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Abstract

We consider a class of stochastic heat equations driven by truncated a-stable white
noises for a € (1,2) with noise coefficients that are continuous but not necessarily
Lipschitz and satisfy globally linear growth conditions. We prove the existence of
weak solution, taking values in two different forms under different conditions, to such
an equation using a weak convergence argument on solutions to the approximating
stochastic heat equations. More precisely, for a € (1,2) there exists a measure-valued
weak solution. However, for o € (1,5/3) there exists a function-valued weak solution,
and in this case we further show that for p € (a, 5/3) the uniform p-th moment in LP-
norm of the weak solution is finite, and that the weak solution is uniformly stochastic
continuous in L” sense.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study the existence of weak solution to the following non-linear stochastic
heat equation

Qu(t,x) _ 10Pu(t,x) + o(u(t—, 2))La(t,z),  (t,z) € (0,00) x (0, L),

ot 2 0x2
w(0, ) = up(x), z €0, L], (1.1)
u(t,0) = u(t,L) =0, t €10,00),

where L is an arbitrary positive constants, L, denotes a truncated a-stable white noise on
[0,00) x [0, L] with « € (1,2), the noise coefficient ¢ : R — R satisfies the hypotheses given
below, and the initial function wug is random and measurable.
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Before studying the equation of particular form (L), we first consider a general stochastic
heat equation

8”;; 7) _ %8 gg;’ 2) +Gu(t, ) + H(u(t,2))F(t,z), t>0,z€R, (1.2)

in which G : R — R is Lipschitz continuous, H : R — R is continuous and F is a space-time
white noise.

When F is a Gaussian white noise, there is a growing literature on stochastic partial dif-
ferential equations (SPDEs for short) related to (L2]) such as the stochastic Burgers equa-
tions (see, e.g., Bertini and Cancrini [6], Da Prato et al. [9]), SPDEs with reflection (see,
e.g., Zhang [28]), Parabolic Anderson Model (see, e.g., Gartner and Molchanov [14]), etc.
In particular, such a SPDE arises from super-processes (see, e.g., Konno and Shiga [15],
Dawson [I1] and Perkins [I8] and references therein). For G = 0 and H(u) = \/u, the
solution to (L2) is the density field of a one-dimensional super-Brownian motion. For
H(u) = \/u(l — u) (stepping-stone model in population genetics), Bo and Wang [5] consid-
ered a stochastic interacting model consisting of equations ([.2)) and proved the existence
of weak solution to the system by using a weak convergence argument.

In the case that F' is a Gaussian colored noise that is white in time and colored in space,
for continuous function H satisfying the linear growth condition, Sturm [20] proved the
existence of a pair (u, F') satisfying (L2), the so-called weak solution, by first establishing
the existence and uniqueness of lattice systems of SDEs driven by correlated Brownian
motions with non-Lipschitz diffusion coefficients that describe branching particle systems in
random environment in which the motion process has a discrete Laplacian generator and the
branching mechanism is affected by a colored Gaussian random field, and then applying an
approximation procedure. Xiong and Yang [26] proved the existence of weak solution (u, F')
to (L2)) in a finite spatial domain with different boundary conditions by considering the weak
limit of a sequence of approximating SPDEs of ([L2). They further proved the existence
and uniqueness of the strong solution under additional Hoélder continuity assumption on H.

If F'is a Lévy space-time white noise with Lipschitz continuous coefficient H, Albeverio
et al. [I] first proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution when F is a Poisson white
noise. Applebaum and Wu [2] extended the results to a general Lévy space-time white noise.
For a stochastic fractional Burgers type non-linear equation that is similar to equation (L2))
and driven by Lévy space-time white noise on multidimensional space variables, we refer to
Wu and Xie [24] and references therein.

In particular, when F is an a-stable white noise for o € (0,1) U (1,2), Balan [3] studied
SPDE (L2) with G' = 0 and Lipschitz coefficient H on a bounded domain in R¢ with zero
initial condition and Dirichlet boundary, and proved the existence of random field solution
u for the given noise F' (the so-called strong solution). The approach in [3] is to first solve
the equation with truncated noise (by removing the big jumps, the jumps size exceeds a
fixed value K, from F ), yielding a solution uy, and then show that for N > K the solutions
uy = ug on the event ¢t < 7, where {7x } k>1 is a sequence of stopping times which tends
to infinity as K tends to infinity. Such a localization method which is also applied in Peszat
and Zabczyk [19] to show the existence of weak Hilbert-space valued solution.

For a € (1,2), Wang et al. [23] studied the existence and pathwise uniqueness of strong
function-valued solution of (L.2) with Lipschitz coefficient H using a localization method,
and showed a comparison principle of solutions to such equation with different initial func-
tions and drift coefficients. Yang and Zhou [27] found sufficient conditions on pathwise
uniqueness of solutions to a class of SPDEs ([L2)) driven by a-stable white noise without
negative jumps and with non-decreasing Holder continuous noise coefficient H. But the



existence of weak solution to (L2) with general non-decreasing Holder continuous noise
coefficient is left open. For stochastic heat equations driven by general heavy-tailed noises
with Lipschitz noise coefficients, we refer to Chong [7] and references therein.

When G = 0, H(u) = v” with 0 < 8 < 1 (non-Lipschitz continuous) in (LZ) and F
is an a-stable (o € (1,2)) white noise on [0,00) x R without negative jumps, it is shown
in Mytnik [I7] that for 0 < af < 3 there exists a weak solution (u, F') satisfying (L2l)
by constructing a sequence of approximating processes that is tight with its limit solving
the associated martingale problem, and that in the case of af = 1 the weak uniqueness
of solution to ([2)) holds. The pathwise uniqueness is shown in [27] for a«f = 1 and
l<a<V5-1.

For a-stable colored noise F without negative jumps and with Holder continuous coef-
ficient H, Xiong and Yang [25] proved the existence of week solution (u, F') to (IL2)) by
showing the weak convergence of solutions to SDE systems on rescaled lattice with dis-
crete Laplacian and driven by common stable random measure, which is similar to [20]. In
both [20] and [25] the dependence of colored noise helps with establishing the existence of
weak solution.

Inspired by work in the above mentioned literature, we are interested in the stochastic
heat equation (LI)) in which the noise coefficient ¢ satisfies the following more general
hypothesis:

Hypothesis 1.1. ¢ : R — R is continuous and globally linear growth, and there exists a
sequence of Lipschitz continuous functions " : R — R such that

(i) "™ uniformly converges to ¢ as n — oo;
(ii) for each n > 1, there exists a constant C,, such that

" (x) — " (y)| < Culz —y|, Yo,y €R;

The main contribution of this paper is to prove the existence and regularity of weak
solutions to equation ([LI) under Hypothesis [L1 To this end, we consider two types of
weak solutions that are measure-valued and function-valued, respectively. In addition, we
also study the uniform p-moment and uniform stochastic continuity of the weak solution to
equation ([LI)). In the case that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, the existence of the solution can
be usually obtained by standard Picard iteration (see, e.g., Dalang et al. [§], Walsh [22]) or
Banach fixed point principle (see, e.g., Truman and Wu [21], Bo and Wang [4]). We thus
mainly consider the case that ¢ is non-Lipschitz continuous.

