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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

dYt = L(Yt) dt + A(Yt). dBt, t > 0

and associated PDEs

dut = Lut 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 [3, 7–12, 14, 18, 20–22, 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 [1, 2]). 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 (Sp(R
d),≪ · , ·≫p))

in which the SPDE lives. These Hilbert spaces are contained in S ′(Rd), the space of tempered
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distributions, which is the dual space of S(Rd), the space of R-valued rapidly decreasing smooth

functions on R
d (referred hereafter as the Schwartz space) with the topology given by L. Schwartz

(see [13, 18, 29, 33] and the references therein).

The SPDEs considered in [28] are of the form

(1.1) dYt = L∗(Yt) dt+A∗(Yt). dBt, t > 0

where

(i) Y0 is F0 measurable random variable taking values in the space of compactly supported

distributions E ′(Rd),

(ii) {Bt}t is an (Ft)t adapted d-dimensional standard Brownian motion with the components

given by Bt = (B
(1)
t , · · · , B

(d)
t ),

(iii) A∗ = (A∗
1, A

∗
2, · · · , A

∗
d) with A∗

1, · · · , A
∗
d : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) are linear ‘adjoint’ differential

operators of order one and L∗ : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) is a linear ‘adjoint’ differential operator

of order two (see (2.4)).

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 L2(Rd) 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 [4, 5, 15–17,19, 25, 26].

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,≪ · , ·≫p)), we use a different but ‘equivalent’ inner product 〈· , ·〉p on Sp(R
d) (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 Sp(R
d), 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) dYt = L(Yt) dt+A(Yt). dBt, t > 0

where Y0 is an Sp(R
d) valued F0 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(Rd) in Subsection 2.1 and discuss the main results in the remaining part of Section 2. Proofs

of the results have been discussed in Section 3.
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2. Notations and Main results

2.1. Countably Hilbertian Nuclear topology on the Schwartz space. Let Z
d
+ := {α =

(α1, · · · , αd) : αi non-negative integers}. If α ∈ Z
d
+, we define |α| := α1 + · · ·+ αd. The topology

on S(Rd) is given by a family of seminorms pn, n = 0, 1, · · · (see [13, 18]) where

pn(f) := sup
x∈Rd

[

(1 + |x|)n max
α:|α|≤n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂|α|

∂α1
x1 · · · ∂αd

xd

f(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

, ∀f ∈ S(Rd)

where |x| denotes the usual Euclidean norm for x ∈ R
d. We shall adopt the short-hand notation

∂α and ∂j for ∂|α|

∂
α1
x1

···∂
αd
xd

and ∂
∂xj

, respectively.

For p ∈ R, consider the increasing family of norms |‖ · ‖|p, defined by the inner products

(2.1) ≪f , g≫p :=
∑

n∈Z
d
+

(2|n|+ d)2p〈f, hn〉0〈g, hn〉0, f, g ∈ S(Rd).

In the above equation, {hn : n ∈ Z
d
+} is an orthonormal basis for L2(Rd) given by the Hermite

functions and 〈·, ·〉0 is the usual inner product in L2(Rd). The Hermite-Sobolev spaces Sp(R
d), p ∈ R

are defined as the completion of S(Rd) in |‖ · ‖|p. Note that the dual space S ′
p(R

d) is isometrically

isomorphic with S−p(R
d) for p ≥ 0. For φ ∈ Sp(R

d) and ψ ∈ S ′(Rd), we write the duality

action by 〈ψ , φ〉. We also have S(Rd) =
⋂

p(Sp(R
d), |‖ · ‖|p),S

′(Rd) =
⋃

p>0(S−p(R
d), |‖ · ‖|−p) and

S0(R
d) = L2(Rd). The following basic relations hold for the Sp(R

d) spaces: for 0 < q < p,

S(Rd) ⊂ Sp(R
d) ⊂ Sq(R

d) ⊂ L2(Rd) = S0(R
d) ⊂ S−q(R

d) ⊂ S−p(R
d) ⊂ S ′(Rd).

The topology on S(Rd) given by the norms |‖ · ‖|p, p ∈ Z+ is the same as the usual topology on

S(Rd) (see [24, Proposition 1.1]).

