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MARKOVIAN LIFTS OF STOCHASTIC VOLTERRA EQUATIONS IN
SOBOLEV SPACES: SOLUTION THEORY, AN ITO FORMULA AND
INVARIANT MEASURES

FLORIAN HUBER

ABSTRACT. We investigate Markovian lifts of stochastic Volterra equations (SVEs) with
completely monotone kernels and general coefficients within a class of weighted Sobolev
spaces. Our primary focus is developing a comprehensive solution theory for a class of non-
local stochastic evolution equations (SEEs) encompassing these Markovian lifts. This enables
us to provide conditions for the existence of invariant measures for the lifted processes and
the corresponding SVE. Another key contribution is an It6-type formula for the stochastic
Volterra equations under consideration.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Driven by the increasing prominence of rough volatility models in mathematical finance,
as explored in works such as [36, 10] significant attention has been directed towards the study
of stochastic Volterra equations (SVE) of the form:

t t
(1.1) Xy :Xo—l—/ kb(t—s)b(s,Xs)ds+/ ko(t — s)o(s, Xs)dWs,
0 0

where W is a multidimensional Brownian motion and the coefficients b, o, as well as convo-
lution kernels kp, k, meet certain integrability and regularity conditions. The introduction
of such kernels is prevalent in applications to describe phenomena with memory that dimin-
ishes over time. Besides finance, these equations also find applications in the modeling of
turbulence [12], mechanics [58, 53], biology [35, 62, (5], sociology [18, 29] and energy markets
[11]. A key challenge posed by this type of equation is that solutions to stochastic Volterra
equations are generally neither semimartingales nor Markov processes. Consequently, existing
techniques for studying the existence, uniqueness, and qualitative features of SVEs need ex-
tension to accommodate these characteristics. Numerous researchers have contributed to this

field (see for example [16, 17, 27, 67]). Recently, a comprehensive weak existence theory was
developed in [3] (see also [11]), in the convolutional setting, and [60], in the non-convolutional
setting. Equations with affine ( [6, 2, 19]) or polynomial coefficients ([18]) received particular

attention, as their structure provides a convenient setting for the application of probabilistic
methods.

The uniqueness of solutions to SVEs remains challenging in many cases. For kernels with
singularities, pathwise uniqueness of SVEs without drift, under specific conditions on the

coefficients, was first established in [57] via an infinite-dimensional lift, a strategy later ex-
tended to include a drift component in [59]. If the kernels are regular, in the sense that
the kernels do not exhibit singularities, pathwise uniqueness was studied in [61] and [10] for

Holder continuous coefficients (o € C%, o > 1).

To investigate qualitative aspects of SVE solutions, one often resorts to an approach that
restores the Markov property by suitably extending the state space of the process, at the
cost of the new state space becoming infinite-dimensional. The resulting infinite-dimensional
Markov process is called Markovian lift. This method was employed in [19, 15] to investigate
the long-term behavior of SVEs. To our knowledge, the only direct study at the SVE level
was conducted in [39]. There is no canonical way of obtaining such a lift and several forms
have been used. The three most common ones are:

e Measure-valued lift: Originating in the context of fractional Brownian motion [20], it
was later applied to affine SVEs in [31, 30]. This lifting notably inspired Markovian
approximations for SVEs [1, 5]. [13] used the principle of the measure-valued lift and
studied it in the spaces introduced in [26, 45, 7].

e Forward curve lift: Motivated by applications in mathematical finance, this lift was
utilized in [4, 15].

e The superprocess-inspired lift, which enabled pathwise existence results for certain
coefficients and the singular kernels k(t — s) ~ (¢t — s)~. This lift was notably used
in [57] to obtain a pathwise-uniqueness result (see also [59]) and conceptually related
to catalytic superprocesses.
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It should be noted that, on a purely formal level, the first and second lifts exhibit similar
properties, as the principal operators in the lifted equations are Laplace transforms of each
other, which is also reflected in the corresponding semigroups.

The main aspects of this work are the following:

e We study the (measure-valued)lift for a broad class of coefficients in weighted Sobolev
spaces, which are more common in studying (S)PDEs and provide more flexibility

compared to spaces used in prior studies [31, 30], or [43]. In particular, this choice
gives us easy access to embedding theorems, extending existing results to more general
coefficients.

e We present an Ito-type formula for the solution of stochastic Volterra equations which
shares certain properties with the (functional) It6 formula from [66] (see also [20]),
but is more convenient in its application.

e We extend the results regarding the existence of invariant measures from [19] to set-
tings with general coefficients and a wider variety of kernels.

The primary tool will be the infinite-dimensional lift of(1.1), presented in [20], to a sto-
chastic evolution equation (SEE) on of the form

t ¢ t
(1.2) pe = o — / xpsds + / upb(s, (s, 1)) ds + / Veo (s, (s, 1)) dWs.
0 0 0

The tools, facilitating this lift are the following definition and theorem:

Definition 1. Let k: Ry — Ry. We say that k is a completely monotone function, if k
is infinitely differentiable on (0,00) and satisfies (—1)"0pk(t) > 0 for any n € NU {0} and
t € (0,00).

Theorem 2. [63, Proposition 1.2 and Theorem 4.8]. The following three assertions are
equivalent:

(1) k is completely monotone on (0,00) (respectively on [0,00) );
(2) k is represented as the Laplace transform of a unique Radon (respectively finite) mea-
sure v on [0, 00) :

(1.3) k(N = / e My(dz), X > 0( respectively X > 0)
0

(3) k is infinitely differentiable on (0,00) (respectively continuous on [0,00), infinitely
differentiable on (0,00)) and satisfies (—1)"k™ >0 for every n € Ny.

Let us briefly discuss the heuristics of the lift. Assuming complete monotonicity of the
kernels in equation (1.1), and setting Xy = 0 for simplicity, Theorem 2 allows us to rewrite
(1.1) as

t t
(1.4) X, = / / e =y b(s, X,) ds + / / e =y, 0(s, X,) dW,.
0 JRy 0 JR4

Assuming further that X can be represented as the integral w.r.t. another measure p and
formally using Fubini’s theorem results in

(1.5) (g, 1) = </t e "= pb(s, (s, 1)) ds + /t ey 0 (s, (s, 1>)dW8,1>.

0 0
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We recognize that u should satisfy the equation

t t

(1.6) e = / e b(s, (s, 1)) ds +/ ey 0 (s, (s, 1)) AW,
0 0

which corresponds to the mild formulation of the equation

(1.7) dpy = —xpe dt + vpb(t, (e, 1)) dt + veo(t, (e, 1)) dW;.

To make this formal observation rigorous, let us collect the paper’s main results. The weighted
Sobolev spaces used in the following results will be introduced in section 2 in detail. For now,
just note that we will identify the dual space of W"P(R ) via an unweighted L?(R, ) duality
with W™ (Ry).

We will consider three different weighted spaces and weights w% < i < w—1+ (w_ > w. >
wy) on R, satisfying Assumption 24.
Definition 3. Let 0,,,60,, from Assumption (M 1) be given. For i >0, we set
(w_)i(z) = (1 + z)21-—1H2%
> (wa)ilx) = (1 + )21+
> (wy)i(z) = (1 4 )21+
and impose the following conditions on these weights.
)= if@,,a<%, whereO<a<%—9ya,
= O, — 240 if6,, >3, where 0 <5<
n— > max{6,,,6,, },
Ny <N < 7.

N[

The ordering of the weights corresponds to the embedding of these spaces Wi’z —
wy
WP e Wi

Definition 4. Let (Q, F,F,P), where F = (ﬁs)se[o,T] 18 a stochastic basis, [i is a F-progressively

measurable process with laws supported on C([0,T], Wﬁ’2) and W is a Wiener process. We

W

call (Q, F,F,P, i, W) a probabilistically weak (or martingale) mild solution of
(18) dlut = Tl dt + Vbb(ta <:U’t, TIZ)>) dt + Voo-(ta <:U’t, TIZ)>) tha
with ot |t:0: Mo € W;LQ, T;Z) € Wl%f; Zf

¢ t .
(1.9) ﬁtzemtﬁoJr/ ey (w)b(s, <ﬁs,¢>)d8+/ eIy, (2)o (s, (fis, 1)) AW,
0 0

P-a.s. for each t € [0,T].

Theorem 5. Let Assumptions (Coeff 1), (Coeff 3) and (M 1) be satisfied and let p > 2.
For py € LP(42, Wi’Q), equation (1.8) has a probabilistically weak, analytically mild solution

p e L0, C(0, T), W) 120, L(0, 7], W3-2).

W~ w+
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In the case when the weights are chosen such that one can set ¢ = 1, we have the following
equivalence between solutions of the SVE and the SEE.

Theorem 6. Let b : Ry xR — R and 0 : Ry x R — R be continuous and satisfy the
linear growth condition (Coeff 1). Further let vy, v, be non-negative measures on Ry, such
that for every A >0, [ e My (dx) = ky(N), Jr., e My (dx) = ke (), where ky € L'(0,T),
k, € L%*(0,T) are completely monotone kernels. Let w, % be weight functions, such that
Assumptions 46 hold.

(1) Assume there exists a solution X of

t t
(1.10) Xt:X0+/ kl(t—s)b(s,XS)ds—i—/ kot — )0 (s, X,) AW,
0 0

satisfying
t t
(1.11) / |b(s, Xs)|ds < o0, / |0(5,Xs)|2d5 < 0.
0 0

Then the W;l’z—valued process Y defined by

t t
(1.12) Y; = e "aydy + / e =) yb(s, X,) ds + / e =)y 0(s, X)) AW,
0 0

is a mild solution of

t t t
(1.13) pe = o — / xps ds +/ vp(2)b(s, (us, 1)) ds +/ Vo(x)o (s, (ps, 1)) dW
0 0 0
with initial condition py = xgdy and it holds that
X = (e, 1), a.s. for a.e. t > 0.

(2) If p is a mild solution of the lifted stochastic evolution equation (1.13), accodring to
Definition 42, with the initial condition xgdy, and let

t t
(1.14) / |b(s, (s, 1)) ds < oo, / lo(s, (is, 1)) > ds < oo,
0 0
then the R™-valued process X defined by
Xt = <Mt7 1>7t > 07
is a solution of (1.10) with initial condition xo. Furthermore, (1.12) holds a.s. for
anyt > 0.
In particular, the uniqueness holds for the SVE (1.10) with initial condition xq if and only if
the uniqueness holds for the lifted SEE (1.8) with the initial condition xody.

Remark 7. Unless otherwise stated, we will restrict ourselves to dimension d =1 to lighten
the notation in later chapters. The vector-valued case can be obtained by slightly adapting
the arguments presented in this work, and it does not pose much of a challenge as key results
regarding our spaces have already been formulated in sufficient generality.

Combining the previous equivalence result and the following theorem will allow us to obtain
results regarding the long-term behavior of solutions to the SVE.
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Theorem 8. Let Assumptions (Coeff 1), (UL), (LT) be satisfied, then a mild solution u €

Wi’Q of equation (1.8) is a weak (and in particular generalized) Feller process with an in-
wy

variant measure.

Theorem 9. Let the kernels k, € L'(0,00) and k, € L?(0,00) be both completely monotone,
their associated lifted measures satisfy Assumption (LT), the lifted equation, with initial condi-
tion po = doxo, satisfies Assumption (UL) and the coefficients satisfy Assumption (Coeff 1).
Then there exists an invariant measure to the SVE (1.1) in the sense that there exists a
measure 11 and xg ~ I, X; ~ I1.

A last consequence of the lift is the following [t6- type formula.

Proposition 10. Let ky, k, be completely monotone kernels such that their associated mea-
sures, given by (1.3), satisfy Assumptions (M 1) and (M 2). Let X denote the solution of the
corresponding stochastic Volterra equation (1.1) and set

t t
Fo(X) = Xy — / ky(t — r)b(r, X,)dr — / ko(t —r)o(r, X, ) dW,.
For f € CY2(R, x R,R), the following Ité formula holds.

f(t, Xy) = f(to,E [rtot(X)\ftf]) + tasf (s,E [Tse(X) | f;’f]) ds

o (5, E [Tar(X) | FX]) kot — s)o(s, X,) AWy
+ % /t (02F (5, [Tt (X) | FX])) ko (t — 5)20(s, Xs)2 ds.

Note that I'p; = Xj.

1.0.1. Structure of the paper. In section 2 we introduce the mathematical framework for treat-
ing the lifted equation, which relies on weighted Sobolev spaces and we prove the most im-
portant embedding properties of these spaces. Section 3 is split into two parts. In the first
part (subsection 3.1), we study the properties of certain operators related to our lift on the
previously introduced spaces. In the second part (subsection 3.2), we obtain strong existence
and uniqueness for solutions to the lifted equation with Lipschitz continuous coefficients. An
approximation result, uniform estimates, and tightness give us a weak existence result for
more general coefficients. In section 3.3, we use the weak (or generalized) Feller theory to
obtain the existence of invariant measures for stochastic Volterra equations, under certain
conditions. Section 4 is devoted to an Ito-type formula for stochastic Volterra equations and
a condition for the global existence of solutions to such equations.

1.1. Notation.

e We usually write Ry = [0, 00).

e We denote by Cé‘“(R) the space of bounded k-times continuously differentiable func-
tions from R to R. If they additionally have compact support or vanish at 4+oco, we
write C¥(R) and C§(R) respectively.
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To indicate a derivative, with respect to the z variable, we will use the letter D.