Since the classical approaches of Picard iteration and Banach fixed point principle fail
for SPDE (LI with non-Lipschitz ¢, to prove the existence of a weak solution (u, L)
to (LI), we first construct an approximating SPDE sequence with Lipschitz continuous
noise coefficients ¢", and prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the
approximating SPDEs. We then proceed to show that the sequence of solution is tight in
appropriate spaces. Finally, we prove that there exists a weak solution of (ILT]) by using a
weak convergence procedure.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce some
notation and the main theorems on the existence, uniform p-moment and uniform stochastic
continuity of weak solution to (LI]). Section [Bis devoted to the proof of the existence of
measure-valued weak solution to (LI)). In Section [ for o € (1,5/3) we prove that there
exists a weak solution to (L)) as an LP-valued process with p € («,5/3), and that the weak
solution has the finite uniform p-th moment and the uniform stochastic continuity in the
LP norm with p € (a,5/3).



2 Notation and main results

2.1 Notation

Let (2, %, (Ft)t>0,P) be a complete probability space with filtration (#);> satisfying
the usual conditions, and let N(dt,dz,dz) : [0,00) x [0, L] x R\ {0} = NU{0} U{oo} be
a Poisson random measure on (2, &, (#)i>0, P) with intensity measure dtdzv,(dz), where
dtdx denotes the Lebesgue measure on [0, 00) x [0, L] and the jump size measure v, (dz) for
a € (1,2) is given by

Va(dz) := (cr27 % Mo (2) + e (—2) " Mk o)(2))dz, (2.1)

where c¢; +c_ =1 and K > 0 is an arbitrary constant. Define

N(dt,dx,dz) := N(dt,dx,dz) — dtdzv,(dz).

Then N(dt,dx,dz) is the compensated Poisson random measure (martingale measure) on
[0,00) x [0, L] x R\ {0}. As in Balan [3| Section 5], define a martingale measure
L,(dt,dx) ::/ ZN(dt, dzx, dz) (2.2)
R\{0}

for (t,z) € [0,00) x [0, L]. Then the corresponding distribution-valued derivative { L, (t, z) :
t €[0,00),z € [0, L]} is a truncated a-stable white noise. Write €* for the class of almost
surely a-integrable random functions defined by

t oL
¢ = {f cB: / / |f(s,2)|%dxds < oo, P-a.s. for all t € [0, oo)} ,
0o Jo

where B is the space of progressively measurable functions on [0, 00) x [0, L] x Q. Then it
holds by Mytnik [I7, Section 5] that the stochastic integral with respect to {L,(dx,ds)} is
well defined for all f € €.

Throughout this paper, C' denotes the arbitrary positive constant whose value might vary
from line to line. If C' depends on some parameters such as p, 7', we denote it by C, 1.

Let G¢(x,y) be the fundamental solution of heat equation ‘?9—7; = %% on the domain
[0,00) x [0, L] x [0, L] with Dirichlet boundary conditions (the subscript ¢ is not a derivative

but a variable). Its explicit formula (see, e.g., Feller [13| Page 341]) is given by

Gy(z,y) = \/% k:fm {eXp <_ (v - x;; 2’%)2) exp (_ (y + :c;; 2kL)2> }

for t € (0,00),z,y € [0, L]; and limy g G4(x,y) = 6,(z), where 0 is the Dirac delta distribu-
tion. Moreover, it holds by Xiong and Yang [26, Lemmas 2.1-2.3] that for s,¢ € [0, 00) and
z,y,z €0, L]

L L
Gy(z,y) = Gyly, o), / Galr, )|y + / (i, y)lde < C, (2.3)
0 0
L
/ Gs(xvy)Gt(yvz)dy - Gt-i—s(xv 2)7 (24)
0
L "
|l ray < e pza (2.5)
0
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Given a topological space V', let D([0,00), V") be the space of cadlag paths from [0, 00)
to V equipped with the Skorokhod topology. For given p > 1 we denote by v, = {v(t,-),t €
[0,00)} the LP([0, L])-valued process equipped with norm

el = ( / “lott xwdx); |

For any p > 1 and T' > 0 let L} ([0,00) x [0, L]) be the space of measurable functions f on
[0, 00) x [0, L]) such that

T /L -
||f||,,,T:</ / |f(t,x)|pdxdt) <00, V0 <T < oco.
0 0

Let B([0, L]) be the space of all Borel functions on [0, L], and let M([0, L]) be the space
of finite Borel measures on [0, L] equipped with the Weak Convergence topology. For any

f € B([0,L]) and p € M([0, L]) define (f, u) fo ) whenever it exists. Wlth a
slight abuse of notation, for any f, g € B([0, L]) we also denote by (f, ) fo

2.2 Main results

By a solution to equation ((LI]) we mean a process u; = {u(t,-),t € [0,00)} satisfying the
following weak (variational) form equation:

ot =Gt 4 [was s [ 7 ptutom o) ias s 20

for all t € [0,00) and for any v € C2([0, L]) with ¥(0) = (L) = ¢'(0) = ¢'(L) = 0 or

equivalently satisfying the following mild form equation:

u(t,z) = / G, y)uo(y)dy + / / /R\{O}Gt_s@s,y)go(u(s—,y))zmds,dy,dz) 2.7)

for all t € [0,00) and for a.e. = € [0, L], where the last terms in above equations follow
from ([2.2)). For the equivalence between the weak form (2.6) and mild form (2.7)), we refer
to Walsh [22] and references therein.

We first give the definition (see also in Mytnik [I7]) of a weak solution to stochastic heat

equation (L.

Definition 2.1. Stochastic heat equation (11) has a weak solution with initial function ug
if there exists a pair (u, L,) defined on some filtered probability space such that L, is a
truncated a-stable martingale measure on [0,00) x [0, L] and (u, L,) satisfies either equation

(28) or equation (27).

We now state the main theorems in this paper. The first theorem is on the existence of
weak solution in D([0, 00), M([0, L])) N L} (]0,00) x [0, L]) with p € («,2] that was first
considered in Mytnik [17].

Theorem 2.2. If the initial function uy satisfies E[||uo|[b] < oo for some p € (,2], then

under Hypothesis [LT] there emsts a weak solution (1, La) to equation ([I1) defined on a
filtered probability space (Q, F ,{F}1=0, P) such that



(i) @ € D([0,00),M([0, L])) N LY

loc

([0, 00) x [0, L]);

A

(il) Lo is a truncated a-stable martingale measure with the same distribution as L.

Moreover, for any T > 0 we have

T
£ [l ,] = B [ [ il
0

The proof of Theorem is deferred to Section

Under additional assumption on «, we can show that there exists a weak solution in
D([0,00), LP(]0, L)), p € (e, 5/3) with better regularity.

< 0. (2.8)

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that o € (1,5/3). If the initial function uy satisfies E[||uo|[b] < oo

for some p € (a,5/3), then under Hypothesis [L1] there exists a weak solution (i, L) to
equation (I1) defined on a filtered probability space (0, F,{F }1>0,P) such that

(i) @€ D([0,00), L¥([0, L]));

A

(ii) Lo is a truncated a-stable martingale measure with the same distribution as L.

Furthermore, for anyT > 0 we have the following uniform p-moment and uniform stochastic
continuity, that is,

E { sup HﬁtHg] < 00, (2.9)
0<t<T
and that for each 0 < h <§
lim E [ sup sup ||Upn — ﬁt||§} = 0. (2.10)
=0 | 0<t<T 0<h<s

The proof of Theorem is deferred to Section Ml

We present a specific stochastic heat equation to illustrate our results in the following
example.

