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RENORMALIZATION OF STOCHASTIC NONLINEAR HEAT AND WAVE

EQUATIONS DRIVEN BY SUBORDINATE CYLINDRICAL BROWNIAN

NOISES

HIROTATSU NAGOJI

Abstract. In this paper, we study the stochastic nonlinear heat equations (SNLH) and stochastic
nonlinear wave equations (SNLW) on two-dimensional torus T2 = (R/2πZ)2 driven by a subordinate
cylindrical Brownian noise, which we define by the time-derivative of a cylindrical Brownian motion
subordinated to a nondecreasing càdlàg stochastic process. To construct the solution, we introduce a
suitable renormalization similarly to [9] and [15]. For SNLH, we cannot expect the time-continuity
for the solutions because the noise is jump-type. Moreover, due to the low time-integrability of
the solutions, we could establish a local well-posedness result for SNLH only with a quadratic
nonlinearity. On the other hand, for SNLW, the solutions have time-continuity and we can show the
local well-posedness for general polynomial nonlinearities. Through this example, we can see that
the heat case behaves worse than the wave case in the singular noise of jump-type cases.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we introduce “subordinate cylindrical Brownian motions” WL and consider the
stochastic nonlinear heat equation

{

∂tu−∆u = ±uk + ∂tWL

u(0) = u0
(1.1)

and stochastic nonlinear wave equation
{

∂2t u−∆u = ±uk + ∂tWL

(u(0), ∂tu(0)) = (u0, u1)
(1.2)

on two-dimensional torus T2 = (R/2πZ)2 where k ≥ 2 is an integer. We define WL by a cylindrical
Brownian motion W subordinated to an R+-valued nondecreasing càdlag̀ stochastic process L. See
Section 3 for more precise definition. We investigate the existence of the time-local mild solutions
of these equations. Our motivation to study the equations (1.1) and (1.2) is as follows.

Firstly, the noise is “singular” and jump-type: The spatial roughness of a subordinate cylindrical
Brownian noise in (1.1) and (1.2) is essentially same as that of a space-time white noise, so it
is a “singular” noise especially in the two or higher dimensional case. Stochastic nonlinear heat
equations and stochastic nonlinear wave equations with additive space-time white noise (which is
a “continuous” noise) in the 2 or 3 dimensional settings are extensively studied recent years, for
example in [8, 9, 23] and [14, 15, 16], especially after the invention of the theory of regularity
structure [17] and the theory of paracontrolled calculus [13]. This kind of equations which are
driven by very rough noises, and often involve renormalization argument, are called singular SPDEs
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and have attracted the attention of many researchers. Differently from these works, our choice of
the noise is a jump-type noise. Through this example, we see that the heat equation behaves worse
than the wave equation in the rough noise of jump-type case. More precisely, we show that we
need to restrict the nonlinearity for solvability of the heat equation (1.1), but we do not need such
restrictions for the wave eqution (1.2), see Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. One may think that the heat case
should behave more favorably because of the better smoothing property of the heat semigroup. For
example, in [25], they saw that the heat case behaves better than the wave case in the rough noise
setting by considering the fractional derivative of space-time white noise. So our results suggest
that this is not the case of the jump-type noise because our situation is the opposite of theirs.

Secondly, WL is a Lévy process which is not Gaussian in general, but renormalization argument
can be applied to (1.1) and (1.2) by making use of the Gaussianity of W : When L is a positive-
valued Lévy process, it is known that WL is also a Lévy process. As mentioned above, there are
a lot of works on the SPDEs driven by (continuous) Gaussian noises. As driving noises of SPDEs,
non-Gaussian Lévy noises, or jump noises are also considered to be natural both theoretically and in
terms of applications and are actively studied by many researchers. Especially after the publication
of the monograph [27], existence and uniqueness of solutions and many other important properties
for SPDEs driven by jump noises are studied as an extension of the results in the case of Gaussian
noises, see for example [1, 7, 22, 29, 32]. Also in the context of applications to physics, jump noises
are considered as important examples of driving forces of SPDEs, see [4, 5, 6, 10, 11, 19, 20, 26]
and references therein. In the case of Gaussian noises, we can deal with nonlinear SPDEs driven
by “rougher” noises thanks to the renormalization argument. In the renormalization process, we
heavily use the Gaussianity of the noise, so similar argument can not be applied to the non-Gaussian
case. In our setting, however, we can deploy a renormalization by making use of the Gaussianity
of W , despite WL itself is not a Gaussian process in general. We also note that our choice of the
noise includes some interesting type of noises such as compound Poisson noise and stable noise, see
Section 3. When L is an α-stable subordinator (i.e. an α-stable Lévy process with non-decreasing
paths) for some α ∈ (0, 1), ∂tWL becomes a type of the stable noise. From the physical motivation,
SPDEs driven by stable noises receive great attention and are studied by many researchers, see
[12, 28, 31] and references therein.

From these motivations, we consider the equations (1.1) and (1.2). Our method is based on the
combination of the probabilistic and analytic argument which is similar to [9] and [15]. We note
that Da Prato-Debussche trick (first order expansion which they introduced in [9]) is sufficient and
we do not need the theory of regularity structure nor the theory of paracontrolled calculus because
we consider the equations on two-dimensional torus.
Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Professor Seiichiro Kusuoka and Professor
Yoshio Tsutsumi for helpful comments on the manuscript.

1.1. Strategy and main result. In the following, we briefly discuss how we approach to the
equation (1.1) and (1.2) by way of renormalization procedure. Our strategy is similar to [9] and
[15] but needs some modification.

First, we define the approximation operator PN by

(1.3) PNf :=
1

2π

∑

l∈Z2,|l|≤N

f̂(l)el for f ∈ D′(T2)

whereD′(T2) denotes the topological dual of C∞(T2), el(x) := e
√
−1l·x, and f̂(l) = 1

2π

∫

T2 f(x)el(x)dx
denotes the Fourier transformation of f . By applying this operator to (1.1), we consider the follow-
ing regularized equation:

(1.4) LuN = ±ukN + PN∂tWL
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where L = ∂t−∆ or ∂2t −∆. For simplicity, we consider the equation (1.4) under the initial condition
uN (0) = 0 when L = ∂t −∆, and (uN (0), ∂tuN (0)) = (0, 0) when L = ∂2t −∆ for a while.

Then, we deploy the Da Prato-Debussche trick. We decompose the solution uN as uN = XN +vN
where XN is the solution of the stochastic linear equation:

LXN = PN∂tWL(1.5)

with the initial condition 0. We define XN by the stochastic convolution

XN (t) = L−1∂tWL(t) =















∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆dWL(s) when L = ∂t −∆

∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|∇|)
|∇| dWL(s) when L = ∂2t −∆.

(1.6)

See Section 3 for the precise definitions. Then, vN solves the equation

(1.7) LvN = ±(vN +XN )k = ±
k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

vk−l
N X l

N

under the initial condition 0. When we take the limit in N to infinity, XN does not converge as
functions but as distributions in B−ǫ

∞,∞(T2) for any ǫ > 0, see Section 4. Therefore, X l is ill-defined
for l ≥ 2.

In view of this fact, similarly to [9] and [15], we replace X l
N in (1.7) with the “Wick product”

X✸l
N (t) := Hl(XN (t); cN (t))

where Hl is the Hermite polynomial i.e. Hl is defined by

etx−
1
2
σ2t2 =

∞
∑

k=0

tk

k!
Hk(x;σ

2)

and cN (t) is a renormalization constant defined by

cN (t) :=























1

(2π)

∑

l∈Z2,|l|≤N

∫ t

0
e2(s−t)|l|2dL(s) when L = ∂t −∆

1

(2π)2

∑

l∈Z2,|l|≤N

∫ t

0

sin2((t− s)|l|)
|l|2 dL(s) when L = ∂2t −∆.

(1.8)

Note that cN (t) depends on t ∈ R+ and ω ∈ Ω, however, is independent of x ∈ T
2. Moreover, cN

is an L-measurable R+-valued stochastic process independent of W . Then, we can show that X✸l
N

converges to some X✸l, see Section 4. The renormalized equation, given by the replacement X l
N in

(1.7) with X✸l
N is

Lv̂N = ±
k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

v̂k−l
N X✸l

N = ±Hk(v̂ +XN ; cN )(1.9)

where we use the property of the Hermite polynomials

Hk(a+ b; c) =

k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

ak−lHl(b; c).

Therefore, ûN = XN + v̂N solves the equation

LûN = ±Hk(ûN ; cN ) + ∂tWL.(1.10)
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Then, we can show that ûN converges to û = X + v̂ where v̂ is the solution of the equation

(1.11) Lv̂ = ±
k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)

v̂k−lX✸l

and we define by û the solution of the renormalized equation

Lû = ±û✸k + ∂tWL.(1.12)

Now, we state the main result. In the following, Φ := (∂t −∆)−1∂tWL(t) denotes the solution of
(1.5) with the initial condition Φ(0) = 0 and Ψ := (∂2t −∆)−1∂tWL(t) denotes the solution of (1.5)
with the initial condition (Ψ(0), ∂tΨ(0)) = (0, 0).

