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Abstract

We consider a system of d non-linear stochastic fractional heat equations in spatial
dimension 1 driven by multiplicative d-dimensional space-time white noise. We estab-
lish a sharp Gaussian-type upper bound on the two-point probability density function
of (u(s,y),u(t,z)). From this result, we deduce optimal lower bounds on hitting proba-
bilities of the process {u(t,x) : (t,x) € [0,00[xR} in the non-Gaussian case, in terms of
Newtonian capacity, which is as sharp as that in the Gaussian case. This also improves
the result in Dalang, Khoshnevisan and Nualart [Probab. Theory Related Fields 144
(2009) 371-424] for systems of classical stochastic heat equations. We also establish
upper bounds on hitting probabilities of the solution in terms of Hausdorff measure.
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1 Introduction

We consider a system of non-linear stochastic fractional heat equations with vanishing initial
conditions on the whole space R, that is,

Ou;

S (t2) = oDt ) + Y o ult, 2)) W (2, 2) + bi(ult, ), (1.1)

Jj=1

for 1 <i<d,t€(0,T],z € R, where u := (uy, ..., uq), with initial conditions u(0, z) = 0 for
all z € R. Here, W := (W ..., W%) is a vector of d independent space-time white noises
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on [0,T] x R defined on a probability space (,.%,P). The functions b;, o;; : R — R are
globally Lipschitz continuous for all 1 <i4,j < d. We set b = (b;), 0 = (0;;). The fractional
differential operator D* (1 < a < 2) is given by

Dp(z) = F H=|N"F{p(2); A} 2},

where .# denotes the Fourier transform. The operator D® coincides with the fractional
power «/2 of the Laplacian. When o = 2, it is Laplacian itself. For 1 < o < 2, it can also
be represented by

Doo(z) = Ca/R p(r+y) —plr) - W/(x)dy

|y|l+a

with certain positive constant ¢, depending only on «; see [16], [I7], [20] and [6]. We refer
to [19] for additional equivalent definitions of D®.

Eq. (1) is formal: a rigorous formulation, following Walsh [32], is as follows. For ¢ > 0,
let F = o{W(s,z),s € [0,t],2 € R} VN, where N is the o-field generated by P-null sets.
A mild solution of (L)) is a jointly measurable R%-valued process u = {u(t,z),t > 0,z € R},
adapted to the filtration (.%;):0, such that for i € {1,...,d},

w;i(t, x) = /Ot/RGa(t —7r,r—v) éaij(u(r, 0) )W (dr, dv)

+ /Ot/RGa(t vz — 0)by(ulr, v))drd, (12)

where the stochastic integral is interpreted as in and G,(t,z) denotes the Green kernel
for the (fractional) heat equation. If o = 2, the Green kernel Gs(t, x) (denoted by G(t,x))
for the heat equation without boundary is given by G(t,z) = (47t)~"/? exp(—x?/(4t)). The
Green kernel for the fractional heat equation (1 < o < 2) is given via Fourier transform:

Golt ) = i/exp(—m A1),
2m Jg

We refer to [2], [6, 17, B4] for the properties of the Green kernel. In fact, to make sense of
the stochastic integral in (L.Z)), the function (r,v) — 1nGa(t — 7,2 — v) must belongs to
L3([0,T] x R). This explains the requirement 1 < o < 2; see also [6], [17].

The problems of existence, uniqueness and Holder continuity of the solution to non-linear
stochastic fractional heat equations have been studied by many authors; see, e.g., [II, 4 6] [17]
and the references therein. Adapting these results to the case d > 1, one can show that there
exists a unique process u = {u(t,z),t > 0,z € R} that is a mild solution of ([L.1]), such that
forany T'>0and p > 1,

sup  Efju(t,z)|’] < oo, i€{l,...,d}. (1.3)

(t,z)€[0,T]xR

Moreover, the following estimate holds for the moments of increments of the solution (see
[T, Theorem 3.1]): for all s,t € [0,7],z,y € R and p > 1,

Ellju(t, ) = u(s, y)[I] < Crp(Aal(t, 2); (5,9)))", (1.4)
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where A, is the fractional parabolic metric defined by
Aa((t2); (5,9)) = |t — 5| + |z — 9", for t, 5 €[0,7] and z, y € R.

We will also establish an analogous estimate on the Holder continuity of the Malliavin
derivative of the solution; see Proposition B2l We denote by K,, = [0,m] x [-=m, m]| and

By =1— 12% with p > % By Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem (see [2I, Theorem

1.4.1, p.31] and [7, Proposition 4.2|), the solution u has a continuous modification which we
continue to denote by u that satisfies, for all integers m and 0 < 8 < 3,

p

E sup ||U(t,l’) B (S>y)|| < 0. (15)

oo e km [Dal(t, )5 (s,9))]°

(&, @) # (s, 9)

Let I C]0,7] and J C R be two fixed compact intervals with positive length. We
choose m sufficiently large so that I x J C K,,,. We are interested in the hitting probability
P{u(I x J)N A # (0}, where u(I x J) denotes the range of I x J under the random map
(t,x) — u(t, z). For systems of stochastic heat equations on the spatial interval [0, 1], in the
case where the noise is additive, i.e., o = Id, b = 0, Dalang, Khoshnevisan and Nualart [10]
have established upper and lower bounds on hitting probabilities for the Gaussian solution.
They show that there exists ¢ > 0 depending on M, I, J with M > 0, such that, for all Borel
sets A C [-M, M]¢,

¢ 1Cap,_g(A) < P{lu(I x J)NA % 0} < ¢ #_o(A), (1.6)

where Capy denotes the capacity with respect to the Newtonian -kernel and J#3 denotes
the [-dimensional Hausdorff measure (see (LIIl), (LI2) for definitions). If the noise is
multiplicative, i.e., o and b are not constants (but are sufficiently regular), then using tech-
niques of Malliavin calculus, Dalang, Khoshnevisan and Nualart [11] have obtained upper
and lower bounds on hitting probabilities for the non-Gaussian solution. Indeed, they prove
that there exists ¢ > 0 depending on M, I, J,n with M > 0,7 > 0, such that, for all Borel
sets A C [—-M, M4,

¢ 'Capys, o(A) < P{u(l x J) N A # 0} < e Hiy o(A), (1.7)

Furthermore, these results have been extended to higher spatial dimensions driven by spa-
tially homogeneous noise in [12]. This type of question has also been studied for systems
of stochastic wave equations in [I3], and in higher spatial dimensions [14] and [I5], and for
systems of stochastic Poisson equations [31].

The objective of this paper is to remove the 7 in the dimension of capacity in (IL7) so
that the lower bound on hitting probabilities is consistent with the Gaussian case in (L0,
and to generalize these results to systems of stochastic fractional heat equations.

Consider the following three hypotheses on the coefficients of the system (L.TI):

P1 The functions o;; and b; are bounded and infinitely differentiable with bounded partial
derivatives of all orders, for 1 <i,j < d.



P1’ The functions o;; and b; are infinitely differentiable with bounded partial derivatives
of all positive orders, and the o;; are bounded, for 1 <14,j < d.

P2 The matrix o is uniformly elliptic, that is, ||o(x)||* = p* > 0 for some p > 0, for all
r e RYJIg) = 1.

Notice that hypothesis P1’ is weaker than hypothesis P1, since in P1’, the functions b;,
1 =1,...,d are not assumed to be bounded.

Adapting the results from [4] to the case d > 1, the R%valued random vector u(t,z) =
(ur(t,z),...,uq(t,z)) admits a smooth probability density function, denoted by p;,(-) for
all (t,z) € [0,T] x R: see our Proposition For (s,y) # (t,x), let psy.(-,-) denote the
joint density function of the R?*?-valued random vector

(u(s,y),u(t,x)) = (ur(s,v), ..., ua(s,y),us(t, x), ..., uq(t,x))
(the existence of ps .. (-, ) is a consequence of our Theorem 2.1] (B.4)) and Proposition [L.§]).

Theorem 1.1. Assume P1 and P2. Fiz T > 0 and let I C]0,T] and J C R be two fized
non-trivial compact intervals.

(a) The density p; () is a C™ function of z and is uniformly bounded over z € R? and
(t,x) e I x J.

(b) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all s,t € I, z,y € J with (s,y) # (t,x) and 2,z € RY,

Powta(21, 22) < e(An((t,2); (5,1))) " exp <_C(Aa|(|(ztl ;)Z?Q y)))2) . (1.8)

Remark 1.2. (a) Theorem [[.T[a) remains valid under a slightly weaker version of P1, in

which the b;, 0;; need not be bounded (but their derivatives of all positive orders are
bounded).

(b) With hypothesis P1 replaced by the slightly weaker version P1’ in Theorem [[T] the
estimate (L) in statement (b) is replaced by: There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all
s,t € I,w,y € J with (s,y) # (t,7), 21,20 € RYand p > 1,

L [Bullt): )
21 — 2P | |

Psyia(21522) < c(Dal(t,2); (5, 9)))

The right-hand side of (L9)) is larger than the r.h.s. of (L8)) (after adjusting the constant).
In fact, the boundedness of the functions b;, ¢ = 1, ..., d in hypothesis P1 is only used when
we derive the exponential factor on the right-hand side of (L&) by applying Girsanov’s
theorem. However, under the hypothesis P1’, when b; is not bounded, Girsanov’s theorem
is no longer applicable. We establish (L9) in Section and, following [12) I5], show in
Section that this estimate is also sufficient for our purposes.

We prove the smoothness and uniform boundedness of the one-point density (Theorem
[Tl(a)) in Section Bl We present the Gaussian-type upper bound on the two-point density
(Theorem [[I[(b)) in Section .3

We will also need the strict positivity of p; ().
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Theorem 1.3. Assume P1’ and P2. For all (t,x) € ]0,T] x R and z € R%, the density
Peo(2) is strictly positive.

Remark 1.4. The results of Theorems [L.T] and Remark (as well as Theorems [T
below) include the case o = 2, that is, they apply to the solutions of the stochastic heat
equations with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions; see Remark .14l

The proof of strict positivity of the one-point density (Theorem [[3)) is parallel to that in
[27]. We refer to [28] for details. We mention that Chen, Hu and Nualart [8] have recently
studied the strict positivity of the density on the support of the law for the non-linear
stochastic fractional heat equation without drift term and with measure-valued initial data
and unbounded diffusion coefficient.

Our main contribution is to obtain the Gaussian-type upper bound in Theorem [L.TI(b),
which is an improvement over [I1, Theorem 1.1(c)|. There, for the stochastic heat equation,
the optimal Gaussian-type upper bound was shown to hold when ¢t = s, while an extra term
71 appeared in the exponent when ¢ # s; see [11, Theorem 1.1|. We manage to remove this 7
in the Gaussian-type upper bound on the joint density in [IT, Theorem 1.1(c)]|, so that this
becomes the best possible upper bound, as in the Gaussian case. This requires a detailed
analysis of the small eigenvalues of the Malliavin matrix vz of Z := (u(s,y), u(t,x) —u(s,y));
see Proposition [4.I0. We prove Proposition 4101 by giving a better estimate on the Malliavin
derivative of the solution; see Lemma [A.3] which, for a certain range of parameters, is
an improvement of Morien [23, Lemma 4.2]; see also Lemma [A.2] This estimate is used
in Lemma 4] to obtain a bound on the integral terms in the Malliavin derivative of u
(compare with [11, Lemma 6.11]), then in Proposition to bound negative moments of
the smallest eigenvalue of the Malliavin matrix (compare with [I1, Proposition 6.9]), and
finally in Proposition and Theorem to bound negative moments of the Malliavin
matrix (compare with [I1], Proposition 6.6] and [I1, Theorem 6.3]). This improves the result
of [II, Theorem 1.1(c)|, and the method extends to systems of stochastic fractional heat
equations (L)) for 1 < o < 2 with a unified proof.

