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Abstract

The Dirichlet problem for a class of stochastic partial differential equations is studied in
Sobolev spaces. The existence and uniqueness result is proved under certain compatibil-
ity conditions that ensure the finiteness of LP(Q x (0,7T), W??(G))-norms of solutions.
The Holder continuity of solutions and their derivatives is also obtained by embedding.

Keywords: stochastic partial differential equations, Dirichlet problem, L” estimates,
compatibility conditions, unbounded domains

1. Introduction

Given a domain G C R™ and a sequence of independent Wiener processes w”, let us
consider the following stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE)

du = (aVuyiys + g + cu + f)dt + (0™ug + vPu + gF) dw (1.1)

with (¢,2,w) € (0,T] x G x Q, where the leading coefficients a¥ (¢, x,w) and o (¢, z,w)
satisfy the strong parabolicity condition: there are positive numbers x and K such that

RIEP + ot oiteiel < 2a¥EiE < KIEP for all € €R” and (f,2,0).  (1.2)

Einstein summation convention is used in this paper withé,5 =1,... ,nand k=1,2,....
Such equations arise in many applications such as nonlinear filtering, statistical physics,
and so on (see Da Prato & Zabczyk [3] and references therein). The countable sum of
stochastic integrals in (1.1) lets it include equations driven by cylindrical white noise
(cf. Walsh [27], Krylov [15]).

The main goal of this paper is to obtain the solvability of parabolic SPDEs in the
space LP(Q2 x (0,T), W*P(()) with natural structural conditions, where W??(G) is a
standard Sobolev space with p > 2. To explain our interest in this problem, let us
recall some well-known results from SPDE theory in this aspect. Under the framework
of Hilbert spaces H™(G) = W™?(G), Krylov & Rozovsky [20] proved the existence and
uniqueness of weak solutions for a large class of parabolic SPDEs, and then they proved
the smoothness of solutions when G = R". So far, the theory for the Cauchy prob-
lem is rather complete and satisfactory: a comprehensive LP-theory of parabolic SPDEs
in the whole space was developed by Krylov [14] in Bessel potential spaces H*P(R")
(equivalent to W*P(R™) when s is a natural number), and a solvability theory in Holder
classes was constructed by Mikulevicius [24], Du & Liu [6]. As far as general domains
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G are concerned, one of the greatest difficulties is how to handle the “bad” behaviour of
derivatives of solutions near the boundary. Indeed, unless certain compatibility condi-
tions are fulfilled, the derivatives of the solutions may blow up near the boundary even
in the one-dimensional case. As an example, let us take a look at the following finding
from Krylov [16, Theorem 5.3].

Lemma 1.1 (Krylov [16]). There ezists a A\g > 0 such that if A € (0, \g) and the function
u with u(t,0) =0 for all t and u(0,-) € C§°(0,00) satisfies the equation

du = g, dt +v2 — Au, dW, on (0,00)?,

then there exists a dense subset S C (0,00) such that for all s € S and o > e 2x, it holds
almost surely (a.s.) that lim, o v~ %u(s, ) = 0o; consequently, limsup, |, |u.(s, )| = oo.

Flandoli [7] proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions of parabolic SPDEs in
the Hilbert space H*™!(G) under a long series of compatibility conditions (see Theorem
4.1 there). Brzeniak [2] solved the equations in the Besov space B, ,(G) (whose elements
have first-order weak derivatives) requiring o to be sufficiently small. Both of them used
semigroup method, and the leading coefficients of their equations were deterministic.
Applying PDE techniques, Krylov [12] developed a W™2-theory of linear SPDEs in
general smooth domains, where the equations could have random coefficients; instead of
the compatibility conditions, he introduced Sobolev spaces with weights to control the
blow-up of derivatives of solutions near the boundary. This idea was adopted to develop
a weighted LP-theory for parabolic SPDEs in general domains, see Krylov [12], Krylov
& Lototsky [19], Kim [10, 11] among others. For more aspects of regularity theory for
quasilinear SPDEs in domains, we refer to Denis et al. [5], Zhang [28], Van Neerven
et al. [26, 25], Debussche et al. [4], Gerencsér [8] and the references therein.

By relaxing the requirement on derivatives of solutions, the weighted LP-theory of
SPDEs is successful in dealing with equations under very general assumptions on the
coefficients. Nevertheless, it is still interesting enough to ask under which circumstances
the solutions of SPDEs lie in the normal Sobolev spaces, especially the space W2P
in which the solutions found are called strong solutions in classical PDE theory (cf.
Lieberman [22]). This question seems not to be answered by the weighted LP-theory of
SPDEs. To find natural conditions, let us start with two examples as follows, which show
that, if there is no restriction on the boundary values of coefficient o, the second-order
derivatives need not be square integrable.

Example 1.2. Let u(t,z) with ¢t € (0,00) and x € G = (0,1) be a solution of the
equation:

du(t,z) = (ug(t, z) + f(t)) dt + o(x)u.(t, x) AW,
u(0,2) = u(t,0) = u(t, 1) =0,

where W is a one-dimensional Wiener process, o € C*(G) with supg|o| < 2, and
f € L*(0,0) are not identically zero. From L?-theory of SPDEs (cf. Krylov & Rozovsky
20]), the equation has a unique (nonzero) solution u € L*(2x (0, 00), H}(G)). However,
if 0(0)o(1) # 0, we can see that u,, ¢ L*(Q x (0,T) x G) for any T" > 0. Indeed, if
Upe € L2(Q2x(0,T)xG) for some T > 0, then by embedding u, is continuous on [0, T]x G,
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and according to the boundary condition, we have o(0)u,(t,0) = o(1)u,(t,1) = 0.
Therefore, v := u, € H}(G) satisfies (in the sense of distribution)

dv = v, dt + (ov, + o,0) AW, v(0,2) = v(t,0) = v(t, 1) =0,

which implies u, = v = 0, and furthermore, © = 0 by the boundary condition, yielding
a contradiction. Thus, u ¢ L*(Q x (0,T), H*(G)) as long as o(0)o(1) # 0.