Higher order derivatives will be denoted in the usual way by D = Do---0 D for
| —

k-times

jeN.

| - [lz(x,y) denotes the operator norm of an operator mapping from the Banach space

X into the Banach space Y.

For Banach spaces U, V', which are completely regular and p be a weight function on

U with relatively compact sublevel sets, we define B?(U; V') as the closure of C,(U; V')

with respect to the norm || f||, := sup ey p(w) 1| f(U) ||y

We follow the convention that C' denotes a generic numerical constant that may change

from line to line. We add the corresponding parameters as a subscript to highlight

a particular dependence. If a parameter of interest does not appear in the subscript,

the constant is uniform with respect to this parameter.

2. PRELIMINARIES: WEIGHTED SPACES

We begin by introducing a class of weighted Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces which will serve
as state spaces in our analysis.

Definition 11. We call a locally integrable function w on Ry, such that w(z) > 0-a.e. a
weight or weight function.

Every weight w induces a positive Borel-measure on R via integration, i.e. A\, (E) =
[z w(z) dz for measurable sets E C Ry

Definition 12. Let w be a weight. For 0 < p < oo we define L%, as the set of measurable
functions u on Ry such that

fulls, = ([ @) ) Vo

The following statements recall that elements of weighted spaces remain distributions on
R..

Definition 13. Let p > 1. We say that a weight function w satisfies the condition B,(Ry)
and write w € By(Ry), if

,w—l/(p—l) € Llloc (RJr)

Theorem 14. Let p > 1, w € By(Ry) and K be a compact set such that K C Ry. Then the
embedding

P — LYK)
18 cONtinuous.
Proof. The theorem directly results from Holder’s inequality. O
Corollary 15. Under the assumptions of the previous theorem, we have
1%, < LL(Ry) € D'(R,),

where D'(R) denotes the space of distributions.
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Let m € Nand 1 < p < co. Let (wp,...,wy) be a given weight functions. We introduce
the norm

1/p

o0
e /0 |D*ufP w; dx

0<j<m

Definition 16. We denote by Wy'? the completion of {u € C§°(Ry) : ||lullyyms < oo} with
respect to the norm || - ||yym».

If 1 < p<ooand w € By(Ry), then Wy is a uniformly convex Banach space (see [51,
section 4]).

Remark 17. Note that one could also introduce weighted Sobolev spaces Wy,"Y by considering
the set of all functions uw € L%, for which the weak derivatives Diu, with j < m, belong to
LE,. The weighted Sobolev space Wy,"' is a normed linear space if equipped with the norm
|- lwme. We have that W CW. By definition, functions that are smooth in the interior of
R4 are dense in W, while the space W is known to contain all functions of finite well-defined
“energy”. If w is bounded from above and away from 0 from below 0 < ¢; < w(x) < o < 00,
the spaces W and W coincide on general domains, however if w € L%OC(IR{JF), W =W does
not need to hold.

Although w = (wo, . .., wy,) is not a weight function according to our definition, but a vector
of weight functions, we will still call such a vector a weight function out of convenience.

For simplicity, we will write w € Ba(R4) or w € LS (R4). This notation will also be used
for other component-wise properties.

Remark 18. An examples of such a weight which satisfies B2(Ry) is given by w(zx) with
wi(z) = |z|*(1 + |z|)V? for 0 <a < 1 and b € R.

Theorem 19. Let 1 < p < oo, w € Ba(Ry), then Wy"" is separable. If 1 < p < oo, Wiy, is
reflexive.

The proof follows the same lines as in the non-weighted setting (see [13, Theorem 1.3] and
also [51, Section 2]).

We state the following embedding theorem on R? instead of R, as this general setting
is of interest on its own. For R, the proof works analogously with the only difference that
instead of balls of radius R in R?, denoted by Bg(0), the intersections of balls in R with R
is considered.

Proposition 20. Let w,w' and w,. be weight functions and let i € (NU{0})? be a multi-index.
We introduce the following conditions:
(1) There exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that for every i € (NU{0})? and z € RY, assume
that wi(x) > c. Further there exists a 0 < K € R such that for every Ry > R > K,

sp Juwile) < Cr.
x€BR(0)

(2) There exists a number K > 0, such that wil®) monotonically decreasing, with respect
wi(x)
to |z|, on Bi(0)°.
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(3) Forie (NU{0})?,
i*g 1 2R _ 1 pp

lim R » sup |w.(x)] (—/ |w, ”_l(ﬂ:)|dx> < 0.

R—00 R<|z|<2R R Jr
(4) Forie (NU{0}),

i—d (1 2R 1 pp

lim R » (—/ lw, pl(w)]dx) < 0.

R Jg

R—o0

(5) Foric (NU{0})Y,

. i—d . 1 %
lim B> sup |we(z)| inf < o0.
R0 R<[a|<2R R<|z|<2r \ w;(x)

(6) Foric (NU{0}),

B =

i d 1
lim R 7 iof < > < 0.
R—00 R<|z|<2R \ w; ()
(7) Let w € LC(RY), w € B,, p > 1, and for every i > 0.
The following statements hold.
(1) Let conditions 1, 2 be satisfied. For 0 < d — (s —l)p < d and % -5 <

(1<qg< %},tha embedding

=
U~

WP AWhe < whe
18 compact.
In the case d = (s — l)p, the embedding is compact for every 1 < q < oo.
(2) Letp>1,d>1, s,r € NUO and let us define

V = O"(RY) N Cy(RY) ifp=1ands—r>d
V = C™1(RY) N Cy(RY) z'f(s—r)zz%z(s—r)—l and0<77<(s—7“)—%
V = O™ RY) N Cy(RY) ifd=(s—r)—1landp=1

o Let Assumptions 3; 4 and 7 hold. If there exists an i € (N U {0})¢, such that
w;(0) = 0,then the embedding

WEPP s V' N Cy, (RY),

18 continuous.
o [f Assumption 1, 5 and 6 hold, then the embedding

WEP < V N Oy, (RY)
18 conlinuous.
The proof can be found in the Appendix, Section 5.1.

Corollary 21. Let d = 1 and w,w. be weight functions satisfying Assumption 1. Further,
for each i > 0 there exits a constant C > 0, such that |0Lw.(z)| < Ciw(x) for each z € R. w
1

1 =
satisfies imp_,o R 7 inf gy <or <#(x)>p < 00. Then ||wep| reom) < CHSDHW:T)"”’(R)’ where

wi(x) < we(z)Pw;(x).



10 FLORIAN HUBER

Remark 22. If we replace the finite limit in Assumptions 4, 6 with 0, we obtain that
lim, o0 [u(z)| = 0 uniformly.

Remark 23. Assumption 1 can be avoided, if one considers weights, which behave on Br(0)
like Muckenhoupt weights and used the established theory covering this type of weighted space
(see e.g. [55]). This way one could allow for singularities at 0, e.g. for d =1, =% a +z)7°
with 0 < a <1 and b € R. The arguments are similar however, at later stages of the paper
this would lead to further technicalities, which we want to avoid. We will hint at one reason
in Remark 47 why switching to such weights would not significantly improve our estimates to
warrant the additional technicalities.

Later on, we focus on a particular choice of weights, however, if we do not specify that our
weight is of a specific form then we impose the following standing assumption for any weight
in the remainder of this work.

Assumption 24. Let m € N be given. We assume that the weight function w = (wo, ..., W)
satisfies w; € Ba(Ry) as well as w; € LS., for every i € {0,...,k}. For a given weight

. 1 . . . . .
Junction w, let - also be a weight function satisfying the above assumptions.

We identify the dual space of Wy, P, via the (unweighted) L? duality with Wi ™(R,),

whose norm is given by

[vllyy=me = sup [, u)l.
w s fullym.p=1

In other words, we work on the following triple(s) of spaces

WP s L? s W, ™1

w

Remark 25. In particular (L2) = WE’Q, where

w

0 ulx 2
fuls, = [ g

w(z)

w

Remark 26. If w(z) = (1 + 22)%? for some b € R, v is usually referred to as a tempered
measure. We will slightly abuse the notation “tempered” and refer to measures v, satisfying
Jz ﬁy(dx) < 00, as being (w-)tempered.

In the following Lemma, we identify a w-tempered measure with an element in the dual of
certain weighted Sobolev spaces.

Lemma 27. Let w.,w be a weight function satisfying the conditions of Corollary 21. Let

d=1,p=2,1=1,2. Ifv is a non-negative, measure on Ry, such that f]R+ ﬁ(x)y( dz) < oo,

then v e (Wg*) =wi'?.

Proof. Proposition 20 yields that ¢ € I/Vul}’,2 is continuous and bounded on R and in particular
¢ € Cy,.(Ry). Hence, the dual pairing with a (w-tempered) Radon measure is well-defined.
swp (o) = sw | [ plow(dn)
Ry

ol 12, ol 12,
w w
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c(m)
/R el

< sup fwepllpoo(ry)
ol 12,
w

g

= sup
ol 12,
w

<C  sup ol
ol 12, v
w

O

Remark 28. In Proposition 20, as well as Lemma 27, it is possible to replace w. and % by
weights of the for w% and w respectively, where w. as well as w are increasing towards oo and

8;,3% < C%, for some nonnegative constant C. The arguments are identical but are skipped
for brevity.

We note that there might be many choices of weights, for which fR ﬁy( dz) < oo is

satisfied and some might be more canonical than others, given a particular measure v and
application in mind. We will see that weights that behave like w(z) = (1 + 2)? or w(z) =

] . . . . .
(1+2%)2 | for B € R will appear naturally in our analysis. However, these weights will often
appear in the form w(z) = (¢; + cox)? with ¢, ¢p > 0. For this reason, we will introduce an
equivalence relation on the family of such weights.

Definition 29. Let a,b,r,s,x > 0. We call two weights (a + bx)? and (r + sz)? equivalent,
denoted by (a+bx)? = (r+ sx)8, if there exist constants c1,co > 0, such that (cia+ cabx)? =
(r + sx)B.

It can be easily checked that this indeed defines an equivalence relation and the set of
functions w(x) = (c1 + cox)? with 1, ca > 0. Next, we verify that the two equivalent weights,
in terms of the relation specified above, give rise to equivalent weighted Sobolev norms, in
the sense that they induce the same topology. This result will be used in later calculations
where, rather than keeping track of constants appearing in the weight, we collect them via
the inequality stated in the following Lemma in a constant in front of the norm.

Lemma 30. Let w ;(x) = (a1,z’+a2,ix)6i and wy ;(z) = (b1,@'+b27¢x)6i be two equivalent weights
with ai,a2,b1,ba > 0. Then || - HWJ}‘I”’ and || - HWJJ"Q’” are equivalent in the sense of norms, in
the sense that there exist two constants ¢ < C' > 0 which only depend on ai;,az2;,b14,b2; and
Bi, such that

el Tz < 1+ I < €1+ oy
Additionally || - erip and || - szp are equivalent

Remark 31. We want to keep the following trivial estimates in mind. For n >0 and z > 0,

1+z gl\/l, 1+z Sl\/l.
1+nz n n+cw n
For convenience, we want to state a Corollary of Proposition 20, specified to the settings
where our weight components are of the form w;(x) = (1+z)%. We will need a simple lemma,
telling us that the terms we encounter due to estimates on the annuli Ar can be equivalently

expressed in terms of such weights.
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Lemma 32. Let R > 1, w = (wy,...,ws) with w; = (1 + x)P~%.  Recall the notation
Ap = {x: R < |z| < 2R}. Then, there exist constants 0 < ¢ < C' < oo, such that for any
[1>0,1<p<oo,

m 1/p

J ~
Alullwgrap < | D RPNDIul, 4, < Cllullywmoag)-

§=0
Corollary 33 (of Proposition 20)7 Let the assumptions of Proposition 20 be satisfied and
w = (wy,...,ws) withw; = (1+x)P~4 then the embedding Wy,'¥ < Cy is continuous.

Proof. Let R > 1,m >0 and w = (w1, ...,w;), with w; = (1 + 2)?~% On Bg(0), the norms

| - [lwme and || - |lyym» are equivalent we obtain u € Cp(Bg). Lemma 32 combined with
the arguments in the proof of Proposition 20 now yield that u is continuous everywhere and
lull Lo (ag) < Cllullwmr. 0

Lemma 34. Let v be a non-negative radon measure and assume that there exists a 8, € R,
such that [ (1+ —y(dz) < oo, then v € Wi—l,Z with wi(x) = (1 + z)~1+200+20,

Proof. Since ||(1 +:C)9”g0||Loo(BR(O)) < C(w, R,0,)¢l1.2 for any weight w which is bounded
from above and below on Bgr(0), it suffices to consider the estimates on the annuli Ag. We
consider only the case 6, > 0, as the case 0, < 0 is identical, but with a different constant.

1/2
1 2R
10+ 2)% gl ey < O (1 + R (3 / Diu(a) 21+ 2% da
- R
oR 1/2
=C Z/ |DIu(z)2(1+ R)*™ (1 + z)/? 1 da
oR 1/2
Z/ |D7u(z)]?(1 4 )% (1 4+ z)7> ' dz
1/2

L 2R
O3 [ D@ PO+ () o
j=0"F

3. THE LIFTED EQUATION

In this section, we obtain a solution theory for (1.8) under stricter conditions and obtain
bounds on the solutions. Let us fix 0 < T' < oo and unless explicitly stated otherwise, we will
study our given problem on the finite time interval [0, 7.