Coming back to potential theory, let us introduce some notation, following [18]. For all
Borel sets F' C RY, we define Z2(F) to be the set of all probability measures with compact
support contained in F. For all integers k > 1 and u € P(RF), we let I5(1) denote the
B-dimensional energy of u, that is,

Is(n) = [ Kslllz = yl)p(dw)u(dy),

where ||z]| denotes the Euclidian norm of x € R,

r=FP it g>0,
Kg(r) :== ¢ log,(1/r) if p=0, (1.10)
1 it g <0,
where log, () :=log(x V e).
For all 3 € R, integers k > 1, and Borel sets F' C R”, Capg(F') denotes the S-dimensional
capacity of F', that is,

Capg(F) = Lei;fm Iﬁ(,u)]_ : (1.11)
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where 1/00 := 0. Note that if § < 0, then Capg(-) = 1.
Given (8 > 0, the S-dimensional Hausdorff measure of F'is defined by

5(F) = lim inf {i@ri)ﬁ P C GB(mi,ri),supm < e} . (1.12)

—0t ;
¢ i—1 i=1 21

When § < 0, we define J#3(F) to be infinite.

Using Theorems [L.1] [L.3] Remark together with results from Dalang, Khoshnevisan
and Nualart [I0], we shall prove the following results for the hitting probabilities of the
solution.

Theorem 1.5. Assume P1’ and P2. Fiz T > 0,M > 0 andn > 0. Let I C|0,T] and
J C R be two fized non-trivial compact intervals.

(a) There exists ¢c; > 0 depending on I, J and M, and co > 0 depending on I, J and n such
that for all compact sets A C [—M, M),

C1 Capd_z(sjln (A) < P{u([ X J) NA 7é @} < ¢ %—%—U(A)'

(b) For allt €]0,T], there exists ¢y > 0 depending on J and M, and c¢; > 0 depending on
J and n such that for all compact sets A C [—M, M|,

a1 Capd_%(A) SP{u({t} x J)NA#0D} < My 2 o (A).

(c) For all x € R, there exists ¢y > 0 depending on I and M, and cy > 0 depending on I
and 1 such that for all compact sets A C [—M, M]¢,

‘G Capd_%(A) SP{u(l x {a})NA#0} < %_Lal_n(A).

o—

The optimal lower bounds for the hitting probabilities on the left-hand sides of Theorem
are mainly the consequence of the sharp upper bound on the two-point density function
in ([L9)) (or the sharp Gaussian-type upper bound ([[L§)) under the slightly stronger condition
P1). And for o = 2, these results also extend to systems of classical stochastic heat equations
on a bounded interval with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions; see Remark [[.4l The
upper bounds on hitting probabilities on the right-hand sides of Theorem [L.5lare an extension
to 1 < a < 2 of the corresponding results of [I1], Theorem 1.2 for o = 2.

If o =1d and b = 0, by [35, Theorem 7.6], the upper bounds in Theorem can be
improved to the best result available for the Gaussian case.

Theorem 1.6. Denote by v the solution of (I1) with 0 = Id and b= 0. Fiz T > 0. Let
I Cl0,T) and J C R be two fized non-trivial compact intervals.

(a) There exists C > 0 depending on I and J such that for all compact sets A C RY,

P{u( x J) N A £ 0} < CH,_siain (A).



(b) For all t €)0,T], there exists C' > 0 depending on J such that for all compact sets
A CRY,

P{o({t} x J)NA#0} < CHy = (A).

(c) For allxz € R, there exists C > 0 depending on I such that for all compact sets A C RY,

P{o(I x {z}) N A £ 0} < CH, 20 (A).

a—1

Theorems and will be proved in Section [4 .

2 Elements of Malliavin calculus

In this section, we introduce, following Nualart [24] (see also [30]), some elements of Malli-
avin calculus. Let W = {W(h),h € 5} denote the isonormal Gaussian process (see [24]
Definition 1.1.1]) associated with space-time white noise, where .7 is the Hilbert space
L*([0,T] x R,RY). Let . denote the class of smooth random variables of the form

G=gW(hy),...,W(hy)),

where n > 1, g € €;°(R"), the set of real-valued functions g such that g and all its partial
derivatives have at most polynomial growth and h; € 5. Given G € ., its derivative is
defined to be the R%valued stochastic process DG = (D, G = (DIEBG, ey Dgi)G), (t,x) €
[0,7] x R) given by

DG =3 0g(W (o). ... W(ha))hi(t, ).

i=1

More generally, we can define the derivative D*G of order k of G by setting

pta= 3 L L W), W) ha(on) ® - © i (),

o Ox;, Ox;,
where o = (aq,..., ), a; = (t;,7;),1 < i < k and the notation ® denotes the tensor
product of functions.
For p,k > 1, the space D*? is the closure of . with respect to the seminorm || - ||z,
defined by
k
IGI, = EIGP) + Y E[I1DG e, ]
j=1
where

, d T T . y 2
DG e = 32 [ty [dwoe [ty [ any (DI DG



We set D™ = Mp>1 Ni>1 DFP.

The derivative operator D on L?*(2) has an adjoint, termed the Skorohod integral and
denoted by &, which is an unbounded and closed operator on L?(Q, 7); see |24, Section 1.3].
Its domain, denoted by Dom 4, is the set of elements u € L?(Q, ) such that there exists a
constant ¢ such that |E[(DG,u) ]| < ¢||Glloz, for any G € D'2. If u € Dom 6, then &(u) is
the element of L?(2) characterized by the following duality relation:

E[Gé(u)] = [ / /D G u(t,x) dtdx] , forall G eD'".

A first application of Malliavin calculus is the following global criterion for existence and
smoothness of densities of probability laws.

Theorem 2.1 (|24, Proposition 2.1.5] or [30, Theorem 5.2|). Let F' = (F*,...,F?%) be an
Re-valued random vector satisfying the following two conditions:

(i) F e (D®)7;
(ii) The Malliavin matriz of F defined by vp = ((DF*, DF) 3 )1<i j<a is tnvertible a.s. and
(detyp)~t € LP(Q) for allp > 1.
Then the probability law of F' has an infinitely differentiable density function.

A random vector F that satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem [Z1]is said to be non-
degenerate. For a nondegenerate random vector, the following integration by parts formula
plays a key role.

Proposition 2.2 ([25, Proposition 3.2.1] or [30, Propostion 5.4|). Let F' = (F',... F%) €
(D)% be a nondegenerate random vector, let G € D* and g € €°(R?). Fiz k > 1. For any
multi-index o = (v, ..., o) € {1,...,d}*, there is an element H,(F,G) € D* such that

E[(0ag(F)G)] = Elg(F)Hao(F, G)].

In fact, the random variables H,(F,G) are recursively given by

Ho(F,G) = Hi)(F, Hy,...op_(F.G)) and Hy(F,G)=>_8(G(vz")i;DF?).

Proposition with G = 1 and o = (1,...,d) implies the following expression for the
density of a nondegenerate random vector.

Corollary 2.3 (|25, Corollary 3.2.1]). Let F' = (F',..., F%) € (D*)? be a nondegenerate
random vector and let pp(z) denote the density of F'. Then for every subset o of the set of
indices {1,...,d},

pF(z> = (_1)d_‘0‘E[l{Fi>zi,i€cr,Fi<zi,i€cr}H(1 ..... d) (F7 1)]7
where |o| is the cardinality of o, and, in agreement with Proposition 22,

o(F,1) = (v DF)*6((vz' DF)T0(- - 0((vg ' DF)') -+ ).

-----
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The next result gives a criterion for uniform boundedness of the density of a nondegen-
erate random vector.

Proposition 2.4 (|II, Proposition 3.4|). For all p > 1 and I > 1, fix ¢1(p) > 0 and
ca(l,p) = 0. Let F € (D*) be a nondegenerate random vector such that for all p > 1,

(a) El(detyp) "] < ca(p);

(b) E[|DNF)|Pye] < call,p), i=1,....d, foralll > 1.

Then the density of F' is uniformly bounded, and the bound does not depend on F' but only
on the constants c1(p) and co(l, p).

3 Existence, smoothness and uniform boundedness of the
one-point density

In [4], the Malliavin differentiability and smoothness of the density of the solution to frac-
tional SPDEs driven by spatially correlated noise was established when d = 1. These can
also be applied to SPDEs driven by space-time white noise and the extension to d > 1 under
P1’ and P2 can easily be done by working coordinate by coordinate. In particular, for any
(t,z) € [0, T]| xR, i,k € {1,...,d}, the derivative of u,(¢, x) satisfies the system of equations

DW) (u;(t,2)) = Go(t — 1,2 — v)ou(u(r,v) + a;(k, r, v, t, ), (3.1)

U

where

d_ ot
ai(kv r,,t, .CL’) = Z/ / Ga(t o 07 T — n)Dv(“ﬁ))(Ulj(u(ev n)))WJ(dev dn)
j=1"7 R

‘+[L4GJV—Q$—WD%@KMQWDMW% (3.2)

if r <t and D) (ui(t,z)) = 0 when r > t. By iterating the calculation which leads to (B.1]),
we see that D™u,(t,x) also satisfies the system of stochastic partial differential equations
which are analogous to the equations in Proposition 4.1 of [10]; see also [26] (6.29)]. Moreover,

forany p>1,m > 1and i € {1,...,d}, the order m derivatives satisfies
swp B [|D"(us(t, 1)) < ox. (33)
(t,x)€[0,T| xR

Furthermore, for all (¢,z) € [0,T] x R,
u(t, z) € (D)% (3.4)

Our objective in this section is to prove Theorem [[T[(a) by using Proposition 24l The
next result proves property (a) in Proposition 2.4l when F' is replaced by u(t, x).



Proposition 3.1. Fiz T' > 0 and assume hypotheses P1’ and P2. Then, for any p > 1,

FE [(det ’Yu(u:c))_p}
is uniformly bounded over (t,x) in any closed non-trivial rectangle I x J C|0,T] x R.

Proof. The proof follows along the same lines as [I1, Proposition 4.2| by using |11, Propo-
sition 3.5]; see also [12, Proposition 4.1]. The main differences are the exponents appearing
in the estimate. Let (¢,x) € I x J be fixed. We write

d
detum2 inf Tum)'
Tt (aeﬂw:nﬁnzlf Tutl®
Let £ € R? with [|¢]| = 1 and fix € €]0, 1[. Using @1) and the inequality
2
(a+b)? > §a2 — 207, (3.5)
valid for all a,b € R, we see that

i = /dr/dv
/(16 /dv

/ /Rdv < (t_T’I—“)Uik(u(ﬁv))&)z,
/ /Rdv (Za,krvt:z )2,

and a;(k,r,v,t,x) is defined in (3:2). By hypothesis P2 and semi-group property of the
Green kernel [0, Lemma 4.1(iii)],

/ /G2 -, x—v)dvdr—c/ Go(2(t —1),0)dr
1—e¢) 1—e¢)

= —/ Go(r,0)dr = ' (2te)"s = e~ (3.6)

D, UZ(t x))§

2

2
=1, — 215,

D, (ui(t,x))&|| = 3

where

bl
IS QU
—

=1

2

where in the third equality we use the scaling property of the Green kernel [0, Lemma 4.1(iv)],
and the constants ¢, ¢ and ¢ are uniform over (t,x) € I x J.
Next we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to find that, for any ¢ > 1,

E| sup ||| < c(E[[In|?] + E[|12]7]),
EeR:|€]|=1
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where

d ‘ ‘ 2
Iy= Y / dr/dv (/ /Ga(t—9,:17—n)fov(aij(u(e,n)))Wj(dQ,dn)) ,
ij k=1 t(l—e) R r JR
d ‘ ‘ 2
Iy = Z / dr/ dv (/ /Ga(t — 0,z — n)Dﬁ@(bi(u(é’,n)))den) )
ik=1 t(l—e) R r JR

The term Iy is bounded in the same way as A; in [I1], (4.5)], with G there replaced by our
G,. Instead of using their Lemmas 7.6, 7.3 and 7.5, we use Lemma [AT] (ZI]) below and
Lemma [A.2l This leads to

E[|[21|‘1] < CT€2(a—1)q/a’

where the constant Cr is uniform over (¢,z) € I x J. For details, see [28, Proof of Prop.
2.3.1].

