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Global solvability and convergence to stationary solutions

in singular quasilinear stochastic PDEs

Tadahisa Funaki∗ and Bin Xie⋆

Abstract

We consider singular quasilinear stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) stud-
ied in [7], which are defined in paracontrolled sense. The main aim of the present article
is to establish the global-in-time solvability for a particular class of SPDEs with origin
in particle systems and, under a certain additional condition on the noise, prove the
convergence of the solutions to stationary solutions as t → ∞. We apply the method
of energy inequality and Poincaré inequality. It is essential that the Poincaré constant
can be taken uniformly in an approximating sequence of the noise. We also use the
continuity of the solutions in the enhanced noise, initial values and coefficients of the
equation, which we prove in this article for general SPDEs discussed in [7] except that
in the enhanced noise. Moreover, we apply the initial layer property of improving
regularity of the solutions in a short time.

1 Introduction

We studied in [7] the following quasilinear stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE)
defined in paracontrolled sense

(1.1) ∂tu = a(∇u)∆u+ g(∇u) · ξ,

on one dimensional torus T ≃ [0, 1) having the spatial noise ξ ∈ Cα−2, α ∈ (43 ,
3
2), where

∇ = ∂x, ∆ = ∂2x and Cα ≡ Cα(T) = Bα
∞,∞(T) denotes the Hölder-Besov space on T with

regularity exponent α ∈ R equipped with the norm ‖·‖Cα . We showed the local-in-time
solvability and the continuity of the solution in the enhanced noise ξ̂. More precisely,
assuming that the coefficients satisfy a, g ∈ C3

b (R) and

(1.2) c− ≤ a(v) ≤ c+,

for some c−, c+ > 0, it was shown that (1.1) with the initial value u0 ∈ Cα has a solution
u up to some T∗ > 0 (see (2.23)) and if the enhanced noise ξ̂ = (ξ,Π(∇X, ξ)) converges

in Cα−2 × C2α−3, then the corresponding solution u = uξ̂ converges in Lα
T , where Lα

T =
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C([0, T ], Cα) ∩ Cα/2([0, T ], L∞) taking T > 0 uniformly in a neighborhood of some ξ̂ and
L∞ = L∞(T). Here X = (−∆)−1(ξ − ξ(T)), ξ(T) ≡ 〈ξ, 1〉, and Π(∇X, ξ) denotes the

resonant term in the paraproduct of ∇X and ξ. In particular, we see u(t) ∈ ∩δ>0C
3

2
−δ

for t < T∗, see [7] for details. We remark that the same result still holds under a weaker
assumption: a, g ∈ C3(R) satisfying (1.2), see Lemma 1.4 below.

1.1 The aim of the article

The present article is a continuation of [7]. Assuming that two coefficients a and g satisfy
the relation a = g′, we establish the global-in-time solvability and convergence of the
solution to a stationary solution as t→ ∞, see Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. For the convergence
to the stationary solution, we assume |µξ| is small enough for the noise ξ, where µξ is the
constant defined from ξ by (1.7) below. A typical example of the noise ξ is the derivative
of a periodic Brownian motion w = w(x), x ∈ T: ξ = ẇ and, for this ξ, µξ = 0 holds.
Then, in general without assuming such conditions for the coefficients a, g and noise ξ, we
show the continuity of the local-in-time solution in initial values, see Theorem 1.3. This
is used for the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Let ϕ ∈ C4(R) satisfying

c− ≤ ϕ′(v) ≤ c+(1.3)

for some c−, c+ > 0 and χ ∈ C3(R) be given, and consider the SPDE

(1.4) ∂tv = ∆{ϕ(v)} +∇{χ(v)ξ}, x ∈ T.

Note that the linear case ϕ(v) = χ(v) = v is included. Then, for every m ∈ R, if u ≡ um
is a solution of (1.1) with a(v) = ϕ′(v +m), g(v) = χ(v +m), v := ∇um +m solves the
equation (1.4) under the assumption a, g ∈ C3

b (R), see Section 1.2 of [7] and an indirect
Definition 1.1 of the solution of (1.4) below. Note that, if ξ is smooth, this is true in
classical sense. In particular, (1.4) has a local-in-time solution v in Lα−1

T . See Subsection
1.4 for more explanation on the relation between u and v under the weak assumption
a, g ∈ C3(R). We note that the equation (1.4) has a mass conservation law:

(1.5)

∫

T

v(t, x)dx = m

for all t ≥ 0 with a constant m ∈ R, which is determined from its initial value v0.

As we mentioned above, the main aim of the present article is to show the global-in-
time solvability and establish the convergence of the solution to the stationary solution as
t → ∞ for the SPDE (1.1) when the coefficients satisfy a = g′. For this purpose, it turns
out to be more convenient to study the SPDE in the form of (1.4). Due to the discussions
in Subsection 1.4, especially by Definition 1.1, the result for (1.4) implies that for ∇u for
the solution u of (1.1). Our assumption a = g′ for (1.1) corresponds to χ = ϕ for (1.4) so
that we consider the equation of the special form

(1.6) ∂tv = ∆{ϕ(v)} +∇{ϕ(v)ξ},

on T. The equation (1.6) has a physical meaning in the sense that it can be derived from
a microscopic particle system in random environment, see [14].
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Our another aim is to establish the continuity of the solution of (1.1) in initial values
in general without assuming a = g′. We use such property in the study of the SPDE (1.6),
but we show it for the general case. The solution determines a continuous flow on the state
space Cα ∪ {∆} with a death point ∆ added to cover the explosion of the solutions, see
Remark 2.4 in Subsection 2.2. The equation (1.1) can be considered as if a deterministic
PDE once ξ is fixed, so that it is different from the SPDEs driven by the space-time white
noise, but the continuity in initial value u0 in our case corresponds to the strong Feller
property for such SPDEs, cf. [11].

1.2 Global solution in time and convergence to stationary solutions

We consider the SPDE (1.6) with ξ ∈ Cα−2, α ∈ (43 ,
3
2). To describe its stationary solu-

tions, for a given ξ, we define its integral η(x) := 〈ξ, 1[0,x]〉 ≡
∫ x
0 ξ(y)dy, x ∈ T. Note that

η is not periodic, but η̃(x) := 〈ξ − σ, 1[0,x]〉 = η(x)− σx is periodic, where

σ ≡ σξ := ξ(T) = 〈ξ, 1〉 = η(1) ∈ R.

It is known that η ∈ Cα−1(R) and especially η ∈ C([0, 1]), see Lemma A.10 of [9]. Typi-
cally, we can take ξ = ẇ(x) + σ with a periodic Brownian motion w(x), x ∈ T and σ ∈ R.
The most interesting noise is ξ = ẇ and, in this case, σξ = 0 holds.

Then, from η or equivalently from ξ, we define a function θ(x) = θξ(x) on T and a
constant µ = µξ ∈ R, respectively, by

(1.7)

θ(x) := e−η(x)
{
µ

∫ x

0
eη(y)dy + 1

}
, x ∈ T,

µ :=
eη(1) − 1∫ 1
0 e

η(y)dy
.

Note that θ(x) > 0 so it is uniformly positive by its continuity. Indeed, this is obvious
if µ ≥ 0, while θ(x) ≥ e−η(x){µ

∫ 1
0 e

η(y)dy + 1} = e−η(x)+η(1) > 0 if µ < 0. Moreover,
θ is periodic: θ(0) = θ(1) = 1. In case σ = 0, we have µ = 0 (and vice versa) and
θ(x) = e−η(x). Note that θ = θ(x) satisfies

∇θ + ξθ = µ(1.8)

at least if ξ ∈ C(T), that is, η ∈ C1([0, 1]), and therefore ∆(zθ) +∇(zθ · ξ) = 0 holds for
every z ∈ R. In particular, v = ϕ−1(zθ) are stationary solutions of (1.6), where ϕ−1 is the
inverse function of ϕ.

For each conserved mass m ∈ R given as in (1.5), determine z = zm ∈ R uniquely by
the relation

(1.9) m =

∫

T

ϕ−1(zθ(x))dx.

Note that, since ϕ satisfies (1.3) and in particular, it is strictly increasing, this determines
a one to one relation between z and m. Then,

(1.10) v̄(x) ≡ v̄m(x) := ϕ−1(zmθ(x))

3



is a stationary solution of (1.6) satisfying
∫
T
vdx = m in distributional sense, or at least

if ξ ∈ C(T). Indeed, the mass conservation law is clear and, as we noted above,

∆{ϕ(v̄m)}+∇{ϕ(v̄m)ξ} = zm∇{∇θ + θξ} = zm∇µ = 0,

so that the right hand side of (1.6) vanishes for v = v̄m.

As we will see, at least if |µξ| is small enough, v̄m is the unique stationary solution of
the SPDE (1.6) for each fixed m, where µξ is the constant determined in (1.7) from the
noise ξ. In fact, we will show in Section 2 that, for initial value v0(x) satisfying (1.5) (with
v(t) replaced by v0), the solution v(t, x) of the SPDE (1.6) converges to the stationary
solution v̄m as t → ∞ at least if |µξ| is small. Moreover, without assuming the smallness
of |µξ|, the SPDE (1.6) has a global solution in time.

Theorem 1.1. Let ϕ ∈ C4(R) satisfy (1.3) and α ∈ (139 ,
3
2). Then, for every initial

value v0 ∈ Cα−1, the SPDE (1.6) has a global-in-time solution v(t) ∈ Cα−1 for all t ≥ 0.
Moreover, if |µξ| is sufficiently small, v(t) converges exponentially fast to v̄m in Cα−1 as
t→ ∞:

‖v(t) − v̄m‖Cα−1≤ Ce−ct,(1.11)

for some c, C > 0, where m is determined from v0 as m =
∫
T
v0(x)dx.

We apply the energy inequality, Poincaré inequality, the continuity of the solutions
in enhanced noise and initial values, and also the initial layer property to show Theorem
1.1. See Remark 2.2 below for the SPDE (1.4) with general χ instead of (1.6).

This theorem for the slope v(t) = ∇u(t) of u(t) implies the following result for u(t)
itself.

Theorem 1.2. Assume a = g′ ∈ C3(R) (so that g ∈ C4(R)), the condition (1.2) and
α ∈ (139 ,

3
2). Then, the SPDE (1.1) has a global-in-time solution u(t) ∈ Cα for all t ≥ 0.

Moreover, if |µξ| is sufficiently small as in Theorem 1.1, u(t) has the following uniform
bound in t:

(1.12) sup
t≥0

‖u(t)− z0µξt‖Cα<∞,

where z0 is defined by (1.9) with m = 0. In particular, we have

lim
t→∞

1

t
u(t, x) = z0µξ

uniformly in x ∈ T.

Remark 1.1. (i) In Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, we assume α ∈ (139 ,
3
2), which is slightly more

restrictive than the original assumption α ∈ (43 ,
3
2) in [7]. This is because of Theorem 1.3,

which has been used for the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, see Proposition 2.6 in Section
2. For the reason for changing the range of α, see Remark 3.2. Except this point, the other
statements in Section 2 hold for α ∈ (43 ,

3
2). So, unless otherwise noted, we still assume

α ∈ (43 ,
3
2) throughout this article.

(ii) For the space-time white noise case as in [8], the average (i.e. integral on T) of u(t)
behaves as a Brownian motion and it never converges as t → ∞. But, in our case, noise
is only spatially dependent and the situation is different. Removing the constant drift, u(t)
stays bounded in t.
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We remark that the existence of global solutions of singular semilinear SPDEs are
known, for example, for the following models. The linear equation (1.1) with a = 1, g = v
on R

d (i.e., the equation (1.6) with ϕ(v) = v) is studied in [4] and respectively, the
generalized parabolic Anderson model (PAM) (i.e., the equation (1.6) with ϕ(v) = v
and without ∇) in [9] (Remark 5.4) and [2] by different approaches. For the nonlinear
case, the dynamic φ43-model on T

3 is studied in [16] by establishing a priori estimate,
and the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation on T

3 in [12]. The global existence for multi-
component coupled Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation is shown in [6] under the trilinear
condition by studying its stationary measure. In addition, there are few works on the
exponential decay in time of the solutions of singular semilinear SPDEs. For instance, [17]
showed the exponential decay for the dynamic P (φ)2-model on T

2 to its unique invariant
measure with respect to the total variation norm as t → ∞, and recently [10] showed
the exponential L2-ergodicity of conservative stochastic Burgers equation on T based on
the approach of the martingale problem. Among these, to the best of our knowledge, our
result is the first one in quasilinear case.