We now recall another way to describe the same topology on S(Rd). For p ∈ Z+, define for

φ, ψ ∈ S(Rd),

〈φ , ψ〉p :=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∫

R

xα∂βφ(x)xα∂βψ(x) dx,

where α, β ∈ Z
d
+ in the above sum. We denote the corresponding norms by ‖ · ‖p. It is known that

the topology on S(Rd) generated by ‖ · ‖p, 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 C2 = C2(d, p) > 0

such that

|‖φ‖|p ≤ C1‖φ‖p ≤ C2|‖φ‖|p, ∀φ ∈ S(Rd).
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Consequently, for p ∈ Z+, completing S(Rd) with the inner-product 〈· , ·〉p gives us the same

Hermite-Sobolev spaces Sp(R
d). Unless stated otherwise, for p ∈ Z+ we shall work with the norm

‖ · ‖p.

Consider the derivative map denoted by ∂j : S(R
d) → S(Rd), j = 1, 2, · · · , d. We can extend this

map by duality to ∂j : S
′(Rd) → S ′(Rd), j = 1, 2, · · · , d as follows: for ψ1 ∈ S ′(Rd),

〈∂ψ1 , ψ2〉 := −〈ψ1 , ∂ψ2〉 , ∀ψ2 ∈ S(Rd).

It is well-known that ∂j : Sp(R
d) → Sp−1(R

d) and ∂2ij : Sp(R
d) → Sp−1(R

d) are bounded linear

operators, for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , d.

In our arguments, we use the following fact. Let f : Rd → 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 Mf : S(Rd) → S(Rd) defined by Mf(φ) := fφ, ∀φ ∈ S(Rd). This map extends by duality to

Mf : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) as follows:

〈Mfψ1 , ψ2〉 := 〈ψ1 , Mfψ2〉 , ∀ψ1 ∈ S ′(Rd), ψ2 ∈ S(Rd).

We also use the following multiplication by ‘monomials’ of the form xα := xα1

1 xα2

2 · · ·xαd

d given

by xα : S(Rd) → S(Rd) defined by (xαφ)(y) := yαφ(y), ∀φ ∈ S(Rd), y ∈ R
d. This map is extended

by duality to xα : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) as follows:

〈xαψ1 , ψ2〉 := 〈ψ1 , x
αψ2〉 , ∀ψ1 ∈ S ′(Rd), ψ2 ∈ S(Rd).

2.2. Main results. Consider the following operators on S ′(Rd). For φ ∈ S ′(Rd), we define

Aφ := (A1φ,A2φ, . . . , Adφ),

Aiφ :=
d

∑

j=1

σji∂jφ+ hiφ, i = 1, 2, · · · , d,

Lφ :=
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

(σσt)ij∂
2
ijφ+

d
∑

j=1

fj∂jφ+ gφ,

(2.2)

where g, hj , σij : Rd → R, i, j = 1, · · · , d are bounded functions with bounded derivatives, and

fj : Rd → R, j = 1, · · · , d have bounded derivatives. We write σ := (σij)d×d with σt denoting the

transpose of the matrix σ of functions. We shall also refer to the functions f, h : Rd → R
d with

component functions given by fj ’s and hj ’s, respectively.
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Note that Lφ ∈ S(Rd) and Aiφ ∈ S(Rd), i = 1, · · · , d whenever φ ∈ S(Rd). The next result

describes the boundedness properties for these operators in ‖ · ‖p. 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, fj and σij be as above. For any positive integer p, the linear operators

L : Sp → Sp−1 and Ai : Sp → Sp−1, i = 1, 2, · · · , d are bounded.

Proof. Fix multi-indices α, β such that |α|+ |β| ≤ 2(p− 1). Now, for any i, j = 1, · · · , d,

∥

∥xα∂β
(

(σσt)ij∂
2
ijφ

)∥

∥

2

0
≤ C(σ, d)

∑

|α|+|γ|≤2p

‖xα∂γφ‖
2
0 = C(σ, d)‖φ‖2p,

for all φ ∈ Sp−1. Here, we use the fact that σij and its derivatives are bounded and C(σ, d)

denotes a positive constant depending on σ and d. Again, fj has bounded derivatives and in

particular |fj(x)| ≤ C(f)(1 + |x|), ∀x ∈ R
d, where C(f) is some positive constant depending on f .

Consequently,

∥

∥xα∂β (fj∂jφ)
∥

∥

2

0
≤ C(f, d)

∑

|α|+|γ|≤2p

‖xα∂γφ‖
2
0 = C(f, d)‖φ‖2p,

for all φ ∈ 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 Ai follow. �

Definition 2.3 (Monotonicity inequality). Fix p ∈ Z+. We say that the pair of operators (L,A)

satisfy the Monotonicity inequality in ‖ · ‖p if we have

(2.3) 2 〈φ , Lφ〉p + ‖Aφ‖2HS(p) ≤ C‖φ‖2p, ∀φ ∈ S(Rd)

where C = C(d, p, σ, f, g, h) > 0 is a positive constant not depending on φ and ‖Aφ‖2
HS(p) :=

∑d
i=1 ‖Aiφ‖

2
p.