We next derive a similar bound for I55. First, we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with
respect to the measure G, (t — 0, 2 — n)dfdn to see that

Loy < i/ttl ; (t—r)d /dv/ /G — 6,2 —n) (DY) (b:(u(6,7))))” dbdn

i,k=1

d te/(l ; /dv/ /G — 6,2 —n) (DY) (b:(u(6,7))))” dbd.

i,k=1

Since the partial derivatives of b; are bounded, by Fubini’s theorem,

d q
E[|l»]1] < ¢ Z dr [ dv Go(t—0,2—n) (Dﬁﬁ))(ul(é’, 17)))2 dfdn ]
k=1 t(1—e)
d |
=c )y (te)'E do | dnG.(t —0,z — / /dv Drkv) (w(6,7))) :
k=1 t(l—e) R t(l—e)

Applying Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn,
qg—1
HIQQ‘ tE

/ d@/dnG —0,x—n)

lk 1 t(1=e)

></ d@/dnGa(t—H,x— [
t(1—e) R

Using Lemma [A2] this yields E[|lo]7] < Cp(te)d(te)?(te) @D/ = Cp(te) B,
Thus, we have proved that

dv Drk) (u, (0 77)))2

(2

|

E| sup |L|7| < Cpe@ o, (3.7)
geR%:|¢]|l=1

t(1—e)

11



where the constant Cr is clearly uniform over (¢,z) € I x J.

Finally, we apply [I1, Prop. 3.5] with Z := inf|¢ =1 (€T Yu@0)€), Yie = Yo, = SUp|¢=1 {2,
=1 0a =a =(a—1)/aand f = B = 2(a — 1)/a, to get E [(det yu.0)) "] < Cr,
where all the constants are independent of (t,z) € I x J. O

In [4], the authors established the existence and smoothness of the density of the solution
of one single stochastic fractional partial differential equation driven by spatially correlated
noise. For a system of d equations driven by space-time white noise, we have the following.

Proposition 3.2. Assume P1’ and P2. Fix T > 0 and let I and J be compact intervals as
in Theorem L. Then for any (t,z) €]0,T] x R, u(t,x) is a nondegenerate random vector

and its density function is infinitely differentiable and uniformly bounded over z € R and
(t,x) e I x J.

Proof. The conclusions follow from Proposition B1] and (B8.4]) together with Theorem 2.1
[B3) and Proposition 2.4 O

Proof of Theorem[IL1(a). This is an immediate consequence of Proposition O

4 Gaussian-type upper bound on the two-point density

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [[LT(b) and Remark [.2(b). We will follow the
general approach in [II], Section 6[; see also [12], Section 5|.

4.1 Technical lemmas and propositions

In this subsection, we present several technical lemmas and propositions which will be used
for the analysis of the Malliavin matrix.

Lemma 4.1 ([0, Proposition 4.4]). For any s,t € [0,T],s < t, and x,y € R, there exists a
constant Cr > 0 such that

T
/ / (ga(r0)2drdv < Cr(lt — 5|5 + |z — y|*Y),
0 R

where

Ga(r,v) == gffm’y(r, V) = lpenGa(t =m0 —v) = 1) Ga(s — 1y — 0).

The following identity, which follows from a simple calculation by using the semigroup
property and scaling property of Green kernel [0, Lemma 4.1(iii), (iv)|, will be used several
times later on:

a

b
//Gi(t—r,x—v)dvdr:ca((t—a)Tl—(t—b)aTl), a<b<t, (4.1)
a JR

where ¢, is a positive constant depending on .
We next give an estimate on the LP-modulus of continuity of the derivative of the incre-
ment, analogous to [11l Proposition 6.2|, which is comparable to ([L4).

12



Proposition 4.2. For any p > 2,m > 1, there exists a constant C,r such that for all
s, t €0, T],s <t,z,y €R,

E[||D™ (it 2) = wils, y)|Bpen] < Co(lt = s +]e—y[* P2, i=1,....d (42)

Proof. The proof is slightly different from that of |11, Proposition 6.2] since the estimate for
I3 in [II, Proposition 6.2| requires the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, which is not applicable
in our situation because the Lebesgue measure of R is infinite.

Assume m = 1. Using (B.1]), we see that, for any p > 2,

E 1D (ui(t, ©) = wi(s, )% < ¢ (B [[L7°] + E [|LI7?] + E[|L72] + E[|LP?]), (4.3)

where

b:j; [Far [a ([ ] satomptosue n)))Wj(de,dn>)2,
I; = zd:/OTdr/Rdv (/Ot_S/RGa(t—H,:):—n)Dﬁ@(bi(u(Q,n)))dé’dny,

By hypothesis P1” and Lemma 1]
E[|L1P?) < Cor(lt = s + |z —y|* /2. (4.4)

For the term I, we proceed as in [II], Proof of Prop. 6.2], using Lemma [A1] (8:3) and
Lemma [ ] instead of their Lemma 7.6, (4.1) and Lemma 6.1, and we obtain

E[|LP?] < Cpr(lt—s|" + e —y|* 7). (4.5)

To estimate I3, denoting Oy, = foi)) (u(0,m)), we use Holder’s inequality with respect to
the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn twice to get that

d
E [|;]P/] CpTZt—sWE[/ d@/dna —0,x—1 /dr/dv@ }

k=1

CpTzd:t—sp/2</ d@/dnG — 0,z — ))

=1

x/_dﬁ/dnGa(t—H,x—n) sup “/ dr/dv@ } ]
0 R (0,m)€[0,T]xR

13



< Cpr(t—s)P, (4.6)

where in the last inequality we use ([B3)). Using Holder’s inequality with respect to the
measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn,

J4<c];/o dr/Rdv/OsdH/RdnGa(s—H,y—n)
x (DE) (bi(u(t — 5+ 0,5 =y + 1)) — bi(u(8,7))))".

We apply the chain rule to compute D,(fi))bz( (t—s+0,x—y+n)) — D b, (u(6,7)), subtract
and add the term 27:1 giil (u(t—s+6,x—y+ n))DT(,,U w;(0,m). Then by hypothesis P1’, this
is bounded above by

cZ/dr/dv/ d@/dnG — 0,y —n)

k,l=1
< (DE) (w(t — s+ 0,2 —y+n) —w(0,n))*
/ dr/dv/ d9/d77G —0,y—n)
k,l=1
X (w(t—s+0,x—y+n)—w(dn)’ 6,
= Iy + Lyo.

Using Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn, we have

51 s
E [[1o]"] <c2(/ de/dnc e,y—m) [ a0 [ancuts—0.-n
0 R

k=1
T p/2
><E[\ul(t—s+9,x—y+n)—ul(ﬁ,n)|p (/ dr/dv@il) ]
0 R

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, this is bounded above by

d »
csP/? su [(/ dr/dv@ ) }
kzl:l 0,n) e[OpT]x]R !

X sup E[|ul(t—s+9,z—y+77)—Ul(ejn)|2p]l/2

1/2

(0.m)€[0,T]xR
< Cprs (It = |5 + | =yl (4.7)
where we use (8.3) and (L4).
Denote
d L
o(h, z,0) := sup / / D,(kv) (w(h+6,z4n) —w(d,n))) drdv) ]
MR k=1

14



By Holder’s inequality;,

d s
E [|1u "] CZ(//G — 0,y — nd@dn> /de/dnc: (s—6,y—n)

k=1
X E / / D,@kv (w(t—s+0,2—y+mn)— w0, n)))zdrdv)i}

< Cp,T/ ot —s,x —y,0)do. (4.8)
0

Denote h =t — s and z = x — y. From (£3)—(ZL8), we conclude that for all h > 0, z € R,
s€]0,T],yeRand 1 <i<d,

E{|D(ui(h + 5,2 +y) — wi(s, )] < Cor(lh] "= + 21717 + CP’T/ w(h, z,0)do.
0

Taking the supremum over y € R on the left-hand side of the above inequality, we obtain
that for all h > 0, z € R and s € [0, 77,

o(h, 2,8) < Copr(|R]“F + |2 P2 4 Cpr / o(h. 2, 6)d.

By Gronwall’s lemma (see [29, p.543]), we obtain that

sup (h, 2,5) < Cpr([B]*T + [2]° )72,
s€[0,T

which implies (4.2) with m = 1.
The case m > 1 follows along the same lines by using (B3] and the stochastic partial
differential equations satisfied by the iterated derivatives (see [I1, Proposition 4.1]). O

The following lemma is another version of [I1, Lemma 6.11].

Lemma 4.3. Assume P1’. Fix T > 0,q > 1. There exists a constant ¢ = ¢(q,T) €]0, 00]
such that for every 0 < 2¢ < s <t <71 and x € R,

d s d q
(Z / dT/ dv Z a’z?(k> v, l Z’)) ] < C(t — S+ E)(a—l)q/ae(a—l)q/a.
k=1 S—E€E R i=1

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as [11, Lemma 6.11]. Define

d s d
A::Z/ drAdea?(k,r,v,t,x).
k=1v5"¢ i=1

From (32)), we write

EflA[] < c(E[AT] + E[A2)7),

15



where

A, = Xk: / / dv (t — 6,2 — 1) DY) (o, (u(8,))Wi(db,dn)| . (4.9)
Ay = ; / / v / / Gult — 8,2 — 1) D) (b (u(6, 1)) dbdn (4.10)

We bound the ¢-th moment of A; and Ay separately. As regards A;, we follow the
calculation in |11l p.416-417|, with their G replaced by our G,, and we use (AI]) instead
of their Lemma 7.3 and our Lemma [A.2] instead of their Lemma 7.5. This replaces their
exponent % with O‘T_l, and we obtain

E[|A]7] < et — s+ €) T 971, (4.11)

Next we derive a similar bound for A;. By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality with respect
to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn,

d

Z/”dr/dv (t—7) / /G — 6, —n) (DY) (b:(u(8,7))))” dbdn

i,k=1
d

(t—s+e) / dr/dv/ /G 6,2 — ) (D®)(bu(u(8n))))” dbdn.

By hypothesis P1’ and Fubini’s theorem,

i,k=1

d

E[|As]?] < et — s+ ¢)! Z_ E ’ /s: dr/Rdv /; dé’/Rdn Guo(t —0,x — n)(Dﬁﬁ))(ul(Q,n)))Q

d [t
—ct—s+e Y E }/ dé’/dnGa(t—Q,x—n)
k=1 | Js—e R
/ dr/dv Drk (uy(0, 17)))2

We apply Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn to find that

/de/dnc; _n)
x/t d@/dnGa(t—H,x— [ ]

|

q] . (4.12)

q—1
E[|As]7] < et — 5 + €)°

dv D,(kv) (uy (6 n)))

c(t —s+e) d@ dnG —0,x—mn) eTq
=c(t—s+ 6)2q€ a q, (4.13)
where in the second inequality we use Lemma [A22l Hence ([EII) and ([EI3) prove the
lemma. O
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The following lemma improves Lemma by using Lemma [A.3] As we mentioned in
Section [I], this is a key ingredient in our improvement of the lower bound in (L7]).