1.3 Continuity of the local solution in initial values and parameter m

Let u(t, ξ̂, u0), t ≤ T denote the local-in-time paracontrolled solution of (1.1) for each
fixed enhanced noise ξ̂ := (ξ,Π(∇X, ξ)) and initial value u0. In [7], it is shown that
the paracontrolled solution u(t, ξ̂, u0) is continuous in the enhanced noise ξ̂ for each fixed
initial value u0, see Theorem 3.1-(ii) of [7]. In Section 3, we show the joint continuity
of u(t, ξ̂, u0) in (ξ̂, u0) without the restriction a = g′. More precisely, the main result of
Section 3 is the next theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let α ∈ (139 ,
3
2 ) and u(t, ξ̂, u0) ∈ Cα be the unique local paracontrolled solu-

tion of (1.1) with initial value u0 ∈ C
α at least up to time T = T (‖u0‖Cα , ‖ξ̂‖Cα−2×C2α−2).

Then, u(t, ξ̂, u0) is continuous in (t, ξ̂, u0) in the region {(t, ξ̂, u0) ∈ [0,∞) × (Cα−2 ×
C2α−3) × Cα ; t ≤ T}. In particular, for each 0 < t ≤ T , the solution u(t) of (1.1) is
continuous in its initial values.

This theorem can be easily proved by Theorem 3.1 in Section 3, see also Remark
3.2. Furthermore, the continuity in m of the solution u = u(t,m, ξ̂, u0) of (1.1) with the
coefficients a and g replaced by a(· +m) and g(· +m), respectively, can be shown by a
straightforward extension of our estimates, see Remark 3.3.

Remark 1.2. (i) For the special case a = g′, we have that u(t, ξ̂, u0) of (1.1) is continuous
in (t, ξ̂, u0) in the region {(t, ξ̂, u0) ∈ [0,∞)× (Cα−2 ×C2α−3)×Cα} by Theorems 1.2 and
1.3.
(ii) From the explanation in Subsection 1.4, we see that Theorem 1.3 implies that the
solution v(t, ξ̂, v0) of (1.4) is continuous in the region {(t, ξ̂, v0) ∈ [0,∞)×(Cα−2×C2α−3)×
Cα−1; t ≤ T} and in particular, v(t, ξ̂, v0) is continuous in its initial values v0 up to time
T . Moreover, by Theorem 1.1, for the special type of SPDE (1.6), we know that its solution
v(t, v0) is continuous in (t, v0) in the region {(t, v0) ∈ [0,∞) × Cα−1}.

Remark 1.3. Hairer and Mattingly [11] discussed as follows: Let U be the state space
of solutions of certain SPDE and Ū := U ∪ {∆} by adding the death point ∆ to cover
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blow-up of solutions. They consider the solution of SPDE as a random dynamical system
Φs,t : Ū ×M → Ū , where M denotes the space of admissible models for a given regularity
structure. In our case, we may fix the noise (or more precisely, the enhanced noise), and
consider the solution of SPDE as a deterministic dynamical system (Φt : Ū → Ū would be
enough). Their Assumption 1 is for the continuity of the map Φs,t. They first prove the
strong Feller property under general setting, and then show the assumptions formulated in
general setting for several singular SPDEs. In our case, once the noise is fixed, the solution
is deterministic so that what we need is the continuity of the solution in the initial value.

1.4 Definition of the solution of (1.4) and relation to (1.1)

Recall that the solution u(t) of (1.1) was defined in paracontrolled sense by solving the
fixed point problem for the map Φ defined by (2.16) in the class BT (λ), see [7].

Let us first remark the following lemma which generalizes Theorem 1.1 of [7] and is
shown by the cut-off argument.

Lemma 1.4. Let α ∈ (43 ,
3
2), a, g ∈ C3(R) and the condition (1.2) be satisfied. Then, the

SPDE (1.1) has a unique local-in-time solution u(t) defined in paracontrolled sense.

Proof. For a given a ∈ C3(R), we can take a sequence of functions an ∈ C3
b (R) such that

0 < c− ≤ an ≤ c+, a
n(v) = a(v), |v|≤ n and an converges uniformly to a on each compact

set. Similarly, for a given g ∈ C3(R), let us take a sequence of functions gn ∈ C3
0 (R) such

that gn(v) = g(v), |v|≤ n and gn converges uniformly to g on each compact set. Let us
consider the equation

(1.13) ∂tu
n = an(∇un)∆un + gn(∇un) · ξ

starting from u0 ∈ Cα. Then, the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 of [7] are satisfied and
we know that (1.13) has a unique paracontrolled solution un = un(t) up to a time T n

∗ >
0 a.s., which is similarly defined by (2.23). Without loss of generality, we may assume
T n
∗ <∞ a.s. Let us now define τn by τn = inf{t > 0 : ‖un(t)‖Cα≥ n}. Then, it is clear that
τn > 0 a.s., whenever ‖u0‖Cα< n and Lemma 2.5 below gives that τn ≤ T n

∗ . Moreover,
we have um(t) = un(t), t ≤ τm∧ τn. Therefore, one knows that (1.1) has a unique solution
u(t) in the paracontrolled sense at least up to the time limn→∞ τn > 0 a.s.

As we mentioned, (1.4) is obtained at least for a smooth noise from (1.1) with proper
modification in m by differentiation. Motivated by this, we give the meaning to the
equation (1.4) indirectly via the equation (1.1). Let an initial value v0 ∈ Cα−1, α ∈ (43 ,

3
2)

of (1.4) be given. Then, set m :=
∫
T
v0(x)dx and define u0 ∈ Cα by integrating v0 −m as

(1.14) u0(x) =

∫ x

0
(v0(y)−m)dy + C, x ∈ R,

for any constant C ∈ R. We solve (1.1) with a(v) = ϕ′(v + m), g(v) = χ(v + m) and
this initial value u0 in paracontrolled sense. The solution is denoted by u(t) = u(t; v0, C).
Recall u(t) ∈ Lα

T for some T > 0.

Definition 1.1. We call v(t) := ∇u(t; v0, C) +m ∈ Lα−1
T the solution of the SPDE (1.4)

with initial value v0.
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Note that, if the noise ξ (and v0) is smooth, v(t) is a smooth classical solution of
(1.4). Indeed, in such case, u(t) is a smooth solution of (1.1) so that this follows by
differentiation. Note also that v(t; v0, C) does not depend on the choice of C. Indeed,
again for smooth smeared noise ξε, we easily see uε(t; v0, C) = uε(t; v0, 0) + C for the
corresponding solutions uε of (1.1). Thus, by applying Theorem 1.1 of [7] and taking the
limit ε ↓ 0, we see that u(t; v0, C) = u(t; v0, 0) + C holds for general noise ξ. This implies
∇u(t; v0, C) = ∇u(t; v0, 0). In particular, v(t) is well-defined.

Conversely, u(t) can be recovered from v(t) = ∇u(t) (with m = 0) as follows. Assume
ξ ∈ C∞(T) and let the initial value u0 ∈ Cα, α ∈ (43 ,

3
2) of (1.1) be given. Then, we

determine v(t) by solving (1.4) with initial value v0 := ∇u0, and set

u(t, x) :=

∫ x

0
v(t, y)dy +

∫

T

u0(y)dy −

∫

T

(1− y)v(t, y)dy +

∫ t

0
ds

∫

T

χ(v(s, y)) · ξ(y)dy.

(In the right hand side, especially in the first and third terms, we regard T = [0, 1).)
Then, one can show that u(t) solves the equation (1.1) with a = ϕ′, g = χ, see Lemma
2.10 below. At least if ξ is smooth, the equivalence between (1.1) and (1.4) is established.

Moreover, concerning the renormalizations, the equation (1.1) in integrated form does
not require them, since the resonant term Π(∇X, ξ) involves the derivative of X as we
discussed in [7] (though (1.1) is an analog of KPZ equation). In particular, the equation
(1.4) in differentiated form does not require them too.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. Section 2 is for the proofs of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We first formulate the energy estimate for (1.6) driven by a smooth
noise in Subsection 2.1, see Proposition 2.2. Then, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in
Subsection 2.2. We note the continuity of the solution in the enhanced noise ξ̂, the initial
values and the parameter m in the coefficients. We derive Poincaré inequality and show
that the Poincaré constant can be taken uniformly in the approximating sequence of the
noise. We also rely on the initial layer type property of the solution of the SPDE (1.6),
that is, the regularity of the solution is improved in an arbitrary short time. Subsection
2.3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2 based on the relation between (1.1) and (1.4).
In Section 3, we show Theorem 1.3 by establishing Theorem 3.1.

2 Global solvability and convergence to stationary solution

We show the global solvability of (1.6) based on the energy inequality and Poincaré in-
equality. This gives the exponentially fast convergence in Cα−1 of the solution v(t) to the
stationary one, first for the initial value v(0) ∈ D, at least if |µξ| is sufficiently small. Here
D is the class of all functions v ∈ Cα−1 satisfying ϕ(v)θ−1 ∈ H1, where H1 = H1(T) is the
Sobolev space on T. Then, this result will be extended to general initial values v(0) ∈ Cα−1

by the initial layer type property of the solution. Note that v(0) ∈ Cβ, β ∈ (13 , α − 1), is
equivalent to writing v(0) ∈ Cα−1, α ∈ (43 ,

3
2), by tuning in α. In addition, we will use C

to denote a positive generic constant that may change from line to line in this section.
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2.1 Method of energy inequality

In this subsection, we assume ξ ∈ C∞(T) (or at least ξ ∈ C2(T)) and consider a differen-
tiable solution v(t, x) of (1.6). More precisely, if ξ ∈ C2(T), the equation (1.4) is a classical
PDE of divergence form:

∂tv = ∇{a1(v,∇v)} − a2(x, v,∇v), x ∈ T,(2.1)

or, we can further rewrite it as

∂tv = a3(v)∆v −A(x, v,∇v), x ∈ T,(2.2)

where a1(v, p) = ϕ′(v)p, a2(x, v, p) = −(ξ̇(x)χ(v) + ξ(x)χ′(v)p), a3(v) = ϕ′(v) and
A(x, v, p) = −ϕ′′(v)p2 + a2(x, v, p). Note that (2.1) and (2.2) are written in the forms
of (6.1) and (6.4) in [13] (p.449, p.450), respectively. We actually consider (1.6) so that
χ = ϕ. Recall that ϕ ∈ C4(R) satisfies (1.3) and this, in particular, implies the lin-
ear growth property of ϕ: |ϕ(v)|≤ C(|v|+1). Thus, we see that the conditions a)–d) of
Theorem 6.1 ([13], p.452), especially,

∂pa1(v, p) (= ϕ′(v)) ≥ 0, A(x, v, 0)v ≥ −b1v
2 − b2,

0 < c− ≤ ∂pa1(v, p) ≤ c+, (|a1|+|∂va1|)(1 + |p|) + |a2|≤ CM(p2 + 1)

hold for x ∈ T, |v|≤ M,p ∈ R. Indeed, the second bound follows from

|A(x, v, 0)v|= |a2(x, v, 0)v|= |ξ̇(x)| |ϕ(v)v|≤ C2(v
2 + 1).

Note that M > 0 given in (6.8) of [13] can be taken in our situation by applying the
maximum principle, see Remark 2.1-(i) below. The condition ξ ∈ C2(T) is required for
the condition c). The condition d) is shown by the boundedness of ∂va1, ∂pa2, ∂va2 for
|v|≤ M and |p|≤ M1 for each M,M1 > 0. Therefore, by Theorem 6.1 of [13], (1.4) has
a unique global-in-time classical solution v(t, x) (∈ H1+β/2,2+β([0, T ] × T)) if ξ ∈ C2(T)
and the initial value v(0) ∈ C2+β(T) for some β ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, noting that
|a1(v, p)|+|∂va1(v, p)|≤ CM |p|, |v|≤ M,p ∈ R, by Theorem 6.4 ([13], p.460), the existence
of global-in-time classical solution is known if ξ ∈ C2(T) and v(0) ∈ Cβ(T), β ∈ (0, 1).
Note that, from examples in p.99 of [1] or p.62 -L. 8 of [9], we know that Cα = Hα (Hölder
space used in [13]) for all α ∈ R

+ \ N. One can easily check that the classical solution of
(1.4) is a solution in paracontrolled sense. This shows that the life time of the solution
v(t) ∈ Cα−1 of (1.6) equals to infinity, i.e.,

T∗ ≡ T∗(ξ̂, v(0)) := sup{t ≥ 0; solution of (1.6) with initial value v(0) exists} = ∞,

if ξ ∈ C2(T) and v(0) ∈ Cα−1, α > 1. We expect that T∗ is lower semicontinuous in ξ̂ as
in [6], but this combined with T∗ = ∞ for ξ ∈ C2(T) does not imply the same for general
ξ ∈ Cα−2.

