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EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF MILD SOLUTION
TO STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATION
WITH WHITE AND FRACTIONAL NOISES

YU. MISHURA, K. RALCHENKO, G. SHEVCHENKO

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence and uniqueness of a mild solution for a class of non-autonomous
parabolic mixed stochastic partial differential equations defined on a bounded open subset D C R? and
involving standard and fractional L?(D)-valued Brownian motions. We assume that the coefficients are
homogeneous, Lipschitz continuous and the coefficient at the fractional Brownian motion is an affine
function.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space. For a fixed ' > 0 let F = {F},c (5 ) be
a filtration satisfying the standard assumptions. Let 3 € (0,1) be fixed throughout the
paper. Assume that D C R? is a bounded domain with boundary 9D of class C2+8.

We consider the following stochastic partial differential equation with boundary con-
ditions

du(z,t) = (div(k(x,t)Vu(x,t)) + f(u(:z:,t)))dt+g(u(3:,t))W(3:,dt)

+ h(u(z, t))WH (z,dt), (z,t) € D x (0,7, (1)

u(z,0) = @(x), x €D, (2)
ou(x,t)

o) 0, (x,t) € D x (0,T). (3)

Here W is an L?(D)-valued Wiener process and W# is an L?(D)-valued fractional Brow-
nian motion with the Hurst index H € (1/2,1). Furthermore, k = {k; ;} : D — R%*4 is
a matrix-valued field, consequently,
9 )
div(k(z, t)Vu(z, t)) = ijzzl o (ki7j(:t,t)87ju(:t,t)) ;
n(k)(x) == k(x,t)n(z) denotes the conormal vector-field, and the relation (@) stands for
conormal derivative of u relative to k, that is

u(z,t) & 0
Ty~ Jz::l ki j(z, t)n(z) axju(a:,t),
where n(z) € R? is an outer normal vector to D. We are interested in the existence
and uniqueness of a mild solution to ([{)-(B]). The precise statement of the problem and
the definition of a mild solution will be given in Sections 2 and [3

In the pure Wiener case, where h = 0, the problem was investigated by Sanz-Solé
and Vuillermot [I1], who introduced three different notions for solutions (namely, vari-
ation solutions of the first and the second kind and mild solutions) and showed their
indistinguishability. Also, they proved the existence, the uniqueness and the pointwise
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boundedness of the moments along with the spatial Sobolev regularity of such solutions.
Later their results for mild solutions were improved in several directions by Veraar [15]
Sec. 8]. In particular, he proved the existence and uniqueness of a mild solution in the
case of random coefficients, depending also on (z,t).

The pure “fractional” case, where g = 0, was studied in [10] and [12]. In [10] the
existence, uniqueness and indistinguishability of two types of variational solutions were
proved, assuming that the coeflicients f and h are Lipschitz continuous and the derivative
of h is Holder continuous. In [I2] the authors proved the existence of a mild solution
and established its relation with the variational solution of type II from [I0] and the
Holder continuity of its sample paths. When h is an affine function, they also proved
the uniqueness of a mild solution and the indistinguishability of mild and variational
solutions.

In this paper we will consider mild formulation of the stochastic heat equation ()
with white and fractional noises:

uot) = U0)00) + | Ult)(fut-5)) ds
+ g(u(-, 8))dB('7 S) + h(“('? S))dBH('v 5)7

(4)

where U(t,s) = exp {f: Audu} is the evolution family on L?(D) corresponding to the

elliptic operator App(-) = div (k(-,t)Vp(-)) with Neumann boundary conditions (B);
the precise formulations will be given later. We show that equation (1) has a unique
mild solution. The conditions on the coefficients are similar to those of [II] and [12].
In particular, the functions f and g are assumed to be Lipschitz continuous, and h is
assumed to be an affine function. In order to analyze the equation with two different
noises (and, consequently, with two different types of stochastic integrals), we replace
the fractional Brownian motion by a smooth process, transforming the equation () into
a stochastic partial differential equation with random drift driven by a Wiener process.
This approach was developed for ordinary stochastic differential equations involving both
Wiener process and fractional Brownian motion in the article [8]. In [13] it was applied
to mixed stochastic delay equations.

We organize this article in the following way. In Section 2] we formulate the assump-
tions, define L?(D)-valued Wiener and fractional Brownian processes and introduce the
corresponding stochastic integrals. Also, this section contains some properties of Green’s
function associated with our equation. In Section 3] we define a mild solution and prove
its existence and uniqueness. In Appendix, we collect auxiliary estimates for solutions
that are used for the proving of main result.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Assumptions on the coefficients and on the initial value.

(A1) Assumptions on k and n:
(1) ki,j = kj,i for all ’L,j = 1, ceey d,
(i) k;; € CPP(D XE, T)) for some B’ € (3,1] and for all 4,5 = 1,...,d;
(iii) a%kz-,j e CPB/2(D x [0,T)) for all 4,5, =1,...,d;
(iv) there exists k > 0 such that

d
2
> ki, taig; > kgl

3,J=1

forallz € D,t €[0,T], ¢ € R? (here | - | denotes the Euclidean norm in R%);
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d
V) (2,t) = > kij(a, t)ni(z) € CTHEOTRI2(OD x [0,T1) for each j;
i=1
(vi) the conormal vector-field (z,t) — n(k)(z,t) = k(x,t)n(z) is outward point-
ing, nowhere tangent to 0D for every t.
(A2) The initial condition satisfies @ € C**B (D) and the conormal boundary condi-
tion (3) relative to k.
(A3) f,g9: R — R are Lipschitz continuous functions.
(A4) h: R — R is an affine function.