Lemma 4.4. Assume P1°. Fiz T > 0,c9 > 1 and 0 < v9 < 1. For all ¢ > 1, there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(co,q,T) €10, 00[ such that for every 0 < 2¢ < s <t < T wzth t— 5 > coel°
and r € R,

d s d q
<Z/ dr/deaf(k,r,v,t,a:)) ] < cemin((1490) 51 1= 10)a
k=1"vS"¢ R i=1

Proof. We use again the notations from the proof of Lemmal.3l From (4.9) and Burkholder’s
inequality for Hilbert-space-valued martingales (Lemma [A.T]), we have
q]

d
|A1 <CZE[

k=1

do

dnG2 —0,x—n / dr/dv Drk (uy (0 77)))2

<A+ A + Ags,

with

q
AH;:CZE / d@/dnGz —0,x—n / dr/dv Drk ulen)))z ],
d r S+cpe0 sAB 9 q
A12 =C Z E / de/ d’f] Gi(t - ‘97']: - 7])/ d’f’/ dv (Dv("ﬁ))(ul(07n))) ] ’
s R s—e R

t S q
Aig:=c Y E / de/dnGg(t—e,x—n)/ dr/dv (1),({3,>(ul(e,n)))2 }
L coe0 R s—e R

5+
q]
where Aj; is defined in the same way as Aj;, but with G2 replaced by G,, j = 1,2, 3.
We first bound E[|A;]9]. We apply Hélder’s inequality with respect to the measure
GA(t — 0,z — n)dfdn to find that

E[|A1]9] cZ(/ de/dncz? — 0,z — ))q_l

k=1

></ d@/dnGi(t—H,x— [
s—e R

17

and from (L.12),

d

|A2 <CZE

‘/ d@/dnG B / dr/alvmulen)))2
k=1

< Aoy + Agg + Ass,

dr dv DTk (uy(0, 17)))2

i



For 0 € [s — ¢, s], we have s —e > 6§ — € > 0. Hence by Lemma [A.2]

[ dr dv (DE) (wi (6, 7)) ] / dr/ dv (DY) (w(6,7)))” q] <ce'at,
o (4.14)
where ¢ €10, oco[ does not depend on (0,7, s,t, €, x). Therefore, by (1)),
Blanl] <o ([ 0 [ nGii—.0-n)
— e T 0 ((t— s+ &)@V — (¢ — g)la/a)f
< o=, (4.15)

where, in the last inequality, we perform the same calculation as in ([A.I2) under the as-

sumption t — s > ¢pe’®. Again,we apply Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure
G2(t — 0,z — n)dfdn to find that

s+coe’0 q
E[|A]Y Z </ dQ/RdnGi(t—H,x—n))

k=1

Ss+cpe0 q
x/ d@/dnGi(t—H,x— [ }
s R

The expectation is bounded as in (£I4) by Lemma [A.2l Consequently, using in the second
inequality below, the fact that t — s > ¢oe™ and the function z — z"a — (z — coe™) = is
decreasing on [00670, ool

s+coe0 q .
E[|A12]Y <c</ d@/dnGi(t—H,x—n)) € o1
s R

—1

dv Drk) (uy (0, 17)))2

v

dr

a— oa— q a—
=c ((t - S)Tl —(t—s— coe'YO)Tl> et
Y0V (0 0y i )T et
< ¢ (coe™) (coe coe”?) €
= clcge™) T Tt — (0 e (4.16)

For A3, we have, by Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure G2 (t—6, x —n)dfdn,

d t q—1
EfAul]<c Y (/ i [ dnGift—0.a —n))
k= +coe0 R

x/ /dnGi(t—@,x— {
+coe0

Lemma [A.3] implies that for any 6 €]s + cpe™, ],

zd:E[/ dr/dv Drk ulﬁn)))

k=1
18

dr dv Drk (u, (0 77)))2

|

q
] < ce(l__) ,



where ¢ €10, co[ does not depend on (0,1, s,t, €, x). Thus, by (41,

t q
Ef|As]Y) <c (/ d9/ dnG2(t — 0,z — 77)) c1-"2)q
S+cpe0 R

=c(t—s— 006”0)%1‘16(1 WL = (4.17)

We proceed to derive a similar bound for E [|A2|?]. We apply Holder’s inequality with
respect to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn to find that

q—1
E[| A2 %] CZ/ d@/dnG (t—6,z—n)
k=1
2‘1
x/ d@/dnGa(t—H,x— [ dr dv DTk (w(6,m))) ]
s—e R
df | dnGa(t — 60,2 —n) e%q:ce(%+l)q, (4.18)
€ R

where in the second inequality we use (£I4]). Similarly, we apply Holder’s inequality with
respect to the measure G (t — 0, x — n)dfdn to find that

s+cpe0 q—1
E [| Ag|] Z / dﬁ/dnGa(t—H,:c—n)
ki=11"$ R
Ss+cpe0 9 q
x/ dﬁ/dnGa(t—H,:c— { dr dv (DE) (w(6,7))) }
s R
Ss+cpe0
<c/ dQ/dnG(t—Qz— n) s
= c(cge™®)le" s 1 = ¢l a0, (4.19)

where in the second inequality we use Lemma [A2l For the last term, we use Holder’s
inequality with respect to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn to see that

B[] Ass | Z/ dQ/RdnGa(t—9,x—?7)
+cpe0

q—1

k=1
t q
x/ d@/dnGa(t—Q,x— [ dr dv (DY) (uy(9, )’ }
s+coe0 R
t
<c / d@/dnGa(t—H,x— n) e=aa
+coe0 R
— C(t — s — COE'YO)Q (1 )q < Is E( %l)q’ (420)

where in the second inequality we use Lemma [A.3]

Finally, from (4£13), (£10), (£17), (£I8), (£I9) and (£20), together with the choice of

0, We obtain the desired result. O

Remark 4.5. The result of Lemma [£4]is also true for solutions of stochastic heat equations
with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions since we can still apply the result of Lemma

[A3 see Remark [A.4]
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4.2 Study of the Malliavin matrix
Fix T'> 0. For s,t € [0,T],s < t, and 2,y € R, consider the 2d-dimensional random vector
Z = (U(S,y),U(t,I) —U(S,y)) (421)

Let 7z be the Malliavin matrix of Z. Note that vz = ((v2)m.)m.i=1
2d x 2d random matrix with four d x d blocs of the form

o4 18 a symmetric

-----

1 : 2
VR

Yz = e : e
3 : 4
B

where

-2

ey

)

-2
ND Ng Ng No
—~~ —~ —~

)

We let (1) denote the couples of {1,...,d} x{1,...,d}, (2) denote the couples of {1, ..., d} x
{d+1,...,2d}, (3) denote the couples of {d+1,...,2d} x {1,...,d} and (4) denote the
couples of {d+1,...,2d} x {d+1,...,2d}.

The next two results follow exactly along the same lines as [I1], Propositions 6.5 and 6.7]
using (B3] and Proposition .2, with A there replaced by A%. We omit the proofs.

Proposition 4.6. Fiz T > 0 and let I and J be compact intervals as in Theorem [ 1. Let
Ay denote the cofactor matriz of vz. Assuming P1’, for any (s,y),(t,z) € I x J,(s,y) #
(t,z),p>1,

1 Cur(t = s|% ]z =y i (m.]) € (1),
E[[(A2)mal]"" < § (= 5| +lr =y )% if (m,0) € (2) or (3),
G|t =% + |z =y i (m,1) € (4).

Proposition 4.7. Fiz T > 0 and let I and J be compact intervals as in Theorem [11.
Assuming P1°, for any (s,y), (t,z) € I x J,(s,y) # (t,x),p > 1,

1 a— a—1\1 .
E(ID Czhmallypen] " < S cparl(t =5+l —yl* D) if (m,0)
([t = | o = y* ) if (m0)

€ (1),
€ (2) or (3),
S

(4).
The main technical effort in this subsection is the proof of the following proposition,

which improves [I1, Proposition 6.6(a)] and is why the 7 can be removed in the lower bound
on hitting probabilities.
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Proposition 4.8. FizT > 0 and let I and J be compact intervals as in Theorem[I1. Assume
P1’ and P2. There exists C depending on T such that for any (s,y),(t,x) € I x J,(s,y) #
(t,z),p>1,

B [(detrz)#] 7 < Ot — | + 2 — gl (4.22)

Proof. The proof has the same structure as that of [T, Proposition 6.6]; see also [12], Proposi-
ton 5.5]. We write

2d
NT i
detyz = [ (€) 12¢" (4.23)
i=1
where & = {1, ..., €%} is an orthogonal basis of R?? consisting of eigenvectors of 7.

We use the perturbation argument of [11, Proposition 6.6]. Let 0 € R¢. Consider the
spaces ) = {(A\,0): A € R4} and Ey = {(0, ) : u € R?}. Each & can be written

&= (V) = BN, 0) + /1= B2(0, "), (4.24)

where A, u/ € R, (X, 0) € Ey,(0,i4%) € Ey, with || = ||[#] = 1and 0 < 5; < 1. In
particular, [[€7]]* = [I°][* + [|p*]|* = 1.
For a fixed small /3y, the result of [I1, Lemma 6.8] gives us at least d eigenvectors £, ..., &9

satisfying 5; > fBy,i = 1,...,d, which we say have a "large projection on F;". We will show
that these will contribute a factor of order 1 to the product in [@23]). The at most d other
cigenvectors will each contribute a factor of order [t — s|“& + |z — y[*~!, which we say have
a "small projection on F;".

Hence, by [I1, Lemma 6.8] and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can write

—2p 1/(2p)
E [(detvz) "] P Z (E llAK ( H(fi)TWZfi) ] )

Kc{1,...,2d},|K|=d ieK

Cogp\ 1/2P)
X <E [( inf 5T72§) ] ) , (4.25)
§= ()\,M) € R :

A2 + [l =1

where A = Niex{Bi = Bo}-
With this, Propositions 10 and - TT below will conclude the proof of Proposition 8 [

Remark 4.9. As a consequence of Remark [£.12] we see that the result of Proposition is
also true for the solutions of stochastic heat equations with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary
conditions.

Proposition 4.10. Fiz T > 0. Assume P1’ and P2. There exists C' depending on T" such
that for all s,t € I,0 <t—s<1l,z,y € J, (s,y) # (t,x), andp > 1,

—2dp
B in fTvZﬁ) SCO(t—s| +lo—yl ). (426)

£=(\p)eR¥M:
A%+ flpl? =1
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We are going to apply Lemma[£4] to prove this proposition. This is an improvement over
the proof of [11, Proposition 6.9] in which an extra exponent 1 appears.

Proposition 4.11. Assume P1’ and P2. Fix T > 0 and p > 1. Then there exists C =
C(p,T) such that for all s,t € I witht > s,z,y € J,(s,y) # (t,x),

Lag (H(ii)TvZﬁi) ] <G, (4.27)

€K

E

where Ay is defined just below (4.25).

Proof of Proposition[{.1(. Since 7z is a matrix of inner products, we can write

d T d 2
a6 =3 [ ar [ ao( 30 DB (o) + m (DRt 2)) - D (s, )))
k=1 "0 R i=1

From here on, the proof is divided into two cases.

