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EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF STOCHASTIC PDES ASSOCIATED
WITH THE FORWARD EQUATIONS: AN APPROACH USING ALTERNATE
NORMS

SUPRIO BHAR*, RAJEEV BHASKARAN, AND ARVIND KUMAR NATH

ABSTRACT. We consider stochastic PDEs
dYy = L(Y:) dt + A(Y:).dB,t > 0
and associated PDEs
dut = Lus dt,t >0

with regular initial conditions. Here, L and A are certain partial differential operators involv-
ing multiplication by smooth functions and are of the order two and one respectively, and in
special cases are associated with finite dimensional diffusion processes. This PDE also includes
Kolmogorov’s Forward Equation (Fokker-Planck Equation) as a special case. We first prove a
Monotonicity inequality for the pair (L, A) and using this inequality, we obtain the existence and
uniqueness of strong solutions to the Stochastic PDE and the PDE. In addition, a stochastic

representation for the solution to the PDE is also established.

1. INTRODUCTION

Linear Parabolic equations have been closely associated with the theory of Stochastic Differ-
ential Equations (SDEs) from its very inception - mainly through the ‘forward’ and ‘backward’
Kolmogorov equations - so that this relationship could by now be considered ‘classical’. We re-
fer to [3L[7HI2] 1418|2022, 28.[30,31,[34] for more details on this topic. More recently, non-linear
Fokker-Planck equations and Stochastic Fokker-Planck Equations have also been studied (for ex-
ample, see [IL2]). In [28] it was shown that the forward equation can be obtained from the linear
Stochastic Partial Differential Equation (SPDE) satisfied by the flow of an SDE by simply taking
expectations in an appropriate Hilbert space (the Hermite Sobolev spaces (S,(R?), <<, ->>,))
in which the SPDE lives. These Hilbert spaces are contained in S’'(R%), the space of tempered
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distributions, which is the dual space of S(R?), the space of R-valued rapidly decreasing smooth
functions on R? (referred hereafter as the Schwartz space) with the topology given by L. Schwartz
(see [13[1829,[33] and the references therein).

The SPDEs considered in [28] are of the form

(1.1) dY; = L*(Y;) dt + A*(Y:). dBy,t > 0

where

(i) Yo is Fp measurable random variable taking values in the space of compactly supported
distributions &’ (R9),
(i) {B:}: is an (F;), adapted d-dimensional standard Brownian motion with the components
given by By = (B, ... B{*),
(iii) A* = (A}, As,---, A%) with A7, A% 0 §'(RY) — S'(R?) are linear ‘adjoint’ differential
operators of order one and L* : S'(R?) — S’(R%) is a linear ‘adjoint’ differential operator
of order two (see (Z4))).

The question of uniqueness of solutions of the SPDE and the solutions of the PDE obtained as
above however was left open in [28]. In [6] the uniqueness was established when the initial conditions
were smooth by proving the ‘monotonicity inequality’ (see [21]) in £2(R?) for the pair of operators
(L*, A*) given as in [28]. The use of this inequality to prove existence and uniqueness of SPDEs
was earlier studied in [41[5L[T5HI7,[19L[2526].

In this paper we adopt a new approach to prove the Monotonicity inequality. Since the operators
(L*, A*) involve multiplication by functions and since these are somewhat difficult to handle in the
spaces (Sp, <+, -3>,)), we use a different but ‘equivalent’ inner product (-, -)  on Sp(RY) (the
corresponding norms are equivalent, see Proposition 2.1]). We prove the Monotonicity inequality in
this set up and prove a stronger version of uniqueness, namely, uniqueness in S, (Rd), p > 0. Our

approach looks at a more general linear SPDE with coefficients (L, A) as in (2:2) and of the form
(1.2) dY; = L(Y) dt + A(Y:). dBe,t > 0

where Yy is an S,(R?) valued Fy measurable random variable and derives the SPDE associated
with the forward equation with (L*, A*) as a special case.

The organization of this paper is as follows. We first recall necessary facts about the topology
on S(R?) in Subsection 21 and discuss the main results in the remaining part of Section 2l Proofs

of the results have been discussed in Section B
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2. NOTATIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Countably Hilbertian Nuclear topology on the Schwartz space. Let Zjl_ = {a =

(o1, ,aq) © ; non-negative integers}. If o € Z%, we define |a| := oy + - -+ + a4. The topology
on S(R?) is given by a family of seminorms p,,n = 0,1,--- (see [I3|18]) where
Hled
pol) = sup (14 o) s | )] | v € SR

where |z| denotes the usual Euclidean norm for z € R%. We shall adopt the short-hand notation

0% and 0; for 92 and %j, respectively.

FRR
For p € R, consider the increasing family of norms || - ||,, defined by the inner products
(2.1) K[, g>>p = Z 2|n| + d)?P(f, hn)olg, hn)o,  frg € S(RY).
nEZi

In the above equation, {h, : n € Z%} is an orthonormal basis for £2(R?) given by the Hermite
functions and (-, -)o is the usual inner product in £2(R?). The Hermite-Sobolev spaces S,(R%), p € R
are defined as the completion of S(R?) in || - ||,. Note that the dual space S,(R?) is isometrically
isomorphic with S_,(R?) for p > 0. For ¢ € S,(R?) and ¢ € S'(R?), we write the duality
action by (19, ). We also have S(RY) = ), (S,(RY), I - llp), ' (R?) = Uyo(S_p(®%), I - [|_p) and
So(R%) = L£2(R?). The following basic relations hold for the S,(R?) spaces: for 0 < ¢ < p,

S(RY) c S,(RY) € S,(RY) € L2(RY) = Sp(RY) € S_,(R?) € S_,(RY) C S'(RY).