As we mentioned, in this subsection, we assume ξ ∈ C∞(T) and v(t, x) is a smooth
global-in-time solution of (1.6), i.e., v ∈ C1,2((0,∞)×T)∩C([0,∞)×T). We define f(t, x)
as

(2.3) f(t, x) :=
ϕ(v(t, x))

θ(x)
,
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where θ = θξ(x) is defined in (1.7). Note that f(t, x) is periodic in x ∈ T. Then, we have

∇ϕ(v) = ∇(fθ) = ∇f · θ + f∇θ

= ∇f · θ + f(−ξθ + µ)

= ∇f · θ + µf − ξϕ(v).

Therefore, the equation (1.6) can be rewritten as

(2.4) ∂tv = ∇(θ∇f + µf).

Let L2
θ := L2(T, θdx) and H1

θ := H1(T, θdx) be the spaces equipped with the norms

‖f‖L2
θ
:= (

∫
T
f2θdx)1/2 and ‖f‖H1

θ
:= (

∫
T
{f2 + (∇f)2}θdx)1/2, respectively. We define the

functional Φ(f) ≡ Φθ(f) of f ∈ H1
θ as

Φ(f) ≡ Φθ(f) :=
1

2

∫

T

(∇f)2θdx.

Lemma 2.1. The functional Φ is Fréchet differentiable in H1
θ and its Fréchet derivative

DΦ(f) ∈ (H1
θ )

∗ is given by

(2.5) DΦ(f)(ψ) ≡ (H1
θ
)∗〈DΦ(f), ψ〉H1

θ
=

∫

T

∇f∇ψ θdx,

for ψ ∈ H1
θ . If f ∈ C2(T), this is further rewritten as

∫

T

DΦ(x, f)ψ(x) θdx,

with

(2.6) DΦ(x, f) = −θ−1∇(θ∇f),

note that θ−1 means 1
θ .

Proof. Take ψ ∈ H1
θ and define DΦ(f)(ψ) as (2.5). Then,

Φ(f + ψ)− Φ(f)−DΦ(f)(ψ) = Φ(ψ) = o(‖ψ‖H1
θ
)

as ‖ψ‖H1
θ
→ 0. This shows the Fréchet differentiability of Φ and the formula (2.5). The

formula (2.6) for DΦ(x, f) is shown by a simple integration by parts:

∫

T

∇f∇ψ θdx = −

∫

T

θ−1∇(θ∇f)ψ θdx.

Noting v = ϕ−1(fθ) from (2.3) and using (2.6), (2.4) is rewritten as

(2.7) ∂t(ϕ
−1(fθ)) = −θDΦ(x, f) + µ∇f.
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Set G(x, f) = (ϕ−1)′(fθ(x)) > 0 and

K(x, f) =
1

G(x, f)
= ϕ′(ϕ−1(fθ)) (= ϕ′(v)) ≥ c− > 0,

recall the assumption (1.3). Then, since ∂tϕ
−1(fθ) = G(x, f)∂tf · θ, (2.7) can be further

rewritten as

(2.8) ∂tf = K(x, f)(−DΦ(x, f) + µθ−1∇f),

which is sometimes called Onsager equation at least when µ = 0, see [15], p.193. See also
Remark 2.1 below for this equation.

Proposition 2.2. Assume ξ ∈ C∞(T) and v(t, x) is a smooth global-in-time solution of
(1.6). Then, for f(t) defined by (2.3), if f(0) ∈ H1

θ , we have the bound

(2.9) Φ(f(t)) ≤ Φ(f(0))eC(θ)t,

where θ = θξ,

C(θ) = −
c−

2c2(θ)
+

1

2c−
µ2c1(θ)

2,

c1(θ) = c1(min θ) defined by (2.12) and c2(θ) > 0 is the constant given in (2.15) in
Poincaré inequality. (Note that c2(θ) stays finite for every η ∈ C([0, 1]).) In particular,
if |µ|= |µξ| is small enough, C(θ) < 0 and this shows the exponential decay of Φ(f(t)) as
t→ ∞:

(2.10) Φ(f(t)) ≤ Φ(f(0))e−c∗t,

for some c∗ > 0. When µξ = 0, in particular, when σ = 〈ξ, 1〉 = 0, one can take c∗ =
c−

c2(θ)

(better than C(θ) with µξ = 0).

Proof. Recalling θ(x) > 0 and K(x, f) = ϕ′(v) ≥ c− > 0, we obtain from (2.8)

∂tΦ(f) = 〈∂tf,DΦ(·, f)〉L2
θ

(2.11)

= −

∫

T

K(x, f)DΦ(x, f)2θdx+ µ

∫

T

K(x, f)DΦ(x, f)∇fdx

≤ −c−‖DΦ(·, f)‖2L2
θ
+µ

∫

T

K(x, f)DΦ(x, f)∇fdx.

For the second term, since ϕ satisfies (1.3), we have c− ≤ K(x, f) ≤ c+ and this shows

≤ |µ| c+‖DΦ(·, f)‖L2
θ
‖∇f‖L2

θ−1
.

However, since θ is uniformly positive, θ−1(x) ≤ c(θ)θ(x) for c(θ) := (minx∈T θ
2(x))−1 >

0 and therefore ‖∇f‖L2

θ−1
≤

√
c(θ)‖∇f‖L2

θ
=

√
2c(θ)Φ(f)

1

2 . Thus, the second term is

bounded by

≤ |µ| c1(θ)‖DΦ(·, f)‖L2
θ
Φ(f)

1

2
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≤
c−
2
‖DΦ(·, f)‖2L2

θ
+

1

2c−
µ2c1(θ)

2Φ(f),

where

c1(θ) ≡ c1(min θ) := c+
√

2c(θ) > 0.(2.12)

Therefore, we obtain

∂tΦ(f) ≤ −
c−
2
‖DΦ(·, f)‖2L2

θ
+

1

2c−
µ2c1(θ)

2Φ(f).(2.13)

We now apply Poincaré inequality Φ(f) ≤ c2(θ)‖DΦ(·, f)‖2
L2
θ

given in Lemma 2.3 below,

and then (2.13) shows that

∂tΦ(f) ≤ −
c−

2c2(θ)
Φ(f) +

1

2c−
µ2c1(θ)

2Φ(f) = C(θ)Φ(f).

This implies ∂t(e
−C(θ)tΦ(f)) ≤ 0 and leads to the bound (2.9). (2.10) is immediate from

(2.9). When µξ = 0, ∂tΦ(f) ≤ −c−‖DΦ(·, f)‖2
L2
θ

holds by (2.11), which is simpler than

(2.13). Therefore, one can take c∗ =
c−

c2(θ)
in this case by Lemma 2.3.

The following is the Poincaré inequality used in the proof of Proposition 2.2.

Lemma 2.3. For every f ∈ C2(T), we have

(2.14) Φ(f) ≤ c2(θ)‖DΦ(·, f)‖2L2
θ
,

where

(2.15) c2(θ) :=
1

2

∫

T

θ−1(x)dx

∫

T

θ(y)dy.

Proof. Set g := θ∇f and note that
∫

T

gθ−1dx =

∫

T

∇fdx = 0

holds by the periodicity of f . Then, noting that

Φ(f) =
1

2

∫

T

(gθ−1)2θdx =
1

2

∫

T

g2θ−1dx,

‖DΦ(·, f)‖2L2
θ
=

∫

T

(∇g)2θ−1dx,

and setting

Z :=

∫

T

θ−1dx,

we have

Φ(f) =
1

2

∫

T

(
g(x)−

1

Z

∫

T

g(y)θ−1(y)dy
)2
θ−1(x)dx
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=
1

2

∫

T

( ∫

T

(g(x) − g(y))
1

Z
θ−1(y)dy

)2
θ−1(x)dx

≤
1

2

∫

T

θ−1(x)dx

∫

T

(g(x) − g(y))2
1

Z
θ−1(y)dy

=
1

2Z

∫

T

θ−1(x)dx

∫

T

θ−1(y)dy
( ∫ y

x
∇g(z)dz

)2

≤
1

2Z

∫

T

θ−1(x)dx

∫

T

θ−1(y)dy

∫

T

(∇g(z))2θ−1(z)dz

∫

T

θ(z)dz

= c2(θ)‖DΦ(·, f)‖2L2
θ
,

where we have used Schwarz’s inequality twice. This shows the conclusion.

Remark 2.1. (i) The equation (2.8) is rewritten as

(2.16) ∂tf = K(x, f)θ−1∇(θ∇f) + µK(x, f)θ−1∇f.

As we saw above, under the assumption ξ ∈ C∞(T), f exists globally in time and (2.16)
can be considered as a linear PDE for f regarding the coefficient K(x, f) is given. Then,
since the right hand side of (2.16) has no zeroth-order term in f , it satisfies the maximum
principle and we have

min
x∈T

f(0, x) ≤ f(t, x) ≤ max
x∈T

f(0, x),

see, for example, [5] p.368. Based on this observation and taking the limit in ξ, one can
cover the case θ ∈ C(T) and show the global-in-time solvability of (1.6). This provides
another proof of the first part of Theorem 1.1, though the present article relies on the
method of energy inequality.
(ii) (Linear case) When ϕ(v) = v, we have G(x, f) = K(x, f) = 1. In addition, if µξ = 0,
or equivalently, if σξ = 0 holds, (2.8) defines a simple gradient flow:

(2.17) ∂tf = −DΦ(x, f),

and this implies ∂tΦ(f) = −‖DΦ(·, f)‖2
L2
θ

.

Remark 2.2. For the SPDE (1.4) with general χ and smooth ξ, the stationary solution
is a periodic solution v = v(x) of the ordinary differential equation

∆{ϕ(v)} +∇{χ(v)ξ} = 0.

As before, setting θ = ϕ(v), this equation is rewritten as

(2.18) ∇θ + ψ(θ)ξ = µ,

where ψ(θ) := χ(ϕ−1(θ)) and µ is any constant. If µ = 0, the equation (2.18) is of
separable type and solved as

Ψ(θ) ≡

∫ θ

0

dθ′

ψ(θ′)
= −η(x) + C, x ∈ T.

For simplicity, if χ > 0, then Ψ is increasing and (2.18) is solved as

θC(x) = Ψ−1(−η(x) + C).
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For θC to be periodic, η should satisfy η(0) = η(1), that is, σ = 0. In other words, the
condition µ = 0 implies σ = 0. On the other hand, the constant C = Cm is determined
from the conservation law (1.5).

Once stationary solutions are found, to link them to the SPDE (1.4), we need to find
a proper transformation like (2.3) from v to f , which extracts the factor z, that is C in
the present setting for general χ, and also a proper functional Φ(f) of f . However, this
looks nontrivial.

Note that, in case χ = ϕ, ψ(θ) = θ, Ψ(θ) = log|θ| and θC(x) = ±e−η(x)+C = ze−η(x),
assuming µ = 0.

2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Now we consider general ξ ∈ Cα−2, α ∈ (43 ,
3
2). We are discussing v(t), but here start with

u(t), i.e., the unique local-in-time paracontrolled solution of (1.1) with the initial value
u0 ∈ Cα.

Let us recall Theorem 3.1 (i) in [7]. In that theorem, it is declared that the map Φ
defined by (2.16) in [7] (or see (3.1) below, which is defined in a little different setting
from the original one) is contractive from BT (λ) (a variant of (3.4) below) into itself for
some large enough λ and small enough T > 0. But, the explicit choices of λ and T were
not given. To show Lemma 2.5 below, let us explicitly choose λ and T . They can be
constructed easily by the estimates (3.48) and (3.50) obtained in the proof of Theorem 3.1
(i) in [7]. In fact, by these estimates, we know that there exists a large enough constant
M > 0 such that for all u := (u, u′) ∈ BT (λ),

‖Φ(u)‖α,β,γ≤M
(
T

α+β−γ
2 K(‖u‖α,β,γ)K̃1(X, ξ) +K0(‖u0‖Cα)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)

)
,(2.19)

and

‖Φ(u1)− Φ(u2)‖α,β,γ≤MT
α+β−γ

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γK̃2(X, ξ),(2.20)

where β ∈ (13 , α−1), γ ∈ (2β+1, α+β), K(λ),K(λ, λ) denote the increasing and positive

functions in λ > 0 introduced at the end of Section 2 in [7], K̃1(X, ξ) and K̃2(X, ξ) are
the positive polynomial functions used in (3.48) and (3.50) in [7]. Let us determine λ and
T > 0 as follows.