Case 1. In the first case, we assume that ¢ —s > 0 and |z — y|* <t — s. Choose and fix
an € €]0,0(t — s)[, where 0 < 0 < 1 is small but fixed; its specific value will be decided later
on (see the line above (£33)). Then we may write

e = I+ I,

where
d s d 2
Jy = Z/ dr/ dv <Z()\, — 1) [Gals — 1,y — v)ou(u(r,v)) + ai(k,r,v,5,9)] + W) :
k=1/s7c JR i=1

d t
Ja ::Z/ dr/dvW2,
k=1 V1€ R

a;(k,r,v,s,y) is defined in ([3.2) and

W= [1Galt — v,z — v)ou(u(r,v) + mai(k,r, v, t,2)].

i=1

Sub-case A: € < §(t — s)/70 with 0 < v, < 1. In this sub-case, by the elementary
inequality (8.3,

J2 2 l,e — )/1,57

where



d

Yi.:=2 sup Z

lull<1 4=

t d 2
/ dr/dv (Zuiai(k,r,v,t,x)> )
t—e R i=1

In agreement with hypothesis P2 and by (1),

t
Yie> c||,u||2/ dr/ dvGA(t —r,x—v) = c'||,u||%a771,
t—e R

Next we apply Lemma [with s :=¢] to find that E[|Y] ]9] < cezim;zq, for any ¢ > 1.

For J;, we find that

where

Jy =

}/é,e - }/é,ea

d d 2
o2 ’ e 2
Yy, = 3 kz:;/s_ﬁ dr/Rdv (;()\Z u,)alk(u(r,v))> GZ(s—ry—v),

and

where

d s
Wy = sup Z/

l€l=1%=1 Js—

d s

Wy := sup Z/
l€l=1%=1 /s~

d s

W3 := sup Z/
l€l=1%=1 Js—

}/2,6 = 6(W1 + W2 + Wg),

dr/dv
€ R
dr/dv
€ R
dr/dv
€ R

J 2
Z ILLZGa(t —Tr,Tr — ’U)O'ik(U(T, U))) )

d

Z()\z - Mz)az(k> v, s, y)) ) (428)

i=1

J 2
Z wiai(k,ryv,t, :c)) . (4.29)
i=1

Hypothesis P2 implies that Yy, > ¢|A — plle®s . We next give an estimate on the g-th
moment of Wi, which is better than in [I1]. We apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to

find that, for any ¢ > 1,

E[WA7] < Sup pl** < E
gl=1

2

ﬁé[i@gédvg;mmu@mnﬁayt—nx—v)

|

Thanks to hypothesis P1’ and (4.1]), this is bounded above by

C

/ dr/dvGi(t—r,x—v)
s—e€ R

q
a—1

—c((t—s+e)F —(t—s)% )

1-70
< cel=a )q’
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where, in the inequality, we perform the same calculation as in (A.12) under the assumption
t — s > cpe® of this Sub-case A.
We bound the ¢g-th moment of W5 similarly as in [IT]: By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

d s d q
Z/ dr/dea?(kJ,r,v,s,y) ]
k=1"57¢ R =1

d s d q
Z/ dr/dea?(k:,r,v,s,y) ]
k=1"57¢€ R =1

200—2

We apply Lemma [with ¢ := s] to find that E[|Ws]9] < ce™a 2
Furthermore, different from the estimate of the ¢g-th moment of W3 in [II], under the
assumption of this Sub-case A, by Lemma [£.4] we find that, for any ¢ > 1,
q
E[[W;|7 < sup [[ull* x E [ ]

d . d
dr/dv aZ(k,r v, t, 1)
i 3R>

< CEmin((1+WO)%,1—%)q'

E[[W:|"] < sup [|A = pl[** x E [
l¢l=1

<0E[

The preceding bounds for Wy, W, and W3 prove, in conjunction, that
E Y21 < cemin((1+70) 25+ 1="2)q

Thus we have

S+ Jy =Y+ Yo, — Y, — Yo,
> o[l + A = plP)e™= = Yie— Ya,
>ce'e — Y, (4.30)
where Y, :=Y; . + Y5 satisfies
E[|Y,]9] < cemm((400) 51, (4.31)

Sub-case B: 6(t — s)'/70 < ¢ < §(t — s). In this sub-case, we are going to give a different
estimate on Ji:

J =Y, — 4(Wy + Ws),

where

Y, = % ; /_ dr /R dv (;[(Ai — 13)Ga(s =1,y — ) + 1,Go(t — 1,2 —v)]ou(u(r, v)))

1
and W, and W3 are defined in (£28) and (£29). Using the inequality (a + b)? > a?® — 2|ab|,
we see that

4

Y/e 2 }Af2,e - §B£3)7
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where as above, Y3, > ¢||A — plle®s, and

d . d
= Z/ dr/dv Z(
k=17 5S¢ R i=1
d

Go(t —r,x — v)og(u(r,v))|.

Ai = i) Gals — 1,y — v)oi(u(r, v))

(4.32)

Hypothesis P1’ assures us that
c/ dr/dvGa(s—r,y—v)Ga(t—r,x—v)
s—e€ R
:c/ era(t—i-s—Qr,x—y):c/ drGo(t —s+2r,x —y),
s—e€ 0

where, in the first equality, we use the semi-group property of the Green kernel [6, Lemma
4.1(iii)]. Since for any ¢ > 0, the function x — G, (t,z) attains its maximum at 0, this is
bounded above by

Q=

c/ era(t—s+2r,O):c'/ dr(t —s+2r)”
0 0

=((t—s5+20)F — (t—5))
=de'a ((t_s+2)aal _(t_s)aal)

LT (15 +2)% — (1/6)°F),

where the first equality is due to the scaling property of Green kernel [6, Lemma 4.1(iv)]
and in the inequality we use the assumption € < 0(t — s) and the fact that the function
z (x+2)% — 2" is decreasing on [0, co. Hence we have

~

4
Ji+J=2Yi, +Y26—§B — AWy —4Ws =Y, .

a—1

> o[l + A = ul)es — ™S (1/0+2)°5 — (1/6)°% ) — AW, — 43 — Yy,
> cpen — T ((1/6+2)"% — (1/8)°%) — AW, — AW; — Yy,

We can choose § small so that ¢y > ¢/((1/6 4+ 2)% — (1/6)“+ ) and therefore,

JitJy > e s — AW, — AW5 — Y. (4.33)

|

In this sub-case,

E[|[W]?] < sup A —pl*’ xE [
lel=1

“er|

d
Z/ dr/dea (k,r,v,s,y)
k=

|

d
Z/ dr/dea (k,r,v,8,9)
k=
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«

*q, Similarly, we find using Lemma

|

We apply Lemma to find that E [|[W5]9] < ce
and the assumption §(t — s)'/7° < e that

E[[Ws]] < sup [l < E [
=1

d d
So [ [y akron)
k=1"5"€ R =1

a-1, a-1
c(t—s+e)aleal

<
< (670" + e)anl

a—1 a—1
a—2 / + a—2
le™a ‘Iéce(1 10557,

Combining ([{30) and ([#33]), we have for € €]0,d(t — )|,

”gllfl € > ce’a — 7., (4.34)

where
Ze = Kl{eéé(t—s)l/'yo} + 4(W2 + W3 + }/176)1{6(1‘,—5)1/70 <e<d(t—s)}

and for all ¢ > 1,
£ [|K1{5<6(t—5)1/”/0}|q] S Cemin((l-i_%)%l’l_%())q? (4.35)

and

a—1
a

B [I(Wa + Wi + V1.0 5010 <ccaoap ] < e (4.36)

We use [II], Proposition 3.5| to find that

—2pd
§ [(Ilgllfl fTVZ&) ] <c((t—8)PET = (1 — )72

~ a—1 a—1 —2pd
<élft—s + -yl ,

whence follows the result in the case that |z —y|* <t —s < 1.

Case 2. Now we work on the second case where |z —y| > 0 and [z —y|* >t —s > 0.
Let € > 0 be such that (1 + B)e'/® < %\x — yl|, where > 0 is large but fixed; its specific
value will be decided on later (see the explanation for (£48)) and (£.49)). Then

ngng 2 ]1 + —[27

where
d d_ ot
I _Z/ dr [ dv(pr+¢2)*, L= / d?“/deOga
i Js—e IR =17/ (t=e)vs IR
and
d
pri= (= 1)[Gals = 1,y = v)ou(u(r, v)) + asll, v, 5,9)
i=1
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d

Py 1= Z[uiGa(t —r, & —v)og(u(r,v)) + wai(k,r,v,t, x)|.

i=1

From here on, Case 2 is divided into two further sub-cases.
Sub-Case A. Suppose, in addition, that € > d(¢ — s), where 0 is chosen as in Case 1. In
this sub-case, we are going to prove that

||éh“f1§TVZ§ = Zi, (4.37)

where for all ¢ > 1,

2a—2

EflZ1" < e(g)e =1 (4.38)

Indeed, by the elementary inequality (3.5) we find that

Y

2 .
Lz A - BY — B?

where

d s d ’
A=Y [ [ (Zm—maa(s—r,y—v)+uz~Ga<t—ms—v)]aik(u(r,v))) ,
k=1"5"¢ i=1
d s d
RPN o / dr / a0 a2k, .0, 5,1), (4.39)
k=1v5"¢ i=1
d s d
2= 4||My|22/ dr/RdUZaf(k,r,v,t,x). (4.40)
k=1"Y5"¢ i=1

Using the inequality (a + ) > a* + b* — 2|ab|, we see that
Ay = A+ Ay —2BY,

where

}

-5
i [ (Zm N v)o—z-k<u<r,v>>)

and B ) has the same expression as in (€32)). We can combine terms to find that

1

( D (N = 1) Gals =1,y — v)au(ulr, v))) )

d

A

=1

2
L > g(Al + Ay) — (BF) + B?) + 2B§3))~

Moreover, we appeal to the elementary inequality ([3.3]) to find that
2
I > §A3 — By,
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where

J 2
Ag = Z/ r/dv (ZﬂiGa(t_Tux_v)aik(u(r7v)> )
(t 6 Vs R i=1
t d ?
B, ;:22/ dr/dv (Z,uiai(k,r,v,t,x)> . (4.41)
=1 v (t—€)Vs R i=1

By hypothesis P2 and using (1] three times,

Ay + Ay + As

> (= nl? [ ar [ avGis—ry— o)l [ ar [ 0GRt ra =)
s—e€ R s—e€ R
t
S A R )
(t—e)Vs R

=M@%M%5MWQFHﬂ%—W@%+<«FQW>))

a—1 a—1 a—1
= cp? (IA = ulPe= + il (= 5+ €°F = (1= )T + (L= ) n )T ) )

—epes® (In—al+ k(2407 - (2% (a7

€ €

Denote ((z) := (z+ 1) —z"% + (z A1), z € [0,00]. Then it is clear that

¢o = min ((z) > 0. (4.42)

Thus we have

a—1

A4 Ay + Ay > cpPe (||)\ | + éol| | ) dea.