Example 2.4. Given 0 < 3 < 1, consider the equation (I1) with ¢(u) = |u|® for u € R,
that is,

ou(t, x) _ 18210(75@) + Ju(t—, 2)|PLa(t,x),  (t,z) € (0,00) x (0, L),

ot 2 0x?
u(0, ) = ug(x), x €0, L],
u(t,0) = u(t,L) =0, t €10,00).

It is clear that |ul? is a non-Lipschitz continuous function with globally linear growth. We
can construct a sequence of Lipschitz continuous functions (¢")n>1 of the form

" (u) = (Jul Ven)’, u € R,

where €, 1 0 asn T 0o, such that " satisfies Hypothesis[LIl. One can then apply Theorems
and 2.3 to establish the existence of weak solutions to the above stochastic heat equation.

Finally, we provide some discussions on our main results in the following remarks.
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Remark 2.5. Note that the globally linear growth of ¢ in Hypothesis [L1l guarantees the
global existence of weak solutions. One can remove this condition if one only needs the
existence of a weak solution up to the explosion time. On the other hand, the uniqueness of
the solution to equation (I1) is still an open problem because ¢ is non-Lipschitz continuous.

Remark 2.6. The weak solutions of equation (1.1]) in Theorems and 23] are proved by
showing the tightness of the approzimating solution sequence (u"),>1 of equation (31); see
Propositions and 6] in Sections Bl and [, respectively. To show that the equation (11l
has a function-valued weak solution, it is necessary to restrict o € (1,5/3) due to a technical
reason that Doob’s mazimal inequality can not be directly applied to show the uniform p-
moment estimate of (u™),>1 that is key to the proof of the tightness for (u™),>1. To this end,
we apply the factorization method in Lemmald3 for transforming the stochastic integral such
that the uniform p-moment of (u"),>1 can be obtained. In order to remove this restriction
and consider the case of a € (1,2), we apply another tightness criteria, i.e., Lemma B4l to
show the tightness of (u"),>1. However, the weak solution of equation (I1) is a measure-
valued process in this situation. We also note that the existence of function-valued weak
solution of equation (L) in the case of o € [5/3,2) is still an unsolved problem.

Remark 2.7. If we remove the restriction of the bounded jumps for the a-stable white noise
L, in equation ([I1), the jump size measure v, (dz) in (21]) becomes

Vo(dz) = (127 (0,00)(2) + € (=2) " L (Lao)(2))d2

fora € (1,2) and cy +c. = 1. Asin Wang et al. [23, Lemma 3.1] we can construct a
sequence of truncated a-stable white noise LX with the jumps size measure given by (Z1)
and a sequence of stopping times (Tx)k>1 such that
lim 75 = o0, P-a.s.. (2.11)
K—+4o00
Similar to equation (1), for given K > 1, we can consider the following non-linear stochas-
tic heat equation

Qu(tw) _ LOur(ba) oo wNiK(ha),  (t.x) € (0,00) x (0, L),

ot 2 022
ug(0,2) = up(x), x €0, L], (2.12)
ug(t,0) = ug(t,L) =0, t €0, 00).

If ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, similar to the proof of Proposition in Wang et al. [23,
Proposition 3.2] one can show that there exists a unique strong solution ux = {uk(t,-),t €
[0,00)} to equation (Z12) by using the Banach fixed point principle. On the other hand, by
Wang et al. [23, Lemma 3.4/, it holds for each K < N that

ug = uy P-a.s. on{t < 7x}.
By setting
u=ug, 0 <t <71g,

and by the fact (211), we obtain the strong (weak) solution u to equation (L) with noise
of unbounded jumps via letting K T +o0.



If ¢ is non-Lipschitz continuous, for any K > 1, Theorem 2.2 or Theorem 2.3 shows
that there exists a weak solution (i, L ) to equation (2.12) defined on a filtered probability
space (0, F ,{Fi}i>0,P) k. However, we can not show that for each K < N

A

(g, LX) = (ay, LY) P-a.s. on {t < 7%}

due to the non-Lipschitz continuity of p. Therefore, we do not know whether there exists a
common probability space (O, F, { Fi}1>0, P) on which all of the weak solutions ((iix, LK) g1
are defined. Hence, the localization method in Wang et al. [23] becomes invalid, and the
existence of the weak solution to equation (I1) with untruncated a-stable noise remains an
unsolved problem.

3 Proof of Theorem [2.2

The proof of Theorem proceeds in the following three steps. We first construct a
sequence of the approximating SPDEs with globally Lipschitz continuous noise coefficients
(¢™)n>1 satisfying Hypothesis [L1l and show that for each fixed n > 1 there exists a unique
strong solution u" in D([0,00), LP([0, L]) with p € («, 2] of the approximating SPDE; see
Proposition 3.2l We then prove that the approximating solution sequence (u"),>; is tight
in both D(]0,00), M([0, L])) and L7 (]0,00) x [0, L]) for all p € («, 2]; see Proposition B.6l
Finally, we proceed to show that there exists a weak solution (i, L,) to equation (L))
defined on another probability space (Q F {./'t}t>0, ) by applying a weak convergence

argument.
For each fixed n > 1, we construct the approximate SPDE of the form

ou(t,x)  10%u"(t,x)

+ go"(u”(t—,x))La(t,x), (t,x) € (0,00) x (0, L),

ot 2 a2
u(0, ) = up(w), z €0, L], (3.1)
u"(t,0) =u"(t,L) = te0,00),

where the coefficient ¢™ satisfies Hypothesis [T}
Given n > 1, by a solution to equation (B.I]) we mean a process u} = {u"(t,-),t € [0,00)}
satisfying the following weak form equation:

) = (ug, 1) + —/ u, 1" ds+/t+/ /R\{O} (s—,2))Y(x)zN(ds, dx, dz)
(3.2)

for all t € [0,00) and for any v € C2([0, L]) with ¥(0) = (L) = ¢'(0) = ¢'(L) = 0 or

equivalently satisfying the following mild form equation:

u(t,7) = / G(,y)uoly)dy + / / / o Gl 005, )2 (s dy )
(3.3)

for all ¢t € [0, 00) and for a.e. z € [0, L.

We now present the definition (see also in Wang et al. [23]) of a strong solution to
stochastic heat equation (B.1]).



Definition 3.1. Given p > 1, the stochastic heat equation (31l) has a strong solution in
D([0,00), LP(]0, L])) with initial function uy if for a given truncated a-stable martingale
measure Lo there exists a process u} = {u"(t,-),t € [0,00)} in D([0,00), LP(]0, L])) such
that either equation (3.2) or equation (3.3) holds.

Note that for each n > 1 the noise coefficient ¢ is not only Lipschitz continuous but also
of globally linear growth. Indeed, for a given ¢ > 0 and ng € N large enough, Hypothesis
L1 (i) and the globally linear growth of ¢ imply that

" ()| < ["(2) —p(x)| + [p(x)] < e+ C(L+ [z]), Vn = ng, Vo €R. (3.4)

Therefore, we can use the classical Banach fixed point principle to show the existence and
pathwise uniqueness of the strong solution to equation ([B.I]). Since the proof is standard, we
just state the main result in the following proposition. For more details of the proof, we refer
to Wang et al. [23, Proposition 3.2] and references therein. Also note that the same method
was applied in Truman and Wu [21] and in Bo and Wang [4] where the stochastic Burgers
equation and the stochastic Cahn-Hilliard equation driven by Lévy space-time white noise
were studied, respectively.