λ =2M
(
K̃1(X, ξ) +K0(‖u0‖Cα)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)

)
,(2.21)

T =min

{(
K(λ) +MK(λ, λ)K̃2(X, ξ)

)− 2

α+β−γ
, 1

}
,(2.22)

where M is same as in (2.19). Then, Theorem 3.1 (i) of [7] can be restated as follows.

Theorem 2.4 (Theorem 3.1 (i) of [7]). Let λ and T be defined by (2.21) and (2.22),

respectively. Then, for any u0 ∈ Cα (or equivalently u′0 ∈ Cβ and u♯0 ∈ Cα), Φ is
contractive from BT (λ) into itself. In particular, Φ has a unique fixed point on [0, T ],
which is the unique solution of the system (2.17) and (2.18) in [7] and it solves the SPDE
(1.1) on [0, T ] in the paracontrolled sense.
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Proof. It is enough to show Φ is contractive from BT (λ) into itself. By (2.19) and (2.21),
we easily have

‖Φ(u)‖α,β,γ≤
λ

2

(
T

α+β−γ
2 K(‖u‖α,β,γ) + 1

)
.

Then, noting that T is given as (2.22), we have T
α+β−γ

2 K(‖u‖α,β,γ) < 1 whenever ‖u‖α,β,γ≤
λ and therefore, Φ maps BT (λ) into itself. The contractivity of the map Φ on BT (λ) is

obvious by (2.20) and T
α+β−γ

2 MK(λ, λ)K̃2(X, ξ) < 1.

Remark 2.3. From Theorem 2.4, we see that the time T chosen as in (2.22) depends

continuously on the norm ‖u0‖Cα(or equivalently on ‖u′0‖Cβ and ‖u♯0‖Cα), which is vital
for the proof of the next Lemma 2.5.

Let us define the explosion time T∗ by

(2.23) T∗ ≡ T∗(ξ̂, u0) := sup{t ≥ 0 ; solution u(t) ∈ Cα of (1.1) starting from u0 exists}.

We know that T∗ > 0. Furthermore, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.5. If T∗ <∞, we have

lim
t↑T∗

‖u(t)‖Cα= ∞.

Proof. By the definition of T∗, the solution exists and satisfies u(·) ∈ C([0, T∗), C
α). If

the conclusion does not hold, one can find M > 0 and a sequence tn ↑ T∗ such that
‖u(tn)‖Cα≤ M . However, by Theorem 2.4 and Remark 2.3, there exists ε = εM > 0,
which is uniform in n, such that one can solve (1.1) starting from u(tn) on the time
interval [tn, tn + ε]. Since tn ↑ T∗, this shows that one can solve (1.1) beyond T∗ and
contradicts the definition of T∗.

Remark 2.4. In particular, let Cα ∪ {∆} be the one point compactification of Cα and
define u(t) := ∆ for t ≥ T∗. Then, u(t) is defined for all t ≥ 0 and u(·) ∈ C([0,∞), Cα ∪
{∆}) by Lemma 2.5. Denoting u(t) with initial value u0 ∈ Cα ∪ {∆} by u(t, u0), it has
the flow property: u(t, u(s, u0)) = u(t+ s, u0) for all t, s ≥ 0.

We extend the result of Proposition 2.2 to general noise ξ ∈ Cα−2, α ∈ (139 ,
3
2). Recall

that D is the class of all functions v ∈ Cα−1 satisfying ϕ(v)θ−1 ∈ H1.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that the initial value of the SPDE (1.6) satisfies v(0) ∈ D.
Then, the solution v(t) exists globally in time for all t ≥ 0 and f(t) defined from v(t) by
(2.3) satisfies

(2.24) Φ(f(t)) ≤ eCtΦ(f(0)),

for some C ∈ R. In particular, if |µξ| is small enough, one can take C < 0.
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Proof. First assume that ξ ∈ C∞(T) and let f(t, x) be as in (2.3) and Proposition 2.2
defined from v(t, x) := ∇u(t, x) +m, where m =

∫
T
v(0, x)dx and u(t, x) is a (classical)

global-in-time solution of (1.1) with initial value u0 defined by (1.14), a = ϕ′(· +m) and
g = ϕ(·+m). Then, we have the estimate (2.9) for Φ(f(t)), if f(0) ∈ H1

θ .

Now, let ξ ∈ Cα−2, α ∈ (139 ,
3
2) be given and take a sequence of ξn ∈ C∞(T) such

that ξ̂n = (ξn,Π(∇Xn, ξn)) converges to ξ̂ = (ξ,Π(∇X, ξ)) in Cα−2 × C2α−3 as n → ∞,
see Lemma 5.2 in [7] for details. Let vn(0) := ϕ−1(f(0)θn), mn =

∫
T
vn(0, x)dx, an =

ϕ′(·+mn) and gn = ϕ(·+mn), where θn = θξn is defined as in (1.7) from the integral ηn
of ξn. Note that vn(0) is chosen in such a way that fn(0)(:= ϕ(vn(0))/θn) = f(0) holds
foe every n.

We consider the SPDE (1.6) with the initial value vn(0) and the SPDE (1.1) with
the initial value un(0) by replacing a, g by an, gn, associated with ξn respectively, where
un(0) is determined similarly to u(0) above, see (1.14). Then, we have smooth classical
global-in-time solutions vn, un for such equations. Let u and v denote the solutions of
(1.1) and (1.6) in paracontrolled sense associated with ξ̂ for t < T∗. Noting that θn → θ in
Cα−1 and using assumptions on ϕ′, we have, as n→ ∞, vn(0) converges to v(0) in C

α−1,
mn → m and in particular, an, gn converge to a, g on each compact set of R. For the proof
of θn → θ in Cα−1, we refer to the proof of Corollary 2.7, where a more complex case is
dealt with. Then, noting that un(0) → u(0) in Cα and using Remark 3.3 at the end of this
article, we know that un converges to u in Lα

T and therefore vn to v in Lα−1
T , α − 1 < 1

2
for T < T∗. Since the initial values vn(0) move, we use the continuity of solutions in
initial values. Note that the coefficients an and gn also move. So, we require the condition
α ∈ (139 ,

3
2 ), see Theorem 1.3 or Remark 1.2 for explanation, and use Remark 3.3 in the

proof.

In particular, recalling η(x) = 〈ξ, 1[0,x]〉 ∈ Cα−1([0, 1]) so that θξ ∈ Cα−1(T), θξ > 0
and also ϕ ∈ C4(R) satisfying (1.3), fn(t) := ϕ(vn(t))θ

−1
n converges to f(t) := ϕ(v(t))θ−1

in Lα−1
T and fn(0) = f(0) for all n. We note the lower semi-continuity of Φ(f) in Cα−1,

which follows from the variational formula for the Dirichlet form:

Φ(f) ≡ Φθ(f) =
1

2

∫

T

(∇f)2θdx =
1

2
sup

{
−

∫

T

∇(θ∇w)

w
f2dx;w ∈ C2(T)

}
,

when θ ∈ C1(T), where w(x) = 0 can happen only at x such that f(x) = 0. Indeed, we

may use the integration by parts and note (∇f)2 −∇w∇(f
2

w ) = (∇f − f ∇w
w )2 ≥ 0. Then,

fn → f in Cα−1 implies Φθ(f) ≤ limn→∞Φθ(fn) if θ ∈ C1(T), but in the definition of
Φθ(f), we only have θ without its derivative so that this property holds also for non-smooth
θ by taking the limit θm → θ (in L∞) or ηm → η (in L∞) introduced as above. More
precisely, noting that the constant C(θ) in (2.9) can be taken uniformly in n: C(θn) ≤ C,
since the constant C(θ) = C(θξ) can be estimated only by min θ and max θ, for t < T∗, we
see

Φθ(f(t)) = lim
m→∞

Φθm(f(t)) ≤ lim
m→∞

lim
n→∞

Φθm(fn(t)) ≤ eCtΦθ(f(0)),

at least if f(0) ∈ H1
θ ; recall that fn(0) = f(0) for all n and θn → θ in Cα−1. For the last

inequality, we use Φθn(fn(t)) ≤ eCtΦθn(fn(0)) by noting that, for arbitrary small ε > 0,
θm/θn, θn/θ ≤ 1 + ε for large enough n,m. In particular, if |µξ| is small enough, one can
take C < 0.
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Finally, we prove T∗ = ∞, which shows the existence of v(t) for all t ≥ 0. The above
estimate on Φ(f(t)) implies ‖f(t)‖H1

θ
≤ M1(e

Ct/2 + 1) for t < T∗, if f(0) ∈ H1
θ , for some

M1 > 0. Indeed, this follows from Φ(f) = 1
2‖∇f‖

2
L2
θ

and Lemma 2.8 below (equivalence

of norms). However, by Sobolev’s imbedding theorem and noting that H1 ≡ H1(T) ≃ H1
θ

from θ ∈ C(T), we have H1
θ ⊂ Cα−1, α − 1 < 1

2 and this shows ‖v(t)‖Cα−1≤ M2(e
Ct/2 +

1), t < T∗. Therefore, noting that ‖u(t)‖Cα≤ 2‖v(t)‖Cα−1 , we see ‖u(t)‖Cα≤ 2M2(e
Ct/2 +

1), t < T∗. This proves T∗ = ∞ by Lemma 2.5 at least if f(0) = ϕ(v(0))θ−1 ∈ H1
θ ≃ H1,

that is, if v(0) ∈ D.

If |µξ| is small enough, based on the estimate (2.24) obtained in Proposition 2.6 with
c∗ := −C > 0, we can show the exponential decay of v(t) to the unique stationary solution
v̄m for each conserved quantity m.

Corollary 2.7. Assume v(0) ∈ D as in Proposition 2.6. Then, if |µξ| is small enough,
f(t) := ϕ(v(t))θ−1 converges to the constant zm in H1(T) exponentially fast as t→ ∞:

‖f(t)− zm‖H1≤ Ce−c∗t/2‖f(0)− zm‖H1 ,(2.25)

where m =
∫
T
v(0, x)dx. We also have

‖v(t) − v̄m‖Cα−1≤ Ce−c∗t/2‖f(0)− zm‖H1 .(2.26)

Proof. By Lemma 2.8 below, under the conservation law, we obtain

‖f(t)− zm‖2H1
θ
≤ C‖∇f(t)‖2L2

θ
= 2CΦ(f(t))

≤ 2Ce−c∗tΦ(f(0)) ≤ Ce−c∗t‖f(0)− zm‖2H1
θ
.

This shows the desired estimate on ‖f(t)− zm‖H1 , since the norm of H1
θ is equivalent to

that of H1 due to the boundedness of η(x).

In order to give the estimate (2.26) on v(t), we first show the uniform boundedness
of ‖v(t)‖Cα−1 in t ≥ 0, i.e.,

sup
t≥0

‖v(t)‖Cα−1<∞.(2.27)

By the assumption (1.3) on ϕ, we have that ‖ϕ−1(v)‖Cα−1≤ C(1 + ‖v‖Cα−1), v ∈ Cα−1.
Therefore, recalling that v(t) = ϕ−1(f(t)θ) and using Sobolev’s imbedding theorem, we
have that

‖v(t)‖Cα−1 ≤ C(1 + ‖f(t)θ‖Cα−1)

≤ C(1 + ‖f(t)‖Cα−1‖θ‖Cα−1) ≤ C(1 + ‖θ‖Cα−1‖f(t)‖H1).

Recall that the constant C changes from line to line. So, by (2.25), we obtain (2.27).

Thus, by noting (2.27), we take a function ϕ̃−1 ∈ C2(R) with compact support such that

ϕ̃−1(f(t)θ) = v(t) for all t > 0 and ϕ̃−1(zmθ) = v̄m(= ϕ−1(zmθ)). Then, Lemma 9 of [3]
gives that

‖v(t) − v̄m‖Cα−1 = ‖ϕ̃−1(f(t)θ)− ϕ̃−1(zmθ)‖Cα−1
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≤ ‖ϕ̃−1‖C2(1 + ‖zmθ‖Cα−1)‖(f(t)− zm)θ‖Cα−1

≤ ‖ϕ̃−1‖C2(1 + ‖zmθ‖Cα−1)‖θ‖Cα−1‖(f(t)− zm)‖H1 .