We are aiming for ({.37), and will bound the absolute moments of By),i =1,2,3 and B,
separately. According to Lemma with s =t,

E [”S;lllPI |Bo|?]| < C(q)e%q and E [”S;'E)l 1BY)| < c(q)e2aaf2q. (4.43)
In the same way, we see that
y [u?uli B[ Sclt—s+e) T oewe. (4.44)
Since we are in the Sub-case A where t — s < §~ !¢, we obtain
’ lusflnlﬂ BP[| < clg)e e (4.45)
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We can combine (£.43) and ([4.43]) as follows:

(1) @)\? 2024
E|sup (B + B <c(g)e 9. (4.46)
llel=1

Finally, we turn to bounding the absolute moments of Bf’). Hypothesis P1’ assures us that
|B§3)\ gc/ dr/dvGa(s—r,y—v)Ga(t—r,x—v)
s—€ R
:c/ era(t+s—2r,x—y):c/ dr Go(t — s+ 2r,z —y),
s—€ 0

thanks to the semi-group property.
When o = 2, we can follow the arguments of [11l p.414] to find that

6/5°
‘Bf’) < ce2U(B),  where W(p) ::5/ 21273, (4.47)
0

Thus,

2
”gllfl EMyzE > g(Al + Ay + As) — (B%l) + B£2) + ‘B%g)} + Bz)

> e — U (B)Y? — 7,

where Z; . := Bf) —I—B?) + By satisfies E[|Z; |9] < ¢1(g)€e?. Because lim,_,o, V(r) = 0, we can
choose (3 so large that coW(S) < ¢1/4 for the ¢; and ¢y of the preceding displayed equation.
This yields,

||g|lf 0,6 > cel? — Zye. (4.48)
=1

When 1 < a < 2, by the scaling property of the Green kernel [0, Lemma 4.1(iv)]|, and [6],
Lemma 4.1(vi)|, we have

‘Bf’)‘ < C/O dr(t — s+ 2r) VG (1, (x — y)(t — s + 2r) 7Y/

‘ t—s+2r)"
( T T> 1+adr
o 14+ |(z—y)(t —s+2r)"1/e
‘ t— s+ 2r)" e
<0Ka/ ( ot T) 1+ad7"
o [(x—y)(t—s+2r)"1/

= cK,|x — y\_l_o‘/ (t — s+ 2r)dr = cKqlx —y| 77 [(t — s)e + €7].
0

< cK,

Since t — s < |z — y|* and (1 + B)e"/® < 1|a — y| (since we are in Case 2), this is bounded
above by

cKollz —y|[ e+ o —y|7 7%
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1 a—1 1
< CKa — € a + 762—(14-0!)/&
((1 +5) (1+p)tte

1 1 a1
:CKC"(<1+/3> ' (1+5)l+a)6 o

Therefore, for 1 < a < 2, we can choose and fix f large enough so that

”ﬁﬂgwf>@%i—a@ (4.49)

where for all ¢ > 1,

2a—2

EflZ] < elge =1,

as in ([L37) and (L39).
Sub-case B. In this final (sub-) case we suppose that € < §(t —s) < §|x —y|*. Choose and
fix 0 < e < §(t — s). During the course of our proof of Case 1, we established the following:

a—1 ~

”gllfl ETyz6 > ce o — Z,, (4.50)

where, for all ¢ > 1,
E [|ZE|‘1} < Cemin((l-i-*yo)aT*l,l_%o)q

(see (L34) and (A30])). This inequality remains valid in this Sub-case B.
Combine Sub-Cases A and B, and, in particular, ([£37) and (£350), to find that for all
0<e<271+p8) Yz -yl

: a1 5
”g'lflfTVZf > ce o — (Zdjecs—s)y + Z1,ljp—s<s1e})-

Because of this and ([38)), by [11, Proposition 3.5], this implies that
—2pd )
' kllgllf gTVZ&) ] < | — y|* 2 ET)
=1
< cllz — gl + [t — s)) 5T

a—1 a—1 —2dp
<c<|t—s|a + |z —y| ) .

This completes the proof of Proposition [4.10 O

Remark 4.12. From the proof of Proposition .10, we see that (£.20) is also valid for the
solutions of stochastic heat equations with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions, since
we can still apply the result of Lemma .4t see Remark 5]

Proof of Proposition[{.11. The proof follows along the same lines as those of [11l Proposition
6.13]. Let 0 < e < s < t. We fix igp € {1,...,2d} and write A = (AP,...,\?) and
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flo = (@0, .. i), We look at (£°)Tyz€% on the event {3, = fy}. As in the proof of
Proposition 10 and using the notation from (4.24]), this is bounded below by

i /Sie d?“/Rdv <i K@OS‘EOGQ(S — 7,y =)
~Z°m< ot =rx—v) = Gals — 1y — U)>)Uik(u(7”, v))

+ 510)\2 Cl,i(k,’l",'l/, Say)

2
+ oy /11— 2 (ai(k, vt x) — a;(k, v, s,y))])

/s\/(t o dr/dv< 1 _52G (t =r,x—v)og(u(r,v))

2
1~ %ai(k,r,v,t,x)D : (4.51)

We seck lower bounds for this expression for 0 < € < ¢ where ¢y €]0,1[ is fixed. In the
remainder of this proof, we will use the generic notation 8, A and it for the realizations
Bio(w), No(w), and ji(w).

Case 1t — s < e. Then, by the elementary inequality ([B3]), the expression in ([@E5]]) is
bounded below by

2 T <
g(f1(57t7 €7B7)‘7,u7x7y) + f2(87t7€757 Avﬂvxay)) - 21&7
where, from hypothesis P2,

f1>cp2/ dr/dv
s—e€ R

BS\GQ(S —ry—v)

2

1= B2(Go(t —ryx —v) — Go(s —ryy —0))]| (4.52)
¢ 2
fa>= cp2/ . )dr/Rdv /1 — B2G,(t —r,x —v) (4.53)

and [e = 3([175 + [2,5 + ]3,6), where
d s d ) 2
:Z/ dT/dU <Z |:B)‘Z_/jl’2\/ 1_52] ai(/{:,r,v,s,y)> )
k=1"75"¢ R i=1
d s d 2
— Z/ dr/ dv <Zﬂi\/1 —B2ai(k,r,v,t,x)> ,
k=1"5"¢ R i=1
d d 2
:Z/ dr/dv (Zﬁi\/l—ﬁzai(k,r,v,t,x)) )
k=1 v17¢€ R i=1
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There are obvious similarities between the term /; . and B in (439). However, we must
keep in mind that 3, \ and it are the realizations of f3;, No - and i, Therefore,

:Zd:/sldr/dv <Zd: [5&—[%\/1—762] ai(kmv,&y))z
CZ/edr/dea (k,r,v,8,y).

Then, we apply the same method that was used to bound EHB{I) ] to deduce that E[|[; |9] <
c(q)e« 9. Similarly, since I, . is similar to BF) from (£40) and t —s < €, we see using (4.44])
that E[|I2,]9] < ¢(q)e*4. Finally, using the similarity between I3 and By in ([£A41]), we see
that B[ 1|7 < ¢(q)e .

We claim that for every 50 > 0, there exists ¢y > 0 and ¢q > 0 such that

fit fo=coes forall Be [Bo, 1], € €]0,¢€0), 5,2 € [0,T], x,y € R. (4.54)

Using this for the ﬁo from [I1, Lemma 6.8] with «q there replace by fy, this will imply in
particular that for e > t — s,

(€0)Ty2€" > coe”s =21, (4.55)

where E[|1.|7] < c(q)e™ 1. ~
We now prove (L54). Because ||A|| = ||z]| = 1, f1 is bounded below by

cp? /i drAdv(BzGi(s—r,y—v))+ (1=5%) (Galt —r,2 —v) = Go(s — 1,y — v))?
+25\/1—52Ga(s—r,y—v))(Ga(t—r,x—v)—Ga(s—r,y—v))(S\-,&)>
:cp2/8 dr/dv((ﬁ—\/1—52)2Gi(3—r,y—v)+ (1— B2 G2(t —r, 2 —v)
+2<B \/1—B2)\/1 B2Go(s — 1y —0)Go(t — 1,2 — )
+2ﬁ\/1—BzGa(s—r,y—v))(Ga(t—r,x—v)—Ga(s—r,y—v))(x-,&—l)).

By the semi-group property [0, Lemma 4.1(iii)|, we set h := ¢ — s and change the variables
to obtain the following bound:

£ e /Oedr(< \/ﬁ) o(2r,0) + (1= B%) Ga(2h + 2r,0)
+2<B /1o B2) V1= BCu(h +2r 2 —y)
4281 — BAGu(h +2r, 1 —y) — Ga(2r,0)) (X~ i — 1)).
Since by the scaling property of Green kernel [B, Lemma 4.1(iv)], and |6, Lemma 4.1(ii)],
Ga(h+2r, 2 —y) = (h+2r) VG (1, (h 4+ 2r) Y%z — y))
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< (h+2r) Y9G, (1,0) < (2r)Y2GW(1,0) = Gu(2r,0),

together with \- i — 1 < 0, we see that

fir=cep’an,
where
g1:=Ggi(h,e,B,2,y)
:/;dr(( W) o(2r,0) + (1= 32) Gu(2h + 21, 0)
+2<B —V1- 52> V1= B2Go(h+2r,x —y)).
Therefore,

i = /0 ar((8- \/1—752)2r—é2—éc:a(1,0) + (1= ) (h+7) 527 Go(1,0)
2<B /1= B2) V1= BGa(h +2r, 2 — y)).

On the other hand,

A(t—s)
fa = cp2/ dr (1 — B2)Ga(2r, 0) = cp’Go,
0

where

27w Go(1,0)(e A B) 5.

eNh o
b= [ dr (= B)Ga(20) = (1 )
0 _
Finally, we conclude that

i+ fo = cp*(91 + Go)

o (5o (- Vi) e

+u—ﬁ%0h+a%%4ﬁ%+¢Am%3)

—i—2(ﬁ—\/1—52>\/1—Bz/oeera(h—l—Qr,x—y)). (4.56)

Now we consider two different sub-cases.
Sub-case (i). Suppose 8 — /1 — 32 > 0, that is, 8 > 271/2. Then

1 h
€ o (g1 +G2) = P (5, E) ;
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where

01(5,7) =

1 <(ﬁ_\/ﬁ)2 (1—ﬁ2> <(Z+]-) « —Za ‘l’(z/\l)a—l))
Clearly,
S %
ULy 91(8,2) 2 e a—1 ol
> ¢0 > O,

(( ~VIB) (1o 52))

where the value of ¢ is specified in (£.42). Thus

. __0471 ~ A
inf € o (g1 +92)
B=2-1/2 h>0,0<e<eo

> 0.
Sub-case (ii). Now we consider the case where 3
this case, from ([A.56]), we see that

V1 —p2<0, that is, B < 272 In

5 G+ ) > (6, %) ,
where
wl(ﬁ,Z)-zaT;l ( —V1—=82+ (1= 3% ((2+1)a T AN )
—2(VT=F - BVI-5((5
o
[T, (6.39)]). Denote cq :=

272Gy (1,0). For z >
1B, 2)

o Z\ %
) -G)7))
i 2

We observe that 1, (8, z) > 01if 5 # 0 (this observation is similar to that in the lines following
=% x 1, we have
oy

-5 2= FE- Vi ((3) 7 - (5)))]
o )
where in the second inequality we use the elementary inequality 2ab

inf

a® + b%. Then
inf , min < ¢y, inf
Lt it (5.2) > min fog

inf , cg, >0
Befo.3-1/2] z€0.1] wl(ﬁ )} Bo
This concludes the proof of the claim (Z54)

we see that, when t —s > €

Case 2t — s > €. Choose and fix n > 0. Following the same lines as in [11], p.424-425]

. a-1
L2601 (§7°)" 728" = 1, >0y min <Cp2€ S oL, ce"n J>
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where
E[| 15| < e and  E[|J|7) < c(g)el "= 0.
Putting together the results of Cases 1 and 2, we see that for 0 < € < €,
Lig,, 2003 (6) 72E° > 1, 60} Z,
where
Z = min <6p26%+n — 21, ce®a — 20 fei—sy — j€1{6<t_5}> )

Note that all the constants are independent of 7o. Taking into account the bounds on
moments of I3, I, and J., and then using [I1], Proposition 3.5|, we deduce that for all p > 1,
there is C' > 0 such that

E [1{61-0260} ((5 )Ty gm) } [1{5,0 50}2_”} <E[Z7P] < C.