The topology on S(RY) given by the norms || - ||,,» € Z+ is the same as the usual topology on
S(RY) (see [24, Proposition 1.1]).
We now recall another way to describe the same topology on S(R?). For p € Z,, define for
¢, ¥ € S(RY),
Gily= S [ an0ol)an o (o) do.

laf+[8]<2p
where o, 5 € Zi in the above sum. We denote the corresponding norms by || - ||,. It is known that
the topology on S(R?) generated by || - ||, p € Z is the same as the usual topology. We recall the
next result from [27, Proposition 3.3] (also see [18, Remark 1.3.1]).

Proposition 2.1. For all p € Z, there exist constants C1 = C1(d,p) > 0 and Cy = Cay(d,p) >0
such that
liglly < Cilldll < Callllp, Vo € S(RY).
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Consequently, for p € Z,, completing S(R?) with the inner-product (-, ->p gives us the same
Hermite-Sobolev spaces S,(R). Unless stated otherwise, for p € Z, we shall work with the norm
- 1lp-

Consider the derivative map denoted by 9; : S(RY) — S(R?),j = 1,2,--- ,d. We can extend this
map by duality to 9; : S'(RY) — S'(R?),j = 1,2,---,d as follows: for ¢; € S'(R9),

(01, o) i= — (Y1, Opa) , Vo € S(RY).

It is well-known that 9; : Sp(RY) — S,_1(R?) and 8 : Sp(RY) — S,_1(R?) are bounded linear
operators, for 7,5 =1,2,--- ,d.

In our arguments, we use the following fact. Let f : R? — R be a smooth function such that its
derivatives are bounded. In particular, f has linear growth. In this case, we have the multiplication
map My : S(RY) — S(RY) defined by Ms(¢) := f¢,V¢ € S(R?). This map extends by duality to

My : 8'(RY) — S'(R?) as follows:
(Mpipn, o) i= (1, Mypiha) , Wi € S'(RY), 4 € S(RY).

We also use the following multiplication by ‘monomials’ of the form z® := 2" x3? - -- ¢ given

by ¢ : S(R?) — S(R?) defined by (z%¢)(y) := y*¢(y), V¢ € S(RY),y € RL. This map is extended
by duality to 2% : &'(R?) — S’(R?) as follows:

(@91, o) 1= (1, 2%%a) , Vi1 € S'(RY), 92 € S(RY).
2.2. Main results. Consider the following operators on &'(R%). For ¢ € §'(R%), we define

A¢ = (Al(ba A2¢7 ) Ad¢)7

d
Aip = 050;0 + hidi = 1,2, d,

j=1
1 J d
2
Lé:= Z (00)550% 6 + Z fi0;6 + g6,
1,j=1 Jj=1
where g, hj, 045 : R? — R,i,j = 1,---,d are bounded functions with bounded derivatives, and
fi: R? - R,j =1,---,d have bounded derivatives. We write o := (0ij)dxd with o' denoting the

transpose of the matrix o of functions. We shall also refer to the functions f,h : R* — R? with

component functions given by f;’s and h;’s, respectively.
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Note that Ly € S(RY) and A;¢p € S(RY),i = 1,---,d whenever ¢ € S(R?). The next result
describes the boundedness properties for these operators in || - ||,. This is an analogue of [28|

Proposition 3.2], where L and A were taken in an adjoint form.

Proposition 2.2. Let g, hj, f; and 0;; be as above. For any positive integer p, the linear operators

L:S, = Sp—1 and A;: Sp = Sp—1,1=1,2,--- ,d are bounded.

Proof. Fix multi-indices «, 3 such that |a| + |8 < 2(p —1). Now, for any 4,5 =1,--- ,d,
2907 ((00")0%0) o < Clond) D [207¢]§ = Clo. |92,
lal+lvI<2p
for all ¢ € S,—1. Here, we use the fact that o;; and its derivatives are bounded and C(o,d)
denotes a positive constant depending on ¢ and d. Again, f; has bounded derivatives and in
particular | f;(x)| < C(f)(1 + |z|),Va € R, where C(f) is some positive constant depending on f.

Consequently,
(07 2 (07
[220° (f;0;0)||, < C(f,d) DY 20795 = C(£.d)l|¢l;,
[a]+]v]<2p

for all ¢ € Sp—1. Here, C(f,d) denotes a positive constant depending on f and d.

Arguing in a similar manner, the necessary bounds on the remaining terms in L and A; follow. O

Definition 2.3 (Monotonicity inequality). Fiz p € Z,. We say that the pair of operators (L, A)

satisfy the Monotonicity inequality in | - ||, if we have

(2.3) 2(¢, Lo), + 148l %) < Cll¢l7, Yo € S(RY)

where C = C(d,p,o, f,g9,h) > 0 is a positive constant not depending on ¢ and HA(bH%IS(p) =
d
Zi:l ||A1¢H§

To the best of our knowledge, explicit verification of this inequality has been attempted only with
(-5 ), and | - ||, replaced by <<+, ->>, and || - [[, respectively. This inequality for the constant
coefficient case was first proved in [I6, Theorem 2.1]. Using an identification of the adjoint of the
derivative operator on S’(R?), a more conceptual proof was given in [5, Theorems 2.1 and 3.1].