Consequently, noting that ‖ϕ̃−1‖C2 is independent of t ≥ 0, we obtain the desired result
(2.26) by (2.25).

The following lemma was used in the proof of Proposition 2.6 and Corollary 2.7.

Lemma 2.8. Assume the following condition for f = f(x) ∈ H1
θ , which comes from the

conservation law:

(2.28)

∫

T

(ϕ−1(fθ)− ϕ−1(zmθ))dx = 0.

Then, we have

(2.29) ‖f − zm‖L2
θ
≤ C‖∇f‖L2

θ
,

for some C > 0. In particular, under the condition (2.28), the Sobolev norm ‖f − zm‖H1
θ

is equivalent to ‖∇f‖L2
θ
.

Proof. First, note that, by mean value theorem applied for (2.28), we see zm = f(y∗) for
some y∗ ∈ T. Indeed, by noting the monotone increasing property of ϕ−1, we see

∫

T

ϕ−1(min f · θ)dx ≤

∫

T

ϕ−1(fθ)dx
(
=

∫

T

ϕ−1(zmθ)dx
)
≤

∫

T

ϕ−1(max f · θ)dx

and this implies min f ≤ zm ≤ max f . Therefore, we have

‖f − zm‖L2 =
(∫

T

(f(x)− f(y∗))
2dx

)1/2

=
(∫

T

dx
{∫ x

y∗

∇f(y′)dy′
}2)1/2

≤ ‖∇f‖L2 .

Since 0 < θ ∈ C(T), this implies (2.29).

The equivalence of ‖∇f‖L2
θ
to the Sobolev norm is now clear as

‖∇f‖L2
θ
≤ ‖f − zm‖H1

θ
= (‖∇(f − zm)‖2L2

θ
+‖f − zm‖2L2

θ
)1/2 ≤ C‖∇f‖L2

θ
.

The next lemma gives an initial layer type result. This is used to remove the
condition v(0) ∈ D in Proposition 2.6 and Corollary 2.7. Recall that we only assume
ξ ∈ Cα−2(T), α ∈ (139 ,

3
2).

Lemma 2.9. For every initial value v(0) ∈ Cα−1 and all t ∈ (0, T∗), the solution v(t) ∈
Cα−1 of the SPDE (1.6) in paracontrolled sense satisfies f(t) := ϕ(v(t))θ−1 ∈ H1, that is,
v(t) ∈ D. In other words, even if f(0) /∈ H1, immediately after, we have f(t) ∈ H1, t > 0
and this proves T∗ = ∞ by Proposition 2.6.
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Proof. If ξ is smooth, taking any u0 such that ∇u0 +m = v0 for given v0, we have from
(1.1) with a = ϕ′(·+m) and g = ϕ(·+m)

∂tu = ϕ′(v)∇v + ϕ(v)ξ = θ∇f + µf.

This is an integrated form of (2.4). Therefore, we have

u(t)− u(0) = θ

∫ t

0
∇f(s)ds+ µ

∫ t

0
f(s)ds

or we can rewrite this as
∫ t

0
∇f(s, x)ds = θ(x)−1

{
u(t, x) − u(0, x) − µ

∫ t

0
f(s, x)ds

}
.(2.30)

The right hand side belongs to Cα−1, since θ−1 ∈ Cα−1, u(t) ∈ Cα and f(s) ∈ C([0, T ], Cα−1).
On the other hand, in the left hand side, ∇f(s) ∈ C([0, T ], Cα−2), T < T∗, since
ϕ(v(s)) ∈ Lα−1

T , θ−1 ∈ Cα−1. Therefore, taking the limit in ξ̂, we have (2.30) for t < T∗,
if we interpret the left hand side as a Bochner integral in Cα−2.

First note that ∫ t

0
∇f(s, x)ds = ∇

∫ t

0
f(s, x)ds,

where the integrals are Bochner integrals in Cα−2 for the left hand side and Cα−1 for the
right hand side. (This can be shown by regarding both sides as generalized functions and
by multiplying test function ψ.) Thus, (2.30) implies ∇

∫ t
0 f(s, x)ds ∈ C([0, T ], Cα−1),

since the right hand side of (2.30) is in this class. This shows, by also noting an obvious
relation

∫ t
0 f(s, x)ds ∈ C([0, T ], Cα−1), that

∫ t

0
f(s, x)ds ∈ C([0, T ], Cα).

Recall that the left hand side is defined as a Bochner integral in Cα−1 and ξ̂ is already
general.

Since f ∈ C([0, T ], Cα−1), for every t ∈ (0, T∗), by mean value theorem applied in the
space Cα−1, we see that there exists τ = τt ∈ (0, t) such that

1

t

∫ t

0
f(s, x)ds = f(τt)(2.31)

holds. However, since the left hand side belongs to Cα and α ∈ (43 ,
3
2), we see f(τt) ∈ Cα

and, in particular, f(τt) ∈ H1. Once we have f(τt) ∈ H1, taking the initial value of v
as v(τt), by Proposition 2.6, we see f(s) ∈ H1 for every s ≥ τt and the solution exists
globally in time. Since we can take t ∈ (0, T∗) arbitrary small, this shows the conclusion,
recalling the flow property, see Remark 2.4.

Remark 2.5. We can decompose v through ϕ as ϕ(v) = f · θξ and the bad regularity
v ∈ Cα−1 comes only from η in θξ and, by Lemma 2.9, f is a good part. Recall that
Tsatsoulis and Weber [17] decomposed the solution of P (φ)-dynamics on T

2 into the sum
of OU-part and good part. Since we deal with quasilinear equation, our decomposition is
nonlinear, but in a sense, similar to this.
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Now we can easily complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The conclusion follows immediately by combining Proposition 2.6,
Corollary 2.7 and Lemma 2.9. Here we only give a short explanation for (1.11). We first
note that, since v ∈ C([0,∞), Cα−1), we have

sup
t∈[0,1]

‖v(t) − v̄m‖Cα−1<∞.(2.32)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.9, we have f(1) = ϕ(v(1))θ−1 ∈ H1. In particular,
v(1) ≡ v(1, v0) ∈ D so that the condition of Corollary 2.7 is satisfied. Therefore, by the
flow property and (2.26), for t > 1, we obtain

‖v(t) − v̄m‖Cα−1 = ‖v(t− 1, v(1, v0))− v̄m‖Cα−1

≤ Ce−c∗(t−1)/2‖f(1)− v̄m‖H1 , t > 1,

which implies (1.11) by noting (2.32).

2.3 Global existence and asymptotic behavior of u(t) as t → ∞

We can apply the result for v(t) to study the global-in-time existence and the asymptotic
behavior of u(t). First we note that u(t) can be recovered from v(t) := ∇u(t) at least
when ξ ∈ C∞(T), cf. Subsection 1.4. Note that m = 0 under this choice.

Lemma 2.10. Assume ξ ∈ C∞(T) and let the initial value u0 ∈ Cα, α ∈ (43 ,
3
2 ) of (1.1)

be given. We determine v(t) by solving (1.4) with initial value v0 := ∇u0, and set

(2.33) u(t, x) :=

∫ x

0
v(t, y)dy+

∫

T

u0(y)dy−

∫

T

(1−y)v(t, y)dy+

∫ t

0
ds

∫

T

χ(v(s, y))ξ(y)dy,

where we regard T = [0, 1) especially in the first and third terms of the right hand side.
Then, u(t) solves the SPDE (1.1) with a = ϕ′ and g = χ.

Proof. First, note that u(t, x) defined by (2.33) satisfies the initial condition:

u(0, x) =

∫ x

0
∇u0(y)dy +

∫

T

u0(y)dy −

∫

T

(1− y)∇u0(y)dy = u0(x).

To see that it satisfies the SPDE (1.1), writing the sum of the second to fourth terms in
the right hand of (2.33) as A(t), we have

∂tu(t, x) =

∫ x

0
∂tv(t, y)dy + ∂tA(t)

=

∫ x

0
[∆{ϕ(v)} +∇{χ(v)ξ}]dy + ∂tA(t)

= ∇{ϕ(v)}(t, x) −∇{ϕ(v)}(t, 0) + χ(v(t, x))ξ(x) − χ(v(t, 0))ξ(0) + ∂tA(t).

Since ∇u = v holds for u defined by (2.33), we have ∇{ϕ(v)} = a(∇u)∆u and χ(v)ξ =
g(∇u)ξ. Therefore, to complete the proof of the lemma, it is enough to show

(2.34) ∂tA(t) = ∇{ϕ(v)}(t, 0) + χ(v(t, 0))ξ(0).
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However,

∂tA(t) = −

∫

T

(1− y)∂tv(t, y)dy +

∫

T

χ(v(t, y))ξ(y)dy

= −

∫

T

(1− y)[∆{ϕ(v)} +∇{χ(v)ξ}]dy +

∫

T

χ(v(t, y))ξ(y)dy

= −

∫

T

[∇{ϕ(v)} + χ(v)ξ]dy − (1− y)[∇{ϕ(v)} + χ(v)ξ]
∣∣∣
1

0
+

∫

T

χ(v(t, y))ξ(y)dy

= [∇{ϕ(v)} + χ(v)ξ](t, 0),

which shows (2.34).

Remark 2.6. When ξ ∈ Cα−2, the last term in the right hand side of (2.33) is well-
defined even for general χ in the sense that the other four terms are all well-defined. But,
to look at it by itself especially without time integral, the product χ(v(s))ξ is ill-posed in
a classical sense, since χ(v(s)) ∈ Cα−1 and ξ ∈ Cα−2 with α ∈ (43 ,

3
2 ). However, when

χ = ϕ, this product turns out to be well-defined. Indeed, in this case, ϕ(v(t)) = f(t)θ with
f(t) ∈ H1 for every t > 0 by Lemma 2.9. Accordingly, the last term of (2.33) without time
integral can be interpreted as H1〈f(t), θξ〉H−1 , t > 0 if θξ can be regarded as an element
of H−1. Noting that θ ∈ Cα−1, ξ ∈ Cα−2 and (α − 1) + (α − 2) < 0, in general, the
product θξ is ill-posed. However, in our special case, we will see that θξ is well-defined
as an element of Cα−2 and then, in particular, θξ ∈ H−1 because of Cα−2 ⊂ H−1. This
gives the motivation for the following proof of Theorem 1.2.

We now give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The global-in-time existence of u(t) is clear from T∗ = ∞ noted in
Lemma 2.9. In the rest, we assume |µξ| is sufficiently small as in Theorem 1.1.

As we mentioned in Remark 2.6, we have to show that the term H1〈f(t), θξ〉H−1 (or
equivalently the term θξ) is well-defined. For this, we apply Lemma 2.10 by introducing
an approximation of u(t) as in the proof of Proposition 2.6. Since Lemma 2.10 holds for
v0 ∈ Cα−1, in the following, we consider the initial values un(0) = u0 ∈ Cα for all n. Note
that, we just have v(0) = ∇u0 ∈ Cα−1, which does not imply v(0) ∈ D.

Take a sequence of enhanced noises ξ̂n such that ξn ∈ C∞(T) and ξ̂n converges to ξ̂
in Cα−2×C2α−3 as n→ ∞. Then, the associated solution un converges to u in Lα

T . Since
T∗ = ∞, one can take T > 0 arbitrarily large and, in particular, we have for every t ≥ 0,

‖un(t)− u(t)‖Cα→ 0 (n → ∞).(2.35)

Since ξn ∈ C∞(T), by Lemma 2.10, we have the formula (2.33) for un(t, x) by re-
placing v, ξ by vn := ∇un, ξn, respectively, in the right hand side, which we denote as
An

1 (t, x) + A2 − An
3 (t) + An

4 (t). Recall that we take a = ϕ′ and g = χ = ϕ here. We also
denote fn(t, x) := ϕ(vn(t, x))θ

−1
n (x) and θn := θξn . Then, we see fn(t, x) → f(t, x) :=

ϕ(v(t, x))θ−1(x) in Lα−1
T as before, where θ = θξ.

