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Abstract

We study a system of two reflected SPDEs which share a moving boundary. The equations
describe competition at an interface and are motivated by the modelling of the limit order book
in financial markets. The derivative of the moving boundary is given by a function of the two
SPDEs in their relative frames. We prove existence and uniqueness for the equations until
blow-up, and show that the solution is global when the boundary speed is bounded. We also
derive the expected Holder continuity for the process and hence for the derivative of the moving
boundary. Both the case when the spatial domains are given by fixed finite distances from the
shared boundary, and when the spatial domains are the semi-infinite intervals on either side of
the shared boundary are considered. In the second case, our results require us to further develop
the known theory for reflected SPDEs on infinite spatial domains by extending the uniqueness
theory and establishing the local Holder continuity of the solutions.

1 Introduction

There are many models for the behaviour of interfaces that arise in physical, biological and
financial problems. In this paper we explore interfaces in one dimension determined by competition
between two types, which could be thought of as particles, species or offers to buy or sell, depending
on the application. We think of a type as occupying a region on one side of the interface and evolving
according to a reflected stochastic partial differential equation driven by white noise with a Dirichlet
condition on the interface. The interface itself moves as a function of the profiles of the two types.
One motivation is the evolution of the limit order book in a financial market. In this setting orders
to buy or sell arrive at a rate determined by their distance to the best price and prices will rise
or fall according to the order flow imbalance between the bid and ask sides of the book. It is also
possible to build biological models in which two species interact at an interface and their behaviour
is determined by the distance of individuals from the interface. We do not focus on the modelling
aspects, instead our aim is to establish existence, uniqueness and some properties of solutions to
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equations of the form

ou' .
E = Au' + fl(p(t) -, ul(ta 33‘)) + Ul(p(t) -, ul(tv .Z'))W + 771

(1.1)
ou? .
O = A+ ol — p(0), 0 (1,2) + 2 — p(t), w30, )W+,
where u! and u? have spatial domains on either side of the point p(t) at any given time, and 5!, n?
are reflection measures which keep the profiles positive. We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions
so that ul(¢, p(t)) = u?(t,p(t)) = 0, with the point p(t) evolving according to the equation

P (t) = h(u' (t,p(t) — ), u’(t, - = p(t))), (1.2)

where h is a Lipschitz function mapping pairs of continuous functions to real numbers. The driving
noise W here is space-time white noise, whilst the drift and diffusion coefficients f; and o; for
i = 1,2 depend on the spatial coordinate in the frame relative to the boundary, as well as the value
of the solution itself at that point.

Within the class of equations produced by this model are approximations of the Stefan problem,
where the motion of the boundary would be given by

'LLl U2
() = T (6,p(0)) — (0, p(8). (1.3

The combination of the space-time white noise, moving boundary and the reflection measure make
it difficult to find conditions which ensure differentiability of the profiles at the boundary, and so
to arrive at an equation with precisely these dynamics. However, by choosing h to be a function
which emphasises the mass close to the interface, so that the boundary is still being moved by
the “relative pressure” of the two sides, we will have existence and uniqueness for a system which
approximates the Stefan problem.

1.1 Reflected SPDE and SPDEs with Moving Boundaries in the Literature
Reflected SPDEs of the type

% = Au+ f(z,u) + oz, )W +n, (1.4)
where W is space-time white noise and n is a reflection measure, were initially studied in [9]. In
[9], the domain for the equation is [0,7] x [0,1], with Dirichlet boundary conditions imposed on
u. Existence and uniqueness are established for the equation in the case of constant volatility i.e.
o = 1. Existence for the equation in the case when o = o(z, u) satisfies Lipschitz and linear growth
conditions in its second argument was then established in [5] using a penalization method. The
penalization approach was adapted in [10], in which the corresponding result is proved in the case
when the domain for equation is [0, 7] x R. Uniqueness for varying volatility o = o(x,u) on
compact spatial domains was then proved by in [I1]. The authors decouple the obstacle problem
and SPDE components of the problem. This allows them to prove existence via a two-step Picard
iteration, as well as uniqueness.

Similarly, there has been much recent work on moving boundary problems for SPDEs. In [7],
existence and uniqueness for solutions to a Stefan problem for an SPDE driven by spatially coloured
noise is proved. The corresponding problem in the case when the SPDE is driven by space-time
white noise was then studied in [I2] under the condition that the volatility vanishes quickly enough



at the moving interface. More recent work on such problems include the models in [§] and in [6].
In these papers the focus is on essentially the same equations as but without reflection and
with coloured noise. Different boundary conditions are imposed at the interface in the two papers
and in particular they are able to include a Brownian motion in the dynamics for the motion of
the boundary. When thinking of the equations in [8] [6] as models for the limit order book, the
incorporation of a Brownian term ensures that the resulting price process is a semi-martingale.

1.2 Main Results and Contributions

In this paper we combine aspects of the models discussed above and consider the system of two
reflected SPDEs sharing a moving boundary, . We examine the problem in two cases- firstly
when the spatial domain is restricted to a fixed distance from the moving boundary and secondly
when the spatial domain is infinite in both directions. Existence and uniqueness for the system
is proved in both of these cases. Our approach is similar to that of [IT]. As in [I1], we decouple
the problem into studying a deterministic obstacle problem and applying SPDE estimates. The
non-Lipschitz term created by the moving boundary is controlled by a suitably truncated version
of the problem, for which existence and uniqueness is proved by a Picard argument. Consistency
among the solutions of the truncated problems allows us to piece these together to obtain a solution
to our original problem which exists until some blow-up time.

In the case when the spatial domain is infinite, our analysis extends the known uniqueness theory
for reflected SPDESs on infinite spatial domains. In [10], uniqueness for the reflected stochastic heat
equation on R is proved in the case when ¢ = 1. We obtain uniqueness for a class of volatility
coefficients which are allowed to depend on space and the solution itself at that particular point in
space-time. The main condition here is that the coefficient ¢ is Lipschitz in its second argument,
with a Lipschitz constant which decays exponentially fast in the spatial variable.

The local Holder continuity of the solutions to our equations is also established, in both the
case when the spatial domain is finite and when it is infinite. As one might expect, solutions can
be shown to be up to i—Hélder continuous in time and up to %— Hoélder continuous in space. In the
case of the infinite spatial domain, this is a new result even for static reflected SPDEs. We argue
by suitably adapting the proof in [4], in which the corresponding result was proved for solutions
to static reflected SPDEs on compact spatial domains. As a corollary, we can also show that the
derivative of the boundary is up to i—Hélder continuous in time, with this regularity inherited from
the solution and a Lipschitz condition on the function h in .

An outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we will discuss the deterministic obstacle
problem, a key ingredient in working with reflected processes. In Section 3 we look at the case
where the SPDEs are supported on finite intervals in the moving frame. The case of semi-infinite
intervals in the moving frame is the topic of Section 4. The heat kernel estimates necessary for
obtaining the SPDE estimates as well as the proofs for Section 2 are in the appendix.

1.3 An Application: Limit Order Books

The majority of modern trading takes place in limit order markets. In a limit order market,
all traders are able to place orders of three types. Limit orders are offers to buy/sell which do
not lead to an immediate transaction; they only result in a transaction when they are matched
with incoming market orders. Market orders are offers to buy/sell the asset which match with an
existing limit order and so result in immediate transaction. Finally, traders are able to cancel limit
orders which they previously placed. The order book itself at a given time is simply the record of
unexecuted, uncancelled limit orders at that time. There has been much interest in trying to model
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Figure 1: Bid price process for the SPDR Trust Series I on June 21 2012 between 09:30:00.000 and
10:30:00.000 EST
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Figure 2: Simulated Price Process

the dynamics of the book, particularly in a high frequency setting.

As in [8] and [6], we can think of our equations as being a model for the limit order
book. In this context, we would think of the spatial variable as representing the price or the log-
price. The random fields u!(t,z) and u?(¢,z) would then be the density of limit orders existing
at price x and time t on the bid and ask sides of the book respectively, and we can choose the
function h to represent an approximation of the local imbalance at the mid price. The volatility
terms in our equations can naturally be thought of as the presence of high frequency trading in
the model, which together with the drift term models the arrivals and cancellations of limit orders.
The price process is then driven by the relative pressure of the existing orders on the two sides of
the book. A potential advantage of our model over similar models in the literature is the presence
of the reflection measure, which ensures that order volumes remain positive without the need for a
multiplicative term in front of the noise.

Figures 1 and 2 are included here for illustrative purposes. We make use of data provided
by the LOBSTER (Limit Order Book System, The Efficient Reconstructor) database. Figure 1
shows the evolution of the bid price process for the SPDR Trust Series I on June 21 2012 between



09:30:00.000 and 10:30:00.000 EST. Figure 2 displays a simulated price process obtained from our
moving boundary model on the compact spatial domain [0,1]. Note that space here is on the
scale of dollars i.e. a spatial interval of size 1 represents a price interval of size $1. We use a
simple forward Euler finite difference scheme in order to produce the simulation. Using the data of
incoming market orders, limit orders and cancellations of the SPDR Trust Series I at the different
relative prices over the same time period as in Figure 1, we fit the drift and volatility coefficients
(which we assume to depend on the relative price only) of our SPDEs. When fitting these, we
assume that these parameters are symmetric for the two sides of the order book, which is the case
for this particular dataset up to a small error. Note that, for smooth functions k and large A > 0,
the functional gy given by

1
ar(k) ::/0 Ne Mk (z) dz (1.5)

places most emphasis on the mass of k near zero. It is also the case that gy(k) — £/(0) as A — oo.
Recall that the functional h in our equations determines the derivative of the boundary as a function
of the two sides of the book, as in (1.2). For our simulation, we make the choice

h(ul, u?) = agy(ut — u?), (1.6)

with @ = 5 and A = 100. The boundary movement is therefore driven primarily by the local
imbalance of offers to buy and sell at the mid, and approximates a Stefan condition. We also
remark here that the Laplacian terms in our simulation were scaled down by a factor of 0.2 in order
to ensure that the order book profiles obtained by the simulation are on the correct scale.

We note that the boundary motion for our equations can be shown to be C1® for o < 1/4.
However, by choosing h to approximate the derivative at the boundary and looking at the price
process over sufficiently long timescales, we can generate price processes that are rough at the
appropriate scale as can be seen in Figure 2.

2 A Deterministic Parabolic Obstacle Problem

In this section we will define and state some simple results for deterministic parabolic obstacle
problems on both the compact spatial interval [0, 1] and the infinite interval [0, 00). The intuition
for these equations is that the solutions solve the heat equation with a constraint that they must lie
above some predetermined continuous function of time and space. It is important to note that both
the obstacle and the solutions will be continuous functions here. In addition, being able to control
differences in the solution by differences in the obstacles will be key in allowing us to introduce the
reflection component in our SPDEs later.

2.1 The Deterministic Obstacle Problem on [0, 1]

The obstacle problem on the compact interval [0, 1] was originally discussed in [9], in which the
proofs can be found.

Definition 2.1. Let v € C([0,T];Co((0,1))) with v(0,-) < 0. We say that the pair (z,m) satisfies
the heat equation with obstacle v if:

(i) z € C(]0,T] x [0,1]), 2(¢,0) = 2(t,1) =0, 2(0,z) =0 and z > v.

(ii) n is a measure on (0,1) x [0,T].



(iii) z weakly solves the PDE

0z 0%z
E = w + n (2.1)

That is, for every t € [0,T] and every ¢ € C?((0,1)) N Co((0,1)),

/01 z(t,x)qﬁ(x)dx:/ot/ol z(s,x)(b”(x)dxds—i—/ot/olqﬁ(a:)n(dx, ds).

(iv) f(f fol(z(s,x) —v(s,x)) n(de, ds) = 0.

The following result from [9] gives us existence and uniqueness for solutions to this problem.
It is also proved that we can bound the difference between two solutions in the L°°-norm by the
difference in the L°°-norm of the obstacles. This will be very helpful when proving estimates later,
as it will allow us to control our reflected SPDE by an unreflected SPDE.

Theorem 2.2 (][9], Theorem 1.4). For every v € C([0,T]; Co((0,1))) with v(0,-) <0, there exists a
unique solution to the above obstacle problem. In addition, if (z1,1m1) and (z2,m2) solve the obstacle
problems with obstacles v1 and vy respectively, then fort € [0,T], we have the estimate

121 = 22[loc,s < [lv1 = v2lloc,t (2.2)
where ||.||oo ¢ is defined for w € C([0,T] x [0,1]) by

[ulloot := sup sup |u(s,z)|.
s€[0,t] x€[0,1]

2.2 The Deterministic Obstacle Problem on [0, c0)

Before discussing the obstacle problem in this section, we first introduce the relevant function
spaces which we will be working on.

Definition 2.3. For r € R, we say that u : [0,00) — R is in the space L, if

|lul|z = supe "|u(x)| < oo. (2.3)
x>0

We say that u € 6, if u € %, and u is continuous. 6, is equipped with the same norm as %,

Definition 2.4. We say that u : [0,T] x [0,00) — R is in the space € if u is continuous and

sup supe "“lu(t,x)] (2.4)
t€[0,T] >0

We are now in position to define the obstacle problem in this setting.

Definition 2.5. Fiz some r € R. Let v € € such that v(t,0) = 0 for every t € [0,T]. We say
that the pair (z,1n) satisfies the heat equation with obstacle v and exponential growth r on [0, 00) if:

(i) z€ €L, 2(t,0) =0, 2(0,2) =0 and z > v.

(ii) n is a measure on (0,00) x [0,T].



(iii) z weakly solves the PDE
0z 9%z
ot dx?
That is, for every t € [0,T] and every ¢ € C(]0,00)) with ¢(0) =0

/0 2(t,x dx—// (s,2)¢"( dxds—i—// o(z)n(dx, ds).