Remark 35. The multiplication of elements with negative Sobolev reqularity and functions —x
and e~ should be interpreted in the dual sense, i.e. (—xp,p) = (u, —xp) and (e~ =%y, @) =
(v,e= =)0\ | for appropriate test functions .
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3.1. The operator and semigroup. Before we proceed with the solution theory, we first
want to understand better the operators and semigroup we will work with and how they act
on our choice of spaces. This will be the content of this subsection.

Let us briefly recall the strong form on (1.8).

¢ t t
(3.1) e = fho —/ xpsds —|—/ vpb({ps, 1)) ds —|—/ Voo ({ps, 1)) dWs.
0 0 0
The operator of primary interest will be the multiplication operator f +— —xf.

Lemma 36. Let 1 < p < co. The family (S;); == (e™%)¢ of linear operators, where e=t: f —
(x — f(x)e ) is
(1) a strongly continuous contraction semigroup on WB;p , a strongly continuous semigroup
on Wy"? (m >0). It has a densely defined generator, given by

(Af)(@) = —of(a), =20,
D(A) = {f € WP+ || - af s < o0}

2) The adjoint semigroup (SF); is a strongly continuous semigroup on Wi
] t 1

w

Proof. (1) Let m >0 and f € Wy"?, then

1Sef = Fllwgr = Z /R |DIe™™ f(a) = DI f(x) | w;(w) da E
= Z/R D7 (f(2) (7 = 1))[" wwji(x) da ;
— i:o/ﬂh Zi:() Dt tx—l)Dif(x)pwj(x)dx E
_ 2/ (et — 1) +z<> e i) wyteyde)|

By the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that lim; o ||S;f — f|lyme = 0.

We define A: D(A) — Wy,"? by

(AN)(z) = —zf(z), =20,

D(A) ={f e WP | —af|lyymer < co}.
Note that D(A) D C§°, which is dense in Wy,"" by definition.

P

ISf — f ~ tAf g = 7 Z/ D9 (e = 1+ 2) f(@)) " w(a) da

1A

1
p P

wj(z) d

Z;() Di7H(e7 — 14 tz) D' f ()
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Z/ ‘(eft:v 1 +t£C) D]f(x) +3 (_teftm —|—7f) Djilf(:ﬂ)

1

p P

+ ]:2 <3> (=Y =i~ Di f(x)

w;(x) dx)

=

p

<C Z/R (6_ T _ 14 tCC) Djf(x) + 7 (1 — e*tm) Dj*lf(:n) wj(:c) dz + Otﬁo(t)

t

1 t
1——/ e **ds
tJo

where O'0(¢) denotes terms of order ¢, as t — 0. By the dominated convergence
theorem, the right-hand side vanishes, as ¢ — 0. The contraction property, when
k = 0, can be seen immediately, since |e™**| < 1 for any 0 < ¢, z.

(2)

1
P p

D7 f(2)] +5[1 = e[ [DT f(@)]| wi(z)dz ] +O70(),

| 3

[(Stv = v, Ol = [{v, (Se = D))

By the same arguments as above the semigroup is weakly continuous, i.e. for every
f e WyP limy_o |(Sfv — v, f)| = 0. By [37, Theorem 5.8], the semigroup S* is even
strongly continuous on Wi ™.

w

0

Remark 37. We can define
A*v = weak™ lim — (S{v —v)
t—0 ¢t
on the domain
_ 1
D (AY) = {V e W1™P: weak*lim = (Sjv — v) ewists } .
w t—0 ¢

A* is a weak™-closed and weak™*-densely defined operator and coincides with the adjoint A*
of A (see [37, Definition B.8]), i.e.,

D (4% c W there exists n € W™ such that
=KV e w s
v {fon) = (Af,v) for all f € D(A)

and A* is the adjoint of A. By [37, Corollary B. 12] it then follows that o (A*) = o(A).
Also note that in our case the adjoint semigroup (S;): coincides with the so-called sun-dual
semigroup of (S¢): (see [37, Section 2.6]).

From this point onwards, we set p = 2 and restrict our analysis to the Hilbert-space case.
In the next lemma, we want to investigate certain mapping properties of the semigroup S*.
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3.1.1. Estimates on Hilbert spaces.

Lemma 38. Let 0 < t and letneW T2 thenS*nEW 2 with (14 2) "2 wi(z) < i),
forany v €0,1]. If0 <t <T < o0,

1V T)Y(1+t™)

I8l < Cllly-ma
Proof.

HSZ‘nHW;m— sup  |(n, S¢))|
B v llyme=

wo Pl m2= 1

<l e [30 [DIe (o) P ) de
=0 R+

2

m
Sl e oS
w +

W [l m =1
w

m . 1 \»
< Cllyme  sup /R+(1+tm)2Z/R \Dw(m)p(Hm) w; () da,

wo Pl w2 = 1

for any 7 € [0, 1]. Hence,

(1vT)\*
Iy < Clllly a1 27)  sup [ X[ it ( wy(e) da
t "1 4! Wy m 2 =1 R+Z R, t2“f 1+z J
1+t"™)(AVvT) 1 2y
< Ol s DLy S [ ot (1) witeas
w W lllyme=1 \ VR =5 IRy +a
(I+t™@AvT)
< C”nuwim? o sup Wng?a
w w ||¢|| m2 1
where <L>2W w(z) <w O
1+ -

We will require one additional Lemma, which will be important in a later section.

Lemma 39. Let n € Wi "™P, v € [0,1] and @ such that (1 + z)?w;(x) < w;(x), for every
i>0. If|t—s| <1 then

15i=sS5m = Ssnlly—m2 < Cyllnlly—m2(1V 8)™(t = 5)7,

as well as

||S£k—s77 - 77||Wi~m72 < nyHnHWim,Q (t — S)’y.
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Iflt—s| >1

1575551 = Ssnllyyoma < Cllnllyyma(1V 8)™ (= 5)™
Proof. As in the previous lemma,

lpllyyrm.z = <Z /R 10 (€757 (e~ 79" — 1)) [Py () dm)
w i=0 YR+

P

N

2

= m Z jl —ST j2 —(t—8)$ . 1 j3 '
Z/ Z <11732,j3) 0! (e7)0y* (e )02 | wi(x)dx

i=0 YRt |51 4otz =i
For j € N,
D) = (=1 s7e*"
(et _1) = (=1) (¢t — s) e~ (7o),
Also,
(e ) (e 1) = (LT (1 (e (0

< {SJI t_s)m‘ )
If j1 € No, j2 =0,
001 () (e — 1)) < O |91t — )7 (1 + )7

for any 0 <~ < 1. Hence, if |t — s| <1,

/R+ Ji+ja+ja=i

<y (Z/R (1V s)%(t — )27 (1 +x) |3;<p|2 w;(x) dac)

1=0 +

<C,(1vs)™(t—s)7 (Z/ 0 go‘ (1+2x) “/w()dx)

To estimate ||S;_;S5n — Sinllyy,—m.2, we use that n € W™ and the previous estimates,
L w

2 3

1 J1(,—sT\aj2(,—({t—s)x _ 1173 A
(]17]27]3) 8$ (e )ax (e )al‘ 2 wz(x) dx

=

15i=sS5m = Ssnlly—m2 =~ sup  |(1,55(St—s = 1)¢)|

llollyyym.p =1
w

< sup ”77HI2/V—m,2”SS(St—S - 1)@“1/1/;"72
el yma=t "L

1
2

<C, sup Hn”wﬂm(l\/s (t—s)" (Z/ 0 <p| (1+2z) “My()dx)

lell ym,2=1
w
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Hence, if (14 x)2w;(z) < w;(x), for every i > 0, we obtain
|S;_sSin — S;kT]HW;m,Q < CvHWHWim’Q(l v s)™(t — s)7.

The second inequality follows similarly:

m 2
1Si-sp — llyma = (Z 105 = 1) Pusta) dm>
w 1=0 +

(5= |

(e~ (t=s)= _ 102 i(x)d
(1) e | wila) do

* |j1+je=i

For j € N,
94 = 1)) = [(~1) (¢ = s

< |(t—s)|.

Hence, if |t — 5| <1,

L(t—s)7 (Z/ & <p| (1 + ) w;(x )dx) .

If [t — s| > 1, we can perform the same steps, but with [t — s|*. O

Considering the previous estimates and embeddings, the following lemma might seem re-
dundant. However, it ties in more directly with Assumption (M 1) and gives more insight
into how the weights in our spaces can be chosen, if we require ||Sfvll;,—12 € L'(0,T) or

1

HS;I/HW;1,2 € LQ(O, T).

Lemma 40. Let v be a non-negative Radon measure on Ry, such that there exists a 0 < 6,
for which ‘fﬂh Wz/( dx)‘ < o00. Let 0 <t <T < oo and consider the semigroup Sy,
which was introduced in Lemma 56. Let a € R and 0 < v <1 satisfy 0, < v — a. We set
= (1 +2)7207 142 then
1vTY
v

”S;VHW—I,Q <C
1

Remark 41. We reiterated the crucial connection between the singularity of the kernel we
lift (1 —0,), the decay of the corresponding measure (8, ), the weighted space we work in (
= (1+x)7227 12 with 0, — v = ) and the time integrability of || S} 12 (indicated by

v)-

VHW
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Proof. Using the embedding from Lemma 34,
1Sivliy12 = sup  [(¢,S;v)|

w e llellyy2=1

= sup
: =1
e llelly 2

/R ()

IN

sup [|(1+2) "¢l
e llellyy2=1

/]R ) e (1 + 2)*v(dx)

.,
1 1
< s 1) el | [ e (o] @ au(de
e llelly1,2=1 Ry O \gt+e
1 —zt(1—7) 1 ! «a
<@vt)—  sup el | e Y —— ) Q+2)%(d2)|,
B gl 12 =1 © Ry l+z
with w; = (1 4 )20 142, O

3.2. Existence. The goal of this section is to prove an existence result for equations of the
type (3.2) with ¢ € Wq},’z, b, o being uniformly continuous functions in the ¢ and z-variable
and v; = v;(dz) (i = 1,2) being a non-negative, (tempered) measures on R, whose Laplace
transforms satisfy a certain relation similar to (1.3). We first consider b,o to be Lipschitz
continuous in z and obtain the existence and uniqueness of solutions in a standard way. In the
next step, we consider more general coefficients, which we approximate by Lipschitz functions,
and use a tightness result to obtain existence in this general setting.

Definition 42. Given k > %, Y € W2 and o € W;m’2. A W;m’2—valued predictable

process g, t € [0,T)] is called a mild solution of equation

t t t
62 == [ awdst [ s G ds+ [ ol i,
if
t t
33) = o+ [ e Inabls, Gu ) ds+ [ eI @)ols, () AW,
0

0

P-a.s. for each t € [0,T). If u has continuous sample paths, we will call it a continuous, mild
solution.

Assumption 43. Let L1y, L1 4,Cry, Cre > 0. The functions b: Ry xR — R and o: R4 x
R — R are continuous in both arguments and satisfy the following bounds for any t € [0,T],

(Coeff 1) Linear growth:

b(t.2)] < Cral + ). 0(t, )| < Cro (1 + 2.
(Coeff 2) Lipschitz continuity: For everyt € Ry, x,y € R,
b(t,2) — b(t,9)| < Lrpl — o, lo(t,2) — o(t,9)| < Izl — yl.

(Coeff 8) There exist mouli of continuity py, py, such that for everyt € Ry, x,y € R,
[b(t, ) = b(t, y)| < po(lz — y]), ot x) —o(t,y)| < po(lz —yl).
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Remark 44. There is no issue in considering coefficients which, in addition to x,t, also
depend on w € (), as long as the constants in the assumption are uniform in w. One can also
allow constants Cy that exhibit an L?([0,T))-singularity at 0. This case is a straightforward
adaptation of the statements in this paper, however, we refrain from including this case in
our arguments to not overload the proofs with additional parameters.

Notation 45. When we write Cr,, CLip,,CLG,,, CLG,, we implicitly refer to the constants
appearing in the previous assumption, without specifying the T' dependence explicitly. If a con-
stant without a second subscript appears, like Crip, CLa, it is implied that max{CLip,, CLip, } <
Crip and max{CLg,,CLc, } < CiLc.

We impose the following assumptions on v, and v,. We will discuss their interpretation
and alternative formulations afterward.

Assumption 46. (M 1) v, and v, are non-negative measures on Ry and there exist 0 <
0,0, <1, such that
1
Oy,
(1 + fa])™

For the measures from Assumption (M 1), Lemma 40 implies that there exists a weight w
and constants 0 < ap, a, < 1, such that

(34) Vb\a(R-i-) < oQ.

. c(T)
(3.5) ||5t—s’/b\o\|w;,2 < ma
where the value of ap,a, are connected to the choice of weight w. Hence, Lemma 40 allows
us to identify a weight, for which

(3.6) 157 swlly-12 € LY(0,T), 15— vo 12 € L*(0,7).