Noting that ξn ∈ C∞(T) and (1.8), we have θnξn = µn −∇θn, which are well-defined
as the elements of Cα−2 and then

‖θnξn − θmξm‖Cα−2=‖µn −∇θn − (µm −∇θm)‖Cα−2
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≤|µn − µm|+‖∇θn −∇θm‖Cα−2

≤|µn − µm|+C‖θn − θm‖Cα−1 ,

where µn := µξn . Therefore, we see that θnξn is a Cauchy sequence of Cα−2 by noting
that θn → θ in Cα−1 and µn → µ = µξ as n → ∞. In the sequel, we denote by θξ the
limit of the sequence θnξn in Cα−2. So, we have θξ ∈ Cα−2 and in particular, θξ ∈ H−1.

Using the above notation, we claim that

lim
n→∞

{An
1 (t, x)−An

3 (t) +An
4 (t)}(2.36)

=

∫ x

0
v(t, y)dy −

∫

T

(1− y)v(t, y)dy +

∫ t

0
H1〈f(s), θξ〉H−1ds

=:A1(t, x)−A3(t) +A4(t).

By Lemma 2.9, we know f(t) ∈ H1 and
∫ t
0 f(s, x)ds ∈ H1 for t > 0. So, H1〈f(t), θξ〉H−1 , t >

0 is well-defined. In particular, we see A4(t) is well-defined under the assumption a = g′.
Let us first show

lim
n→∞

An
4 (t) = A4(t).(2.37)

In order to do it, we show
∫ t
0 fn(s, x)ds converges to

∫ t
0 f(s, x)ds in H

1 for t > 0. By (2.30)
and θn → θ in Cα−1 (in particular in L∞), infx,n θn(x) > 0, infx θ(x) > 0, we have

∥∥∥∥∇
∫ t

0
fn(s)ds−∇

∫ t

0
f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤‖θ−1
n (un(t)− u(t))‖L2+

∥∥∥∥(θ
−1
n − θ−1)

(
u(t)− u0 + µ

∫ t

0
f(s)ds

)∥∥∥∥
L2

+

∥∥∥∥θ
−1
n µn

∫ t

0
fn(s)ds− θ−1

n µ

∫ t

0
f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

≤C

{
‖un(t)− u(t)‖L2+

∥∥∥∥(θn − θ)
(
u(t)− u0 + µ

∫ t

0
f(s)ds

)∥∥∥∥
L2

+

∥∥∥∥µn
∫ t

0
fn(s)ds − µ

∫ t

0
f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

}
.

Since fn(t) → f(t) ∈ Lα−1
T , T > 0, we have limn→∞‖

∫ t
0 fn(s)ds −

∫ t
0 f(s)ds‖L2= 0.

Taking n → ∞ in both sides of the above inequality, we have limn→∞‖∇
∫ t
0 fn(s)ds −

∇
∫ t
0 f(s)ds‖

2
L2= 0. Therefore, we obtain the desired result, from which (2.37) follows by

noting that An
4 (t) =

∫ t
0 ds

∫
T
fn(s, y)θn(y)ξn(y)dy =

∫ t
0 H1〈fn(s), θnξn〉H−1ds.

For An
1 (t, x), we have An

1 (t, x) → A1(t, x) in C([0, T ], Cα), T > 0 as n → ∞. Indeed,
noting that Cα coincides with the usual α-Hölder space for α ∈ (139 ,

3
2 ), we have

‖An
1 (t)−A1(t)‖Cα=‖An

1 (t)−A1(t)‖L∞+‖∇An
1 (t)−∇A1(t)‖L∞

+ sup
x 6=y∈T

|∇(An
1 −A1)(t, x)−∇(An

1 −A1)(t, y)|

|x− y|α−1

=‖An
1 (t)−A1(t)‖L∞+‖vn(t)− v(t)‖Cα−1
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≤‖vn(t)− v(t)‖L∞+‖vn(t)− v(t)‖Cα−1

≤2‖vn(t)− v(t)‖Cα−1 ,

where ∇An
1 (t) = vn(t) and ∇A1(t) = v(t) have been used for the second equation. There-

fore, noting that vn(t) → v(t) in Lα−1
T , we obtain the desired result. Finally for An

3 (t), by
similar arguments, it is easy to see |An

3 (t)−A3(t)|≤
1
2‖vn(t)−v(t)‖L∞≤ 1

2‖vn(t)−v(t)‖Cα−1 ,
which implies that An

3 (t) converges uniformly to A3(t) on any compact interval [0, T ]. As
a consequence, the proof of (2.36) is completed.

Combining (2.35) with (2.36), we have

u(t, x) = A1(t, x) +A2 −A3(t) +A4(t).

We now show the uniform boundedness of ‖A1(t)‖Cα+|A3(t)| in t ≥ 0, that is,

sup
t≥0

{‖A1(t)‖Cα+|A3(t)|} <∞.(2.38)

Indeed, this can be easily shown by Theorem 1.1. By similar arguments for convergences
above, we easily have

‖A1(t)‖Cα+|A3(t)|≤ C‖v(t)‖Cα−1 , t ≥ 0.

Noting that
∫
T
v0(y)dy =

∫
T
∇u0(y)dy = 0 (= m) and |µ|= |µξ| is sufficiently small,

Theorem 1.1 gives that
‖v(t)‖Cα−1≤ ‖v̄0‖Cα−1+Ce−ct,

where v̄0 is defined by (1.10) with m = 0. Therefore, we have supt≥0‖v(t)‖Cα< ∞ and
(2.38) is shown.

Noting that A2 is a constant, in order to show (1.12), it is sufficient to show

sup
t≥0

|A4(t)− z0µt|<∞.(2.39)

Let us rewrite A4(t) as follows.

A4(t) = z0tH1〈1, θξ〉H−1 +

∫ t

0
r(s)ds,(2.40)

where z0 is determined by (1.9) withm = 0 and r(s) := H1〈f(s)−z0, θξ〉H−1 . By analogous
arguments for (1.11), see the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have

|r(s)|≤ Ce−c∗s/2‖θξ‖H−1‖f(1)− z0‖H1 , s ≥ 1.(2.41)

holds for some c∗ > 0, where Corollary 2.7 and f(1) ∈ H1 have been used; recall that |µξ|
is sufficiently small. Noting that

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
r(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∥∥∥∥
∫ 1

0
(f(s)− z0)ds

∥∥∥∥
H1

‖θξ‖H−1

and using (2.41), we see

sup
t≥0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
r(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ <∞.
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Finally for the first term in the right hand side of (2.40), recalling that θξ denotes the
limit of θnξn in Cα−2 and θnξn = µn −∇θn, we see

H1〈1, θξ〉H−1 = lim
n→∞

∫

T

θnξndy = lim
n→∞

∫

T

(µn −∇θn)dy = lim
n→∞

µn = µ,

where the periodicity of θn has been used for the third equation. Consequently, summa-
rizing the above estimates, we have (2.39) and complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

3 Continuity of the solution u(t) of (1.1) in initial values

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3. As in [7] and stated in Remark 3.2,
Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 3.1 below, which is the main result of this section.
Since this part is a continuation of [7], the same notations as in [7] will be mostly used.
We assume β ∈ (13 , α − 1), γ ∈ (2β + 1, α + β), and use notations K0, K(‖u‖α,β,γ) and
K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ) introduced at the end of Section 2 of [7], which may change from
line to line. We still write a . b for two non-negative functions a and b if there exists a con-
stant C > 0 independent of the variables under consideration such that a ≤ Cb. In addi-
tion, to emphasize the initial value, we sometimes write K0(‖u0‖Cα), K0(‖u

1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα)

for K0.

Noting that Theorem 1.3 is about the continuity of the local-in-time solutions on
initial values and recalling Lemma 1.4, for simplicity but without loss of generality, we
may assume the coefficients a, g ∈ C3

b (R) with (1.2) in the sequel, which are same as in
[7].

Let C̃α,β,γ(X) be the family of functions controlled by X, that is,

C̃α,β,γ(X) := {(u′, u♯);u = Π̄u′X + u♯, ‖(u′, u♯)‖α,β,γ<∞},

where Π̄u′X denotes the modified paraproduct of u′ and X = (−∆)−1Qξ, see Section 2 of
[7] and

‖(u′, u♯)‖α,β,γ := ‖u′‖
L
β
T

+‖u♯‖Lα
T
+ sup

0<t≤T
t
γ−α
2 ‖u♯(t)‖Cγ .

Noting that u is a function of u′ and u♯, we used the space Cα,β,γ(X) and the norm
‖(u, u′)‖α,β,γ in [7], which are equivalent to the above. For the given initial value u0, we

impose additional conditions u(0) = u0, u
′(0) = g(∇u0)

a(∇u0)
and define the (skew product)

space X by

X :=
{
(u0, u

′, u♯) ∈ Cα × C̃α,β,γ; (u
′, u♯) satisfies u(0) = u0, u

′(0) =
g(∇u0)

a(∇u0)

}
,

which is viewed as a metric space embedded in the Banach space Cα × C̃α,β,γ equipped
with the norm

‖(u0,u)‖Cα×C̃α,β,γ
:= ‖u0‖Cα+‖u‖

C̃α,β,γ
, u = (u′, u♯).

Let L0 := ∂t − a(∇uT0 )∆, uT0 := eT∆u0, where e
t∆ denotes the semigroup generated by ∆

on T. Let us now define the map Φ from X into itself by

Φ : (u0, u
′, u♯) ∈ X 7→ (u0, v

′, v♯) ∈ X ,(3.1)
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where

v′ =
g(∇u)− (a(∇u)− a(∇uT0 ))u

′

a(∇uT0 )
,(3.2)

L0v♯ =Πa(∇uT
0
)v′ξ − L0(Π̄z′X) + g′(∇u)Π(∇u♯, ξ)− a′(∇u)Π(∇u♯, Π̄u′ξ)(3.3)

+ (a(∇u)− a(∇uT0 ))∆u
♯ + ζ

=:Πa(∇uT
0
)v′ξ − L0(Π̄zX) + ε1(u, u

′) + ε2(u, u
′) + ζ(u, u′),

where ε1 denotes the difference of the third and the fourth terms, ε2 denotes the fifth term
in the right hand of (3.3), and ζ denotes the remainder, see Lemma 3.3 and (2.32) of [7]
for details.

Remark 3.1. The map Φ defined by (3.1) is a little different from the original one in-
troduced in [7], where the map Φ : (u, u′) → (v, v′) defined on Cα,β,γ(X) := {(u, u′);u =
Π̄u′X + u♯, ‖(u, u′)‖α,β,γ< ∞} (more precisely on the space BT (λ), see Subsection 3.1 of
[7] or equivalently (3.4) below) is introduced, see (2.16)-(2.18) in [7]. As we pointed out
at the end of Section 3 of [7], the space Cα,β,γ(X) is actually identical to that of pairs
(u′, u♯) with the norm ‖(u, u′)‖α,β,γ defined in terms of (u′, u♯). In this way, Cα,β,γ(X) is

identified with C̃α,β,γ. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 of [7] holds for Φ defined by (3.1) whenever
the initial value is fixed and we will not repeat this fact in the sequel.

For λ > 0 and T > 0, set

BT (λ) :=
{
(u0,u) ∈ X ; u0 ∈ C

α, ‖u‖α,β,γ≤ λ
}
.(3.4)

We recall that for each fixed initial value u0, in [7], it is proved that the map Φ is
contractive on BT (λ) for a large enough λ and a small time T > 0, and the unique fixed
point on BT (λ) solves the paracontrolled SPDE (1.1) up to time T > 0, see Theorem 3.1
of [7] or Theorem 2.4 for details. In particular, one explicit choice of λ and T is given in
Theorem 2.4. Let us now give the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.1. Let α ∈ (139 ,
3
2). Then, we have that the map Φ defined by (3.1) de-

pends continuously on the initial value u0 and its contractivity on BT (λ), T > 0 is lo-
cally uniform in initial values. More precisely, there exists a unique continuous map
u0 ∈ Cα 7→ (u′(u0), u

♯(u0)) ∈ C̃α,β,γ up to time T such that

Φ(u0, u
′(u0), u

♯(u0)) = (u0, u
′(u0), u

♯(u0))

and (u′(u0), u
♯(u0)) (or equivalently (u(u0), u

′(u0))) solves the SPDE (1.1) starting from u0
up to time T in the paracontrolled sense. Moreover, T can be taken depending continuously
on ‖u0‖Cα and ‖ξ̂‖Cα−2×C2α−3 .