2.2. Norms and spaces. Let ||-||, and ||| be the norms in L*(D) and L*°(D)
respectively. For « € (0,1) denote by 8?2 (0,T; L*(D)) the Banach space of Lebesgue-
measurable mappings u: [0,T] — L?(D) endowed with the norm

2 T t
| s Ju(t) = u(s)l, N
HUH‘X’Q’T o (tes[o,lzf] | (t)||2> * J.o (J.o (t — s)xtl ds ) dt < oo.

Denote also for u: [0,T] — L*(D)

Tl [ a0 - us)l
R e e L

For f:[0,7] — R and « € (0,1) define a seminorm

1fleos = sup (If(v)— (U)IJFL” If(U)—f(Z)IdZ)

o<u<v<t \ (v —u)l=x (z —u)?x

2.3. Green’s function. Let G: {(:v, t,y,s):0<s<t<T,xz,y€ 5} — R be the par-
abolic Green’s function associated with the principal part of (). It is known from [3] [4]
that under assumptions |(Al)| and G is a continuous function, twice continuously
differentiable in x, once continuously differentiable in ¢. For every (y,s) € D x (0,T] it
is a classical solution to the linear initial-boundary value problem
®G(z, t;y,8) = div(k(x,t)VmG(x,t;y,s)), (x,t) € D x (0,T],
0G(z,t;y, 5)
on(k)

| ctsmoemdy=tm [ Ge.tivs)o0)dy = 00

Moreover, GG satisfies the heat kernel estimates

=0, (x,t) € 0D x (0,7,

2
’8;”8?6?(1:, tiy,s)| <C(t— §) "2 (@HIYI28) oy {_C|‘Tt—_i| }

8 v = (Y1, Ya)s Yio- - Yar® € NU {0}, and [y] +25 < 2 with [y| = X, v;. Tn
particular, for |y| = 6 = 0, we have

t—s

2
Gl iy, )| < Ot — )4 exp{—cu}. (5)

We shall refer to (Bl as the Gaussian property of G.
The evolution family corresponding to the operator Aap(-) = div (k(-,£)V(-)) with
Neumann boundary conditions (B]) is defined as

z) = j Gt $)(y)dy. (6)
D
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From the Gaussian estimates (@) it can be easily shown that the family U(t,s) is of
contractive type on L?(D). Indeed, denoting by ( a standard Gaussian vector in R?, we
have from (&) for P € L?(D)

U(t, s)b(z)| < CE|W(z + eVt — sQ)1p(z + vt — sC)|

with some ¢ > 0, whence

||U(t,s)1b|\§ < CJD (EPW(z+ vt —sQ)| 1p(z + eVt — SC))2d:C
< CEJ Uz + eVt — s0)%1p(z + e/t — sC)dx < CE|[b||3.
D

In the proposition below we collect other useful estimates for G, see Egs. (3.4), (3.5)
and (3.36) in [12].

Proposition 2.1 ([12]). Under assumption [(Al)| for all z,y € D and § € (d;_b, 1), G
satisfies the following inequalities.

(i) For all0 <r <v<t<T and somet* € (r,v),

t—t*

|G, t;y,0) = G, ty,7)| < (E =) "2 (0 =1)°(t — )" exp { ol = y° }

(i1) For all0 <v < s<t<T and some v* € (s,t),

|G(z,t;y,v) — G(x, s;y,v)] < (t — 5)6(5 _ v)fé(v* _ ,U)—d/2 exp{ |517 - y| }

(1ii) For all0 <r <wv<s<t<T and some v*,r* € (s,t),
Gz, ty,0) = Gz, s79,0) = Ga, by, 1) = G2, 579,7)|
< (1 )°(s — ) o — )10

X <(v* —0)" 2 exp {—C%;jﬂf } + (r* —r) 4% exp {—07|i*__yl2 }) . (9)

2.4. L?(D)-valued Wiener and fractional Brownian processes. Let {A;,j € N}
and {p;,j € N} be the sequences of positive real numbers and {e;,7 € N} be an or-
thonormal basis of L?(D). Assume that

(A5) supHeJH < 00, Z)\ < oo, and Z 12 <

Jj=1
Let B; = {Bj(t),t >0}, j € N, be a sequence of one-dimensional, independent
Brownian motions defined on (Q, F,F,P). Define L?(D)-valued Wiener process W =

{W('vt)at Z O} by
=Y A %e()B (1)

where the series converges in L2(€2, F, P), see, e.g., [1, Sec. 4.1] or [2 Sec. 3.5].

Similarly, let Bf] = {BJH (t),t > 0}, j € N, be a sequence of one-dimensional, in-
dependent fractional Brownian motions with the Hurst parameter H € (0, 1), defined
on (2, F,F,P) and starting at the origin. Following [6], define L?(D)-valued fractional
Brownian process W = {WH ),t > 0} by

zw2 (), (10)

where the series converges a.s. in L? (D)
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Remark 2.1. The assumption Z;O 1 M < oo is sufficient for the series (I]) to converge in

La(D). The stronger condition 22 ujl/2 < 00 is needed for the definition of a stochastic

integral with respect to this process, see Subsection 2.5.2] below.