(M 2) We assume that this w satisfies Assumption 24, and the constant 1 function has finite
W2 norm, i.e. Jr, wo(z)da < oo.

Remark 47. Discussion of the assumptions.

e For the most part, it would suffice to impose (3.6) as a general Assumption and we
will use the previous implication extensively.

o Assumption (M 2) is not strictly necessary for our solution theory. It only comes
into play, when we want to relate an explicit SVE to the solution of the SEE. To
“reconstruct” the correct kernel, we will want to test the mild solution of (1.8) with
the constant 1 function. To obtain the SVE, the function in the non-local terms needs
to coincide with the functions we are testing with, i.e. ¥ = 1. This also reflects that
an L?-kernel is generally required to make sense of the stochastic integral. Intuitively,
being able to set ¢ = 1 correlates with the corresponding SVE being well-posed in the
sense of functions. (3.4) with % < 0,, < 1 would correspond to a kernel with an L*
singularity inside the stochastic integral which could, for o = 1, be interpreted as a
generalized fractional Gaussian field with Hurst index < 0 (see [52]).

o [t might seem reasonable to alter (M 1) by: There exist 0 < 07,05 < 1, such that

WV{ dz) is a finite measure on Ry.. If we wanted to test (3.3) with functions,
x x
1

that vanish sufficiently fast at 0, we could consider weights, which are not L; . around
0, which would indeed provide better estimates. Since, later on, we want Assumption
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(M 2) to hold, we will always require a contribution of 05 > 0. Such a contribution is
obtained via the semigroup and always results in a time dependence of the coefficient
appearing in (3.5).

Example 48. We illustrate potential choices of weights for common examples of completely
monotone kernels. In these examples, we verify the bound (3.5) via (3.4). Taking Assumption
(M 2) into account, we notice that the higher order weights w; for j > 1 play no particular

role. Hence these can be chosen freely to satisfy certain conditions related to the associated
Sobolev spaces.

Let t < 0.

(1) Let Kexp be a finite combination of exponential functions:

k
KeXp(t) = Zcie_xit,t > Oa
i=1
with k € N,¢; > 0 and z; € [0,00) fori=1,...,k. The corresponding Radon measure
is
k
Vexp(dx) = Zcﬁxi(dx),
i=1

where 6., denotes the Dirac measure at point x;. In this example, we set 6, = 0
corresponding to the unweighted case. Hence, we will allow ourselves to perform the
estimates in fractional Sobolev spaces. For estimate (3.5), we obtain

L/“la“@fwcmu<dx>
0

k
< sup Y ce OY()
llell 1 /24e,2=1 =1

sup
el 1/2+4e,2=1

1
<c sl (14 ;)

ol 1 24e,2=1 (1 + min; g, 20 (¢ — s))

for any 6 € (0,1) and € > 0. In this case, (3.5) is satisfied with a = 0.

Note that the additive constant inside the brackets only appears if there is an x;,
such that x; = 0.

In the unweighted case, Assumption (M 2) might become an issue, but since the
support of Vexp is contained in a ball of radius R = 2max{z1,...,x}, it suffices to
study the whole problem on the spaces W*P(Bgr(0)) (0 < a,1 <p).

(2) Let Kpqe be the fractional kernel of order oo € (0,1) :

1
Kfrae (1) i= =——t*"1 ¢t >0,
frac ( ) F(a) U >
The corresponding Radon measure is
1 (0%
T = — ¢~ %dz.
Ut ac(x) F(a)P(l — a)x €L

we will ignore the pre-factor m Let v > 0.

sup
lellyy1.2=1

/oooe—<t—s>%<x>u<dm> < sup (14 2)0(2)]

lellyy1.2=1

/ e L
0 (14 z)7ze
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o] 8V (1— 1 1
< sup H(1+x)”so(x)|!oo/ etimoed ﬁ)(t—s)ﬁ | 5 a
”@“W&)Q_l 0 ((tfs) +$> (1 +$)’\/,IO¢
1
< sup [ ()[lyp2.2 C(T).

(t=5)7 gl 121

w

(3.5) is satisfied with a = B. This illustrates that we require « < 1, 8+ ~v+ a > 0.

Assume, we wanted to square integrate the result, so < %

o First we consider the case a € (%, 1): Let € > & >0 be such that 1 —a+¢e < 1.
We set vy = —¢,B=1—a+&—e. Letw= (wo,w;) with w; = (1 + )21
then also Assumption (M 2) is satisfied.

e forace (07 %), we notice that we require additional decay, so we set v =1+¢ —
B — a. This results in a weight w = (wg, w1) with w; = (1 + )21, Hence we
can not guarantee that Assumption (M 2) is satisfied.

(3) A similar argument works for the kernel

by (t = 5) = s (= )7 = (=)37Y)).

(4) Let Kgamma be the Gamma kernel of the form

1

—Btye=l 15 0
F(a) e ) b

Kgamma (t) =

for some B >0 and o € (%, 1). The corresponding Radon measure is given by

1

T~ teeo o

Hgamma (dz) =

The measure [igamma will be supported on [5,00). Let e > 0 be such that 1 —a+¢ < 1.
The only difference to the fractional kernel is that the weights will be shifted by 5.

/OOO e (@ (da)| < [|(1+ (2 — B) (@)l '/;O e 7 A+ (z— Bl))v(x — B d
1 “Blt—s) | [ —(t—s)a(1—n 1
<[ara=gree] | [ (e e

e_ﬁ(t_s)
(t—s)n

1 o 1
< lle(@)lyy12 C(T) ; x—adx—}—/l —(1+x)77+“/+01 dx'.
The choice of a,yn are identical to K. . (3.5) is again satisfied with a = 7.
(5) Given any B > 0 and let the kernel K satisfying Assumption (M 1), the exponentially
damped kernel

K gamp (t) :== e LK (1), > 0,
has the corresponding Radon measure

Vdamp(dz) = 1[6700)(.%')VK( dz — B),
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with support SUpp Vgamp = {2 € [B,00) | © — f € supp u}. This case, roughly, can be
handled with the same specifications as for vi, since

e_BtK(t):/O 15upp(VK)e_5te_mVK(dx).

(6) Let 6 > 0 and consider any completely monotone kernel K, satisfying Assumption
(M 1), with the corresponding Radon measure vi. The sifted kernel

Kshift (t) = K(t + 6)’t >0,
possesses the corresponding Radon measure
Vshitt(dx) = e_‘sxyK( dz),

with support supp(Vshify) = SUPP(SUDPD fishift = SUPP 4).
A direct calculation shows that the assumptions are satisfied with a bound of the

form C(T) W .

Remark 49. On a purely formal level, measures Viae with o € (07 %) correspond to singular
kernels which are only L' integrable in time. Integrated versions of SVEs with L' kernels have
been considered in [2]. The non-integrated SVE is not well posed in a strong\ pointwise sense,
which is also reflected in the decay requirement of the test function in the lift. However, the
formulation of the X process in [2] is considerably “better-behaved”. A more in-depth study
of this case is currently a work in progress.

We recall for 6,,,6,, from Assumption (M 1) the weights from Definition 3

(w-)i(x) = (L)1~ 1%
> (w)ilw) = (14 @)1+
> (s )i(@) = (14 )12,
with
I if@ua<%, vvhereO<f5<%—6?yU7

= {eua —1+6 if6,, >1i where0<é< 3,

n— > max{6,,,60,, },

Ny < N <1

Remark 50. Let p € Wi’2, Y € W&,’f and v € Wi’2. There is no ambiguity in the

+ —
interpretation of the stochastic integral, since the driving noise W is one dimensional, and
i Vo ({u, 1)) is a mapping from Wi’z into the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from

wy
R to Wi’2, denoted by Lo(R, Wi’Q).

3.2.1. Step 1: The Lipschitz case.

Theorem 51. Let Assumptions (Coeff 1), (Coeff 2) and (M 1) be satisfied and T > 0 be fized.
Let Wi’2 correspond to the choice of space for which (3.6) holds. and py € L?(0,T; Wi’2)
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be given. Then equation (1.8), with initial condition gy, has a unique mild Wi’2 solution
wy
pe LAQ,C([0, T, W3?)).

wi

Before we begin with the proof, we introduce the following useful Lemma.

Lemma 52. Let 0 < T < oo, f,g € L*(0,T) and g > 0, then

t T
sup /O gt — $)f(s)ds < /0 o(T =) sup |f(u)]dr.

t<T o<u<r

T T
= sup/ g(T —r)f(r+t—T)dr < sup/ 9(T =) lr_s<p<ry|f(r +t = T)[dr.
t T—t t<T JO

Since0<r+t—T<r,

T T
sup/ 9(T — r)lr_i<p<r|f(r+t =T)|dr < sup/ g(T —r) sup |f(uw)|dr
t<T JO t<T JO 0<u<r

T
< /O o(T ) sup |f(u)]dr.

o<u<r

0

Proof of Theorem 51. We define the operator I': L2(Q, C([0,T], W "%)) — L%(Q,C([0,T], W "?))
by

w4 w4

t t
Ty o) = S0 + /O S5 (s, (s, ) ds + /0 St oo (s, (s, 1)) AW,

The proof is a rather standard application of the Banach fixed-point theorem, verifying the

self-mapping and contraction properties of I'. We only verify the contraction property of the

solution I', since the self-mapping property is verified analogously, using the estimate from

Lemma 38 and a similar estimate will be shown in Lemma 57. In the following steps, we

use that |(us, )| < supy,. 1Al 1.2 =1 [{ps, h)| = H/I/SHW—ll,Q. We first consider 7' to be fixed and
Wy a1

wt
“small”.

2
t
Esup [T (pg, p10) = T’ p10) 3y 1.2 < Crip, Esup (/0 1S5 svllyy-r2 [lrms = #3]lyy -2 d8>

t<T Wy t<T Wi W

t
+ Clip, Esup </ HS;‘_SVJHéVA,Q H,ui — ,ung,me ds)
t<T \J0 ik 1

w4 wy

2
t
S CLiprsuE (/0 HS:—SVbHWiQ HM; - M§HW12 dS)

t<T Wi W
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7
+ CLip,E /0 |55_ o

2
w12 Sl<lp H:U’i - M%H?,V—l,z ds
1 r<s

1
oy wy
¢ T . -
< CLip, sup / 1St sty —1.2 ds E/ 1% volly—1.2 sup H,ur - ,uerfm ds
t<T 0 ﬁ 0 ﬁ r<s ﬁ
T * 2 1 21(2
+ CLip, E HSN—sV" _,,Sup H,ur - 'U’THW_I’Q ds
0 W7 r<s T
oy +
1 21|12
< Cpp 7ESUD |15 = Ms”w*ll’2 )
s<T wy

=~ T T
Where Cs depends on T' via the terms [ HS%_SVbHWiz ds and [, HSF}_SV(,H?/V,ILQ. By As-
ot .
sumption (M 1), both of these integrals can be controlled by a constant times max{7T2%, T2%}.
Hence, we obtain a contraction for 7' small enough. Obtaining a solution on [0, 7] now follows
by standard arguments. O

Corollary 53. The solution map g — e is continuous for every 0 <t < T.

3.2.2. Step 2: General coefficients. Our strategy to show existence for the equation, when b, ¢
are merely uniformly continuous ( (Coeff 3)) and satisfy (Coeff 1) is to approximate general
b, o with Lipschitz continuous function and then pass to the limit. For precisely this limiting
procedure, we will derive a-priori estimates on the mild solution of equation (1.8), which will
be used in combination with certain tightness arguments.

A central tool to our approach is the next proposition, which allows us to approximate b, o
by a sequence of Lipschitz continuous functions b, o,, with a uniform linear growth bound.
By Theorem 51, for each n € N, the equation

(3.7) dpan(t) = —=2pn(t) dt + by (t, (n(t),¥)) At + veon(t, (pn(t), 1)) AW,
has a solution, for each ¢ € Wi’Q in the sense of Definition 42 with values in L?(€2, C([0, T, Wi’z)).

Proposition 54. ([17, Proposition 1.1]) Suppose F: Ry x R® — R is a Borel function of
at most linear growth, i.e.

3L < o0, ¥t > 0, Y € R, | F(t,)]| < L(1+ |z]),
such that F(t,-) € C(R™,R?) for anyt € Ry. Then there exists a sequence of Borel functions

Fi: Ry x R® = R%, k> 1, which have at most linear growth uniformly in k, namely
Vk e N, 3L < o0, Vt > 0, Vx € R", || Fi(t,z)|| < L(1 + ||z||),
which are Lipschitz continuous in the second variable uniformly in the first one,
Vk e N, dL; < o0, Vt > 0, Va,y € R", || F(t,z) — F(t,y)|| < Lg|lx — y||,
and which satisfy
lim Fy(t,-) = F(t,-) locally uniformly on R"

k—00

for allt > 0.
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Remark 55. Unlike the Lipschitz constant, the approximations Fy are share the same mod-
ulus of continuity as F'.

3.2.3. A-priori estimates. We will derive a “spatial” and a “temporal” estimate to perform
the limit n — oo in (3.7). The “spatial” estimate will be separated into two Lemmata since
we will reuse Lemma 56 in Section 3.3.

Lemma 56. Let Assumptions (Coeff 1) be satisfied, 1 < p and let p be a mild solution of
(1.8), with g € LP(Q, W ?).