Remark 3.2. (i) Combining Theorem 3.1-(ii) of [7] with Theorem 3.1 above, we see that
the map Φ depends continuously on both the initial value u0 ∈ C

α and the enhanced noise
ξ̂. In particular, the unique fixed point of Φ in BT (λ) inherits the continuity in (ξ̂, u0).
(ii) Theorem 1.3 immediately follows from Theorem 3.1 and the relation between Φ and
the solution u(t), see the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [7] for detailed explanation.
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(iii) To obtain the estimate (3.13) in the proof of Lemma 3.8 below, which is important for
the proof of Theorem 3.1, the original assumption α ∈ (43 ,

3
2) in [7] is changed to α ∈ (139 ,

3
2)

due to our techniques. Although the assumption on α becomes slightly restrictive, the most
important case of the spatial white noise on T is covered.

We can obtain immediately the next result by Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. The SPDE (1.1) is solvable up to time T > 0 and one can take T =
T (‖u0‖Cα , ‖ξ̂‖Cα−2×C2α−3), which depends continuously on ‖u0‖Cα and ‖ξ̂‖Cα−2×C2α−3 .

To prove Theorem 3.1, thanks to Theorem 3.1 in [7] and the implicit function theorem,
the main task is to show the continuity of the map Φ. We will first give some lemmas as
preparation and postpone the proof of Theorem 3.1 to the end of this section.

Since the main purpose of this section is to prove the continuity of u(t) in its initial
values, we have to consider different initial values. So, we first generalize (2.15) in Lemma
2.9 of [7] to the next lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let F ∈ C2
b (R), α ∈ (1, 2) and β ∈ (0, α − 1]. Then, for any u, v ∈ Lα

T

(without the restriction u(0) = v(0)), we have

‖F (∇u)− F (∇v)‖
L
β
T

.T
α−β−1

2 ‖F‖C2(1 + ‖u‖Lα
T
)‖u− v‖Lα

T

+ ‖F‖C2(1 + ‖u(0)‖Cα )‖u(0) − v(0)‖Cα .

Proof. This lemma can be easily shown by modifying the proof of Lemma 9 of [3]. Al-
though we do not assume u(0) = v(0), refining the proof of Lemma 9 of [3], we deduce
that

‖F (∇u)− F (∇v)‖
L
β
T

.T
α−β−1

2 ‖F‖C2(1 + ‖∇u‖Lα−1

T
)‖∇u−∇v‖Lα−1

T

+ ‖F (∇u(0)) − F (∇v(0))‖Cβ ,

which gives the desired result by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.9 of [7].

As an application of Lemma 3.3, we have the following lemma, which will be used
frequently.

Lemma 3.4. For any (ui0, u
′
i, u

♯
i) ∈ BT (λ), i = 1, 2, we have

∥∥∥a(∇u1)− a(∇u1,T0 )−
(
a(∇u2)− a(∇u2,T0 )

)∥∥∥
L
β
T

(3.5)

.T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

Proof. By Lemma 2.9-(i) and Lemma 3.2-(i) of [7], we have that for any β ∈ (0, α − 1],

‖a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 )‖Cβ
. (1 + ‖u1,T0 ‖Cβ+1)‖u

1,T
0 − u2,T0 ‖Cβ+1(3.6)

. (1 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

On the other hand, Lemma 3.3 gives that

‖a(∇u1)− a(∇u2)‖Lβ
T

.T
α−β−1

2 (1 + ‖u1‖Lα
T
)‖u1 − u2‖Lα

T
+(1 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

25



Therefore, by the estimate ‖u‖Lα
T
. (1 + ‖X‖Cα)‖u‖α,β,γ , see (3.9) in [7], together with

‖X‖Cα. ‖ξ‖Cα−2 , we immediately obtain (3.5) with K(‖u1‖α,β,γ) = (1 + ‖u1‖α,β,γ) and
K0(‖u

1
0‖Cα) = (1 + ‖u10‖Cα).

According to Theorem 3.1 of [7] and its proof, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.5. Let Φ be the map on BT (λ) defined by (3.1), that is, Φ(u0, u
′, u♯) = (u0, v

′, v♯)
for (u0, u

′, u♯) ∈ BT (λ). Then, we have

‖(v′, v♯)‖α,β,γ. T
α+β−γ

2 K(‖u‖α,β,γ)K̃1(X, ξ) +K0(‖u0‖Cα)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2),

where v′ are v♯ are determined by (3.2) and (3.3) respectively, and K̃1(X, ξ) denotes the
same constant as that introduced in Proposition 3.7 of [7].

By Lemma 3.5, in particular, we know that v′ is well-defined as an element of Lβ
T for

each (u0, u
′, u♯) ∈ BT (λ). In the following, we will show the local Lipschitz continuity of

v′ in (u0, u
′, u♯). For (ui0, u

′
i, u

♯
i) ∈ BT (λ), i = 1, 2, we set Φ(ui0, u

′
i, u

♯
i) = (ui0, v

′
i, v

♯
i ) in the

following.

Lemma 3.6. We have that v′ is locally Lipschitz in (u0, u
′, u♯) ∈ BT (λ). More precisely,

we have

‖v′1 − v′2‖Lβ
T

.T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

+K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα ,

where ui = (u′i, u
♯
i) for i = 1, 2.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we set

b(ui) = a(∇ui)− a(∇ui,T0 ), i = 1, 2.(3.7)

Then, it is easy to know that ‖v′1 − v′2‖Lβ
T

is bounded from above by the sum of the

following three terms:

I1 =

∥∥∥∥∥(g(∇u1)− b(u1)u
′
1)
( 1

a(∇u1,T0 )
−

1

a(∇u2,T0 )

)∥∥∥∥∥
L
β
T

,

I2 =

∥∥∥∥∥
1

a(∇u2,T0 )

(
g(∇u1)− g(∇u2)− (b(u1)− b(u2))u

′
1

)∥∥∥∥∥
L
β
T

,

I3 =

∥∥∥∥∥
b(u2)(u

′
1 − u′2)

a(∇u2,T0 )

∥∥∥∥∥
L
β
T

.

Let us first deal with the first term I1. From the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [7], it easily follows
that

‖g(∇u1)− b(u1)u
′
1‖Lβ

T

. T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖X‖Cα) +K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα).
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Recalling that a ∈ C3
b (R) satisfies (1.2) and using (3.6) together with Lemma 2.9 of [7],

we have that
∥∥∥∥∥

1

a(∇u1,T0 )
−

1

a(∇u2,T0 )

∥∥∥∥∥
Cβ

.

∥∥∥∥∥
1

a(∇u1,T0 )a(∇u2,T0 )

∥∥∥∥∥
Cβ

‖a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 )‖Cβ

.(1 + ‖u10‖Cα)2(1 + ‖u20‖Cα)‖a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 )‖Cβ

.K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα ,

where we have been used the estimate
∥∥∥∥∥

1

a(∇ui,T0 )

∥∥∥∥∥
Cβ

. (1 + ‖ui0‖Cα), i = 1, 2,(3.8)

see (3.23) of [7], for the second inequality.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.1 of [7] and the above estimates, we obtain

I1 .
∥∥g(∇u1)− b(u1)u

′
1

∥∥
L
β
T

∥∥∥∥∥
1

a(∇u1,T0 )
−

1

a(∇u2,T0 )

∥∥∥∥∥
Cβ

.
(
T

α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2) + 1
)
K0(‖u

1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

Next, let us evaluate the second term I2. By Lemma 3.4, we have
∥∥(b(u1)− b(u2))u

′
1

∥∥
L
β
T

.T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u1‖α,β,γ‖u

1
0 − u20‖Cα .

In addition, we have the following estimate more easily.

‖g(∇u1)− g(∇u2)‖Lβ
T

.T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

Therefore, noting (3.8), we have

I2 .T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u
2
0‖Cα)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα)(1 + ‖u1‖α,β,γ)‖u

1
0 − u20‖Cα .

Finally, using (3.17) of [7] together with (3.8), we easily have

I3 . T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u2‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ .

Consequently, the proof of this lemma is completed by the above estimates.

In the next two lemmas, we give the bounds for the terms involving both uT0 or (and)
v♯, which should be evaluated in the weighted space in time.

Lemma 3.7. We have

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2

∥∥∥
(
(a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 ))∆v♯1

)
(t)

∥∥∥
Cγ−2

. K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖(v′1, v

♯
1)‖α,β,γ‖u

1
0 − u20‖Cα .
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Proof. By Lemma 3.5, we know (v′1, v
♯
1) ∈ C̃α,β,γ. In particular, we have that for t > 0,

v♯1 ∈ Cγ . Then, noting that 0 < β + γ − 2 < β and using Lemma 2.4 of [7], we have

∥∥∥
(
(a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 ))∆v♯1

)
(t)

∥∥∥
Cγ−2

.
∥∥∥
(
(a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 ))∆v♯1

)
(t)

∥∥∥
Cβ+γ−2

.
∥∥∥a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 )

∥∥∥
Cβ

‖v♯1(t)‖Cγ .

Now, we conclude our proof by (3.6) together with the fact sup0<t≤T t
γ−α
2 ‖v♯1(t)‖Cγ≤

‖(v′1, v
♯
1)‖α,β,γ .

Lemma 3.8. Suppose further α ∈ (139 ,
3
2 ). Then we have

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2

∥∥∥
(
(a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 ))∆Π̄v′

1
X +Π

(a(∇u1,T
0

)−a(∇u2,T
0

))v′
1

ξ
)
(t)

∥∥∥
Cα+β−2

(3.9)

.K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖(v′1, v

♯
1)‖α,β,γ‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

Proof. Set ã0 := a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 ) for the sake of brevity. Using the the commutator
R2(v

′
1,X) = [∆, Π̄v′

1
]X and ∆X = −Qξ = −(ξ − ξ(T)), see (2.1) of [7], we have

‖R2(v
′
1,X)‖CTCα+β−2. ‖v′1‖CTCβ‖ξ‖Cα−2(3.10)

by Lemma 2.6 of [7] and

ã0∆Π̄v′
1
X = ã0(Π̄v′

1
(∆X) +R2(v

′
1,X)) =− ã0Π̄v′

1
ξ + ã0R2(v

′
1,X).

Then, an analogous argument for (2.26) of [7] shows that

ã0∆Π̄v′
1
X = −Πã0v′1

ξ −Π(ã0, Π̄v′
1
ξ)−R(ã0, v

′
1; ξ)−ΠΠ̄v′

1
ξã0 + ã0R2(v

′
1,X),

see Lemma 2.8 of [7] for the meaning of R(ã0, v
′
1; ξ). Therefore, the term inside of the

norm ‖·‖Cα+β−2 of the left hand side of (3.9) equals to

−Π(ã0, Π̄v′
1
ξ)−R(ã0, v

′
1; ξ)−ΠΠ̄v′

1
ξã0 + ã0R2(v

′
1,X).(3.11)

Let us first deal with the first term of (3.11), i.e., the resonant term Π(ã0, Π̄v′
1
ξ). By

Lemmas 2.9 and 3.2 of [7], we have for α < γ′ ≤ γ

‖ã0‖Cγ′−1.(1 + ‖u1,T0 ‖Cγ′ )‖u
1,T
0 − u2,T0 ‖Cγ′(3.12)

.T−
γ′−α

2 (1 + T−
γ′−α

2 ‖u10‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα

.T−(γ′−α)(T
γ′−α

2 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

Let γ′ = γ+α
2 . Then, we have α+ γ′ − 3 > 0 and γ′ > α by noting that α ∈ (139 ,

3
2 ). Using

Lemmas 2.1 and 2.4 of [7] and (3.12) with γ′ = γ+α
2 , we have

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖Π(ã0, Π̄v′

1
ξ)(t)‖Cα+β−2. sup

0<t≤T
t
γ−α
2 ‖Π(ã0, Π̄v′

1
ξ)(t)‖Cα+γ′−3(3.13)
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. sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖ã0‖Cγ′−1‖Π̄v′

1
ξ(t)‖Cα−2

.(1 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖v′1‖Lβ
T

‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα ,

where we have used α+γ′−3 > 0 for the first inequality and the relation γ′−α = γ−α
2 > 0

for the last inequality.

Next, we deal with the last three terms of (3.11). By (3.6) and the similar arguments
to Lemma 4.3 of [7], we easily have

‖−R(ã0, v
′
1, ξ)−ΠΠ̄u′ξ

ã0 + ã0R2(v
′
1,X)‖CT Cα+β−2(3.14)

.(1 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖v′1‖Lβ
T

‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

We omit the details and just give the estimate on the last term ã0R2(v
′
1,X) as an example.