Theorem 1.1. Let k = 2, 0 < ǫ < 1
2 . Then, there exists a unique local-in-time mild solution of the

renormalized stochastic nonlinear heat equation
{

∂tu−∆u = ±u✸k + ∂tWL

u(0) = u0
(1.13)

in

Φ+ Lγ([0, T ] ;B2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2)) ∩C([0, T ];B−δ

∞,∞(T2))

P-almost-surely for any 2
1−ǫ < γ < 2

ǫ , 0 < δ < 2
γ − ǫ and initial conditions u0 ∈ B

2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2). More

precisely, there exists a random time T (ω) > 0 such that the equation

(1.14) v(t) = et∆u0 ±
2
∑

l=0

(

2

l

)
∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v2−l(s)Φ✸l(s)ds

has a unique solution in Lγ([0, T ] ;B
2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2)) ∩ C([0, T ];B−δ

∞,∞(T2)) P-almost-surely, where Φ✸l

are the renormalized powers defined in Proposition 4.3.

Remark 1.2. When L(t) = t i.e. WL =W , the local well-posedness of the equation for all k ≥ 2 is

proved in [9]. However, in our setting, the lack of time-integrability of the renormalized power Φ✸k

causes a problem and we have not been able to solve the equation (1.13) for k ≥ 3. See Section 4
for more details.

For the renormalized stochastic wave equation (1.15), there holds the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let k ≥ 2. Then, there exists a unique local-in-time mild solution of the renormalized

stochastic nonlinear wave equation
{

∂2t u−∆u = ±u✸k + ∂tWL

(u(0), ∂tu(0)) = (u0, u1)
(1.15)

in

Ψ+ C([0, T ];H1−ǫ(T2)) ∩C1([0, T ];H−ǫ(T2))

P-almost-surely for any 0 < ǫ < 1
2(k−1) and initial conditions (u0, u1) ∈ H1−ǫ(T2)×H−ǫ(T2). More

precisely, there exists a random time T (ω) > 0 such that the equation

(1.16) v(t) = cos(t|∇|)u0 +
sin((t− s)|∇|)

|∇| u1 ±
k
∑

l=0

(

k

l

)∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|∇|)
|∇| vk−l(s)Ψ✸l(s)ds

has a unique solution in C([0, T ];H1−ǫ(T2)) ∩ C1([0, T ];H−ǫ(T2)) P-almost-surely, where Ψ✸k are

the renormalized powers defined in Proposition 4.10.
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Remark 1.4. Differently from the equation (1.13), we can solve the equation (1.15) for all k ≥ 2.
This is due to the difference of time-integrability between Φ✸k and Ψ✸k. See Propositions 4.3 and

4.10 for more details.

Remark 1.5. In view of Proposition 4.10, we can apply the argument in [15] to construct the

solution of (1.16). As a consequence, the local well-posedness holds in the space

C([0, T ];Hs(T2)) ∩C1([0, T ];Hs−1(T2)) ∩ Lq([0, T ];Lr(T2))

for 0 ≪ s < 1 and s-wave-admissible pair (q, r). This result is proved by the Strichartz estimates

for wave equations. See [15] for the details.

Remark 1.6. For the equation with a cubic nonlinearity

(1.17) ∂2t u−∆u = −u✸3 + ∂tWL,

it is expected that we can show the existence of the global solution. When L(t) = t i.e. WL = W ,

the global well-posedness of the equation is proved in [16] by the I-method. Once we control the

behaviors of Ψ✸l by the probabilistic argument, their method is based on the pathwise deterministic

argument. It seems that their proof can be applied to the equation (1.17).

Remark 1.7. By a similar argument, the statements of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 are easily extended

to the case of the equations with general polynomial nonlinearities

(1.18) ∂tu−∆u =

2
∑

l=0

alu
✸l + ∂tWL

and

(1.19) ∂2t u−∆u =

k
∑

l=0

alu
✸l + ∂tWL

where al ∈ R and we interpret as u✸0 = 1.

Remark 1.8. To construct the renormalized powers Φ✸l and Ψ✸l, we used the approximation

operator PN defined in (1.3). More precisely, we defined as

Φ✸l := lim
N→∞

Hl (PNΦ; cN (t))

where cN (t) is the renormalization constant defined in (1.8). Actually, one may use a more general

approximation procedure. Let ψ be a radially symmetric Borel function on R
2 with 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1,

sup
x∈R2\{0}

|ψ(x) − 1|
|x|θ < +∞ for some θ > 0,

and

sup
x∈R2

|x|η|ψ(x)| < +∞ for some η > 0.

We define an approximation operator QN on D′(T2) by

QNf := ψ

(∇
N

)

:=
1

2π

∑

l∈Z2

ψ

(

l

N

)

f̂(l)el.

This kind of approximation operator is considered in [18]. Note that PN in (1.3) is an example of

QN . Then, similarly, we can show the existence of the limit

Φ✸l := lim
N→∞

Hl

(

QNΦ; cQN (t)
)
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where cQN depends on QN . One can prove that Φ✸l does not depend on the choise of QN .

The organization of the present paper is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly recall the basics
of Besov spaces, Sobolev spaces, and Gaussian random variables. In Section 3, we introduce the
subordinate cylindrical Brownian motion WL and define the stochastic integral with respect to WL.
In Section 4, we prove the existence of the renormalized powers (Wick powers) constructed from
WL and study their properties such as the spacial regularity and time-integrability. We deploy the
renormalization in this section. In Section 4.3, we also consider the renormalized powers of the
stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3,
which state the local well-posedness of the renormalized equations (1.13) and (1.15).

1.2. Notations. We use the following notations:

(i) R+ = {t ∈ R; t ≥ 0}, R− = {t ∈ R; t ≤ 0}
(ii) D′(Td) denotes the topological dual of C∞(Td).
(iii) We write a . b if there holds a ≤ Cb for some constant C independent of the variables

under consideration. When C depends on the variable x and we want to emphasize it, we
write a .x b. We also write a ≃ b if a . b and a & b.

(iv) For k, l ∈ Z
d,

δk,l :=

{

1 when k = l

0 when k 6= l

denotes the Kronecker delta.

2. Preliminary

2.1. Function spaces. For a distribution f ∈ D′(Td), we define the Fourier transformation by

Ff(l) = f̂(l) = 〈f, e−l〉 for l ∈ Z
d

where {el(x)}l∈Z2 = {e
√
−1l·x}l∈Z2 denotes the Fourier basis of L2(T2) and 〈 , 〉 denotes the pairing

defined as the extension of the normalized L2-inner product

〈f, g〉 := 1

(2π)
d
2

∫

Td

f(x)g(x)dx.

Sobolev spaces (Bessel potential spaces) Wα,p(Td) for α ∈ R, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ are defined as the space
of all f ∈ D′(Td) with

‖f‖Wα,p(Td) := ‖〈∇〉αf‖Lp(Td) = ‖
∑

l∈Zd

(

1 + |l|2
)

α
2 f̂(l)el‖Lp(Td) <∞.

Next, in order to define Besov spaces, we introduce the Littlewood-Paley blocks. Let χ, ρ ∈
C∞
c (Rd) be R+-valued functions such that

(i) supp(χ) ⊂ B(4), supp(ρ) ⊂ B(4)\B(1),
(ii) χ(x) +

∑∞
i=0 ρ(2

−ix) = 1 for any x ∈ R
2.

Such a pair (χ, ρ) indeed exists, see [3, Section 2.2] for the proof. For the convenience, we write

ρ−1 = χ, ρj = ρ(2−j ·) for j ≥ 0

and define

∆mf := ρm(∇)f =
1

2π

∑

l∈Zd

ρm(l)f̂(l)el for f ∈ D′(Td).
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Besov spaces Bα
p,q(T

d) for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, α ∈ R are defined as the space of all f ∈ D′(Td) with the
finite Besov norm

‖f‖Bα
p,q(T

d) := ‖2mα∆mf‖lq(Lp(Td)) <∞.

Lemma 2.1 (Product estimates). For α, β ∈ R with α+ β > 0,

‖fg‖
Bα∧β

∞,∞(Td)
. ‖f‖Bα

∞,∞(Td)‖g‖Bβ
∞,∞(Td)

.

Proof. This follows from the paraproduct estimates. See [13, Lemma 2.1], for example. �

Lemma 2.2 (Besov embeddings). Let 1 ≤ p1 ≤ p2 ≤ ∞, 1 ≤ q1 ≤ q2 ≤ ∞ and α ∈ R. Then,

Bα
p1,q1(T

d) is continuously embedded in B
α−d( 1

p1
− 1

p2
)

p2,q2 (Td).