Proposition 3.2. Given any n > 1, if the initial function ug satisfies El||ug|[}] < oo for
some p € («,2], then under Hypothesis [LT] there exists a pathwise unique strong solution
up = {u™(t,-),t € [0,00)} to equation (31) such that for any T > 0

sup sup E [[[u|[P] < oco. (3.5)
n>10<t<T

Remark 3.3. By Hypothesis [T (ii), (3.4) and estimate (3.3), the stochastic integral on the
right-hand side of (3.3) is well defined.

We are going to prove that the approximating solution sequence (u™),>1 is tight in both
D([0, 00), M([0, L])) and L ([0, 00)x]0, L]) for all p € (v, 2] by using the following tightness

criteria; see, e.g., Xiong and Yang [25, Lemma 2.2]. Note that this tightness criteria can be
obtained by Ethier and Kurtz [12, Theorems 3.9.1, 3.9.4 and 3.2.2].

Lemma 3.4. Given a complete and separable metric space E, let (X" = {X"(t),t €
[0,00)})n>1 be a sequence of stochastic processes with sample paths in D([0,00), E), and
let C, be a subalgebra and dense subset of Cy(E) (the bounded continuous functions space
on E). Then the sequence (X™),>1 is tight in D(]0,00), E) if both of the following conditions
hold:

(i) For everye >0 and T > 0 there exists a compact set I'. p C E such that

inf PIX"(t) € Top forallt € [0,T]] > 1 —e. (3.6)

n>1

(ii) For each f € Cy, there exists a process g, = {gn(t),t € [0,00)} such that

t
Fn@) = [ ga(s)ds
0
is an (F)-martingale and

sup B{[f(X"(1))] + [gn(t)[] < o0 (3.7)

0<t<T



and

sup E

n>1

(/ ) on (o) ) ;] < o0 (33)

Before showing the tightness of solution sequence (u™),,>1, we first find a uniform moment
estimate in the following lemma.

for eachn >1,T >0 and q > 1.

Lemma 3.5. For each n > 1 let u™ be the strong solution to equation (31]) given by Propo-
sition B2 Then for given T > 0 and ¢ € C?([0, L]) with 1(0) = ¢(L) = ¢’ (0) = ¢'(L) = 0
and [¢" (2)] < C(x), z € [0, L], we have for p € (o, 2] that

/0 "t 2z de p} < oo. (3.9)

supE | sup
n>1  [0<t<T

Proof. By (8.2), it holds that for each n > 1

L p
E l sup / u™(t, z)(x)dx ] < Cp(Ar+ Ay + Aj),
0<t<T |Jo
where

L P

A =E Uo( Ji(z)dz } :
P

Ay, =E / / (s,z) (x)dzds ] ,

O<t<T

t+ 5 p

Ang sup / / / (s—,z))(x)zN(ds,dz,dz) }

L0<t<T R\{O}

For p € («,2] we separately estimate A;, Ay and Aj as follows. For Aj, it holds by
Holder’s inequality that

L p(pT L
4 <C, ( / w(x)%das) E [ / |Uo($)|pd$] < CElllwlll) < C
0 0

due to ¢ € C*([0, L]) and E[[[u|[2] < oo
For Ay, it holds by [¢"(z)| < Cy(x),z € [0, L] and Holder’s inequality that

T P
/ / (s,z)(x)dxds } < Cp,T/ E {sup } ds.
0 0<r<s

For Aj, the Doob maximal inequality and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality imply
that

Ay < CL,E { sup

0<t<T

/OL u(r, x)(z)d

[Nl

As < C,E (s—, 2))¢(z)2|* N(ds, dx, dz)

R\{O}

<CE{ / / /R o [ (:c)z\”N(ds,dx,dz)]

10



~as|[ ) / '/ o)) s 05|

where the second inequality follows from the fact that

k

2
2_a
i=1

for a; € R,k > 1, and ¢ € (0,2]. By (1)), it holds that for p > «

2 k
<> ail (3.10)
i=1

K 0 P«
/ |2|Pre(dz) = c+/ P77y + c/ (—2)P 2 ldz = : (3.11)
R\{0} 0

K p—«

then there exists a constant C), k o such that

T L
Mo ek | [ [ s opoteisi].
o Jo
By B4), v € C*([0, L]) and B3] in Proposition 32| it is easy to see that

Ay < Corenr (1 T sup E[I|u?||£]) < Cpxar.

0<s<T

Combining the estimates Ay, A and As, we have

E [ sup /OL u™(t, z)(x)dx

0<t<T

p T
:| S Cp,K,a,T + C’p,T/‘ E [ sup
0

L p
0<r<s /0 u®(r, 2 )y (z)da ]ds

Therefore, it holds by Gronwall’s lemma that for p € («, 2]

L P
sup E { sup / u™(t, x)(x)dx ] < 0,
n>1 |o<e<T |Jo
which completes the proof. a

Note that for any function v € L]0, L] with ¢ > 1, we can identify L9(]0, L]) as a subset
of M([0, L]) by using the following correspondence

v(z) — v(z)de.

Then for each n > 1 we can identify the D([0,00), L?(]0, L]))-valued random variable u"
as a D([0,00), M([0, L]))-valued random variable (still denoted by u"). We now show the
tightness of (u"),>1 in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. The solution sequence (u"),>1 to equation (31) given by Proposition B.2]

is tight in both D(]0,00), M([0, L])) and LY ([0,00) x [0,L]) for p € (,2]. Let u be an
arbitrary limit point of u™. Then

u € D([0,00),M([0, L])) N LY

loc

([0, 00) x [0, L]) (3.12)

forp € (a,2].

11



Proof. For each n > 1, > 0 and ¢ € C?([0, L]) with ¢(0) = ¢(L) = ¢'(0) = ¢'(L) = 0
and [ (7)] < Cy(z),x € [0, L], let us define

(u”, ) = (ug', ¥) :/0 u™(t, ) (z)dw.

We first prove that the sequence ((u",1)),>1 is tight in D([0, 00), R) by using Lemma 341
It is easy to see that the condition (i) in Lemma [3.4] can be verified by Lemma . In the
following we mainly verify the condition (ii) in Lemma 3.4

For each f € CZ(R) (f,f,f  are bounded and uniformly continuous) with compact
supports, it holds by ([B.2) and It6’s formula that

Pl = £l ) + / £ (), ") )ds
D((ul, ), " (u" (s, x x)z)dsdrv,(dz) + mart., 3.13
+/O/OR\{O} (), " (u" (5, 2))ib () ) s (dz) + mart.,  (3.13)

where D(u,v) = f(u+v) — f(u) —vf (u) for u,v € R. Since f, f', f" are bounded and
10" (z)| < Cy(x),z € [0, L], then

I

L (G, ) ug, ) < C© (3.14)

/OL u(s, 2)(z)dz] .

