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Abstract

We obtain existence results for the solution w of nonlocal semilinear parabolic PDEs
on R? with polynomial nonlinearities in (u, Vu), using a tree-based probabilistic rep-
resentation. This probabilistic representation applies to the solution of the equation
itself, as well as to its partial derivatives by associating one of d marks to the initial tree
branch. Partial derivatives are dealt with by integration by parts and subordination of
Brownian motion. Numerical illustrations are provided in examples for the fractional
Laplacian in dimension up to 10, and for the fractional Burgers equation in dimension
two.
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1 Introduction

Nonlocal partial differential operators such as the fractional Laplacian are useful in the

modeling of anomalous diffusion phenomena driven in particular by stable Lévy processes,
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and they have found applications in multiple fields of engineering, physics and finance. The
numerical solution of elliptic boundary value problems involving fractional Laplacians have
been studied by means of finite differences in the one-dimensional case in e.g. Huang
and Oberman (2016) in the parabolic case, and in Acosta et al. (2018), and Acosta and
Borthagaray (2021) in the elliptic case.

Probabilistic approaches relying on the Feynman-Kac formula represent alternatives to
finite differences for the numerical solution of parabolic partial differential equations. The
use of stochastic diffusion branching mechanisms for the representation of solutions of partial
differential equations has been introduced by Skorokhod (1964), and this construction has
been extended in Ikeda et al. (1968-1969) to branching Markov processes. In Nagasawa and
Sirao (1969), branching Markov processes have been applied to the blowup of solutions of
a wide class of parabolic PDEs using their Duhamel integral formulations and the Markov
property of the branching process at its first branching time. The branching mechanism has
also been applied in McKean (1975) to the KPP equation, and to the blow-up of solutions
of Fujita (1966) equations of the form du(t,r)/0t = Au(t,z) + cu’(t,r) in Lépez-Mimbela
(1996), see also Chakraborty and Lépez-Mimbela (2008) for the existence of solutions of
parabolic PDEs with power series nonlinearities. Related arguments have also been applied
to Fourier-transformed PDEs in order to treat the Navier-Stokes equation by the use of
stochastic cascades in Le Jan and Sznitman (1997), see also Blomker et al. (2007) for the

representation of Fourier modes for the solution of class of semilinear parabolic PDEs.

This branching argument has been recently extended in Henry-Labordere et al. (2019) to
the treatment polynomial non-linearities in gradient terms. For this, branches associated
to gradient terms are specified using marks, and are subject to Malliavin integrations by
parts. This approach applies in principle to continuous Ito diffusion generators, provided
that the corresponding Malliavin weight can be successfully estimated. In the absence of
gradient nonlinearities, the tree-based approach has been recently implemented for nonlocal

semilinear PDEs in Belak et al. (2020).

In this paper, we obtain existence results for the solution of nonlocal semilinear PDEs
by extending the above arguments from the standard Laplacian A to pseudo-differential

operators of the form —n(—A/2), where 7 is a Bernstein function such that n(0%) = 0.



Precisely, given a horizon time T' > 0, we consider the semilinear PDE given as

ou 0

S () = n(=A/2u(t,2) + f (t, z,ult, z), S—Z(t, 2), .. ﬁ(t’ﬁ)) —0, .

uw(T,x) = ¢(x), = (r1,...,74) € RY,

where f(t,x,y,21,...,2n) is a polynomial nonlinearity given by
f(taxayazlw'wzm): Z Cl(th)leZil”'ZirT’
1=(10,0 sl ) €L

t € Ry, 2,9,21,.--,2m € R, for some m € {0,...,d}, where L,, is a finite subset of N™*!
and ¢(t, z) are measurable functions of (¢,z) € [0,T] x R%, I = (ly,..., 1) € L. In the

sequel, we let ||lz|| := /a2 + -+ 2% o = (z1,...,24) € RL

Assumption (A): We assume that the coefficients ¢;(t,x) are uniformly bounded, i.e.
Il := sup ot x)] < oo, L= (loy. ylm) € Ly, (1.2)
te[0,T),z€R4

and that the terminal condition ¢ is Lipschitz, i.e.

6(2) = ¢(y)] < Lllz —yll, 2,y €R, (1.3)

for some L > 0, and bounded on R,

In the sequel, we will say that a function wu(t, z) is an integral solution if u(¢, ) satisfies the

Duhamel formulation of (1.1), i.e.
uta) = [ oty =)o)y (1.4
R

S SN ) ISR RO | (26 s,

l:(lo ~~~~~ lm)eﬁm

(t,z) € [0,T] x R% Note that the above setting includes the case of the standard fractional
Laplacian A, = —n(—A/2) by choosing the Laplace exponent n()\) = (2X)%/2.
In particular, in Theorem 3.1 we provide probabilistic representations for the solutions

of a wide class of semilinear parabolic PDEs of the form

%(t,x) —n(=A/2)u(t,z) + f (t,x, u(t, x), aa—;l(t, x), ..., %(t, x)) =0, u(T, )=o),



(t,z) € [0,T] x R? with polynomial non-linearity f in the solution u and its partial deriva-
tives Ou/0x;, i =1,...,m, and 7 is a Bernstein function that satisfies n(0%) = 0.

The probabilistic representations of Theorem 3.1 uses a functional of a random branching
process driven by a subordinated Lévy process (Z;)icr, = (Bs,)icr,, where (By)icr, is a
standard d-dimensional Brownian motion and (S;)ier . is a Lévy subordinator with Laplace

exponent 7 such that
E[e_)‘si} = ¢ 1N, At >0,

see e.g. Theorem 1.3.23 and pages 55-56 in Applebaum (2009). Then, by Proposition 1.3.27
in Applebaum (2009), (Z;)er, has Lévy symbol ¢z(€) = —n(||€[|?/2) such that E[e*#] =
etz ¢ € R4 t > 0, and, by Theorem 3.3.3 therein, the infinitesimal generator of (Z;)er,
is the pseudo-differential operator —n(—A/2).

In the case of stable processes we have n(\) := (2)A)*/2, and —n(—A/2) becomes the

fractional Laplacian

Aot = —(—=A)*/?y = 2°T(d/2 + a/2) lim / u(-+ 2) —u(z) i,
720 (—a/2)| r—0+ RA\ B(z,r) |z]d+a

for a € (0,2], where I'(p) = / e MNP\ p > 0, is the gamma function, see e.g.
0
Kwasnicki (2017).
For each i = 0,1,...,d we construct a sufficiently integrable functional H4(7; . ) of a

random tree 7, ; such that we have the representations
u(t,z) == E[Hs(Two)], (t.x) €[0,T] x R,

and

ou
3@»

see Theorem 3.1. Dealing with gradient terms in the proof of Theorem 3.1 requires to

(t,z) :=E[Hs(Trzs)], (t,x)€[0,T]xRY i=1,....d,

perform an integration by parts, which is made possible using the Gaussian density of B,
in the subordination Z; := Bg,, as done in Kawai and Takeuchi (2013) in the case of stable
processes with n(\) := (2X)%/2.