+
Then there exists a constant Cp1c > 0, which only depends on p and the linear growth
condition (Coeff 1) and is independent of T, such

T
Esup\lm\l 12 <CPLGESUPHSt:u0Hp ~12 + Cprche (T )/ 17— vsllyy—1.2 B sup [|r][7, -2 ds
0 1

“’+ w+ + r<s Ty
T 5
(3.8) +Cpachos (D) [ 1S5l _12<Esup||ur|| ) ds
0 Wy Wy
T p T 5
+Cpu ( / Hs;sumrwfds) +Cpra ( / us;suauivlmds>
g Wy

where, j =1, if2<pand j=1, if 1 <j <2. Depending on the value of p, we set

T p—1 T 21
hb,1<T>=hb72<T>=< / us;subnwl,zds> , ho,1<T>=< / ||s;suo\|§v_l,2ds>
0 = 0 2L

wi +

T p=1
ho,2<T>=</0 ||s;suo\|§v_;,2) .

vy
Proof. Fix T'> 0. We use the maximal inequality (see [10]), and Jensen’s inequality, so that
for p > 2 we obtain

E sup [luellfy 12 < GoE sup [IS7uoll, .2

te[0,7 w; te[0,7 w+
p T
+CLG< us;subnw-l,zds> / 15— vhllyy—12Esup | pr|[? . 2 ds
=E 0 oy TSs W
+ + w4
51 g
* 2 *
+CpLa HSTfsvaHW-l,zds / 57— s, -lesupHmH 12 ds
oy 0 o ﬁ

VS|

p T
+Cpra ( / Hs;subnwmds> +Cpia ( / \|s;sua\|§v_1,2ds>
0 o 0 -

wi +

If1 <p<2and 2y, > p, then

E sup [lpelly, 12 < GoE s 157 oll7,

t€[0,T] w+ te[0,T w+
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T =l p
+Cp1ra </ HS},S%HWT,Q ds) / |ST— stHW 12EsupH,urH _12ds
0 0 1
Wy

oy

T
+ CpucE (/ I5-.tol?, )
0 Y
T P T
s [ 1Sl 205 ) +Cuc ([ 187wl e ds
0 I 0 -

W +
< GE sup ||}l
te[0,T)

Wi
1/2
T
ISt srel e {sup Il sup | s
0 ﬁ r<s W

wy w+
D
2

p—1

e

T Pt
+Cpic (/ Hs;subuwfads> 1Sty psBsup el ds
0 0 1
4

Wy Ber

b1 1/2
T o 2 p
p *
+ CpoE | sup . (/O IS5, ) P R P R

w4 H
P
2

wy w+

T P T
+Cpc ( / HS%SVbHWwdS> +Cpuc ( / Hs;suauivmds>
0 o 0 =

wi +
< GpE sup |[[SFpollf,

te[0,T)
oy
T =l
+Cpao ( |18l ds> |18kl Esupllasl, 1 ds
0 wL 0 wL r<s 1
+ + wy
+ Cprael SUPHMrH
w+
1 T p-l T ,
$ Gz ([ ISt wellyrs ) B[ ISkl sup 1 ds
€ \Jo L 0 1
T P T ?
+ CpLa </ HS%_SVI)HW_ILQ ds) +Cpra </ ||S}_Suo||év_11,2 ds) .
0 ar 0 o
Choosing ¢ such that Cprce < 1, bringing Cp1,geE | sup,<7 H”TH?;V*LQ to the left hand
- 1
wy
side and dividing by (1 — C)p 1.ce) yields
E sup HMtH 712 < Cp LG aE sup HSt/mHme
t€(0,7] = t€(0,7] =
+ T
T =l
+Cpne | [ I87-mnly—peds ) [ ISt anlly—aBsup il 10 ds
0 ﬁ 0 ﬁ r<s t
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T p=1
+ CpLG.e (/ 157 vol? —12) / [ ~12E SUPHMrH ~12 ds
0 _1
oy

T P T >
4 Cnce [ 1i-ly o5 | +Cprce | [ 187wl pads
0 ﬁ 0 t

O

Lemma 57. Let the Assumptions (M 1), (Coeff 1) be satisfied, 1 < p and let p be a mild
solution of (1.8), with py € LP (1, Wi’Q), where Wi’z corresponds to the choice of space for

which (3.6) holds. Then
(3-9) ESUPHMtH —12 < Cp,baT;m
o

Proof. By Lemma 56 and Assumption (Coeff 1),

T
EsupHutH 12 SCPLGEsupHSt:U'OHP 12+ G chei (T )/0 7@_8)1_QIE§1§1§|!MTIIW;1L2 ds

w+ w+ - wy

T
c(T) 2
+C ,LGha,j(T)/O mEigHurH ~12ds

wy

+ Cpra TPV 4 Oy gT (3D Ra—1),

hy1(T) = hyo(T) = C(T)TP~ Va1, he1(T) = C(T)T(z~DRa2=1) heo(T) = C(T)TP~H2a2=1),

Let u, A, G, F be non negative functions on R, . Since
u(t) < A(t) + G(t) + F(t) < A(t) + 2max{G(t), F(t)},
it suffices to estimate u(t) < A(t) + 2G(t) and u(t) < A(t) + 2F (t) separately. In our case,

T
% 1
ESHpHMtH 12 < CPLGEsupHSt:u'OHP —12 +2C bUThb,j( )/0 (T_S)l_alEsupHMTHW*12ds
oy Wy wy

+ 20p7LGT(p—1)a1

T
N 1
ESHpHMtH 12 < Cp LGESHPHS ,U'()Hp 712 +2C baTh ,]( )/ (T )2 2as SupHMTHw*12 ds
0
oy Wy wy

+9C, LT3N,

We can include the terms b; and by ; into the constant since it already depends on T'. [68,
Lemma 2.2] now yields

Esupllutll 12 < CpLG,T-

oy

Now we consider the time-regularity of ¢ — ;.



28 FLORIAN HUBER

Lemma 58. Let Assumptions (Coeff 1) and (M 1) be satisfied, v € [0,1] be arbitrary, 1 <

p < 00. Recall the weights from Definition 3 and let 0 < ,2v, < 1 be such that 8, — vy <

N—y0u, — Yo < N—. Assume p € LP(Q, L>°(0,T; W;w)) to be a mild solution to (1.8) with
wi

initial condition po € LP(€Q, Wi’z), where Wi’z corresponds to the choice of space for which

(3.6) holds. Then for s <t with |t — s| <1, the following estimate holds.

El|p — ”5”5(/*12’2 < Elp: — ,uSH 12 < Cpirc <]t _ | | g (1m23)E g n+/\1)> .

w__ w

Proof of Lemma 58.

EHMt - MsH};V—lm <C E”Mt - S;F—sﬂs“%/flm + EHS:—SILLS - /isH};Vﬂ 2

w _ w _ w

By Lemma 34, v, € W1"% v, € W"? with (wp); = (1 4 2)*» % and (w,); =

wy, wo

(1 + 2)?0% =142 for i > 0 and 2 € R;. Lemma 38 then implies

||S*I/bHW—12 < CT||l/bHW—12|7f| o

— wb

15t velly 12 < Crllvelly—12 16777,

for any 0 < t <T'. For simplicity, we will set

O, — Vo = 0uy, — Yo =1—.

E”Nt - SleusHp ~1.2 <C E”NS - S5 sMsH 1.2

w

p

Voo (1, iy, 1)) AW,

P
+CE</ (1S5 svpb(r, (pr, >))HW 12d7“> + C,E
w2

p/2

t p t
< GE ( / 157 sl b, e, ) dr) +G,E < / 15—t 2 -salor(r, (e, )2 dr)

t p=l
gE( / ||S:sub||wizdr> JaE: sl G DI
p/2
+E</ 15wl mwo(,wr,wm?dr)

gE< / ﬁd) / tﬁw(r, (toms )P dr

R (=
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p p
( - . 1+ HMrHWflm () . 1+ ||,Ur||W711,2
<C Elt — g|(— Pl/—““rd Elt — Yol5— /—w‘Fd
= Yp,LG | 5| i (’I“ _ S)Vb T+ | S| ) (’I“ _ 8)27" r

| e_qy [P 1
< Cp7LG <’t - S’(liwb)(pil) / m dr + ‘t — 8‘2’\/‘7(127 1) / m d7"> Efilg 1+ HMT‘HW711’2

< Gy (|t = s|0-WEDH00) g (=20 5-20) B (14 |2,
t<T 1
wy

< Gie <\’5 e R 31(1—2%>§> _

For the second estimate, recall that (wy);(z) = (1+)%"* =12 and use Lemma 39 to conclude
that (since n— > n4)
B[S stts = tslyy—p2 < Cllpts [t = |77,
= wr
In summary, we obtain

Ellpe — MSH%/}“ <Cpia (|t — S|(1—wb)p + |t — S|(1—2%)’§ + [t — 5|p((n7—n+)/\1)> )

w

O

Corollary 59. Let (T,)nen be a sequence of stopping times such that 0 < 7, < T and let
0 >0, then

Ellptr,+0 — Mm”};[,?z <CpLc <’0‘(1_%)p + ‘9’(1_2% 54 ]6‘7’(”*_7”/\1)) .

w

Equipped with these two estimates, we process to identify a convergent subsequence and
potential limit.

Definition 60. For a separable Banach space V, we define C([0,T), V¥ "), as the space of
weakly continuous functions w: [0,T] — V, equipped with the topology T, such that for all h
in the predual of V., denoted by 'V, the mapping

C([OaT]7 Vweak*) SV <U(.)7 h>V></V € C([O7T]7R)
18 continuous. In particular v, — v in C ([O, T; Vweak*) iff for allh €'V

=0.

ILm sup |(vn(t) —v(t),h)
n=00 e (0,7

We write C ([O,T]; Vweak) for the same space but equipped with the weak topology.

Consider the ball
Bri={yeV; l|ylv=ri}.
If V is separable, the weak* topology induced on B, is metrizable. Let ¢ denote the metric
compatible with the weak* topology on B,. Let us consider

C ([O,T];B:"eak*> =<{ueC ([O,T];Vweak*> :osup |lu@)|lvy <rp,
te[0,7

Wi

;
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which denotes the space of weakly continuous functions v : [0,7] — V and such that
supgefo,r] [v()|lv < 7. The space C ([0, T); BY¥eak") is metrizable with
Q(u’v) = Ssup Q(u(t)’v(t))'
t€[0,T]

Remark 61. The unit-ball on LP(0,T;V) is weak*-metrizable if and only if LP(0,T;V) is
separable, in which case compactness and sequential compactness coincide.

Since by the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem Bﬁveak* is compact, (C ([O,T]; Bfeak*) ,g) 8 a com-
plete metric space.

Let us consider V = Wi’Q and Bp the corresponding ball of radius R in Wi’Q.

Remark 62. Note that the weak topology on I/V_ll’2 coincides with the weakest topology for

o
which the mappings v — (v(-), )y, -1.2, 12 € C([0,T],R) are continuous.
1 wy

wr

Lemma 63. Let Z := C([0,T], W;M) nc <[O,T]; (Wi’Q)Weak*>, equipped with the mawi-

mum of the two topologies. Then a set K C Z is relatively compact in Z, if the following
conditions hold:

(1) sup,eg SUDP¢e0,7) HUHW12 < 0,
W
(2) Tims 0 SUDy i SUDs sefo1) sl s () — u(s) 22 = 0.

_1
w

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that K is closed in Z. The first condition allows

us to work on the metric subspace C ([0,T]; BEe") ¢ C ([O,T]; (Wi’z)weak*) for some

w
R > 0 large enough. Due to the compact embedding of Wi’z — Wﬁ’2, by Proposition 20,
w+ Wy
we can use standard arguments (see [(4]) to obtain the compactness of K in C([0, T, Wﬁ’z).

WAy

By Lemma 84, any sequence (u, ), C C ([0,T]; Br), which converges in Wﬁ’2, also converges

in C ([0, T Bgeak*). This finishes the proof, since we found, for any bounded sequence in K,
a convergent subsequence in Z. O

Lemma 64. Let {p,}nen be a sequence of continuous, F-adapted, Wﬁ’Q—valued processes

such that, for some 1 < p,

(1) SUPueKESUPte[O,T} HuH];Vflm < 00,

i
(2) Ve >0 Vn >0 30> 0 such that for every sequence (,),cy of F-stopping times
with 7, < T one has

sup sup P (H:U'n (Tn +0) — tin (Tn)HWfQ’Q = 77) Se.
neN 0<6<6 a1

w

Let Ly, denote the law of p, on Z. Then for every e > 0, there exists a compact subset
K. C Z, such that

sup Ln(Ke) > 1 —e.
n
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Proof. Let ¢ > 0. By the Markov inequality, we infer that for every n € N and R > 0,

IE‘:SUPtG[O,T] HU’H];V—ILQ

@ C
P sup [lullf 12> Ry | < <=
t€[0,T] :2 Ry R
Choosing % < R yields
€
supP [ sup ul? . >R <<,
neN t€[0,T7] 1 2
vy
By [22, Lemma 3.6, Lemma 3.8], there exists a subset A= C C([0, 7], W_12 2), such that
En(A%) > 1— 5. We can define K. as the closure of Br N A% in Z. By Lemma 63 K. is
compact in Z and the claim follows. O

Corollary 65. Let u, denote a mild solution of (1.8), given by Theorem 51. The laws of
{in}nen are tight on C([0,T], W >*)nC ([0,7); Byeak™).