Example 1.3. With 0 € (—2,2)\{0}, 7> 0 and G = (0, 1) the following equation
du = (Uye + /o) dt + (ou, — t) AWy, w(0,2) = u(t,0) = u(t,1) =0

has a unique solution u € L*(Q x (0,7T), H}(G)) from L*-theory of SPDEs. Suppose
Uge € L*(Q % (0,T), L*(G)). Then by a similar argument as in the previous example,
we have that v = u, € H'(G) satisfies

dv = (v + 1 /o) dt + ov, AWy, ©(0,2) =0, o(t,0)=wv(t,1)="1/0.

Solving this equation we have u, (¢, x) = v(t,z) = t/o, which is impossible given u(t,0) =
u(t,1) = 0. Therefore, u ¢ L*(Q2 x (0,T), H*(G)).

From the above, certain compatibility condition on the coefficient ¢ must be involved
to ensure the second-order derivatives of solutions lie in LF(Q x (0,T), W??(G)). This
issue was first addressed by Flandoli [7], where p = 2 and the coefficients of equations
depended only on x. For p > 2 there seems be no result in the literature. In this note
we propose the following condition.

Assumption 1.4. The vectors 0% = (%, ... 0™F) restricted on G are tangent to 0G,

namely,
n(z)- okt r,w) =0, k=1,2... (1.3)

for all z € G and all (t,w), where n(z) is a unit normal vector of G at x.

When considering zero boundary conditions, this assumption is quite necessary for
our goal according to our examples, and technically, it gives the least condition on o to
ensure that o u,: vanishes on the boundary for all u € W2P(G) N W, *(G) and all k.
Meanwhile, the free term g must equal zero on the boundary consequently, otherwise the
second-order derivatives of solutions of Eq. (1.1) may still blow up near the boundary,
as was illustrated in Krylov [12, Example 1.2].

Assumption 1.4 and the boundary value restriction of g are all we need additionally
to achieve our goal. Indeed, the main result of this paper, Theorem 2.5 below, yields
that, under Assumption 1.4 along with other standard conditions on the coefficients and
on the domain, SPDE (1.1) with zero initial-boundary condition has a unique solution
w in the space LP(Q2 x (0,T), P, W*P(@G)) for any given f € LP(Q x (0,T), P, L*(G)) and
g € LP(2 % (0,T),P,WyP(G; (%)), where P is the predictable o-field. The requirement
on the boundary value of g is attracted into the space. By embedding the solution and
its derivatives are globally Holder continuous as long as p > n + 2.

It is worth noting that Assumption 1.4 has local impact on the regularity of solutions;
in other words, if (1.3) is satisfied only on a portion of dG, then the solutions possess



W?2P_regularity and continuity near this portion. This property is elaborated in Theorem
2.7 in the next section.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section the main results are stated after
introducing some notation and assumptions. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem
2.5, consisting of four subsections: in Subsection 3.1 we obtain the existence, uniqueness
and estimates of the solution of a model equation in the half space; in Subsection 3.2
we derive a priori estimates for general equations in C? domains; the existence and
uniqueness of solutions in the general case is proved in Subsection 3.3 with the help of
the method of continuity and the Banach fixed-point theorem; and in Subsection 3.4
we prove the continuity of solutions and their derivatives. Theorem 2.7 is proved in the
final section.

2. Notation and main results

Let (Q,F,F;,P) be a complete filtered probability space carrying a sequence of
independent Wiener process w*, and P the predictable o-field generated by F;. Let R"
be an n-dimensional Euclidean space of points x = (z!,...,2"), and

R? = {z = (xl,x/) cxl > 0,7 = (1‘2, ah) E Rnil}.

Denote B,(z) = {y € R": |z —y| < p} and B, = B,(0). Let G be a domain in R”. The
following definition is taken from Krylov [17, Page 165].

Definition 2.1. We write G € C? if there are positive constants K, and p, such that
for each z € G there exists a one-to-one map v from B, (2) to a domain U* C R" such
that

1. Y(2) =0 and Ui :=¢(B,,(2) N G) C RY,
2. P(Byy(2) NOG) =U*N{y € R : y' =0},
3. ¥ € C%(Byy(2)), ¢~ € C*(U7), and [[¢ [l + [[¢ 7 le= < Ko.

We say that the diffeomorphism v flattens the boundary near z.

Fix real numbers 7" > 0 and p > 2 in this paper.

For m > 0 we let W™?(G) and W,"*(G) be the usual Sobolev spaces (cf. Adams
& Fournier [1)), and W™P(G; %) and W, (G, ?) the corresponding spaces of £*-valued
functions. Denote

WI(G) = W (G) NI (G), m =1,
and WoP(.) = WO(.) = LP(-). Denote by W,"P(G) the space of all functions u such

loc

that uw € W™P(G") for any G’ C G with dist(G’, 0G) > 0.

For random functions, we define
W™P(G, 1) = LP(Q x (0,7), P, W™P(G)), W™ (G)=WP(G,T),
WT’p(Ga T) = Lp(Q X (07 7_)7 P, Wc:n’p(G))v WT7P(G) = WT7P(G> T)a
and analogously, W™ (G, 7; (%), W™2(G; (%), WP (G; 02), WP (G), ete. Denote LP(-) =
WOI() = WOr(.)
The understanding of solutions of SPDEs is implied in the following definition of a
functional space for solutions (cf. Krylov [15]).
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Definition 2.2. For a positive integer m, by W"?((G) we denote the space of all func-
tions v € WI"P(@G) such that

w(0,-) € LP(, Fo, W"2/P7(@))
and for some up € W™2P(G) and ug € W1P(G; (2), the equation du = up dt +uf dwk
holds in the sense of distributions, namely, for all ¢ € C5°(G),
(0.6 = 010,00+ [ (un(s. ). 0) s+ [ (uk(s.).0)
for all ¢ < T with probability 1.
Now we consider the following semilinear equation
du = (a"ugips + f(t,2,u)) dt + (0% ug + g (¢, z,u)) dwf (2.1)

with the initial-boundary condition

{u(t,x):(), x €0G, t>0; (2.2)
u(0,2) = up(x), =€ dG. '
The following conditions on the given data are quite standard (cf. Krylov [15]).
Assumption 2.3. The functions a” = @’" and o' are real valued and P x B(G)-

measurable and satisfy the strong parabolicity condition (1.2), and there are a number
L > 0 and a continuous and increasing function w(-) with w(0) = 0 such that

a(t,2) —a”(t,y)| S @z —yl), |o"(t,2) =" (t,y)lle < Llz -yl
for all (t,w), all z,y € G, and all 4,5 =1,...,n.