(i) [o [ (2(s,2) — v(s,x)) n(dr, ds) =

We note that the deterministic obstacle problem on the spatial domain R is considered in [10].
Here, we pose the problem in %/ for any r € R, and we work on the spatial domain [0, 00) rather
than R. A proof of the following result is provided in the appendix.

+ . (2.5)

Theorem 2.6. For every r € R and every v € CKTT such that v(t,0) = 0, there exists a unique
solution (z,m) to the heat equation on [0,00) with Dirichlet condition and obstacle v. Furthermore,
if v1,v9 € €L, we have that

21 — 22

gr < Crrllur — valer, (2.6)

where z; is the solution to the obstacle problem corresponding to v;.

3 The Moving Boundary Problem on Finite Intervals in the Rel-
ative Frame

We are interested in the following reflected moving boundary problem:

ut i
8@7 = Al + fi(p(t) — 2, ul(t,2)) + o1 (p(t) — 2, ud ()W + ! (3.1)
u? I '
a&t = Au? + fo(x — p(t), w?(t, ) + ooz — p(t), W (t, 2))W + 1%,

where u! and u? satisfy Dirichlet boundary conditions enforcing that they are zero at p(t), with
the point p(t) evolving according to the equation

P (t) = h(u'(t,p(t) — ), u*(t, p(t) +))-

Here, W is a space-time white noise and h : C([0,1])® — R, satisfies certain conditions which
we will introduce later. (n!,7?) are reflection measures for the functions u! and u? respectively,
keeping the profiles positive and satifying the conditions

I I T L(dt,dz) = 0, and

(i) fo° Jpu? 2(dt,dz) =

In this section, we consider the case when the functions u! and u? are supported in the sets
{(t,z) €[0,00) xR |z € [p(t) — 1,p(t)]} and {(¢,z) € [0,00) x R | z € [p(t), p(t) + 1]} respectively.



3.1 Formulation of the Moving Boundary Problem

We would like to formalise what we mean by (3.1)) in the compact case. Before doing so, we
define what we mean for a space-time white noise to respect a given filtration. This will be useful
in some of the measurability arguments which follow.

Definition 3.1. Let (0, %, %;,P) be a complete filtered probability space. Suppose that W is a
space-time white noise defined on this space. Define for A € B(R),

Wi(A) :== W([0,] x A).

We say that W respects the filtration F; if (Wi(A))i>0,ae2(r) is an Fi- martingale measure i.e. if
for every A € B(R), (Wi(A))e>0 is an Fi-martingale.

Let (92, #,P) be a complete filtered probability space, and W space-time white noise on R™ x R.
Let .%; be the filtration generated by the white noise, so that % = c({W(s,z) |z € R,s < t}).
Suppose that (u!,n',u?,1%,p) is an .#;-adapted process solving . Then p: Rt x Q— Ris a
F-adapted process such that the paths of p(t) are almost surely C! (note that, in particular, p is .%-
predictable). Let ¢ € C2°([0,00) % (0, 1)), and define the function ¢ by setting ¢(t, z) = @(t, p(t)+x).
By multiplying the equation for u! in by such a ¢ and integrating over space and time,
interpreting the derivatives in the usual weak sense, we obtain the expression

/Rul(t,a:)gb(t,a:)dx:/Rul(O,x)gZ)(O,x)da:+/0t/Ru1(8,:c)(?f(s,x)dxds
+/Ot/Rul(s,x)gi‘f(s,x)dde/Ot/Rfl(p(s)—x,ul(t,x))gz)(s,x)dxds

t —x,ul(t,x S, T z,ds
. /0 /R o1(p(s) — ,ul (t,2))(s, 2)W (d, ds)

+ [ [ ots.am'@s.an).

We now introduce a change in the spatial variable in order to associate our problem with a fixed
boundary problem. Setting v!(¢,z) = u!(t, p(t) — ), the above equation becomes

1 1 8¢
/0 vl(t, x)p(t, p(t) — x)dz —/ 10, 2)$(0, p(0) — ) dx—l—/ / (s,x)—== 5 (s,p(s) — z)dzds

/ / (s,2) 52 (s x)dxds+/ / i@, v (s, 2))d(s, p(s) — z)dzds

1
+/0 /0 o1(z, v (s,2))p(s,p(s) — xz)Wy(dx, ds)

oy (s, p(s) — 2, ds).

Here, Wp and 7711, are obtained by from W and n by shifting by p(t). That is, for ¢t € RT and
Aec BR),

' _ [ s 1 = t ! s
W, ([0, 4] x A) = /0 /A s, (0] 4 /0 /A s 32)



Note that, since the process p(t) is #;-predictable, Wp is then also a space time white noise which
respects the filtration .%#;. Also, 17; is a reflection measure for v, so that

T 1
/ / vl(t, x) nll,(dt,dx) =0. (3.3)
o Jo

20 ) = 2200p(0) + ) + 0/ (0 221 p0) + ). (3.4

We can calculate

It therefore follows that

/Olvl(t,:z)cp(t,:c)dx—/ (0, 2)¢(0, dx+/ / (s, a—f s, )dzds
// (s,x)p 8 sxda:ds /1/ s:c)dxds
+/0 /0 fl(a:,vl(s,x))go(s,x)da:ds—i-/ / x))e(s, 2)Wpy(dz, ds)
1t
+/0 /Ocp(s,x)n;(ds,da:).

We can perform similar manipulations to obtain a weak form for v2(t,z) := u?(t, p(t) + x). This
yields that for test functions ¢ € C2°([0,00) x (0,1)), we should have that

1 1 t ol Do
/UQ(t,x)go(t,x)dx:/ 02(0,m)g0(0,m)d33+/ / v (s, 1) == (s, 2)dxds
0 0 0 Jo ot
t ol

/ s)g—i(s,x)dxds

_/Ol/of o .
+ / / v2(s,x)22f(s,x)dxds+ / / folw,v2(s,2)) (s, z)dads
[ [ ey anas = [ [ stanias o,

where Wp_ is given by
Wy, ([0, 2] x A) = Wp([0, 2] x (=A)).

Note also that, since (u',n',u? n? p) is .F-adapted, we know that (vl,nzl,,UQ,n}),p) is also %4-
adapted.

Remark 3.2. By noting that fori=1,2, W;, respect the filtration %, we ensure that our solutions
cannot “see the future” of the space-changed driving noises W; It of course makes sense intuitively
that this should be the case, since they are measurable with respect to the filtration generated by W.
We would expect that the solution is in fact adapted to the filtration generated by the noises W;,
We see this indirectly, when we later prove that in any filtered space with a space-time white noise
which respects the filtration, there exists a unique solution to the problem. As we can choose to take
the filtration to be generated by the noise, the unique solution in an enlarged space must be adapted
to the noise.

Remark 3.3. The above formulation would need to be adjusted if we were anticipating rough paths
for p(t). For example, if p(t) were a semimartingale with a non-zero diffusion component, we would
have to apply Ito’s formula for the change of variables , which would change our weak form.



We now define what we mean by a solution to a particular class of reflected SPDEs. The
preceding calculation will allow us to connect the solutions to these SPDEs to our moving boundary
problem.

Definition 3.4. Let (2, %, %, P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respects the filtration %. Suppose that ¥ is a continuous F-adapted
process taking values in Co(0,1). Let h: Cp(0,1) x Cp(0,1) = Cp(0,1) and F : Cp(0,1) — Cp(0,1)
be Lipschitz functions. For the F-stopping time T, we say that the pair (v,n) is a local solution to

the reflected SPDE

ov _OF(v)

A

v v+ h(v,0) e
with Dirichlet boundary conditions v(t,0) = v(t,1) = 0 and initial data vy € Cp(0,1)", until time
7, if

(1) For every x € [0,1] and every t € [0,00), v(t,z) is F;-measurable.

+ f(z,v) + o(x, U)W +n

(i) v > 0 almost surely.

(1i1) U’[O,T)X[O,l] € C([0,7) x [0,1]) almost surely.
(iv) v(t,x) = oo for every t > T almost surely.
(v) 1 is a measure on (0,1) x [0,00) such that

(a) For every measurable map v : [0,1] x [0,00) — R,

/Ot /01 O, 5) n(de, ds) (3.5)

is Fi-measurable.
(6) J5° Jo v(t,2) n(dz,dt) = 0.

(vi) There exists a localising sequence of stopping times 1, T T almost surely, such that for every
@ € C22([0,00) x [0,1]) such that p(s,0) = @(s,1) = 0 for every s > 0,

1 1 tATh 1 890
/ V(t A Ty ) p(t A T,y ) da :/ v(O,x)go(O,x)dx—i—/ / v(s,x)a(s,ac)dxds
0 0 0 0

tATn 2

U(s,x)%(s,w)drrds

_|._
>

!

(v(s,+))(x)h(v(s,-), (s, ))g—i(s, x)dxds

|
O\ﬁ_
>
3
S— S—
— —

(3.6)

—+

/Wn /lf(%”(safv))sﬁ(s,m)dxds

[e=]
[e=]

—+

/M /1 oz, v(s, 2))p(s, )W (d, ds)

[e=]
[e=]

for every t > 0 almost surely.

10



We say that a local solution is maximal if it cannot be extended to a solution on a larger
stochastic interval. We say that a local solution is global if we can take 7, = oo in (3.6).

Remark 3.5. Condition (iv) above is included for the purposes of discussing uniqueness only.

Before stating the formal definition for our moving boundary problem we introduce some nota-
tion which will allow us to easily write down the profiles in suitable relativised coordinates.

Definition 3.6. For pg € R, we define @1100 :R — R such that
@;0 () =po — x.
For a function p : [0,00) — R we then define 0]1) :[0,00) X R = [0,00) X R such that
Hglj(tv .Z') = (ta @;(t)(x))

We similarly define 912)0 :R — R such that

and 07 : [0,00) X R — [0,00) X R such that
9}2,(15, x) = (t, 9129(@ (x)).

Deﬁnitioq 3.7. For a space time white noise W, we denote by W= the space time white noise
such that W= ([0,t] x A) = W([0,t] x (—A)).

Definition 3.8. Let (2, #,.%;,P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respect the filtration F;. We say that the quintuple (u*,n',u? 1%, p)

is a local solution to the moving boundary problem with initial data (u$,u2, po), where (u(l)o(@)})o) L udo
(©2,)71) € Co((0,1))" x Co((0,1))*, up to the Fy-stopping time T if

(i) p(0) = po and p'(t) is Fi-adapted, with p'(t) = h(vi(t,-),v%(t,")).

(it) (v, q') = (ul o (6))71,n' 0 (01)71) solves the reflected SPDE

1 1 )
% = Aot — p’(t)aa% + fi(z, oY) + oy (z, 0HW + 7 (3.7)
with Dirichlet boundary conditions v*(0) = v'(1) = 0 and initial data vy = ugo (0,,)~" until

time T.

(iii) (v*,77%) == (u? o (02)7 1, n? o (62)7") solves the reflected SPDE

dv? 2 OV 2 NN/ — o 72
— = Av +p'(t)=— + falz,v*) + oa(z, v )W~ + 7 (3.8)
ot ox

with Dirichlet boundary conditions v?(0) = v*(1) = 0 and initial data v3 = u? o (61290)_1 until

time T.
We refer to (v', 7%, v2,72) as the solution to the moving boundary problem in the relative frame.

We now introduce the precise conditions on the coefficients. We suppose that for i = 1,2, f;, 0;
are measurable mappings f;,0; : [0,1] x Rt — R and that h : Cp((0,1))? — R is a measurable
function such that

11



(I) For every z € [0,1], u,v € RT,
\fi(z,u) = fi(z,0)| + |oi(z,u) — oi(z,v)] < Clu—v]
for some constant C.
(I) |fi(z,w)| + |oi(x,u)| < R(1 + |u|) for some constant R.
(ITI) h is bounded on bounded sets.
(IV) h is Lipschitz, so there exists a constant K such that for every wui,ug,v1,v2 € Cp((0,1)),

[A(ur, v1) = huz, v2)| < K([lur — uglloo + [lv1 = valloo)-

3.2 Existence and Uniqueness

Theorem 3.9. Let (2, F, %, P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respects the filtration ;. Suppose that f,o and h satisfy the
conditions (I)-(IV). Then there exists a unique mazimal solution (u',n',u? n?,p) to the moving
boundary problem. The blow-up time, T, is given by

7= sup [inf {8201 ulloos + ¥loe M}] ,
M>0

with T > 0 almost surely.

The following notation for the Dirichlet heat kernel will be used throughout the rest of the
paper.

Definition 3.10. We define H(t,z,y) to be the Dirichlet heat kernel on [0, 1], so that

> xr— n)? x n)?
H(t,x,y) == \/4% Z exp (—W) — exp (—W) . (3.9)

n=—oo

We will prove that we have global existence to the problem where the moving boundary term is
truncated. Before doing so, we present the following result which will be applied in the argument.

Proposition 3.11. Fiz T > 0 and let v € LP(€; L>°([0,T] x [0,1])), where p > 10. Define, for
t €0, 7] and x € [0,1],

t ol
w(t, x) ::/0 /0 H(t —s,z,y)v(s,y) W(dy, ds).