To the best of our knowledge, explicit verification of this inequality has been attempted only with

〈· , ·〉p and ‖ · ‖p replaced by ≪ · , ·≫p and |‖ · ‖|p, respectively. This inequality for the constant

coefficient case was first proved in [16, Theorem 2.1]. Using an identification of the adjoint of the

derivative operator on S ′(Rd), 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 φ ∈ S ′, we define

A∗φ := (A∗
1φ,A

∗
2φ, . . . , A

∗
dφ),

A∗
iφ := −

d
∑

j=1

∂j(σjiφ), i = 1, 2, · · · , d,

L∗φ :=
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2ij
(

(σσt)ijφ
)

−

d
∑

j=1

∂j(bjφ),

(2.4)

with σ = (σij)d×d being a constant matrix and b = (b1, · · · , bd) with each bi being an affine function.

We use ‘∗’ especially to highlight the adjoint form. In [6, Theorem 4.4], this inequality was proved

for (L∗, A∗) when p = 0, σij ’s are bounded smooth functions with bounded derivatives and bi’s are

smooth functions with bounded derivatives.

In this article, we work with the Monotonicity inequality involving 〈· , ·〉p and ‖ · ‖p, as stated in

Definition 2.3. The following is the main result of this article.

Theorem 2.4. Consider the operators L and A as in (2.2), where g, hj, σij : R
d → R, i, j = 1, · · · , d

are bounded functions with bounded derivatives, and fj : R
d → R, j = 1, · · · , d have bounded

derivatives. In particular, fj’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 2.4 has been discussed in Subsection 2.3 below. We also

provide some applications of this result to Kolmogorov’s forward equation in Subsection 2.4, 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 2.5.

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

Lemma 2.5. Let f : Rd → R be a smooth function with bounded derivatives. Let k = (k1, · · · , kd)

be a multi-index such that for some j = 1, · · · , d, we have kj ≥ 1 and |k − ej | is odd. Here, ej

denotes the standard basis vector in R
d with j-th entry equal to 1 and all other entries being 0.

Then for any φ ∈ S(Rd), we have

〈

f∂βφ , ∂β+(k−ej)φ
〉

0
= −

1

2

∑

0<r≤k−ej

(

k − ej

r

)

〈

∂rf∂β+(k−ej)−rφ , ∂βφ
〉

0
.

Here, β ≤ α for multi-indices mean that βj ≤ αj , ∀j = 1, · · · , d and
(

α
β

)

=
∏d

j=1

(

αj

βj

)

.
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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

〈

f∂βφ , ∂β+(2k−1)φ
〉

0
= −

1

2

2k−1
∑

r=1

(

2k − 1

r

)

〈

∂rf∂β+(2k−1)−rφ , ∂βφ
〉

0
, ∀φ ∈ S(R).

Remark 2.6. In dimension one, for k = 1, Lemma 2.5 implies

〈

f∂βφ , ∂β+1φ
〉

0
= −

1

2

〈

∂f∂βφ , ∂βφ
〉

0
, ∀φ ∈ S(R),

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

2.5 as a generalization of [5, equations (3.2) and (4.11)].

We prove Lemma 2.5 in Section 3. Using Lemma 2.5, we obtain an analogue of [5, Lemma 2.4]

in the following form.

Lemma 2.7. Let f1, f2 : Rd → R be smooth functions with bounded derivatives. Fix p ∈ Z+ and

assume that α1, α2, β1, β2,K1,K2 ∈ Z
d
+ with

(2.5) |α1|+ |β1|+ |α2|+ |β2|+ 1{0}(|K1|) + 1{0}(|K2|) ≤ 4p.

Then, the following real valued bilinear form on S(Rd)× S(Rd) defined by

(φ, ψ) 7→
〈

(∂K1f1)x
α1∂β1φ , (∂K2f2)x

α2∂β2ψ
〉

0

is bounded in ‖ · ‖p.

When |K1| > 0 for some multi-index K1, then ∂K1f1 is bounded as per the assumptions of

Lemma 2.7. When |K1| = 0, then ∂K1f1 = f1 has linear growth. We take into account both these

cases in (2.5). We prove Lemma 2.7 in Section 3. Motivated by this result, we make the following

definition.