W

By the Skorohod representation theorem (see e.g [23, Theorem A.1], or [50]), there exists
a subsequence (ng)ren, which is not relabeled, a probability space (2, F,P) and, on this
space, (C([0,T], W_Qz) N C ([0, T]; Bye*k™) ,C°([0, T; R))-valued random variables (i, W)

W

and (ﬁn,Wn) such that (ﬂn,Wn) has the same law as (u,, W) on B(C([O,T],Wﬁ’Q) X
CY([0,T);R)) and, as n — oo, )
(s W™) = (W) in ([0, T, W5>*) 0 C ([0, T BE™") x C°((0, T R) P-aus.

The first observation is that these new variables also satisfy (3.3) P-a.s., replacing (i, W)
by (fin, W) The proof is done via a regularization argument, similar to [21, Theorem 2.9.1]
(or [14, 25]). It remains to verify that the limit still satisfies the proposed equation. For
convenience, we will drop the tilde notation and agree to work on the new probability space
for the remainder of this section. In the first lemma, we investigate the convergence of the
individual terms of our approximate mild solution.

Lemma 66. For everyt € [0,T], we have the following convergences
(1) im0 B || (£) — )HW 22 =0.

(2) limposoo E || f3 S7_ b (s (in(5),1)) ds — 1S5, (i(5),6)) s .

(3) ity soo B || fy S5 (dw)an(s, (fin(5), ) AW = Ji St_ow(da)o(s, (f(s), ¥)

0.

WAy

Proof. The first claim already follows from the application of the Skorohod representation
theorem. First note that

HSt sV d$ HW—22 <CHSt sV d$ HW—12

~ Wi

llw-22
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/sts (dz)by ((Fin(s) ds—/Sts (dz)b(s, (Fi(s), ) ds

<[/ i, (i) ) ds = [ 87 o di((s). )

w2
| [ st artaom s s as = [ s n(anpts, (i) v0) ds -
< | [ st o @m ot o0 = s s ol as|
W
| [ sttt @) — bis, i) ol ds|
0 W;
< | [ st atanimtGnio o - @elas]
0 I/VL
[ St @l o i 00) = o o)l as| =Dy
0 W
For D, We obtain
B| [ St a(dn)lon((n(o) ) — @)l ds|
0 W

WAy

< [0St o)y 2Bl (s),0) = (i(s), ) ds
< sup Bl (i (s). ) = (). W) [ 17 p(do)ly 2 ds.

Since g™ — g in C’([O,T],I/V_2 ne ([O,T];Bgeak*) for almost every w € Q, (fin(s),v) —

((s),v) in C([0,T],R) for almost every w € €. Recall that py is a continuous function from
R — R, and lim py(x,, — ) — 0, as z,, — x. By the linear growth assumption on b and
Lemma 56, we can use the dominated convergence theorem to conclude that

=0.
W712,2

W

E lim

n—o0

/0 St () pp((fin(5), 8) — (T 0))| s

Dy is handled in a similar way. Let us introduce the sequence of stopping times 7,,, = inf{t >
0: sup, H[ZnHW_lz,z >m}.

WAy

?|

/O S () b)) — b((7i(s), 6) s

w22

W
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= E/O " 57 (dw)lly 2217, 0y b ((E(5), $)) = b((RiCs), %)) ds

Wy

t
<E [ IStw(@lly 2o s ullelhyza) = bllely o)l ds

w2 ||2||W—12,2 <m T B
o

By the linear growth assumption, the dominated convergence theorem and the locally uniform
convergence,

t
limE/ [1S;_sv(dz)l| 22 sup 1bn(ll2]lyy—22) = b(||2]ly)—22)| ds = 0.
ko Jo o 2 |l2lly,—22<m e B
1

W

The stochastic terms are treated similarly. Note that

| [ 1S a0 ((in(s). ) = 2 w(de)o (). 0Dy -22 s

<CE

/ 1St sv ()2, 22 (@n((in(5), ) — on((Hi(s), )))? ds
0 1

WAy

+CE

/0 HSiisV(dw)IIiV—i,z (on((f(s),¥)) — o ((i(s),%)))* d5] = 51+ 5.

The convergence of both terms is very similar to Dy and Ds. The argument for the convergence
of the stochastic integrals is a direct adaptation of [33, Lemma 2.1] or [21, Lemma 2.6.6, step
3] to the case of convergence in L'(f). By standard arguments, see e.g. [24], we conclude
that (Q,JE , f”) and (ﬁ, W) satisfy the conditions of Definition 4 and are a probabilistically
weak, mild solution to the SEE (1.8). 7, was merely a localizing sequence and we can let
m — oo and obtain the claim. O

Theorem 5 follows directly from the previous Lemmata.

Since a probabilistically weak solution usually connects to a martingale problem, we briefly
argue that a mild solution, as obtained above, also satisfies a weak formulation of (1.8), which
relates more directly to a martingale problem. We will drop the tilde notation when working
with a probabilistically weak solution.

Lemma 67. Let pu be a mild solution to (3.3) and assume that vy, v, satisfy Assumption (M 1)
and set 0, = max{0,,,0,,}. Let ¢ € W2, with w; = (1 4 a)2H2max{0u 000 }=1420 (4, ), =
(1+ x)QmaX{‘g”b’e”o}*H%, then u satisfied the weak formulation

(3.10) (it 0) = (o, ) + /0 (e, —20) ds

(3.11) + /0 (. 2)b(s, (1 0)) s + /0 (Vs )0 (5, (s ) AW

Proof. The proof is standard, so we only sketch it. Without loss of generality, assume pg = 0.
Otherwise we can consider the process p; — Sfpo. Fix ¢, apply —xp to (3.3) and integrate
over time.

t t S
/ (s — S0, ) ds = / / (S5 vy —2)b(r, (i ) dr ds
0 0 0
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t S
T / / (S2_vs ) (r, (s 18)) AW, ds
0 0
t t
— / (v, / S sz ds)b(r, {1, ) dr
0 r

+f ' / S, g dsyolr, (urs ) AWV,

By Lemma 36 S* is a strongly continuous semigroup on W%, Hence

wg,,

[ = Sth0,—w0hds = [ Sir)blr, () dr = [ 00 )
0 0 0

t t
+ / (Vo Sorig)o (1, (s ) VY, — / Vs )0 (1, (s ) ATV,
0 0
t t
:<,Ut_St*,UO7<P>_/ (b, ©)b(r, (me)d?“—/ (Vo, 0o (1, (pr, b)) AW,
0 0
In summary, we obtain

(e — Sfpo, @) — /

0

t

(v, )b, (g, 1)) dr — /0 Vs @) (s ) AW,

t
= /0 (s, —xp) ds — (ST po, @) + (1o, @)

The previous Lemma implies in particular, that for every ¢ € W;l’z, the process

Myt 1) = (e, 0) — {100} + /0 (—tpte, ) ds — /0 (v, Vb, (1, 1)) ds,

is a square-integrable F; martingale with respect to the measure P, with quadratic variation

/0 (1, 020 (s, (10,6))? ds.

Remark 68. The equivalence with the weak formulation would also allow us to derive a dual
formulation of the process p in the case o(x) = x7, for % < v < 1. Let us set ¢ =1 for
simplicity. Purely formal, by Ito’s formula,

B [ 00] — B [e b0~ [ ' 009 (cauls). ) + (M0 1) = (61, 1)) ]

This allows us to formulate an equation for the dual process. We consider the following
stochastic evolution equation

Y(t)=Y(0) —/0 xY (s) ds+/0 (V,Y(s)>d5+/0 <1/,Y(s)>% dL,

where L is a non-negative Levy process with purely positive jumps, such that

; t (1A 14 (—jzA))A"27"1dA —ti =T+t O (eizA_11 izX))A~27 =1 dA
E [e—wL(t)} _ eCLfo+(e +(—izX)) _ ot CLfo+(e IA<1iz)))

)
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_ 13 (2y-1)
=~ 2T(2-2)

with cr, and truncation function h(\) = A1jg1)(A). The corresponding character-

istic triplet is given by <2,Y%1, 0, )\TIH d)\). Hence, we have that

o] g o] g [ B i)

Note that fR+ INPA Al (dA) < 0o. To obtain the (mild) existence of a dual process, it suffices

to solve the Volterra SDE
t

t 1
Vi =g(t) + / ky(t — s)Vsds + / ko(t — s)V5" dLs.
0 0
By [38, Theorem 4.4.11], the existence of a dual process would imply
E [F(p1,0(0))] = E [F(uo, ()],

and uniqueness in law for the SEE. The same idea was used in [56]. Since [3] requires a few
technical modifications to apply to this setting, we will not follow this idea rigorously in this
work.

3.3. Long term existence and invariant measures. In this section, we assume for sim-
plicity that our solution g is unique in law. We refer to the introduction where we mentioned
several uniqueness results which, due to Theorem 6, can be transferred from the SVE to the
SEE. This assumption could be avoided by proving a Markov-selection result like in [11] and
carefully performing the following arguments for the corresponding selection.

Assumption 69. (UL) We assume that the (mild) solution to (1.8) is unique in law.
(UC) We assume that the coefficients b,o only depend on x.

We Assume (UC) for the remainder of this chapter, which implies that the constants from
Assumption (Coeff 1) can be chosen uniformly in 7'

Proposition 70. Let p be a mild solution of equation (1.8), with initial condition py,

which is unique in law (Assumption (UL)). Then the family {u(po)}, w12 18 a time-
it ] 1

wy
homogeneous Markov process and in particular Prys = P, Ps.

Proof.

t+to t+to
fig e = e~ THOIZ 0 4 / e (=92 b((1ug, ) ds + / e 0=y o((g, 1)) AW,
0 0

to to
= et (s [ G as+ [ o aw)
0 0

t+to t+to
[ e g ds 4 [ ey o (g i
] t
0 trto ’ t+to
= ¢ 14y (o) + / e O b (g, 1)) ds + / e =Ty o (1, ) AW
to to

t t
= oy (o) + / 9 b (g1, 1)) s + / O ({1t 0)) AW,
0 0

By uniqueness in law, Pio(uo) = E [@(pe+4(0))] = E [o(pe (2t (110)))]- In particular,
E [p(tto+t(10)) | Fro] = E [t (o (110))) | Fiol = Prp(pite (110)))-



36 FLORIAN HUBER

O
Remark 71. Recall that Wi’Q was defined as the dual space of Wul}f with respect to the

wi

unweighted L? duality.

This section aims to study the weak and generalized Feller properties of solutions to (42).
As a first step, we want to establish a weak sequential Feller property for the solution (1.8).

Let the initial condition of equation (1.8) be denoted by py € Wi’z and let the space of
wi
bounded, Borel measurable functions from Wi’Q to R be denoted by Bb(Wi’z,R). For
every ® € By(W"? R), we define
wi
Py®(p0) = E [P (1t (p0))] -
By continuity of the trajectories of p, P; forms a stochastically continuous semigroup on
W;m, ie.
w

lim P, ® =0
lim P (10) (o)

for every ® € Cb(Wi’Q).
wy
Proposition 72. Let ®: Wi’z — R be a bounded and sequentially weakly continuous func-
wy
tion and t > 0. Then P®: Wi’Q — R is also a bounded sequentially weakly continuous
wy
function. In particular, if pon — po in W;m, then for any t > 0, Pe®(pon) — Pi®(uo), as

w
+
n — oQ.

Remark 73. Referring to the work [51], this theorem verifies that Py(Sy((W ;?)"eak*)) C

oy
Sb((Wi’z)Weak*), where Sb((Wi’z)Weak*) denotes the set of all real-valued, bounded, weakly
sequentially continuous functions on WZI’Q

wi

. This property is also referred to as the sequen-
tially weak Feller property.

Proof. Let t > 0. We start on the filtered probability space (2, F,F,P). Given a sequence
(H0,n)nen C Wi’Q, converging weakly to pg € W;m, we need to verify that P.®(uon) —
Pi®(pp), where P,®(puo) = [i-1.2 ®(p¢(p10)) dP#°. By Lemma 56, P;® is bounded from w2
A 1
Wi W
to R. Theorem 5 yields the existence of a solution (QH0n, FHon FHOn PHON hon JIHON) o
equation (1.8) for each pg . Hence Pr®(uop) is well defined. Let pton denote the joint law

of (uron WHon)  We already know by Theorem 5 that (QHo, FHo FHon PHO 40 TIHO) to

equation (1.8) for s19. By Lemma 56 and 58 (and since we assumed that (pon)nen € Wi’z

wi
weak —x*
was convergent), we conclude that the laws (p#0),, are tight on C ([O, T; <Wi’2> ) N
wi
C ([O,T]; Wjﬂ).