This identification lead to the proof of the inequality when (L, A) are in the following adjoint form:
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for ¢ € &', we define

A% = (A19, A9, ..., Aj9),
d

A:¢ = —Zﬁj(aﬁq&),i = 1,2, e ,d,

(2.4) j=1
1A
L¢:=3 > 0% ((00)ijo) = > 05(b;9),
ij=1 j=1

with ¢ = (04;)axaq being a constant matrix and b = (by, - - - , bg) with each b; being an affine function.

We use ‘x” especially to highlight the adjoint form. In [6 Theorem 4.4], this inequality was proved
for (L*, A*) when p = 0, 0;;’s are bounded smooth functions with bounded derivatives and b;’s are
smooth functions with bounded derivatives.

In this article, we work with the Monotonicity inequality involving (-, -)  and || - [|,, as stated in

Definition 23] The following is the main result of this article.

Theorem 2.4. Consider the operators L and A as in (2.2), where g, h;,04; : R 5 R,4,j=1,---,d
are bounded functions with bounded derivatives, and f; : R? - R,j = 1,---,d have bounded
derivatives. In particular, f;’s satisfy the linear growth condition. Then the pair (L, A) satisfies

the Monotonicity inequality for any p € Z .

The method of proof of Theorem [2Z.4] has been discussed in Subsection 23] below. We also
provide some applications of this result to Kolmogorov’s forward equation in Subsection 2.4l where
the operators L and A are in the adjoint form mentioned in (2.4)). Consequently, we also discuss

about probabilistic representations of associated PDEs in Subsection

2.3. Methodology. The proof of Theorem [2.4] hinges on the following crucial lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let f : RY — R be a smooth function with bounded derivatives. Let k = (ky,--- ,kq)
be a multi-index such that for some j = 1,--- ,d, we have k; > 1 and |k — e;| is odd. Here, e,
denotes the standard basis vector in R with j-th entry equal to 1 and all other entries being 0.
Then for any ¢ € S(RY), we have
<f85¢, 3ﬁ+(k*€j)¢> _ ! Z (k - ej) <arfaﬁ+(k*8j)*?“(257 3ﬁ¢> _
0 r 0

2
0<r<k—e;

Here, 8 < a for multi-indices mean that B; < a;,¥j =1,--- ,d and (g) = H?:1 (ZJ)
J
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In particular, for dimension one the result reads as follows. Let f: R — R be a smooth function
with bounded derivatives. Then for any positive integer k, we have

2k—1

<f86¢, 8,8+(2k—1)¢>0 _ _% TZ;: <2kr— 1> <8rfaﬂ+(2k—l)—r¢7 86¢>0 Vo € S(R).

Remark 2.6. In dimension one, for k = 1, Lemma[2.8 implies

1
for any smooth function f : R — R with bounded derivatives. In this regard, we may view Lemma

as a generalization of [3, equations (3.2) and (4.11)].

We prove Lemma [2Z5] in Section Bl Using Lemma 2.5 we obtain an analogue of [5, Lemma 2.4]

in the following form.

Lemma 2.7. Let fi, fo : R = R be smooth functions with bounded derivatives. Fix p € Z, and
assume that oy, s, B1, B2, K1, Ko € Zi with

(25) |CY1| + |ﬁ1| + |CY2| + |62| + 1{0}(|K1|) + 1{0}(|K2|) < dp.
Then, the following real valued bilinear form on S(Rd) % S(Rd) defined by
(¢,0) = (0% fr)a®1 0% ¢, (0% f2)z*20%0),

is bounded in || - ||p.

When |K;| > 0 for some multi-index K7, then 9%1f; is bounded as per the assumptions of
Lemma 2771 When |K;| = 0, then 0%t f; = f; has linear growth. We take into account both these
cases in ([2.5). We prove Lemma 2.7 in Section Bl Motivated by this result, we make the following

definition.

Definition 2.8 (Good terms and FSGT). Let fi, fo : R? — R be smooth functions with bounded
derivatives and let p € Zy. Assume that oy, aq, p1, B2, K1, Ko € Z‘fr such that (ZB) holds. In this
case, we refer to terms of the form <(8K1 f1)zr05% ¢, (0K fy)ao2 8ﬁ2¢>0 as good terms. Moreover,
a finite sum of good terms shall be abbreviated to ‘FSGT".

Under the assumptions of Theorem 24 we show that the left hand side of ([Z3)) is an FSGT and
hence the proof of Theorem [2.4] follows from Lemma 2.7



8 SUPRIO BHAR*, RAJEEV BHASKARAN, AND ARVIND KUMAR NATH

2.4. Application to Stochastic PDEs. Let the operators L and A be as stated in (2:2). Choose
positive integers p and ¢ with ¢ < p — 1. By Proposition 22, L, Ay,--- , A4 : S, = S, are bounded

linear operators. Then, using density arguments, we have the following corollary of Theorem 2.4

Corollary 2.9. Let p,q,L and A be as stated above. Then
(2.6) 2(0, Lo), + | A¢lTrs(q) < Cllol7, Yo € Sp(RY)
where C = C(d, p,q, 0, f1, fo, ho) > 0 is a positive constant not depending on ¢.

On a given filtered probability space (Q, F, (F):, P) satisfying the usual conditions, consider the

existence and uniqueness of strong solutions of the following linear SPDE

dY, = LY, dt + AY;.dB;

Yo=¢

(2.7)

where ¢ is an S, (R9) valued Fy measurable random variable and AY;. dB; = Z?Zl A;Y;.dBy. Using
Corollary [Z9 and [I5] Theorem 1], we get the next result.