Proof. See [3, Proposition 2.71] for the proof on R
d. The proof on T

d is similar. �

2.2. Probabilistic tools. Let Hk be the kth Hermite polynomial

Hk(x) =

[ k
2
]

∑

i=0

(−1)i
k!

2ii!(k − 2i)!
xk−2i.

The first Hermite polynomials are given by

H0(x) = 1, H1(x) = x, H2(x) = x2 − 1, H3(x) = x3 − 3x.

For σ2 > 0, the generalized Hermite polynomial Hk(x;σ
2) is defined by

Hk(x;σ
2) = σkHk

(x

σ

)

.

The Hermite polynomials satisfies

etx−
1
2
σ2t2 =

∞
∑

k=0

tk

k!
Hk(x;σ

2).

Lemma 2.3. For ξ1 ∼ N(0, σ21) and ξ2 ∼ N(0, σ22), there holds

E[Hk(ξ1, σ
2
1)Hm(ξ2, σ

2
2)] = k!δkmE[ξ1ξ2]

k.

Proof. See [24, Lemma 1.1.1]. �

3. Subordinate cylindrical Brownian motion

3.1. Definition. Let (Ω1,F1,P1), (Ω2,F2,P2) be two probability spaces and consider the product
space (Ω,F ,P) := (Ω1 ×Ω2,F1 ⊗F2,P1 ⊗ P2). Let W be a cylindrical Brownian motion on L2(T2)
defined on the probability space (Ω1,F1,P1), formally expressed by

W (t) =
1

2π

∑

l∈Z2

βl(t)el

where (βl)l∈Z2 is an independent sequence of C-valued standard Brownian motions conditioned

with β̄l = β−l. We normalize βl and assume var(βl(t)) = t. We also consider an R+-valued
stochastic process L which satisfies L(0) = 0 and has non-decreasing and càdlàg sample paths
defined on the another probability space (Ω2,F2,P2). By the construction, (βl)l∈Z2 and L are
mutually independent. Then, we define the subordinate cylindrical Brownian motion on L2(T2) by

WL(t) :=
1

2π

∑

l∈Z2

βlL(t)el
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where we write βlL(t) = βl(L(t)). Typical example of a subordinator L is a Lévy subordinator i.e.
a Lévy process with non-decreasing sample paths such as Poisson processes. See [2, Section 1.3.2]
for more examples of Lévy subordinators. In this case, WL is a D′(T2)-valued Lévy process.

3.2. Stochastic integral. In this subsection, we give precise definitions to the solutions of the
linear stochastic heat and wave equations driven by subordinate cylindrical Brownian noises:

{

∂tΦ−∆Φ = ∂tWL

Φ(0) = φ0,
(3.1)

{

∂2tΨ−∆Ψ = ∂tWL

(Ψ(0), ∂tΨ(0)) = (ψ0, ψ1).
(3.2)

First, we consider the stochastic linear heat equation (3.1). By the Duhamel principle, it is
natural to define the solution Φ by

Φ(t) = et∆φ0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆dWL(s) = et∆φ0 +

1

2π

∑

l∈Z2

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)el.

So we need to define the (one-dimensional) stochastic integrals

(3.3)

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)

and then prove the convergence of the infinite sum

(3.4)
1

2π

∑

l∈Z2

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)el.

When L is a Lévy process, the integral
∫ t
0 e

(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s) can be defined by the usual stochastic

integral theory since {βlL} are semimartingales. For general L, although {βlL} are not always

semimartingales, we can define the stochastic integral with respect to βlL pathwisely by the Young
integral thanks to the following lemma. In the following, we use the notations in Section 6.1.
Especially, ‖ · ‖p,[0,T ] denotes the p-variation norm defined in (6.2) and P [0, T ] denotes the set of
partitions of [0, T ].

Lemma 3.1. Let B be a Brownian motion with continuous paths. Then, the sample paths of BL

have the finite (2 + ǫ)-variation for any ǫ > 0. Moreover, there holds

‖BL‖2+ǫ,[0,T ] ≤
(

sup
s,t∈[0,L(T )]

|B(t)−B(s)|
|t− s|

1
2+ǫ

)

L(T )
1

2+ǫ

for any T > 0.

Proof. We can calculate that

‖BL‖2+ǫ
2+ǫ,[0,T ] = sup

D∈P [0,T ]

N
∑

i=1

|BL(ti)−BL(ti−1)|2+ǫ

≤
(

sup
s,t∈[0,T ]

|BL(t)−BL(s)|2+ǫ

|L(t)− L(s)|

)

sup
D∈P [0,T ]

N
∑

i=1

|L(ti)− L(ti−1)|

≤
(

sup
s,t∈[0,L(T )]

|B(t)−B(s)|2+ǫ

|t− s|

)

L(T ) <∞
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where we use the 1
2+ǫ -Hölder continuity of the sample paths of the Brownian motion B. �

Because e(·−t)|l|2 has the bounded variation for each l ∈ Z
2 and there holds 1

2+ǫ +
1
1 > 1, the

integral (3.3) is well-defined as a Young integral by Lemma 3.1. As a consequent, the finite sum
1
2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t
0 e

(s−t)|l|2dβlL(t)el is well-defined for any N ∈ Z>0. Then, we can prove the convergence

of
(

1
2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t
0 e

(s−t)|l|2dβlL(t)el
)

N∈Z>0

as N → ∞ and we define the infinite sum (3.4) by this

limit, see Section 4 below.
Next, we consider the stochastic linear wave equation (3.2). We define the solution of (3.2) by

the stochastic convolution

Ψ(t) = cos(t|∇|)ψ0 +
sin(t|∇|)

|∇| ψ1 +

∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|∇|)
|∇| dWL(s)

:= cos(t|∇|)ψ0 +
sin(t|∇|)

|∇| ψ1 +
1

2π

∑

l∈Z2

∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|l|)
|l| dβlL(s)el

where we interpret as sin((t−s)|0|)
|0| = t− s. Similarly to the case of the heat equation, this expression

turns out to be well-defined. Indeed, we can define 1
2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t
0

sin((t−s)|l|)
|l| dβlL(s)el for any N ∈ Z>0

thanks to Lemma 3.1, and we can show the convergence as N → ∞.

4. Renormalization

4.1. Lemmas. In this subsection, we give some lemmas which we need in the proof of the conver-
gence of the renormalized powers

(4.1) Φ✸k
N (t) = Hk(ΦN (t), cHN )

(4.2) Ψ✸k
N (t) = Hk(ΨN (t), cWN )

where

ΦN (t) =
1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)el

and

ΨN (t) =
1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|l|)
|l| dβlL(s)el

are the solutions of the regularized linear equations
{

∂tΦN −∆ΦN = PN∂tWL

ΦN(0) = 0
(4.3)

{

∂2tΨN −∆ΨN = PN∂tWL

(ΨN (0), ∂tΨN (0)) = (0, 0)
(4.4)

respectively and cHN (t), cWN (t) are given by

cHN (t) =
1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

0
e2(s−t)|l|2dL(s), cWN (t) =

1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

0

sin2((t− s)|l|)
|l|2 dL(s).
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In the following, we write the expectations with respect to the probability measures Pi, i = 1, 2
by

E
Pi[X] =

∫

Ωi

X(ω)dω.

First we prove the following general lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let f, g ∈ V 2−ǫ[0, T ] ∩ C[0, T ] for some ǫ > 0 and T > 0, where the spaces V p are

defined in (6.1). Then, for any fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2,
∫ T
0 f(t)dβlL(t) is a Gaussian random variable on Ω1

and there holds

E
P1

[
∫ T

0
f(t)dβlL(t)

∫ T

0
g(t)dβl

′

L(t)

]

= δl,−l′

∫ T

0
f(t)g(t)dL(t).