As a consequence of Theorem 3.1, in Proposition 3.2 we show that the probabilistic

representation of Theorem 3.1 can be used to recover the classical result of Fujita (1966) on

the blow-up of semilinear PDEs.



While the branching tree mechanism is quite general and can be applied to a wide range
of differential equations via formal calculations, proving the existence of solutions requires to
show the integrability of functional H,(7;,.,) representing the PDE solution u(t, z) and its
partial derivatives. We deal with this integrability using existence results for the solutions
of Volterra integral equations, instead of using ODEs as in e.g. Henry-Labordere and Touzi

(2018) and Henry-Labordere et al. (2019).

Theorem 4.1, we show that the integrability required for the probabilistic representation
Theorem 3.1 is satisfied provided that A — 1/(v/An()\)) is integrable at +oo. In comparison
with recent work in the diffusion case, see Henry-Labordere et al. (2019), our integrability
condition (3.2)-(3.3) in Theorem 3.1 is sharper because it only involves mark indexes of partial
derivatives appearing in the main PDE. In addition, we provide a detailed justification for
the commutation relation (3.7) instead of stating it as an assumption as in Henry-Labordere

et al. (2019), see Assumption 3.2 therein.

As a direct consequence of Theorems 3.1 and 4.1, we obtain the following result on

local-in-time existence of solutions.
Theorem 1.1 Under Assumption (A), suppose that

o 1
———d\ <

Ao \/XU(A)

for some \g > 0. Then, there exists a small enough T > 0 such that the PDE (1.1) admits

an integral solution on [0,T] in the sense of (1.4).

Related local and global-in-time existence results have been obtained for generalized frac-
tional Laplacians by deterministic arguments under more technical conditions in e.g. Ishige
et al. (2014) and more recently in Ishige et al. (2021) for power nonlinearities of sufficiently
low orders. In the particular case of the a-fractional Laplacian where n(\) := (2A)*/2 with

a € (1,2), we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2 Taking n(\) := (20\)*/? with « € (1,2), under Assumption (A) there exists a
small enough T > 0 such that the PDE (1.1) with a-fractional Laplacian admits an integral
solution on [0,T] in the sense of (1.4).

In the case of the fractional Laplacian, Proposition 4.4 provides quantitative estimates on

the horizon time 7', ensuring existence of solutions on [0, 7] by Theorem 3.1.



We also provide a Monte Carlo implementation of our algorithm for the numerical solu-
tions of nonlinear fractional PDEs with and without gradient term in dimension up to 10,
and of a fractional Burgers equation. The tree-based Monte Carlo method avoids the curse
of dimensionality, whereas the application of deterministic numerical methods is notoriously
difficult including in the fractional case, see, e.g., Bonito et al. (2018).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the description of the branching
mechanism in Section 2. In Section 3 we state our main result Theorem 3.1 which gives the
probabilistic representation of the solution and its partial derivatives. In Section 4 we give
give a sufficient condition on the Bernstein function n that ensures the integrability needed
for the the probabilistic representation of Theorem 3.1 to hold. In Section 5, we present

some numerical simulations to illustrate the method on specific examples.

Bernstein functions and subordinators

Let n : (0,00) — [0,00) denote a Bernstein function, i.e. n is a C* function whose nth
derivative satisfies (—1)"n™ < 0 for all n > 1, and lim_47(z) = 0, see Theorem 1.3.23 in
Applebaum (2009). We consider a subordinator (S;)er,, i.e. a Ri-valued non-decreasing

Lévy process, with Laplace exponent 7, which admits the representation

n(A) = b\ + /000(1 — e )y (dy), (1.6)

where b > 0 and the Lévy measure v satisfies

/0 Ty A w(dy) < oo,

see Theorem 1.3.15 in Applebaum (2009). Using the identity

1 o
P = —/ e MAPTLN x>0, 1.7)
I'(p) Jo (
the negative moments of S; are given by
1 [e.e]
E[S;?] = — / e MNP, p > 0. 1.8
[ ' ] I'(p) Jo (18)

When (S;)icr, is an a/2-stable subordinator with Laplace exponent n(\) = (2A)%/2, the
subordinated process Z; = Bg, becomes an a-stable process with generator A,. In that
case, we have b = 0 in (1.6), the Lévy measure v of the subordinator (S;)cr, is given by

201/271 dr

v(dz) = af(l — /2) pite/2’
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and its Lévy symbol g satisfies

_ 201/2a ) : dy
Ps(€) = m/o (e — 1)y1+a/2
a(2|§’)a/2 iacarg(—i&)/
(1= aja) /2 o
= —cos (%) (2]€])2/? (1 — isign (§) tan (%)) ) £ eR, (1.9)

where we used the identity
o0 .
/ (ewy . 1)y—1—a/2dy _ F(_a/2>|w|a/26w¢arg(—w)/2
0

which is valid for o € (0,2) and any w € C* with R(w) < 0, see Relation (14.18) page 84 of
Sato (1999). In this case, the negative moments of S; are given by
1

E[S{P} — W/O' eft(2)\)a/2)\p*1d>\

1— o'}
_ 1 2P / u—1+2p/ae—udu
t2/eal'(p) Jo

271 (2p/a)
= — 0. 1.10
m52p/0z|‘(p) ) P> ( )

2 Random trees with marked branches

In the sequel, we will provide a probabilistic representation for the solution of (1.1), using
a branching mechanism such that the solution of (1.1) will be given by the expectation of a

multiplicative functional defined on a random tree structure.

Let p : Rt — (0,00) be a probability density function on R, and consider a prob-

ability mass function (qi,...1,. )0, im)eLm O0 Ln With g, 0, > 0, (lo, ..., 1) € Ly, and

.....

e an i.i.d. family (7%9); ;1 of random variables with distribution p(t)dt on R,

e an i.i.d. family (I7); j>; of discrete random variables, with
P(IY = (lo, -y lm)) = Qigt >0, (los -y lm) € Lo, (2.1)

e an independent family (Z%7); j>; of subordinated Lévy processes constructed as

ZZJ = ng,j7 t E R+, Z,j Z 1,



where (B™); ;>1 and (S™); ;> are independent standard Brownian motions and inde-

pendent subordinators with Laplace exponent 7.
The sequences (7%7); j>1, (I'7); j>1 and (Z%7); ;1 are assumed to be mutually independent.