Theorem 2.10. The SPDE [21) has an S,(R?) valued strong solution {Y;}, such that the equality

a.s.

t t
Y, = ¢+/ LYSds+/ AY,.dB,,Vt > 0
0 0
holds in Sy(R?). The solution is pathwise unique. Moreover, if ¢ is S(R?) valued, then so is {Y;}y.

Proof of Theorem 2T0l is discussed in Section
In particular, consider (L, A) replaced by the adjoint form (L*, A*) asin ([24). Note that (L*, A*)
can be written in the form of (L, A) by replacing o by —c and taking

d
h; = g 0i0ij,
i=1

d d
fi= % > {0 ((00")ig) +8i ((00")5) } = D s,
i=1 j=1
1 d d
9=73 > 05 ((00")is) =Y 9;b;.
ij=1 j=1

Hence, as a corollary to Theorem [Z.10, we have the next result.

Corollary 2.11. Let 0y : R?Y 5 R,i,5 =1,---,d be bounded functions with bounded derivatives,
and b; : R - R, j=1,--- ,d have bounded derivatives. Let L* and A* be given by 24). Consider
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the linear SPDE
dY; = L*Y, dt + A*Y;. dB;
Yo=1¢

(2.8)

where ¢ is an Sp(RY) valued Fo measurable random variable. This SPDE has an S,(R?) valued
strong solution {Y;}+ such that the equality a.s.

t t
Y: = ¢+/ L*sts+/ A*Y,.dB,,Vt >0
0 0
holds in Sy(R?). The solution is pathwise unique. Moreover, if ¢ is S(R?) valued, then so is {Y;}y.

When the initial condition ¢ is a compactly supported distribution, the existence of strong

solutions for the SPDE (Z8) was proved in [28, Theorem 3.3].

Remark 2.12 (Finite Dimensional Realization (see [32], see also [28])). Let ¢ € S(RY). Then,
by [6, Example 2.3], the unique solution {Yi}+ in Corollary [211] has a representation in terms of

{X7}s, the strong solution of an associated finite dimensional stochastic differential equation
dX; = U(Xt). dB; + b(Xt) dt,t >0, Xg=u=x.

Here, Y is given by [, ¢(x) Oxz dzx, since for any ¢ € S(R?), we have

(Y, ) = | o(2)(XY)da.

Rd

2.5. Application to PDEs. We continue with L and p as in Subsection 24l Along the lines

of [28| Section 4], we can obtain probabilistic representation of solutions to the PDEs of the form

dut = L’th dt,t >0

ug = ¢

(2.9)

with deterministic initial condition ¢ € S,(R?).

Corollary 2.13. Let {Y;}:+ be the solution to the SPDE (21) obtained in Theorem [Z10 with

(i) the operator A is given by o the same as in L and some hg a bounded smooth function with

bounded derivatives, and

(i) ¢ the same as in (2.9).
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Then u; = EY;,Vt > 0 is the unique S,(R?) valued solution to the PDE (Z.9) in the sense that the
equality
¢
Up = (;H—/ Lugds, ¥Vt >0
0
holds in S;(RY). In particular, if ¢ € S(RY), then uy € S(R),Vt > 0.

Now, we consider the special case where the operator L is in the adjoint form as in (2.4]), denoted

by L*. In this case, Corollary [2.13 has the following version.

Corollary 2.14. Let {Y:}: be the solution to the SPDE [2.8)) obtained in Corollary [2.11] with the

operator A* is given by o the same as in L*. Consider a PDE of the form

dut = L*ut dt,t >0

ug = ¢

(2.10)

with deterministic initial condition ¢ € Sp(R?). Then u; = EY;,Vt > 0 is the unique Sp(R?) valued
solution to the PDE (2.I0) in the sense that the equality

t
up = ¢+/ L*ugsds,¥t >0
0
holds in S;(RY). In particular, if ¢ € S(RY), then uy € S(R?),Vt > 0.

When the initial condition ¢ is a compactly supported distribution and the operator L is in the
adjoint form as in (2.4)), the existence and uniqueness of solutions for the PDE (29) was proved
in [28, Theorems 4.3 and 4.4]. The proof of Corollary Z13] is given in Section Bl Corollary 214l

follows from Corollary .10l and we do not provide a separate proof for brevity.

3. PROOFS OF THE RESULTS

Proof of LemmalZ.3. We discuss a proof for the one dimension case only. The general d-dimensional

proof follows along similar lines with notational changes. Observe that

(1079, 9P+ Do) —(=1)1 (3% (f079), 979),

2k—1
_ < Z (2kr— 1) 6Tf62k—1—r(a,8¢) , aﬂ¢>

r=0 0

2k—1

_ ZO <2kr— 1> <8Tf82k—17r(86¢), 85¢)>0
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2k—1

2k —1
- _ B+(2k—1) B _ rroBt+(2k—1)—r B
== (o) %) 57 (%) (g0 6, 0%)
2k -1
- _ B B+(2k—1) _ - r P+ (@2k—1)—r B
(070, 97+ Dg)) Z_‘;( . )<a 10 6.0%)
and hence
1533 (26— 1
8 B+(2k—1) _ - - r B+(2k—1)—r 3
(190, 0005) - L5 (B0 o ooy )
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma[2.7. We discuss a proof for the one dimension case only. The general d-dimensional
proof follows along similar lines with notational changes.