2.5. Stochastic integration with respect to L?(D)-valued processes. Let ® =
{®(t),t € [0,T]} be an adapted stochastic process taking values in the space of linear
operators on L3(D), ¥ = {{(t),t € [0,T]} be an adapted process in L>(D).

2.5.1. Integration with respect to W. Define the stochastic integral with respect to La(D)-
valued Wiener process W by

t o0 t
1/2
| o aws) = A [ as)b(e)e,) B, s),
j=1

where the integrals with respect to Bj, j € N, are It6 integrals, see [I} [2| [I6]. The It6
isometry of the form

t
e[ e awe)

0

—EZA [ 1o as

holds if the right-hand side is finite [I6], Sec. 4]. Moreover, one has the following version
of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality from [I, Th. 4.36] (see also [2, Lemma 3.24]):
for all p > 2 there exists Cp, > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0, T7,

<0E ZA j 19(s)((s)e)IIZ ds

This result can be generalized to the case of stochastic convolutions (see [} [14]). For
simplicity we formulate it for the evolution family U (¢, s) defined by (@). Define

SC0) = [ V@) = 3N [ Gty bl ey an o)
j=1

0

p/2

E sup
0<s<t

[ ewwwawe

0

Then for every p > 2 there exists C}, > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0, 77,

t p/2
E sup [S(,s)[5 <CLE UO (-, 8)ll5 dS] : (11)

0<s<t

2.5.2. Integration with respect to WH . In order to introduce the integral with respect
to La(D)-valued fractional Brownian process WH with H > 1/2, we need to recall the
definition of generalized Lebesgue—Stieltjes integral. Let f, g: [a,b] — R be two functions
and « € (0,1). Then the Riemann-Liouville left- and right-sided fractional derivatives
are defined by

R e (e = )

1—« 1 T b o(z) —
Di-ote) = iy (2= + 0, %@g@dy) |

Assume that DX, f € Li[a,b], D}~ “gs— € Loola,b], where g, () = g(b—) — g(x). Under
these assumptions, the generalized Lebesgue—Stieltjes integral f: f(x)dg(x) is defined by

ff )dg(a fD (2) DI~ %gy_(x) da, (12)
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see, e. g., [7 Sec. 2.1] for details. It is not hard to see that this integral admits the bound

@) < Culglon [ (L [T ), 19

a)* (x —y)t!

Fix H € (1/2, 1), x € (1 — H,1/2), and let ®,{ be as above. Assume that
sup [2(s)(W()ej)ll 1 < 005 bys €RT.

J€

Following [6], we introduce the integral with respect to L?(D)-valued fractional Brownian
process by

f’@( Pp(s) dB™ (s Z 12 f (W(s)e;) dBI (5),

a

where the integrals with respect to Bf] , 7 € N, are pathwise generalized Lebesgue—
Stieltjes integrals defined by ([I2]). One can easily derive from (I3]) the following inequality
(see [6, Eq. (2.16)])

b b S S)e;
J. @(s)l,b(s)dBH(s) Socxacx,H,bS_upJ. <W
' S @) ere) — B )] (14
s)(W(s)ej) — @(v)(W(v)e))]l,
|, P o) dn
where
Ec,trp = Z w2 BE o (15)

Note that the value E HB]H || wop 18 ﬁmte by [9l Lemma 7.5], moreover, it does not depend

on j, since Bf] ’s are equally distributed. Hence, using the monotone convergence theorem
and assumption we get

oo oo
1/2 || pH _ 1/2 H
ED 1B o0 = D EIIB | g, < o
— o
Therefore the random variable &4 frp is finite a.s.
3. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF MILD SOLUTION

In this section, we consider unique solvability of the problem ([I)—(]). We understand
its solution in a mild sense. Recall that we consider H € (1/2,1).

Definition 3.1. L?(D)-valued random field {u(-,t),t € [0,T]} is a mild solution to the
problem ()@ if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(1) we B%%(0,T; L*(D)) a.s. for some € (1 — H,1/2),
(2) the relation (@), equivalently,

- f G+t 0)9(y) dy + f f G+ t;9,9)f(uly, s)) dy ds
D 0JD

" ZA}/ [ Gt gtuty. et dydy (o)

1/2j j (- (uly, 5))e;(y) dy dBH (s) (16)

holds a.s. for every t € [0,T] as an equality in L?(D).
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Here the integrals w.r.t. Bj, j € N, are It integrals, and the integrals w.r.t. Bf, JEeN,
are path-wise generalized Lebesgue—Stieltjes integrals.

For clarity, in the following we will write the integrals with respect to W and W# in
their full form, as in (I6).

Theorem 3.1. Assume that Hypotheses (A5)| hold, H € (di 1). Then the prob-
lem @M)-@B) has a unique mild solution.