Assumption 2.4. (a) For any u € W2P(G), the functions f(-,-,u) and g(-,-,u) are
predictable as functions taking values in LP(G) and W}IP(G; %), respectively.

(b) f(--,0) € LP(G) and g(-, -,0) € WiP(G; (7).

(c) For any € > 0, there is a K. > 0 such that for any u,v € W2?(G), t, w, we have

”f(ta ) U) - f(ta ) U)HLP(G) + ”g(tv ) U) - g<t7 ) U)HWLP(G;ZQ)

< ellu — vllwer@) + Kellu = vl o)
The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Let G € C? and Assumptions 1.4, 2.3 and 2.4 be satisfied. Then we have
that

(i) for any ue(-) € LP(Q, Fo, WE*PP(@)) Dirichlet problem (2.1)-(2.2) admits a
unique solution u € W2P(G);

(ii) the solution satisfies the estimate

[ullney < CULC O n@) + 190, O lnnce + Eltoliye2msg),  (2:3)

where the constant C depends only on k, K,n,p, T, Kg, po, L, and the functions w(-) and
Ke;

(iif) when p > max{2, (n+2)/2}, u € LP(Q,C*/>°([0,T]xG)) for any « € (0, 252=2),
and when p > n + 2, u, € LP(Q, CP2([0, T x Q)) for any B € (0, 2= T p_n=2y,
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The Hélder space C*/2%([0,T] x G) is defined in the standard way (cf. Krylov [13]),
which contains all continuous functions u : [0, 7] x G' — R such that

|U(t,l‘) - U(S,’y)|
[ullgarzaqorixay = sup_|ul+ sup :
(lo71x&) 0,7]xG (ta)£(s,y) |t — 812 + |2 —y|*

In the literature the domain G was usually assumed to be bounded (unless it is the
whole space or a half space), but here it can be unbounded, and a detailed argument
will be presented in our proof to address unbounded domains (see Subsection 3.2 below).
Moreover, the above theorem still holds true if the terminal time 7' is replaced by any
stopping time 7 < T as in Krylov [15], Kim [10]. A simple way to do this is to zero
extend the functions f and g after time 7 until 7" and solve the problem in the time
period [0, T7.

By interpolation it is easily checked that the linear equation (1.1) fits the assumptions
of Theorem (2.5) provided that f € LP(G) and g € WL?(G; ¢?) along with the following
condition.

Assumption 2.6. The functions b, ¢, * are real valued and P x B(G)-measurable,

and |6°], |e|, [V|le2, ||V]le> are uniformly bounded on [0, 7] x G x €.

Even if the compatibility condition (1.3) is satisfied only on a portion of 0G, it is
still possible to obtain local regularity of solutions near this portion. The main issue
here is that the solution may not lie in W2P(G) or even not exist. Fortunately, when
G is bounded (or a half space) and the equation is linear, the Dirichlet problem can
be solved in the weighted Sobolev space 7 5(G) by means of the main results in Kim
[11]; the space §? 4(G) that W3P(G) can be embedded to was introduced by Krylov &
Lototsky [19], Lototsky [23], based on delicately selected weights. With this observation,
we formulate the local regularity result into the following theorem by assuming the
existence of solutions without thorough verification of conditions, and for simplicity but
without loss of essence, we consider the linear equation (1.1).

Theorem 2.7. Let I' be an open subset of G and (1.3) satisfied at each point x € T.
Let Assumptions 2.3 and 2.6 be satisfied and |a%?| dominated by the constant L. Suppose

that u € LP(G) N WP(G) with u(0,-) € LP(Q, Fo, WE™PP(@)) satisfies Eq. (1.1)

loc
with ulpc = 0 for given f € LP(G) and g € WYP(G) with glr = 0. Then for any
bounded domain G' C G with dist(G',0G\T') > 0, we have u € W*P(G'). Moreover,

u € LP(Q, CY22([0,T] x G")) for any o € (0, %) when p > max{2, (n+2)/2}, and

u, € LP(Q,CP25(10,T) x G")) for any B € (0, p_Z)_Q) when p >n + 2.

In the above theorem the assumption that the solution lies in LP(G) N W2P(G) is

loc
not restrictive: on the one hand, a function in the space 5512)79((}’) naturally belongs to

W2P(G); on the other hand, the property u € L”(G) can be derived from the other
assumptions of the theorem with the help of 1t6’s formula, at least when G is bounded.
Requiring a(t,-) € C%Y(G) allows us to write the equation into the divergence form
that helps us prove v € W?(G’) as an important intermediate step. We remark that

NS Jﬁg,g(G) does not always imply u € WY?(G) (cf. Kim [10]).



3. Proof of Theorem 2.5

3.1. Model equations in a half space

Let G = R in this subsection. In the first step we consider the equations on
0, 7] x R% with coefficients independent of x.

Proposition 3.1. Let a” = a”(t) and o'* = o™*(t) be predictable processes and satisfy
(1.2). Assume that

ol — (01170127“_) =0, V(t,w)e[0,T]x Q.

Consider the Dirichlet problem

{du = (aYugiy; + f)dt + (0™ug + g dwf, (3.1)

uli=0 = 0, |z =0.