Proof. Fix ω2 ∈ Ω2. We use the notions in Section 6.1. For D ∈ P [0, T ], I(f, βlL,D) is a Gaussian

random variable and by Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 3.1, it converges to
∫ T
0 f(t)dβlL(t) as |D| → 0 for

any ω1 ∈ Ω1. Therefore,
∫ T
0 f(t)dβlL(t) is also a Gaussian random variable on Ω1. Moreover, we

can calculate that

E
P1

[

I
(

f, βlL,D
)

I
(

g, βl
′

L,D
)]

(4.5)

= E
P1

[(

N
∑

i=1

f(ti−1)
(

βlL(ti)− βlL(ti−1)
)

)(

N
∑

i=1

g(ti−1)
(

βl
′

L(ti)− βl
′

L(ti−1)
)

)]

= δl,−l′

N
∑

i=1

f(ti−1)g(ti−1)E
P1

[

∣

∣

∣βlL(ti)− βlL(ti−1)
∣

∣

∣

2
]

= δl,−l′

N
∑

i=1

f(ti−1)g(ti−1) (L(ti)− L(ti−1))

where we use the fact that Brownian motions have the independent and stationary increments. The
last line of (4.5) can be dominated by ‖f‖C[0,T ]‖g‖C[0,T ]L(T ) uniformly in D ∈ P [0, T ]. Because

I(f, βlL,D) and I(g, βlL,D) are Gaussian random variables, this fact yields

sup
D∈P [0,T ]

E
P1

[∣

∣

∣I
(

f, βlL,D
)

I
(

g, βl
′

L,D
)∣

∣

∣

p]

< +∞

for any p ≥ 1. In particular, {I
(

f, βlL,D
)

I(g, βl
′

L,D)}D∈P [0,T ] is uniformly integrable. Thus, by
taking the limit |D| → 0 in (4.5), we obtain the desired result. �

By Lemma 4.1, we can check that

cHN (t) = E
P1[ΦN (t)2]

and

cWN (t) = E
P1 [ΨN (t)2].

Next, we give a formula for the P1-expectations of Φ
✸k
N and Ψ✸k

N .

Lemma 4.2. For any s, t ∈ R+, k,m ∈ N and x, y ∈ T
2, there holds

E
P1

[

Φ✸k
N (s, x)Φ✸m

N (t, y)
]

= δk,mk!E
P1 [ΦN (s, x)ΦN (t, y)]k

and

E
P1

[

Ψ✸k
N (s, x)Ψ✸m

N (t, y)
]

= δk,mk!E
P1 [ΨN (s, x)ΨN (t, y)]k .
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Proof. By the definitions, ΦN and ΨN are R-valued centered Gaussian random variables with respect
to ω1 ∈ Ω1 for any (s, x) ∈ R+×T

2 and fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2. Moreover, there holds cHN (t) = E
P1 [ΦN (t, x)2]

and cWN (t) = E
P1 [ΨN (t, x)2] as explained above. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, the statement follows

immediately. �

4.2. Convergence of the renormalized powers. By the formulas which we derived above, we
can show the convergence of Φ✸k

N and Ψ✸k
N as N → ∞.

First, we consider Φ✸k
N , the renormalized powers of the solution of the regularized stochastic

linear heat equation (4.3). Note that we cannot expect time-continuity for Φ✸k since we are dealing
with jump-type noises. However, we can prove the convergence on Lp-spaces with respect to time
variable t.

Proposition 4.3. Fix T > 0 and k ∈ Z>0. For any 0 < ǫ < 1
k , α < −ǫk, 0 < γ < 2

(1−ǫ)k , p ≥ 1,

and fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2, Φ
✸k
N (ω1, ω2) converges in L

p
(

Ω1;L
γ([0, T ];Bα

∞,∞(T2))
)

and P1-almost surely. In

particular, Φ✸k
N converges in Lγ([0, T ];Bα

∞,∞(T2)) P-almost surely.

Remark 4.4. When 0 < γ < 1, Lγ is not a norm space, however, it is a complete metric space.

Remark 4.5. One can show that ΦN converges to some time-discontinuous process Φ as N → ∞
when L has jumps, see Section 6.2.

Remark 4.6. When L(·) ∈ C1(R+) a.s., it is straightforward to prove that Φ✸k
N converges in the

space C([0, T ];B−ǫ
∞,∞(T2)) for any ǫ > 0. For example, it is well-known that Φ✸k

N converges in

C([0, T ];B−ǫ
∞,∞(T2)) if L(t) = t.

Proof. Fix ω2 ∈ Ω2 and let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Note that ΦN (ω1, ω2) is a Gaussian random variable with
respect to ω1 ∈ Ω1. For M > N ≥ 1,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0
‖Φ✸k

N (t)−Φ✸k
M (t)‖γ

Bα
2p,2p(T

2)
dt

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω1)

≤
∫ T

0

∥

∥

∥‖Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)‖γ
Bα

2p,2p(T
2)

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω1)
dt

=

∫ T

0
E
P1

[

‖Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)‖pγ
Bα

2p,2p(T
2)

] 1
p
dt

.

∫ T

0
E
P1

[

‖Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)‖2p
Bα

2p,2p(T
2)

]
γ
2p
dt.

By Lemma 4.2, we can calculate that

1

k!
E
P1

[((

Φ✸k
N − Φ✸k

M

)

(t, x)
)((

Φ✸k
N − Φ✸k

M

)

(t, y)
)]

= E
P1 [ΦN (t, x)ΦN (t, y)]k − E

P1 [ΦM(t, x)ΦN (t, y)]k

− E
P1 [ΦN (t, x)ΦM (t, y)]k + E

P1 [ΦM (t, x)ΦM (t, y)]k

= E
P1 [(ΦN (t, x)− ΦM (t, x)) ΦN (t, y)]

k−1
∑

j=0

E
P1 [ΦN (t, x)ΦN (t, y)]k−j−1

E
P1 [ΦM (t, x)ΦN (t, y)]j

− E
P1 [(ΦN (t, x)− ΦM (t, x)) ΦM (t, y)]

k−1
∑

j=0

E
P1 [ΦN (t, x)ΦM (t, y)]k−j−1

E
P1 [ΦM(t, x)ΦM (t, y)]j
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By applying the Littlewood-Paley blocks ∆m,x and ∆m,y to the both sides and then letting x = y,
we obtain

1

k!
E
P1

[

∣

∣

∣
∆m

(

Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)
)∣

∣

∣

2
]

=

k−1
∑

j=0

∑

l1,··· ,lk∈Z2

l′1,··· ,l′k∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)ρm(l′1 + · · ·+ l′k)el1+···+lk+l′1+···+l′k

× J
(N,M)
1 (l1, l

′
1; t)

k−j
∏

i=2

J
(N,N)
2 (li, l

′
i; t)

k
∏

i=k−j+1

J
(M,N)
2 (li, l

′
i; t)

+

k−1
∑

j=0

∑

l1,··· ,lk∈Z2

l′1,··· ,l′k∈Z2

ρm (l1 + · · ·+ lk) ρm
(

l′1 + · · ·+ l′k
)

el1+···+lk+l′1+···+l′k

× J
(M,N)
1 (l1, l

′
1; t)

k−j
∏

i=2

J
(N,M)
2 (li, l

′
i; t)

k
∏

i=k−j+1

J
(M,M)
2 (li, l

′
i; t)

where we write

J
(N,M)
1 (l, l′; t) = E

P1

[(

Φ̂N (l, t)− Φ̂M (l, t)
)

Φ̂M (l′, t)
]

,

J
(N,M)
2 (l, l′; t) = E

P1

[

Φ̂N (l, t)Φ̂M (l′, t)
]

,

and Φ̂N (l, t) := 〈ΦN (t), el〉 denotes the Fourier transformation of ΦN (t). By Lemma 4.1,

E
P1

[

Φ̂(l, t)Φ̂(l′, t)
]

= E
P1

[
∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l′|2dβl

′

L(s)

]

= δl,−l′

∫ t

0
e2(s−t)|l|2dL(s)

= δl,−l′
1

|l|2−2ǫ

∫ t

0
|l|2−2ǫe2(s−t)|l|2dL(s)

. δl,−l′
1

|l|2−2ǫ

∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s)

for any ǫ > 0, where we use the fact that supx∈R+
x2−2ǫe−2x2

< +∞. Therefore, combining with
the equality above, we obtain

E
P1

[

∣

∣

∣
∆m

(

Φ✸k
N (t)−Φ✸k

M (t)
)∣

∣

∣

2
]

.
∑

N<|l1|≤M
l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ

(
∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s)

)k

.
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Thus, by the hypercontractivity of Gaussian polynomials,

∫ T

0
E
P1

[

‖Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)‖2p
Bα

2p,2p(T
2)

]
γ
2p
dt

=

∫ T

0
E
P1





∑

m≥−1

22pαm‖∆m

(

Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)
)

‖2p
L2p(T2)





γ
2p

dt

=

∫ T

0





∫

T2

∑

m≥−1

22pαmE
P1

[

∣

∣

∣
∆m

(

Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)
)∣

∣

∣

2p
]

dx





γ
2p

dt

.

∫ T

0





∫

T2

∑

m≥−1

22pαmE
P1

[

∣

∣

∣∆m

(

Φ✸k
N (t)− Φ✸k

M (t)
)∣

∣

∣

2
]p

dx





γ
2p

dt

.

∫ T

0











∑

m≥−1

22pαm











∑

N<|l1|≤M
l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ











p

(
∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s)

)pk











γ
2p

dt

=

∫ T

0

(∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s)

)

kγ
2

dt











∑

m≥−1

22pαm











∑

N<|l1|≤M
l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ











p









γ
2p

.