The proof will be divided into several logical steps. First fix some « € (1 —H, d+r2)

3.1. Construction of approximations. Fix N > 1. Let
TN = inf{t : E,o()Hﬂg > N} AT,

where & gy is defined in (I5). Put Bf’N(t) = B (t Atn), t € [0,T], j € N. For each
n,j € N define a smooth approximation of Bf"N by
¢

BJH’N’"(t) = nj BN () ds, (17)
(t—1/n)V0
see [8]. Consider the equation
un ('t j G(: Jo(y) dy+j j G(t:y,8)f (unn(y, s)) dy ds
+Z#@ﬂ[et%mWA%wxmme
j=1
+E}Nﬂ Lmww@mmmm@M@Mg%$”%@w (15)
or
wnnot) = [ Gt 00y [ [ GOty )., 0.9 dyds
—Q)WJJGt%MmeMU@wU
j=1
where .
N _ 1/2 d HNn
29 = 1)+ 100 3 e ) B

is a random drift depending also on (y, s). In other words, un ,, is a mild solution of the
equation

du(z,t) = (div(k(x,t)Vu(:v, t)) + 0N (u(z,t), z, w, t))dt + g(u(z, t))W(z, dt),

(z,t) € D x[0,T], with initial-boundary conditions @)—@]). Such equations were studied
in [I5] Sec. 8].
By assumption

o0 d n
> Peiw) B s) <CZ 2

Jj=1

LB

_cnz 1/2‘BHN — BN (s - %)\/0)‘
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0,x,s

< C?’L"‘Zujl-/2 HBJHNH < Cn*N.
=1

bN,n

Therefore, the function satisfies the following conditions: for all y € D, w € ,

s €[0,T] and u,v € R,
6% (u,y, w, s) = b (v, y, w, 8)| < C'lu— ], (19)
6% (u, y, w, 5)] < C(1 + [ul). (20)

Then, by [15, Example 8.2], there exists a unique mild solution upy,, with paths in
C ([0,T); L*(D)) a.s. Moreover, uy,, belongs to CP1:F2 (D x [0,T]) for all p; € (0,1),
B2 € (0,1/2).

3.2. Convergence of approximations. Let us prove that, for a fixed N > 1, the
sequence {un,n,n > 1} is fundamental in probability in the norm || - || , 5 . For all € > 0,
R > 1 and n,m € N, we have

P (||uN7n — uN»erx,Q,T > 8)

<P (lunn = vl > & lunall gz < B vl ooz < R)

+P (luvall oz > B) + P (lunomll oo > B). (21)
By [8, Prop. 2.1], for any j € N, BJH’N’" — BJH’NH — 0, n — oo, a.s. Then, in view
«,0;T
of the boundedness,
2
EHvaNv"—vaNH 50, n— oo (22)
«,0;T

Since B;{’N’" — B;{’N, 7 € N, are identically distributed, we see that

oo
2
1/2
EY w2 BN — BN =0, n— oo,
J J 7 Maor
= 0;

by [(A5)l Then, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
2
— 12 || pH.Nn H.N
E ng uj HBJ B Bj H «,0;T
2

o0
1/2 H,N H,N
<E[Y w HBJ" "= B" H
= «,0;T

S =0, n- . (23)
Jj=1

Therefore, using Lemma [A.3] and Markov’s inequality, we see that for all ¢ > 0, R > 1,
P (luwn = unmllqzr > & luwnll o < R lunmllar < B) =0, 1= o0,

and
lim sup P (||uNn —UNml g0 > £) <2supP (HuNx"”zx,Q,T > R) ,
neN

n,m—oo

by (@I).
H,N,n 2

Moreover, it follows from the convergence ([22)) that sup, cyE HBj
«,0;T

< o0.

Hence, Lemma and Markov’s inequality imply that

sup P (||uNx"||oc2T > R) -0, R— oo
neN -
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Therefore, ||un _qum”oc,Q,T — 0, n,m — o0, in probability. Consequently, there
exists a random process uy such that |luy, — UN||O()27T — 0, n — oo, in probability.
Then there exists an a.s. convergent subsequence, and without loss of generality we can
assume that

lunn — uN||‘X72)T —0, n— o0, a.s. (24)

3.3. The limit provides a solution. We have
. 2 - 2 .
i) = un 0l < € (s, + [0+ [snt 0+ szt o).

where

Tag(o,t) = f jD G2, t:9,5) (f(unn(y, 5)) — Flun(y, ) dyds,

agla. ) = ZA;/Q | [ Gtantsa ) (atuma(v.5) = gtun(v.s))es () d B, s),
Inn(z,t) = 1/2j f G(z,t;y,8) (h(unn(y, s)) — h(un(y, s)))e;(y) dydBJH’N’"(s),

Iaz(w,1) ZH”QJ | Gty smtun v, )esw)dy (B = B ) @)

Consequently, in order to prove that uy satisfies (I6) with B]H replaced by BH’N, we

need to show that these four integrals converge to zero. Note that they can be bounded
exactly in the same way as the corresponding integrals in Lemma [A.3] of Appendix [Al

Denoting
1r=1
T = Hlluwnllg 2 r <R Nunll o o 7 <R}

we will obtain
- 2 T 5
|isrem| = cf luw. — unll? 5., ds
0

- 2 T
[fsnt D" < O [ v =l s,
0

i -,TH]I <CR V2HBH*N*”—BH*NH ,
H az(-T)|| 1r < ;uj J i o

and

EMiAg H nT]<cf [ — uN||i(1275]ls}ds.