Then we have that w is continuous, and for t € [0,T],

t
/ Hv(s,@nzo,sds]
0

E|lw(t,2)[Z] < CprE

12



Proof. Let t € [0,T]. We have that, for 7,s € [0,t¢] and z,y € [0, 1]

E [Jw(r,2) = w(s, y)|"]

<C,E T —rx,2)v(r,z) W(dz,dr)
[| s 1 P 3.10
+ CpE /0 /0 [H(t —r,x,2) — H(T —r,y,2)] v(r, 2) W(dz, dr) (3.10)
i s 1 p
+ C,E /0 /0 [H(t —r,y,2) — H(s — r,y,2)] v(r, 2) W(dz, dr)

For the first term, we have by the Burkholder’s inequality that it is at most

T 1
<E / (/ H(r — r,x,z)2d2> Hv||g0T dr
s 0

An application of Holder’s inequality then gives that this is at most

p/2 p/2

T rl
/ H(t —r,z,2)%(r, 2)?dzdr
0

(3.11)

(p—2)/2

S p/(p—2) -
/ [/ H(r — r,x,z)2dr] dz X / E [HvHﬁor} dr. (3.12)
s 0

s

By the estimate (2) of Proposition we have that this is at most

cp,T|T—s|<P—4>/4/ E[ljo]%, ] ar (3.13)

By arguing similarly and making use of estimates (1) and (3) from Proposition we obtain that
for 7,5 € [0,t] and z,y € [0, 1],

t
& [Ju(r.a) — (o)) <Cpr (I =52 +lo—ol) " x [ [l
0
. (3.14)
=G (1 =12 e —3i) ™ x [ B[l
0
The result then follows by Corollary A.3 in [2]. O

Proposition 3.12. Let (Q, %, %, P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respects the filtration F. Let f;,0; and h satisfy the conditions
(i)-(iv) and suppose that v}, v3 € Co((0,1))F. Define for M > 0 the function hps : Co((0,1)) — R
such that

hM(’Ul,’UQ) = h(v1 AN M, vy A M)

Then for every M > 0, there exists a unique pair of Co((0,1))-valued processes v*,v? together with
n',n? such that

13



1. (vt n') is a global solution to the reflected SPDE

ot
ot
with Dirichlet boundary conditions v'(t,0) = vl(t,1) = 0 and initial data v}.

= Av! — hM(vl,vz)({iU(vl AM)+ fi(z,v") + oy (z, 0 YW 4 0 (3.15)

2. (v?,n?) is a global solution to the reflected SPDE

Ov?
ot

with Dirichlet boundary conditions v2(t,0) = v2(t,1) = 0 and initial data v3.

= Av? 4 hyr(v? vz)sz(UQ AM) + fo(x,0?) + oa(z, > )W~ + 72 (3.16)

We then call (v, n',v2,1?) the solution to the M-truncated problem in the relative frame.

Proof. Note that by a concatenation argument, it is sufficient to prove existence and uniqueness on
the time interval [0, 7] for any 7' > 0. Fix T" > 0. We perform a Picard iteration in order to obtain
existence. The first approximations are given by v!(¢,z) = v}(z) and v2(t,z) = v3(x) for all time.
For n > 1, we let w;. | solve the SPDE

8w 0 .
Tl — Awh g — har(eh,02) 2 (uh A M) + fi(e,0h) + oz, ob) W (3.17)

with Dirichlet boundary conditions w;(¢,0) = w}.;(¢,1) = 0 and initial data v}. We then set
Uy = wh,q + 24, where z} | solves the obstacle problem with obstacle —w}, ;. We similarly

define v2, ; in terms of v} and v2, via functions w2, and 22, ;. Writing the equation for w},; in
mild form gives the expression

n+1 t :L' / H t,x y) (y)dy
= sz )l (s, 035, )) |on (s, ) A M| dyds
// ay } (3.18)
+/0 /0 H(t = s,2,y) f1(y, vn(s, y))dads

t rl
+/O /0 H(t—S,ZL‘,y)Ul(y,U}L(S,y))W(dy,dS),

where H is the Dirichlet heat kernel as in Definition [3.10] Recall that by Theorem we have
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that |[v),1 — v lect < 2[|wpy 1 — W} ||oo,s almost surely. Therefore,

El[vh e = vh ] < 2°E [Jwh oy — whl, ]
p

<E | sup sup
s€[0,t] x€[0,1]

[ [ 6= [0t~ Al vkos ()]
0 JO

[ s | [ [ B ) 510,000 1081 0)] Wiaya)

s€[0,t] z€[0,1]

p

s 1
+E | sup sup /O/O%j(s—r,x,y) [hM(v}L(r,-),v%(r,-))(v,lL(r,y)/\M)

| 5€[0,t] 2€[0,1]
p]

We deal with the three terms separately. For the first, we apply Holder’s inequality to see that it

is at most

—~hag(Uh 1 (1), 02 (1) (wh o () A M) dyr

B| s sup | [ / H(s = r,2,9) [f1(, 0, 9)) = fily, vha ()] dyr
s€[0,t] z€[0,1]
p/q
(s =72, y)dydr (3.19)
< CrE | sup sup / / H(s—rz,y) [fl(% U (1 y)) = f1(ys vy (1, y)] dydr] :
s€[0,t] x€[0,1]
Making use of the Lipschitz property of the function fi, this is at most
1 p
CrE | sup sup H —7r,T,Y) [ (T y) — Un_l(r,y)} dydr
36[0 t] z€[0,1]
s 1 1
<CrE | sup sup / / H(s—rz,y)dy ||v71L—v,1L_1||gords (3.20)
s€[0,4] z€[0,1] |J0 0 '

<CrE | sup sup /Hv — vl 1B -dr| -
| s€[0,] z€[0,1]

For the second term, we apply Proposition and the Lipschitz property of o1 to deduce that,
for p > 10 and ¢ € [0, 7],

p

E | sup sup
s€[0,t] z€[0,1]

/ / H(s—r,z,y) [01(?/, vl(r,y)) —o1(y, vl (r, y))} W (dy,dr)

t
< CILT/O E |:||U’rlz - U}z—1H€o,r] dr.
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Finally, we deal with the third term. Using the Lipschitz property of h, we see that the third term
P
CyE | sup sup

is at most
s 1
s€[0,t] z€[0,1] /0 /O
s 1
=CyE | sup sup / /
s€l0,t] z€[0,1] |JO 0
Applying Holder’s inequality and Proposition then gives that this is at most

t[ 1
CyE sup / /
zefo,1]Jo |Jo

' 1 p/q ‘ »
<Cy xE —dr | [ Ik = bl + 1102 = 0R | d
<Cuy (/0 (T ) [ = ol + 102 = 02 1]

t p/q ' »
Oy xE ( / /zdr> [Tk = bl + 2 = ]
o 79 0

For p > 10 and corresponding ¢ € (1, %), this is at most

OH
ot = r)| [Ioh = o sl + 2 = 02 sl e

P
0H

87y(s - T,ffay)‘ dy) [HU}L - U'rlz—l”ooﬂ’ + ||U721 - U%—1Hoo,r] dr

(3.21)

- q p/q .
P
ay(s—nx,w\dy] ar) o [ Ik = e alloor + 102 = sl ]

(3.22)

t
p
Cotgir x [ Bl = b allo + 192 = 02| (3.23)
0

Putting this all together, we have shown that for any ¢ € [0, 77,

t
E vk = vhl%] < Carpr / E [ llvh = vhoa B + 102 = v2_y ] ds.

We can repeat these arguments to obtain similar bounds for v2. Together, this gives
T
E [ vhr = vhlBor + 02 = v21E 7] < Cuipir /0 E [[[ohs1 = 0hlle.s + 10311 — 02155 ds.
We can then argue that
1 1 2 2
E [llon1 = vhl%r + 10241 = 02l )
T
<Catpr | E[Ioh = 0blles +l1vdes = o2l ] s
2 T 3 1 1 2 2
<Chrar [ [ E[I0hes — ool + 1) = 2l du (3.21)
2 T 1 1 2 2
g [ [ Bl = ob ol + 0 = R ol ds da
u
2 T 1 1 2 2
=l [ E[Ivhs = vhallen+ o1 = 02 o] (7 )
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Iterating this, we obtain

E [ loh1 = ohloz + 121 — 0212 ]

n T 1 1y 2 . 21p (T —s)" !
< Clhrpr [ E [0} = obl o + 10F = 0B 5. s (3.25)
0 (n—1)!
1 1p 2 2)p ™
< Chrpr X E [Jof = ol 1+ 10f = vd12 ) -

Therefore, for m > n > 1 we have that

E|llof = odli% 7 + I0f = 815, 2] = 0.

m—1 Cf]l& TTk
E ||lviiq —U,ll||€o7T+ e _,U?LH&,T} = Z [,n

k!
k=n
(3.26)
as m,n — oo. Hence, the sequence (v},v2) is Cauchy in the space LP(2;C([0,7T] x [0,1]))? and

so converges to some pair (v!',v?). We now verify that this is indeed a solution to our evolution

equation. Let @' be given by
1
2 (t,x) = /0 H(t, 2, y)ob(5)dy
t 1
H
[ S a0 (5,635, [o8 (5,90 A ] s
0 J0 dy

t ol t ol
—i—/o /0 H(t—s,:c,y)fl(y,vl(s,y))dxds—i—/o /0 H(t—s,x,y)al(y,vl(s,y))W(d(y,ds)).
3.27

Define 9! = w! + 2!, where Z!', together with a measure 7', solves our obstacle problem with
obstacle —@!. Then, by arguing as before, we see that

T
B[ = ol r] <Carpr [ B [I0h = obs By + 0 = o2 ] e
0 (3.28)

<CotpE [0 = vh s p + % = 024 ] = 0.

It follows that o' = v! in LP(€;C([0,T] x [0,1])). The same applies to v2, so it follows that the
pair (v!,v?), together with the reflection measures (!, 7?), do indeed satisfy our problem.

Uniqueness follows by essentially the same argument. Given two solutions with the same initial
data, (vi,v?) and (vi,v3) (together with their reflection measures), we argue as before to obtain
that, for t € [0,T],

t
E|l[of = v3li%, + v} = 3Ii%.| < /0 E|llvf = vdllZ o+ I0f — vl | ds. (3.29)

The equivalence then follows by Gronwall’s inequality. 0

We are now in position to prove Theorem [3.9] This essentially amounts to showing that the
solutions to our truncated problems coincide for different M. We use this to define a candidate
function, and then check the conditions for this candidate.
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Proof of Theorem[3.9 For every M > 0, let (vi,, ni,,v3,,m3,) be the solution to the M-truncated
problem. Suppose M7 < Ms. Then we clearly have that (Ujl\/[2a77]1\/[2aU%/12777%/12) solves the M-
truncated problem in the relative frame, until the stopping time

7 = inf {t >0 (vhs,s 020 llsot > Ml} . (3.30)
We can then argue as in the proof of Proposition to deduce that

E [ll(wh,, w}s) = (ks wdn) B -] =0, (3.31)
where, for i = 1, 2, (w]l\/[i, w?wl) are the solutions to the unreflected equations which correspond to
(Ujl\/1177711\417U12\41,7712\41) and (v}\42,n]1\42,012\42,n12\42) respectively, as in (3.18)). Therefore, by uniqueness
of solutions to the obstacle problem, (vhl,nhl,vfwl,nfwl) and (vhz,nMQ,v?%,n%\b) agree until the

random time 7. This consistency allows us to define our candidate solution in the relative frame,
(vl mt 02 n?), by setting (vl nt, 0%, n?) = (vl ni,v3,n3,) on [0, Tar], where

Tar = inf {t >0 [l(vks, 2 loo > M} : (3.32)
This defines (v!,n%,v% n?) on the interval [0,7), where 7 = sup 7). As a convention, we set
M>0

vi(t,x) = v2(t,x) = oo for x € [0,1] and t > 7. It is clear from the definition that in fact

r= sup [inf {t >0 /(0" 0%)]lsor > M}] . (3.33)
M>0

Clearly, (v!,n',v2 n?) is then a maximal solution to the moving boundary problem in the relative
frame until the explosion time 7, with localising sequence 7j7. In addition 7 > 0 almost surely
as, by construction, v* € C([0,7) x [0,1]) for i = 1,2 almost surely. We now prove uniqueness. If
(vi,nt,v3,m?) and (vd,nd,v3,n3) are both maximal solutions, they both satisfy the M-truncated
problem until they exceed M in the infinity norm, and so we can once again argue as in Proposition
to obtain that they both agree with the unique solution of the M-truncated problem until these
times. Since this holds for every M, it follows that they agree until a common explosion time. We
therefore have the result. O

Proposition 3.13. Suppose that h is a bounded function. Then the solution to the moving boundary
problem is global.

Proof. Fix T > 0. Let (v',n',v%,7%) be the unique maximal solution to the moving boundary
problem in the relative frame, and let 7 be the blow-up time for this solution. We consider the
solutions to the corresponding truncated solutions, (v}w, v?,), for M > 0, with the same initial data
ie. (v},(0,2),v3,(0,2)) = (v} (z),v3(z)). Let w}, solve the SPDE

1 .
88% = Aw! — hM(Ul,U2)%(U1 AM) + fi(z,vr) + o1 (z, 0" )W (3.34)

with Dirichlet boundary conditions w},(¢,0) = wl,(t,1) = 0 and initial data w},;(0,z) = v}(z).
Define w3, similarly. Noting that ||[v}||eor < 2[|w};||cor and making use of the mild form for w},,
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we have that

1 p
/0 H(t,z,y)vp(y)dy

E[lobil%r] < Cp sup sup
’ t€[0,T] z€[0,1]

t pl
+C,E | sup sup / / H(t —s,z,y)fi(y, Ujlw(S? y))dyds
tel0,T] z€[0,1] |JO JO

p

t 1
+GE | swp sup | [ [ = 5000 (5, vhy 5.0) Widy. d)
tef0,1) z€[0,1] |Jo Jo

p

87H(t _ )
ay 57 x?:y

t rl p
4 G IMEE | sup sup ( / / ||v}w|oo,sdyds>
t€[0,T] z€[0,1] 0 Jo

By arguing as in Theorem E we obtain that for ¢ € [0, T]

t
E [l[ohfl%.] < Corjni (nvénoo T /O E [[[ohl1%..] ds) .