Therefore, by the Besov embedding (Lemma 2.2), we conclude that Φ✸k
N converges to some Φ✸k

as N → ∞ in Lp
(

Ω1;L
γ([0, T ];Bα

∞,∞(T2))
)

for fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2 if α < −ǫk, γ < 2
(1−ǫ)k for some

0 < ǫ < 1
k . Here, we use the fact that

∫ T

0

(∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s)

)

kγ
2

dt .

∫ T

0

∫ T

s

1

(t− s)
kγ

2(1−ǫ)

dtdL(s) . L(T ) < +∞(4.6)

for γ < 2
(1−ǫ)k and the fact that the infinite sum

∑

m≥−1

22pαm





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p

(4.7)

converges if α < −ǫk, 0 < ǫ < 1
k where we used Hölder’s inequality in (4.6), see also Remarks 4.7

and 4.8 below.
Next, we prove the P1-almost-sure convergence for fixed ω2. Once we prove this, the P-almost-sure

convergence follows from Fubini’s theorem. By the argument above, we obtain

E
P1

[

(∫ T

0
‖Φ✸k

N (t)− Φ✸k(t)‖γ
Bα

∞,∞(T2)
dt

)p
]

.ω2 N
−pδγ
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for some small δ > 0. Therefore, for any c > 0,

P1

(∫ T

0
‖Φ✸k

N (t)− Φ✸k(t)‖γ
Bα

∞,∞(T2)
dt > c

)

. E
P1

[

(∫ T

0
‖Φ✸k

N (t)− Φ✸k(t)‖γ
Bα

∞,∞(T2)
dt

)p
]

.ω2 N
−pδγ

by Chebyshev’s inequality. When we take sufficiently large p, the P1-almost-sure convergence follows
from the Borel-Cantelli lemma. �

Remark 4.7. The condition γ < 2
(1−ǫ)k in Proposition 4.3 is sharp in view of (4.6) in the following

sense: For example, if

L(s) =

{

0 when 0 ≤ s < T
2

1 when s ≥ T
2 ,

(4.8)

then

∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s) =











0 when 0 ≤ t < T
2

∞ when t = T
2

1
(t−T

2
)1−ǫ

when t > T
2 .

(4.9)

Therefore, in this case

∫ T

0

(∫ t

0

1

(t− s)1−ǫ
dL(s)

)

kγ
2

dt ≥
∫ T

T
2

1

(t− T
2 )

kγ(1−ǫ)
2

dt = ∞

if
kγ(1−ǫ)

2 ≥ 1.

Remark 4.8. The conditions α < −ǫk and 0 < ǫ < 1
k in Proposition 4.3 come from (4.7): For any

δ > 0, there holds

|l1 + · · ·+ lk|2(α+δ)ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2 ≃ 22m(α+δ)ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)

2.

Therefore,

∑

m≥−1

22pαm





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p

.
∑

m≥−1

2−2pδm





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

|l1 + · · ·+ lk|2(α+δ) 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p

.(4.10)

On the other hand, because for any ǫ′ > 0

1 =
∑

m≥−1

ρm(x) ≤
∑

m≥−1

22mδ

ǫ′
ρm(x)2 + ǫ′

∑

m≥−1

2−2mδ ,
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by choosing suffiecintly small ǫ′ > 0, we obtain 1 .δ
∑

m≥−1 2
2mδρm(x)2 uniformly in x ∈ R

d.

Thus, there holds

∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

|l1 + · · ·+ lk|2(α−2δ) 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ

.
∑

m≥−1

22mδ
∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2|l1 + · · · + lk|2(α−2δ) 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ

≃
∑

m≥−1

22mδ+2m(α−2δ)
∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ

.







∑

m≥−1

22pαm





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p




1
p

.(4.11)

After all, we obtain





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

|l1 + · · ·+ lk|2(α−2δ) 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p

.
∑

m≥−1

22pαm





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p

.





∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

|l1 + · · ·+ lk|2(α+δ) 1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ





p

for any δ > 0 from (4.10) and (4.11). And one can check that the infinite sum

∑

l1,l2,··· ,lk∈Z2

|l1 + · · ·+ lk|2β
1

|l1|2−2ǫ · · · |lk|2−2ǫ

converges if β < −ǫk and ǫ < 1
k by applying [14, Lemma 2.3], for example.

As a corollary of Proposition 4.3, we can see that Φ is indeed a distribution, not a function in
the following sense.

Corollary 4.9. For any T > 0 and ω2 ∈ Ω2 with L(T−)(ω2) := limtրT L(t)(ω2) > 0, there holds

Φ /∈ L2([0, T ]× T
2) for P1-almost surely.
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Proof. Fix ω2 ∈ Ω2 and δ > 0 with L(T −δ)(ω2) > 0. By Proposition 4.3, Φ✸2
N = Φ2

N −cHN converges
in L1([0, T ];B−ǫ

∞,∞) for P1-almost surely. On the other hand, there holds

∫ T

0
cHN (t)dt =

1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
e2(s−t)|l|2dL(s)dt

=
1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ T

0

∫ T

s
e2(s−t)|l|2dtdL(s)

=
1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ T

0

1

2|l|2
(

1− e2(s−T )|l|2
)

dL(s)

≥ 1

4π

∑

|l|≤N

1

|l|2
∫ T−δ

0

(

1− e−2δ|l|2
)

dL(s) ր +∞ as N → ∞.

Therefore, we conclude that Φ /∈ L2([0, T ]× T
2) for P1-almost surely. �

In the rest of this section, we prove the convergence of Ψ✸k
N in (4.2).

Proposition 4.10. Fix T > 0 and k ∈ Z>0. For any α < 0, p ≥ 1, and fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2, Ψ
✸k
N (ω1, ω2)

converges in Lp
(

Ω1;C([0, T ];Bα
∞,∞(T2))

)

and P1-almost surely. In particular, Ψ✸k
N converges in

C([0, T ];Bα
∞,∞(T2)) P-almost surely.

Remark 4.11. Differently from the case of the heat equation, Ψ has time-continuity, whether or

not the subordinator L has continuous paths. See Section 6.2 for the explanation of the discontinuity

of the solution of the linear stochastic heat equation.

Remark 4.12. In [15], they show the convergence of the renormalized powers of ΨN on the Sobolev

space Wα,∞(T2) instead of the Besov space Bα
∞,∞(T2). By the same kind of argument as in the

proof below, one can also prove the convergence in C([0, T ];Wα,∞(T2)).

Proof. Fix ω2 ∈ Ω2 and 1 ≤ p < ∞. To apply the Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, we consider
the difference

ds,tΨ
✸k
N := Ψ✸k

N (t)−Ψ✸k
N (s).

For the simplicity of notation, we derive the estimate on Ψ✸k
N , instead of the difference Ψ✸k

N −Ψ✸k
M .

By the hypercontractivity of Gaussian polynomials, there holds

E
P1

[

‖ds,tΨ✸k
N ‖2p

Bα
2p,2p(T

2)

]

= E
P1





∑

m≥−1

22pαm
∥

∥

∥
∆m

(

ds,tΨ
✸k
N

)∥

∥

∥

2p

L2p(T2)





.
∑

m≥−1

22pαm
∫

T2

E
P1

[

∣

∣

∣
∆m

(

ds,tΨ
✸k
N

)

(x)
∣

∣

∣

2
]p

dx.(4.12)
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Then, by a similar argument to the proof of Theorem 4.3, it can be shown that

1

k!
E
P1

[

∣

∣

∣
∆m

(

ds,tΨ
✸k
N

)∣

∣

∣

2
]

=

k−1
∑

j=0

∑

l1,··· ,lk∈Z2

l′1,··· ,l′k∈Z2

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)ρm(l′1 + · · ·+ l′k)el1+···+lk+l′1+···+l′k

×G1(l1, l
′
1; s, t)

k−j
∏

i=2

G2(li, l
′
i; t, t)

k
∏

i=k−j+1

G2(li, l
′
i; s, t)

+
k−1
∑

j=0

∑

l1,··· ,lk∈Z2

l′1,··· ,l′k∈Z2

ρm (l1 + · · ·+ lk) ρm
(

l′1 + · · ·+ l′k
)

el1+···+lk+l′1+···+l′k

×G1(l1, l
′
1; t, s)

k−j
∏

i=2

G2(li, l
′
i; t, s)

k
∏

i=k−j+1

G2(li, l
′
i; s, s)

where we write

G1(l, l
′; s, t) = E

P1

[

ds,tΨ̂N (l)Ψ̂N (l′, t)
]

and

G2(l, l
′; s, t) = E

P1

[

Ψ̂N (l, s)Ψ̂N (l′, t)
]

.