Taking into account [23) and 24)), we get that E||un (-, T) —uN(-,T)H; 17 — 0 as
n — oo, and, consequently, |[unn(-,T) —un(-,T)|,1r — 0 in probability. Thanks

to the convergence ||unn — un|l, 5 — 0, n — 0o, the event {||UN||0(72)T < R} implies

{||u Nollgor < R} for n large enough, therefore we have the convergence of the integrals

in probability on {||uN||o( oy < R} and arbitrary R > 1, therefore on €.
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3.4. Letting N — oo and uniqueness. From Lemma [A3] and Remark [A 1] after it, it
is obvious that the processes uy and wuys with M > N coincide a.s. on the set Ay 7 =
{&x,m, 7 < N}. Therefore, there exists a process u such that for each N > 1, uy = u a.s.
on An,r. Consequently, u satisfies (IG) on each of the sets Ay, N > 1, hence, almost
surely.

Finally, the uniqueness also follows from Lemma [A.3} each solution to ([I6) must
coincide with u on each of the sets Ay 7, hence, almost surely.

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

Let u be a mild solution, defined by (I6). Introduce the following notation:

oz, t) jG:z: Yo (y) dy,
M%W:LLG@MMVW%W@%,
@mw:Zt@LLam%mmmmmmwwmx

I, ) = ”ﬁjcm% h(u(y, s))e;(y) dy dBY (s).

Also, let

Jo(t) = jot (fo ”I“('(’ 8) — T, V)l dv)zds, ac{0,f g h}. (25)

Then
Hall oo = sup [a(8)l3 + Ja(t), a€{0,f,g,h}.

s€[0,t]

Lemma A.1. Let N > 1. Define
AN,t = {E»OL,H,tSN}u te [OuT]a
where &q e 45 given by [@B). Then under assumptions of Theorem [31],

t
2 2 2
lully0: < Cn (1 + fo [ullg 2,5 ds + sup, g (- s)ll5 + Jg(t)>
se|0,t

forallw € An .

Proof. Fix w € Ay . It follows from (I6]) that
013 < € (I, O3 + 115 (013 + I, G 0l + 15013 . (26)
Evidently,

sl = [ ([ etsno <>@)dxsa (27)

since ¢ is bounded and the Gaussian property () holds. Using the Schwarz inequality
and (@], we also get

o= ([ ] e <@mn@@fm:
< CJD UJD |G(z,t;y,5)| dy ds> (fJD G, 5y, 8)| | f(uly, s)))? dyds) dz
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<0jjj|ax 1 F (uly, )P dy ds da

ff U Gz t:, )] dw) (2 + fu(y )/ dy ds
J J 1+|u v, )l )dyds§0<1+f0 ||U('=8)||§d8>. (28)

0 0(u) (2, 8) = jD Gz, t;y, 5)h(u(y, 5))e; (y) dy. (29)
Then applying ([I4]), we obtain

1/2
1760l = Z [ agetu ) B9
2
lage(w)(s)lly (7 lage(w)(,s) — aje(u)(,v)ll,
<C . . : dv ) ds.
S E.oc,H,tileng.O < o +J.0 (5 — o)t v | ds
Taking into account that sup;cy [le;|| ., < 0o, one can derive the following bound similarly

to ([28):

I /\

Define

sup g (), )], < OC1+ - 5)1) (30)
Further, by the assumption
|aj1(u)(2, ) = aje(u)(z,v)] < CJD |Gz, ty,9)] |uly, s) — uly,v)| dy
+C [ 16 t9.5) = Gla iy 0)] (14 ful)]) dy.
Applying the Schwarz inequality, we obtain
|aj(u) (@, ) = ajo(u)(z,0)]* < OJD |G (x, t;y.5)| [uly, s) — u(y,v)|” dy

+C [ 16 tiy.5) = Glatiy0)| (14 fuly. )] dy,
since the integrals [, |G(x,t;y,s)|dy and [, |G(x,t;y,s) — G(z,t;y,v)| dy are bounded

uniformly in s,v due to the Gaussian property (B). Then applying the bounds (&) and
(@) and integrating the preceding estimate w.r.t. x € D, we get

sup [laz,¢(u) (-, 8) = @ (u) (-, 0)| < C(IIU(-, s) = u(-0)l3
JEN

(=) (s =0 (14 [, 0)3) ),

whence
sup [laz. () (- 5) = a0() (50, < C(JluC, ) = u, v,
jeN
=8 (s —0)f L+ luC,0)l). B1)
for any 6 € (d+2, ) Therefore,
10l < Ot (14 [ Ly ()l g, g,

+j (t_s)*mfo (s — v)¥ 271 (1 4 |Ju(-, v)]|,) dvds), (32)

0
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d+2’
the order of integration, the last term can be calculated as follows

Lt(t —5)7%/2 JOS(S — 0)32=9=1 (1 4 (-, v)|,) dv ds
-1,

= [l=os ([ am 2o ) (4 o) d

where § € ( d 1) is arbitrary. Since o < 1/2, we can choose & > 2«. Then by changing

j (t— 5)75/2(5 _ v)é/?cxlds) (1+ ||u(.7v)||2) dv

v

0
“B(§—ai=3) [ (=00 uCo)ly) do 3

We arrive at

il <o (14 (S 4 s ) ool ds

N JOt JOS ||U((7‘:)__U;Log+,lv)|2 v ds) '