By noting that C, 1 5., and |lvd]| do not depend on M here, we can apply Gronwall’s Lemma to
obtain that

sup E[””]l\/,[HgoT] < 0.
M>0

It follows that
Efllo |5 o) <E []\}lgloo \UMHQO,T] < liminf B [HUMHI;O,T] < o0

Similarly,

E 10212, 7ar] < oo

This can only hold if there is almost surely no blow-up before time 71" i.e. 7 > T almost surely.
Since this holds for every T' > 0, we must have that 7 = oo almost surely. We then also have that

E [[v7],] < o0 (3.35)

for ¢ = 1,2 and every t > 0. This allows us to take limits in the localising sequence, so we can
obtain that the solution is indeed global. O

3.3 Holder Continuity of the Solutions

We now prove that, as in the case of the static reflected SPDE, our equations enjoy the expected
Hélder continuity- up to 1/4-Holder in time and up to 1/2-Hélder in space. The details of the proof
here are a simplification of those used in [4], where Holder continuity is proved for the equations
when there is no moving boundary term.

The following result is Lemmas 3.1 in [4].

Lemma 3.14. Let V € C’;’%[O,T} x [0,1]) and ¢, F € C([0,T] x [0,1]) with ) < 0. Suppose that

o 1,
o =V HUV +UF (3.36)
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with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions at zero, and zero initial data. Then
V700 < Fll7,00- (3.37)
We now present a slight adaptation of Lemma 3.2 in [4].

Lemma 3.15. Suppose that D = (0,1) or D = (0,00). Let f:[0,T] x D — R be such that f =0
on OD and for every t,s € [0,T] and every x,y € D

[t ) = fs,9)| < K(|t =8| + |z = y/”). (3.38)

Then there exists a smooth function fp 4 :[0,T] x D — R such that f, ;=0 on 0D and

(i) 1 fp.alloe < 11fllco-
(i) || fog = flloo < CagK (™ + ¢°).
(iii) | %2 < Caskpot.

(i) |

Proof. The proof is as in [4], replacing the use of the heat kernel on R to smooth f with the Dirichlet
heat kernel on D. O

< Ca,ﬁKqﬁ_l :
00

We now present the result regarding the Holder continuity of our solutions. In addition to
allowing for the extra term in the equation, corresponding to the moving boundary, our proof here
slightly differs from the approach used in [4] in another way. In [4], the solution to the obstacle
problem

% = Au+ f(z,u) + o(z,u)W + 17 (3.39)

is approximated by the solutions to the solutions of the penalised SPDEs

O,
ot
where ge(z) = larctan([z A 0]%). Hélder continuity of the solution to (3.39) is then shown by

uniformly controlling the Holder continuity of the equations (3.40). Here, we instead approximate
u by the solutions to the equations

= Aue + f(z,uc) + o(z, UE)W + ge(ue), (3.40)

Oue
ot

By using u in the coefficients of our approximating SPDEs f and ¢ here, we limit the problem of
uniformly controlling the Hélder coefficients to studying the deterministic obstacle problem.

= Auc + f(x,u) + o(z, W)W + ge(ue). (3.41)

Theorem 3.16. Fori = 1,2, let ufy be such that ufo (6L )~1 € Co((0,1))t N C/%([0,1]) for every
v € (0,1). Then, for every T > 0, M > 0 and every v € (0,1) the solution (vi;,v3,) to the
M -truncated problem in the relative frame with initial data (ugo (0} )1, uf o (©2)71), described
by equations and (3.16), is v/4-Hélder in time and ~/2-Hélder in space on [0,T] x [0,1].
In particular, if (u',n*,u?,n% p) is the solution to our moving boundary problem with initial data
(ud, ud, po), then (ul,u?) enjoys the same Hélder regularity locally until the blow-up time, T.
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Proof. We consider v}, only, since the argument for v3, is identical. Define w}, to be the Cy((0,1))-
valued process given by

1
why(t,) = / H(t ., y)ud(0),) " (1) dy
0

! ! oH 1 2 1
[ [ = s ek (s, oy (s, ) (ohe(s.9) A M)y
0 Jo Y (3.42)

t rl
+/0/0H(t_S’x’y)fl(svvzl\/[(&y))dyds

t 1
+/0/0H(t—s,x,y)al(s,v}w(s,y))W(dy,ds).

Let r = 2y + 12, so that v = r/2 — 6. By applying the inequalities from Propositions and
together with Burkholder’s inequality, we see that

E | lwh(t,2) = why (s, )| < C(1t = 52 + |2 = )52 (3.43)

We note that it is Proposition which allows us to control the extra term arising due to the
moving boundary. It then follows by Corollary A.3 in [2] that there exists a random variable X € L"
such that

o't 2) = v (s, )" < X (1t = 5|2+ |r —y)7 0 = X (|t — s/ + & — ) (3.44)

almost surely. From here, the argument follows the steps from Theorem 3.3 in [4], so we give an
outline only and refer the reader to the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [4] for further details. For each
€ > 0, let z¢ solve the PDE
0z¢
ot
on [0, 1] with Dirichlet boundary conditions and zero initial data, where we once again define

= A2° + g (25 +oh) (3.45)

ge(x) := % arctan([z A 0]2).

We then have (see [9]) that 2¢ + v increases to u, the solution of the reflected SPDE on [0, 1]. Let
(v')p.q be a smoothing of v! as in Proposition with respect to the random variable X, the
Holder coefficients /2 and ~/4, and the constants p, ¢ which are yet to be determined. Define Zp
to be the solution of the PDE

»q

0z¢
8’2’(1 =0z, + ge(zf,,q + (vl)m) (3.46)

with Dirichlet boundary condition at zero and and zero initial data. We then have that (see the
proof of Theorem 1.4 in [9] for details)

121700 < ll0* {17,005 (3.47)
and
I12pqll 7,00 < 1(v")p.qllT,00- (3.48)
Define aj, , := algfi”q and 3, , = &gi’q. By differentiating the equation (3.46[) in time we obtain
fJe% o(v!)
9 b 9
alt’ 7 _ Aa;’q + gé(zaa, + (UI)P,q) [a;q + qu , (349)
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with zero 1n1t1al data and Dirichlet boundary conditions aj, ,(t,0) = aj, ,(t,1) = 0. Similarly, if we

differentiate in space

6

8t

(vt
=AB,,+ gtlz('z;,q + (”1)1741) [ g T (ax)pﬂ] ) (3.50)

with initial data z{, = 0 and Neumann boundary conditions ’6” 1(¢,0) = aﬁ” 1(t,1) =0 . Applying

Lemma to equations (3.49) and (3.50) controls the inﬁmty norms of oy, , and By, 4 by the infinity

1 1
norms of 8(v82p,q and a(va;p’q respectively, uniformly over €. By using the bounds from Lemma [3.15

and choosing p = |t — s|, ¢ = |x — y|, we can then obtain uniform control the v/4-Hélder norm in
time and the «/2-Ho6lder norm in space. Letting e | 0 then allows us to conclude. ]

Corollary 3.17. For every v € (0,1), the derivative of the boundary is locally ~v/4-Hélder contin-
uous on [0, 7T), where T is the blow-up time.

Proof. Fix v € (0,1). Recall that p'(t) = h(v'(t,-),v%(t,-)), where v'(t,z) = ul(t,p(t) — -) and
v2(t,x) = u?(t, p(t) + ). For M > 0, define

Ty = inf {t >0 [|(v),0?)]|oos > M} . (3.51)
Note that 7py T 7 as M — oo. Let t,s € [0, 7a7]. We have, by the Lipschitz property of h, that
§/(5) = /()] < K ([0 () = 0 (5, ) oo + 102(1) = v2(5,) o)
= K (JJohs (1) = vk (s, oo + 0308 ) = 0345, e ) -

The result then follows by Theorem [3.16 O

(3.52)

4 The Moving Boundary Problem on Semi-Infinite Intervals in
the Relative Frame

We now consider the analogous obstacle problem, where the two sides of the equation satisfy
SPDEs on the infinite halflines (—oo, p(t)] and [p(t), c0) respectively. That is
o' 1 1 1 i 1
ﬁ =Au + fl(p<t) —Tu (t7$)) + Ul(p(t) —TUu (ta .%'))W +1n

on [0,00) x (—o0,p(t)], and

ou?

s = Au? + fo(z — (t),uQ(t,x))+02(a:—p(t),u2(t,x))W+n2,

(t),00). We once again have Dirichlet conditions at the mid, p(t), so that u'(¢, p(t)) =
0, with the point p(t) evolving according to the equation

P (1) = h(u' (t,p(t) = ), u?(t, p(t) + ).

Here, W is a space-time white noise and h is a function of the two profiles of the equation on either

side of the shared boundary. As before, n' and n? are reflection measures for the functions ! and

u? respectively, keeping the profiles positive and satisfying the conditions

on [0,00) x[p
u2(t7p( ) =
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t,r) |z € oop(t))}

t,z) |z € (p(t),00)},

(i) supp(n

(ii) sup ) C

) {
) {
i)
)

(
(t,
I fR (t,x) nt(dt,dz) =0,
(iv) [5° Jpu?(t, @) n*(dt,dz) =0

4.1 Formulation of the Problem

111

We will be working in the spaces %, and %/, defined in Section 2.2, throughout this section.
This presents issues when handling both the non-Lipschitz term arising due to the moving boundary
and the stochastic term. Truncating the boundary term requires more care, as we are now trying
to control the %,/ -norm of the process. We are also unable to suitably control the supremum of the
stochastic terms using our previous arguments, as they are not well suited to unbounded domains.
For this reason, we introduce extra decay for the growth of the volatility relative to the growth
of the drift term. Fixing » € R we take, for ¢ = 1,2, f; and o; to be measurable mappings from
[0,00) x Rt = R and h: 6, X 6, — R to be a measurable function such that, for some C,d > 0

(I) For every = € [0,00), u,v € R,
|[fi(a,u) = fi(z,v)| < Clu—v].
(II) For every z € [0,00), u € R,
[fi(e, u)| < C(e™ + Jul).
(III) For every x € [0,00), u,v € R,

i (2, u) — 04(x,v)| < Ce ™ |u —vl.

(IV) For every z € [0,00), u € R,

loi(z,u)| < Re_‘sx(em + |ul).

(V) h is bounded on bounded sets in %;.
(VI) For every uq,usg,v1,v2 € 6,

|h(u1,v1) — h(ug, v2)| < K([[ur — uz2llg, + [lv1 — vallg,)-

Since our notion of solution here is motivated by the same ideas as in the compact case, we move
straight to the definitions for solutions to non-linear SPDEs and moving boundary problems on R.

Definition 4.1. Let (2, %, %, P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respects the filtration %;. Suppose that ¥ is a continuous F-adapted
process taking values in 6,.. Let h : 6. X ¢, — 6, and F : 6. — 6, be Lipschitz functions. For the
Fy-stopping time T, we say that the pair (v,n) is a local €,-valued solution to the reflected SPDE

v AF (v)
E_A v+ h(v,0) o

with Dirichlet boundary condition v(t,0) = 0 and initial data vy € €7 with vo(0) = 0, until time

T, if

(z,0) + o(z, v)W +7

23



(i) For every x > 0 and every t > 0, v(x,t) is #:- measurable.
(ii) v > 0 almost surely.
(i) U‘[O,t}x[o,oo) € €G! for every t < T almost surely.

(iv) v(t,x) = 0o for every t > 7 almost surely.

(v) 1 is a measure on [0,00) x [0,00) such that

(a) For every measurable map 1 : [0,00) x [0,00) — R,

/OOO /Ooozb(x,s) n(de, ds) (4.1)

18 F-measurable.
(b) [5° [o v(t,z) n(dz,dt) = 0.

(vi) There exists a localising sequence of stopping times T, T T almost surely, such that for every
o € Cr2([0,00) x [0,00)) with ¢(s,0) = 0, and for every t >0,

[e.9]

[e'e] tATh [e%¢]
/ V(A T, x)p(t A Ty, ) de :/ v(0,2)p(0,z)dr + / / v(s, 33)8—90(5, x)dxds
0 0 0 0

ot
tATh [o%e) 2(/)
+/ v(s,r) == (s, z)dxds
0 0 x

/000 o(z,v(s,z))p(s, )W (dz, ds)

+ /0 o /O ~ (s, 2) n(ds, dz).
(4.2)

almost surely.

Similarly to as in Section 3, we say that a local %,-valued solution is mazimal if it cannot be
extended to a %,-valued solution on a larger stochastic interval, and we say that a local solution is
global if we can take 7, = oo in (4.2]).

Definition 4.2. Let (2, F,.%;,P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respects the filtration #;. We say that the quintuple (u*,n', u? 1%, p)
s a local solution to the moving boundary problem on R with exponential growth r and initial data
(ug, ug, po), where (uy o (0,) 1 ugo (02)7) € 61 X6, up to the Fy-stopping time T if
(i) (', 7") = (u' o (63)71,n' o (6,)7") is a G,-valued solution to the non-linear SPDE
ov! ov' L
= Av! — p'(t)% + fi(z, o) + oy (z, W + 7 (4.3)

with Dirichlet boundary condition v'(t,0) = 0 and initial data v = uj o (0,,)~" € €7, until
time T.
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(i) (v*,7%) = (u? o (62)71,n* 0 (02)71) is a G -valued solution to the non-linear SPDE

v’ 2 g OV 2 2T/ — o 2
O _ AP+ 0O 1 ol %) + oalr, W 47 (4.4)
ot Ox

with Dirichlet boundary condition v*(t,0) = 0 and initial data v§ = uf o (02)~" € EG,F, until

time T.

