Fy)icjo,r)-predictable stochastic process which satisfies
Y((0,T] x Q) € H and sup,¢ gt |Vl @iy < 00. Then

(i) for allt € [0,T] it holds P-a.s. that [} || AF (s, Y,)||n ds < oo,

(ii) there exists an up-to-modifications unique (JFy)ieo,r)-predictable stochastic processY : [0, T x
Q — H such that for all t € [0,T)] it holds P-a.s. that Y; = fot et=94F (5,Y,) ds,

(14i) and it holds that

te(0,7] te(0,T7] (24)
(Lo + IA/O) T v 1]A=4 B(1 — o, 1 — max{\,a}) Xj’f] < 0.
Proof. Throughout this proof let K € [0, 00) be the real number given by
K = sup max{1, t*|Yyl| o) } (25)

te(0,T



and let k, € (0,00), r € [0, 1], be the real numbers with the property that for all » € [0, 1] it
holds that

—A) (e —1d
K, = Sup max{tr ||(77 - A)retAHL(H)a ”(77 ) (6 H)HL(H) } ' (26)
te(0,T tr

We observe that (I6]) implies that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds that

t
JRCE JES B/
0
t
< XZ:Z;/ (t o 5)_0‘ (HF(S’ }/5) - F(57 O)HLP(]P’;H,Q) + ||F(57 O)HLP(P;Hfa)) ds
0
t
S X%};/O (t - S>_a (LO ”}/TSHLp(P;H) -+ LO 370[) ds
t
< K (Lo + L) XXZ;/ (t—s) “max{s* s *}ds
0

t
< K(Lo+ Lo) x5 |T v 1|2 / (t — s)"* s~ max{Aa} g
0
< K(Lo+ Lo) X4h 1T V1P B(1 — a, 1 — max{\, a}) ¢(-omax{rah),

In particular, this ensures that for all ¢t € [0, 7] it holds P-a.s. that fot |e=)AF (s, Ys)| s ds < 0.
Moreover, we note that for all p € (0,1 — «), t1,t2 € (0, T] with ¢; < ¢, it holds that

to t1
/ e~ (5, Y,) ds — / et (5,Y,) ds
0

0

Lp(P;H)

t1 to
= /0 H (e(tQ_S)A o e(tl_S)A) F(S, YS)HLP(]P’;H) ds + /t1 He(t2_S)AF(5, Ys)HLP(lP’;H) ds (28)
t1
< H (IdH _6(t2—t1)A) HL(HQ,H) /(; He(tl_S)AHL(H_a,HQ) ||F(S, Y;) ||Lp(P;H_a) ds
to
+ [ HG(Q_S)AHL(H,Q,H) ||F($, }/S)HLp(]p;hLa) ds.

Assumption (I0) hence implies that for all p € (0,1 — «), t1,t2 € (0,7] with ¢; < 5 it holds

that
‘ Lp(P;H)

t1
< K Fgta |tz — t1|g/ (tr —s)" @ <L0 IYoll 2oy + Lo Sia) ds
0

to t1
/ e2=94F(5,Y,) ds — / e1=94F(5,Y,) ds
0 0

(29)

to R .
b [t =5 (Lo Vil + Lo ) ds

t1



t
< K (Lo + Lo) kg Fpta [tz — t1|g/ Lty — 5)tero max{s™, s} ds
0
to
+ K(Lo + ﬁo) Fva/ (ty —s)™ max{s”\, 3’@} ds
t1

~ R t2 X
< K (Lo + Lo)|T v 1|4 [ma / (ty — 5) 7% s~ max{ha} g
t1

t1
+ Ko Ko+ta |t2 — t1|9/ (tl _ 5)*(a+9) S—max{)\,a} d$:|
0

|: Ko [t2 —t1|(170‘) Ko Kota |t2—t1]° IB(l—a—g,l—maX{)\,d}):|

(1_0,) min{ltllmax{k,&}7|t2‘max{/\,&}} + ‘tl‘(g+o¢+txlax{>\,&}—l)
K (Lo + Lo)|T v 1]l
Combining (27), (29), and Lemma [ZT] completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 2.3 (Stochastic integral). Assume the setting in Section 2, let §,\ € R satisfy
A (o,00)(L1) < Y2, and let Y: [0,T] x Q@ — Hs be an (F;)icp,m-predictable stochastic process
which satisfies Y ((0,T] x Q) € H and supe(o 1y " |Vill Loy < 00. Then

(i) for allt € [0,T] it holds P-a.s. that [ [|e®*)*B(s, Yl ds < o0,

(ii) there exists an up-to-modifications unique (F;)cpo 1)-predictable stochastic process Y : [0,T]x
Q — H such that for all t € [0,T)] it holds P-a.s. that Y; = f(f e=94B(s,Y,) dW,,

(11i) and it holds that

sup pmax{A—(A=5)1(0y (L1),5}+56-1/2) 1Yy
te(0,T

]
< I#B(l — 26,1 —2max{\ — (A—B)H{O}(Ll)am’) (30)

| Lo (e.)

ALy + Lo) [T v PP SUP} max{ 1, | Yy[| Lo(p;m } < oo
te(0,T

Proof. Throughout this proof let K € [0, 00) be the real number given by

K = sup max{1,t)|Yy||roce.m } (31)
te(0,77

and let k, € (0,00), r € [0, 1], be the real numbers with the property that for all » € [0, 1] it
holds that

(32)

1(n — A)~" (e —Tdp) || ) }
tr '

o= sup max{tf 11— AY e Lo,
te(0,T

10



We observe that (7)) implies for all ¢ € (0, 7] that

t
t—s)A 2
B Y sy 0
t . A\ 2
<P [ = s (L Yol + L5 ) s
0
t
< K? |Xﬁ’£\2 (L1 + L1)2/0 (t—s)%F max{s A=(A=B)1 0y (L1)) 25} ds -
< K2 |Xﬁ7£‘2 (Ll + £1>2 |T Vi 1|2‘)\*B|1(0,oo)([/1)
t ~ ~
. / (t — 5)72[3 5_2maX{A_()‘_B)l{O}(LI)vﬁ} ds
0