Applying the Schwarz inequality relative to the measure ds on [0, ¢] to both integrals, we
deduce that

t t S Nul-. 8) — ul-.v 2
bt <o (1 [ [[ ([T ) 0]
Combining (26)-(28) and (B4]), we obtain
t t S (- s) —ul-.v 2
JuC- )1 < CN? <1+ [ ase [ ([ 00) ds)
+C L)
) S O B A Bl LG SR G [ S
SO <1+.fo vz[ol,)s]H G0l d +.f0 (Jo (s — v)ott d) d)

0
2
+ Ol Dl -
By definition of the norm || - ||

«,2,t?
t t s 2
2 5 2 [u(s s) —u( )],
u(-,t <CN 1—|—j sup |ju(-,v ds—i—j (J dv | ds
|| ( )H(x,Q,t ( 0 ve[,5] || ( )||2 0 0 (S _ v)“+1
+C sup |[I,(-,9)]5- (35)

s€(0,t]

Obviously,
F (-, s) —u(-,v)|, dv)2 ds < C(Jo(t) + Jp(t) + Jo(t) + Ju(t)),  (36)

jot ( 0 (s —v)att

where the terms in the right-hand side are defined in (285).
Using the boundedness of ¢ and (&), we get for any b € (diﬁ, 1) and some v* € (v, s),

1 Ho(-,5) = To(- v)l5 < OJD UD |G(,s;9,0) — G(z,v;y,0)| dy>2dx

) 2
< OJD ((5—1))51)6 jD(v*)fd/2 exp{—C|xU_7*y|} dy) dx



MILD SOLUTION TO STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATION

< C(S _ v)25v—26

)

2
<CJ (j s—v"3 o‘_lv_f’dv> ds < C,

since we can choose & > «.
In order to estimate J¢(t), we write

It(x,s) = Ir(z,v) J.J.sty, flu(y, 2)) dydz

] (@) - G ) Sty 2) dyd:
o Jp
= K}(z,5,v) + K (z,s,v).

510 < [ ([ (5ol + 1550, (5= 07 dv)zds.

It is not hard to show that

|55, 5,0)]|, < Cs =)'/ (L (1 N |IU(-,z)||§) dz>1/27
I ol < o =0 UOU“ =27 (14 Il 2)l3) dz>1/2,

for every 6 €

whence

Then,

13

(38)

(39)

(#—7—2’ 1). Indeed, (B8)) follows by applying the Schwarz inequality w.r. t. the

finite measure |G(z, s;y, z)|dydz on D x [v,s] and using the Gaussian property along
with assumption Inequality (39) is derived by applying the Schwarz inequality
w.r.t. the measure |G(z, s;y, 2) — G(x,v;y, 2)| dy dz on D x [0,v] and then (8). Further,

B8)) implies

Lt U |K5(,8,0)]], (s =)~ dv>2ds
<CJ U (s —v)~ 12 (L (1+||u(-,z)|§)dz)1/2dv>2ds
<o (1+ g ) ([ 1o ormar)
<CJ <1+ sup [[u(-, )|§> ds
z€(0,s]

since o < 1/2. Applying the bound (B9) and the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

[ ([ 15 sy = omeran)

<cj (j p)8/2—e (f:(v—z)f’ (14 luC-2)12) dz)l/Zdv>2ds

<cj U 5 —v)d/27a 1dv)
X (L (s — v)3/2 a1 f:(v—z)-é (1—|—Hu( Bl )ww)
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<cf f p)8/2—o- 1f0 (v—2)"° (1+||u(-,z)||§) dz dv ds

<Cj <1+ sup |u(:, )||§>j (s —v)¥/2 1yl dy ds
0

z€]0,s]

<cf <1+ sup. [, >||§) ds
z€]0,s]

where the last inequality follows from

J (S . U)5/2—oc—1v1—5 dv = B(5/2 —o,2— 5)81—5/2—04 < B(5/2 —a,2— 6)T1—5/2—oc,
0

since §/2 + « < 1. Combining the above estimates, we arrive at

5= (14 [l ). (40)

It remains to estimate J;. We start by writing

T, 5) — In(a, ) = Z”?jajs )(.2)dBI(2)

+Z [ @@ - a0, 2) B ).
- Kh(:c,s,v) + Kj) (2, 8,0).

where a; ¢(u)(x, 2) is defined by (29). Then

a0 = [ ([ UGl 1RG0l (5= 0t ds (a)
Applying (@), B0) and (BI), we get

Slajs(uw)(-, 2z
K450}l < Cemosup (M

t

jeNJu (Z - U)‘X
# laj,s(w)(+5 2) = ajs (W) ()|
+L (z = ryeit 2 dr)dz
* 1A Ju(, 2)|| 1 Juls 2) —u(, )|
<Ctomis ([ e [ M

+ sz:(s — z)_5/2(z — r)5/2—oc—1 (1+ [Ju(- 7)) dr dz).

prot ) The last term is computed similarly to (33) (recall that & > 2«):

f fz(s — )2 — )32 (1 4 |, 7)) dr de
—B(3-a1-3) [0 0+ ul ol d

for any 6 € (

Thus,

155 ool < Ceon ([ ((z et o) U Gl

jj fut: s a+1)”2 drdz). (42)
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Denoting a} ; ,(u)(, 2) = a;s(u)(w, 2) — a;j.(uv)(z, 2), we can write by (4],

a "z
K}/ (-, 5,0)|ly < C&, bt SUp —H Junn (2]l
h 2 H, x
jeNJo <

B ‘

+j0 af oo (W) 2) — a5, (W) () dr>dz.