(iii) p(0) = po and p'(t) = h(v'(t,-),v*(t,)).

We refer to (v', 7%, v2,72) as the solution to the moving boundary problem in the relative frame.

4.2 Existence and Uniqueness

As in the proof of Theorem we will use a Picard iteration in order to prove existence and
uniqueness for a truncated version of this problem. There is some extra complexity introduced
when trying to do this in the case of an infinite spatial domain. In particular, we should be more
careful in how we truncate the problem.

Theorem 4.3. Let (Q, %, %, P) be a complete filtered probability space. Let W be a space time
white noise on this space which respects the filtration ;. There exists a unique mazximal solution
(ul,nt,u?,m%,p) to the moving boundary problem on R, with the blow-up time given by

T := sup [1nf{t>0 ‘ |t

¢ + 1v’lg > M}]
M>0

with 7 > 0 almost surely.
The following notation will be used throughout the rest of the paper.
Definition 4.4. We define G(t,z,y) to be the Dirichlet heat kernel on [0,00), that is

— )2 " 2
G(t,z,y) = \/iﬁ exp (—W) — exp (—W) . (4.5)

Forr € R, we also define the notation
Gyt z,y) = e "G, z,y). (4.6)
Before proving Theorem we present here some results which will be essential to the proof.

Lemma 4.5. Let r € R. Suppose that u € L'([0,T];.%,.). Then we have that, for t € [0,T),
sup sup |e

// G(T — s,z,y)u(s,y)dyds
T7€[0,t] >0

_m// G(1 — s,z,y)u(s,y)dyds| = .

0o Jo 0o Jo

<["([” ettmmar) lul.za (4.8)
0 0

t
SCnT/ |ulls, 2, ds.
0

<Cpr / lullsz, ds. (4.7)
Proof.

(t - 5,7, y)e—fyu(87 y)dyds
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We would like an analogous result which would allow us to control the noise term appearing in
the mild formulation. The following lemmas will enable us to obtain such an estimate.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that r € R. Let u € LP(Q; L*°([0,T]; %)) with p > 10. Define
t o0
= e_m/ / G(t — s,x, z)u(s, z) W(dz, ds). (4.9)
0 Jo
Then w is continuous almost surely and for z,y € [0,00) and 0 < s <7 <t < T we have that
! 1/4 172\P~4
E [u(r.2) — w(s, )] < CprsB | [ Null g ds| (1= s/ 41 =92)" " (@a0)
0

Proof. We have that

E [Jw(r, ) (s Ol

p
<C,E [ —q,x,2)e Fu(q, z)W(dz,dq) ]
- p (4.11)
+CI)E T—q,ﬂf,Z) - GT(T_Q7 Y, Z)] € rzu<qu)w(dz7dq)
p
+ CpE T—4,9,2) — Gr(s — ¢, 9, 2)] e u(q, 2) W(dz,dg)| | .

We bound the first term only, and note that the other terms follow similarly by the estimates from
Proposition Burkholder’s inequality gives
p]

—q,7,2)%e > *u(q, z)’dzdg

(/ Go(r — gy, 2)2d )|u||2,grdq

T —q,x,2)e *u(q, z)W(dz,dq)

< cpE

p/2]

p/2
< C,E

Hoélder’s inequality then gives

( [ - q,x,z>2dz) Jull? 4, dg
0

p/p-2) \ P2/
<G ([ [ Gtr—gmaras] T a E[/ ol ,4a].

Applying the first bound from Proposition then gives that this is at most

Crpirlr — 5|9/ X E [ / uunz’,frdq] .
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By making similar arguments, using the other bounds from Proposition [A7T] we obtain that

! P 1/4 172\P~4
el g (= e 2)

Continuity of w then follows by Corollary A.3 in [2]. O

E [[w(r,2) — w(s,y)I"] < CrprE

The following result is a reformulation of Lemma 3.4 in [10].

Lemma 4.7. Let p, K,0 > 0. Suppose that w : [0,T] x [0,00) — R is a random field such that for
every s,t € [0,T], every n and every x,y € [n,n + 1],

E [Ju(t, z) — w(s, )] < K(t — 5| + |z — yl)>* (4.13)
Then for every § > 0, there exists a constant C depending only on p, €, T and §, and a non-negative

random variable Y such that
[wllgr < C(lw(0,0)] +Y), (4.14)

almost surely, where E[YP] < CK.

Proposition 4.8. Let r € R. Suppose that v € LP(Q2; L°([0,T); %r—¢)). Then we have that, for

t€[0,T] and p > 12,
/ ull} & . s] . (4.15)

w(t, z) = e~ / / Glt — 5,2, 2)u(s, 2)W(dy, ds). (4.16)

Then Proposition gives that for 7,s € [0,¢] and z,y € [0, 1],

p—4
/meﬁw ]QT—wﬂ+u—mm) SNCRTS

It then follows by Lemma [£.7] that, for p > 12,

E |lwlfy, | <“%ﬂe[/HML%d ]- (4.18)

So we have the result. O

< Cp,rTe

// G(r — s,2,y)u (sy)W(dy,ds)

T€[0,t] =0

E [ sup sup |e

Proof. Define

E[|w(7,x) (S y)’ ] < CpTre

We are now in position to prove Theorem with a Picard iteration. Since the ideas for the
remaining arguments are similar to those in the proof of Theorem we give an outline of the
strategy only.

Proof of Theorem[[.3. Our strategy is as follows:

1. We note that, by the definition, it is sufficient to prove existence and uniqueness for maximal
solutions to the coupled SPDEs
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(a) (v',n1) = (uto (8))~L,nto (03)~1), a €,-valued solution to the non-linear SPDE

p
1 .
O A = )P0+ A @y (419)

with Dirichlet boundary condition v'(0) = 0 and initial data vj = ugo (6} )" € €.
(b) (v, 7;2) = (u? o (62)71,n? 0 (02)71), a €,-valued solution to the non-linear SPDE
ov? 0 .
T = A+ h(v (¢, ), 02 (¢, - ))ai + fol@,02) + o9z, v2) W™ +1 (4.20)
with Dirichlet boundary condition v?(0) = 0 and initial data v = uf o (©2)"" € €.
2. We once again consider a truncated version of the problem. That is, we find (vi,,ni,,v3,,m3,)
such that

(a) (vi;,mis) solves the reflected SPDE
ovl,
ot

with Dirichlet boundary condition v'(0) = 0 and initial data vj = ugo (0} )" € €.

(b) (v3,,m3,) solves the reflected SPDE
ov? 0
o Aviy + hagr (Vg 012\4)%
with Dirichlet boundary condition v*(0) = 0 and initial data v = uf o (©2)"" € €.

0 .
= Avpy = g (Va5 Va) 3 (Farr (Vi) + fr(@, voag) + o, on) W+ may - (4.21)

(Faryr (03))) + fal@, viy) + oa(@, 0} )W~ +0*  (4.22)

As in Proposition hary is defined by applying h to suitably truncated inputs, with the
truncation function here being Fj,. Formalising this, we define hys, : €, x €. — R by

h‘M,T(vh UQ) = h(FM,r(Ul>7 FM,T’(”Q)), (423)
with Fay, @ €, — €, is given by
Farp(u)(z) := €™ min(e™" " u(z), M).

3. Use a Picard argument to prove global existence and uniqueness for the solution to the
truncated problem on the finite time interval [0,7]. The first approximations are given by
U11\4,n(t7$) = v}(z) and an(t z) = v3(z) for all time. For n > 1, we let anH solve the
SPDE

ow? o .
o = Awl g~ bt (0 V) 5 (Ve AM) + ol vign) o1 (e, vl W (4.24)

with Dirichlet boundary condition w]lV[’nH(t, 0) = 0 and initial data anH(O,w) = v} ().
Writing this in mild form gives the expression

an+1t33 /Gtxy)vo(y)dy
/ / — 5., 9t (W15, 02 (5 ) Fare (00 (5: ) () dyds
+ /0 /0 Gt — s,2,9) fuly,vhpn(s,y))dards

+ /0 /0°° G(t — 5,2,9)01(y, vign(s,y))W(dy, ds). -
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1 R | 1 1 :
We then set vy, = Wysp01 + 2741, Where 2y, .y solves the obstacle problem with

obstacle —an +1- We similarly define w?wm 41 and ”?\4,71 4+1- Our Lipschitz conditions on h,
f and o, together with the estimates from Lemma Proposition and Proposition
allow us to argue as in the proof of Propsition to obtain that, for ¢ € [0,T],

‘)
1

t
< Catprirs /0 E[lohrmer = Ohrallls + 103rmir — vrall,] ds. (4.26)

1

E [Hw]lw,n—i-l - wM,n i

2
%t + W1 — Wrn

Theorem [2.6| gives that, for ¢ € [0,7] and i = 1,2,

”véw,n—l—l - U?\/[,n”(b”,f < CT,THwéw,n—l-l - wé%,n “to”,’? (427)

Plugging this into (4.26]) then gives that, for t € [0, T,

p
(g;‘f

t
1 1
< Cwmprirs / E [||UM,n+1 — Vn
0

1 1 2 2
E |:HUM,n+1 —VUpmn %?15 + HUM,n+1 —VUpmn

Do 103 rer = 0hrall,] ds. (4.28)

Arguing as in Proposition we see that (v]l\/[,n, ’UJZ\/[,n)nzl is Cauchy in LP(Q;€1)? for large
enough p, and the limit solves the truncated problem given by equations (4.21]) and (4.22]).

4. As in Proposition [3.12] uniqueness for the truncated problem can be shown by applying the
same estimates as in the proof of existence and concluding with a Gronwall argument.

5. We note the consistency of the truncated problems different truncation values M and use this
to define a solution to the problem until the .|| norm blows up.

6. We observe that uniqueness of the truncated problems implies uniqueness for the original
moving boundary problem.

7. To deduce that 7 > 0 almost surely, consider wfw, the solution to the SPDE

owl 0 .
82\4 = Aw%ﬂ - hMﬂ“(v}W,n’ U?M,n)%(vb,n N M) + fl(x7 v]lw,n) +o1 (.CU, Ujl\/l,n)W' (429)
By Propositions A.1 and A.3, we have that w, € C([0,T];%,) almost surely. It follows that,

for M large enough, ppr > 0, where

par = int{t > 0 | [whyllge + l[wdsllee > M2}, (4.30)

Since ||v}[lgr < 2[Jw; |4, we have that, for large enough M, T3s > 0, where

v = inf{t >0 | Hv}/[

It follows that 7 > 0.

O]

Proposition 4.9. Suppose that h is bounded. Then the solution to the moving boundary problem
on R is global.
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Proof. We argue as in Proposition [3.13], replacing bounds on H with the corresponding bounds on
G,(t,z,y) and G, s(t, z,y). O

Remark 4.10. We note that our uniqueness result here extends the existing theory for uniqueness
for reflected SPDEs on infinite spatial domains. Until now, uniqueness had only been shown for
equations

2—1: = Au+ f(z,u) +o(z,u)W +n (4.32)

in the case when o is constant. This was proved in [10], where the spatial domain was R (this makes
no difference to the arguments here). Choosing h = 0 in our equations i.e. a static boundary, we
obtain uniqueness for solutions to these equations in the spaces 6, provided that the dependence
of the wvolatility on the solution itself decays exponentially, as in conditions (ii) and (iv) in the
formulation of the problem.

4.3 Holder Continuity
Theorem 4.11. Fori=1,2, let uf be such that vfy := uf o (0} )~ € €, with

|67mv6($) — efryvé(yﬂ < C,lz - y|’7/2

for every vy € (0,1) and every x,y € [0,00). Then, for every M > 0 and every v € (0,1) the solution
(vi;,v3,) to the M-truncated problem with initial data (v§,v3), described by equations and
, is locally ~y/4-Hélder in time and ~v/2-Hélder in space. In particular, if (u',n',u?,n%,p) is
the solution to our moving boundary problem with initial data (u(l), u%,pg), then (u',u?) enjoys the
same Hélder regularity locally until the blow-up time, T.

The proof of this is similar in spirit to that of Theorem [3.16] There are, however, some intricate
differences which arise due to the infinite spatial domain. We first introduce here a modified version
of Lemma [3.14] which is suitable for this context.