Marked branching process

We consider a marked branching process starting from a particle at the position z € R¢,
with label 1 = (1) and mark i € {0,1,...,d} at time ¢ € [0, T], which evolves according to
the process X!, =z + Z,7, s € [t,t + 7],

If 711 < T —t, the process branches at time ¢ + 71! into new independent copies of
(Zt)ier., , each of them started at the position X, 1.1 at time ¢+ 7. Based on the values of
I = (lg,...,lm) € Ly, a family of |I| ;= lo+ -+ +1,, of new branches carrying respectively

the marks ¢ = 0, ..., d are created with the probability g, . where

'»lm7

e the first [y branches carry the mark 0 and are indexed by (1,1), (1,2),...,(1,l),

e the next [; branches carry the mark 1 and are indexed by (1,0 + 1),...,(1,ly + {1),

and so on.

Each new particle then follows independently the same mechanism as the first one, and
every branch stops when it reaches the horizon time 7. Particles at the generation n > 1
are assigned a label of the form k = (1,ks, ..., k,) € N* and their parent is labeled k— =
(1,ka, ..., kn_1). The particle labeled k is born at time T} and its lifetime (k) g the

element of index 7, (k) in the i.i.d. sequence (77);5;, defining a random injection
7, N* = N, n > 1.
The random evolution of particle & is given by
XE =xE 2wV se T, (2.2)

where T3 := Ty + 7 (k).

If 77 =Ty + k) < T we draw a sample I = 1™ (k) — (loy ..y ly) of [ (k)
with distribution (2.1), and the particle & branches into |I n,n (k )| =1ly+ -+ + L, offsprings
at generation (n + 1), which are indexed by (1,...,kp,4),i=1,..., |I”7””®|. The particles

whose index ends with an integer between 1 and [y will carry the mark 0, and those with



index ending with an integer between Iy + --- + ;_1 + 1 and ly + - - - + [; will carry a mark
i € {1,...,d}. Finally, the mark of particle & will be denoted by 6z € {0,1,...,d}. Note
that the indexes are only be used to distinguish the particles in the branching process, and

they are distinct from the marks.
The set of particles dying before time 7" is denoted by K°, whereas those dying after T’
form a set denoted by k2.

Definition 2.1 When started at time t € [0,T] from a position x € R? and a mark i €
{0,1,...,d} on its first branch, the above construction yields a marked branching process

called a random marked tree, and denoted by Ty ;.

The tree T, o will be used for the stochastic representation of the solution u of the PDE (1.1),

while the trees 7;,; will be used for the stochastic representation of the partial derivatives

Ou/0z;, 1 =1,...,m. The next table summarizes the notation introduced so far.
H Object Notation H

Initial time t
Initial position x
Tree rooted at (¢, z) with initial mark i Tii
Particle (or label) of generation n > 1 | k= (1,ky, ..., k)
First branching time ik
Lifespan of a particle =13 — T3
Birth time of a particle k T
Death time of a particle k 5
Position at birth X%E .
Position at death XQEE’I
Mark QE

To represent the structure of the tree we use the following conventions, in which different

colors mean different ways of branching:



time

position
\fa»“e’\\6
s
time =
position p
fb ey yabet
Q
% time ng\@
position

]abe]
mark

Specifically, let us draw a tree sample for the following PDE:

ou ou

i (—A/2)u + co(t,x) + Co’l(t7x)u8_$1 =0

in dimension d = 1. For this tree, there are two types of branching: we can either branch
into no branch at all (which is represented in blue), or into two branches (one bearing the
mark 0 and one bearing the mark 1, which is represented in purple). The black color is used

for leaves that have reached the horizon time 7.

t+ 17+ T(l,l)
(1,1)
&Xﬁ&\ Ta1)®
t 1 t J'iTT Q T
0 Xt (1,2) 2N A X
{ t+ 717+ T(LQ) 0
(1,2) 1
XT(I.Q);I ( ’2)2)

I t+T7+ T2 + T2z
(1,2,2)
T(1,2,2),®

In the above example we have K° = {1, (1,1),(1,2),(1,2,2)} and K? = {(1,2,1)}.

3 Probabilistic representation

Given t € [0,7], z € R? and a mark i € {0,1,...,d}, we consider the functional H, of the

random tree 7, , ;, defined as

cr (Th X7 o)W
QIEP(TE)

Ho(Tows) = 1]

keke

H F(T—;E ) ’

keko
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where F(2) :=1—P(T; < 2), z > 0, and W is a random weight defined by

(

(X’IEE,.Z’ - X’JEE_ ,x)gE . - °
IL{QE:()} + ﬂ{gﬁgo} SE ~ SE if keKk®, (3.1&)
W — Ty Ty
* (X’_?”,x - Xé%i,x)gﬁ - P
IL{@E:O} -+ ﬂ{gﬁéo} SE ~ SE if keK?, (31b)
\ T T
where 6; € {0,1,...,d} denotes the mark of the particle k, and for each particle labeled
k= (1,ky,...,k,) € N" at generation n > 1, the subordinator (Sf)t . ... is defined as
S

k n,mn (k
Sp=spp® te T

Here, (XTEx — X% denotes the 6;-th component of the vector XQE’I — XIEE_@ in RY.

)
Theorem 3.1 Letm > 0 denote the number of partial derivatives Ou(t, x)/0x, ..., 0u(t,x)/0z,,
appearing in (1.1), and let mg € {m,...,d}. Under the integrability conditions

E [sup }7‘[¢(7;$Z)|:| <oo, te€l0,T], i=0,1,...,m, (3.2)
z€R4
and
E [|Ho(Toni)|] <oo, (t,x)€[0,T] xR% i=m+1,...,my, (3.3)
the function
ult,2) = E[Ho(Tio)], (t2) € [0,7] x R, (3.4)

is an integral solution of the PDE (1.1). In addition, the partial derivatives du(t,z)/0x;

exist and are represented as

%(t,x) =E[Hs(Tews)], (tz)€[0,T] xR i=1,....,mo. (3.5)

Proof. We denote by ¢(t,y — x) the kernel of the pseudo differential operator —n(—A/2),
which is the fundamental solution of the PDE d¢/0t = —n(—A/2)¢. Letting

ui(t,x) == E[Hy(Tini)], (t,2) €[0,T] xR i=1,...,my,
and applying the Markov property at the first branching time 77 on the tree 7; .o, we have

u(t,z) = E[He(Tizo)]