Noting the relation 0 < 2α + β − 3 < α− 1 and using (3.10), we have

‖ã0R2(v
′
1,X)‖CTCα+β−2.‖ã0R2(v

′
1,X)‖CT C2α+β−3

.‖ã0‖Cα−1‖R2(v
′
1,X)‖CTCα+β−2

.(1 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖v′1‖Lβ
T

‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα ,

where (3.6) has been used for the last inequality. As a consequence, we conclude the proof
of this lemma by (3.13) and (3.14) together with γ > α.

Next, we reevaluate the term ε2 involving u♯ according to our purpose.

Lemma 3.9. We have the local Lipschitz estimate for ε2:

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖ε2(u1)− ε2(u2)‖Cγ−2(3.15)

.T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u1‖α,β,γ‖u

1
0 − u20‖Cα .

Proof. This lemma can be shown essentially by analogous arguments to Lemma 3.3 of
[7]. However, in that proof, the initial value is fixed and the explicit relation between the
constants and its initial value is not written down. Hence, for the reader’s convenience,
we give proof of (3.15) briefly. In the following, we use the notation b(ui) introduced in
the proof of Lemma 3.6, see (3.7). By the definition of ε2, we have

‖(ε2(u1)− ε2(u2))(t)‖Cγ−2.‖(ε2(u1)− ε2(u2))(t)‖Cβ+γ−2

.‖b(u1)− b(u2)‖Lβ
T

‖u♯1(t)‖Cγ+‖b(u2)‖Lβ
T

‖(u♯1 − u♯2)(t)‖Cγ .

Therefore, the estimate (3.15) is immediately obtained by Lemma 3.4 above and (3.17) of
[7].

As the final preparation, we give the estimate on the remainder ζ in (3.3).
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Lemma 3.10. We have that ζ is locally Lipschitz continuous in (u0, u
′, u♯) ∈ BT (λ). In

fact, we have the following estimate

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖(ζ(u1)− ζ(u2))(t)‖Cα+β−2.K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)K̃2(X, ξ)‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u1‖α,β,γ‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα ,

where K̃2(X, ξ) is the constant introduced in Proposition 3.7 of [7], which depends on
‖ξ‖Cα−2 and ‖Π(∇X, ξ)‖C2α−3 .

Proof. This can be shown by similar arguments to Proposition 3.7 of [7]. Although many
terms should be dealt with, from the proof of Proposition 3.7 of [7], we only have to
reevaluate the terms involving uT0 , that is, Π(a(∇uT0 ), Π̄u′ξ) and the term A2 defined by
(2.27) of [7]. Since we use the norm of ‖u1 −u2‖α,β,γ , the initial value will only affect our
estimate when the estimates of ‖b(ui)‖Lβ

T

and ‖b(u1)− b(u2)‖Lβ
T

are used in the proof of

Proposition 3.7 of [7], where b(ui) is defined by (3.7). However, the terms Π(a(∇uT0 ), Π̄u′ξ)
and A2 can be handled by the analogous arguments to Lemma 3.8 above, and Lemma 4.3
of [7]. Noting u′ ∈ Lβ

T , a similar argument to (3.13) yields that

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2

∥∥∥
(
Π(a(∇u1,T0 ), Π̄u′

1
ξ)−Π(a(∇u2,T0 ), Π̄u′

1
ξ)
)
(t)

∥∥∥
Cα+β−2

.(1 + ‖u10‖Cα)‖u′1‖Lβ
T

‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

Then, recalling the estimate deduced in the proof of Lemma 4.1 of [7] and the bilinearity
of the resonant term, we easily have

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2

∥∥∥
(
Π(a(∇u1,T0 ), Π̄u′

1
ξ)−Π(a(∇u2,T0 ), Π̄u′

2
ξ)
)
(t)

∥∥∥
Cα+β−2

.K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u1‖α,β,γ‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα .

On the other hand, A2 can be essentially evaluated by the arguments for Lemma 4.3 of [7]
thanks to Lemma 3.4. Here, we give the estimate on the first term of A2 as an example.
By bilinearity of R, we have

‖R(b(u1), u
′
1; ξ)−R(b(u2), u

′
2; ξ)‖CTCα+β−2

.‖R(b(u1)− b(u2), u
′
1; ξ)‖CTCα+β−2+‖R(b(u2), u

′
1 − u′2; ξ)‖CTCα+β−2

.K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)‖u1‖α,β,γ‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u10 − u20‖Cα ,

where Lemma 3.4 and α−β− 1 > 0 have been used for the last inequality. Consequently,
we complete the proof.

In the end, let us give the proof of Theorem 3.1 based on the above lemmas.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. According to the proof of Theorem 3.1 of [7], we also know that
the choice of T depends locally uniformly on ‖ũ0 − u0‖Cα according to the estimates
(3.48) and (3.50) of [7]. In fact, noting that constants K(‖u‖α,β,γ) in (3.48) of [7] and
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K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u1‖α,β,γ) in (3.50) of [7] can be controlled by some polynomial, we can
choose the time T as the function T = T (r) for all ‖ũ0 − u0‖Cα< r with a small enough
r > 0. In particular, we know that Φ is contractive on BT (λ) for a large enough λ and a
small enough T > 0, that is, there exists κ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖Φ(u0, u
′
1, u

♯
1)−Φ(u0, u

′
2, u

♯
2)‖α,β,γ≤ κ‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ , (u0,ui) ∈ BT (λ).

Note that u0 in Φ is the same in this estimate. Therefore, thanks to the implicit function
theorem, it is enough for us to show the continuity of the map Φ on BT (λ). In fact, we can
show that the map Φ is locally Lipschitz continuous on BT (λ). Let us take two elements

(ui0,ui) ∈ BT (λ), i = 1, 2 and denote their images by (ui0, v
′
i, v

♯
i ) under the map Φ. Then

by (3.1)-(3.3), we have that the different v♯1 − v♯2 satisfies the equation

L0
1v

♯
1 − L0

2v
♯
2 =Π

a(∇u1,T
0

)v′
1

ξ −Π
a(∇u2,T

0
)v′

2

ξ − (L0
1(Π̄z′

1
X)− L0

2(Π̄z′
2
X))

+ ε1(u1)− ε1(u2) + ε2(u1)− ε2(u2) + ζ(u1)− ζ(u2)

with the initial value (v♯1 − v♯2)(0) = u10 − u20 − Πu′

1
(0)−u′

2
(0)X ∈ Cα; recall that vi0 =

ui0, v
′
i(0) = u′i(0) =

g(∇ui
0)

a(∇ui
0
)
, i = 1, 2, where L0

i := ∂t−a(∇u
i,T
0 )∆. We easily see that it can

be rewritten to the next equation.

L0
2(v

♯
1 − v♯2) =Π

a(∇u2,T
0

)(v′
1
−v′

2
)
ξ − L0

2(Π̄v′
1
−v′

2
X) + (a(∇u1,T0 )− a(∇u2,T0 ))∆v♯1(3.16)

+ (a(∇uT0,1)− a(∇uT0,2))∆Π̄v′
1
X +Π

(a(∇u1,T
0

)−a(∇u2,T
0

))v′
1

ξ

+ ε1(u1)− ε1(u2) + ε2(u1)− ε2(u2) + ζ(u1)− ζ(u2).

By Lemma 2.10 of [7] and v′1 − v′2 ∈ Lβ
T , we see the first two terms of (3.16) can be

estimated as follows:

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖(Π

a(∇u2,T
0

)(v′
1
−v′

2
)
ξ − L0

2(Π̄v′
1
−v′

2
X))(t)‖Cα+β−2(3.17)

.(1 + ‖u20‖Cα)‖v′1 − v′2‖Lβ
T

‖X‖Cα .

As we explained in Lemma 3.10, the estimate (3.7) in Lemma 3.3 of [7] still holds for
ε1(u1)− ε1(u2) in the framework of this theorem. More precisely, we have

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖(ε1(u1)− ε1(u2))(t)‖C2α−3(3.18)

.K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2‖ξ‖Cα−2‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ .

Now let us denote by φ1(t) the sum of (a(∇u1,T0 ) − a(∇u2,T0 ))∆v♯1(t) and (ε2(u1) −
ε2(u2))(t), and by φ2(t) all of the other terms in the right hand side of (3.16). Then
by (3.17), (3.18) and Lemmas 3.5-3.10, we easily known that φ1 ∈ C((0, T ], Cγ−2) and
φ2 ∈ C((0, T ], Cα+β−2) satisfy the assumptions formulated in Lemma 3.5 of [7]. So we
obtain

sup
0<t≤T

t
γ−α
2 ‖v♯1(t)− v♯2(t)‖Cγ+‖v♯1 − v♯2‖Lα

T
(3.19)
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.‖u10 − u20‖Cα+‖Πu′

1
(0)−u′

2
(0)X‖Cα+T

α+β−γ
2 (1 + ‖u20‖Cα)‖v′1 − v′2‖Lβ

T

‖ξ‖Cα−2

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα)(‖u1‖α,β,γ+‖(v′1, v

♯
1)‖α,β,γ)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)‖u10 − u20‖Cα

+ T
α+β−γ

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)K̃2(X, ξ)‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ .

On the other hand, using Lemmas 2.1 and 2.9 of [7], we have

‖Πu′

1
(0)−u′

2
(0)X‖Cα.

∥∥∥∥
1

a(∇u10)a(∇u
2
0)

∥∥∥∥
Cβ

‖g(∇u10)a(∇u
2
0)− g(∇u20)a(∇u

1
0)‖Cβ‖X‖Cα

.K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα‖ξ‖Cα−2 .

Therefore, thanks to Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, by (3.19) together with 0 < α+β−γ < α−β−1,
we have that

‖Φ(u10, u
′
1, u

♯
1)− Φ(u20, u

′
2, u

♯
2)‖α,β,γ

.K(‖u1‖α,β,γ)(K̃1(X, ξ) +K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα , ‖u20‖Cα))(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα)‖u10 − u20‖Cα

+ T
α+β−γ

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , ‖u2‖α,β,γ)K̃2(X, ξ)‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ

which implies the local Lipschitz continuity of Φ on BT (r, λ). Consequently, the proof is
completed.

Remark 3.3. In the proof of Proposition 2.6, we used the continuity of the solutions in
(m,u0, ξ̂) of the SPDE

(3.20) ∂tu = a(∇u+m)∆u+ g(∇u+m) · ξ,

where m ∈ R. Although we took m = 0 and fixed it in Theorem 3.1, the continuity
of the solutions in (m,u0, ξ̂) of the SPDE (3.20) can be shown by similar arguments.
Roughly speaking, instead of the map Φ defined by (3.1), it is natural to study the map Φ :
(m,u0, u

′, u♯) 7→ (v′, v♯), where v′, v♯ are determined by (3.2), (3.3) by replacing a(·), g(·)
by a(· + m), g(· + m) respectively. Then, all of the estimates in Lemmas 3.4-3.10 still
hold if we replace ‖ui‖α,β,γ , ‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ , ‖u

i
0‖Cα , ‖u10 − u20‖Cα by ‖ui‖α,β,γ+|mi|, ‖u1 −

u2‖α,β,γ+|m1 − m2|, ‖ui0‖Cα+|mi|, ‖u10 − u20‖Cα+|m1 − m2| respectively. For example, if

(mi, ui0, u
′
i, u

♯
i), i = 1, 2 are given, then instead of (3.5) in Lemma 3.4, we have

∥∥∥a(∇u1 +m1)− a(∇u1,T0 +m1)−
(
a(∇u2 +m2)− a(∇u2,T0 +m2)

)∥∥∥
L
β
T

.T
α−β−1

2 K(‖u1‖α,β,γ , |m1|)(1 + ‖ξ‖Cα−2)2(‖u1 − u2‖α,β,γ+|m1 −m2|)

+K0(‖u
1
0‖Cα , |m1|)(‖u

1
0 − u20‖Cα+|m1 −m2|),

because we just replaced the functions a(∇ui), a(∇u
i,T
0 ) by a(∇ui+m

i), a(∇ui,T0 +mi) and
a(· + m) satisfies (1.2) for all m ∈ R. Consequently, we can testify that Φ satisfies the
conditions of the implicit function theorem by the analogous arguments to the proof of
Theorem 3.1 and therefore show the desired result.

One can interpret the continuity in m as that in the boundary condition, modified as
in (1.6) of [7], for the original SPDE (1.1).
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2001.
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