Proposition 4.12. Let r > 0. Let V € C’;’%[O,T] X [0,00)) and ¢, F' € C([0,T] x [0,00)) with
¥ <0 bounded and |F(t,z)| < Kef*® for some K, R > 0. Suppose that

av 1 "

— ==V v F 4.33

5 =3V TYVHY (4.33)
with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions at zero, and zero initial data. Then there exists a

constant C, such that
|V

er < Crrl|F

- (4.34)

Proof. We will prove the result for the Neumann boundary condition- the argument for the Dirichlet
condition is essentially the same. Let (Bf):>o be a Brownian motion on [0, 00) with reflection at
0, started at x. Then by arguing as in Lemma 3.6 in [3], we have that

Vi(z) = E /0 exp < /0 ’ wtr(Bf)dr> Vro(BY)Fyy(BT)ds (4.35)

Therefore

e "Vi(x) =E

[ew ([ ormpiar) wts<B§>FtS<B§>e—r3:<er3::—m>d5] )
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Hence

[ t s .
e Vi(@)| | Fllgr x E —%;wp<[;¢t43ﬁw)¢%sﬁﬁxéi—”w{

t s i
<IFllr < E —:Aemp([;¢FT@ﬁxv)¢FAB®ds<mm<dﬁsT%)

s€[0,t]

< Fllgr xE | [ 1 exp ( /0 t wt_T(Bf:")dr> ( sup (ersgrx)> (4.37)

s€[0,t]

<Pller x B | sup (%) | < [ Fllgr < E | sup (%)
" _SE[O,t] " s€[0,T]

=||F|lyr x e "™ xE | sup €5 |.
" s€[0,T

We note that the law of B* is simply the law of [W?¥|, where W is a standard Brownian motion
(no reflection) started from z. Therefore

e "E

sup €55 | = e ™E
s€[0,T]

rWZ —rWZ
sup (e s 1. +e sy e > . 4.38
2 (" 2 (w20} ] 3

By the symmetry of Brownian motion, this is at most

2eE | sup "5 | =2E | sup erWs < 27712 x E sup erWe—sr?/2| (4.39)
s€[0,T s€[0,T s€[0,7]
Since e"Wi'—tr*/2 ig a square integrable martingale, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and Doob’s L? in-

equality to get

1

2 1
9K | sup VS5 2| <9 | sup 2WI | < 4R [eQTW%_TTQ} P =gt (4.40)
s€[0,17] s€[0,T
Therefore, we have that
e R | sup " BY| < 4T (4.41)
s€[0,7T

Plugging this into (4.37)), we obtain that

IVlgr < 4™ || F

@ (4.42)
So we have the result. O

Proof of Theorem[{.11]. The argument broadly follows the steps in the proof of Theorem [3.16] and
consequently those in [2]. Fix some T > 0. Let (vi,,v2%,) solve the M-truncated problem. Define

31



w}/j so that
m(t ) / G(t,z,y)vg(y)dy

/ / = 5,0, ) hat (ke (5, ), 031(5, ) Farp (vhe (5, ) () dyds
(4.43)

+/0 /0 G(t —s,2,y) f1(y, vi;(s,y))dazds
t proo
+/0/0 G(t — s,x,y)o1(y, vi (s, 1)) W(dy, ds).

Let £ = 2y 4 12, so that v = £/2 — 6. By applying the inequalities from Propositions and
together with Burkholder’s inequality, we see that

£_
2

E [le*why(t.2) — kg (s.0)[E] < Ot — 52 + la — i) (4.44)

Applying Corollary A.3 from [2], we find random variables 1), such that sup E[(¢,)P] < oo, and
meN

for t,s € [0,T], z,y € [m,m + 1]
e why (t, ) — e Ywis(s, )| < ([t — s[2 + [z —y|"). (4.45)
Let u > 0. We note that, for z,y € [m,m + 1] and s,t € [0, 7],

e (Tl (4 1) — e YL (s )] <em™He Tl (1) — eVl (s, y)|

+ e why (8, @) |[e TV — e H, (4.46)
By considering the derivative of e™#* we see that
e — e < plz — yle” ™. (4.47)
Therefore
|6_(r+“)mw]1w(t,x) — ety Li(s,y)| <e ™Hle " wh, (t, x) — e Ywl (s, y) (4.48)

+ pla = yle™™ e M wyy (¢, @)

Define the random variable

Z = pl|wig -

Then we know that for p > 1, E [ZP] < oo. Setting Y,,, := ¥, +Z we have that R := sup E[Y}}] < cc.
m>0

Therefore, for any t,s € [0,7] and z,y > 0 we have that
o0
ezl (t2) — e (s, ) < [ N Ve ™ | x (jt— s + |z —y[?).  (4.49)

Define
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Then

EXP|=E || > Yie ™ <E | > ype 2 o [N el
m=0 m=0 m=0 (450)
oo
=Crpu Z E[Yng]eimp“ﬂ = Crpu,R < 00.
m=0
Now let z¢ solve the PDE 9
8Zt = A2+ g (2° + wy) (4.51)

on [0, 00) with Dirichlet boundary condition at zero, and zero initial data, where we define

ge(z) == % arctan([z A 0]%).

Then by Proposition z¢ + w}w increases to v%/f, the solution of the reflected SPDE on [0, c0).
Let (e_(r“'“)xw%ﬂa’ﬁ be a smoothing of e_(”“)xw]l\/[ as in Proposition with respect to the
Holder coefficients /2 and /4. Define 26%# to be the solution of the PDE

aZ€7a)/8
ot

with Dirichlet boundary condition at zero and and zero initial data. By Proposition [B.2] we obtain
that

= Az5P 4 g (2008 4 e(rtmz (o= (rtmzy, 1 o) (4.52)

1oz, < Crrllwhler, | (4.53)

and
e [Cas W
rp

T 00- (4.54)

Differentiating |i with respect to ¢, we see that ¢&*f = 8Zg:ﬁ solves

aqe7a’5
ot

8(67(T+M)$w}w)a75
ot

= AgBygl (5B et (o= (rtmzy L youBy [qwﬁ + elrtme . (4.55)

The boundary condition is Dirichlet, since z does not change at 0, which means the time derivative
is zero there. The initial data is z{] = 0, since z is identically zero. Note that g/ is negative, so we
can use Proposition [£.12] to deduce that

. a(e—(r—l-,u)ztwl )a,,@
la“*?llgz,, < Cripr TR (4.56)
00, T
Differentiating 1} with respect to x, we obtain, that y©®# := 82;’:’5 satisfies
&8
yax :Ay€7a’ﬁ _|,_ gé(zeaazﬁ _|_ e(r"’_“)z(e_(r—‘r/"‘)zwb)ayﬂ) [yeza’ﬁ
(4.57)

a(e—(r-i-u)ww]lw)a,ﬁ
ox

+€(T+M)x + (7« + M)e(r+ﬂ)$(e_(T+N)$w]1\4)0475] .
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with initial data z, = 0 and Neumann boundary condition at zero. Proposition then gives

6 e—(T‘-i—/L)l‘wl o, _
Iyl < Crour ( Bz i + (e i) o | (4.58)
oo, T
Another application of Proposition [B.2] gives
g
o = 2P lgr < fleCHTwl, — (IR oo . (4.59)

We clearly have that
’e—(r-l—lt)asze(t’ z) — 6—(r+u)y26(5’ Y)| §2||6—(r+u)mze _ e—(r-&-u)mze,aﬁHOO’T
+ e rtmeeoB(y gy — e (rFmT B (g ) (4.60)

+ |emrtmepeeB (s gy — e TmYeeB (5 ).

By the estimates deduced above, we can bound this by

20l why — (IR0 ) g+ [t — s 0250 /o]

T
%H-#

Flz -yl Ha(e—@*#)mzwﬂ) /8xH o (461)
This is at most

8(67(T+H)Iw}w)ang
ot

2l|e= Uy — (e ) oo + Cropprlt — s

o00,T'
+ |z =yl ‘ e + I+ )zl
(e~ (rtmzyl Yo
§2H6*(r+u)xw]1\/[ _ (ef(rJru)xw]l\/[)OA,ﬁHOO + C?”-i-u,T’t _ 8’ (e o wM)
oo, T
8(6_(T+“)$w}w)aaﬁ 1
+ Crpprlr -y H 97 +llwirllgr, |
00, T
Making the choices a = |t — s| and b = |z — y|, this is at most
Co i (X[t = s 4+ X[z =y + |2 — yllwhsllgr, ). (4.62)

Since X and |jw}, T, are in LP, they are finite almost surely. Letting € | 0 and noting the
r+p
inequality (4.49) gives that, for every z,y > 0 and every s,t € [0, T

=00k (1) = e (5,9)] < O (XTE = 572+ X[z =yl + 2 = ylllwhy ., )
(4.63)
almost surely. Since we know that ||v]1\4||<513r < 0o almost surely, it follows that v}, is locally ~/4
r+p

Hélder in time and «/2 Holder in space almost surely. O
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Corollary 4.13. Suppose that there exists pn > 0 such that for every ui,us,v1,ve € Gy,
h(uy, v1) = h(ug, v2)] < K([Jur —uallg., + v — v2lle,)- (4.64)

Then, for every v € (0,1), the derivative of the boundary is locally v /4-Holder continuous on [0, 1),
where

7= inf {t >0 | lullg, + 42]4, = oo} : (4.65)

Proof. Fix v € (0,1). Recall that p'(t) = h(v'(t,-),v*(t,-)), where v'(t,z) = ul(t,p(t) — ) and
v2(t,x) = u?(t, p(t) +-). For M > 0, define

rar = inf {620 | llulllg, + u?lle, > M} (4.66)
Note that 7py T 7 as M — oo. Let t,s € [0,7a7]. We have, by the Lipschitz property of h, that
P —p/(9) < K (Jlo'(t,) = v'(s, ) Goin) (4.67)

By equation (4.63)) in the proof of Theorem there exists an almost surely finite random variable
Cy such that this is at most KCp|t — s|7/4, which gives the result. O

Criu + ||U2(t7 ) - U2(57 )

Remark 4.14. Choosing h = 0, we see that in particular the solutions to the reflected SPDEs

%: = Au+ f(z,u) + o(z,u)W + 17 (4.68)

on [0,00) X [0,00) (or [0,00) X R by the same arguments) are locally up to 1/4-Hélder continuous
in time and 1/2-Hélder continuous in space.

Acknowledgements. The research of J. Kalsi was supported by EPSRC (EP/L015811/1).

A Heat Kernel Estimates

We present here some of the simple estimates for the heat kernels on [0, 1] and [0, c0) which
were used throughout, and details of their proofs.

A.1 Heat Kernel on [0, c0)
Recall that the Dirichlet heat kernels on [0, c0) is given by

I — u)2 " 2
G(t,x,y) = \/i? exp (—M) — exp (—W) , (A.1)

and that G,(t,z,y) := e TG, x, y). We define the functions

Fi(t,z,y) = ! exp <—($_y)2> ,

VAt 4t

and

_ ! (z +y)°
Fy(t,xz,y) = \/mexp (—th) .

In this section, the proofs focus on the £} component of G. The arguments for the F5 components
are similar.



Proposition A.1. Fixr € R, T > 0. Then, for p > 4, we have that
1. For every t,s € [0,T],

p—2

t oo p/(p—2) 2
sup / [/ Gy(t — u,x, z)Zdz] du < Cpprlt — s|PH/A,
>0 s 0

2. For everyt,s € [0,T],

p—2

[T , 1P/(P=2) 2
() [/ Gt = 2,2) = Grls w3, 2)] dz} du) < Cprrlt— sV,
z2>0 0 0
3. For every x,y € [0,00)
p—2
T 5 1P/ P=2) Ea
sup / [/ |Gr(s —u,x,2) — Gp(s —u,y,2)| dz] du < Cpprlz — y| P92,
s€[0,7 0 0
Proof of 1. Note that
e "EAE (tx, 2) = € TRy (t o 4 2rt, 2) = €7 VR (@, 2 — 2rt). (A.2)
Therefore,
e 2 17 tr ,  P/P—2)
/ [/ ‘e—r(w—z)Fl (t —u,x, 2)‘ dZ] du < Cp,r,T/ / ’Fl (u,z, z)’ dz] du
s LJo L

T ( 2 p/(p—2)
1 T—z
=C,, — ——]d d
P ’T/S R 4TU P ( 4du ) - “

t
__p
< Cme/ u 22 du.
S

(A.3)
If p > 4, we have that —2(p7:2) > —1, and so this is equal to
Cprr|t — 3’2&;—42) (A.4)
The result follows. O]
Proof of 2. We again make use of equation . This gives that
e @R (4 x,2) — e TR B (s, z)‘ <™ |F1(t,x, 2z — 2rt) — Fi(s,z,z — 2rt)]
+ Fi(s,z,z — 2rt)]er2t - eT25| (A.5)

< |F1(t,z, 2 — 2rt) — Fi(s,xz,z — 2rt)]
+ eT’"QFl(s,a:, z —2rt)|t — s|.
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Therefore,

(/ |:/ 6—7"(55_3)|F1(t — u7x,z) — Fl(s — u,x,z)|2dz )
0 0
< Cprr (/ U Fi(t—uz,2) — Fi(s —u, z)\de )
0 0
p 2

s o p/(p—2)
+ Cprrlt — sl (/ {/ |Fi(s —u,x,z — 2rt)|2dz] du) (A.6)
0 0

p—2

s 0 p/(p—2) 2
< Cp,r,T / |:/ |F1(t—u,m,z) —Fl(S—U,l‘,Z)2d2:| du
o LJo
s -2\ T
+ Cprrlt — s|P / [/ F1(s—u,x,z)|2dz] du
o /R

The integral in the second term is integrable if p > 4. Therefore, the second term is equal to
Cpr 1|t — 5P for p > 4. For the first term, we have that it is equal to

2 p/(p—2)
5 o 1 2 1 2
c. / / @22 /a5 Hs—w) _ L —/aw)| g, du
Pt o |Jo [V({E—3s)+(s—u) Vs —u
2 p/(p—2)
5 & 1 2 1 2
_c, / / S S o YT N S S ey (S du.
P Jo 1o |VE=s) +u NG
(A.7)
By making the substitution v = uq_*—s‘, we see that this integral is at most
9 qp/(p—2)
it — 8’/ 1 efz2/4((tfs)(1+v)) S 2T 1 R dv. (A.S)
Vit =) 1 +v) (t—s)v
The substitution zZ = \/tz—*s
vt 0O 1 1 o p/(p—2)
I i =2 ~2
‘t — S| 2(p—2) A [ . 1 - ve_z /4(1+U) — ﬁe_z /4U dé] dv. (Ag)
The integral in (A.9)) converges provided that p > 4, giving the result. O
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Proof of 3. By (A.2)), we have that

s e p/(p—2)
/ [/ le @R (s —u,x, 2) — e TWTA F (s — u, v, z)|2dz] du
o LJo
s poo p/(p—2)
< Cp,r,T/ / |Fi(s —u,x,z — 2rt) — Fi(s —u,y,z — 2rt)|2dz] du
0 LJO
sT p/(p—2)
S Cp,T,T/ / ]Fl(s—u,a:,z) _Fl(s_uvyvz)‘QdZ:l du
0 LJ/R

p/(p—2) (A.10)