By Taylor’s formula, one can show that [2(u,v)| < C(Jv| A |v|?), which also implies that
|D(u,v)] < C(Jv] Alv|P) for p € (e, 2]. Thus we have for p € («, 2],

/0 /R\{O} |@(<U?7w>7(pn<un<8,x))z/;(l*)z)‘dxya(dz)

<C (/R\{O} 2| A |Z|p1/a(d2’)>/0 (le™ (W (s, 2))(2)] + | ™ (u" (s, 7)) () [P)dx

: C”’K’“/o (I (" (s, @) @)] + " (" (5, 2)b (@) ") e, (3.15)
where by (Z1]),

1 0 K
/ 12| A |2|Pva(dz) = c+/ Py + c/ (—2)P " tdz + c+/ 2%z
R\{0} 0 -1 1
—1
+c/ (—2)"%dz

K

1 1—- Kl
_ <Cxn.
p_a + a_l —_— p7K7

For given n > 1 let us define
L
gn(s) = [ (s 0))(ug, 0")) +/ D((ug, ¥), 9" (u"(s, ) )ip(x) 2)drve (dz).
0 JR\{0}
By [BI3), it is easy to see that
) = [ an(s)as

12



is an (%;)-martingale.
Now we verify the moment estimates (8.7) and ([B.8) of the condition (ii) in Lemma B4
For each ¢ € [0, T7], it holds by the boundedness of f, estimates [B.14)-(B.15) and ([B.4) that

)

FCyaE | [ e+, xw(:c)\)dx}

: /0 ’ u"(t, 2)(z)dz

E[|£((u, )| + lgn(B)]] < C (1 LR

OB | [ tw@r + e :cw(:c)\p)dx] |

Since ¢ € C?([0, L]) implies that ¢ is bounded, then it holds by Hélder’s inequality and
B3) that for p € (o, 2]

B (£((uf )] + l0a(D)] < Oy (1 (s Ellaig)” + OiggTE[nu?Hz]) ,

0<t<

and so by (3.3,

sup B {[f((uf, )]+ [gn(t)]] < oo,

0<t<T

which verifies the estimate (3.7]).
To verify (3.8]), it suffices to show that for each n > 1

E {/OT\gn(t)\th] <o

for some ¢ > 1. By the estimates (3.14)-(3I5) and (3.4]), we have

E MT |gn(t)|th] < COE MT /OL u"(t, ) (x)dw th]

+ G | [ ) / “ @) + (0, 2b(a)

T
+ vaqu,aE {/
0

Taking 1 < g < 2/p, the Holder inequality and boundedness of ¢ imply that

q
dt]

q
dt] |

U g (t \th] <CquaT(1+ sup E[f|up]]?] + sup E[Ilu?\\ﬁﬂ)v
0<t<T

0<t<T

/0 (@) + [u"(t, ) () ) da

and so by (B.5),

< 00,

T
supE [ / g (8)l1dt
n>1 0

which verifies the estimate (3.§]).

Therefore, for each ¢ € C?([0,L]) with 1/1( ) = (L) = ' (0) = (L) = 0 and
1" (2)] < Ci(x),z € [0,L], the sequence ((u™,v)),>1 is tight in D(]0,00),R), and so

13



it holds by Mitoma’s theorem (see, e.g., Walsh [22] pp.361-365]) that (u"),>; is tight in
D([0,00), M([0, L])).
On the other hand, by ([B.3]) we have for each T' > 0

supE[ / / () |pdxdt] < Crsup sup E[[[ul ][] <
n>1 n>1 0<t<T

for p € (,2]. The Markov’s inequality implies that for each e > 0,7 > 0 there exists a
constant C p such that

T L
sup P {/ / |u"(t, x)|Pdzdt > Cer
n=1 0o Jo

for p € (,2]. Therefore, the sequence (u"),>; is also tight in L} ([0,00) x [0, L]) for
p € (o, 2], and the conclusion ([BI2]) holds. O

Proof of Theorem We are going to prove Theorem by applying weak convergence
arguments. For each n > 1, let u” be the strong solution of equation (B.]) given by Proposi-

tion B2l Tt can also be regarded as an element in D([0, co), M([0, L])) N L}, ([0, 00) x [0, L])
with p € (o, 2]. By PropositionB.6 there exists a D([0, 00), M([0, L]))N L], (][0, 00) x [0, L])-

valued random variable u such that ™ converges to u in distribution in D([0, oo), M([0, L]))N
L} ([0,00) x [0, L]) for p € (e, 2]. On the other hand, the Skorokhod Representation Theo-

loc

rem (see, e.g., Either and Kurtz [12, Theorem 3.1.8)) yields that there exists another filtered
probability space (Q, F, (E%)tzo,]f") and on it a further subsequence (4"),>; and 4 which
have the same distribution as (u"),>1 and w, so that 4" almost surely converges to @ in
D(]0,00),M([0, L])) N LY (][0,00) x [0, L]) for p € («,2].

loc

For each t > 0,n > 1 and any test function v € C?([0, L]) with (0) = (L) = 0 and
V' (0) =9 (L) = 0, let us define

NI () = /OLﬁn(t,x)w(x)dx—/O o(2) dx——// (s, 2)0)" () dads.

Since 4" almost surely converges to 4 in the Skorokhod topology as n — oo, then

N () B2 /0 ¥ it 2y()de — /0 ito(2) b () der — / / (s, o) (x)dads  (3.16)

in the Skorokhod topology as n — oc.
By [B2) and the fact that 4" has the same distribution as u” for each n > 1, we have

M () Q/OL u™(t, z)(x)dr — /OL uo(z)(x)dx — —/ / (s,2)¢ (x)dzds

t+ L
:/+/ Y(x)"(u"(s—, x)) 2N (ds, dx, dz),
o Jo Jr\{0}

where 2 denotes the identity in distribution. The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
t+ B
’QZ) ( (S—,ZL‘))ZN(dS,d:L‘,dZ)

BI0)-BII) and E4) imply that for p € («, 2]
P
B P -E|| [ }
R\{0}

<O [ / / /R » 1+ [u"(s, x)\)p|z\pdsd:wa(dz)]
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p

sup 1(x)

z€[0,L]

L
< Cprar ( | W@pds +
0

Then by v € C*([0, L]) and (3.H), we have for each T > 0

sup E [||u¢||,f;}).

0<t<T

sup sup E[| M ()"] < oc.
n>1 0<t<T

Therefore, it holds by ([B.16) that there exists an (%;)-martingale M,(¢)) such that M/ (¢))
converges weakly to M,(¢)) as n — oo, and for each t > 0

Mt(lp):/OLﬁ(t,x)w(x)dx—/o o(z) dx——// (s, x)" (x)deds.  (3.17)

By Hypothesis [T (i), the quadratic variation of {M(1)),t € [0,00)} satisfies that

arw.rn= [ ] )P s,
2 / t / ’ /R - " (0" (s, 7)) 20 (2)2 2dsdzvy(dz)
/ / /R \{0} N2 (x)2 22 dsdv,(dz), t € [0,T),

as n — co. We denote by {(M (1), M (1)), t € [0,00)} the quadratic variation process

(NE(), N()), = / / /R | P ) o (82), 12 0.

Similar to Konno and Shiga [15, Lemma 2.4], (M(4)), M (1)) corresponds to an orthonormal
martingale measure M (dt, dx, dz) defined on the filtered probability space (2, #, (#)>0, P)
in the sense of Walsh [22] Chapter 2] whose quadratic measure is given by

o(u(t, z))* 2 dtdrv,(dz).