< K? |X6 T|2 (L1 + ﬁl)Q |T \Vi 1|2\>\—3|1(0,oo)(L1)
B(1—26,1—2max{\— (A — 5)1{0}@1)’ 5}) H(1=28—=2max{A~(A~B)1 0} (L1),8})
This implies, in particular, that for all ¢ € [0, T it holds P-a.s. that fot [e4B (s, Yo) | 2500 a1 A5

< 0. In addition, ([B3) and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in Da
Prato & Zabczyk [10] ensure that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds that

’ Lp(P;H)

p(p B 1) t s 2
< {T/ He(t )AB(San)HLP(P;HS(U,H))ds

<K p(p 1) XAn(LlJFLlHTVl“)\ BI1 0,00y (L1)

t
/ B (s, Y,) AW,
0

1/2

(34)

/B = 268,1 = 2max{h — (A= A)lgy (Ly), §}) 10725 mx 0Dy G0,

Furthermore, we observe that the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in
Da Prato & Zabcezyk [10] proves that for all ¢ € (0,12 — ), t1,t2 € (0, 7] with ¢; < t5 it holds

11



that
1 t1 9 1/2
< {p(pz : /o [(Tdgy —e*274) e(tl_S)AB(5>YS)HLP(P;HS(U,H)) ds]
) 1/2
1) s
+ [p(p2 /t H (=94B(s,Y,) HLP(P;HS(U,H)) ds]
1

B 1/2
1 —s 2 2
{% / e )AHL(H_;a,H) 1B Yo liremswn o ds]

t1

to t1
/ e~ B(s, Y,) dW, — / e MB(s, V) AW,
0 0

Lp(P;H)

IN

t1 1/2
-1 —5)A|l2 2
+ [—< : / 1M 1B YOl s ) ds}

et

e o,

Assumption (I7) hence ensures that for all o € (0,12 — ), t1,ts € (0,T] with ¢; < t it holds
that

12 t1
| e v aw, - [ mam v, (36)
0 0 Lr(P;H)
y [ 2842 N e
< KpRgip [t — 1] l%/ (ty — ) @7420 (Ll Y5l 2oy + L Siﬁ) ds]
0
y [" 2 I e
a2 [ 1= (LYol + L)
t1
< K22k kg (Ly + L) [TV 1P [ty — 4,
1/2
|: —(26+2¢) g—2max{A—(A— B) 10y (L1),8} d3:|
K}QB ‘T\/l“/\—m (L1+£1) \/17 (PQ*l) |t27t1‘(1_25)
min{ [t [P 5 [t s 3.0} 128
Ko Fo+p \t27t1|9\/ (1 2(B+0),1-2 max{A—(A—B) 1oy (L1), 5}) kg [ta—t|(1/2=P)
iy ‘tl‘(max{/\ (A— B)l{o}(Ll),,(i‘}+g+B 1/2) min{ltlImax{A,B}"tQImax{A,B}}\/m
AL TV (L + Ly).
Combining (34)), (3d]), and Lemma 2] completes the proof of Lemma O

2.3 A perturbation estimate for stochastic processes

Lemma [Z4] is a generalized Gronwall inequality from Chapter 7 in Henry [13].

12



Lemma 2.4. Let o, f € (—00,1), a,b € [0,00), T € (0,00), e € M(B([0,T]), B([0, 0])) satisfy
for all t € (0,T] that fOTe(s) ds < 0o and e(t) < & + fot (ii‘;)ﬁ ds. Then for all t € (0,T] it
holds that e(t) < £Eq 5[bt1=].

Lemma 24 is, e.g., proved as Corollary 1.4.5 in [I4]. We next prove a strong perturbation
result that will be used several times throughout the paper.

Proposition 2.5 (Perturbation estimate). Assume the setting in Section [21], let § € R,
and let Y1, Y?:[0,T] x Q — Hs be (Fy)tepr)-predictable stochastic processes which satisfy
Ure1,20Y*((0,T] x Q) C H and lim SUD ~L{111; (L1)] MOXke{1,2} SUPre(0,7] Y oy < .
Then it holds that infrcor P(She, [ [[e@DAF (s, YI) |+ [le®94B(s, Y s ds < 00) =
1 and it holds for all X € (— oo, 3[1 4 Loy(L1)]) that

sup [ 1Y) = Y2 | sy < %07 1(Lo, L)
te(0,T

- sup {t)‘
te (0,77

t t
}/tl . /0 e(t_S)AF(S, }/81) ds — /0 e(t_S)AB(S, }/81) dWS (37)

t t
+ / AR (s, Y2 ds + / V1B (s, Y2) AW, — Y
0 0

LP(IP;H):| .

Proof. Throughout this proof let r € (—oo, 3[1 + 1103 (L1)]). We observe that Lemma and
Lemma 2230 prove that infepoz B(32_, [7 (e 4F (s, Y211+ 94 B(s, V)2 500000 ds <
oo) = 1. It thus remains to prove (37)). For this we assume without loss of generality that

t t
sup {tr v} — / AR (5, Y ) ds — / eIAB (s, Y AW,
te(0,T 0 0
‘ . (38)
+/ e(t_s)AF(s,Yf)ds+/ B (s, Y2) AW, — Y2 } < 0.
0 0 Lr(P;H)
Next we note that the triangle inequality shows that for all ¢ € (0, 7] it holds that
' A ' A
HY? _Yt2HLP(1P>;H) < Y;l _/0 e(tfs) F(s,Ysl)ds—/O e(tfs) B(S,Ysl)dWS
t t
+ / AR (5, Y2) ds + / e IAB(s, Y2) AW, — Y2
0 0 Lr(P;H)
t (39)
b [ e e - pe ) as
0 L»(B;H)
t
#| [ e - By am,
0 Lr(P;H)

13



This and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in Da Prato & Zabczyk [10]
imply that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds that

1 2

HY; Y, HLP(P;H)