First, we consider the case that a; + f; + 140} (K;) < 2p Vi = 1,2. In this proof, we shall refer to
this condition as case I. This condition implies (25]). Observe that

\(aKl fradPig, aKZ‘fQ.xazaﬁz@O‘ <|0K1 f1.290 951 o |95 fr.x2 0520 .

Now, suppose K; > 0 for some i. Then, we have «o; + 8; < 2p. Using the boundedness of the

derivatives of f;, we conclude
107 fi.2%:8% pllo < sup |07 fi[| 2% 8% ¢llo < Ty ||,

for some constant C¢ > 0 depending on f.

If K; = 0, then 0% f; = f; has linear growth. In this case, we have o; + 8; < 2p — 1 and hence

107 fi.2% 0% gllo < C|(1 + [z 0" ¢

lo < 2C¢[19ll,,

for some constant Cy > 0 depending on f.
Therefore, the condition a; + f; + 10y (K;) < 2p Vi = 1,2 implies

(051 fra 06, 052 fy.220%9) | <Clloll 161l

Now, we consider the remaining case when (2.5]) holds. We have a;+ ;41103 (K;) > 2p, for either
i =1or i =2, but not both at the same time. In this proof, we refer to this case as case II. Without
loss of generality, we take a1 + 81 + 1401 (K1) > 2p. There exists non-negative integers ny,na, n3

less or equal to g, B2, 1103 (k1), respectively, such that (a; —n1) 4 (81 —n2) + (1401 (k1) — n3) = 2p.
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<(9K1f1.$a1(951¢, 8K2f2.$a2852¢>0‘
_ <aﬂ1¢ 5K1f1aK2f ;va1+0‘28’82¢> ‘
— <361 n2¢) gne (8K1f13K2f $a1+a2862¢)> ’

=|( 92, (Z‘f)a (051 1072 fo) o7 (xa1+azaﬂ2w)>

0<r;<ng 0

Z "
T1
0<ri1<ng

N T T T ——

0<r1<nz

><561—n2¢7 ot (5K1 f13K2f2) Hnz—r1 ($a1+a28ﬂ2¢)>0

n2 M2—T1

o o ol | N e e (RN

™= 07‘2 0

M2 N2—T1

«¥'S

T1 =0 T2 =0

<8ﬁ17n2¢, o (aKlflaK2f2) g2 ($a1+a2) Gn2—ri—T2 (8ﬁ21/))>0‘

M2 M2—T1 T1

<OZ Z Z‘ 8,31 n2¢ 8K1+r3f 8K2+r1 rsf ( artaz— 7‘2) (832+n2 r— r2¢)> ‘

7‘1_0 To= =0 T‘3_O

Now, for each fixed rq,ry and r3 as considered in the above sum, we note that the term
B1—n2 Ki+rs Kao+ri—r3 aiptaz—r2 B2+nz—r1—72
(97720, 95470010 oy (x ) (& ¥)),|

<xa1—n1 (aK1+T301)1_"3 831-"2(;57 pritaz—r2 (8K1+T30.1)"3 6K2+T1—T30.2 (aﬂ2+ﬂ2—T1—T2¢)> ,
0

and hence, this term falls in case I for which we already have the required bound. Then, from B.1I),

we have
(050 fram 06, 052 fy.020%9) | <Clloll 161l

even in case II. This completes the proof. g

Proof of Theorem[2.4} we have

1Al ) Z 1ol
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d d d
= (on0id, ojk0;0), +2 > (00,0, hig), + > _ (hib, high),,
i k=1 ij=1 i=1
and
d d
(¢, Lo), = > (&, owondiye), + > (b, [iid), + (&, 99),-
irj k=1 i=1
Then,
(3.2)
d d
(6, Lo), + 1 A¢| Frs(p) = Z (<¢, O'iko'jkai2j¢>p + (oik0i9, Ujkaj¢>p) +2 Z (0i0;0, hid),
i1 ig=1

d
+3° (40, fi0i0), + (hios, o), ) + (@ 96,
=1

We now look at the terms on the right hand side of [B:2)) separately. First, we look at the terms

involving derivatives of order two.

(¢, UikUjkaizj@p
= Z <x0‘85¢, Iaaﬁ(aikajkafj¢)>

lal+8]<2p

- Z Z (f) <$a66¢, ,'Eaar(o'iko'jk)aﬂ+ei+ej—T¢>

laf+|B|<2pr<p

d
= Y (2°0%0,a%0unopd® TGy + Y Y By (20070, a0y (omoj)d" T 0 g)

la|+]8]<2p lal+|B]<2p ¢=1

+ Z Z (f) <$Q86¢), Iaar(giko'jk)aﬁ‘f’ei‘f’e]‘ 7r¢>

la|+]8]<2pr<B,|r|=2

= Y (9%, oo’ teiteg)

lol+[B]<2p

d
+ Z Z % (— <85¢, I2O¢aq2j(aikajk)aﬁ+8i78q¢> _ <8ﬁ¢, I20¢a§i(aika‘jk)aﬁ+e‘j78q¢>)
la|+]B8|<2p ¢=1
d
T Z Z % <a'8¢, I2“<9§(amajk)aﬁﬂﬁef—?eq¢,>

o +[B]<2p g=1

+ Z Z (f) (220°¢, 20" (041,01,)0° TEiTeI 7T §)

laf+[B]1<2p r<B,|r|=2
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The other term with a cumulative order of the derivatives being two is as follows.