By Lemma 4.1, for any u1, u2 ∈ {s, t},

∣

∣

∣
E
P1

[

Ψ̂(l, u1)Ψ̂(l′, u2)
]∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

E
P1

[
∫ u1

0

sin((u1 − u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)

∫ u2

0

sin((u2 − u)|l′|)
|l| dβl

′

L(u)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δl,−l′

∫ u1∧u2

0

| sin((u1 − u)|l|) sin((u2 − u)|l|)
|l|2 dL(u) . δl,−l′

1

|l|2L(T )

and by the triangle inequality,

∣

∣

∣
E
P1

[

ds,tΨ̂(l)Ψ̂(l′, u1)
]∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

E
P1

[(
∫ t

0

sin((t− u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)−

∫ s

0

sin((s− u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)

)

×
∫ u1

0

sin((u1 − u)|l′|)
|l′| dβl

′

L(u)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

E
P1

[∫ t

s

sin((t− u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)

∫ u1

0

sin((u1 − u)|l′|)
|l′| dβl

′

L(u)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

E
P1

[∫ s

0

sin((t− u)|l|)− sin((s− u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)

∫ u1

0

sin((u1 − u)|l′|)
|l′| dβl

′

L(u)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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For any fixed ρ ∈ (0, 1], the first term of the last line can be dominated as
∣

∣

∣

∣

E
P1

[
∫ t

s

sin((t− u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)

∫ u1

0

sin((u1 − u)|l′|)
|l′| dβl

′

L(u)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

. δl,−l′

∫ u1

s

| sin((t− u)|l|)|
|l|2 dL(u)

. δl,−l′

∫ u1

s

|t− u|ρ
|l|2−ρ

dL(u)

. δl,−l′
|t− s|ρ
|l|2−ρ

L(T )

where we use the fact | sin θ| . |θ|ρ. Similarly, the second term can be dominated as
∣

∣

∣

∣

E
P1

[
∫ s

0

sin((t− u)|l|) − sin((s − u)|l|)
|l| dβlL(u)

∫ u1

0

sin((u1 − u)|l′|)
|l′| dβl

′

L(u)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

. δl,−l′

∫ s

0

| sin((t− u)|l|)− sin((s − u)|l|)|
|l|2 dL(u)

. δl,−l′

∫ s

0

|t− s|ρ
|l|2−ρ

dL(u) . δl,−l′
|t− s|ρ
|l|2−ρ

L(T ).

Therefore,

E
P1

[

∣

∣

∣
∆m

(

ds,tΨ
✸k
N

)∣

∣

∣

2
]

. |t− s|ρ
∑

|l1|,··· ,|lk|≤N

ρm(l1 + · · ·+ lk)
2 1

|l1|2−ρ|l2|2 · · · |lk|2
L(T )k.

By combining with the inequality (4.12), we obtain

E
P1

[

‖ds,tΨ✸k
N ‖2p

Bα
2p,2p(T

2)

]

.
∑

m≥−1

22pαm



|t− s|ρ
∑

|l1|,··· ,|lk|≤N

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−ρ|l2|2 · · · |lk|2
L(T )k





p

= |t− s|ρpL(T )kp
∑

m≥−1

22pαm





∑

|l1|,··· ,|lk|≤N

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−ρ|l2|2 · · · |lk|2





p

uniformly in N . By a similar argument, we obtain

E
P1

[

‖ds,t
(

Ψ✸k
N −Ψ✸k

M

)

‖2p
Bα

2p,2p(T
2)

]

. |t− s|ρpL(T )kp
∑

m≥−1

22pαm





∑

N<|l1|≤M

ρm(l1 + · · · + lk)
2 1

|l1|2−ρ|l2|2 · · · |lk|2





p

for any M > N ≥ 1. Therefore, by taking sufficiently large p, convergence in Lp(Ω1) follows from
Kolmogorov’s theorem and the Besov embedding. The almost-sure convergence can also be shown
by a similar argument to the proof of Proposition 4.3. �

Corollary 4.13. For any T > 0 and ω2 ∈ Ω2 with L(T−)(ω2) := limtրT L(t)(ω2) > 0, there holds

Ψ /∈ L2([0, T ]× T
2) for P1-almost surely.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Corollary 4.9. �
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4.3. Stationary solutions of the linear equations. In Sections 4.1 and 4.2, we dealt with the
solutions of (4.3) and (4.4) under the initial conditions 0. However, by a slight modification of the
equations, we can consider the stationary solutions under some assumption on the subordinator L.
In the context of the usual Wick renormalization i.e. when L(t) = t, the advantage of considering
the stationary solution of the linear equation is that the renormalization constant can be taken
independently of t. In our situation, although it is hopeless to take renormalization constants cHN
and cWN independently of t due to the randomness of L, we can take cHN and cWN as R+-valued
stationary processes.

To consider the stationary solutions, we have to replace the massless Laplacian ∆ with the massive
one in (4.3) i.e. we consider the equation

{

∂tΦN + (1−∆)ΦN = PN∂tWL

ΦN (0) = φ0.
(4.13)

For the wave equation (4.4), replacing the Laplacian is not enough and we have to add the “damping
term” ∂tΨN to the equation i.e. we consider the stochastic linear damed wave equation

{

∂2tΨN + ∂tΨN + (1−∆)ΨN = PN∂tWL

(ΨN (0), ∂tΨN (0)) = (ψ0, ψ1).
(4.14)

Moreover, in view of Theorem 6.5, we assume that L is a Lévy process with nondecreasing paths
satisfying

(4.15)

∫

[0.∞)
(0 ∨ log |x|) ρ(dx) < +∞

where ρ is a Lévy measure associated to L. More precisely, ρ is determined by the Lévy-Khintchine
representation of L

E[e
√
−1zL(1)] = exp

[{√
−1az − 1

2
bz2 +

∫

R

η(z, x)ρ(dx)

}]

where a ∈ R, b ∈ R+ and

η(z, x) = e
√
−1zx − 1−

√
−1

zx

1 + |x|2 .

Note that WL is a D′(T2)-valued Lévy process in this case as explained in Section 3.1. In the

following, we extend the time parameter t of W and L to the whole line R: Let {W̃t}t∈R+ be a

cylindrical Brownian motion defined on Ω1 which is independent of W and {L̃t}t∈R+ be a Lévy

process with L(1) ∼ L̃(1) defined on Ω2 which is independent of L. Then, we extend W and L by

W (t) = W̃ (−t), L(t) = L̃(−t)
for t < 0.

Proposition 4.14. We assume (4.15). Then,

Φstat.
N (t) :=

∫ t

−∞
e(t−s)(∆−1)PNdWL(s) =

1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

−∞
e(s−t)(|l|2+1)dβlL(s)el(4.16)

is a stationary solution of (4.13). Moreover, there holds

E
P1
[

|Φstat.
N (t, x)|2

]

=
1

(2π)2

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

−∞
e2(s−t)(|l|2+1)dL(s) < +∞ P2-a.s..
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Proof. We can see the SPDE (4.13) as the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type SDE on the finite-dimensional
subspace span{el}|l|≤N . By Theorem 6.5, the first statement follows once we prove the existence of
the integral

∫ t

−∞
e(s−t)(|l|2+1)dBL(s)(4.17)

for any l and R-valued standard Brownian motions B defined on Ω1. We fix t and write

A(u) :=

∫ t

u
e(s−t)(|l|2+1)dBL(s)

for u ∈ R−. By Lemma 4.1,

(4.18) E
P1
[

|A(u1)−A(u2)|2
]

=

∫ u1

u2

e2(s−t)(|l|2+1)dL(s).

By the assumption (4.15) and Theorem 6.5, the right hand side of (4.18) converges to 0 as u1, u2 →
−∞. Therefore, for any ǫ > 0,

P (|A(u1)−A(u2)| > ǫ) . E
P
[

|A(u1)−A(u2)|2 ∧ 1
]

= E
P2

[

E
P1
[

|A(u1)−A(u2)|2
]

∧ 1
]

→ 0

(4.19)

as u1, u2 → −∞, where we use the Markov inequality. Thus, the integral (4.17) exits. The second
statement follows from Lemma 4.1 and an easy computation. �

Proposition 4.15. We assume (4.15). Then,

(4.20) Ψstat.
N (t) :=

∫ t

−∞
D(t− s)PNdWL(s) =

1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

−∞
e

1
2
(s−t)

sin
(

(t− s)
√

3
4 + |l|2

)

√

3
4 + |l|2

dβlL(s)el

is a stationary solution of (4.14), where we write

D(t) = e−
1
2
t
sin
(

t
√

3
4 −∆

)

√

3
4 −∆

.

Moreover, there holds

E
P1
[

|Ψstat.
N (t, x)|2

]

=
1

(2π)2

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

−∞
e(s−t)

sin2
(

(t− s)
√

3
4 + |l|2

)

3
4 + |l|2 dL(s) < +∞ P2-a.s..