<t | sup u" Yul—/ e(“_S)AF(s,}/;l)ds—/ e IAB(s, Y1) dW,
u€ (0,7 0 0

+ / 4R (s, Y2) ds + / B (s, Y2) dW, — V2
0 0

LP(IP;H):|
t
+ XZ’Z LO/O (t—s) V) = Y2 ooy ds

t 1/2
wﬂmkﬁfu—www—ﬁmwmﬁ.
0

Combining this with Lemma 2] proves ([37)) in the case L; = 0. It thus remains to prove (31
in the case L; > 0. For this we observe that (40) together with Holder’s inequality ensures that
for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds that

1 2

HY; Y, HLP(]P;H)

<t7"| sup u" Yul—/ e(”S)AF(s,Y;l)ds—/ eIAB (s, Y AW,
u€(0,7] 0 0

- / AR (s, Y2) ds + / e=94B(s, Y2) dW, — Y2
0 0

(41)

Lp(B;H)

t t 1/2

+ XZ:?; LO |:Tmax{25—04,0}/ (t _ 8)—04 dS/ (t _ 8)—max{0¢,25} ”Yg _ Y?H%P(]}D;H) d8:|
0 0

t 1/2
A K TS K MY i
0
The fact that Va,b € R: (a+b)* < 2a* + 20 hence yields that for all ¢ € (0, 7] it holds that
¢
HYtl - Yf”%P(IP’;H) < /0 (t— 5)7max{a’26} ”Ysl - YSQH%P(P;H) ds

2
a,T 2T1/27a+max{6,a/2} 871 [ ] Tmax [e% 27[3 7}3
. |:X4’17L)f 1—a XAm 1 \/p<p ) { / } ]

N / AR (s, YY) ds — / e“IAB(s, YY) dW,
0 0

i { . (42)
— | sup u
" Lue,]

+ / AR (s, Y2) ds + / B (s, Y2) AW, — Y2
0 0

2
LP(]P’;H):| .

14



Combining this with Lemma 2.4 and the fact that

2
a, 1/2—a+max{B,a/2} , max\o/2,05—
Xty Lo 2 + X Li/p (p — 1) Tmexte/200 ﬁ”

|

EQT‘ max{a 26} [T(l_max{a726})

Xy Lo ffia) + X Ll\/p — 1) 7128

- Eanax{oz,Zﬁ} [

(43)
ensures that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds that
||}/1 Y2||LP(]P H) < EQTmaX{a 26} XAn LO \/_T(l a) Ll\/p — 1 1 28) ]
2 u u
. T{ sup u” ||Y,} —/ AR (s, Y1) ds — / B (s, Y1) AW, (44)
£ Lue(o,1) 0 0
u u 2
- / IR (s, Y2) ds + / e IAB(s, Y2) dW, — Y } .
0 0 Lr(P;H)
Hence, we obtain that
sup_ 1711 = Y2l o o)
te(0,7T
1/2
< \/5 E2r,max{a726} [ XA’? LO fT(l 2 + XATLl \/p — 1 T(1-28) ]
i ’ (45)
- sup [t” Y} — / AR (5, Y ) ds — / eHAB(s, Y1) AW,
t€(0,7] 0 0
t t
- / AR (5, Y2) ds + / e AB (s, Y2) AW, — Y2 }
0 0 Lo (B;H)
This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.5 O

Corollary 2.6 (Initial conditions). Assume the setting in Section[21, let 6 € [0, 3[1+10y(L1)]),
and let X', X?: [0, T|xQ — H_s be (Fy)epo,r)-predictable stochastic processes which fulfill for all
ke {1,2},t€[0,T] that X*((0,T|xQ) C H, that Hmsupy s11141 4, ()] SWPse (0,7] SMXEN oy
< 00, and P-a.s. that

¢ ¢
XF=eXE+ / e IR (s, XF) ds + / e=9AB(s, XF) AWV, (46)
0 0
Then it holds for all X € [6,4[1 + 14oy(L1)]) that

Sup [P 1X) = XEllr@an] < X0 TOONXs = XGllo@_g) O%ypr(Lo, L) (a7)
(0,
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2.4 Existence, uniqueness, and regularity for SEEs with singularities
at the initial time

Theorem 2.7. Assume the setting in Section 21 and let § € ( — oo, 2[1 + Loy (L1)]), A €

[max{d, a+a—1, B4F—1/2}, sy (L1)]), € € LP(P|z,; Hos+) satisfysup,e o t° €| Lo o)
< 00. Then

(i) there exists an up-to-modifications unique (F;)iejo,r)-predictable stochastic process X : [0, T x
Q — H_s+ which satisfies for all t € [0,T] that X((0,T] x Q) € H, that sup o

t —s —s
1 Xl ooy < 00, that B( fy [l 4F (s, Xo) |l + [l B(s, X ) | Zsw.m ds < o0) =1,
and P-a.s. that

t t
X, = e+ / AR (s, X)) ds + / HAB(s, X,) AW, (48)
0 0

(ii) and it holds that

SUp | 1Xil oo ) < T O (Lo, L)

te(0,77
o, T 7 B8,T ~o11/2 (49)
supye (0,7 (t° 1€l Lo (#;m)) X4y LoB(l—a,1-4&) Xan 1 |p(p_1) IB(l—Qﬁ,l—Qﬁ)‘
: T3 + T(ata—1) + V2 T(B+B-1/2) < 0.
Proof. Throughout this proof let £ and I be the sets given by
r— XeM(Pred((Ft)iefo,1)-B(H_5+)): X((0,T1xQ)CH, 50
= { 1Xollur(rr_yy)+SuPse o1y £ Xl o (oyary <0 } (50)

and L = {{Y € L: infyeonP(Y; = X;) = 1} € £: X € L} and let ||, : L — [0,00),
r € R, and |||, : L — [0,00), 7 € R, be the mappings with the property that for all r € R,
X € Lit holds that | X1, = sup (o [ M| Xell ey ] and X, = HXOHLP(P;H_5+) + Xy,
Here and below we do not distinguish between an element X € L and its equivalent class
{Y € L: infepo IP’(Yt = Xt) = 1} € IL. We observe that for all ¢t € (0,7 it holds that

e ey < T SUP}S‘SI!e“é lr@s) < oo (51)
s€(0,T

This ensures that ([0, 7]xQ 3 (t,w) — e"¢(w) € H_s+) € L. Combining this with Lemma 2.2
and Lemma shows that there exists a unique mapping ®: . — L with the property that
for all Y € L, t € [0, 7] it holds P-a.s. that

t t
B(Y) =gt [ B Y ds [ OB V) (52)
0 0

Our next aim is to prove that there exists a real number » € R such that ® is a contraction
on the R-Banach space (L, ||-||;,,). Banach’s fixed point theorem will then allow us to prove
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[@. Observe that the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in Da Prato &
Zabczyk [10] proves that for all Y, Z € L, r € R, t € [0,T] it holds that