E[H,
= E[Ho(Tiwo) (Lrsr-y + Lin<r—sy)]

11



P(TT >T — t)
F(T —t)

T—t m

b [ [ eyt s TTb s duds
0 R4 .
Jj=1

l=(lo 77777 lm)eﬁm

[ e =ty =ty

= /Rd o(T —t,y —x)p(y)dy

+ Z /t /Rd SO(S_t’y_x)cl(s’y)ulo(37y)HU?(&y)dfyd& (36)

1=(l0s.. b ) ELm
Next, if 67 € {1,...,d}, we have
a) the subordination relation
X =a+ 2, =0+ Bs,—Bs, 20+ Bs, s, r€R) 0<t<s<T,
where (By)icr, = ((Bi)1,-- ., (Bt)a)cr, is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion,

b) conditional integration by parts with respect the Gaussian density of the ;-th component

(BszSt)G’T given Ss - Sta and

c) the definition (3.1a)-(3.1b) of Wk,

we have
T (Bsy—s:)or , /o1
EWrh(X.,) |[Ti > T —t] = E|—F—52h(X),) |TF>T —t
) ST_St )
oh
= E |:—ax91 <x+BSTSt)1
_ i/ (T — t,y)h(z + y)d
R y)h(z +y)dy
)

= %]E[h(x—kBST_gt)}, (3.7)

for any function h in the space C}(R?) of C* bounded functions on R?. As in Theorem 3.1 in
Fournié et al. (1999), see the proof argument of Corollary 3.6 in Kawai and Takeuchi (2011),
the above identity (3.7) extends from h € C}(R?) to ¢(z + -), with ¢ : R? — R continuous

and bounded, as the differentiability relation

0

Fo /Rd P(T = t,y)d(x + y)dy = EDVi(6(XL,) — ¢(2)) | T > T —t],  (38)

12



which holds from (3.7) and the fact that E[W;] = 0. Next, noting that by (3.2) and

dominated convergence, the function
hy) == als,yu(s,y) [[u/(s,y),  yeRY,

is continuous and bounded, a similar argument shows that

0 LET
Gar L Pl el sy IT sz + )
= 0 —E cl(s,x—l—Bs,s)ulo(s,x—i—Bs s ﬁu” S QJ+BS S)
81‘0, s t s t le s t

E | Wral(s, X2, )u (s, XL,) IIzL s, X1, (3.9)

I= (o, ,lm) € Ly, 0 <t <s<T. Applying the Markov property at the first branching
time 77 on the tree T;,,; and using (3.2)-(3.3) and (3.8) we have, for i = 1,...,mo,

ui(t,x) = B[Ho(Trwi) (Linsr—t + Limy<r—sy) ]

P(T; > T —t) .
= ——E\W; X — T=>T —1t
F(T—1) [ 1(¢( t,x) ¢(37)) | 1 }
Tl W m o -
+ Z / E als, X1 u’ (s, X1 Hu]] (s, X1,) |T1 = s|p(s)ds
1=(l0, el ) €L ¢ p(TT) Jj=1 7
0
= T—1 d
o [ e = ot + )y
8 T " m lj d d
—l—l ) zl:)eﬁ o | | o(s —t,y) | als,z+y)u (s,x—l—y)jl_[luj (s,x +y) | dyds.
=t0s--+5 m m ES

By (3.6) this shows (3.5), i.e

wilt, ) = ——(t,2), (t,x) €[0,T]xR% i=1,...,mo,

i

and therefore we have

uta) = [ ATty =)o)y

D SH i TR § | Co)

I=(lo,....slm)ELM Jj=1

(t,z) € [0,T] x R?, showing that u is an integral solution of (1.1). O

13



We note that (3.2) also implies that u(t,-) and u,(t,-) are in L>®(R?) for all ¢+ € [0, 7] and
i = 1,....,m. In the next proposition, we note that the probabilistic representation of
Theorem 3.1 can be used to recover the classical result of Fujita (1966) on the blow-up of

semilinear PDEs;, in the case of the fractional Laplacian.
Proposition 3.2 (Fujita (1966), Sugitani (1975), Birkner et al. (2002)) Consider the PDE

)
a—:f + Agu+ut? =0 (3.10)

with strictly positive terminal condition u(T,x) = ¢(x) > 0, x € RY. Under Assumption (A),
when « > fd there exists T > 0 such that (3.10) admits no solution on [0,T].

Proof. Given ¢ the solution of the heat equation 0, + Ay = 0 with (T, z) = ¢(x), we

denote as v(t, x; T) the unique solution of
do(t, z; T) + Ago(t, o; T) + o(t, ;)" (t,2) =0, o(T,2;T) = ¢(x),

(t,z) € [0,T] x R? which is a sub-solution of (3.10). Since ¢ and ¢ are bounded on R?,

v(t, z; T) can be represented by Theorem 3.1 using a 1-branching tree as

SOIB(TE)XT,;) H ¢(XT;;>

p(ATy) F ’

U(t, x; T) =E [’H¢(72,:c,0)] = Etv”” H F(T - T]'c)

kekce ke

(t,z) € [0,T] x R? where E,;, denotes the conditional expectation given that the tree is

rooted at (t,z). Next, letting B, denoting the ball of radius 7 > 0 centered at 0 in RY,

consider the event
A={weQ : X} €By_qya k€K, and X§ € By k € K}.

Let x € B; and denote by G := U(Ti’j, 1,] > 1), the sigma-algebra generated by the
branching times. By Lemma 2.2 in Birkner et al. (2002) there exists £ > 0 such that
P.(A|G) >k >0, a.e. on the event

B(t)={weWt<T;, <T/2,keK’}u{Ty >T},

where for w € B(t), the random tree 7 ,(w) has its last branching time before 7'/2. By (2.3)
in Birkner et al. (2002), there exists ¢ > 0 such that

f(t) = (T — 1) e /B bWy < p(t,2),  z € B,

(T—t)1/e

14



Hence, letting C' := mg o(x) > 0, we have
xeby

SOIB(TE? XT,;) ¢<XT,;)
p(ATE) ,I,C[@ F(T - Ty)

C

> Eo JlAILB@ H H —
kE]CO ATk k;e]Ca F(T - TE)

v(0,2;T) = Eo H

k:eICO

(T C
> o, [P(A|G)1s0) [] f( qi)) 11 F(T —Ty)