Definition 2.8 (Good terms and FSGT). Let f1, f2 : Rd → R be smooth functions with bounded

derivatives and let p ∈ Z+. Assume that α1, α2, β1, β2,K1,K2 ∈ Z
d
+ such that (2.5) holds. In this

case, we refer to terms of the form
〈

(∂K1f1)x
α1∂β1φ , (∂K2f2)x

α2∂β2ψ
〉

0
as good terms. Moreover,

a finite sum of good terms shall be abbreviated to ‘FSGT’.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4, we show that the left hand side of (2.3) is an FSGT and

hence the proof of Theorem 2.4 follows from Lemma 2.7.
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2.4. Application to Stochastic PDEs. Let the operators L and A be as stated in (2.2). Choose

positive integers p and q with q ≤ p− 1. By Proposition 2.2, L,A1, · · · , Ad : Sp → Sq 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 〈φ , Lφ〉q + ‖Aφ‖2HS(q) ≤ C‖φ‖2q, ∀φ ∈ Sp(R
d)

where C = C(d, p, q, σ, f1, f0, h0) > 0 is a positive constant not depending on φ.

On a given filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t,P) satisfying the usual conditions, consider the

existence and uniqueness of strong solutions of the following linear SPDE

(2.7)











dYt = LYt dt+AYt. dBt

Y0 = φ

where φ is an Sp(R
d) valued F0 measurable random variable and AYt. dBt =

∑d
i=1 AiYt. dBt. Using

Corollary 2.9 and [15, Theorem 1], we get the next result.

Theorem 2.10. The SPDE (2.7) has an Sp(R
d) valued strong solution {Yt}t such that the equality

a.s.

Yt = φ+

∫ t

0

LYs ds+

∫ t

0

AYs. dBs, ∀t ≥ 0

holds in Sq(R
d). The solution is pathwise unique. Moreover, if φ is S(Rd) valued, then so is {Yt}t.

Proof of Theorem 2.10 is discussed in Section 3.

In particular, consider (L,A) replaced by the adjoint form (L∗, A∗) as in (2.4). Note that (L∗, A∗)

can be written in the form of (L,A) by replacing σ by −σ and taking

hj =

d
∑

i=1

∂iσij ,

fj =
1

2

d
∑

i=1

{

∂i
(

(σσt)ij
)

+ ∂i
(

(σσt)ji
)}

−
d

∑

j=1

bj ,

g =
1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2ij
(

(σσt)ij
)

−

d
∑

j=1

∂jbj .

Hence, as a corollary to Theorem 2.10, we have the next result.

Corollary 2.11. Let σij : Rd → R, i, j = 1, · · · , d be bounded functions with bounded derivatives,

and bj : R
d → R, j = 1, · · · , d have bounded derivatives. Let L∗ and A∗ be given by (2.4). Consider
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the linear SPDE

(2.8)











dYt = L∗Yt dt+A∗Yt. dBt

Y0 = φ

where φ is an Sp(R
d) valued F0 measurable random variable. This SPDE has an Sp(R

d) valued

strong solution {Yt}t such that the equality a.s.

Yt = φ+

∫ t

0

L∗Ys ds+

∫ t

0

A∗Ys. dBs, ∀t ≥ 0

holds in Sq(R
d). The solution is pathwise unique. Moreover, if φ is S(Rd) valued, then so is {Yt}t.

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

solutions for the SPDE (2.8) was proved in [28, Theorem 3.3].

Remark 2.12 (Finite Dimensional Realization (see [32], see also [28])). Let φ ∈ S(Rd). Then,

by [6, Example 2.3], the unique solution {Yt}t in Corollary 2.11 has a representation in terms of

{Xx
t }t, the strong solution of an associated finite dimensional stochastic differential equation

dXt = σ(Xt). dBt + b(Xt) dt, t > 0, X0 = x.

Here, Yt is given by
∫

Rd φ(x) δXx
t
dx, since for any ψ ∈ S(Rd), we have

〈Yt , ψ〉 =

∫

Rd

φ(x)ψ(Xx
t ) dx.

2.5. Application to PDEs. We continue with L and p as in Subsection 2.4. Along the lines

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

(2.9)











dut = Lut dt, t > 0

u0 = φ

with deterministic initial condition φ ∈ Sp(R
d).