Then, (i) for f € LP(R}) and g € WIP(RY;€?), (3.1) has a unique solution u &
W2P(R™), and
lullwer@y) < C1fIlr@y) + gl @y e); (3.2)

(ii) if g € LP(R%;0%) and f = f° + ¢'F,i with f°,F € LP(R}) and ¢ € L>(G), then
(3.1) has a unique solution uw € WIP(R™), and

[ullwir@ny < O, F)lle@n) + 19l e); (3.3)
where the constant C depends only on r, K,n,p, T, and additionally on ||c*||L~ for (ii).

Proof. The proofs of (i) and (ii) are quite similar, so we only present the proof of (i) in
details. Consider the following equation

di = KAadt + (0™, + ¢")dw} on (0,T] x R (3.4)

with zero initial-boundary condition. Obviously, this equation is also strongly parabolic.
Define the odd continuation of g, i.e.,

g(x',2") == —g(—a',2’), Vo' <0,2/ e R" (3.5)

As g € WLP(R'; £?), the continued function g belongs to W1?(R™; (). By Theorem 5.1
in Krylov [15], there exists a unique solution 4 € W?P(R"™) of (3.4) considered in the
whole R" with zero initial condition. From the uniqueness, u(t, r) = a(t, 2, 2') is odd
with respect to ', so a(t, z) = 0 for z* = 0, which means that @ restricted in R satisfies
(3.4) with zero initial-boundary condition, and @ € W2?(R’}). Also from Theorem 5.1
in Krylov [15], we have the following estimate

allwzr@n) < Cllgllwremn ), (3.6)

where the constant C' depends only on s, K,n,p and T
Define a stochastic process & = (0,&2,...,&") with

t
fiz/a““(s)dwf, i=2,...,n.
0
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It is easily seen that for each x € R} the process x & §; always stays in R’}. Moreover,

for any given f € LP(R%), the random translation f(t,z — &) as a function of (¢,z,w)
also lies in LP(R"} ), and

1 F (@)l e (oryxrny = I1F (- = &(w), )l moo.r)xRn) -
Consider the following random partial differential equation (PDE)
- 1 ., . ~
o = <a” — 502k0]k)vwi$]’ + f(t,x —&), on (0,7] x RY,

V=0 =0,  v|p— =0.

(3.7)

Due to (1.2), this PDE is strongly parabolic. Moreover, f(t,z — &(w),w) as a function
of (t,x) belongs to LP((0,T") x R’} ) for almost every w. So by the classical PDE theory
(cf. Lieberman [22, Theorem 7.32]), problem (3.7) has a unique strong solution

(-, w) € LP((0,T), WIP(RY)) x C([0,T1, LP(RY))
for almost every w, and v(-, -, w) satisfies the estimates

HU(-, ) )HLP(OT W2p(R)) SCHf(a ) )HLP(OT

where the constant C' depends only on x, K,n,p and T, but not on w. Thus, one has
v € W2P(R"), and taking mathematical expectation on the above estimate yields

V[ ey < Ol - (3.8)

Now applying the It6-Wentzell formula obtained in Krylov [18] to a(t, z) := v(t,x + &),
one can check that @ € W2P(R"), and it solves the problem

dit = (a7 iigigi + f) dt + 0% dw®,  dlimg =0, @|p1_o =0, (3.9)
and satisfies the estimate
@l @) = lvllwer@n) < CllFllLes). (3.10)

On the other hand, we remark that @ € W2P(R") is a solution to (3.9) if and only if
v(t,z) = a(t,z — &) is the solution to (3.7); as the latter has a unique solution, the
solution of (3.9) is also unique.

Define v = 4 +a € W2P(R™). It follows from equations (3.4) and (3.9) that

du = [ uyigi + (K67 — a7 )iigiys + fldt + (0™%ug: + gF) dw?,
where §% is the Kronecker delta. With
f=f— (K87 —a" )iy, (3.11)

it is seen that w is a solution to problem (3.1), so the existence part is proved. Moreover,
from estimates (3.6) and (3.10), the obtained u satisfies

[ullwermn) < (1@ + @flwze )
< C(llgllwromee) + |f = (K67 — a")iigigi o) )
< Ol fllee@n) + lgllwir@n ey + [ llLr @)
< C(Hf”ILP(Ri) + ||g||W17P(R’+1;£2))7

(3.12)
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where C' = C(k, K,n,p,T).

To prove the uniqueness, we let u* € W2P(R") be any solution of (3.1), @ be the
solution of (3.4) determined by g. Then u* — @ satisfies (3.9) with f given by (3.11),
so by uniqueness (for problem (3.9)) we have u* — @ = 4, which means u = u*. The
uniqueness part is also proved, and the estimate (3.2) follows from (3.12) immediately.
The proof is complete. O

3.2. A priori estimates

In the following result we obtain a priori estimates for linear equations in general
domains. We adapt the technique of straightening (the boundary) and partitioning
(the domain) from PDE theory (cf. Gilbarg & Trudinger [9], Krylov [17]). The new
difficulties here are due to the compatibility conditions and the (possible) unbounded
domains. Recall that u € W*P(G) implies u(t,-) = 0 on the boundary 9G.

Proposition 3.2. Let G € C? and Assumptions 1.4 and 2.3 be satisfied. Suppose that
u € W2P(G) with u(0,-) = 0 satisfies the equation

du = (augiy + f) dt + (6% ug + g*) dw? (3.13)
for some f € LP(G) and g € WLP(G). Then we have

ullweoia < Ol + lglmae)- (3.14)
where the constant C' depends only on k, K,n,p, T, Ko, po, L, and the functions w(-).

Proof. Fix a z € 0G and take the objects associated with z from Definition 2.1. For a
function h defined in B,,(2) N G, we introduce

h(y) =hov ' (y) = h(v"'(y)) YyeUs.
Obviously, h(z) = h o1 (x). In what follows, we keep the relation
y=y(z) forxze B,(2)NG,

which implies that h(x) = h(y).