Let {Iia(t,x)A: tAG [0,00),z € [0, L]} be another truncated a-stable white noise, defined
possibly on (€, F, (F1)s0, P), independent of M (dt, dzx,dz) and define

t+
Lip(a(s—a Y(x M ds,dx, dz
/ //R\{ow 5=, 7)) plat—anso) (@) zM( )
t+ B
+ /0 /0 (@) Lpa(s—w)=0 La(ds, dz).

Then {Lo(t,¢) : t € [0,00), ¢ € C2([0, L]),1(0) = t(L) = 0,4)'(0) = )'(L) = 0} deter-
7 (F)

mines a truncated a-stable white noise Lo(t,z) on (Q, F, (F)i>0, P) with the same distri-
bution as L, (t, z) such that

/t+/ i(s—, ) ()ia(ds,d:c):/OH/OL/R\{o} ()O(ﬁ(s_’x))qﬁ(x)z]?f(ds,dx,dz),

where N (dt,dr,dz) denotes the compensated Poisson random measure associated to the
truncated a-stable martingale measure L, (t, ). Hence, it holds by (B.17) that (i, L,) is a
weak solution to (LIl defined on (2, F, (%)i>0, P).

15



On the other hand, since 4" has the same distribution as u” for each n > 1, then the
moment estimates (B.3]) in Proposition can be replaced by

sup sup [lap]r] < oo
n>10<t<T

for p € (a,2]. For moment estimate (28], the Fatou’s Lemma implies that for p € («, 2]
A A T A
A~ p — ~ p < . . AN p
B (i) =& | [ Naddpar| < tmintcr sup & (1) <

which completes the proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem

The proof of Theorem 2.3]is similar to that of Theorem 2.2l The main difference between
them is that in the current proof we need to prove the solution sequence (u"),>1 to equation
(B1)), obtained from Proposition B.2] is tight in D([0, c0), LP([0, L])) for p € (a,5/3). To
this end, we need the following tightness criteria; see, e.g., Ethier and Kurtz [12) Theorem
3.8.6 and Remark (a)]. Note that the same criteria was also applied in Sturm [20] with
Gaussian colored noise setting.

Lemma 4.1. Given a complete and separable metric space (E,p), let (X™) be a sequence of
stochastic processes with sample paths in D(]0,00), E). The sequence is tight in D([0, 00), E)
if the following conditions hold:

(i) For every ¢ > 0 and rational t € [0, T, there exists a compact set I'. 7 C E such that

inf P[X"(t) el.p] > 1 —c¢. (4.1)
(ii) There ezists p > 0 such that

limsupE | sup sup (p(X/,,X{")A1)P| =0. (4.2)
=0 pn 0<t<T 0<u<§

To verify condition (i) of Lemma [Tl we need the following characterization of the rela-
tively compact set in LP([0, L]),p > 1; see, e.g., Sturm [20, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 4.2. A subset ' C LP([0,L]) for p > 1 is relatively compact if and only if the
following conditions hold:

(a) supjer [y | (@)|Pdz < oo,
(b) limy o [ |f (2 +y) — f(x)[Pde = O uniformly for all f €T,

(c) lmy o f(L—£ 1 |f(x)[Pde =0 for all f €T.
L

The proof of the tightness of (u"),>1 is accomplished by verifying conditions (i) and (ii)
in Lemma L1l To this end, we need some estimates on (u"),>1, that is, the uniform bound
estimate in Lemma [4.3] the temporal difference estimate in Lemma M.4] and the spatial
difference estimate in Lemma [L.5] respectively.
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose that o € (1,5/3) and for each n > 1 u™ is the solution to equation
(31) given by Proposition B2 Then for given T > 0 there exists a constant Cp ko1 Such
that

supE { sup Hu?Hg] < Cprar, forpe(a,5/3). (4.3)

0<t<T

Proof. For each n > 1, by (83) it is easy to see that

| s a1 < Gy + )
0<t<

where

p

L
A —E | sup / Gl y)uo(y)dy
0

0<t<T

P

t+ L N
A= | sw || [ [ ] Gl s )N ds. dy. o)
o<t<t || Jo  Jo Jr\fo)

p

P

We separately estimate A; and Ay as follows. For A;, it holds by Young’s convolution
inequality and (2.3]) that

A < CE [/OL sup (/OL \Gt(:c,y)|d:c) \uo(y)|pdy} < CrE[[|uol [F].

0<t<T
By Proposition B.2, we have E[[|uo|[P] < oo for p € (a, 2], and so there exists a constant

Cp,r such that A; < C, .

For A,, we use the factorization method; see, e.g., Da Prato et al. [I0], which is based on
the fact that for 0 < f <1 and 0 < s <,

t — ) (r — 5)Pdr = i .
=yt =y =

For any function v : [0, 00) x [0, L] — R define

Fhu(t,z) = ——= sin( M / / )71 Gy(x, y)v(s, y)dyds,

Mo(t, x) = a —8)7 PG, (x "(v(s— 2N (ds z).
Tputa) = [ /O/R\{O}@ )G (2, )" (v(s—, )= (ds, dy, d2)

By the stochastic Fubini Theorem and (2.4]), we have

s+
70 gty ) = o // Bl@wy(/ // (s —7)
R\{0}

X Go_p(y,m)™(u"(r—, m))zN (dr, dm, dz)) dyds

- Sinfﬂ) /0t+ /OL /R\{O} [/:(t— s)7 (s —r)"

X </0 Gts(a:,y)Gsr(y,m)dy>ds] " (u"(r—, m))zN (dr,dm, dz)
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t+ L _
_ / / / Gru(, y)" (u" (s, )= N (ds, dy, d=).
o Jo JrJo

Thus,
Ay =E [ sup ||fﬁf5”u?||£ )
0<t<T

Until the end of the proof we fix a 0 < § < 1 satisfying

1 3 1
l——-<pf<——< 4.4
<B<z =3 (14)
which requires that
3 1 1
———-—(1--)>0.
2 ( p)

Therefore, we need the assumption p < 5/3 for this lemma.
Back to our main proof, to estimate Ay we first estimate E[|[.75u}|[P].

For p € (a,5/3), the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (B.10)-311) and (B.4]) imply

that
L p
B[l 7 2] = / E [ } 0

<[ [[] I Y FUPA B

/0” /OL /R\{O}@ — ) PGyo(w,y) " (u" (5=, y)) 2N (ds, dy, dz)

L pt L
<Ch Ka E[1+ |u"(s,y)|?] |t — s|?P|Gi—s(z,y) |Pdydsdz.
p7 K
o Jo Jo

Combine (2.5]), we have

T
E[ll£75w [1] <Cpxa (L+E[sup Hu?HZD / s~ (BT +BP) s,
0

0<s<t

For p < 5/3, by (£4) we have
T 1
/ s~ ) s < 0.
0

Therefore, there exists a constant C), g o1 such that

E[|l770012] < Cpsear (1 ‘E [sup ||u’;||£]) . (45)

0<s<t

We now estimate Ay = E[supo<;<p |77 3 uf|[2]. The Minkowski inequality implies that

sin(m/3) tork 81 - !
Ay =E | sup (t—8)" " Grs(,y) I5u" (s, y)dyds
o<i<T T 0o Jo »
. t L P
S | [ [ Gtz as) | @)
™ 0<t<T 0 0 »
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By the Holder inequality and (23]), we have

H / Grosl- — ) Fpu™ (s, y)dy

- i) |
/OL </OL \Gts(:c,yﬂdy)pTl </OL Gts(x7y)|jﬁ”u"(s’y)|pdy>% dr

L e L L +
(Sup / IGt_s(x,y)ldy> < / / IGt_s(fv,y)llfg"u"(s,y)lpdxdy)
xE[O,L} 0 0 0

< Crll73u21l, (47)

Therefore, it follows from (4.6)), (L), and the Holder inequality that

. t P
4, <SEB)Cor [ sup ( [~ s>ﬁ-1||f;u’;||pds) ]
0

T 0<t<T

to p—1 t
sup ( / mds) ( / (t—8)(5‘””I|f5"u;‘l|§d8>]
0<t<T 0 0

. T
sin(mf)Cor /0 (T — 5) O~ DPE]|| £u?| F]ds.