Corollary 2.13. Let {Yt}t be the solution to the SPDE (2.7) obtained in Theorem 2.10 with

(i) the operator A is given by σ the same as in L and some h0 a bounded smooth function with

bounded derivatives, and

(ii) φ the same as in (2.9).
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Then ut = EYt, ∀t ≥ 0 is the unique Sp(R
d) valued solution to the PDE (2.9) in the sense that the

equality

ut = φ+

∫ t

0

Lus ds, ∀t ≥ 0

holds in Sq(R
d). In particular, if φ ∈ S(Rd), then ut ∈ S(Rd), ∀t ≥ 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 {Yt}t be the solution to the SPDE (2.8) obtained in Corollary 2.11 with the

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

(2.10)











dut = L∗ut dt, t > 0

u0 = φ

with deterministic initial condition φ ∈ Sp(R
d). Then ut = EYt, ∀t ≥ 0 is the unique Sp(R

d) valued

solution to the PDE (2.10) in the sense that the equality

ut = φ+

∫ t

0

L∗us ds, ∀t ≥ 0

holds in Sq(R
d). In particular, if φ ∈ S(Rd), then ut ∈ S(Rd), ∀t ≥ 0.

When the initial condition φ 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 (2.9) was proved

in [28, Theorems 4.3 and 4.4]. The proof of Corollary 2.13 is given in Section 3. Corollary 2.14

follows from Corollary 2.10 and we do not provide a separate proof for brevity.

3. Proofs of the results

Proof of Lemma 2.5. We discuss a proof for the one dimension case only. The general d-dimensional

proof follows along similar lines with notational changes. Observe that

〈

f∂βφ , ∂β+(2k−1)φ
〉

0
=(−1)2k−1

〈

∂2k−1(f∂βφ) , ∂βφ
〉

0

=−

〈

2k−1
∑

r=0

(

2k − 1

r

)

∂rf∂2k−1−r(∂βφ) , ∂βφ

〉

0

=−

2k−1
∑

r=0

(

2k − 1

r

)

〈

∂rf∂2k−1−r(∂βφ) , ∂βφ
〉

0
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=−
〈

f∂β+(2k−1)φ) , ∂βφ
〉

0
−

2k−1
∑

r=1

(

2k − 1

r

)

〈

∂rf∂β+(2k−1)−rφ , ∂βφ
〉

0

=−
〈

f∂βφ , ∂β+(2k−1)φ)
〉

0
−

2k−1
∑

r=1

(

2k − 1

r

)

〈

∂rf∂β+(2k−1)−rφ , ∂βφ
〉

0

and hence

〈

f∂βφ , ∂β+(2k−1)φ
〉

0
= −

1

2

2k−1
∑

r=1

(

2k − 1

r

)

〈

∂rf∂β+(2k−1)−rφ , ∂βφ
〉

0
.

This completes the proof. �

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 αi + βi +1{0}(Ki) ≤ 2p ∀i = 1, 2. In this proof, we shall refer to

this condition as case I. This condition implies (2.5). Observe that

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂K1f1.x
α1∂β1φ , ∂K2f2.x

α2∂β2ψ
〉

0

∣

∣

∣
≤‖∂K1f1.x

α1∂β1φ‖0‖∂
K2f2.x

α2∂β2ψ‖0.

Now, suppose Ki > 0 for some i. Then, we have αi + βi ≤ 2p. Using the boundedness of the

derivatives of fi, we conclude

‖∂Kifi.x
αi∂βiφ‖0 ≤ sup |∂Kifi|‖x

αi∂βiφ‖0 ≤ Cf‖φ‖p,

for some constant Cf > 0 depending on f .

If Ki = 0, then ∂Kifi = fi has linear growth. In this case, we have αi + βi ≤ 2p− 1 and hence

‖∂Kifi.x
αi∂βiφ‖0 ≤ Cf‖(1 + |x|)xαi∂βiφ‖0 ≤ 2Cf‖φ‖p,

for some constant Cf > 0 depending on f .

Therefore, the condition αi + βi + 1{0}(Ki) ≤ 2p ∀i = 1, 2 implies

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂K1f1.x
α1∂β1φ , ∂K2f2.x

α2∂β2ψ
〉

0

∣

∣

∣ ≤C‖φ‖p‖ψ‖p

Now, we consider the remaining case when (2.5) holds. We have αi+βi+1{0}(Ki) > 2p, for either

i = 1 or 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 α1 + β1 + 1{0}(K1) > 2p. There exists non-negative integers n1, n2, n3

less or equal to α2, β2, 1{0}(k1), respectively, such that (α1−n1)+ (β1−n2)+ (1{0}(k1)−n3) = 2p.
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Then,

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂K1f1.x
α1∂β1φ , ∂K2f2.x

α2∂β2ψ
〉

0

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1φ , ∂K1f1∂
K2f2.x

α1+α2∂β2ψ
〉

0

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂n2
(

∂K1f1∂
K2f2.x

α1+α2∂β2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ ,
∑

0≤r1≤n2

(

n2

r1

)