Proof. By the Duhamel principle, the mild solution of the Cauchy problem (4.14) is written by

(4.21) ΨN (t) = ∂tD(t)ψ0 +D(t)(ψ0 + ψ1) +

∫ t

0
D(t− s)PNdWL(s)

where we write

∂tD(t) = e−
1
2
t






cos

(

t

√

3

4
−∆

)

−
sin
(

t
√

3
4 −∆

)

2
√

3
4 −∆






.

Letting

ψstat.
0 =

∫ 0

−∞
D(−s)PNdWL(s)
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and

ψstat.
1 =

∫ 0

−∞
∂tD(−s)PNdWL(s),

(The existence of the integrals follows from a similar argument to the proof of Proposition 4.14.)
we define

(4.22) Ψstat.
N (t) := ∂tD(t)ψstat.

0 +D(t)(ψstat.
0 + ψstat.

1 ) +

∫ t

0
D(t− s)PNdWL(s).

Then, it is easily checked that

(4.23) Ψstat.
N (t) =

∫ t

−∞
D(t− s)PNdWL(s)

and Ψstat.
N is a stationary solution of (4.14). �

It is easy to see that

cH,stat.
N (t) :=

1

(2π)2

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

−∞
e2(s−t)(|l|2+1)dL(s)

and

cW,stat.
N (t) :=

1

(2π)2

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

−∞
e(s−t)

sin2
(

(t− s)
√

3
4 + |l|2

)

3
4 + |l|2 dL(s)

are R+-valued stationary stochastic processes and we can show that

(i) For Φstat.
N in Proposition 4.14 and cH,stat.

N , the statement of Proposition 4.3 holds.

(ii) For Ψstat.
N in Proposition 4.15 and cW,stat.

N , the statement of Proposition 4.10 holds.

The precise statement is as follows.

Proposition 4.16. We assume (4.15) and fix T > 0 and k ∈ Z>0. We define the renormalized

powers of Φstat.
N and Ψstat.

N by

Φstat.✸k
N := Hk(Φ

stat.
N ; cH,stat.

N ) and Ψstat.✸k
N := Hk(Ψ

stat.
N ; cW,stat.

N ).

Then, the following statements hold:

(i) For any 0 < ǫ < 1
k , α < −ǫk, 0 < γ < 2

(1−ǫ)k , p ≥ 1, and fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2, Φ
stat.✸k
N (ω1, ω2)

converges in Lp
(

Ω1;L
γ([0, T ];Bα

∞,∞(T2))
)

and P1-almost surely. In particular, Φstat.✸k
N

converges in Lγ([0, T ];Bα
∞,∞(T2)) P-almost surely.

(ii) For any α < 0, p ≥ 1, and fixed ω2 ∈ Ω2, Ψ
stat.✸k
N (ω1, ω2) converges in L

p
(

Ω1;C([0, T ];Bα
∞,∞(T2))

)

and P1-almost surely. In particular, Ψstat.✸k
N converges in C([0, T ];Bα

∞,∞(T2)) P-almost

surely.

The proof is essentially same as the proof of Propositions 4.3 and 4.10.

5. Construction of the local solutions

By applying Propositions 4.3 and 4.10, we can prove the local well-posedness of the renormalized
equation.
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5.1. Local well-posedness of the stochastic nonlinear heat equations. In this subsection,
we consider the following renormalized equation:

v(t) = et∆u0 ±
k
∑

j=0

(

k

l

)∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆vj(s)Φ✸(k−j)(s)ds(5.1)

Note that it is the mild formulation of the random PDE
{

(∂t −∆)v =
∑k

j=0

(

k
l

)

vjΦ✸(k−j)

v(0) = u0 .
(5.2)

For k ≥ 3, the term
∫ t
0 e

(t−s)∆Φ✸k(s)ds in (5.1) does not make sense due to the lack of time-

integrability of Φ✸k. Indeed, we can only show Φ✸k ∈ Lγ([0, T ];Bα
∞,∞(T2)) for γ < 1 in view of

Proposition 4.3. Because of this situation, we only consider the case k = 2:

v(t) = et∆u0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v2(s)ds+ 2

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v(s)Φ(s)ds +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆Φ✸2(s)ds(5.3)

By Proposition 4.3, it is sufficient to consider the deterministic equation

(5.4) v(t) = et∆u0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v2(s)ds + 2

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v(s)Ξ1(s)ds+

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆Ξ2(s)ds

for a given data (Ξ1,Ξ2) ∈ L
2

1−ǫ ([0, T ];B−ǫ
∞,∞(T2))× L

1
1−ǫ ([0, T ];B−2ǫ

∞,∞(T2)) with 0 < ǫ < 1
2 .

To solve (5.4), we derive the following type of Schauder estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let

u(t) = et∆u0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆f(s)ds.

Then, for any ǫ > 0, θ ∈ R, r1 ∈ (1,∞], and r2, r3 ∈ [1,∞) with 1 + 1
r2

= 1
r1

+ 1
r3
, there holds

‖u‖
Lr2 ([0,T ];B

θ+2/r3−ǫ
p,q )∩C([0,T ];B

θ+2(1−1/r1)−ǫ
p,q )

. ‖u0‖Bθ+2/r3−ǫ
p,q

+ ‖f‖Lr1([0,T ];Bθ
p,q)
.

Proof. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞]. We use the following estimate: For any δ ≥ 0 and s ∈ R,

‖et∆u‖Bs+2δ
p,q

. t−δ‖u‖Bs
p,q

uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ]. For the proof of this, see [23, Proposition 5]. By this estimate,

‖et∆u0‖Bθ+2/r3−ǫ
p,q

. ‖u0‖Bθ+2/r3−ǫ
p,q

and
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆f(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

B
θ+2/r3−ǫ
p,q

.

∫ t

0
(t− s)

−
(

1
r3

− ǫ
2

)

‖f(s)‖Bθ
p,q
ds.

Therefore, by Young’s inequality,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆f(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr2([0,T ];B
θ+2/r3−ǫ
p,q )

. ‖t 7→ t
−
(

1
r3

− ǫ
2

)

‖Lr3 [0,T ]‖f‖Lr1 ([0,T ];Bθ
p,q)

. ‖f‖Lr1 ([0,T ];Bθ
p,q)
.

For the estimate on C([0, T ];B
θ+2(1−1/r1)−ǫ
p,q ), see [18, Proposition A.3]. �

Now, we can solve the equation (5.3).
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Proposition 5.2. For given Ξ1 ∈ L
2

1−ǫ ([0, T ];B−ǫ
∞,∞(T2)),Ξ2 ∈ L

1
1−ǫ ([0, T ];B−2ǫ

∞,∞(T2)) with 0 <

ǫ < 1
2 , there exists some small T > 0 such that the equation (5.3) has a unique solution in

Lγ([0, T ] ;B2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2)) ∩ C([0, T ];B−δ

∞,∞(T2))

for any 2
1−ǫ < γ < 2

ǫ , 0 < δ < 2
γ − ǫ and initial conditions u0 ∈ B

2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2).

Proof. We define the map

v 7→ Γ(v) := et∆u0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v2(s)ds+ 2

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v(s)Ξ1(s)ds +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆Ξ2(s)ds

and let Xγ,δ(T ) := Lγ([0, T ] ;B
2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2)) ∩ C([0, T ];B−δ

∞,∞(T2)). By Lemmas 5.1 and 2.1, there
holds

‖et∆u0‖Xγ,δ(T ) . ‖u0‖B2/γ−δ
∞,∞ (T2)

,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v2(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

Xγ,δ(T )

. ‖v2‖
L

1
1−ǫ ([0,T ];B−2ǫ

∞,∞(T2))
. ‖v2‖

L
1

1−ǫ ([0,T ];Bǫ
∞,∞(T2))

. ‖v‖2
L

2
1−ǫ ([0,T ];Bǫ

∞,∞(T2))

. T 1−ǫ− 2
γ ‖v‖2

Lγ ([0,T ];B
2
γ −δ

∞,∞(T2))
,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆v(s)Ξ1(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

Xγ,δ(T )

. ‖vΞ1‖
L

1
1−ǫ ([0,T ];B−2ǫ

∞,∞(T2))

. ‖v‖
L

2
1−ǫ ([0,T ];B

2
γ −δ

∞,∞(T2))
‖Ξ1‖

L
2

1−ǫ ([0,T ];B−ǫ
∞,∞(T2))

. T
1−ǫ
2

− 1
γ ‖v‖

Lγ ([0,T ];B
2
γ −δ

∞,∞(T2))
‖Ξ1‖

L
2

1−ǫ ([0,T ];B−ǫ
∞,∞(T2))

,

and
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆Ξ2(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

Xγ,δ(T )

. ‖Ξ2‖
L

1
1−ǫ ([0,T ];B−2ǫ

∞,∞(T2))

where for the second and third term, we use the Hölder’s inequality with respect to t and the
condition ǫ < 2/γ − δ. Therefore,

‖Γ(v)‖Xγ,δ (T ) . 1 + T
1−ǫ
2

− 1
γ ‖v‖Xγ,δ(T ) + T

1−ǫ− 2
γ ‖v‖2Xγ,δ(T ).