Since this applies to any p > 1, we can use Holder’s inequality to deduce ([£27)). This proves
Proposition [Z.171 O

4.3 Proof of Theorem [I.T((b) and Remark [I.2/(b)

Fix two compact intervals I and J as in Theorem [I Let (s,y), (t,2) € I x J,s < t,(s,y) #
(t,z), and 21, 2 € R% Let Z be as in ([{21]) and let p, be the density of Z. Then

p57y§t7~’0(zl> 2’2) = pZ(Zb 22 — 2’1)-

Use Corollary Z3 with o = {i € {1,...,d} : 25 — 2z} > 0} and Hélder’s inequality to see that

d
pz(21,22 — 21) SH(P{\ui(t,x) ui(s,y)] > 21 — 2]})
X [ Ha,...2a)(Z; Dllo2- (4.57)

Therefore, in order to prove the desired results of Theorem [[LI[(b) and Remark [[2(b), it
suffices to prove that:

1Ha,...00(Z, Doz < er(jt = s| = + |z —y|*) =, (4.58)

and

: 3 21—
H (P {|wi(t, z) (s,y)| > |21 — 23] })?® < cexp - (4.59)
i=1

er(|t = s + |z —ylo)

under the hypothesis P1, and

t—s|%= +\:c— |t
||Z1—Z2H2

d p/(4d)
II@ﬂm@@—w@whw%—@Dﬁ<cP Aq (4.60)
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under the hypothesis P1’.

The proof of (53] under the hypothesis P1 is essentially the same as that of [11], (6.2)],
with A there replaced by A2, by using Lemma 1] the exponential martingale inequality
[24, (A.5)] and Girsanov’s theorem. As for the proof of ([A60) under the hypothesis P17,
it is analogous to that of [I2, Theorem 1.6(b)|, with I there replaced by =% and ~ there
replaced by a — 1. Details can be found in |28, Section 2.5.3].

We turn to proving (458]), which requires the following estimate on the inverse of the
matrix ;.

Theorem 4.13. Fix T > 0. Assume P1’ and P2. Let I and J be compact intervals as in
Theorem[11dl. For any (s,y), (t,x) € I x J,s <t,(s,y) # (t,x),k >0 and p > 1,

Clkp,T ) ) ’Lf (m, l) - (1),
E(ll(v2)millip] < q crpr(t —s["e +|z—y[*1)72 if (m,]) € (2) or (3),  (4.61)
L if (m,l) €

a—1 .
Crpr(lt —s|™a + |z —y[*™H) ™ if (m,1) € (4).

Proof. As in the proof of [11, Theorem 6.3], we shall use Propositions [£.6] 1.7 and .8
When k& = 0, the result is a consequence of the estimates of Propositions and [4.8]
using the fact that the inverse of a matrix is the inverse of its determinant multiplied by its
cofactor matrix. Comparing to the proof of [I1l, Theorem 6.3(a)|, the extra exponent 1 does
not appear due to the optimal estimate of negative moments of det v, in Proposition
For k > 1, we proceed recursively as in the proof of [11, Theorem 6.3], using Proposition
4.7 instead of Proposition O

Proof of (4.58). The proof is similar to that of [II], (6.3)] by using the continuity of the
Skorohod integral ¢ (see [24, Proposition 3.2.1] and [25, (1.11) and p.131]) and Holder’s
inequality for Malliavin norms (see |33 Proposition 1.10, p.50]); the main difference is that
A there is replaced by A%. Comparing with the estimate in [IT}, (6.3)], we are able to remove
the extra exponent 1 because of the correct estimate on the inverse of the matrix vz in
Theorem .13 O

Remark 4.14. We conclude this section by remarking that (458)) is also valid for the
solutions of stochastic heat equations with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions, since
the result of Theorem [£13]is true in that case by applying Proposition .8} see Remark .9l

5 Proof of Theorems and

In this section, we give the proof of Theorems and [LO The organization of the proof is
similar to [12, Section 2.3].

5.1 Proof of Theorem [I.5 upper bounds

For all positive integers n, set

_ 2na _2n_
pi=k27 a1 xf =27 a1
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and
Iy =ttt =l o, Ry = Iy < Jp
By (LH]), we have

B sup lu(t,z) —u(ty, 2P| < C277, (5.1)

(tw)ery,
where 3 is chosen as in (LH).

Lemma 5.1. Fizn > 0. There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all z € R?, n large and Ry, C IxJ,
P{u(R;) N B(2,27") £ 0} < 27", (5.2)

Proof. The proof is a similar to that of [II, Theorem 3.3], using Theorem [[Tj(a) and (G&.1I);
see also [12] Lemma 2.2|. The details are left to the reader.

Proof of Theorem[LA: upper bounds. We start by proving the upper bound on hitting prob-
ability in Theorem [[H(a). Fix € €]0,1[ and n € N such that 277! < ¢ < 27", and write

P{u(I x J)NB(z,e) #0} < > P{u(Rp,)NB(z,27") #0}.

(k1) Ry NI X J#0

The number of pairs (k,[) involved in the sum is at most 22"@+1D/(@=1) times a constant.
Lemma BTl implies that for all z € A, n > 0 and large n,

2n(a+1) d 2(a+1)

P{u(I x J)N B(z,€) # 0} < C2dMaT=r L e "ot 1, (5.3)

Note that C' does not depend on (n, €). Therefore, (£.3)) is valid for all € €]0, 1].

Now we use the same covering argument as in the end of the proof of Theorem 1.2(a) in
[12, p.104] to conclude that the upper bound in Theorem [[L5(a) holds.

The proof of the upper bounds on hitting probabilities in Theorem [LE(b) and (c) is
similar; see also [10, Theorem 3.1(2), (3)]. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem [1.5: lower bounds

The proof is similar to that of [I0, Theorem 2.1]; see also [I2 Section 2.4|, which requires
the following lemma analogous to [12] Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 5.2. Fix N >0 and g > 0.

(a) Forp > 4d(g—i 1), there exists a finite and positive constant C' = C(1, J,d, N, p, «)
such that for all a € [0, N,

/dt/ds/dx/dy (5,9))) "¢ (Aa((t, x): (5,9)))? N p/(4d)

a?

< C Kd— 2(aj11) ( ) (54)
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(b) Forp > 4d(4 — %), there exists a finite and positive constant C = C(I,d, N, p, 3) such
that for all a € [0, N,

s |t—8‘ﬁ /(4d)
dt ds|t—s| /\1 <CK,

Proof. We start by proving (a). Using the change of variables & =t — s (¢ fixed), v =z —y
(x fixed), we see that the integral on the left-hand side of (4] is bounded above by

1| | ) s 9 p/(4d)
4|I||J|/ du/ o (a5 + z)—d[(“ +0°) m] .

(a). (5.5)

N

a2
Another change of variables [i = (ua®)®/@~1) & = (va?)"/(®~Y] implies that this is less than

N |J|* a2 1/(a=1),(2-a)/(a—1)
Ca'at _d/ du/ dv 2 v [(u +v) A 1]P/ED,
0 0

(u+ v)/2
Passing to the polar coordinates, this is bounded above by

‘I‘(afl)/aa72

Ca™=t =41, + I(a)), (5.6)

where

KN-2 . Ka~? 2 4
L= [ dpp O and L) = [ e
0

with K = ([I[2e=D/e 4 | J2e=D)1/2] Clearly, I; < C' < oo since =22 — 4 + £ > —1 by the
hypothesis on p. Moreover, if % — g +1#£0,1ie., 2((;1_+11) % d, then

d—2(a+1)/(a=1) _ pjd—2(a+1)/(a~1)
(a+1)/(a—1)—d/2

[2(a) _ K(a+1)/(a—l)—d/2a (57)

There are three separate cases to consider. (i) If O‘H < d, then Iy(a) < C < oo for all
a € [0,N]. (i) If 2(°‘+1 > d, then Ir(a) < ca®~ 2a+1)/ (- ). (iii) If 222 a+1 ) — d, then

1 1
Ir(a) = 2(log— +1log N) < (2log N + 2)log, (—). (5.8)
a a
We combine these observations to conclude that the expression in (5.0)) is bounded above by

C Kd— 2((;le1) (CL)

Next we prove (b). Fix t and change variables [u =t — s| to see that
e B/t 1 5 1p/dd)
/dt/ds|t—s|_d26 [| 28‘ /\1] < 2/ duu~% {u_2 /\1] . (5.9)
1 JI a 0 a

38




Another change of variables [u = a*?v'/?] simplifies this expression to
> 1Pa L4
Caﬂ_d/ dvovs~ 27 p A1/ ED
0

Observe that

P l_d_ 4d

/ dovs 2w AP/ L I+ (),
0

where

[S]isH

|| N—2 L . |T|Pa—2 L
1_d_ 142 14
L ::/ dvvs~27'"ad  and  Iy(a) ::/ dvv? .
0 |

I|8N~-2

Clearly, I; < C < oo provided that p > 4d(g — %) The remainder of the proof is the same
as that of (a). O

Proof of Theorem[1L3: lower bounds. We start by proving the lower bound on hitting prob-
abilities in (a). The proof follows along the same lines as the proof of [10, Theorem 2.1(1)],
therefore we will only sketch the steps that differ; see also the proof of [12, Theorem 1.2(b)].

a—l—l)
We need to replace their § — 6 by d — 1

We first note that our Theorems ED] [3l and Remark [[2] imply that

inf /dt/dxpm >C >0, (5.10)

=ll<M

which proves hypothesis A1’ of [10, Theorem 2.1(1)] (see [10, Remark 2.5(a)]).
Let us now follow the proof of [I0, Theorem 2.1(1)]. Define, for all z € R? and € > 0,
B(z,€) :=={y € RY: |y — 2| < ¢}, where |z| := max,<j<q|z;|, and

/dt/dm Lp.0(u(t, z)), (5.11)
as in [10, (2.28)].

Assume first that d < O‘H . Using Remark [[.2[b), we find, instead of [10, (2.30)],

/dt/ds/dx/dy z); (s,9))] 7%

The change of variables u = t — s (¢ fixed), v = x — y (z fixed), implies that the above
integral is bounded above by

1] 7] w1 w1\ —d 1]
C/ du/ dv (UW + UTl) < C// du \II|L]"(OC_1)d/2(u(a_l)d/(2a)), (512)
0 0 0

where U is defined by ¥,,(p) := [ pf;w for all a,v,p > 0, as in (2.23) of [10]. Hence, by
Lemma 2.3 of [10], for all € > 0,

) (u(a—l)d/(2a))‘

(a—1)d

1]
E[(L(=))?] <C /0 duK,
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In order to bound the above integral, we consider three different cases: (i) If 0 < d <
—2_ then 1 — ﬁ < 0 and the integral equals |I]. (i) If 2 < d < 2(°‘+1 , then

K, 2 (ule7Dd/@e)) = yl/a—(e=1)d/(2e) anq the integral is finite. (iii) If d = —%, then

(a—1)d

Ko(u'/) = log, (u='/) and the integral is also finite. The remainder of the proof of Theo-
rem [[5)(a) when d < 2(°‘+1 follows exactly as in [10, Theorem 2.1(1) Case 1].
Assume now that d > O‘H . Define, for all p € Z(A) and € > 0,

1
) = e /R ld2) /1 dt /J dw 15, (ult, 7)), (5.13)
as [10, (2.35)]. Fix u € Z(A) such that

2
Capd_ 2(a+1) (A) ‘
a—1

N

[d— 2(5:1) (,U)

Analogous to the proof of [10, (2.41)], we use Remark [[.2[(b) and Lemma [5.2](a), to see that
for alle >0
20,
Capd_ 2(at1) (A) '
a—1

E [(Js(ﬂ)ﬂ < C2Id—%(“)

N

The remainder of the proof of Theorem [LH(a) when d > % follows as in [I0, Theorem
2.1(1) Case 2|.