L keke kek?
f AT, C
> IiEOl« ]13 —_—
= rg(0; T),
where the function
fﬂ (T3) C
g(t;T) == Eiz |1pw — 0<t<T,
kle_ICIO p(ATR) EC[a F(T - 1T)

is the solution of the ODE

T/2 T
5 (3.11)

gt;T)=C+ fP(s)g(s; T)ds, 0<t<

t

After solving (3.11), we obtain

T/2
fﬁ(s)ds)

T—t f ¢(x)dx ’
> Cexp ( /T P | BSU;ﬁd/a ) ds)
1ty (T a)i-hie
> (Cexp (( y <Z5(a:)da:> 28(1 — Bd/ ) ) )

hence limy_,, g(0; T") = 0o, provided that a > fd. Therefore, we have

g(t;T) = CeXp(

lim inf |v(0,2;7)| = oo,

T—o0 xEB,
which is sufficient to conclude to blow-up as in § 3 of Birkner et al. (2002). In the critical
case d = B/« we find



Letting now w denote the solution of dyw + Aqw +wv? = 0, with w(T,z;T) = ¢(z), z € R,
the above argument shows that w(0,x;T) > kh(0;T'), where

T2y N\ B ole)de/2)”
Ty ;
h(t;T)=Cexp | C /t ( 7 ) ds |,

and limp_,o, h(0;T) = oo, therefore limy_, o inf,ep, [w(0,2;T)| = oo, which allows us to
conclude to blow-up as above. Finally, the blow-up of u(t, z; T') follows from the inequalities

u(t,z;T) > v(t,z;T) > w(t,x;T), (t,x) € [0,T] x R O

4 LP Integrability

In Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.4 we derive sufficient conditions for the integrability con-
ditions (3.2)-(3.3) to hold. As in Theorem 3.1, we let m > 0 denote the number of partial
derivatives appearing in (1.5). The next result covers the case a = 2 of the standard Lapla-

cian by taking n(A) := 2\ with the deterministic subordinator S; =t, t € R,.

Theorem 4.1 Under Assumption (A), for any p > 1 and my € {m,...,d} there exists a
small enough T = T'(p,mo) > 0 such that

E[sup | H( mﬂ < oo, tel0,1], i=0,...,mo, (4.1)
r€RI
provided that
7317/\
/ ———ds < oo and / / )\p/2 Yd\ds < . (4.2)
o P’ 1() pP=1(s)

When p = 1, both conditions in (4.2) are satisfied if

o 1

for some A\g > 0.

Proof. Under (1.2) and (1.3), the random variable H4(7; ;) is bounded as
|cr]oo Wi

[(6(XFa) = 6(Xh_ o) Loy Wil
H t,,1 = =3 —
[Ho(Towi)] < kl;[ o kl;[ )

|Crloo VR LHXYE - X}, [ Ve Lgo0) + |PlooL{6.=0}

keke qIEp(TE) keko (T - Ty

16



L) 2575 | Wl Liag oy + 0] g0
F(T —T; ) ’

Cr|oo | Wk
IJ e .
keke UzP\Tk keko

(4.4)

i =0,...,mp. By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (2.2), (3.1b), when 6; € {1,...,d}

we have
Zn,ﬂn(E) P
E[| zi5"will”] = E |27 Hp‘( — k)%l
(ST T )P
S R T
B (STE - STzf)p (STE - STL)p

= M,Vd, (4.5)

where M, := E[|X "] = 2°T'(p + 1/2)/y/m for X ~ N(0,1). Hence, by conditional indepen-
dence given G := O'(Ti’j, I i, 5> 1) of the terms in the product over k € K° U K? in (4.4),
for all marks ¢ € {0,...,mo} and all ¢ € [0,T], denoting by E,;[-] the expected value given

the initial mark ¢ at time ¢, we have

|er 5[ WilP
qmln QI pp (Tk

E |:Sup ‘Hqﬁ txz)‘p:| S Et,i H

d
€k Feke

Coap
) 5 H , FP(T = T)

with Cy,, := max {|¢|%, MpL”\/E} and guin 1= ming_,

derive a system of Volterra integral equations and give sufficient conditions for this system

yelm @ > 0. To show (4.1) we will

.....

to have a local solution. Proceeding by conditioning on the first branching time 77 as in the

proof of Theorem 3.1, we note that the functions (vg, vy, ... vn,) defined as

(4 (t) = Et,i H

keke

‘C]E’&D/Vg‘p H Cop i=0.1 m
_ = ) — Y, Ly, 10O,
Ghnin 0P”(T5) 3o FP(T = T )

solve a system of Volterra integral equations of the form:

Cazp ‘Cl|go & ]
vo(t) = Fr-Y(T —t) + Z p—1 /t o= 1 (s —t UU
=\t0 m ]—1

17



—xlp noo
+ ) |Cl|p / (s —1) [/Rd G(Ss — St,%y)%dy] vg(s) [T oy (s)ds

1=(lo;.., j=1
—p/2 m
Ca’p |Cl|p T E[szt } 1 l;
= —2 M, Y = / -~ v (s) [T o7 (s)ds,
(T = 1) 1=(lo,....lm)ELm i St P° (s —1) j=1
for the marks i = 1,...,mg, where G(Ss — S, x,y) denotes the standard Gaussian kernel

with variance S, — S, 0 <t < s. We have

Cap |cl|p /T U”‘(s)
YOS 2 e

and /2
C p P
wi(t) < _p_l# + M, [£18 / —t t Wl(s)ds,
P02 b 7
for the marks ¢ = 1,...,mo. Letting v(t) = maxo<i<m Ui(t), t € [0,77], this leads to the
Volterra integral inequality
C P (s
o(t) < %erax{ 1S / ° t ds,
P 1) N B e, o b 95—
/2
M Z |Cl|p /T E[Ss_pt } U'l‘(s)ds
pzz(z ..... I )ELm e CRl)

Cap |Cl|p /T U'”(S) _p/2
4y 1+ ME[S"/*])ds. (4.6
prl(T _ t) . el qmm pp—l(s _ t) ( p [ t ]) ( )

Using the comparison theorem for Volterra integral equations (see page 121 of Miller (1971)),
the integral inequality (4.6) admits a local in time solution v(t) := maxg<;<m, v;(t), provided
that the corresponding Volterra integral equation admits a local maximal solution v(¢) which
is finite on an interval of the form (7%,7] D [0,T], implying (4.1).

In order to ensure the existence of this local in time maximal solution, by Theorem 5.1
page 116 Theorem 1 page 87 of Miller (1971) it suffices to check that conditions (H3), (H4)
and (H7) pages 86-87 and 99 in Miller (1971) are satisfied, i.e.