W~
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We set u* = p.(po,n). The Skorohod representation theorem (see [50]) yields the existence
of a subsequence n; which will not be relabelled, a new stochastic basis (Q,]} ,fF,I@), where
F = (fs)se[oﬂ and F-progressively measurable process fi, (4"), with laws supported on
Wﬁ’Q N Wi’z and a new Wiener process W, such that itn has the same law as p” and

WA wy

A" — fon C([0,T7, Wﬁz) ncC ([O,T], <W12> e ) P-a.s. The system (Q,]:",IF',]?’, W, i)
W~ wy

is a probabilistically weak solution of (1.8). In particular i} — f; (weakly-*) in W;m. Since

® was chosen as an element of the sequentially continuous bounded functions on Wi’Q,

P-a.s. ®(i") — ®(1) in R. The boundedness of p allows us to use Lebesgue’s dominl;jged

convergence theorem to conclude that

Tim B[ ()] = Bl@ ().
By the equality of laws of ™ and u'*, we obtain
E[®(ay)] = B [@(uf)] = P®(on)-

By Assumption (UL), we have that the solution to (1.8) is unique in law. Hence, it must hold
that

E[@(ﬂt)] = E[® ()] = PP (o)
This yields
lim P (po) = lim E[® ()] = E[® ()] = E[® ()] = Pe®(po)-

O
Corollary 74. Let o(z) = 1+ HQUHW*IL% then P, as defined above, is a generalized Feller
semigroup. o
Proof. Since we satisfy the necessary assumptions, [31, Theorem 5.3] implies that the weak(-

) Feller property of Proposition 72 implies the generalized Feller property. P; is therefore a

oy

weak™
strongly continuous semigroup on B¢ <<W_11’2> > (see section 1.1 regarding the nota-
tion).
To make use of the weak or generalized Feller property, we will derive additional estimates.

Assumption 75. (LT) Let v;, i € {b,o}, be such that for any 0 < s < t,
(3.12) IS¢ svilly 10 < CF(t = )

Wt

with kernels F; >0, F, € C(Ry) N LYR,) and F, € C(Ry) N L?(Ry).

Lemma 76. Let pu be a mild solution of equation (1.8), let Assumption (LT) be satisfied and
assume that supp~q Esupco ) 157 ol -1.2 < 0o. Then
’ 1
o
(3.13) sup E|pellyy-12 <supE sup ||pelly 12 < oo.
te[0,00) = T>0 t€[0,7) o
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Proof. Let u, A, G, H be non negative functions on R. Since
u(t) < At)+ G(t)HF(t) < A(t) + 2max{G(t), H(t)},

it suffices to estimate u(t) < A(t) + 2G(t) and u(t) < A(t) + 2H(t) separately. Hence for
i€{bo}, j=1,2, we consider

(3.14)

T Yi J
Bsup [l 1o < CEsup |S7holl 1+ ChiglT) [ FA(T =) (E sup Huruivm> ds,.
t<T 1 t<T 1 0 r<s 1

wy wy wy

where, depending on p,

Yo,1 = Vb2 = Vb, Vo1 = Yo Vo2 = 27 — 1,

T p-1 T
hy1(T) = hyo(T) = ( / [ - ds) e (T) = < / 15— vy ds)
0 o 0 o

wy Wy
heo(T) = 1.

Since 7; ; < 1, we can use Young’s inequality to obtain

(MiS)

-1

1
w4 W - wy

T
Bsup [l 10 < CEsup |Sipoll 1o+ Chig() [ B =) {1+ Esuplulf, . | ds
t<T 1 t<T 1 0 r<s

T
<C | EsuplISiulf, o+ his(T) [ FAT - )ds
t<T 1 0

Wy
T
+Chig(D) [ F(T = sBsup s,
0 r<s ﬁ
Now, we use [68, Lemma 2.2], which allows us to bound the previous terms by the corre-

sponding resolvents (of the second kind) of F;, namely

F(t) < alt) + /0 Pt — )f(s)ds,

implies
ft) <alt)+ /0 Rp(t — s)a(s)ds.

We will also use that [42, Theorem 1] implies that if the kernel F' € L'(R, ), then its resolvent
Rp € L'(R,). By Assumption (LT) h; ; < C and we obtain

T
Boup 2, < C | 1+ Esup [Sipoll, 1o | +C [ Re@ =) |1+ Esuplsiaolfy .o | ds
t<T 1 t<T 1 0 t<T 1
Wt w4 w4
Assumption (LT) and [12, Theorem 1] now yield that
sup Esup [|e|[7 12> < oc.
T  t<T

1
Wi



MARKOVIAN LIFTS OF STOCHASTIC VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 39

Let us verify (LT) for two examples. Recall that in the Example 48, the kernel obtained in
the estimates for the Gamma-kernel was again a Gamma-kernel. The same property can be
derived for the shifted fractional kernel. Hence, we will discuss the examples in this section
in terms of the kernels F;, appearing in Assumption (LT).

e The gamma-kernel:Let § > 0, 3 € (0, 1) and F;(t) = e *t#~1. Note that fg e (=) (¢ —
5)8~1ds = 678 (T'(8) — I'(B, 6t)), which can be bounded by a constant. The resol-
vent (of the second kind) is given by R(t) = e %P1 Eg 5(—t%), where E, 5(2) =
3570 =i denotes the Mittag-Leffler function. It can be easily verified that

n=0 T'(an+pB)
supy fOT R(s)ds < o0.
e For fixed a,e > 0, let Fi(t) = W This kernel is clearly in L!'(R,). Note that

kernels of this form are completely monotone and fit in our previous analysis.

Theorem 77. Let pu be a solution of (1.8) and let Assumptions (LT) hold. Then there exists
at least one measure Q on Wi’2 , such that PFQ = Q.

wi

Proof. The statement follows directly from [54, Proposition 3.1] and estimate (3.13). O

Proof of Theorem 8. The theorem follows from Theorem 77, Proposition 72 and Corollary
74 O

Remark 78. We could have obtained the result via the strategy used in [19]. Since (FPr);>q

be the generalised Feller semigroup associated to (t),~q. Hence, for any (Wil’z)weak* -valued

oy
random variable po ~ 1, Pro(po) = Epy [0 (pe)].
We can use the weight o(p) = 1+ HuH’;V,LQ, which is an admissible weight according to the
1
wy

Definition [31, Definition 2.1].

sup [ B [0 0] dn (o) = supE [0 )] < .
t20 Jw t>0

Wy
is enough for an application of [19, Lemma 3.1].

Proof of Theorem 9. Theorem 77 implies the existence of a probability measure Q on Wi’z

wi
such that, if py = dozg ~ Q, for any ¢ > 0, Q is the Law of pz. ((ut,1))s>s is distributed
according to the push-forward measure of Q under the map p +— (u,1) and also strictly
stationary. 0

4. ITO-FORMULA FOR VOLTERRA EQUATIONS

Our last application of the lifting procedure is an It6-type formula for SVEs. We will rely
on the results from [32] (see also [28, 9]). For this, we consider the separable Hilbert spaces
U, V,H,V' such that V < H < V' is continuous and dense. In this section, we impose
Assumptions (M 2) and (M 1). Let 6, = max{6,,,0,,} and ¢ < 1 —6,. We can simply
set U =R, V' = W2 with (w_)i(z) = (1 + )42 H = w2 with (w.)i(z) =

w

(142) O —)=142 and V = W2 with (w)i(z) = (14+2) 242, Let & € CH2([0, T]x V, R),

wi
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then we denote the the partial Frechet derivatives of ® by

9,® € C([0,T] X V, L(V,R)), 9, ® = ‘3_‘91;

2 9 0’®
0 € C([0,T] x V, L(V, L(V,R))), 0% =~
0P € C([O,T] X KR),&ESD = %—(f

Remark 79. Our spaces changed slightly in this section since we no longer require the com-
pactness of any embeddings.

We recall the following definition from [32].
Definition 80. (Mild Ito process). Let S*: Ay — L(V', V) be a B(At)/S(V',V)-measurable
mapping satisfying St, +,5%, 1, = S, 1, for all t1,ta,t3 € [0,T] with t1 <tz <t3. Additionally,
letY : [0,T]|xQ—= V" and Z : [0,T) x Q@ — HS (U, V') be two predictable stochastic processes
. t % t % 2
with [ ||S%,Ys|,, ds < oo, P-a.s. and [ HSSJZSHHS(U,V) ds < 0o P-a.s. for all t € [0,T].
Then a predictable stochastic process X : [0,T] x Q — H satisfying

t t
T T

P-a.s. for allt € [0,T] N (1,00) is called a mild Ité process (with semigroup S*, mild drift Y
and mild diffusion Z ).

By Lemma 36, 38, S* satisfies the mapping properties mentioned in Definition 80.
Theorem 81. [32, Theorem 1] Let X : [0,T] x Q — H be a mild Ité process with semigroup
S* Ay = L(V,V), mild drift Y : [0,T] x Q@ = V' and mild diffusion Z : [0,T] x Q —
HS (U,V"). Then

t
IP[ t 1(220) (s, 5%, X5) S, Y|, + [|(029) (s, 8%, X,) SitZsHiS(U,m
0

ds<oo]:1

t
| [ 10000 (5. X0+ 1088) (5:520) oy 1552 gy 0 < o] =1
0

and
t t
® (t, Xy) = @ (to, S, 1 X1o) +/ (01®) (s, 5%, Xs) ds +/ (82®) (s, 5%, Xs) S, Ysds

to to

t t
+ / (02) (5,53, X.) 2 Ze W, + 5 3 / (30) (5,57 ,X.) (521 Zues, 5% Zoc;) ds
jeN v to

to
P-a.s. for all to,t € [0,T] with ty <t and all ® € C12([0,T] x V,R).

Corollary 82. Let ky, k, be completely monotone kernels such that their associated measures,
given by (1.3), satisfy Assumptions (M 1), (M 2). Let X denote the solution of the corre-
sponding stochastic Volterra equation (1.1), S* the semigroup from section 3.1 and f € C12.
Then the following Ité formula holds.

t t
f(tv Xt) - f(t07 <St*0,tﬂto7 1>) + . 88f(87 <S:,tlu'87 1>) ds + . 8$f(87 <S;k,tM87 1>)kb(t - s)b(87 XS) ds
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t
+ O f (s, (S;k,t:us, D)ko(t — s)o(s, Xs) dWs
to
I 2 * 2 2
+ 3 (Bxf(s, (S&t,us, 1>)) ko(t — s)“o(s, Xs)*ds
to

Proof. We lift the SVE to the infinite-dimensional evolution equation (1.9). By Theorem 5,
w € C([0,T], W:1’2). The required mapping property of the semigroup S* is a consequence

wi

0
of the inequality e”¥ < (%y) , for any 6 € [0,1) and y > —1. Let o(u) = f(t,{u,g)). The

mild It6 formula now yields

t t
Pt i) = F(t e 9)) = flto, (St otios9)) + | 0f (3,4 etts 9)) ds + | Duf (s, (Sattor 9))(554Ys ) ds

to
+ avf(sa <Ss,t1u8’ g>)<Ss,tZSa g> dWS + 5 Z/ (aif(s’ <Ss,t:u8a g>)) (Ss,tZSej’ Ss,tZSej) ds
to =N to
t

= f(t()v <St07tll’L07g>) + &ff(s? <S:,tlu'87g>) ds

to

t
+ t Or f (5, (S5 thts, 9))(S5vb(s, (s, ©)), g) ds
0

t
+ [ 0uf (5, (S5 s, 9))(S5 v (s, (s, ), 9) AW

1

+§/t (021 (5, (St 115, 9))) (S%v0(s, (s, ), S v (s, (s, ) (9 ® g) ds

Setting g = 1 yields
t t
[, Xy) = f(to, (Sgy eht0, 1)) + [ Osf(s,(S5ehs, 1)) ds + [ Onf(s, (S5 4hs, 1))k(t — 5)b(s, X) ds
to to

t
+ 0. f (s, (S;"t,us, 1))k(t — s)o(s, Xs) dW
to

+ % /t (02 £(5, (S 1o 1)) K(t — )20 (s, X,) ds
to

Proof of Proposition 10. The only part which is left to show is that
E[X¢| F] - /t kp(t — r)E [b(r, X,) | FX] dr — /t ky(t —r)E [o(r, X,) | F2*] dW,
s s
= E (7™ g, 1) | F2| = (70, 1),
This, however, follows directly from taking conditional expectations and noticing that the

filtration generated by (X;); is the same as the one generated by ((u,1)),, since (Xi); is
simply a finite-dimensional marginal of (u;);. Hence the law of X; conditioned on the filtration



42 FLORIAN HUBER

FX coincides with the law of X}, conditioned on the filtration generated by (ut)t. We obtain
ELX; | 2] = El(u, 1) | F£] = E [ p,,1) | 7]

t t
+E [/ ky(t — r)b(r, X,) dr —i—/ ko(t —r)o(r, X,)dW, | F*|.
Ol

The next Corollary is now a direct consequence of Proposition 10.

Corollary 83. Let X be a solution of the stochastic Volterra equation (1.1). Suppose that
there exists a C > 0, such that |Xo| < C, almost surely. If there exists a function V €
C?(R,R,), constants 0 < d, h,c1,co < oo and 1 < p which satisfy

(1) 1]z < V(x) < co|zlP for all x € R,
(2)
LV (z,t,8) = V' (Ts)kp(t — s)b(Xs) + V" (Tst) ko (t — 5)20(Xs)? < AV (X,) + d,

then the solution X is a global solution of the stochastic Volterra equation, in the sense
that for each 0 <t < oo, E[|X;]] < oco.