The case d = % is proved exactly along the same lines as the proof of [10, Theorem

2.1(1) Case 3|, appealing to (5.10), Remark [L2(b) and Lemma G5.2)(a).
The proof of lower bounds on hitting probabilities in (b) and (c) follows similarly by
using Remark [L2((b) and Lemma B2(b). O

5.3 Proof of Theorem

In the case b = 1 and ¢ = [;, the components of v = (vy,...,v4) are independent and
identically distributed.

Proposition 5.3. For any 0 < to < T, p > 1 and K a compact set, there exists ¢, =
c1(p,to, K) > 0 such that for any to < s <t <T,x,y € K,

a- p/2
Ellor(t,@) = vi(s,)P) > o1 (|t =55 + o —yo)". (5.14)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 2.1 of [12]. Since v is Gaussian, it is
sufficient to prove (5.I4]) for p = 2. By Ito’s isometry, we have

E (fnttr) ~wls)] = [ [ G2t = opduar
+/0 /R(Ga(t_r’x_”)_Ga(s—ﬁy—v))zdvdr (5.15)
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= ]1 + ]2.

Case 1: t — s > |r — y|® In this case, by the semi-group property and the scaling
property of the Green kernel [6, Lemma 4.1(iii), (iv)], we have

L+L>1 = /t Go(2(t —7),0)dr = /t(2(t — 1)) "YeG L (1,0)dr

—cat=5)" > 2 (=) ey,

Case 2: t — s < |x — y|* In this case, by the Plancherel theorem,

Il+]2212:/ /(Ga(t—r,x—y+v)—Ga(s—r,v))dedr
0o Jr

1 / /‘6_(S_T>|m_e—(t—nMaeM(r—y)fdAdr
2 Jo Jr

1 / ‘ / e~ |1 _ == Xa=0) | gy,
2w 0 R

We use the elementary inequality |1 — re| > 2|1 — ¢”|, valid for all 7 € [0,1] and 0 € R, to
see that

1 — —2s|A|¥ )
I 2/67\1—%%—9)}2@.
R ST[A[

Because x —y € K — K and K is compact, fix C' > 0 such that |z — y| < C. When x # vy,
we change the variable by letting £ = |z — y|\ and write eg = (z — y) /|2 — y| to see that the
right-hand side of the above inequality is equal to

1 — e=2sl€l* /o=yl |
|93—y|0‘_1/ € }1—6Z60£}2d§
R

8|l
1 — g-2sléle/ce |
>la -yl [ e - g
r 8m|¢]e
| _ o-2t0lelo /o |
> |x—y\°‘_1/ c }1—6260§}2d§.
R 8m|¢]“

The integral above is a positive constant. Therefore, when ¢t — s < |z — y|°,
a— c a1 a—
E[Jor(t,2) = vi(s,9)] > ez —yl*7 2 5 (1t = 5T +]o —yl*™).

Cases 1 and 2 together imply (B.14). 0O

Proof of Theorem[L@. As in [I2], Theorem 1.5, we first apply [35, Theorem 7.6] to deduce
Theorem [[6)(a). For this, it suffices to verify Conditions (C1) and (C2) of [35], Section 2.4,
p.158| with N =2, H; = &1 H, = ¢+,

First, we observe that E[v;(t,2)% = cot“s (see (@I)), which implies that there are

positive constants ¢y, co such that for all (¢, z), (s,y) € I x J,

c1 < E[ui(t, 2)?] < ca. (5.16)
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By (514) and (I4)), there exist positive constants cs, ¢4 such that for all (¢, z), (s,y) € I x J,

e3(Ba((t2); (5,9)))* S E [[oi(t, 2) = v1(s,9)I*] < ca(Dal(t, 2): (5,9)))" (5.17)

Hence condition (C1) is satisfied by (5.10) and (5.17). Condition (C2) holds by applying the
fourth point of Remark 2.2 in [35], since (¢,2) — E[vy(,z)] = cot“= is continuous in [ x J
with continuous partial derivatives.

The proof of Theorem [[L6(b) and (c) follows the same lines by using (&.16]), (517) and

the fact that (t,z) — E[vi(t,2)] = Cota is continuous in I x J with continuous partial
derivatives.
Therefore we have finished the proof of Theorem [L.Gl O

Appendix A

We first recall Burkholder’s inequality for Hilbert-space-valued martingales; see also [3],
Eq.(4.18)] and [11, Lemma 7.6].

Lemma A.1 (|22, E.2. p.212|). Let Hy, be a predictable L*(([0,¢] x R)™, da)-valued process,
where m = 1 and da denotes Lebesque measure. Then, for any p > 2, there exists C' > 0

such that
E ' / ‘/Ot/RH&y(a) W (ds dy)) //) / (a)da)dydsp
((0.0xRy™

The next result is an extension of Morien [23, Lemma 4.2| for the solution of the fractional
stochastic heat equation (ILLTI).

\

Lemma A.2. Assume P1. For all p > 1,T > 0 there exists C > 0 such that for all
T>t>s>e>0andx €R,

p
{(/ dr/dv}Drk w;(t, ) } ) } < Celo—p/o
k=1

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as [23] Lemma 4.2]. We include it because the
ingredients will be needed for Lemma [A.3] We define

Hi(t,z) —EK/ dr/dv |D®) uztx))f)p], (A1)

K (t) = Z sup sup H;(A,y) (A.2)

i—1 s<ALt yeR

which are finite by (83). Thanks to formula ([B.1]), we have

s p
x)éc(/ dr/dvGi(t—r,x—v))
s—e R
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e B[ [ o fon( [ [ ute=0.a—mptiesuto i an) ]
wen|[ [ ar fao( [ [ Gt =0 -mD 00, mpanan) ]|

= A+ Ay + As. (A.3)

By (@), we see that

a—1

/ dr/ WGt —rz—v)=c((t—s+e) s —(t—s) )< e, (A4)

s—e R

since the function z +— (z + €)@~ V/@ — gle=b/a j5 decreasing on [0, co[. This implies that
Ay < cpe@ P/ (A.5)

Using Burkholder’s inequality for Hilbert-space-valued martingales (Lemma [A.T]) first, and

then the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with the fact that the partial derivatives of o;;
are bounded, we obtain

A gclzjl:EH/;Ed@/Rdn/sied?“/RdUGi(t—9>CE—77) (Dﬁf?(uz(H,n)))Q]p}
“ijfEﬂ [ o [ ae [avcaie 0.0 ) 080" ]

1= Aoy + A (A.6)

We now use Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure G2 (¢t — 6, x —n)dfdn to find that

/”de/dncﬂ (t—0,z— ) o K/ dr/dv (D) (w (6 n)))Qﬂ

< celoba/e (A.7)

A21 X

where the last inequality follows from (A4) and ([B.3)). Again, applying Holder’s inequality
with respect to the measure G%(t — 6, x — n)dfdn, we see that

p—1

t
de

/d@/dnG2 0,z -1 zd:EK/ dr/dv (D¥) ulen)))z)p]

=1

< et — )50 / 8 [ G2t~ 6.0~ K. (6)
s R

Ay < c dnGi(t—H,x—n)

< c/t(t —0)" = K,(0)do. (A.8)
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We handle the third term in ([A3]) in a similar way. First, by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality with respect to the measure G, (t — 0,z — n)dfdn, we have

As < cE /Sldr/Rdv/Tt/R Ga(t—e,x—n)g(Dﬁ{fv(ul(e,n))fdednﬂ
—¢E /i de/dn/iAedr/RdvGa(t—9756—n)g(175{2(%(9,77)))2

<cE / d@/dnG e,x—n)i/:adr/Rdv (D) (w(0,m)))”
/d@/dnG — 0,27 Z/ dr/dv (D®)(wi(8,7)))”

+cE

By Holder’s inequality with respect to the measure G, (t — 6, x — n)dfdn,

p—1

Az <c

x/:sEdQ/RdnGa(t—H,x— 1E[(/ dr/d“ S n))yﬂ
Bt [([ ¢ fraen)]

=
< ceP < celaDpla (A.10)

do [ dnG,(t—0,xz—n)
—€ R

d9 dnG —0,x—n)

where in the third inequality we use [6l Lemma 4.1(i)| and ([B.3]). Similarly,

p—1

Az < c

X/:dQ/RdUGa(t_‘gvx_n)éE[(/ dr/dv (DY) (i (6 n)))2)p}

p_l/sth/RdnGa(t—H,x—n)Ks(G)
¢ / t K,(0)d. (A.11)

Finally, we put (A.3) and (A.5)-(AI]) together and obtain that

t
de

dnGa<t - H,LL’ - 77)
R

t
de

dnGa(t - 9,$ - 77)
R

t
K (t) < celembple 4 c/ (14 (t—0)=)K,(0)do
t
< celobp/a +a/ (t—0) = K,(0)do.
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Define K ()\) := K,(\ + s). From the above inequality we have
t—s
K (t—s) <celebr/o 4 E/ (t—s— 9)_5F5(9)d9.
0

By Gronwall’s lemma [9, Lemma 15|, we have
K (t) = Kyt —s) < ce@DP/e forall s <t O
The following lemma is an improvement of Lemma [A.2]

Lemma A.3. FizT > 0,c9 > 1 and 0 < v9 < 1. For all p > 1 there exists C > 0 such that
forallT>2t>5s>€e>0 witht —s > cye™ and x € R,

p
[(/ dr/dv Drkv) (u;(t x)))2> } < Cell=ap,
k,i=1

Proof. We use the same notations as in the proof of Lemma [A.2l First, under the condition
t—s > coe™, using ([@I), we have

/ dr/dvG2 (t—r,x—v)=c((t—s+e) = - (t—S)%)

< (o™ 4 €)F — (o) T ) = e(coe™) T (14 cgle )& — 1)
< (™) T ey le M (a — 1) Ja = cop /e W (a - 1) /o, (A.12)

where the first inequality is because the function z = (z + €)% —z°+ is decreasing on
[coe™, 0o, and the second inequality is due to (1+z) % —1 < 2= a=lg, for all z > 0. Therefore,

Ay < cel =@, (A.13)
Using (A.12)) instead of ([A.4), we see that
A21 < ce —%)p. <A14>

Due to the choice of 7y and by (A.IQ), we have
A31 cel < C 6(1_7) . (A15)

The estimates for other terms remain the same as in the proof of Lemma Therefore,
we have obtained that

t
Ku(t) < c =2 +c/ (1+ (t — 6)3)K,(0)d
t
< ce —1‘3>p+5/ (t — 0) o K,(6)do.

Applying Gronwall’s lemma (|9, Lemma 15]), we have

K (t) < ce™ % forall s <t O
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Remark A.4. The result of Lemma [A.3] is also valid for the solutions of stochastic heat
equations with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions in which case @« = 2. This is
because the Green kernel of heat equation with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions
shares similar properties with the Green kernel of heat equation, which enables us to derive

the same estimates as in (A12), (AI3), (AI4) and (A1) for the solutions of stochastic

heat equations with Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions.
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