™

p

B =

L 1 1
/ |Gt—s($a y)|T |Gt—s(‘ra y)|pjﬁnun(57 y)dy
0

IN

IA

- sin(73)Cp.r

E

7

By (45), it also holds that

‘ T
A, Ssm(Wﬁ)CnKﬂvT/ (T — 5)B=bp (1 +E { sup ||U?||§]) ds
0

T 0<r<s
. C N T
T 0 0<r<s

Combining (A.8)) and the estimate for A;, we have for each T' > 0,

E

sin(783)C), k.o T _ n
S?ETHU?Hg] < Chor+ (78)Cpc ’T/ (T — )~ PR, [sup Hur\\z} ds.

0< ™ 0 0<r<s

Since 8 > 1 — 1/p, applying a generalized Gronwall’s Lemma (see, e.g., Lin [16, Theorem
1.2]), we have

sup E [ sup HU?HZ] < Cprar, for pe(a,5/3),
n 0<t<T

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that o € (1,5/3) and for each n > 1 u" is the solution to equation
(31) given by Proposition B2 Then for given T >0, 0<h < and p € («,5/3)

limsupE | sup sup |[|uf,, —u[[F] = 0. (4.9)
=0 p 0<t<T 0<h<§
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Proof. For each n > 1, by the factorization method in the proof of Lemma [4.3] we have

K [ sup sup [[ulty — u?||z] < (B, + By),

0<t<T 0<h<§
where
. p
By =E | sup sup / (Gen(- = y) = G(- — y))uo(y)dy )
0<t<T 0<h<é || Jo )

By =E | sup sup |77 75 uy,, — fﬁjﬁn“mg] :

Lo<t<T 0<h<6
For B, Young’s convolution inequality and (2.3)) imply that
L L
B[ sw s ([ (Guate )l + 16w e ) ity < Coflunly) < o
0 0<t<T 0<h<é 0

Therefore, it holds by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem that B; converges to 0
as 0 — 0.

For B, it is easy to see that

sin(fm)C,
77

By < (Ba1 + Bao+ Bas),

where

t L
Byi=E| sup sup / / (t— S)ﬁ71<Gt+hfs<'7 y) — G, y))fﬁnun<57 y)dyds
0o Jo

0<t<T 0<h<6

p
)
p

t L
Bys =E| sup sup / / (t+h—5)°"1—(t—5)""NGrn_sl-, y)Fgu" (s, y)dyds
0o Jo

p
] )
p

0<t<T 0<h<6
t+h  pL p
Bos—E | sup sup / / (L4 h = 9P Con(y) Fou™ (s, y)dyds
0<t<T 0<h<§ t 0 P

By the assumption p € (a,5/3) of this lemma we can choose a 0 < [ < 1 satisfying
1—-1/p< 8 <3/2p—1/2. By Lemma and (4.3)), there exists a constant C), i 7 such
that

sup E [||j5"u?Hg} < CpKar (4.10)
0<t<T

To estimate By, we set G'(z,y) = Giin(z,y) — Gi(z,y). Similar to the estimates for
([@6) and (L7) in the proof of Lemma 3] we have

p—1

t L P p
sup sup < / <t—s>f“< sup | Gﬁ_s@,y)dy) ||fﬁ"u2||pds> ]
0<t<T 0<h<s \ Jo z€[0,L] Jo

It also follows from the Hélder inequality and (A.I0) that

By, <E

p—1

T L
By, <C,r sup E [Hjﬁnuﬂm sup / s < sup / G?_S(:c,y)dy> ds
0<t<T 0<h<§ 0 1J0

z€[0,L
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T L p—1
<Cp Kor SUD / sPP [ sup / Gy (z,y)dy | ds
o<n<s \ Jo zef0,L] Jo

Moreover, since 5 > 1 — 1/p, it holds by (2.3]) that
T p-1
/ Dp - sup / Gt (z,y)d ds
0 xz€[0,L]
T L L p-1
< / s sup </ |Grins(z,y)|dy +/ IGt_s(fv,y)ldy) ds
0 z€(0,2] \Jo 0

T
< Cp,T/ sBYrds < .
0

Thus, Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem implies that By; converges to 0 as

0 — 0.
p
ds)]
p

For Bs 9, the Minkowski inequality and Young’s convolution inequality imply that

t
Bys <E| sup sup (/ (t4+h—s)"1 = (t—s5)""
0

Grin-s(y) F5u" (s,y)dy
0<t<T 0<h<§

t P
gcp,TE[sup sup ( / <<t+h—s>f“—<t—s>ﬁ-1>||f;uz||pds) ]
0

0<t<T 0<h<$

By the Holder inequality and (£I0) we have for 5 > 1 — 1/p,

t
Byy <C,7E [ sup sup / |(t+h— 5)5’1 —(t— s)ﬁl\p\\jﬁnu?HgdS]

0<t<T 0<h<5 Jo
T
<Cpr sup B|lZ7utl) [ (s 87 = o7 Vpds
0<t<T 0
T
SCp,K,a,T/ (s 4 6)771 — s(ﬁ_l)|pds < 00.
0
Therefore, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we know that Bs 5 converges to

0Dasd — 0.

For By 3, similar to B4, we get

t+h L p
By 3 <E | sup sup (/ (t+h—s)5_1H/ Grin—s(y) F5u"(s,y) 5) ]
0<t<T 0<h<é t 0
t+h p
<Gl | sup sup ([ (-9 g
0<t<T 0<h<s \J¢

t+h
<C,rE l sup sup / |(t+h— s)ﬁ—1|p||j5"ug||gds}

0<t<T 0<h<6 J¢
t+h 5
<Cpr sup BllFuIE) swp [ (040 =9 < Coucar [ 5005, (11
0<t<T 0<h<s Ji 0
Since 8 > 1 — 1/p, we can conclude that the right-hand side of (L.I1]) converges to 0 as

d — 0. Therefore, by the estimates of By 1, B o, By 3 and By, the desired result (£.9) holds,
which completes the proof. O