[B(V), — B(Z)ul o o) < H [ e v - R,z s

Lp(P;H)

+

t
/ =4 (B(s,Y,) — B(s, Z,)) dW,
0

Lp(P;H)

t
S/o 1 gy IF ) = F(Zo) e ds

t 1/2
-1 _s)A|2 2
N [po; >/0 e e HB(YS)—B(ZS)HLP(P;HS(UHﬁ))ds}

t
a, T —a
< X%, / Lo (t = 5) 1Yy = Zull oo ds -

2

JFXAn lp(p U / | La]? ( 2BHY Zs ||LP P;H) ds}

<XA Y — Z|Lr/ Lo(t—s)" s e ds

1
2
/ |L | —28 8—2)\ 6—27"5 d8:|

1
: {XAH JoLoe™ (t—s)“ s ds + x5 [p(pzfl) VL2 e (t—s) s ds] }

Y = 2|, < oo,

|Y Z|Lr|:

Hence, we obtain that for all Y, Z € L, r € (—o0, 0] it holds that

[2(Y) = (Z)||,

= 19070 = ¥l )+ 20 [P 100D =Dl
S )

tLoe (t—s) A t|L1|2 e2r(t—s) 42X

1
- - p(p=1) } 2y -
N tES(l(l)%} |:XA” 0 (t—s)* s> ds + X [ 2 0 (t—s)?P 522 ds |Y Z|]L77’ <54)

1
a,T 1 erts t(1—a) 1 |Lq]2 e2rts ¢(1-28) 2
< (XA,n SUP¢e (0,71 [ 0 Losa(lits)d } + XAT [M SUP¢e (0,71 [fo %stﬂ )

"Y_Z|]L,r'

Next note that Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence ensures that for all » € R it holds
that the functions

L rtst(l «) 1 rts
[0, 7] 9t~>/ 0 s =Lyt O‘)/eikdse[(),oo) (55)
(1—s) 0o s*(1—ys)
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and

1 2 2rts 1(1-2p) 1 2 2rts
L t L
0,75t [La]"e ds = a-20) [ Ll o0 0, 00 56
2N 2X
o ¥ (1-23s) 0o s2(1—25s)

are continuous. This and the fact that for all ¢ € [0, T] it holds that

1 rts 4(1—a) 1 2 2rts 1(1-203)
L t L t
lim sup / Oe—/\ds = lim sup L7 o ds| =0
r——00 0o s“ (]_ — S) r——00 0 SQﬁ (]_ — S)

allows us to apply Dini’s theorem (see, e.g., [I4, Proposition 10.3.1]) to obtain that

1
1 ! ’
. T Loerts (=) AT ple=l) Lael S
lim sup XAy sup} [/0 s (1—s)® ds} + XA, T [ 2 sup [/0 528 (1—s)* dsH (58)

r——00 te(0,T te(0,T)
= 0.

The Banach fixed point theorem together with (54]) hence establishes (), that is, there exists

an up-to-modifications unique X € £ which fulfills that for all ¢ € [0,7] it holds P-a.s. that
_ —s t —S

Jy 160 IAR(s, X) [+ I4B (s, X,) 35050, ds < 00 and X, = e4€+ [y eI F (s, X,) ds+

f(f e=94B(s, X,) dW,. Tt thus remains to prove (f). For this we apply Proposition (with

Y!=X,Y? =0, and » = ) in the notation of Proposition 2] to obtain that

sup [P || Xell o] < O%5r (Lo, L)
te(0,77

t t
- sup {t’\HXt—/ e(t_S)AF(s,Xs)ds—/ B (s, X,) AW,
]

te(0,T 0 0

(59)

t t
+/ e(t_s)AF(s,O)der/ =B (s,0) AW,
0

0 Lr(P;H) |

= @ny’,;,T(LO? L)

t t
etie + / IR (5,0) ds + / e=IAB(s,0) AW,
0 0

- sup {t)‘
te(0,T

LP(P;HJ '

Next we note that the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in Da Prato &
Zabcezyk [10] implies that for all ¢ € [0, 7] it holds that

t t
etA£+/ e =94F (s, 0) d3+/ e 4B, 0) AW,
0

0 Lr(P;H)

t t 1/2
= HetASHLP(P;H) +/0 He(t_S)AF(S’O)HLPGP’;H) ds + [p(p—;)/o He(t_S)AB(SaO)Hip(P;H) ds]

t t X 1/2
< [ 4€ e+ Lo [ (0= s s B[22 [
0 0

< H tAfH i X4, LoB(1-a,1-a) n Xy I VP (p—1) B(1-28,1-25)
=€ Sl @ fata—D V2 BrE—1/2)

(60)
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This shows that

t ¢
sup |t | e!e +/ e =94 (5,0) ds +/ e =94B(s, 0) AW,
t€(0,T] 0 0 LP(P;H)
<TX sup [ oce.my] + Xf"; Ly TOH =9 B(1 —a,1— Q) (61)
te(0,T]
BT f p(A+1/2—B—P) _ _ _923
Xay I T VP (p—1) B(1-25,1-28)
+ ul G < 0.