Moreover, by a similar argument, one can show that

‖Γ(v1)−Γ(v2)‖Xγ,δ(T ) . T
1−ǫ
2

− 1
γ ‖v1−v2‖Xγ,δ(T )+T

1−ǫ− 2
γ (‖v1‖Xγ,δ(T )+‖v2‖Xγ,δ(T ))‖v1−v2‖Xγ,δ(T ).

Thus, there exists some R0(u0,Ξ1,Ξ2) > 0 such that for any R ≥ R0, there exists some T =
T (R,u0,Ξ1,Ξ2) > 0 such that Γ is a contraction map on the closed ball BR ⊂ Xγ,δ(T ). Therefore,
the statement follows from Banach’s fixed point theorem. �

By applying Proposition 5.2 pathwisely, we obtain the local well-posedness of the equation (5.3)
and Theorem 1.1 follows.
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5.2. Local well-posedness of the stochastic nonlinear wave equations. We consider the
equation

(5.5) v(t) = cos(t|∇|)u0 +
sin(t|∇|)

|∇| u1 ±
k
∑

j=0

(

k

l

)∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|∇|)
|∇| vj(s)Ψ✸(k−j)(s)ds.

Note that it is the mild formulation of the random PDE
{

(∂2t −∆)v =
∑k

j=0

(k
l

)

vjΨ✸(k−j)

(v, ∂tv)|t=0 = (u0, u1).
(5.6)

In view of the time-space regularity of Ψ✸k in Proposition 4.10 and Remark 4.12, we consider
the deterministic wave equation

(5.7) v(t) = cos(t|∇|)u0 +
sin(t|∇|)

|∇| (u0 + u1)±
k
∑

j=0

(

k

l

)∫ t

0

sin((t− s)|∇|)
|∇| vj(s)Ξk−j(s)ds

for a given data Ξ = (Ξ0,Ξ1, · · · ,Ξk) ∈ C([0, T ];W−ǫ,∞(T2))⊗k+1 with ǫ > 0 and Ξ0 = 1. This
deterministic PDE is already considered in [15] and we can apply their result.

Theorem 5.3. (cf. [15]) Let ǫ > 0 be sufficiently small. Then, (5.7) has a unique local-in-time

solution in the space C([0, T ];H1−ǫ(T2)) ∩ C1([0, T ];H−ǫ(T2)) for any initial conditions (u0, u1) ∈
H1−ǫ(T2)×H−ǫ(T2).

See [15, Section 3] for the proof. See also Remark 1.5. By applying Theorem 5.3 pathwisely, we
obtain the local well-posedness of the equation (5.5) and Theorem 1.3 follows.

6. Appendix

6.1. Young integral. We recall the basics of the Young integral. Let P [a, b] := {D = {a = t0 <
t1 < · · · tN = b}} be the set of partitions of [a, b] and let

(6.1) V p[a, b] := {f : [a, b] → R; ‖f‖p,[a,b] <∞}
be the space of paths with the finite p-variation where

(6.2) ‖f‖p,[a,b] :=
(

sup
D∈P [a,b]

N
∑

i=1

|f(xti)− f(xti−1)|p
)

1
p

.

ForD = {a = t0 < t1 < · · · tN = b} ∈ P [a, b] and f, g : [a, b] → R, we write |D| := sup1≤i≤N |ti−ti−1|
and

I(f, g;D)a,b :=

N
∑

i=1

f(ti−1) (g(ti)− g(ti−1)) .

Then, we define the integral by
∫ b

a
f(t)dg(t) := lim

|D|→0
I(f, g,D)a,b

if the limit exists.

Lemma 6.1 (cf. [21]). For any f ∈ V p[a, b] ∩ C[a, b] and g ∈ V q[a, b] with p, q ≥ 1, 1p + 1
q > 1, the

integral
∫ b
a f(t)dg(t) exists. Morover, there holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
f(t)dg(t) − f(a) (g(b) − g(a))

∣

∣

∣

∣

.p,q ‖f‖p,[a,b]‖g‖q,[a,b].
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In particular. there holds
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a
f(t)dg(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.p,q

(

‖f‖C[a,b] + ‖f‖p,[a,b]
)

‖g‖q,[a,b].

Proof. See [21, Theorem 1.16], for example. �

Remark 6.2. We only assume the continuity for f , not for g. In fact, more generally, the integral

is well-defined for any f ∈ V p[a, b] and g ∈ V q[a, b] with no common discontinuity points.

6.2. Remark on the solution of the linear stochastic heat equation. Let

ΦN(t) =
1

2π

∑

|l|≤N

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)el.

We define D([0, T ];X) := {f : [0, T ] → X; f is right continuous with left limits.}. In the following,
we give to D([0, T ];X) the topology of uniform convergence instead of the Skorokhod topology.

Proposition 6.3. Let T > 0. As N → ∞, ΦN converges to some Φ in D([0, T ];H−1−ǫ(T2)) in

probability for any ǫ > 0.

Proof. From Lemma 6.1, it is easy to see that
∫ ·
0 e

(s−·)|l|2dβlL(s) ∈ D([0, T ];C) for any l ∈ Z
2.

Therefore, it is also easy to check that ΦN ∈ D([0, T ];Hα(T2)) for any α ∈ R and N ∈ N.
By Lemma 6.1, there holds that

E
P1

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ΦN −ΦM‖2Hα(T2)

]

= E
P1






sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

N<|l|≤M,l∈Z2

∫ t

0
〈l〉αe(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)el

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(T2)







= E
P1



 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑

N<|l|≤M

〈l〉2α
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
e(s−t)|l|2dβlL(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




. E
P1



 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑

N<|l|≤M

〈l〉2α
(

1 + ‖e(·−t)|l|2‖ 4
3
,[0,t]

)2
‖βlL‖23,[0,t]





.
∑

N<|l|≤M

〈l〉2αEP1

[

‖βlL‖23,[0,T ]

]

.

Therefore, from Lemma 3.1, we can see that ΦN converges in H−1−ǫ(T2) uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ] in
probability as N → ∞. �

Remark 6.4. Unlike the wave case, Φ does not have time-continuity when L has jumps. Indeed,

from Lemma 6.1, one can show that

ΦN (t)− ΦN (s) → PN [WL(t)−WL(t−)] as sր t

in Hα(T2) for each α ∈ R and N ∈ N. Therefore, from Proposition 6.3, there holds that

Φ(t)− Φ(t−) = lim
N→∞

(ΦN (t)− ΦN (t−)) =WL(t)−WL(t−).

From this equality, we can also say that Φ does not take values in L∞([0, T ];Hα(T2)) for α ≥ −1
because the cylindrical Wiener process W takes values in Hα(T2) for α < −1. That is, the spacial

regularity of Φ is much worse than Ψ. See also Proposition 4.3 with k = 1, in which we estimate

the regularity of Φ in the Lp-space with respect to time variable t for finite p <∞.
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6.3. Stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Let Q ∈ R
d ⊗ R

d be a d× d matrix with its all
eigenvalues have (strictly) positive real parts and let {Xt}t∈R be an R

d-valued Lévy process with
the characteristic function

E[e
√
−1〈z,Xt−Xs〉] = exp

[

(t− s)

{√
−1〈a, z〉 − 1

2
〈Bz,B〉+

∫

Rd

η(z, x)ρ(dx)

}]

where a ∈ R
d, B ∈ R

d ⊗ R
d is a non-negative symmetric matrix, ρ is a Lévy measure on R

d, and

η(z, x) = e
√
−1〈z,x〉 − 1−

√
−1

〈z, x〉
1 + |x|2 .

Note that Xt is defined not only for t ∈ R+ but also for t ∈ R−. Then, we consider the following
stochastic differential equation driven by X:

(6.3) dYt = −QYtdt+ dXt

By applying Ito’s formula, the solution Y of (6.3) on R+ is given by

Yt = e−tQY0 +

∫ t

0
e−(t−u)QdXu.

This type of processes are called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes.

Theorem 6.5 (cf. Theorem 4.1 of [30]). The following conditions are equivalent.

(i) Yt has a unique stationary distibution µ.
(ii)

∫

Rd (0 ∨ log |x|) ρ(dx) < +∞.

(iii) The integral
∫ t
−∞ e−(t−u)QdXu exists for any t ∈ R i.e.

∫ t
s e

−(t−u)QdXu converges in prob-

ability as s→ −∞.

Moreover, when X satisfies above conditions,
∫ t
−∞ e−(t−u)QdXu is distributed according to µ for any

t ∈ R.

Data availability statement. Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were
generated or analysed during the current study.
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