For the sake of convenience, we denote h; = 0;h in this subsection to be the
partial derivative of a function u with respect to the i-th spatial variable. Then for
h € W2P(B,,(z) N G) we have

The following result is taken from Lemma 8.3.4 in Krylov [17].
Lemma 3.3. h € W*?(B, (2)NG) if and only if h € W*P(U?) fork = 0,1,2. Moreover,

Cil”h”Wk’P(Bpo(z)ﬂG’) < lAllweewsz) < Cllhllwees,,:)ne)

with C = C(n,p, Ko).



Let n € C3°(R™) such that n(z) = 1 for || < py/2 and n(z) = 0 for |z| > 3py/4.
With y = ¢(z) (only for z € B, (2) N G) we define

y) = if(t,x) i (@) ()7 (y) + K61 —n(y)],

Formally speaking, a™*(¢,y) and 6"%(t,y) are not defined for y ¢ U?, but we may set
() = 0 for those y and the corresponding terms to be zero, then a"*(¢,y) and "% (¢, )
are well-defined for all y € R”. From Lemma 8.3.6 in Krylov [17], we have

Lemma 3.4. (i) For any y,y1,y2 € R" and (t,w) € [0,T] x Q,

@ (¢, y)| + 16" (t, y)lle < K(n, K, Ky),
@™ (t,y1) — a"(t, y2)| < @ (jyr — v2l),
”5-r(t7y1) - 6r-(tay2)Hf2 < L(’I’I,, K7 K07 L)7

where @(-) is a modulus of continuity determined only by w(-),n, K and Kj.
(ii) There is a constant k = k(n, k, Ky) > 0 such that

(2a"(t,y) — 6" (t,y)a% (t,y))E'¢ > R[¢[

for all § = (€', ...,&") € R" and all (t,y) € [0,T] x R™.
Let p € (0, po A1] be a constant to be specified later, and take a nonnegative function
¢ € C3°(R™) such that ((z) =1 for |z| < p/4 and ((z) = 0 for |z| > p/2. Set
Cl@) = (@ —2) and Cy) = @) = CERTHY). (3.15)
It is easily checked that p|C,| + p?|Ce] < C(n).
Let u € W2?P(G) be a solution to Eq. (3.13) with u(0,-) = 0. Define

C(yult,x) fory e Uz,

w(ty) = { 0 elsewhere. (3.16)

A direct computation gives that the function u* € W2P(R™), whose support lies in
Y(B,2(2)) NUZ, satisfies the following equation

(0002, (ty) + f2(ty)) dt + (67 (¢, 0)az(t,y) + §7* (¢, y)) dw}

i _< (3.17)
| (]—O U|y1 0—0

where

Fty) = [a=(t,y) — a™(t,0)a,(t,y) + CW) f(t,x) — @™ (t, y)((y)alt, y)
— " (t, y) G ()i (t,y) + a” (t, )] (2)C () (t, ),
Rt y) = [0t y) — (¢ 0)ai(t,y) + C(y) gkt x) — 6", y) G (y)a(ty). (3.18)
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To apply Proposition 3.2 to Eq. (3.17), we need to verify the following conditions:
' (t,0,y') =0 Vy € R, (3.19)
fF€LP(R?) and §* € WLP(R). (3.20)
To check (3.19), we notice that, from Definition 2.1, the equation of the surface
B,,(2) N 0G is ¥(z) = 0, so 9Y*(x) is a normal vector of G at x € B, (z) N IG.
Thanks to Assumption 1.4, one has that for « € B, (2) N 0G,
0= 0! (x) o™ (t,x) = o™ (t, 2)00 (2) = (L, ¥ (). (3.21)

Also notice that 6'*(¢,-) = 0 outside UZ. So (3.19) is valid.

To check (3.20), one can use Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 to obtain that f* e LP(R%),
g° € WHP(R%), and

£ ¥ ey < CE(p) g, lluo@y) + CLNCT Flluon) + 1oyt Gy, ¢ty ) lLrgry) §
< Ca(p)|ui.llr @) + C{NC flluee) + 1(Cu, Gu, Cu, Gug, (Fug) ||
< OB () |taellie s, an0) + CLI Lo, s (ne) + 22 lullwres, 06 }s
197 lwo @2y < CLpl|as, llLe@n) + CLICGIwo@n ) + (G allwimn) }
< CLpluaalir(s, 2en6) + CLlgllwr s, p@ncie) + o7 [ullwins, sene |
with C' = C(K, n, p, Ko, po, L) independent of p, where & (-) and L are taken from Lemma
3.4. It remains to check g* € WHP(R" ). This immediately follows from some basic facts
in real analysis:
Lemma 3.5. Let h and ¢ be functions defined R'y. Then we have
(a) if h € WEP(R?) and p € COY(R™), then oh € WIP(R?);
(b) if h € WYP(R™) and ¢ € Co'(R?) , then ph € WIP(R?);
(¢) if h € W2P(RR), then h, € WHP(R™) fori=2,...,n,
where 00,1<R1> is the space of all uniformly Lipschitz continuous functions defined on
R™, and its subset Cy"'(R") collects those functions that vanish on the boundary {z* =
0}.

Now we use the above lemma to verify g € W.P(R). By the assertion (a), it
is easily seen the last two terms in the expression (3.18) of §* belong to WLP(R"; (?).
Assumption 2.3 and the condition &' (t,0,%') = 0 checked above imply that ¢"(t,-) €
Cg’l(Ri;EQ) uniformly with respect to (¢,w), which along with a}, € WEP(R?) yields
(6" =&V (-,0)]u; € WIP(R};£%) by means of the assertion (b). Moreover, because
w* € W2P(R"; (%) and 6" (t,-) € COYR%;¢?), it follows from the assertion (c) that
(0" — " (-,0)]a; € WLP(R™; ¢2) for i = 2,...,n. Therefore, we have §* € WLP(R™).