Combining this with (B9) completes the proof of Theorem 2.7 O

Corollary 2.8. Let (H, |||, () y) and (U, |||l (-, -)y) be separable R-Hilbert spaces with
#p(H) > 1, let T € (0,00), n € R, a € [0,1), B € [0,12), let (2 F,P, (Fi)cior]) be a
stochastic basis, let (Wy)icpo,r) be an Idy-cylindrical (Fy)icjo,r- Wiener process, let A: D(A) C
H — H be a generator of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup with the property that
spectrum(A) C {z € C: Re(z) <n}, let (H,, |||z () g,), 7 € R, be a family of interpolation
spaces associated to n — A, and let F' € Lip(H,H_,), B € Lip(H, HS(U, H_p)), 5 = %[1 +
Loy (| Bluip(.rsw.i_y)] - Then
(i) there exist up-to-modifications unique (Fy)cjo,r-predictable stochastic processes X : [0, T]x
QO — H 5,z € Hg,6€l0,0), which fulfill for allp € [2,00), 6 € [0,8), x € H_5, t € [0,T]
that X*((0,T] x Q) C H, that sup,c (.1 8° | X7 || Lo@:m) < 00, and P-a.s. that

t t
XP = ety 4 / eTIAR(XT) ds + / eTIAB(XT) AW, (62)
0 0

(i) for all p € [2,00), & € [0,0) it holds that

t5 ||th||Lp .
(]PvH) a,3,0
sup sup <06 \F | Lip(#,_o)s | Bl Lip(e, HS(U,H
e 5 1e(0T] [max{l, ”xHHﬂs} A,777P7T( p( ) p( ( B))) (63)
5 | XAMIEOI T o= XG5 IBO) gsw,m_,) T2
| Xdp T (1—a) + V2—18 < 09,
(iii) and for all p € [2,00), § € [0,0) it holds that
[t‘s 1XF — XYooy
sup  sup
zy€H_5,te(0,T) |z — ?/HH_a (64)
T#y

ST ~aByd
< X4y @if,,p,T(|F|Lip(H,H_a), |B|Lip(H,HS(U,H,B))) < 00.

Proof of Corollary[2.8 Throughout this proof let Lo, L1, Lo, Ly € [0,00) be the real numbers

given by Lo = |F vy L1 = |Blup(mmsw.n_y)s Lo = [|F(0)||m., and Ly = || B(0)| mrs(v,m,)-
We note that for all t € (0,7], X,Y € LP(IP; H) it holds that

IF(X) = F)lpr@ary < Lo | X = Ylo@my,  1FO)|o@a.y < Lo, (65)
|B(X) = BY)|lzrmsw gy < Il X = Yllee@m), 1BO)||r@aswm_g) < L1 (66)
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We can hence apply Corollary and Theorem 27 More specifically, an application of Theo-
rem 2.7 (with A =6, & = 8 =0, Lo = |FlLip@r,a_o), Lo = |[F(0)|z_o, L1 = | BlLip(a,asw,m_s))
and L, = | B(0)|| zrs(,z_s) for 6 € [0, 0) in the notation of Theorem 7)) proves ({) and assures
that for all p € [2,00), § € [0,5), x € H_s it holds that

tS(l(l)pT} [té | XT N s ]P’H} <0G +(1F|Lip(i. o) | Bluasw.i_y) )
c

pnwﬂm5+xmmF<mﬂaﬂﬂkau—aA> (67)

1
Xy IBO) | rsw,u_g) TCH27P|p (p—1) B(1-28,1)| /*

V2

This implies (). In addition, an application of Corollary (with X! = X% X? = XY )\ =4,
and 7 = ¢ for z,y € H 5, § € [0,6) in the notation of Corollary 2.6]) ensures that for all
pE[2,00),0€(0,0), z,y € H s it holds that

sup [t5 | X7 — XfHLP(]P’;H)}

te(0,T (68)

6, T a,f3,6
<X o =yl 0% (1P |Lip(ar. 110 | Bluip(rsw.a_ay)) < oo.

This establishes (). The proof of Corollary 2.8 is thus completed. O

3 Examples and counterexamples for SEEs with irregu-
lar initial values

3.1 Stochastic heat equations with linear multiplicative noise

In the next result, Corollary Bl we illustrate Corollary in the case of a simple example.

Corollary 3.1 Let (H, |11, ) ) = (L2013 B). [l 2 1y + G Dz )+ Lot T €
(0,00), B € (Y1,12), f,b € Lip(R,R), let (0, F, P, (F)tepo,r)) be a stochastic basis, let (Wy)ejo,1]
be an Idg-cylindrical (Fy)cjo.- Wiener process, let A: D(A) € H — H be the Laplacian with
periodic boundary conditions on H, let (H,, ||| ,{,)y. ), 7 € R, be a family of interpola-
tion spaces associated to n — A, and let F: H — H and B: H — HS(H,H_3) satisfy for

all v € L? (M(Ol ]R')’ u € C([ ] ]R') that F([ ]u(o 1) :BR ) [{f( ( ))}:BE(O,I)];L(OJ),B(R) and
B([ ]M(o 1) B(R)) [u|(0 Dlpe,1),BR) — [{b }xe(OJ)]u(O,l),B(R)' Then

(i) there exist up-to-modifications unique (Fy)cjo,r-predictable stochastic processes X : [0, T]x
Q' — H.ys, v € Hy, 0 €l0,Y2), which fulfill for all p € [2,00), § € [0,Y2), x € H_s,
t € [0,T] that X*((0,T] x Q) € H, that supyc 7y 8° | X7 || Loy < 00, and P-a.s. that

t t
X? = ety + / AR (XY ds + / e=HAB(XT) AW, (69)
0 0
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(i1) and for all p € [2,00), 6 € [0,1/2) it holds that

al ||th||LP(]P’;H) ° | X7 — ng/”LP(]P’;H)

sup  sup (70)
wyed_s,teo.r] | ax{L, [lz]lu_;} 2 = yllu_s
TFY
Proposition 3.2. Let (H, |||, (-, ) ) = (L*(p0,0); R), [l 2 (o) > $0 L2 (o) R) ), let T,
v € (0,00), 7 € [0,00), § € R, 6 € (3.2), let (U F,P,(F)cpp)) be a stochastic basis,