(0ir0; ¢, 0510;0)
- Z (2°0° (01 0i) , 220" (0j1,0;0))

lol+[B]<2p

- Z Z <fl> <7“B2) (20" 007 TG, 200,00 T2 g)

lef+|BI<2pr1,r2<p

d
= Z <;p040'ikaﬂ+ei¢7 :an'jk86+ej¢> + Z Zﬂq <$aaqo_ikaﬂ+ei—eq¢7 $a0jk86+€jgf)>

laf+8]<2p o118 <2p =1

d
+ Z Z Bq <{L’O‘O'ikaﬂ+ei¢ 7 xaaqojkaﬂ-‘rej—eq ¢>

lee|+18]<2p ¢=1

1
la]+]81<2p r1<B,|r1|=2

+ Z Z (ri) <$agik8ﬁ+ei¢7 xaar2ajkaﬁ+ejfr2¢>

lal+]B8|<2pr2<B,|ra|=2

1
- 2 <_ (0%, 2*0unopd” 4 ) + 2 (0°¢, 2703 (UikUjk)86¢>)
la|+]B]<2p
d
T Z Z % (_ <56¢, $2a0jk8§j0'ik66+ei_eq¢> — <63¢, x2agjk5§0ik56+ei+ej—2eq¢>)
la+18]<2p g=1
oy
+ > ) jq (0°¢, 2° 00010 T "1 9)
la+18]<2p g=1
d
+ Z Z % (— <8ﬁ¢, IQQUikaginkaﬁ+ej*€q¢> _ <36¢, I2Oto_ikago,jkaﬁ+8i+ej*28q¢>)
la+18]<2p ¢=1
ok
+ Z Z 7(1 <86¢, Izaaikagjo'jk86+€j_eq¢>

la|+18]<2p ¢=1

> 2 <f) (0°¢, 220" (ouwojp) 0"t g)

la]+]8]<2p ra<B,|r|=2

- Z (_ (079, 2* o0t ig) + % (0°¢, x°°02, (UikUjk)aﬁ¢>)

lol+[B]<2p
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+ Z Zﬁq ( 8ﬁ¢ 72 nga Uzk8ﬁ+e’ eq¢> <8ﬁ¢, I2aaq2(o.jko.ik)8ﬁ+ei+ej72eq¢>)
loe|+|81<2p q=1
-3
Y Y5 (0%, e 0000 )
loe+|B]<2p q=1
d

+ Z Z ﬁq 8'6(25 z? Ulka ajkaﬂ“j‘eq(b}
la|+]B]<2p =1
d

+ > Z%(a%,xzaaikagjajkaﬁﬂf—eq@

la|+]8]<2p ¢=1

- X (ﬂ) (076, 4% 0 (0w 1) 07T 77 6)
T

la|+]8|<2p r2a<B,|r|=2

We now look at the terms involving only derivatives of the first order. First,

(04i0;0, hi¢>p
= Y (a0 (050,0). 20" (hio)

lol+[B]<2p

= Z Z <7“ﬂ1) (Z) <3;Q8T10jiaﬁ+ejfn¢) , Iaarzhiaﬁfrg¢)>

lee+18]<2p r1<B,r2<p

d
= Y (290509 9), 2%hid’¢) + Y By (a%0,05:0° T g, 20" )

lee|+181<2p lo]+[B]<2p ¢=1

d
+ Z Z ﬁq <x"‘aji8ﬂ+ei¢, xo‘aqhiaﬂ_e‘@)

laf+B]<2p a=1

B a_ oB+e; agrap, . 9B—r2
+ > > <7~) (2%0;0°%¢ ¢, 29" h;0° "2 ¢) + FSGT

laf+|B]<2p r<B,|r|=2

= ) —% (8%, 220, (0;:h;) 0° ) + (0P ¢, 20;2**~ % 0j;1;0° ¢))

laf+8]<2p

+ > Zﬁq 8%¢, 2 (hidy0j; — 0ji0gh;) P+ C1¢) 4 FSGT

lo|+[B]<2p g=1

Also,

(9, fi0i9),
= Y (22079, 2°0°(f0:0))

lal+|B]<2p

15
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L T

le|+|B]<2pr<f

d
= Y (9P, 2oy + > > B (00, 4”0, £,07 " ¢) + FSGT

|al+|B]<2p lal+|B8]<2p g=1

d
= ) —%<aﬂ¢,x2aaifia%>+ S > 8,00, 2?0, £:07 T " ¢) + FSGT
lal+181<2p lal+|8l<2p a=1

We also have terms which do not involve any derivative on ¢. First,

(hi¢, hig), = Y (207 (hig), 2°0° (hig))

|a|+]8]<2p
> > (6>(ﬁ)<:va8”hi83‘”¢,xaaﬁhiaﬂ—W@
lal+1Bl<2pm<Bra<p N 1/ N2

= > (0%, 2h}0%¢) + FSGT
ol +18]<2p

The remaining term is as follows.
(@, 90),= > (2°9°¢,2°0°(99))
lee|+181<2p

= Y. (97¢,2°g9°¢) + FSGT
|al+]8]<2p

Using all these intermediate expressions, from ([3.2]), we have

(9, L¢>p + ||A¢||%{S(p)
= Z Z % <aﬂ¢, $2a61-2j (Uikdjk)66¢>

4.5,k |a|+|B|<2p

d
+ Z Z Z _Bq <8ﬁ¢ , ;CQQUjkagjoikaﬁJreifeq ¢>

.5,k |a|+]8]<2p ¢=1
d
+ Z Z Z —Bq <aﬁ¢a IQankaginkaﬁ+ejfeq¢>
.5,k |a|+]8]<2p ¢=1
1 .
+2Z Z 3 ((0°¢, 220, (05ih;) 0P ¢) + (9P ¢, 20;2** % 010" ¢))