The facts (3.19) and (3.20) along with Lemma 3.4 ensure us to apply Proposition 3.2
to Eq. (3.17) to get the estimate

lullwee (s, u(:n6) < W lw2r s, 0 n6) < CllE*[|lwereen)
< C(||fz||1Lp(Ri) + 197 wr o2y )
< C(@(p) + Lp)[tsellios, n) + Cpl[ullwas, ne)
+ C{I e, »ne) + lgllwas, penee b
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where C' = C(k, K,n,p, T, Ko, po, L). By interpolation, we have

1/2 1/2
||um||JLP(Bp/2(Z)ﬁG) < C(n)||u$$||LP(BP/2(Z)ﬁG)||u||LP(BP/2(z)ﬂG’)

1/2 1/2

3 -3
< P ||uxx||Lp(Bp/2(z)nG) + C(n)p ||u||LP(Bp/2(z)ﬁG)'

Combining the last two inequalities, we obtain

[ullwzr s, ne) < C(@(p) + Lp)taxlles, o :ne) + Co°llullLrs, u:n0)
(3.22)
+C{lf s, pn6) + 19llwes, pence -
Now we define the narrow area near the boundary 0G:
G, = {x € G : there is an 7 € JG such that |z — 7| < r}.

Lemma 3.6. There exist countable points zq, 2o, - - - € OG satisfying the following prop-
erties:

L. |z — zj| > p/8 fori # j, and the whole OG is covered by U;B,/s(%;);

2. any x € G5 lies in at least one B,4(2;);

3. any x € G,y is covered by at most N(n) balls from {B,/2(z)}, where N(n) is the
greatest number of such points in By that any two of them are over 1/4 apart.

Now we postpone the proof of this lemma to this end of this subsection and move
on the proof of Proposition 3.2. From this lemma it follows that

[ullwesic, ) < D Nullios, peone < 3 Iullwess, yene)
7 7

< N(n)[lullwzaa, ) < N0)llullwere),

which along with the estimate (3.22) yields that
lullwesa, s < C(@(p) + Lp)lltaslline) + CLo° lullune + 1l + gl }
(3.23)
with C' = C(k, K,n,p, T, Ky, po, L). B
To obtain the estimate in G*/8 := G\G,, s, we write ((z) = ((4x) and define a cut-

off function ¢, = ¢ * 1g.s. For a solution u € W2P(G) of Eq. (3.13), the function
u® = ou € W*P(R™), whose support lies in G, satisfies the following equation

du® = (aijugimj + fo) dt + (aikugi + go’k) dwf, uO(O, ) =0,
on (0,7] x R™, where
fO = Cof — a7 (Co)pinit — @ (Co)pittys,  §%F = Cog* — 0™ ((o) il

Thanks to the LP-theory of SPDEs in the whole space (cf. Theorem 5.1 in Krylov [15]),
we have the estimate

ullwengersy < N[t lweo@ny < C(1F0 @y + 19° lwrr@ne)
< Cp*ullwie@) + 1 lLe@ny + 119° lwir@nsez)) (3.24)
< Cpllusallie@) + C (o> ullio) + [1f e + lgllwrrcie)),
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where C' = C'(k, K,n,p, T, L, w).
Combining the estimates (3.23) and (3.24), we can choose a small number p =
p(k, K,n,p, T, L,w) € (0, py A 1] such that
1
lellwezra) < S lluzellir@ + C(lullie) + [l + lgllwr@e),

which yields
[ullwesc) < C(llullr) + If ) + lgllwin@e)- (3.25)

It remains to estimate ||ullir(q). Applying Ito’s formula to e *|u(t, )P and inte-
grating on G x [0, s] x Q, we have

T
efxTEHu(T, >HiP(G’) -+ )\E/O eiAtHU( )”LP(G

_E /0 /G e Mut, 2)P2ult, 1) (t, ) (£, 7) + F(E )] dedt

1 r 4 (3.26)
4390 = DB [ [ M ule )P 2o s b,) + gt 0]
0JaG
T T
<< [l My e+ Cep KTIE [ et )y
0 0
+CW, T 1F0c) + 19IEs ) -
Letting A = 14 C(e, p, K, T), one can get that
el < O, K Dlltaaltaey + CEp KTV (1 gy + Iolny). (3:27)

Selecting € > 0 sufficiently small, the above estimate along with (3.25) yields the desired
estimate (3.14), so the proof of Proposition 3.2 is complete. O

With non-homogeneous initial value condition, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.7. Let G € C? and Assumptions 1.4 and 2.3 be satisfied. Suppose that for

any f € LP(G) and g € WLP(Q) there exists a unique solution in W*P(G) to Eq. (5.13)

with zero initial-boundary condition. Then for any given f € LP(G), g € WIP(G), and
uo(-) € LP (2, Fo, W2™2P2(@)),

Eq. (3.13) with the initial-boundary condition (2.2) also admits a unique solution u €
W2P(@), and this solution satisfies

ey < CU Moy + 19Bmmcien + BN M) (3:28)
where the constant C' depends only on k, K,n,p, T, Koy, po, L, and the functions w(-).

Proof. From Theorem 1V.9.1 in Ladyzhenskaya et al. [21], the heat equation

oV =AV on (0,T] xG; V(t,)oc=0; V(0,-)=u(0,:) on G

13



has a unique strong solution V (-, -, w) € L?((0,T), W2?(G)) for each w, and

VI < Clnp, Kos o, TIB00, M Eyaarnicy (3.20)
On the other hand, from the assumptions the following equation
AU = [a"Uigi + f + (a7 — 37 Vyigs] dt + (6™ U,i + ¢" + 0™ V,e) dw? (3.30)

Ulpe =U(0,-) =0
has a unique solution U € W??((), and from Proposition 3.2 we have

1U 206y < C(If + (a” 5”)‘/%%1'%7(0 + g+ 0"V Wi (Gie))
< C(Hf”[m(g) + ||g||€y1,p(gg2) + ||V||W2p G))
< C(ILF 10 ) + 19l%a () + B0, )12 20 c))-

Obviously, the function u = U+V € W??(G) solves Eq. (3.13) with condition (2.2), and
(3.28) immediately follows from the above estimates for U and V. The uniqueness also
holds true, otherwise we can construct different solutions of (3.30) from different solu-
tions of Eq. (3.13) with (2.2) (with the help of V'), which contradicts to the assumptions.
The proof is complete. 0

Proof of Lemma 3.6. For convenience, we say {z1, z2,...} is a proper p/8-covering set
of ECR"if z; € E, |2 — 2| > p/8 for i # j, and E is covered by U; B, s(%).