∂r1
(

∂K1f1∂
K2f2

)

∂n2−r1
(

xα1+α2∂β2ψ
)

〉

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

0≤r1≤n2

(

n2

r1

)

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂r1
(

∂K1f1∂
K2f2

)

∂n2−r1
(

xα1+α2∂β2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

0≤r1≤n2

(

n2

r1

)

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂r1
(

∂K1f1∂
K2f2

)

∂n2−r1
(

xα1+α2∂β2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣

≤

n2
∑

r1=0

n2−r1
∑

r2=0

(

n2

r1

)(

n2 − r1

r2

)

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂r1
(

∂K1f1∂
K2f2

)

∂r2
(

xα1+α2
)

∂n2−r1−r2
(

∂β2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣

≤C

n2
∑

r1=0

n2−r1
∑

r2=0

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂r1
(

∂K1f1∂
K2f2

)

∂r2
(

xα1+α2
)

∂n2−r1−r2
(

∂β2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣

≤C

n2
∑

r1=0

n2−r1
∑

r2=0

r1
∑

r3=0

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂K1+r3f1∂
K2+r1−r3f2

(

xα1+α2−r2
) (

∂β2+n2−r1−r2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣ .

(3.1)

Now, for each fixed r1, r2 and r3 as considered in the above sum, we note that the term

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂β1−n2φ , ∂K1+r3σ1∂
K2+r1−r3σ2

(

xα1+α2−r2
) (

∂β2+n2−r1−r2ψ
)〉

0

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

xα1−n1
(

∂K1+r3σ1
)1−n3

∂β1−n2φ , xn1+α2−r2
(

∂K1+r3σ1
)n3

∂K2+r1−r3σ2
(

∂β2+n2−r1−r2ψ
)

〉

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and hence, this term falls in case I for which we already have the required bound. Then, from (3.1),

we have

∣

∣

∣

〈

∂K1f1.x
α1∂β1φ , ∂K2f2.x

α2∂β2ψ
〉

0

∣

∣

∣ ≤C‖φ‖p‖ψ‖p

even in case II. This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 2.4. we have

‖Aφ‖2HS(p) =

d
∑

i=1

‖Aiφ‖
2
p
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=
d

∑

i,j,k=1

〈σik∂iφ , σjk∂jφ〉p + 2
d

∑

i,j=1

〈σji∂jφ , hiφ〉p +
d

∑

i=1

〈hiφ , hiφ〉p

and

〈φ , Lφ〉p =

d
∑

i,j,k=1

〈

φ , σikσjk∂
2
ijφ

〉

p
+

d
∑

i=1

〈φ , fi∂iφ〉p + 〈φ , gφ〉p .

Then,

〈φ , Lφ〉p + ‖Aφ‖2HS(p) =

d
∑

i,j,k=1

(

〈

φ , σikσjk∂
2
ijφ

〉

p
+ 〈σik∂iφ , σjk∂jφ〉p

)

+ 2

d
∑

i,j=1

〈σji∂jφ , hiφ〉p

+
d

∑

i=1

(

〈φ , fi∂iφ〉p + 〈hiφ , hiφ〉p

)

+ 〈φ , gφ〉p .

(3.2)

We now look at the terms on the right hand side of (3.2) separately. First, we look at the terms

involving derivatives of order two.

〈

φ , σikσjk∂
2
ijφ

〉

p

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂β(σikσjk∂
2
ijφ)

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r≤β

(

β

r

)

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂r(σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−rφ

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂βφ , xασikσjk∂
β+ei+ejφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂q(σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−eqφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r≤β,|r|=2

(

β

r

)

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂r(σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−rφ

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2ασikσjk∂
β+ei+ejφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

(

−
〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2qj(σikσjk)∂
β+ei−eqφ

〉

−
〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2qi(σikσjk)∂
β+ej−eqφ

〉

)

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2q (σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−2eqφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r≤β,|r|=2

(

β

r

)

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂r(σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−rφ

〉
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The other term with a cumulative order of the derivatives being two is as follows.