2
B [ (z—y)—(z—y)* (z—y)?
= p,r,T/O /RU exp (— 1 ) — exp (—4u> dz du

2 p/(p—2)
00 1 _ _ 2 2
< C’pTT/ / — |exp —M — exp —h— dh du.
" Jo R U 4y 4y

Making the change of variables w = ﬁ and v = ﬁ, we see that this is equal to

p—4 [° 1
Cprrle —y[r=2 / {/ -
0 RV

The integral here converges provided that p > 4, and only depends on p. We therefore have the
result. O

67(1+w)2/4v - efw2/4v 2 dw

p/(p—2)
] dv. (A.11)

Proposition A.2. Let r € R. Then fort € [0,T],
oG C
(t,x,y)’ dy) < =L (A.12)

> —r(e—y)
su e

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the result for F; and F» separately. Calculating gives that

_ _ 2

oy 8t3/2 4t
) (A.13)
(z —y) (z —y+2rt) 2
< N I =T
< 5P exp m exp (r T) .
Therefore
ey |OF ® (z—y) (z —y + 2rt)?
r(z—y) | 251 < w=y IS eV
/0 e By (t @, y)‘ dy _CT,T/O 5 OXP ( i dy
® (z —y+2rt) (x —y + 2rt)?
<Cpr /0 e~ Ay (ALY)

2
Yy Yy Crr
<Crp | Loexp | =L ) ay=L,
- ’T/Rt?’/2exp< 4t> ! Vit
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The proof for the F5 part of the heat kernel is similar. By noting that

OF: —2rt)?
e_T(x_y)a—yQ(t, x,y) = Zt—;—/zy exp (W) exp <’I“2t - 27":6) (A.15)
and arguing as before, we obtain the result. O

Proposition A.3. Let 6 € R. Then for everyt,s € [0,T] and every z,y € [0,00), and every p > 4,
we have that

. p/(p—2) 1@=2)/p

[fo <fo ’ —0@=2)9G (. g 7)) — Oy~ Z)GG(T Y, 2 )’d) dr}
—2 (r—2)/p

. [fos <f000 ‘e_é(x_Z)%%(t -z, z) = 6_5(x_z)%€(5 -1, z)‘ dz)p/(p ) dr]

< Cprslt — 3|(P—4)/41D7

S Cp’T,(S"T—y’(p_Al)/zp,

—5$ z 8G(t

—rx,2)|dz dr < Cprslt — s|(P=4)/4p,

)p/cp—m } ®°=2)/p

5 |1 (0

Proof of 1. First note that

OF (x — z+ 20r) (x — 2+ 267)?
S(x—2) Y41 _\&r o et T e avr) 2
e . (r,x,z) = exp ( ym exp ((5 r)

J (x — 2+ 267)? 2
— rﬁ exp <_4r> exp <6 7“) .

We bound the terms corresponding to these two components separately. Let ¢ = p/(p — 2). Then,
by applying Hélder’s inequality, we have that

(A.16)

q

s | (x — 2+ 26r) (v — 2+ 26r)? (y — 2z + 207) (y — 2z + 207)?
/0 /0 8r3/2 P 4r a g3z P\ T 4r I

q

s (x—y+h) (x —y+ h)? h h?
< M I _ _ _
< /0 /]R 532 exp i 372 exp ™ dz | dr

q

> (r—y+h) (z —y+h)? h h?
< AN A - _ _r ‘
< /0 /]R 532 exp ™ 5372 exp e dz | dr

We split the time integral into two parts- the integral on [0, |z —y|] and the integral on (|z —y|, o).
For the first of these domains, we have

(A.17)

q

=yl (x—y+h) (z —y+ h)? h h?
EZyTh) _ _ v . Al
/0 /R g3 OXP ™ 53 P |~ dz | dr (A.18)
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Letting h = |z — y|u, we obtain

lz—y| u 200 — )2 u W2z — )2 I
/ (/ |z — Sr 3/2)eXp <_( +1)47(« ! >_ 372 P <_(4ry)) dZ) dr

Cylz — y|/ =" / '”'< ! >qd
< Cplx — - — ) dr
S o \Vil@—y)?
lz—yl
—c, /0 P 0D gy = €[ — |-/ Cp1)

(A.19)
To bound on (|z — y|,00), we note that
9 2
di(ace_”'g/r) = 2L ot < Ce /7, (A.20)
x r

Therefore, outside the region u € [—1, 0], we have that

8r3/2 4r 8r3/2 4r

(A.21)

In the region u € [—1,0], we have that

(u+1) (u+1)*(z —y)? u u?(z — y)? 1
YD exp | — ™ T exp | — i < C’m. (A.22)

It follows that

+1) (u+1)%(z —y)* u u?(z —y)?
/x ) /]az— 8 3/2 exp | — g ~ 5 exp —— dz | dr

0o 12 g
<C M 14 [ e w*@w)?*/irg, dr
' oyl | T2 R

o0
< Cyla — yl /| (el g
r—yY

= Cplz — y*(jz — y|"C1D/2 4 |z — y|(1729)

(A.23)

Since |z — y| < 1, this is at most Cplz — y| < Cplz — y|P~D/P~4) We have therefore deduced
inequality (1) for the first component on the right hand side of expression (A.16]). For the second
component of (A.16)), we have that that

/000 \}; exp (—W) exp (52r) — \}F exp (—W) exp (52r) dz

< /R \}; exp (—W) exp ((52r> — \}Fexp (—Z) exp ((52r> dh.
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2 )2 2 _ 22
(’U,—l— 1) exp (_ (U+ 1) (.ZL' y) > o u exp <_u (I‘ y) ) < 36’/2 max{e u (a:—y)2/47‘7e—(u+1)2(:c—y)2/47‘}



a4
dx
We therefore have that, for h ¢ [—|z — y|, 0],

_ 2 2
exp (_MW) — exp <_Z> < £|I‘ _ y‘ max{eth/ST’ e*(:r*y+h)2/8r}. (A26)
T T

(e—a:2/4r) <

—?/8r (A.25)

<.
\/;

For h € [—|z — y,0], we use the simple bound

exp (—W) — exp (—Zi) <2 (A.27)

Putting this together, we obtain that

/]R \}; exp (—W) exp (527‘) — \};exp <—Zi) exp (527“) dh

|z =y / L _h24 [z —y|
<2 Clx — - "dr =C .
- \/; + |$ y| RTe " \/’F

(A.28)

It follows that
p/(p—2)

! (z — 2+ 207)? 9 1 (y — 2+ 20r)? 9
/0 /0 7 exp <_47’) exp <(5 7") — W exp B Fe— exp <(5 7") dz dr

< Crgple =y,
(A.29)

Inequality (1) for the second component of (A.16) is then a simple consequence of this. The
manipulations required to prove inequalities (2) and (3) are similar, and we therefore omit these
lengthy calculations. O
A.2 Heat Kernel on [0, 1]

Recall that

1 - (r —y+2n)? (x4 y+2n)?
H(t,z,y) := exp| —————— | —exp| ——7F—"7-—"—| | . A.30
(t, z,y) o nZEOO p ( i p i (A.30)
We make the observation here that this expression can be written as
1 (z+y—2)?
H(t,z,y) =G(t,z,y) — exp| —————— | + L(¢t,z,y), A31
(t,z,y) = G(t,2,y) T P ( m (t, z,y) (A.31)

where L is a smooth function of ¢, x, y which vanishes at ¢t = 0. Consequently, we are able to prove
the estimates for H in this section in analogous ways to how we proved the corresponding results
for G. We therefore omit the proofs here.
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Proposition A.4. Fix T > 0. Then, for p > 4, we have that

1. For every t,s € [0,T],

t 1 p/(p—2) 232
s | [ [ a—rwzpal @] <Gl s,
z€]0,1] s 0
2. For everyt,s € (0,7,

s 1 p/(p—z) 2
sup / / (H(t—r,,2) —H(S—T‘,.%‘,Z))Q ds dz < Cplt — s|P=H/4,
zef0,] \Jo [Jo

3. For every x,y € [0, 1],

s 1 p/(p—2) 2
/ [ / (H<s—r,x,z>—H(s—r,y,z>>2dz] | < Cyla— |2,
0 0

Proposition A.5. Fort € [0,T],

*10H Cs.r
S —(t,x,y)| dy | < —=. A.32
250 </0 ‘5‘,@( xy)‘ y) Vit (A32)

Proposition A.6. Fort,s € [0,T], z,y € [0,1] and p > 4, we have that

- ) (p—2)/p
Ly <f01 Yt —raz)—Y(s—rm, z)‘ dz)p/(p ) d?“] < Clt — s P/,

[ s p/(p-2) 1 @=2/p
2. fO (fOl %(S—ﬁ%z)—%%(S_T,y,z)’dz) dr:|

S C‘x — y‘(p74)/2p’

dr

3. fst (fol %—[z{(t —rx, z)’ dz)p/(p_Q)

(o-2)/p
] < CJt — 5|/,

B Proof of Theorem 2.6

In this section, we will prove a series of Propositions which together constitute a proof of
Theorem 2.6

Proposition B.1. Let r > 0 and v € C([0,T];%,) such that v(t,0) = 0. For e > 0, let 2° be the
solution to the PDE B
z

€ 1 €
i Az + - arctan(((2€ +v) A 0)?). (B.1)

Then z¢ increases as € | 0.
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Proof. Let 0 < €3 < 1. Fix some 6 > 0 and set y(¢, ) := e (21 (¢, z) — 2 (¢, z)). We have that
y satisfies

ay ay ) 6—59[: . ) 6—590 . 5
— =Ay+26—=+5y+ arctan(((z* +v) A0)*) — arctan(((22 +v) A0)*). (B.2)
ot ox €1 €2
We know that
[Yllre_s = 12 = 221,00 < 00

Testing our equation for y with the positive part of y, we obtain that

T
Iz =- [
0

We note that testing against the last two terms gives a negative contribution, since when y > 0,
we have that z,, > z., and so ((2* +v) A 0)2 < ((22 + v) A 0)2, from which it follows that

oui | T o)) o [
¢ dt + 5/ / T(s, x)dzxds + 4 / ;" |7 2dt + Negative Part.
12 0o Jo T 0

ox

(B.3)

67690 6761

arctan(((z +v) A 0)?) —
€1 €2

arctan(((22 +v) A 0)? < 0.

Putting this together, we see that

T
mﬁésﬁAHWﬁm. (B.4)

Gronwall’s inequality then gives that y;C =0 i.e. that z¢, < ze,. O

The following bound will allow us to control solutions of our obstacle problems by the obstacles
themselves.

Proposition B.2. Let r € R and vy,v2 € C([0,T); ;) such that v1(t,0) = va(t,0) = 0. Fiz e > 0.
Fori=1,2, let z be the solution to the PDE

%Zti = Az + larctan(((zi6 +v;) A0)?) (B.5)
€

with boundary condition z;(t,0) = 0 and zero initial data. Then there exists a constant C,r such
that

121 = 23llgr < Crrllur — v2llgr (B.6)
Proof. Let w be given by ,
w(t,z) = el (t), (B.7)
where we define ¢(t) := |lv1 — va[l4:. Then we have that
ow 2,do
= A re+r ti. B.
5 w+e g (B.8)
d¢

We note here that ¢ is positive and increasing, and that we interpret 3; in a weak sense in the
equation above. From the definition of w we see that w > vy — v;. Let ¢ > max(0, —r) and define

i(t,z) = e O (5(t ) — 25(¢, ) — w(t, x)).
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Then Z solves the equation

~ ~ —(0+r)z
oz =AZ+2(0 + T)% +(5+7)22 4+ SR arctan(((z{ +v1) A 0)?)
ot oz € (B 9)
- @ arctan(((z§ 4 v;) A 0)%) — e*‘s“”%% |
€ e dt’
with zero initial data and boundary condition Z(t,0) = —e™ t¢(t). Note that when Z > 0, we have
2§ — 25 > v9 — vy, and so
e~ (0+r)z ) e—(6+r)z 9
—— arctan(((2] + v1) A 0)°) — ——— arctan(((z5 + v2) A 0)°) < 0.
€ €

Note also that the last term on the right hand side of is negative. Therefore, testing the
equation with Z* we obtain that for ¢ € [0, T]

t 0o Az t 00
/ %(s,x)?r(s,:r)dxds S// AZ(s,z)zT (s, x)dxds
0o Jo Ot 0 Jo
t (') 62 .
+2(6+7) —(s,2)z7 (s, x)dxds (B.10)
o Jo ox
+ (5+r)2/ 3(s,x)z 1 (s, x)dads.
0

By integrating by parts and noting that Z is zero at time ¢t = 0 and vanishes at x = 0 and z = oo,
we obtain that

t
S5 < @02 [ 15 s (B.11)
It follows by an application of Gronwall’s inequality that z;" = 0. Therefore, we have that
2i(t, z) — 25(t, ) < w(t, x).
Interchanging 27 and 25, we also have that
z5(t,x) — zi(t,x) < w(t, x).

It follows that )
12§ — 25llgr < lwllgr = " " o(T).

We therefore obtain that
|21 = 25llgr < Crrllvr — valgr- (B.12)

We are now in position to argue existence for the obstacle problem on [0, co).