21



Lemma 4.5. For each n > 1 let u" be the solution to equation (31) given by Proposition
B2l Then for givent € [0,00), 0 < |x1| < and p € («, 2]

limsupE | sup |[[u"(t, - +x1) —u"(¢,-)|[h| = 0. (4.12)
0—0 |21 |<6

Proof. Since the shift operator is continuous in LP([0, L]), then for each n > 1 and § > 0
there exists a pathwise z7"°() € R such that |z7"°(¢)| < § and

n n n n,0 n
|SIT£)5||U (- + 1) —u" (@t ) = lJu" (- +27° () — u"(@E )]}
T1|>

As before, it is easy to see that

El|u"(t, - + 27 (1)) = u"(t, )] < Cp(Cy + Ca),

p
)
p

t+ L )
/0 /0 /R\{O}(Gt_s('+x?’6(t)a?/)—Gt—s(‘ay))@"(un(s—,y))z]\f(dz,dy,ds)

where

Ci=E

:E[

For C}, Young’s convolution inequality and (2.3) imply that

/0 (G- + 229(8), ) — Cal- ) uo(y)dy

|

Gy <E [/OL (/OL(IGt(x + 21 (1), y)| + IGt(SE,y))Idﬂf) IuO(y)I”dy] < CrE[|Juol[p] < o0

Thus, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem implies that C} converges to 0 as

o — 0.
For Oy, it follows from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (3.10)-(@B.11]), (3.4) and
(m)thatforpe a, 2]
P
] dz

H /t+/ /R\{O} (Grs(x +27°(1),y) — Gros(w,9)) " (W (s—, y)) 2N (ds, dy, dz)
SCp/ / / /R\{O}EWs<x+w’f’5<t>,y> — Grosl,9)) 0" (u" (5,9)) 21" v (dz) dydsda

<Cyxa / / / L [ (s, DI Gos(o+ 20 (8), ) — Goo(, ) Pdydsda
<ChK.a (/0 /o |G_s(x + x?"s(t),y) — Gts(a:,y)\pdsdx) (L + sup E [||u"||p]>

0<s<t

<o ’ / (Groala 2250 )+ Geerlo)lPyisde) (L4 sup B [1u21))

0<s<t
t
<Chria ( - s)ﬁds) (L T sup E [Huzuz})
0 0<s<t

Therefore, it holds by (B.) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem that Co
converges to 0 as § — 0. Hence, by the estimates of C; and Cs, we obtain

lim supE{ sup ||u"(t,- 4+ x1) — u"(t, )||4 =0,
6—0 n \xl\gé

which completes the proof. O
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Proposition 4.6. Suppose that o € (1,5/3). The sequence of solutions (u"),>1 to equation
(31) given by Proposition B2l is tight in D([0, 00), LP([0, L])) for p € (a,5/3).

Proof. From (B.3) and Markov’s inequality, for each € > 0, p € («,2] and T > 0 there
exists a N € N such that

sup PP [[luf|p > N] < =, ¢€[0,7)
Let I'l ;- be a closed set defined by
Il ={v € LP([0,L]) : [Ju|[b < N,t € [0, T]}. (4.13)

By Lemma .5 and Markov’s inequality, it holds that for each e > 0, p € (o, 2] and T' > 0
lz1|<6

lim sup P [sup [[u(t, - + 1) —u"(t, )] > z—:] =0, tel0,T].
0—=0 o

Then for £ € N we can choose a sequence (0x)r>1 with dx — 0 as k& — oo such that

1
suplP | sup |[|u"(t, - +21) —u"(L,-)[[F > z < %2_”“, t€0,7].
n |21] <%

Let T'Z 1 be a closed set defined by

~ 1
FET = ﬂ v € Lp([O’ L]) ¢ sup HU(t, -+ 1’1) o ’U(t, )||£ < ote [O7T] : (414>
T 21 <6 k

We next prove that for each € > 0 and p € («, 2] ,
lim sup P / |u"(t, z)|Pdx > | = 0. (4.15)
(LfivL]
It is easy to see that
L
B [ wetwara] =2 [Cutaor, @] < 6o ),
(L-%,1] 0 v
where
L
Dy :/ E{
0
L
D2 :/ E
0

It is easy to prove that D, converges to 0 as 7 — oo by using Young’s convolution inequality
and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. For Ds, it holds by the Burkholder-Davis-

Gundy inequality, (B10)-B.I1) and B.4]) that for p € («, 2]

L p
[ Gty }1(L_£,L]<x>dx,
0 Yy

p
]1(L%7L](:c)d:c.

t+ L N
/ / / Gy (1 y) " (" (5=, )2 N (ds, dy, d2)
o Jo Jr\{o}

L t L
DGy [ [ G0 )l o)
o Jo Jo Jr\{0} g
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L pt L
SCp,K,a/O /0 /0 E(1+ |u"(s,y)|)?|Gi—s(x,y)[P1 (-L 1 (z)dydsdz
<Cpar (L+ s B ) [ [ 0= 0510yt

0<t<T

Since p < 2, it holds that

L
Dy <Cpkar </ 1(LL7L]<.§U)d.§U) (L + sup E [HU?H })
0 Y

0<t<T

By ([B3), Dy converges to 0 as v — oo. Therefore, ([d.15]) is obtained from the estimates of
Dy and Dy and Markov’s inequality.

For any k € N and 7" > 0 we can choose a sequence (vx)g>1 with v, — oo as k — oo
such that

Let T'? 1 be a closed set defined by

I‘:;T = ﬂ {vt e LP([0,L]) : /

L
k=1 (L_%vL]

lv(t, x)[Pdx < %,t € [O,T]} : (4.16)

Combining (AI3)), (AI4) and (£I6) to define
FET — FETQF TﬂF€T7

then I'. 7 is a closed set in LP([0, L]),p € (o, 2]. For any function f € I'.r the definition
of I'. 7 implies that the conditions (a)-(c¢) in Lemma hold, and so I'. 7 is a relatively
compact set in LP([0, L]),p € («,2]. Combing the closeness and relatively compactness, we
know that I'. r is a compact set in LP([0, L]),p € (a,2]. Moreover, the definition of I'. 1
implies that

. n €
inf Plu! € Pep] >1 - 5 <1+2Zz ) =1-—¢,

which verifies condition (i) of Lemma[LIl Condition (ii) of LemmaldTlis verified by Lemma
@4 with p € (o, 5/3). Therefore, (u"),>1 is tight in D([0, 00), LP([0, L])) for p € («,5/3),
which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem According to Proposition .6, there exists a D([0, c0), LP([0,T7]))-
valued random variable u such that u" converges to w in distribution in the Skorohod
topology. The Skorohod Representation Theorem yields that there exists another filtered
probability space (€, %, (%;)i>0,P) and on it a further subsequence (4"),>; and @ which
have the same distribution as (u"),>1 and u, so that u" almost surely converges to u in
the Skorohod topology. The rest of the proofs, including the construction of a truncated
a-stable measure L, such that (@, L,) is a weak solution to equation (), is same as the
proof of Theorem and we omit them.

Since 4" has the same distribution as u™ for each n > 1, the moment estimate ([43]) in
Lemma [4.3] can be written as

suplE [ sup |15} Hp] < Cyprar
n>1 0<t<
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Hence, by Fatou’s Lemma,

E [ sup ||f&t||£] < liminf E [ sup Hﬁ?Hg] < 00.
0<t<T n—00 0<t<T

This yields the uniform p-moment estimate (2.9). Similarly, we can obtain the uniform
stochastic continuity (Z.I0) by Lemma [£.4] O
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