(z —r)xtl
Similarly to (30) and (BI]), we can prove the inequalities
. H _s
55,0 (W) (2], < Cls = )2 (v = 2) 72 (1 + Ju(, 2)lly), (43)
and

Ha;,s,v(u)('7z) - a;,s,v(u)('7r)H2 < C S - ’U %( U - Z 2 ||u ) - u(-,r)||2
+ (0= 2= O L fu ). (44)

for any 6 € (d;izv 1). For (A3]) the key estimate is (§). For (@) one should apply (8]
along with (@).

Then
I o0l < Ctanals =00 ([ 0= 2772 (G4 s ) A 2 )
vv_zf/z luls2) —ul, ),
R R e e O )

Thus, combining @), @2) and ({@H), we get

70 < ON® [ [(1a(6)? + (E2(6)* + (Lafo))? + (Lal)?] ds

0

jo s=v) Ls ((z —lv)rx T (s _lz)cx) (L4 [Ju(-, 2)|,) dz dv,
L o 1J Tl 2) Zul Dl g, g, g,

(z —r)otl

jo 5 — )8/l Jov(v —2)7%/2 (zi“ + ﬁ) (1 + [Ju(-, 2)|5) dz dv,
La(s) —f (s —v)¥/27* 1fv(v—z)_5/2fz [u; 2) = ul, rly drdz dv.
0 0

v (Z - T)OhLl

where

Similarly to Egs. (3.42)—(3.45) of [I2], one can estimate the integrals fg(Li(s))2 ds, i =
2,3,4. This leads to the inequality

t
Jn(t) < CN? <1+ j ||u||i)27sds). (46)
0
Finally, combining B8], (87), (@0) and {d), we get

J: Us HU((S)—u)oEﬂ)”zd) ds < CN? <1+J lulf? 5, d >+CJ()

0
Inserting this bound into ([BH), we conclude the proof. O

Lemma A.2. Let N > 1. Define a stopping time
N :inf{t : E,o()Hﬂg > N}/\T
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and a stopped process u™ (-,t) = u(-,t Atn). Then

E [l 0] < O

Proof. By Lemma [A.T]

NERIPACIRE

sup [ 1,7(s)]]

t
e[V ) < o (10 e V12 e
= 0 s€[0,t]

where

(1) = ZA}” f jD Gz, t;y,5)g (u™ (1, 9)) € (v) dy dB; (),

f (f HIN - “H sz> n

Using the inequality (IIl) and then the assumption |(A3)] we get

t t
E sup (|1 < CE [ g (oo ds < CE | (1 ¥ o)) s

s€[0,t]
SC’(I—FEJ sup [|u™( )H; ds)
0 z€(0,s]

<C (1 + jo E (1] ds) . (48)

By the Schwarz inequality, we have

EJN (1) JU 1IN, s (~,v)Hz(s—v)_3/2_°‘dv> <fos(s—v)_1/2_°‘dv>ds

Scj j EHI;V(',S)—I;V(-,U)H;(S—U)_3/2_‘xd’l}d8
0Jo

IN

t rs
Cfo fo (EllE5 015 + BN s, 0)]f3) 5 = )79/ dus,
where

Kyfeos0) = SN [ [ Glosin o (6 (0.2)) ) dy By ),

Kjoos,0) =N [ [ (6l502) = Glavin2)g (¥ (02) 50 dy B o).

By Ito’s isometry,

E HK;(’ s, U)H; = EJD (il }\;/2 j: jD G(z,s;y,2)g (uN(y, z)) e;(y) dy dBj(Z)) 2 dx
EJ.D il Aj LS (J.D G(z, s;y,2)g (uN(y, z)) e;(y) dy) ’ dz dx

(i& ||ej|oo) e[ ([ 16w s w2 @) o

(49)

IN
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Then using the assumption and bounding the inner integrals similarly to (28]), we
arrive at

E ([R50 < s = o) (14 E ]l 2.,)

Therefore,

t prs
f f E||Ky(s,0)|, (s —v) ™3/ *dvds
0

< cf (1+EE,,) [ -0 s <0 (1 n f: e [, ds) |

Similarly to (@9,
v 2
el sl < e[ [ ([ 160 - G2l o (0 002)| ) o
0o JD \UD
One can bound the integral in the right-hand side in the same way as K in (B9):

£ Ky ol < OBl ) [ =27 (14 o (2 =

Further,
z€[0,s]

EHK;/(',S,U)HzSO(S—U)SE <1—|— sup HuN(,z)Hz>j (v —2)"%dz
0

< (s =0 (1+E (e[,

Hence, choosing & > % + «, we obtain

t s
ffEHK" o)|l, (s — v) "2 dv ds
0 s t
<cf 1+EHuNH“2S>J(s—v) o‘dvds<C< fe[uufvum}ds).
0
Thus .
EJéV(t)gC(l—i—J E ()] ds). (50)
0

Combining {T), {]), and (B0)), we get

€[] < 0 (14 [ E[IoV2.0.] as).

and the proof follows from Gronwall’s lemma. g

Lemma A.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem [31] hold. Then

E ||uNn —UN mHo(2 T AN r < ON rE Z 1/2 HBJH’N’n — B]H’N’mH
«,0;T

where AN = {HUN»WH(XQ,T SR lunmllgor < R} BJH’N’" and un,, are defined by
) -[).