4.7 |al+]B8]<2p

d
+2 Z Z Z ﬂq <8ﬁ¢), ;1720¢ (hi[)qaji — Ujiaqhi) 85+8j78q¢>

4,7 |a|+|B8]<2p q=1
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d d
+Z Z —% (0°¢, 20, :0°¢) + Z Zﬂq (0%, 4?20, f;:07 =1 9)

=1\ |a|+]|B]<2p lal+]8]<2p ¢=1
d
+>° N (9%, 27ni0%e) + Y (9%, 270" ¢) + FSGT
=1 |a|+|B8|<2p la|+]B8[<2p
1 d b/
= Z <35¢7 > 3 Z 05,j(0jkoir) — Z 0j(ajihi) + Z <—§3ifi + hf) +g 35¢>
|al+]8|<2p 5,k i,j=1 i=1
d d d
+ Z Z ﬂq <aﬁ¢, I2a - Z Uikagio'jk + 22 (hiaqO'ji — O'jiaqhi) aﬁ+ejeq¢>
la|+]81<2p J.a=1 i,k=1 i=1

d d
+ Z Z Bq <8ﬁ¢, 22| — Z Ujkagjaik +0qfi 85+8i6q¢>

la|+]8]<2p 4,q=1 Gk=1
d
+ Y (9%, 202 (05ih:)0° §) + FSGT
i,j=1

Hence the Monotonicity inequality holds. g

Proof of Theorem [2Z10. First, assume that IE||¢||§ < o0. By Corollary 2.9 we have the following
Monotonicity inequality (2.0])

2(, L), + [|A¢]| 75 < ClIYNIZ Vi € Sp(R?).

As an application of [I5, Theorem 1], we get the required existence and pathwise uniqueness in this
case. Extension to arbitrary initial condition ¢ can be done as in [26].

If ¢ is S(R?)-valued, then it is S,(R?)-valued for all p > 0 and consequently, the corresponding
solution {Y;}; to 27 is also S,(R%)-valued for all p > 0. In this case, {Y;}; is S(RY)-valued. O

Proof of Corollary[213 Since ¢ is deterministic, from [I5] Theorem 1], the solution {Y:}; to the
SPDE (27) has the property that E[[Y;[|2 < 0o,Vt > 0. The fact that u; = EY;,Vt > 0 solves the
PDE (239) follows from the linearity of L.

To prove the uniqueness, let @, ¢ > 0 be a solution to the PDE (29). Then, u; — 4; = fot L(us —

Us) ds and hence
t
e — ]2 = 2/ (s — iy, L{us — @), ds
0

t
< [ 2= B =), + A = 20 s
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The uniqueness then follows by Corollary and the Gronwall’s inequality.

If ¢ is S(R?)-valued, then it is S,(R?)-valued for all p > 0 and consequently, the corresponding
solution {u¢}; to ) is also S,(R?)-valued for all p > 0. In this case, {Y;}; is S(R?)-valued. This
completes the proof. O

Acknowledgements: Arvind Kumar Nath acknowledges the support by the University Grants

Commission (Government of India) Ph.D research Fellowship. Suprio Bhar acknowledges the sup-

port by the Matrics grant MTR/2021/000517 from the Science and Engineering Research Board

(Department of Science & Technology, Government of India).

[1]

2]

[3]

[4]

(5

)

(10]

11]

(12]

(13]

REFERENCES

Nacira Agram and Bernt @ ksendal. Stochastic Fokker-Planck equations for conditional McKean-Vlasov jump
diffusions and applications to optimal control. SIAM J. Control Optim., 61(3):1472-1493, 2023.

Viorel Barbu and Michael Rockner. Uniqueness for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations and for McKean-Vlasov
SDEs: the degenerate case. J. Funct. Anal., 285(4):Paper No. 109980, 37, 2023.

Richard F. Bass. Probabilistic techniques in analysis. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-
Verlag, New York, 1995.

Suprio Bhar, Rajeev Bhaskaran, and Barun Sarkar. Erratum to ‘Solutions of SPDE’s associated with a stochastic
flow’. Potential Anal., 58(4):785-786, 2023.

Suprio Bhar and B. Rajeev. Differential operators on Hermite Sobolev spaces. Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math.
Sci., 125(1):113-125, 2015.

Suprio Bhar, Bhaskaran Rajeev, and Barun Sarkar. Solutions of SPDE’s associated with a stochastic flow.
Potential Anal., 53(1):203-221, 2020.

Vladimir Bogachev, Giuseppe Da Prato, and Michael Rockner. Existence and uniqueness of solutions for Fokker-
Planck equations on Hilbert spaces. J. Evol. Equ., 10(3):487-509, 2010.

Vladimir Bogachev, Giuseppe Da Prato, and Michael Rockner. Existence results for Fokker-Planck equations in
Hilbert spaces. In Seminar on Stochastic Analysis, Random Fields and Applications VI, volume 63 of Progr.
Probab., pages 23-35. Birkhauser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2011.

Vladimir Bogachev, Giuseppe Da Prato, and Michael Rockner. Uniqueness for solutions of Fokker-Planck equa-
tions on infinite dimensional spaces. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 36(6):925-939, 2011.

Giuseppe Da Prato. Kolmogorov equations for stochastic PDEs. Advanced Courses in Mathematics. CRM
Barcelona. Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 2004.