let (Wi)iepo,r be an Idg-cylindrical (Fy)icpo,r- Wiener process, let (by)nez, © H satisfy for
all n € N that by = [{1}ee1)uo.B®) bn [{\/ﬁcos(QmT:p)}me(o,l] po.n B®), and by,
{v2 SIn(2n72) fre(0,1) o) B8Ry, let A: D(A) C€ H — H be the linear operator which satzsﬁes
D(A) ={v e H: ¥, ., In*by,v)u* < oo} and which satisfies for all v € D(A) that Av =
—U Y 0en by, V) by, let (Hy, Iz, ¢ )m,)s @ € R, be a family of interpolation spaces asso-
ciated to n— A, let £ € M(Fo, B(Hs)), B € L(H HS(H, H_p)) satisfy for allv € L*(puo1); R),
u € C([o, ]v]R) that B([v]ue.80) [l0n]uensm) = [{v(@) - w(@)}oe)uo 6m), and let
X:[0,T]xQ — Hj be an (Fy)sepo,m-predictable stochastic process which satisfies for allt € (0,T]
that X((0,T]xQ) C H, that E[|e"4¢|%,_ ] —i—fgE[He(t_S)AB(XS)H%S(Hﬂir)} ds < 00, and P-a.s.
that X, = ¢ + fot eU=AB(X,)dW,. Then for all t € (0,T] it holds that IP’(§ € H,I/Q) =1
and 2727 (1= e ") €l 2@, ) < 1 X2,y < oo

Proof. Throughout this proof let x; € [0,00|, k € Z, be the extended real numbers which
satisfy for all k& € Z that
|B(@)bell?_,_,

veuenN0) Il

Observe that the product rule for differentiation and the fact that the mapping C([O, 1], ]R) >
v = [0]0,1)]ue, ».B®) € Hijz is continuous ensures that for all n € N it holds that Vu,v €

NserHs: u - v € NserHs and sup,, yein, p i)\ {0} ||u||| i

[ty ||v||Hn
k € Z, n € Ny it holds that

R —

(71)

< oo. This implies that for all

| B(@)by|lm, |(u, B(x)bg) |
sup —_— Y = sup 0
ze(NserHs)\{0} ] z_, zue(NserHs)\{0} Nzl 22, [l
-b —A)"(u-b — A"
_ sup (- b, )| sup [((n = A)"(u-bg), (n — A)""z) 4| (72)
z,u€(Nser Hs)\{0} Nl 22, [l zu€(NserHs)\{0} Nz, Nl a,
-b
< osup bl

we(uen N0} Ul £,
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Hence, we obtain that for all £ € Z it holds that

1B ()bell?_,

R = 5
ee(uentNor  12lE,
r 2
B(x)b
<= A g CUIURE
GG ANC! ] 1,
[ [l i
—r—1—[—r— Tl Hp -, -
< (n— AR g sup ek
ESGR IV S (Ed V7. (73)
12
1B(2)bx |l 71,
sup
eeuerttony 2l ]
= l(n = AR gy (g — AT
r 12
1B(2)bxl 71,
< OQ.
eeuertton©y  1Elm_,
In the next step we observe that for all ¢ € (0,7 it holds P-a.s. that
t 2
Xl , = e+ [ B aw,
0 H_,
> (74)

t t
—fletell, +2 (e [enean) | [ enponaw,
0 H_, 0

H_,

Combining (74) with It6’s isometry and the assumption that V¢ € (0,7]: E[[le"¢]|3,_ ]| +
f(]tE[”e(t_S)AB<XS)H?’—[S(H7H,T)} ds < oo proves that for all ¢ € (0, 7] it holds that

tA ’ ' (t—s)AB X, dWS>
(e, [ emnpx) H]

E[IXIl5, | = E[lel3_] +2E

2
H_»

t
<e“‘g, E { / e =1 B(X,) dW,
0

t
+E /e(t‘S)AB(XS)dWS

0

— E[Jet¢]}] +2E

7 } >H] (75)

t , )
+/ B[l BOO gy | 45
0 )
t
:E[”etAéH?{—r} —|—/O E|:H€(t*S)AB<XS)Hi]S(H’H_T)] dS
t
- E[”etAfH?{,r} + Z / E[He(tfs)AB(Xs)kaz_J ds < o0.
keZ JO
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Moreover, we note that for all k € Z, t € (0,T], s € (0,t) it holds P-a.s. that

2
He(t*s)AB<XS) kafH_T = ’

€(ts)AB< SAf + / (s— u)AB<Xu) qu> bk
0
s 2
elt=4pB ( / AR (X,) qu) bi
0 H_,

+2 <e(t_S)AB(eSA£) by, 4B ( / 4 B(X,) qu) bk> (76)
0

H_

H_,

= ([ By, +

> [l B ()b,

+2 <6(t_S)AB(68A€) by, / e(t—s)AB(e(s—u)AB(Xu) qu) bk>
0

H_»

This and the assumption that V¢ € (0,7]: E[|le"¢||3,_ ]+ f(fE[||e(t*3)AB(XS)||§{S(H7H7T)} ds <
oo imply that for all k € Z, t € (0,T], s € (0,t) it holds that

. |:E /s He(t—s)AB(e(s—u)AB(Xu) bn) by Hi{ du}
neZ J0 -

-5 2 ° s—Uu 2
< B[S [ BB b

: (77)
S P Dol T
= B [T B O g ] <o
and
BB ml, | < m e Bl el ] <o

Combining (76) with ([77)—(78]) proves that for all k € Z, t € (0,7, s € (0,t) it holds that

E[[le 1B | = B[ B¢, |

<e(ts)AB(68A£) b, / e(tfs)AB(e(sfu)AB<Xu> qu) bk> ]
H_,

0

+2E

— B[l B bl ] (79

.|

+2E

<6<ts>A B(e*¢) bk,E[ / !B (T IAB(X,) dW,) by
0

— B[} .
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Combining this with (73] ensures that for all ¢ € (0,77] it holds that
oo > E[IXlE ] 2 B[l ] + 5 [ B[l B e ul, Jas

> /OtE[Hea—smB(esAg)HHS(H,HT)] s = / E[[|tn = )7 DB ) g | ds
= [E[IBe) = )] s
_Z/EHBSA ts,r]ArbH:|