Proof. The proof will be similar to that of Lemmas [A.THA.2} so we omit some details.
Denote 1y = 1,v.n, 4 = Uy n, & = unm, Z =B"N", Z; = BI"N A7y = 75 - Z;

J
1/2
Mo it = Y00y u/ IAZj]|,, o, We have

2 2 2 2
Ju =l < sup (MasCo)ly + Wasle o)l + ManC5)ls + Maz(s)l)
se
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+Jaf(t) + Jag(t) + Jan(t) + Jaz(t),

where

Ing(z,t) = j j G, 1, 5) (Fuly, 9)) — F(ily, 5))) dy ds,

Ing(.1) zw j | Gty s)atutn. ) — glity. s))es0) dy B ().
Ian(a,t) =3/ f f Gz, 19, 5) (h(u(y, 3)) — h(@(y, 5)))e; () dy dZ; (s),
Ing(et) =S j j Gla, t;, $)h(i(y, 5))e; (y) dy d(AZ;(s)),

I T R
Ta(t) == jo UO e ) ds, ac{Af,Ag A AZ}.
Similarly to (32,

a0l < o (14 [ P gy [0S =200k 4o,

+ jot(t—s)é/z J’Os(s )27 (1 4 ||a(-, )| )dvds),

for any 6 € (d;j-Z’ 1). Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [A T for the term Ij,, we obtain

Maz (02 < On <1+ [z as+ [ ([ i ) d5>

2
< Cnogre (14l )

Therefore
Haz(t)ll31e < CR*NZ
The term Jaz can be bounded analogously to (Eg):

t
Iaz(OL < Ot (1+ [, 5) 1 < OB
0

The terms Iay and Jay can be estimated in the same way as the terms Iy and Jy in
the proof of Lemma [AJ] using the Lipschitz condition [(A3)| instead of the inequality
|f(w)] < C(1+ |u]). This leads to the bounds

t t
sup 13 OIFSC [ il o ds and Jag <O | il
se|0,t

In order to estimate Iap, we can use the same arguments as for I, in the proof of
Lemma [A 1] using the bounds

sup llaje(u)(;s) = aze(@) (-, 8)ll, < C(fJul-, ) — al-, s)ll,)
and

Sup [|a; (u)(-; 8) = a5 (@), 5) = a5 (w)(,0) + @z (@) V)

< C(t—5)"°(s =0)° [lu(-,v) —a(,v)ll,
—I—CHU(-,S) —ﬂ(-,s) —U('av)+ﬁ('av)||2= (51)
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instead of (BU) and (BI) respectively. These bounds can be established similarly to
@B0) and @3T), see [12, Lemma 3.3] for their proofs. Mention that for (&I we need the
assumption that h is an affine function. We will obtain

t
sup [11an( Ol < O [ o=l ds.
s€[0,t] 0

Finally, the bound

t
Jan(t) < Cy j lu—all%. 5 , ds.
0

can be proved similarly to ([@8]), inequalities ([#3)) and ([@4]) are replaced by (3.37) and (3.38)

from [12] respectively. Note that for this term we need to choose b € (d;iQ’ 1- 20(), this

leads to the restriction o < d+_2. We refer to the proof of part (b) of Theorem 2.3 in [12]
for the details on the estimation of Ia, and Jay.
Thus, we see that

llu— ﬂ||?x,27t]1t <Cn,r

t
Waarat [ =l Luds + s?p]||IAg<-,t>||§nt+JAg<t>nt].
0 s€[0,t

Similarly to ([@8) (using the Lipschitz continuity of g instead of the linear growth
condition), we get

t
E[sup a3t <C [ E[lu=al,, 1] ds
0

s€(0,t]

x,2,s

t
E [Jay(t)L)] < C j € [Ju—al?,, 1] ds.
0
Then

t
€ [l = 01,1 < O (Entme+ [ E [lu— i, 1] ds).
0

and the result follows from Gronwall’s lemma. O

Remark A.1. Tt follows from the above proof that the statement of Lemma [A.3] remains
true, if we replace the sequences {Bf’N’",j € N} and {B;{’N’m,j € N} by other two

sequences {Z;,j € N} and {Zj, jE N} of independent identically distributed Holder
continuous processes, satisfying the assumptions

0o o0

1/2 2|z
S 12 o <N and Y w?|Z) <N
j=1 J=1 o

More precisely, if u and @ are two processes, satisfying (I6) with B]H replaced by Z; and
Zj respectively, then we have
2

~12 1/2 >
Ellu—al} 7 1ar <CngrE [ Hj/ ‘ Zj— Z;
=1

«,0;T

where AR = {||u||[x o SR oo < R}. For example, we may consider the processes
Zj = B;{’N’" and Zj = B;{’N from the proof of Theorem [B.I] and the corresponding

solutions u = un,, and @ = up.
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of the topic during her visit to the University of Lorraine.
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