Proposition B.3. Let 7 € R and v € €, with v(0,-) < 0. Then there exists (z,m) solving the
heat equation with obstacle v and exponential growth r.
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Proof. Proposition gives that the solutions z¢ to the equations (B.5)) are increasing as € | 0.
For z > 0 and t € [0, T, let

z(t,z) == lim 2°(¢, x). (B.13)
el0
By Proposition we have that
12°llgr < Crrllvllgr (B.14)

Letting € | 0, it follows that

sup sup le”"z(t,x)| < Crr|lv

T (B.15)
te[0,T] z€[0,1] "

We also have that z is continuous. The argument for this is as follows. Let w,, € C2°([0,7] % (0, c0))
such that

sup sup |wp(t, ) — e~ THTy(t, z)| — 0. (B.16)
t€[0,7] >0

Let v, (¢, z) := ey, (¢, x), so we have that
||v—vn\|<ng+6 — 0. (B.17)

As we did in order to construct z, we define the functions z;, to be the solutions to the equations

€
0z,

ot

= Az, + larctan(((zfl —wn) A0)?). (B.18)
€

We can then argue as in the proof of Theorem differentiating the equation in space and time
respectively, and applying Proposition to see that

0z¢ ovy,
’ 8; SCT-HS,T O )
s Cs
and
€
o0z, <0 Oovy,
ot |l.r = "0t || r
(gr-ﬁ-& (gr-f—é

Note that we use the condition that v(0,-) < 0 for this step, in order to ensure that the initial
data for %{E‘ is zero. Therefore, %ij and %ifl are uniformly bounded over € on compact subsets of
[0,7] % [0,00). We can now argue that z is continuous. We have that, for M > 0 and (¢, z), (s,y) €

[0,T] x [0, M]

’Z(ta x) - Z(Say)’ = lelﬁ)l ’26(t7$) - 26(87y)’

< liminf ||z (t, ) — 25(s,y)| +2 sup sup |2°(t, @) — 2}, (¢, @)
€l0 te[0,T] z€[0,M]

We know that

< Mo —uy g,

+6 — 'r+5_>0

sup  sup |25t @) — 25 (t, 2)| < eTOM||2E — 28 ||y,
te[0,T] z€[0,M]
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as n — 00, using the bound from Proposition [B.2] We also have that

0z¢ 0z¢
26t ) — 2 (s, )| < el HOM ||| o } o I ()
X (gT t %pT
r+0 40
ovy, ovy,
<C — — t— — —0
S OmMprys,T ‘890 o ‘875 (| s|+ |z yl)

as (s,y) — (t,z). It follows that
’Z(t,l’) - Z(Svy)| —0

as (s,y) — (t,z), and so z is continuous. Therefore, z € 7. We now want to verify that z solves
the obstacle problem. Clearly, z(¢,0) = 0 and z(0,2) = 0 for all . Let ¢ € C2°(]0,T] x [0,00))
with ¢(t,0) = 0 for every t. Testing the equation for z¢ with ¢, we see that

/0 2(T,x)p Txdx—// a(pta:dwdt+// (tw)dxdt

(B.19)
€ —v(t,x 2)dzds.
+/0 /0 go(t,x)garctan(((z (t,x) (t,x)) A 0)%)dzd

Define 1
ne(dt,dz) := = arctan(((z€ — v) A 0)?)dxdt.
€

Letting € — 0, we see that 7. — 7 in distribution on [0, 7] x (0, 00), to some positive distribution 7.
It follows from it’s positivity that 1 is a measure, and we have that for every ¢ € C°([0,T] % [0, 0))
with ¢(t,0) = 0 for every ¢,

/OOO AT, ”5)9"(T793)d$—/0T /OOOZ(t,x)E;f(t,m)dde/oT /OOO 2(t, x)gif(t, z)dzdt
+/OT /Ooo o(t, z)n(dt, dz).

It is left to check that z — v > 0 and that the integral of z — v against the measure 7 is zero (i.e.
the reflection measure is supported on the set where z hits the obstacle, v). Multiplying (B.19)) by
€, we obtain that

(B.20)

T poo
/0 /0 ©(s,x) arctan(e ™" ((2€ — v) A 0)%)dxds = o(e). (B.21)

Letting € — 0, we see that

T poo
/0 /0 ¢(s,x)arctan(e”"*((z — v) A 0)*)dads = 0. (B.22)

It follows that we must have z — v > 0. Finally, we want to have that

/oT /ooo(z(t’f”) —v(t,2)) n(dx,dt) =
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Since z¢ is increasing as e decreases, we see that supp(n) C supp(n.) for every € > 0. Also, we
have that 2¢ — v < 0 on the support of 7., and so on the support of 1. Therefore, for ¢ €
C([0,T] x (0,00)) with ¢ > 0, we have that

T o)
C o< /O /O ot ) (25 (1, ) — v(t, 2)) n(dt, dz) < 0 (B.23)

almost surely. By applying the DCT, noting that 7 assigns finite mass to compact sets in (0, c0)
almost surely, we obtain that

T roo
/0 /0 o(t,z)(2(t, x) — v(t, x)) n(dt,dz) <O0.

Since z — v > 0, this integral must be zero. So we have the result, and (z,7) is a solution to the
obstacle problem. O

We now turn to the problem of uniqueness. The following lemma is an adaptation of the result
from Section 2.3 in [9].

Lemma B.4. Let (z1,11) and (22,12) be two solutions to the obstacle problem with obstacle v € €.

Set Y(t,x) == z1(t,x) — 2z2(t,x). Then, for ¢ € C([0,00)) with ¢p(0) =0, and t € [0,T], we have

that
2 x¢2xdx t sm2¢2” dxds.
/Ow(t,)() <_/0/0¢(7)()(?J)d

Proof. Fix some t < T and ¢ € C2°((0,00)). The result would follow if we could test the equation
for ¢ with the function (¢, 2)¢?(z). Since this isn’t possible, as ¢ isn’t regular enough, we must
test with a smooth approximation of this function and take a limit. Let € be a non-negative function
supported on [—1, 1] which is symmetric, smooth, positive definite and so that

/_11 e(z)de = 1.

We then obtain approximations of the identity, given by €,(x) := ne(nz). We now define the
function of two variables, €, , to be

€nm(t,x) == €n(t)em(x). (B.24)
Define the function d,, ,, to be given by

dnm = (V@) * €n,m )@, (B.25)

where * here denotes the convolution on R?. That is, we define

dpm(t, ) (/ / Y(s,y)0(y)en(t — s)em(x —y)dyds> ()
(/ ttjin / V(s y)o(y)en(t — s)em(x — y)dyds) (x).

(B.26)
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The function d, ,, is now a smooth approximation of (¢, z)¢(z)?, so we can test the equation for

1 against this function. Doing so gives
51:) swdmds+// wsaz

/ A (t, ) (t, ) dx—//
+ /0 /0 dpm (s, ) m(dx,dt) — /0 /0 dp.m (8, ) m2(dx,dt).

(s x)dzds

(B.27)
We take the limit for each term separately. The first term is
o0
/ dpm (t, 2)Y(t, x) de. (B.28)
0
As n,m — oo, we can apply the DCT to see that this converges to
o oo
/ dpm(t, 2)(t, ) do — / VA (t, 2)¢? (z)d. (B.29)
0 0

For the second term, we have that

/t/ooad
0 Jo

)(s,m)w(s,x) dxds

/ / :/1:1 (57 < / / b(r,y)d em(x—y)¢(x)¢(s,x)dxdy) drds. (B.30)

Po(r,s) o= /0 h /0 " b )0 em(@ — 1)d()b(s 2)dady.

Then, since I' is symmetric in 7, s and that ¢'(r) = —€¢(—r), we see that by symmetry, (B.30) is

/t / (s — r)Lp(r, s)drds. (B.31)

Let A, = {(r,s) | s € [t — l/n,t], r € [t,s + 1/n]}. We can choose € so that it’s derivative is

approximately equal to 1 on the interval [—1, 0], and therefore the derivative of ¢, is approximately

n? on [~1/n,0]. We also have that T',,(r, s) is equal to

Define

equal to

/ - V2 (t, 2)¢*(x)dz + Ry
0

on A,, where R, ,, — 0 as n,m — oo. It follows from these calculations, and the fact that

preb(A) = n?/2 that (B.31)) converges to
1 o
5 [ vt (.32)
0

as n, m — o0o. The limit of the combination of the reflection terms is at most zero, since

WEIEOO [/ / o (t, ) (m(dt, dz) — n2(dt, dz)) ] / P(t, x) (nl(dt dz) — n2(dt, dx)) .
(B.33)
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Since z; + v is zero on the support of n;, this is equal to
t 00 t o]
—/ / (22(3,af)—i—v(s,a;))(ﬁ(x)Qm(ds,dx)—/ / (z1(s,z)+v(s,x))p(x)*na(ds,dz) < 0. (B.34)
0 Jo 0o Jo
Finally, we deal with the second derivative term,

[ [ vt Pyt b5

Letting n — 0o, we have that this converges to

t proo 82dm
/0 /0 w(s,x)w(s,x)dxds (B.36)

(/ V(t,y)o(y)em(z — )dy>¢>(~’6)~

In order to bound , we first suppose that ¢ is smooth. Integrating by parts and making use
of the positive definiteness of €, we obtain that (using angle bracket notation to indicate integration
over [0, 00))

where

2
<aa$2dm(t, ), (e, ')> = <8x2(((¢(t D)) * €m)d()), (2, ')>

(500, I00) * em) o 6(0), (1, > (B.37)

We bound this last expression. Positive definiteness of € ensures that the first term is negative. We
split the last term into two, using that

20_ 5 (%)%

or 0r  Ox %w _@d}’

Simple manipulations then give that (B.37)) is at most

2
<<¢<t,->¢<->>*em,gﬁ<->w<t,->>+<<w< VoD e G (B38)
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So we have shown that, if 1 were smooth, then

2
<aaffg” (t.). 0t ->> < <<w<t, 100) * e, 2SI ->> # (006520 am SRR ).
(B.39)
By taking a sequence of smooth functions which approximate ¢ in the infinity norm on the support
of ¢, we obtain (making use of the compact support of ¢ in order to pass to the limit for the
integrals) that this formula holds for our original choice of v, 1) = 21 — 2z5. Taking the lim sup of
both sides gives that

2 2
limsup <aaim (t), ~>> < <w<t, 160), 5 5Lt ~>> + (W FE0. Ge0u )

2( 42
< (¥t ). 050 = 5 <¢2<t,->, e )>.

By the reverse Fatou Lemma, we then obtain that

limsup/ / (s a T m (s 2)dads < / / V2(5,2)(62)" (x)da (B.41)

m—r0o0

Altogether, we have shown that

/¢2txq52( ydo < = /¢t:1:¢2 )z 4+ = // V2 (s, 2) ()" (z)dx (B.42)

A simple rearrangement of this gives the result for ¢ < T. The result for t = T then follows by a
simple application of the MCT. O

We want for this inequality to hold when we test with functions which are non-zero at zero.
This will produce an extra boundary term on the right hand side, but this will be negative, so the
previous inequality will still hold.

Corollary B.5. Let (z1,m1) and (z2,12) be two solutions to the obstacle problem with obstacle
veEGT. Set (t,x) = z1(t,x) — 2o(t, ). Then, for ¢ € C°([0,00)), we have that

[ wtns@i < [ [T 66w

Proof. We take an approximating sequence for ¢, using ¢, € C2°((0,00)). Doing so carefully, we
are able to see that (¢?)” gives an extra negative contribution in the limit, of

— lim - / ¢2 (s,€)
e—0 €
In particular, the inequality still holds when testing with such ¢. O

Proposition B.6. Let r > 0. The parabolic obstacle problem with exponential growth r has a
unique solution.
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Proof. The ideas for this proof borrow from those in Theorem 5.3 of [10]. Once again, ¥ = 21 — 29
where (z1,11) and (z2,72) are two solutions to the obstacle problem with exponential growth 7.
Let 6 > 0. We want to apply the prevous lemma to the function e~ (rt0)r et ¢n be a sequence of
functions in C2°([0, 00)) such that ¢, — ¢ in H?2((0,00)), where ¢(x) = e~%%. We then have that

|7 (¢ - i) s

< sup swp [(tae 7] x [ (67(a) - )i

t€[0,7] z>0
(B.43)
This converges to zero as n — co. Note that for a C? function ¢, we have that
((€770)2)" () = €72 (4r%62(y) — 8ro(y)¢' (u) + 260" (W) (y) + 22 (1))?) (B.44)
Since
sup sup [¢2(t,x)e_2m < o0 (B.45)

te[0,T7] x>0

almost surely and ¢, — ¢ in H?2((0,00)), we have that

T 00
[ [ e (4262 ) = 8ron(u)eno) + 260(0)0nlo) + 206, (5)?) dscy
T poo
o [T e (126 ) - 8ro0)6 () + 26" (0)0l) + 20/ 0)?) dsdy. (B.40)
0 0

Hence, the inequality from Lemma 2 still holds with ¢(x) = e~("t9%  Applying the result with this
function, we obtain that, for t € [0, 7],

00 t o}
/ P2t x)e A2y < Cmg/ / 2 (s, x)e 20T qpds, (B.47)
0 0 Jo

By Gronwall, we see that fooo P2 (t, x)e 20197 4z = 0 for all t € [0,7]. Therefore, 1) = 0, so we
have uniqueness for our problem. O

Proof of Theorem [2.6. By Proposition and Proposition we have existence and uniqueness
of a solution. Suppose now that vy, v2 € €7 and 21, 23 are solutions to the associated obstacle
problems. Then, as in the proof of Proposition and applying the estimate from Proposition
we have for € > 0 functions z{ and z§ such that for ¢ = 1,2

zi(t,x) = lim 2§ (¢, x) (B.48)
el0
and
|21 — 25ll¢r < Crrllvr — valgr- (B.49)
Letting € | 0, we obtain that
|21 = z2llgr < Crpllvr — vallgr- (B.50)
This concludes the proof. O
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