If G is bounded, then OG is a compact subset in R"™, so there are finite points
{z1,..., 25} C OG such that 0G C U;B,s(%;), but it is not necessary that |z —z;| > p/8
for any ¢ # j. Now we adjust the choice of points z; as follows: in the i-th step, we
check whether B,/s(z) C U;jzB,/s(2;): if yes, then remove this z; from the set; if no,
then E; := 0G'\U, 4 p/g(zj) is nonempty and covered by B,/s(%;), so we can pick one
point z; € E; or two 2}, z/' € E; with |z, — 2| > p/8 such that E; is covered by B,s(z)
or Bp/g( 2)UB,5(%), and replace z; by z; or the pair (2], z). After IV steps one obtains
a finite proper p/8-covering set of 0G.

If G is unbounded, we fix a large number R > 0 and denote [}, = 0G N Byr(0).
Repeating the argument as above one can find a sequence of finite sets Aj, As, ... in-
ductively such that A; is a finite proper p/8-covering set of I, and Ay with k£ > 2 is a
finite proper p/8-covering set of I';\Dy_1, where Dy_; = U{B,s(z) : z € U Ay} Tt is
easily seen that A := U2, A, is a finite proper p/8-covering set of 0G.

Next we prove that the set A has the second property. For z € GG/s thereisan ¥ € 0G
such that |z —Z| < p/8. Meanwhile, there is a point z € A such that z € B,/5(2). Hence,
|z — 2| < |z — 2| +|Z — 2| < p/4, which means © € B,4(2). Finally, for z € G,/ the
ball B,/»(x) contains at most N(n) points from the set A according to the definition of
N(n), which implies the last property. The proof is complete. O

3.3. Existence and uniqueness

We start from the solvability of stochastic heat equations. In view of Corollary 3.7,
we can just focus on the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary value problem.

14



Lemma 3.8. Let G € C*>. Then for given f € LP(G) and g € WEP(Q), the equation
du= (Au+ f)dt + g"dwf on (0,7] x G (3.31)
with zero initial-boundary condition has a unique solution u € W2?(QG).

Proof. The uniqueness follows from the estimate (3.14). For the existence we adopt an
approximation strategy from the proof of Theorem 2.9 in Kim [11]. It is well-known that
C5°(G) is a dense subset of WP(G). We can approximate g = (g*, ¢%,...) € WLP(G; (?)
with functions having only finite nonzero entries, bounded on [0, 7] x G x  along with
each derivative of any order, and vanishing near dG and the infinity (cf. Theorem 3.17
in Adams & Fournier [1]). In this case it is known that

t
V(t,x):/ g"(t, x) dw®
0

is infinitely differentiable in x and vanishes near 0G and the infinity. So we conclude
that V€ W2P(G). Again, from PDE theory, the equation

U =AU+ f+AV, Ulsgg=0, U0,:)=0

has a solution U in W??(G). The solution of (3.31) is then given by u = U +V €
W2P((G). The case of general g can be obtained by approximation by the help of the
estimate (3.14). The proof is complete. U

With the solvability of stochastic heat equation (3.31) and the a priori estimate (3.14)
in hand, the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the general linear equation (3.13)
immediately follows from the standard method of continuity (cf. Gilbarg & Trudinger
9, Theorem 5.2]). Bearing in mind Corollary 3.7, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.9. Let G € C? and Assumptions 1.4 and 2.3. Then for any given f €
LP(G), g € WP(G) and uo(-) € LP(Q, Fo, WEPP(Q)), Eq. (5.13) with the initial-
boundary condition (2.2) has a unique solution u € W*P(G).

Proof of Theorem 2.5 (i) and (ii). The argument is similar to the proof of Theorem 6.4
in Krylov [15]. From Assumption 2.4, we know that for any v € W2?(Q),

f('v'vv) GLP(G)a g('a'vv) GWbp(G;EQ)'
So by Corollary 3.9, the equation
du = (a"uyiy + f(t,2,0)) dt + (6%ug + ¢"(t, 2, v)) dwF

with condition (2.2) has a unique solution u € W??(G).
Define a mapping Tv = u. Replacing the terminal time 7" into any 7 < T, it follows
from the estimate (3.14) and Assumption 2.4 that for v!,v? € W2P(Q),

170" = TV [Rn(emy < CUFC v = O ) Iy + 19000 = 9C v) [ reny)

< O = Py + ORT [ 01(6) = 29
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From the computation (3.26) (with s instead of 7") and Assumption 2.4, we can see that
E[[Tv'(s) = Tv* ()0 < Cllv' = v*[fenay)

with C' independent of s. Combining the last two inequalities and letting Ce? = 1/4
and , we have

1
70 = Ty < 10" = sy + € [ 10" = 2

Then by induction we can compute that for positive integer m,

m 4k m
170" = T Gy < ||U1—”2||€w2~p<0>2<k) e

k
max <4CT> .

2
<27t —w Sz () nax ——

Choose m sufficiently large so that 7™ is a contraction in W*P(G). Then there is a
unique v € W*P(G) such that 7™u = u, and from Corollary 3.9 we have u € W2?(G).

Now we derive the estimate (2.3). From Corollary 3.9 and Assumption 2.4 (with a
proper choice of ), we can obtain that

iy < C (Nl + 117G Oy + 19C, - Oy + Elltolya sspc)-

The term ||u||£p(G) can be eliminated just as we got rid of the same one in (3.25). The
assertions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.5 are proved. O

In the proof of Theorem 2.7 we will need the following result concerning the existence
and uniqueness of W1P-solutions of SPDEs of divergence form. We keep the formula-
tion as the most compact form that can be applied comfortably, and leave the general
extension to readers.