Giuseppe Da Prato and Jerzy Zabczyk. Second order partial differential equations in Hilbert spaces, volume 293
of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

Giuseppe Da Prato and Jerzy Zabczyk. Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions, volume 152 of Encyclopedia
of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2014.

Gerald B. Folland. Real analysis. Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York). John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New

York, second edition, 1999. Modern techniques and their applications, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.



[14]

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

STOCHASTIC PDES ASSOCIATED WITH THE FORWARD EQUATIONS 19

Avner Friedman. Stochastic differential equations and applications. Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola, NY, 2006.
Two volumes bound as one, Reprint of the 1975 and 1976 original published in two volumes.

L. Gawarecki, V. Mandrekar, and B. Rajeev. Linear stochastic differential equations in the dual of a multi-
Hilbertian space. Theory Stoch. Process., 14(2):28-34, 2008.

L. Gawarecki, V. Mandrekar, and B. Rajeev. The monotonicity inequality for linear stochastic partial differential
equations. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 12(4):575-591, 20009.

Leszek Gawarecki and Vidyadhar Mandrekar. Stochastic differential equations in infinite dimensions with ap-
plications to stochastic partial differential equations. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer,
Heidelberg, 2011.

Kiyosi It6. Foundations of stochastic differential equations in infinite-dimensional spaces, volume 47 of CBMS-
NSF' Regional Conference Series in Applied Mathematics. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics
(SIAM), Philadelphia, PA, 1984.

Gopinath Kallianpur and Jie Xiong. Stochastic differential equations in infinite-dimensional spaces, volume 26
of Institute of Mathematical Statistics Lecture Notes—DMonograph Series. Institute of Mathematical Statistics,
Hayward, CA, 1995. Expanded version of the lectures delivered as part of the 1993 Barrett Lectures at the
University of Tennessee, Knoxville, TN, March 25-27, 1993, With a foreword by Balram S. Rajput and Jan
Rosinski.

Toannis Karatzas and Steven E. Shreve. Brownian motion and stochastic calculus, volume 113 of Graduate Texts
in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1991.

N. V. Krylov and B. L. Rozovskil. Stochastic evolution equations. In Current problems in mathematics, Vol. 1}
(Russian), pages 71-147, 256. Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vsesoyuz. Inst. Nauchn. i Tekhn. Informatsii, Moscow, 1979.
Hiroshi Kunita. Stochastic flows and stochastic differential equations, volume 24 of Cambridge Studies in Ad-
vanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997. Reprint of the 1990 original.

Philip E. Protter. Stochastic integration and differential equations, volume 21 of Applications of Mathematics
(New York). Springer-Verlag, Berlin, second edition, 2004. Stochastic Modelling and Applied Probability.

B. Rajeev. From Tanaka’s formula to Ito’s formula: distributions, tensor products and local times. In Séminaire
de Probabilités, XXXV, volume 1755 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 371-389. Springer, Berlin, 2001.

B. Rajeev. Translation invariant diffusion in the space of tempered distributions. Indian J. Pure Appl. Math.,
44(2):231-258, 2013.

B. Rajeev. Translation invariant diffusions and stochastic partial differential equations in S’. arXiv:1901.00277v2
[math.PR], pages 1-56, 2019.

B. Rajeev and S. Thangavelu. Probabilistic representations of solutions to the heat equation. Proc. Indian Acad.
Sci. Math. Sci., 113(3):321-332, 2003.

B. Rajeev and S. Thangavelu. Probabilistic representations of solutions of the forward equations. Potential
Anal., 28(2):139-162, 2008.

Walter Rudin. Functional analysis. International Series in Pure and Applied Mathematics. McGraw-Hill, Inc.,
New York, second edition, 1991.

Daniel W. Stroock. Partial differential equations for probabilists, volume 112 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012. Paperback edition of the 2008 original.



20 SUPRIO BHAR™*, RAJEEV BHASKARAN, AND ARVIND KUMAR NATH

[31] Daniel W. Stroock and S. R. Srinivasa Varadhan. Multidimensional diffusion processes. Classics in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006. Reprint of the 1997 edition.

[32] Stefan Tappe. Affine realizations with affine state processes for stochastic partial differential equations. Stochastic
Process. Appl., 126(7):2062-2091, 2016.

[33] Frangois Treves. Topological vector spaces, distributions and kernels. Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola, NY,
2006. Unabridged republication of the 1967 original.

[34] John B. Walsh. An introduction to stochastic partial differential equations. In Ecole d’été de probabilités de
Saint-Flour, XIV—1984, volume 1180 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 265—439. Springer, Berlin, 1986.

SUPRIO BHAR, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY KANPUR,
KALYANPUR, KANPUR - 208016, INDIA.

Email address: suprio@iitk.ac.in

RAJEEV BHASKARAN, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE EDUCATION AND RESEARCH
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM CAMPUS, MARUTHAMALA P. O, VITHURA, KERALA - 695551, INDIA.

Email address: brajeev@iisertvm.ac.in

ARVIND KUMAR NATH, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY KAN-
PUR, KALYANPUR, KANPUR - 208016, INDIA.

Email address: yarvind@iitk.ac.in



	1. Introduction
	2. Notations and Main results
	2.1. Countably Hilbertian Nuclear topology on the Schwartz space
	2.2. Main results
	2.3. Methodology
	2.4. Application to Stochastic PDEs
	2.5. Application to PDEs

	3. Proofs of the results
	References