〈σik∂iφ , σjk∂jφ〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂β(σik∂iφ) , x
α∂β(σjk∂jφ)

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r1,r2≤β

(

β

r1

)(

β

r2

)

〈

xα∂r1σik∂
β+ei−r1φ , xα∂r2σjk∂

β+ej−r2φ
〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xασik∂
β+eiφ , xασjk∂

β+ejφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

xα∂qσik∂
β+ei−eqφ , xασjk∂

β+ejφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

xασik∂
β+eiφ , xα∂qσjk∂

β+ej−eqφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r1≤β,|r1|=2

(

β

r1

)

〈

xα∂r1σik∂
β+ei−r1φ , xασjk∂

β+ejφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r2≤β,|r2|=2

(

β

r2

)

〈

xασik∂
β+eiφ , xα∂r2σjk∂

β+ej−r2φ
〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

(

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασikσjk∂
β+ej+eiφ

〉

+
1

2

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2ij(σikσjk)∂
βφ

〉

)

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

(

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασjk∂
2
qjσik∂

β+ei−eqφ
〉

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασjk∂
2
qσik∂

β+ei+ej−2eqφ
〉

)

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

〈

∂βφ , x2ασjk∂
2
qiσik∂

β+ei−eqφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

(

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασik∂
2
qiσjk∂

β+ej−eqφ
〉

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασik∂
2
qσjk∂

β+ei+ej−2eqφ
〉

)

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

〈

∂βφ , x2ασik∂
2
qjσjk∂

β+ej−eqφ
〉

−
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r2≤β,|r|=2

(

β

r

)

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂r(σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−rφ

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

(

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασikσjk∂
β+ej+eiφ

〉

+
1

2

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2ij(σikσjk)∂
βφ

〉

)
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+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

(

−
〈

∂βφ , x2ασjk∂
2
qjσik∂

β+ei−eqφ
〉

−
〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2q (σjkσik)∂
β+ei+ej−2eqφ

〉

)

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

〈

∂βφ , x2ασjk∂
2
qiσik∂

β+ei−eqφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

−
βq

2

〈

∂βφ , x2ασik∂
2
qiσjk∂

β+ej−eqφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq

2

〈

∂βφ , x2ασik∂
2
qjσjk∂

β+ej−eqφ
〉

−
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r2≤β,|r|=2

(

β

r

)

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂r(σikσjk)∂
β+ei+ej−rφ

〉

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

〈σji∂jφ , hiφ〉p

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂β(σji∂jφ) , x
α∂β(hiφ)

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r1≤β,r2≤β

(

β

r1

)(

β

r2

)

〈

xα∂r1σji∂
β+ej−r1φ) , xα∂r2hi∂

β−r2φ)
〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xασji∂
β+ejφ) , xαhi∂

βφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

xα∂qσji∂
β+ej−eqφ , xαhi∂

βφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

xασji∂
β+ejφ , xα∂qhi∂

β−eqφ
〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r≤β,|r|=2

(

β

r

)

〈

xασji∂
β+ejφ , xα∂r2hi∂

β−r2φ
〉

+ FSGT

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

−
1

2

(〈

∂βφ , x2α∂j (σjihi) ∂
βφ

〉

+
〈

∂βφ , 2αjx
2α−ejσjihi∂

βφ
〉)

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

∂βφ , x2α (hi∂qσji − σji∂qhi) ∂
β+ej−eqφ

〉

+ FSGT

Also,

〈φ , fi∂iφ〉p

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂β(fi∂iφ)
〉
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=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r≤β

(

β

r

)

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂rfi∂
β+ei−rφ

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2αfi∂
β+eiφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

∂βφ , x2α∂qfi∂
β+ei−eqφ

〉

+ FSGT

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

−
1

2

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂ifi∂
βφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

∂βφ , x2α∂qfi∂
β+ei−eqφ

〉

+ FSGT

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

〈hiφ , hiφ〉p =
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂β(hiφ) , x
α∂β(hiφ)

〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

∑

r1≤β,r2≤β

(

β

r1

)(

β

r2

)

〈

xα∂r1hi∂
β−r1φ , xα∂r2hi∂

β−r2φ
〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2αh2i ∂
βφ

〉

+ FSGT

The remaining term is as follows.

〈φ , gφ〉p =
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

xα∂βφ , xα∂β(gφ)
〉

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2αg∂βφ
〉

+ FSGT

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

〈φ , Lφ〉p + ‖Aφ‖2HS(p)

=
∑

i,j,k

∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

1

2

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂2ij(σikσjk)∂
βφ

〉

+
∑

i,j,k

∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

−βq
〈

∂βφ , x2ασjk∂
2
qjσik∂

β+ei−eqφ
〉

+
∑

i,j,k

∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

−βq
〈

∂βφ , x2ασik∂
2
qiσjk∂

β+ej−eqφ
〉

+2
∑

i,j

∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

−
1

2

(〈

∂βφ , x2α∂j (σjihi) ∂
βφ

〉

+
〈

∂βφ , 2αjx
2α−ejσjihi∂

βφ
〉)