Z/O [HB sAg) elt=9) (71 A) rbo” }
= | tE[HB@sAo sl s = [ Bl1eeli) as o
_QTZZ/ }<68Abn’€>HH _ —2TZZ/ (vn2+m)s 205 | [|<bn,§> ”
(DY [ et g 6 Hds:n—zr%(l—@ ) Bl Ol
:2;%;@ Y [ = A) 20, 6), |
(1 —2t

ZE[K - A7,

ne’l

In particular, we obtain that E[ Y~ _, ’ ((n— A)~'b,, §>H ’2} < 00. Therefore, it holds that
P(f € H,l/g) = 1. This and (80) complete the proof of Proposition O

Proposition 3.3 (Positive example). Let (H,|-||5,(-,-)y) be a separable R-Hilbert space,
let k € N, T € (0,00), 7,6 € R, let (Q,F,P,(Ft)cpor)) be a stochastic basis, let W =
(WO W WY [0,T] x Q — R be a k-dimensional standard (F;)epo.r)-Brownian mo-
tion with continuous sample paths, let A: D(A) C H — H be a diagonal linear operator (see,
e.g., [1{, Definition 8.5.1]) with spectrum(A) C {z € C: Re(z) < n}, let (H,, |-l 55 )p),
r € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated to n — A, let £ € M(}"O,B(H(;)),
(Li)ieqro,.ky © L(H), B € L(H,HS(R*, H)) satisfy for all i,j € {1,2,...,k}, v € H,
ue€ D(A),y = (y1,Y2, . ..,yr) € RF that L;(D(A)) C D(A), L;Lju—L;Liu = L;Au—ALu = 0,
and B(v)y = S2F_ yiLw, and let X : [0,T] x Q — Hjy satisfy for all t € [0,T)] that

Xy =exp(tA+ 8 (WL, — (L)) €. (81)

Then X has continuous sample paths and for all v € R, t € [0,T] it holds P-a.s. that
Jo e BX) 5w 1, ds < 00 and Xy = e ¢ + [ et=IAB(X,) AW,
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Proof. Throughout this proof let r € [0,00) and let ¢ € C([0,7] x R* x H,, H,) be the map-
ping with the property that for all t € [0,7], y = (y1,%2,...,yx) € R¥, v € H, it holds
that o(t,y,v) = exp(zle[yiLi — 3t(L;)*)v. Note that the assumption that W has con-
tinuous sample paths ensures that X also has continuous sample paths. Next observe that
Y E CQ([O,T] x R¥ x H,, Hr). It6’s formula (cf., e.g., Theorem 2.4 in Brzezniak, Van Neerven,
Veraar & Weis [5]) therefore implies that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds P-a.s. that

L NG 6 We gy ds = [ S (o) . W), ds

(82)
/ > e ( p) (s, Wi, e€) HH ds_fo =4 B( S)HzS(IR’“,Hr) ds < oo
an
t
Xt = @(ta Wt7 etA ) = 90(07 07 etAg) +/ (%(‘0) <u’ Wu? etAg) du
0
/ (aﬁ )(s Ws,etAf dW, + = Z/ 8y290 s WS7€tA§)
0
L& (83)
_ - tA (t—s)A
_ / 2Z (s, W, e g)ds+/oe B(X,) dWW,
1 '
- tA _ tA (tfs)AB X )
QZ/ o(s, Wy, e¢)ds = e £+/0 e (X,)dW,
This, (82]), and the fact that X, = £ complete the proof of Proposition O

3.2 Stochastic heat equations with nonlinear multiplicative noise

Proposition 3.4. Let (H, |||, (-, )y) be a separable R-Hilbert space with #y(H) > 1, let
T e (0,00),n,6 €R, 7, €0,00), let (Q,F,P,(Ft)cpom) be a stochastic basis, let W: [0,T] x
Q — R be a standard (F;)ico,r-Brownian motion, let A: D(A) € H — H be a diagonal
linear operator with spectrum(A) € {z € C: Re(z) < n}, let (Hy, ||l . ¢, )u,)s @ € R, be
a family of interpolation spaces associated to n — A, let w € H_g\ {0}, £ € M(FO,B(H(;)),
B e C(H,HS(R, H_p)) satisfy for allv € H, u € R that B(v)u = u ||v||; w, and let X : [0, T] x
Q — Hs be an (Fy)ecpo,r-predictable stochastic process which fulfills for all t € (0,T] that
X((0,T] x Q) C H, that E[||e"4¢]|3_ ] + fgE[He(t_S)AB(XS)H?{S(RHﬂ)] ds < oo, and P-a.s.
that X, = etA€ + fot e=9AB(X,)dW,. Then for all t € (0,T)] it holds that IP’(S € H,l/Q) =1
and

2712 bt (1 — el I Y ety € o) < Xl < 000 (84)

Proof. Throughout this proof let B C H be an orthonormal basis of H and let A\: B — R be a
mapping which satisfies sup,ep —Ay, < 7, which satisfies D(A) = {v e H: Y, 5 [ X (b,0) ;> <
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oo}, and which satisfies for all v € D(A) that Av = =37,z Ay (b,v), b. Note that for all
t € (0, 7] it holds P-a.s. that

t
2 —S8
1X =[]l +2 <e“*£, /0 e=94p(x,) dWs>
) e (85)

t
+ ’ / HAB(X,) dW,
0

H_,

Equation (85) together with Ito’s isometry and the assumption that V¢ € [0, T]: E[|le"¢||3,_ ]+
fJE[He(t_S)AB(XS)H%{S(RH_T)] ds < oo hence prove that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds that

tA ' (tfs)AB Xs dWS
(e [ e=npix,) >H]

E[IXll}, | = E[le ]3] +2E

2
H_,

t
<e“‘g, E [ / IAB(X,) dW,
0

t
+E /e(tS)AB(XS)dWS

0

— E[Je¢]} ] +2E

SR
4 /OtIE[He(tS)AB(Xs)Hi{s(IR,H-r)} ds

t
= E[”etAfH?‘Ifr} —|—A E|:H€(t*S)AB<XS)HZS(R,H_T)} dS < 0.