Proposition 3.10. Let Assumptions 1.4 and 2.5 be satisfied with G = R, and let
¢ € L®(R%). Then for any f°, F € LP(R%) and g € LP(G; (?), the equation
du = [(a"ugi) g + [0+ ¢ Fy] dt + (0% ug: + ¢F) dw?,
U|8G - 07 U“tZO = O

has a unique solution u € WHP(R™), and
lullwre@y) < CUF, F)llur@y) + 19 lluoy e); (3.32)

where the constant C depends only on k, K,n,p, T, L,w(-) and ||| .

Proof. As above the existence and uniqueness of solutions follows from the (a priori)
estimate (3.32) by using the method of continuity and the Banach fixed-point theorem.
The proof of (3.32) is similar to but much easier than the derivation of estimate (3.14)
because one needn’t straighten the boundary but just do the computation on the original
equation, while the auxiliary estimate for model equations is provided by Proposition
3.2 (ii). We suppress the details here to avoid unnecessary repeating. O
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3.4. Embedding for W*?(Q)
Let us define the following norm for the space WP (@) (recall Definition 2.2):

lullyzr iy = lluzellio) + lunlle) + llusllwn@e) + Elluollfyazpm@)'”

Following the proof of Theorem 3.7 in Krylov [15], one can prove that W*P(G) is a
Banach space with the above norm.
The assertion (iii) of Theorem 2.5 is a direct consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Let G € C? and p > 2. Then for u € W??(G) we have
(a) if ag := 2522 > 0, then for any a € (0, ),

p .
EHuHCa/Za([O,T]XG) S C<n7p7 Q, K07 Lo, T) HuHWgJ)(G)’

(b) if Bo = p’27;2 > 0, then for any B € (0, Bo),
E”“:BH%,B/&B([O’T]XG) < C(”;]% ﬁa K07 £0, T)HuHngP(G)

Proof. When G = R" this lemma is a simple consequence of Theorem 7.2 in Krylov [15]
by means of Sobolev embedding.

For G = R it suffices to show that the odd extension of u (see (3.5)) lies in W2P(R").
Indeed, we set f = up — Au € LP(R") and g = ug € WHP(R%; £?), then

du = (Au+ f)dt + ¢" dwy. (3.33)
We continue ug, f and g to be odd functions of z!, and solve the above equation with
initial data ug in the whole space R™. By our solvability results, the solution of the
extended equation is the odd continuation of u and belongs to W2P?(R™).

Finally, we consider the case of general G € C?. For u € W??((G), and define u?,
af, and 4§ in the spirit of (3.16) for any z € 9OG. Evidently, @* € W2P(R") with
du® = uf dt + ﬂgk dwy. Bearing in mind the assertion for R, a direct computation
shows that

EHuHCO‘/QO‘(OT}X(B /4(z)ﬂG E”C uHCO‘/QO‘(OT}X(Bp /2( )ﬂé))
< C(n D, &, KOva)E”U‘ Hca/2 O‘(OT}XR" < C<n7p7a7K07p07T)”asz

WoP(R?)

< C(n,p, a, Ko, po, T)|ullyz. ;-
E|[ue|[¢s,2, B([0,T]x (B /4(2)NG)) < E[|(CFu). Hcﬁ/QB ([0, T]x(Bpg /2(x)NG))
< C(n,p, B, Ko, po)E|| 0T |75/, (0,T)xR?) = (”’p’ﬂ’KO"OO)||{LZ||I;V§’P(R¢)
< C(n,p, B8, Ko, po) lullyy 2 e,
For z € G*/* = G\G,,, 4 the estimate is much simpler:
Bl oy, ooy < B < O gy < Ol
Bt sy, oy < ENOFLl a1y < cunw;vg,p( < Clull

where n* € C§°(R™) such that n*(z) =1 for |z — z| < po/8 and n*(z) = 0 for |[x — 2| >
po/4. Therefore, we have bounded the Héler norms in any B, s(z) N G with z € G.
The desired global estimate follows from the localization property of Holer norms (cf.
Theorem 4.1.1 in Krylov [13]). The lemma is proved. O
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4. Proof of Theorem 2.7

The interior regularity of the solution is implied in the assumption u € WIQC;’C’(G).

To prove the regularity near IV := ' N 0G’, it suffices to do this in a neighbourhood
of any point z € I because G’ is bounded (and I"” is bounded too). In other words,
we need prove that u € W?P(B.(z) N G), where ¢ > 0 is a number much smaller than
dist(G',0G\I') and py (recall Definition 2.1). In the spirit of the method of straight-
ening boundary as in the proof of Proposition 3.2, the desired result can be converted
equivalently to the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The conclusion of Theorem 2.7 holds true for G = R, I' = OR}, N By (0)
and G' = B.(0).

Proof. In view of Corollary 3.7 one can assume that u(0,-) = 0. Take a function ¢ €
C§°(R™) such that ((x) = 1 for |x| < 3¢/2 and ((z) = 0 for |x| > 2¢. Then v = (u
satisfies the following equation

dv = [(a9v,0)0s + fO + ' Fp] dt + (0™ v, + §F) duwf,
where
= biC - 2aij§mf - a?j , F=u
JO = Cf 4 (€ = iy — a2 Gl
3" = Cg" + (V¢ = 0™ iu

From Proposition 3.10 one has (u = v € WP(R"}) and
[ullwir(Bs. ) < Clllullir@y) + I fllr@e) +gllir@s;e)-

Now we let ¢ € C°(R™) such that ((z) = 1 for |z| < e and {(x) = 0 for |z| > 3¢/2.
Then v = (u satisfies

dv = (a0 + f)dt + (6™ + §*) dwF,
where ¢ is defined above and
.f - 5]0 + (bé: - aijé:a:j)ua: + (Cg - aijgxia:j)u'

Since u € Wl’p(Bga/Q N RY) and v = 0 on Bs. N IR, one has f e LP(R7}) and
g € WlP(R"). Then from Theorem 2.5 one obtains (u = o € W2?(R":). The continuity
property of Cu and its derivatives follows from Lemma 3.11. The proof is complete. [
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