T 1 T E[ S p/2]
sup / st <oo and  sup / —t s < o0, (H3)

0<t<T J s —t) o<t<r J; pPl(s —1)

T gl gl
g (5)1{t<s} /2 (S):n-{t0<s} —p/2 .
s 1) (14 ME[S,?]) - ppil_(s - (1+ ME[SZT]) | ds =0,

lim  sup /
t—=to gec([0,7].R)
b

[gloc <

(H4)

18



l e L, and
fo [ L MBS
h=0 Jo_p pP (s —t+h)
uniformly in ¢ € [0,7]. Regarding (H3), using (1.7) and (1.8) we have
E[S; %] = = (pl ) / T o -1y
which shows by (4.2) that (H3) is satisfied. Regarding (H4), under the condition |g|e < b,

g € C([0,T],R), we have

(H7)

Y

lim  sup
t—to gecuo T] R)
9|oo

< b lim / ]l{t<s} — Lito<s) ds
t—to pp (s—1t) prl(s—tp)
E[S5.%/’] E[S.%,]

11 g—t gt
Ut pot(s —¢) 1= pomi(g — )

blllM (s=t)n(A) e—(s—to)n(X)
t—>to/ / ‘]l{t<s} (s 1) ]1{t0<s}pp_1(8 — to)

for all I = (lp,...,lm) € Ly by Scheffé’s lemma since by (4.2) and dominated convergence

T g‘l|<8)]l{t<s} —p/2 _9‘l|(3)]1{to<s} p/2 s
[ (92 1 agmlsip) - SO 4y gl )

+ b'”M lim ds

tﬁto

NP2V dNd s

we have

. r 1 t<s r 1 to<s
lim [ —U=t _gg— [ U=l g
t>to Jo pPmH(s — 1) o PPH(s —1o)

- et
tlLI%/ / ]l{t<s}pp 1 >)\ dMds —/ / {t0<s}pp 1 S—to))\ d\ds.

Regarding (HT7), by (4.2) we have

an

t —p/2 h h oo —sn(A
f [ MRS s M / / Y s = 0
=0 S pPHs —t+h) =0 Jo o pPmi(s) =0 D(p/2) Jo Joo pP7H(s)

(4.7)
When p =1 we have

oo T 00 —(T— A
/ )\—1/2/ e~ =N dgd\ = / MA‘”%A,
0 t 0 n(A)

and we conclude from the facts that the integrand (1 — e=(T=0AY\=1/2 /p(}) is equivalent
o (T —t)/vXas A — 0, and to A™2/n(\) as A — +oo0. O
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The probabilistic representation (3.4) provided in Theorem 3.1 will be used to estimate the
solution of (1.1) by Monte Carlo simulations in Section 5. Finiteness of the second moment
of the functional H,(7; ;) is needed in order to control the convergence via the central limit
theorem, and is ensured by the sufficient conditions on p and 7 in Theorem 4.1.

Remark 4.2 When m = 0, i.e. the PDE (1.1) does not contain any partial derivative, it
follows, by inspection of its proof, that Theorem j.1 holds by replacing (4.2) with the single

T
condition / —~ds < .
o PPH(s)
When p = 1,2 and 1()\) = (21)*/2 the integrability condition (4.3) can be made more specific
in the case of fractional Laplacians.

Corollary 4.3 Consider the case n(\) = (2)\)%/? of the fractional Laplacian A, = —(—A)*/2.

i) When p =1, the integrability conditions (3.2)-(3.3) hold whenever a € (1,2).

ii) When p = 2 and p : RT — (0,00) is the gamma probability density function p(s) :=
27 Le=s/T'(0) for § > 0, the integrability conditions (3.2)-(3.3) hold provided that § <
2-2/a.

Proof. (i) When p = 1, by (4.3) it suffices to note that the function 1/(A*/2y/)) is integrable

at +oo if and only if 1/2 4+ /2 > 1.
(77) When p = 2 we have fOT ds/p(s) < oo since § < 2, and

T e’} T -2/« e’}
/ L/ oSN I\ gs = g/ s / e My g ds
0 P(S) 0 a Jo P(S) 0

9 T
= —TI'(0)I'(2/a) / sl072/aes s
a 0

< 00,

which holds since § < 2 — 2/, hence (4.2) is satisfied. O

In the case of the fractional Laplacian, quantitative bounds on the time 7" satisfying (4.1)
and ensuring existence of solutions on [0, 7] by Theorem 3.1, are derived in the next result.
Note that (4.8)-(4.9) hold respectively for the gamma probability density function p(s) :=
s97le™s/T(0) when 0 < § <1 —1/a, resp. 0<d <1 —p/(alp—1))ifp > 1.

Proposition 4.4 Let p > 1. Under Assumption (A), assume that n(\) = (2\)*/? with o €

mo € {m,...,d}. Then, the bound (4.1) holds for all t € [0,T)], provided that T satisfies

condition (a) or condition (b) below.
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a) The time T is small enough so that

1 2l (p/«) 5Pl 1
Cop(T) = sup [¢|P max { ————— sup ——, sup —— p < 1, 4.8
o(T) = Zrsuplal {2p/2ar<p/2> S ) Sk 77 (5) 49

and

—— < 1. (4.9)
b) The time T is small enough so that

~ 1 _ 2I'(p/ ) 5P/ 1
Cop(T) := —=sup ||’ 'max { ———"—— sup , Sup ———— » < 00,
p(T) 1= orsup el DAl (p/2) oob 1 (5) S ()

qmin

! ¢t ooz!! " x
= C.p(T) /c@ JF( <Z| tee ) - (4.10)

leL
Proof. a) By (4.5) and conditional independence of the terms in the product over k € K°UK?

in (4.4) given G := o (7%, 1% i,j > 1), denoting by E;;[ -] the expected value given the
starting time ¢ € [0, T] of the tree with initial mark i € i € {0,...,mg}, we have

E {sup | H t“)‘p]

rER4

- n,mn (k) ||P P
< E;; |E H lcr |2 WP 'g . LPHZTE_TE_H ‘Wﬂ Lip20y + 915 Lo.=0y
S Iy Y

keke q?zpp(TE —Tr) Feko Fr(T —1T5;_)
cr |2 IWr P C

< Ky |E H p—l‘ Ik’ W] ‘g H Coy | .