Proof. By the Ito formula for Volterra equations, for any ¢ > 0,
V(X)) =V(E [POt‘}-@(])

+ /t V(B [Tot| F2X ) (t — 8)b(Xs) + V(B [Dot| Fi ko (t — 5)0(Xs)? ds
0

+/0 V!(Dst)ko (t — 5)o(Xs) AW

Taking the expectation, and using LV (z,t, s)

IN

RV (Xy) + d, we get
t

E[V(X)] <E[V(Xo)]+h | E[V(X,)] ds+ td.
0

Gronwall’s inequality now yields

E[V(Xy)] < (E[V(Xo)] + td) €.
The statement follows by the assumption that V(z) < ca|z. O

5. APPENDIX

5.1. Proofs of technical results.

Of Theorem 6. (1) Let X be a solution of the SVE (1.10) with Xy = xg. Define

t ¢
(5.1) Y; = e Y, +/ e =)y (2)b(s, X ) ds +/ e =)y (2)o (s, Xg) AW,
0 0

By the assumed integrability (1.11), Lemma 27 and Lemma 40, Y is a Wim—valued

adapted process and satisfies fOT HY;H%/V‘LQ dt < oo a.s. for any ¢t > 0, due to Young’s
1

convolution inequality. By the same egtimates, performed in Section 3.2.2, Y is a
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2

. -2 . . . ..
continuous W ;7“-valued process, where w_ is given as in Definition 3. We note that

the map f +— (f, 1) from Wil’z to R is linear. Hence,

t t
(Y3, 1) = (7Y, 1) + / (e )y (), 1)b(s, X,) ds + / (e =)y (2), 1)o (s, X ) AW,
0 0

t t
=z + / ki(t — s)b(s, Xs)ds + / kao(t — s)o(s, Xs)dWs = X,
0 0

a.s. for a.e. t > 0. Therefore Y is a mild solution to (1.13) and X; = (Y, 1) a.s. for
a.e. t > 0.

(2) We now prove the converse part. Assume 4 is a mild solution of (1.13) and define the
process X; by

X = (1) = (€0 1)+ [ (o) Db, G D) s+ [ (). 1) (s, G, 1) AW

2

Wis a W;l -valued process and the map f — (f,1) from W;1’2 to R™ is continuous

and hence Borel. Using assumptions and the properties of the measures Uy, Vg, it can

be shown that ¢ — (u, 1) is continuous. This implies that X is a predictable R-valued
process. Applying the map f — (f,1) to the mild formulation

t t
e = e ", +/ ey (2)b(s, (s, 1)) ds + / ey (@)o (s, (us, 1)) AW,
0 0

we see that

X, = <e'tu0<-> + e (b (s, (1, 1)) dis 4 / e (o (s, (i 1)) AW, 1>

0 0

:x0+/0 K(t—s)b(s, (us, 1)) ds—i—/o K(t—s)o(s,{us,1)) dW;

t t
:x0—|—/ K(t—s)b(s,Xs) ds+/ K(t—s)o(s,Xs) dWs,
0 0

a.s. for a.e. t > 0. Therefore, X is a solution of the SVE (1.10) with Xy = xo9. We
have

t t
Y, =e 'Y, —|—/ e~ =)y (s, Xs) ds—l—/ ey, o (s, Xs) dWs
0 0
a.s. for any ¢ > 0. This completes the proof.
O

Proof of Proposition 20. (1) Let {un}n be a bounded sequence in Wi* and let B, (0)
denote the ball with radius 2™ in R. First, we note that the restriction of Wy,?* to
Wl (B, (0)) is a continuous map. By Assumption 1,

Z/B |Dju|pdx§ Z / (0)‘Dju‘pwj(x)dx sup

0<lj|<s ? Bm(0) 0<ljl<s 2E€Bm (0)

Z /B {Dju{pwj(m)deCR Z / o ‘Dju‘p dz.

0<lj|<s ? Bm(0) 0<jl<s

)

w; ()
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By our assumptions on the weight w, the sequence {u, }, is also bounded in W*?(B,,(0)).
By Rellich’s embedding theorem (see [3, Theorem 4.12] ), W*P(B,,(0)) — Wh4(B,,(0)),
when the parameters s, [, p, q satisfy the relation in the statement. This allows us to
extract a subsequence {u,, }x converging in W44(B,,(0)) and a further subsequence
converging almost everywhere to a limit u™. This sequence is still bounded in Wy
We can iterate the above procedure on a bigger ball with radius 27! > 2™ yielding a
further subsequence converging almost everywhere to a limit «”*!. Due to the almost
everywhere convergence, u™ = u™*! on B,,,1(0). On each consecutive ball, we can
extract a new almost-surely convergent subsequence. In the following, we will not re-
name the extracted sub-sequences. This construction yields a diagonal sequence and
a function u, such that u(z) = u™(x) with m chosen such that for each =z € B,,(0),

(z) "= u™(z) = u(z) almost everywhere. According to Fatou’s Lemma,

Z / ‘Dju|p dx<11r%1£10f Z / ‘D] m‘pwj dz < C.

0<|j|<s 0<lj|<s

m

Up,

Let M € N, M > K, where K was given in the assumptions. Recall that for every
0 < |j| <1, wi(z) > w;(z) for all x € R\By(0) and zf(m) — 0 as |z| = oo. For

J($)
u € WhI(RH By (0)),

Z/R ‘Dju{q x)dz < Z/ ‘Dju{q Zzggwg(x) dz

j<l A\ B (0) i<l R4\ By (0)

gy ij
<Z/ | D7 wj(m)dxw;EM;.

<1 /RN\BMm(0)

E ;<5 for any € > 0. Hence,

Z/ |D7um—D3u‘ dx—Z/ |Djum—Dju‘qwj(x)dx
R4

i<l i<l

—i—Z/ |Djum—Dju‘qwj(x)dx

I<l \B]M

wj(M)/ o, |P Jul?) w'
§e+czwj(M) oo <|D P + | D7 )wj(x)d:c

< (I +1)e.
This finishes the proof of the first statement.

(2) Let Br(0) be again the ball with radius R. By Assumption 1, there exists a constant

such that

1wl £ (BR(0)) < Cu,rllUllLo(Br(0)) < Cu,rllUllwsr(Bg0))

(a) Let there be an i € {0,...,s}, such that w;(0) = 0.
Since we assumed wy, € B?(RY) for every k = 0,...,s,

Ju(z)|P da %— J pi(x)l/p T :
</BR<O>‘D (@) d) ‘</BR(0)‘D u(@) wj(w)l/pd>
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1 p—1

, P 1 E7
D’ u(z)PPw;(x) de ——dx
</BR(O)‘ w ) > </BR(0) wj(x)r1 )

< C|ID?ull e By (0)-

IN

By classical results, we know that u € C(Br(0)) in each of the respective cases
by [8, Theorem 4.12, Part II]. Since continuity and differentiability are local
properties, and we assumed that w € Lg; , we can shift the center of the ball and
obtain the continuity and differentiability properties on the whole space. The
statements including the boundedness and weights however require more work.
Let Ar = Bog\Bg. By [3, Theorem 4.12, Part I}, W'P(Byg) < L°°(Bag)
continuously. On Ag, with R > 1,

1/p
l
w2 (an) = (R | reo ) < Cayw(B) lywiwayy < Cay | Y RPN Db, ,
=0
Hence,
[u()we( )z (ag) < lwel) Lo (ag) llw(Re) | Lo (a)
I 1/p
< Ony o)l amy | S B DIlL,
7=0
I 1/p
< Cay|lwe() Lo (ap) RIP~w; ” 1( )H IIDRUII%
=0
I N 1/p
< Cay | DR Hwe()|f (An) Jw; " (R )H IIDRUII%
=0
I 1/p
ip—d p _p_il %
< Cana | S0 RPN O a0y 7 R Ty | el o
=0

l
< Cana S R Ol amlle; ™ (RN F oy il
j=0

By Assumption, the terms on the right-hand side are bounded, which yields the
claim. If s — 1 > 1, the argument can be repeated with the derivatives of u. The
boundedness of u follows from the identical steps, with w, = 1.

(b) The second case is even easier, since

/ | DI u(z) [P da S% / |Diu(z)Pw;i(z)dz | .
Br(0) ct/? \ (o)

Considering again the annuli outside Bg(0),

[u()we (L ar) < lwel)llzee (g llw(B:)][ Lo ay)



46 FLORIAN HUBER

1/p
< Cayllwe()l| oo (ap) ZR]” dHD]uHLP(AR)
1/p
< . ip=d inf — || D*u
Ca, [Jwe()l (AR) ZR yngw()HD ”LP(AR)
; 1/p
1
=C RiP—d P inf ——| D"
A jz; ysélszlwc( y)| legl o )H ulllr 4
1/p
1
< Ca,y Rip—d sup |w inf —— ulli1,
i ]ZO S RI c(IP ) llullyir

. 1 1/p
<cAllyyuHWlpZRﬂ v sup lwe(y)| inf ( (y)> .

=0 yeA YyEAR
We conclude that

lu()we()lzee < Ju(-)we(-)|lpoe(Br(o)) + [[w(-)we(-) Lo (Br(0))
< Nu()we ()| Lo (Br(0)) + sup Ju()we(Wre(ap,) < Cllullye-

The boundedness of u follows from the identical steps, with w, = 1.

Proof of Lemma 30.
1/p
[ - ||W{U”1’P = Z / | DYu? (a1, + a2 ]:c)ﬁﬂ dz
0<5<k
1/p

Bj
— E / |DCV |p aly] + a’27.7x) (bl . b2 x)ﬁ] dx
0<j<k (brj +bago)® !

. . . N\ Bj N\ B ) \Bj N B )
Noting that min; min <Z1—J> , <22—]> < % < max; max <‘“_J) , (02_]
1,j 2,7 (b1,j+b2 )" b1,

yields the result.
For the second case

1/p
Il = [ S0 / |Dau|p—_dx
o1 0<j<k (a1,j + az,jz)P
1/p

(b1 + by jx)ri 1
— Z / |Da |p 17.]+ 27]‘T) dx

0<j<k al] +az JCU) (blg + b2,]l“)
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N\ Bj N B . )85 N\ Bi N\ Bj
Again, since min; min{(bl—”> J,(bQ—’J) J} < ujtba o)) < max; max{(bl—’) ! , (bQ—J) J},

ai,j 2,5 (al,j+a2,jl‘)’81 ai,j az,j
we obtain the result.
Proof of Lemma 32. For > 0 and z € [R,2R)],

371+ <3 P(R+2R)P <R < (1 +2)°

11 1 1 - 37
(I+2) = (1+R)F ~ RS~ (3 4+28)5 = (1+a)%
lifjp—1
Let Cj,, = 1 j'p >0 . On the annuli Ag, we have
' 3if jp—1<0.
! 1/p ; 1/p
SR, | = (SR [ i s
=0 =0 R
I 1/p
2R ) )
< X Cpa [ IDu@P 1+ 2y e
- R
7=0
<O [ IDu@Pa + ot
j=0"H
Lot cr — Lifjp—1>0
P lif jp—1<0,
SR Dy | = (SR [ D ds
j=0 Jj=0 R
Lo [’ - e
> (S [ i e
j=0

1
I /p

2R ) )
27| Y [ IDu@P s apr s
j=0"F

5.2. Auxiliary Lemmata.

Lemma 84. Let U be a Banach space and 'V a separable Banach space. We denote their
dual spaces by U,V . Further assume that the embeddings U < Ve Vs U are continuous
and U C 'V is dense. Let Bﬁveak* denote the ball of radius r in V, equipped with the weak-*
topology. Assume that the following conditions are satisfied,

(1) up — u in C([0,T];U),

(2) supyepo,r llunllv <.
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Then u,uy, € C ([0,T]; BY*") and u,, — u in C ([0, T]; B¥***") as n — oco.
Proof. (1) We claim that
up = u in C ([O,T];Bﬁveak*) as  n — 0o
i.e. that for all ¢ € v

lim sup |{up(s) —u(s),d), .n | =0.

n_wose[QT}‘( "( ) ( ) >V>< V‘
To verify this claim, we fix ¢ € 'V and ¢ > 0. Since U is dense in 'V, there exists
¢- € U such that |¢ — ¢e|n, < €. Using (2), we infer that for all s € [0, T] the following
estimates hold

|<un($) - u(s)a ¢>V><'V| < ‘(un(s) - u(s)7 ¢ - ¢5>V><'V‘ + |<un($) - u(s)a ¢E>U></U‘
< llun(s) = u(s)lly 116 = Gellny + [{un(s) — u(s), de)yry]
<e-flun — UHLOO(O,T;V) + |<un(5) —u(s ’¢€>Ux’U|

<2 e [l e 0,77y + [(un () = w(s), de)irers|
n

< 2er + sup \(un(S) - U(S)a¢e>Ux’U|
s€[0,T]

< 2er+ sup |lun(s) = u(s)lly [|@elly -
s€[0,7T

Passing to the limit n — oo, we obtain

limsup sup ‘(un(s) - u(s),gb)VX/V‘ < 2re.
n—oo  s€[0,7T)

Since ¢ is arbitrary,

lim sup ‘(Un(s) —u(s), ¢>V><'V‘ =0,
n=00 e 10,7

for every ¢ € 'V. Since C ([O,T];Bﬁveak*) is a complete metric space, we infer that

u e C([0,T); Bﬁveak*) as well. This completes the proof.
U
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