Next we note that for all ¢ € (0,77, s € (0,¢) it holds P-a.s. that

2
L 2
He(t “B(X,) HHS(]R,H_T) -

e(tS)AB(eSA§+/ eTWAB(X,) qu)
0

HS(R,H_,)
2

e A¢ + / eCTWAB(X,) dW,,
H

0
Hi{S(R,H,T) =B (/OS e(s_u)AB(Xu) qu)
+2|e ][ <esA§, / CwAR(x,) qu>
" 0

> (e B (e 6) [sgn.,) 2l 0 <£ | e dwu>
H

_ He(tfs)AB(esAg)

s 2
e ][y,

2

— He(t_S)AB(GSAg) +

HS(R,H_,)

(87)

H

2
HHS(IR,H_T)

T2l <(n Ay, / (- A)TAB(X,) qu>
" 0

H
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In addition, the assumption that V¢ € (0,7]: E[||e"*¢||3,_ ] < oo implies that for all ¢ € (0, 7]
it holds that

E(lle"ell,] < ez, m) Ellle2€ll%_, ] < oo. (88)
[t6’s isometry and the assumption that Vit € (0,77: fJE[He(t*S)AB(XS)H%S(RH_T)] ds < o0
hence prove that for all ¢ € (0,77, s € (0,¢) it holds that

E|:H€(tfs)AB<X ZE[He(tfs)AB(esAé)

s HHS(IRH r)} HHS(IR,H-T)}

+2[elt) wHIL K(n A)retie /Os(n—A)_Te(s_u)AB(X“)dW“>H}

B[ B Py 89
ol (- areres] [1n-ara-ssyan] )
H
= B[l B s
Furthermore, we observe that for all ¢ € (0,71, s € (0,t) it holds that
lewllm, < el 1" wlln, < e e wlln, < e e Mwly,.  (90)
Combining (89) with (86) and (@) ensures that for all ¢ € (0, 7] it holds that
t
oo > E|IXMl},_, | = Efle“el3_] + /O E| [ 2B (") |[ysm )| 45
t t
> / E[He(t_S)AB(GSAS)Hi{S(]R,Hfr):| ds = / He(t_S)AwHi{ E[HesAgnm ds
0
¢
> el [ Bl ds= el S [ E(e,), ]
—Jo B beB
_ —2n+tH€tA HH Z/ —2(N\p+7m)s anE[Kb §>H| ]
 beB
91
> e el 3 / O E[| (b,€) 7] ds o
beB

2 1 — e ()\b+77 b H
_ |y |f 3O ( (Ab)+7£|)< &) ul’]

le*wlf3;

— W Z (1 o 6—2(>\b+77)t) E|:’<(n N A)_l/Qb, §>H’2}
beB

(1 — e 2(infpep Ap+n)t )

> el 5 8 - 4y ,6),, ).

beb
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This and the assumption that w # 0, in particular, assure that [E [ Y beB }<(77 — A)~1/2p, §>H}2 } <
o0o. Hence, we obtain that IP’(S € H,l/g) = 1. This and (@I]) complete the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.4 O

3.3 Nonlinear heat equations

Proposition 3.5. Let (H, |||, (-, )y) be a separable R-Hilbert space with #y(H) > 1, let
B C H be an orthonormal basis of H, let (2, F,P) be a probability space, let T € (0,00),
n,6 € R, let \: B — R be a function which satisfies sup,eg —\y < 1, let A: D(A) € H —
H be a linear operator which satisfies D(A) = {ve H: Y, 5|\ (b,v),” < oo} and which
satisfies for all v € D(A) that Av = — 3, g Ny (b,v) 5 b, let (Hy, |||, (- )p), 7 € R, be a
family of interpolation spaces associated to n — A, let w € H, by € B, £ € M(.F, B(H(;)),
F e C(H,H) satisfy for all v € H that (by,w),; > 0, w = (by,w); by, and F(v) = |jv| 5w,
and let X € M(B([0,T]) ® F,B(H;)) satisfy for all t € (0,T] that X((0,T] x Q) C H, P-a.s.
that [} || 94F(X,)||u, ds < 0o, and P-a.s. that X, = "¢ + [[ e"94F(X,) ds. Then for all
t € (0,T] it holds that P(¢ € H_1) =1 and P-a.s. that

<b0’ w>H 6—()\b0+|77\)t [1 _ 6—(infbe1s )\b+77)tj| ||€ _ <b0, §>H bOHH,l
< <b0’Xt - etA£>H < HXt B etAfHH < 0.

Proof. Throughout this proof let P € L(H_s-) be the linear operator with the property that
for all v € H it holds that P(v) = v — (b, v); by. We observe that the assumption that
X((0,7] x Q) C H implies that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds P-a.s. that

(92)

00 > [|X; — e¢]|,, = (bo, X¢ — €)= /Ot (bo, "M F (X)), ds
- / | (bo, =)y |1 Xy ds = / | (bo, w) g e ot I || Xy ds
0 0
> (b, w)yy e / e P | PX | ds (93)
0
= e [ O APy > (o) e [ et P
0 0

t 1/
= {by, w e~ Qop )t e~ Qotms gns () 21" ds.
< ’ H beB\{bo} 'SITH
0
This and the Minkowski integral inequality imply that for all ¢ € (0,77 it holds P-a.s. that

00 > [| X — ]| > (bo, X — €"6)
1/
fOt }6_(>\b+77)s <b, 5)1{} ds 2:|

} 1/2 (94)

> (bo, w) g e~ Pro D0 |:Zbe]B\{b0}

_ - AN
= (bo, w) ;=D [Zbewo} YT

. 12
> (bo, w) e~ (og+nDt [1 _ o~ (infpen )\b-i-n)t] [Zbe]ﬂ%\{bo} (1 — A)~Lb, §>H|2] .
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The assumption that (b, w), > 0 hence implies that it holds P-a.s. that

_ 2

2bes (= A) 710, &) 4| < 0. (95)
This ensures that P(( € H_;) = 1. This together with (@4)) completes the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.0 O
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