N ErE S E e

Next, for a particle labeled k with mark 6 # 0, using (1.10) and (4.8) we have

— CF g — +®OE E|_— "7k o (S g}
Grinlt L7 p(T T Gonin 017 PP (T = T (5)
ler % M

— 7k o0 E p ‘g
qzinlfﬂg S%Q_TE PP (T i

_ 2 7lerlR ML (p/a) [ (T = T ) |
aghnar I(p/2) pP (T, — Tj)
< Cop(T)
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and

‘CI;V;o |:
G Q1 LPP (T Ty
hence by (3.1a), under (4.9) the random variable H(7; ;) is bounded by 1.
b) We rewrite (4.11) as

i|o] < o

Cop(T)lcr]oe 1 Cop/F*1(T)
E |:Sllp Hqﬁ t,x z) P:| S n(t) = Et,i P k _717
rER4 ‘ ‘ kgc[o QIEP(TE — TEi) kga F(T — TE—)

where 7(t) solves the ODE

C ~
n(t) = —or Cop( / Z |er]som(5)dls, t €[0,7],

pl
F t lec

which admits a (finite) solution as long as (4.10) holds. O

Examples

We discuss some examples of subordinators and their Laplace exponents in relation with the

above integrability conditions, see e.g. § 6 of Kyprianou and Rivero (2008).

The first example is a variation of the stable subordinator.

Example 4.5 Sum of independant stable processes. For a,b >0 and 0 < a < 3 <1, let
n(\) == aX"* + bA°,

which is the Laplace exponent of the sum of two independant stable subordinators with param-
eters f — o and B. Since we have n(A)VX ~ bAPTY2 as X tends to infinity, the integrability
condition (4.3) holds if and only if 5 > 1/2.

Example 4.6 Stable subordinator with drift. The Bernstein function
N(A) ==k + pX + cA®

is the Laplace exponent of an a-stable subordinator, o € (0,1), with drift p > 0 killed at
the rate k > 0, with ¢ > 0. Due to the equivalent n()\)\/X ~ N2 as X tends to infinity, the

integrability condition (4.3) is always satisfied in this case.
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Example 4.7 Consider the Bernstein function

cAA'A+v)  ed
TN = ) T T

B(A+wv,p),

with ¢ > 0, v > 0, u € (0,1). Due to the equivalent v/ An(X) ~ cA=#3/2 a5 X tends to
infinity, the integrability condition (4.3) holds if and only if p < 1/2.

Example 4.8 Relativistic stable subordinator. The Bernstein function n(\) := (A+m?/®)a/2 —
m, with o € (0,2), m > 0, satisfies n(A)VA ~ NIF9/2 45 X tends to infinity, thus the
integrability condition (4.3) holds if and only if a > 1.

Example 4.9 For o € (0,2) and B € (0,2 — «), the Bernstein function n()\) := A*/?(log(1 +
\)P/2 satisfies the integrability condition (4.3) if and only if a > 1. When B € (0,a), the
Bernstein function n(\) := A*/?(log(1 + X)) ™#/% satisfies the integrability condition (4.3) if
and only if a > 1.

The following table summarizes the above examples of integrability conditions.

H Laplace exponent 7(\) ‘ Parameters ‘ Integrability condition H
aX’= £ bN a,b>0and 0<a<f<1]|0<max(a,1/2)<f<1
K+ X\ + e\ ae(0,1), u>0,kc>0 Always satisfied
ABA+ v, 1) /T () c>0,v>0, pe(0,1) 0<pu<1/2
(A + m**)2 —m ae€(0,2), m>0 l<a<?2
AY2(log(1 + X))P/? ae€(0,2), f€(0,2—a) l<a<?2
A2 (log(1 4 X)) =#/2 a€(0,2), Be(0,a) l<a<?2

Higher order derivatives

Here, we shortly discuss the difficulties in dealing with higher orders of derivation inside the
coefficient f of (1.1). Writing the iterated integrations by parts relation (3.7)-(3.9) for a
higher order of derivation p > 2 would require to use a weight W, given from a Hermite
polynomial of degree p, and therefore to show the integrability of (Bg,_s,)"/(Ss—S)P. Since
Bs,_s,/(Ss—S)Y? ~ N(0,1) given S, —S;, this would however require to show the finiteness

of
T
/ E[S;7/?]ds
0

for p > 2, which does not hold. Indeed, from (1.8), we have

T 00 1— 67T77(/\)
/ E[S;7?]d / / e STINP2L g ds = / NP/2=L N,
0 p/ 2) (p/ 2) n(A)
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which is not integrable at 0 when p > 2. For example, in the case of the fractional Laplacian
when (S;)ier, is an «/2-subordinator, (1.10) shows that

21772 (p/ )

E[S;7?] = T

is integrable in s around 0 if and only if @ € (p,2), which excludes integration by parts of
order p > 2. As a result, this method does not allow for higher order integration by parts,

and therefore it does not extend to the treatment of higher order derivatives in the PDE
(1.1).
5 Numerical examples

In this section we consider numerical examples involving the fractional Laplacian A, and
the av/2-stable subordinator (S;)ir, with Laplace exponent n(\) = (2))%/2 for a € (1,2).

For the generation of random samples of Sy, we use the formula

gt = 2t2/a

cos?/«(U) E
based on the Chambers-Mallows-Stuck (CMS) method, where U ~ U(—n/2,7/2), and E ~
Exp(1), see Relation (3.2) in Weron (1996), where 1)g(\) denotes the Lévy symbol of (.S )¢cr, ,

sin(a(U + 7/2)/2) (COS (U—-a(U+ 7r/2)/2)>1+2/a

see (1.9). We start by testing our algorithm on an equation admitting a known solution. For

k > 0, we consider the function
Ppo(r) = (1— 2|7, zeRr’

which is Lipschitz if £ > 1 — «/2, and solves the Poisson problem A,®;, = —Vj , on R4,
with

\I/k,a(x)
D((d+a)/2)T(k+1+a/2) d+ o d
2-oD(k + 1)I'(d/2) 2F1< 5 »—k@\le), =) <1
2°T((d + ) /2)T (k + 1+ o/2) (d+a 2+ a d+a 1) e

kAl —
TE+1+@d+a)2l(—az@ "\ 2 2 " T P

(5.1)

r € R4, where »Fy(a, b; c;y) is Gauss’s hypergeometric function, see (5.2) in Getoor (1961),
Lemma 4.1 in Biler et al. (2015), and Relation (36) in Huang and Oberman (2016).
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Nonlinear fractional PDE