+2
∑

i,j

∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

∂βφ , x2α (hi∂qσji − σji∂qhi) ∂
β+ej−eqφ

〉
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+

d
∑

i=1





∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

−
1

2

〈

∂βφ , x2α∂ifi∂
βφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

q=1

βq
〈

∂βφ , x2α∂qfi∂
β+ei−eqφ

〉





+
d

∑

i=1

∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2αh2i ∂
βφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2αg∂βφ
〉

+ FSGT

=
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

〈

∂βφ , x2α





1

2

∑

i,j,k

∂i,j(σjkσik)−

d
∑

i,j=1

∂j(σjihi) +

d
∑

i=1

(

−
1

2
∂ifi + h2i

)

+ g



 ∂βφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

j,q=1

βq

〈

∂βφ , x2α



−

d
∑

i,k=1

σik∂
2
qiσjk + 2

d
∑

i=1

(hi∂qσji − σji∂qhi)



 ∂β+ej−eqφ

〉

+
∑

|α|+|β|≤2p

d
∑

j,q=1

βq

〈

∂βφ , x2α



−

d
∑

j,k=1

σjk∂
2
qjσik + ∂qfi



 ∂β+ei−eqφ

〉

+

d
∑

i,j=1

〈

∂βφ , 2αjx
2α−ej (σjihi)∂

βφ
〉

+ FSGT

Hence the Monotonicity inequality holds. �

Proof of Theorem 2.10. First, assume that E‖φ‖2p < ∞. By Corollary 2.9, we have the following

Monotonicity inequality (2.6)

2 〈ψ , Lψ〉q + ‖Aψ‖2HS(q) ≤ C‖ψ‖2q, ∀ψ ∈ Sp(R
d).

As an application of [15, Theorem 1], we get the required existence and pathwise uniqueness in this

case. Extension to arbitrary initial condition φ can be done as in [26].

If φ is S(Rd)-valued, then it is Sp(R
d)-valued for all p ≥ 0 and consequently, the corresponding

solution {Yt}t to (2.7) is also Sp(R
d)-valued for all p ≥ 0. In this case, {Yt}t is S(R

d)-valued. �

Proof of Corollary 2.13. Since φ is deterministic, from [15, Theorem 1], the solution {Yt}t to the

SPDE (2.7) has the property that E‖Yt‖
2
p < ∞, ∀t ≥ 0. The fact that ut = EYt, ∀t ≥ 0 solves the

PDE (2.9) follows from the linearity of L.

To prove the uniqueness, let ũt, t ≥ 0 be a solution to the PDE (2.9). Then, ut − ũt =
∫ t

0
L(us −

ũs) ds and hence

‖ut − ũt‖
2
q = 2

∫ t

0

〈us − ũs , L(us − ũs)〉q ds

≤

∫ t

0

[

2 〈us − ũs , L(us − ũs)〉q + ‖A(us − ũs)‖
2
HS(q)

]

ds.



18 SUPRIO BHAR∗, RAJEEV BHASKARAN, AND ARVIND KUMAR NATH

The uniqueness then follows by Corollary 2.9 and the Gronwall’s inequality.

If φ is S(Rd)-valued, then it is Sp(R
d)-valued for all p ≥ 0 and consequently, the corresponding

solution {ut}t to (2.9) is also Sp(R
d)-valued for all p ≥ 0. In this case, {Yt}t is S(R

d)-valued. This

completes the proof. �
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[2] Viorel Barbu and Michael Röckner. Uniqueness for nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations and for McKean-Vlasov

SDEs: the degenerate case. J. Funct. Anal., 285(4):Paper No. 109980, 37, 2023.

[3] Richard F. Bass. Probabilistic techniques in analysis. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-

Verlag, New York, 1995.

[4] 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.

[5] Suprio Bhar and B. Rajeev. Differential operators on Hermite Sobolev spaces. Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math.

Sci., 125(1):113–125, 2015.

[6] Suprio Bhar, Bhaskaran Rajeev, and Barun Sarkar. Solutions of SPDE’s associated with a stochastic flow.

Potential Anal., 53(1):203–221, 2020.

[7] Vladimir Bogachev, Giuseppe Da Prato, and Michael Röckner. Existence and uniqueness of solutions for Fokker-
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[8] Vladimir Bogachev, Giuseppe Da Prato, and Michael Röckner. Existence results for Fokker-Planck equations in

Hilbert spaces. In Seminar on Stochastic Analysis, Random Fields and Applications VI, volume 63 of Progr.
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