Based on (5.1), we aim at recovering the explicit solution
ult,x) = e ' pa(z) = e (1 - [l (ta) € [0, 7] x RY. (5.2)

of the nonlinear PDE

9
—a—?(t, ) = Aqu(t, z) + e 1y o () — e (1 — [|2]2) 2 + u(t, z) + u'(t, ), -

_ k+a/2

w(T,x) = e T (1 [l]2)57,
with m = 0, f(t,2,y) = co(t,2) +y+y* and Lo = {0, 1,4}, co(t,2) = e~ Wy o(x) — e (1~
|2]|2)42*) ¢ (t,2) = c4(t,x) = 1. The random tree associated to Equation (5.3) started
with a mark ¢ € {0, ...,d} branches into 0 branch, | branch, or 4 branches, with the mark 0,

as in the following random sample:

t+Ti+Tay| (1,1,1) T
1,1 (1,1,1)
X7("(1,1))<,l' 0 XT»'”
T
1,3,1
N Xg
\’\n
Q t+ 17+ T
(1.2) N
Ow% Toz@ be’
t 1 t+T 0 N T
i Xio (13 032 X5
0 t+ 17+ T(Lg) Q
(13)
Q@ XT(l,.'}):‘T (1; 3, 3)
4 0 T
1,3,3
“o X5
T N
x&

t+T7 + Tz + T34
(1,3,4)
T(1,3.4),%

In Figure 1 we plot the numerical solutions u(t,z1,0,...,0) of (5.3) obtained from (3.4) in

terms of the first coordinate x; in dimension d = 10, with 7'=1,t = 0.9 and a = 1.5.
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0.45 i i 0.45 1 | |
Numerical solution O _ Numerical solution O

0.4 Pl - Exact solution 0.4 7 NG Exact solution
0.35 |- ) - 0.35 - ” )
031 03
0.25 |- 0.25 -
0.2 0.2 |
0.15 |- 0.15 -
0.1r 0.1
0.05 |- 0.05 -
0 oo bo-eo- :::::,’ o:::::
-0.05 L L L L L ‘ -0.05 ‘ ‘ ‘ |
-15 -1 0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 15 -1 0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
X1 X1
(a) Numerical solution of (5.3) with k& = 0. (b) Numerical solution of (5.3) with k = 1.

Figure 1: Numerical solution of (5.3) in dimension d = 10.

Nonlinear fractional PDE with gradient term

We consider the nonlinear PDE

——g? (t, ) = Aqu(t,z) +ult,x) + e "Wy (1)
d d
. . ou
—1—(2]{4-04)6 2t( HxH 2k+ 1 ]E 1 x;j +u t l’ E: a— (54)

_ k+a/2
u(T,z) = e T(1 = z|)5?,

with m = d,
f(twraywzh ) Zd) = CO,...,()(ta'r) + y(zl + -+ Zd)a

Ly=1{(0,...,0),(1,1,...,0),...,(1,0,..., 1)},
co,.o(t,x) = e "Wy o () + (2k + a)e 2 (1 — ||lz[|*)2F T Moy + - + zq),

and ¢y1, o(t,x) =+ =c10,..1(t,2) = 1, whose explicit solution u(t, x) is also given by (5.2)
according to (5.1). In dimension d = 1 the possible marks are 0 and 1, and the corresponding
random trees branches into 0 branch, | branch, or 2 branches), as in the following random

sample:
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t4+Tr+Tayy |(L, L, 0|0+ T+ Ty + Taa
X(l’l) (1,1,1)

O“ﬂ Ta,1)@ 0 Ti1,1,1)®
t+ Ty 0 T
T 1,2,1
Xha [~ (12 y Xp"
1 t + Ti + T(LQ) 0

Ex
—

(1,2)
XT(1,2)796 (Z’ 2, 2)
1 t+T1+Tao + T2
(1,2,2)
T(1,2,2):%

In dimension d > 1 the tree expands into d + 2 different types of branches, namely 0 branch,
one branch with mark 0, and d types of two branches with one branch bearing the mark
0 and the other branch bearing a mark i € {1,...,d}, which corresponds to the partial
derivative with respect to x;. In Figure 2 we plot the numerical solutions u(t, z1,0,...,0) of
(5.4) obtained from (3.4) in terms of the first coordinate x; in dimension d = 2, with 7' =1,
t=0.9 and a = 1.5.

0.45 | | 0.45 | | |

i Numerical solution O o Numerical solution O
0.4 - oS, Exact solution 0.4 7 Exact solution
0.35 0.35
03 r 0.3
0.25 0.25
0.2 - 0.2 -

0.15 0.15

0.1r 0.1r

0.05 | 0.05 |

0 oo Ne——o—o-o 0¢

-0.05 L L L L L ! -0.05
-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15
(a) Numerical solution of (5.4) with k& = 1. (b) Numerical solution of (5.4) with k = 2.

Figure 2: Numerical solution of (5.4) in dimension d = 2.

Fractional Burgers equation

We consider the fractional Burgers equation

d
gt(ta:)—l—/{A u(tx—utng— ) =0, z=(z1,...,24) € R, (5.5)

with m =d, f(t,z,y,21,...,24) =y(z1+ -+ 24) and Ly = {(1,1,...,0),...,(1,0,...,1)},

c1a,.0(t,x) =---=c1p,..1(t,x) =1, and one of the following two terminal conditions.
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1. Half-space terminal condition

uw(T,x) = Lo eopa (1), = (21,...,24) € R% (5.6)
2. Product cosine terminal condition

u(T,x) = cos(z1) - - - co8(2q) L _r/2,r /94 (1, - - -, Ta), r=(11,...,24) €ERL  (5.7)

The random tree associated to this equation is a binary tree with d types of branching. At
each branching time, two branches are generated, one bearing the mark 0 to represent v and
the other one bearing a mark i € {1,...,d} to represent du/0xz;, which yields the following

sample tree in dimension d = 1.

T
1,1
KX’X\ Xé’,x )
7 1 t +7 17 0 T
0 X0 (1 2) a2 X
1 t+ 11 + T 0
(1,2)
T(1,2),® (]’ 2 2)
1 T
xjan

In Figure 3 we plot the numerical solutions u(t, x1,0) of (5.5) obtained from (3.4) in terms

of the first coordinate z; in dimension d = 2, with xk =10, T'=1 and a = 1.5.

1r yommm e e 1 0.12

1 I | |
Terminal condition - - - - Numerical solution

Numerical solution

0.11

0.1
0.5
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05

-0.5
0.04

0.03

N A : . oo ‘ ‘ ‘
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

(a) Terminal condition (5.6) and t = 0.99. (b) Terminal condition (5.7) and ¢ = 0.9.

Figure 3: Numerical solution of (5.5) in dimension d = 2.

Data availability statement

No new data were created during the study.
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