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Regularisation by multiplicative noise for reaction—diffusion equations
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Abstract

We consider the stochastic reaction—diffusion equation in 1+ 1 dimensions driven by multiplicative space—
time white noise, with a distributional drift belonging to a Besov—Holder space with any regularity index
larger than —1. We assume that the diffusion coefficient is a regular function which is bounded away from
zero. By using a combination of stochastic sewing techniques and Malliavin calculus, we show that the
equation admits a unique solution.
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1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with regularisation by noise phenomena for the stochastic reaction—diffusion
equation on the 1-dimensional torus T := R/Z driven by multiplicative space—time white noise

(0 =Du=bu) +oWé,  ul=o = uo. (1.1)

We show that (1) admits a unique solution provided that o is regular, bounded away from zero and that
b is a distribution with a regularity index more than —1 in the Besov—Holder scale.

For results on regularisation by noise phenomena for stochastic differential equations (SDEs), we
refer the reader to [Zvo74l [Ver8o, Davo7, ICG16, KRos]. Concerning stochastic partial differential
equations (SPDEjs), the first results on regularisation by noise can be traced back to the works of Gyongy
and Pardoux [[GPg3al, [[GPg3b]]. Therein, the authors consider SPDEs of the form

(0 = Mu=b(u) +¢, uli=0 = uo, (1.2)

which corresponds to (1) with o = 1. It is well known that the deterministic counterpart of (I2)
admits a unique solution provided that b is a Lipschitz continuous function. Without Lipschitz regularity,
solutions may not exists or may not be identified uniquely. The situation changes in the presence of noise.
It is shown in [|[GPg3a] and [GPg3b] that (Z) admits a unique strong solution provided that b is merely
the sum of a bounded measurable function and an L ,-integrable function with some p > 2. Similar
results were obtained for SPDEs in an abstract Hilbert-space framework with bounded and measurable
drift in [DPFPR13]. In [BM1g], Butkovsky and Mytnik show when b is bounded and measurable,
path-by-path uniqueness also holds for (2). For such drift, discrete approximation schemes for the
solution of (T2 have been established with an optimal rate in [BDG23]], quantifying earlier results from
[Gy0698, [Gyog9ll.

Notice that in all the previous results, b is quite irregular, nevertheless it is a function. The first
well-posedness result which accommodates distributional drift b is due to Athreya, Butkovsky, Mytnik,
and the third co-author in [ABLM24]]. In such case, the composition b(u) is not well-defined a priori and
solutions to (L2) are defined in a regularised sense which is similar to that of Bass and Chen in [BCo1l|
(see[Definition 3.2). They show in [ABLM24] that (I-Z) admits a unique probabilistically strong solution
provided that b belongs to the Besov space B, with @ — 1/g > -1, @ > —1, and g € [1, 0]. Such
Besov space includes bounded measurable functions, L-integrable functions, as well as Radon measures.
To obtain such results, [ABLM24] establishes Lipschitz regularity for some related singular integrals
using the stochastic sewing lemma introduced by the third co-author in [Lé20]. The regularity threshold
—1 is in agreement with the finite dimensional analogue [[CG16|] where it is shown that any SDE driven
by additive fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (0, 1) has a unique solution provided
that the drift belongs to the Besov-Holder space #g o, with @ > 1 — ﬁ The two results are related
by setting H = 1/4, which is the temporal regularity of the random field solution of ({T2) with b = 0.
Quantitative convergence of discrete approximation schemes under the assumptions of [ABLM24] is
also considered by Goudenége, Haress and Richard in [GHR24]], extending [BDG23]].

All of the aforementioned results concern the additive noise case. For the multiplicative case, much
less is known. In [BGPo4l [Gyo9sl [AGo1l], the authors show that 1) has a unique solution when o
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is regular and bounded away from 0, the drift is measurable and bounded/locally bounded/integrable
respectively. The proofs from these references rely on the Girsanov theorem, L ,-estimates for the density
of the driftless equation (as obtained in [PZg3]]), and a comparison principle. Our result herein is an
analogue of [ABLM24]| for the multiplicative noise case. Namely, we show existence and uniqueness for
(1) when o is regular and bounded away from O, the drift belongs to the Besov-Hdlder space 3.,
with @ > —1 and ¢ = oo. For simplicity, we do not consider the case when ¢ < oo, which allows us
to obtain qualitative stability results and highlight the essential elements of our approach. Similar to
[ABLMZ24]|, our method also relies on the stochastic sewing lemma from [L&20] which does not rely on
Girsanov theorem nor comparison principles. Therefore, the techniques within could also be applied
to equations driven by Lévy noise and to systems of equations. Compare with [ABLM24]], while the
probabilistic properties of the noise term in the additive case are explicitly understood, this is no longer
the case for our multiplicative equation (1). Therefore, employing the sewing methods in the present
paper is more involved than [ABLM24|]. In the sewing arguments in previous works, one approximates
a solution using the integral form of the corresponding equation. This works quite well in the additive
noise case, [CG16, [ABLM24]. It also works quite well in some multiplicative noise cases if the noise
is not too irregular, for example equations driven by fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter
H > 1/2 [DG24]. However, for H < 1/2, this approach leads to suboptimal results. The same is true
for the setting of the present paper. With such an approach, one would only be able to obtain well-
posedness when b has positive Holder regularity. Instead, in order to cover the whole regime b € Bg .,
with @ > —1, we come up with sewing arguments that employ the flow of the driftless equation (see
for a more detailed overview of our method). Consequently, we need (and obtain) some
regularisation estimates related to the density of the solution to the driftless equation and its derivatives.
These estimates are achieved via Malliavin calculus which demands a relatively high regularity from o.
This approach is not equation-specific but rather works as a general principle. In fact, we are using it in
a parallel work ([DGLL]) to improve the results from [DG24] to optimal, in the case of rough equations
driven by fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (1/3,1/2) .

The paper is organised as follows: In we introduce some necessary notation. In|[Section 13}
we define the key concepts, state the main result, and give an overview of the proof. Facts on stochastic
sewing and Malliavin calculus are summarised in[Section 4| In[Section 5| we study the regularity of the
flow of the driftless equation, provide bounds on the moments of its Malliavin derivatives, and establish
relevant nondegeneracy estimates. In we quantify how well the flow of the driftless equation
approximates the solution of (). In [Section 7| we use the tools developed up until then to derive
regularisation results for the solution of (1) via the stochastic sewing lemma. These estimates are then
used in[Section 8to prove a stability result, and in[Section g|to estimate the drift term of (1). The main
result is proven in[Section 10l Finally, the appendix contains some useful auxiliary elementary estimates
which are used throughout the article.

2 Notation
Let H := L([0,1] x T). Let & := {£(h) : h € H} be an isonormal Gaussian proces on a complete

probability space (L, %,P), and suppose that & is generated by &. Let (F;);¢[0,1] be the filtration
generated by ¢ and augmented by the o-algebra N generated by all P-null sets, that is

Fi = 0({§(l[o,r)x3) :rel0,t],B € *%)(T)}) VN

lie. & is a centered Gaussian family of random variables with E(&£(h)&(h)) = (h, hyy for all h, h € H.
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where for two o-algebras &', % we denote £ V¥ = o (X U¥). The predictable o-algebra on QX [0, 1]
is denoted by 9. The conditional expectation given %, is denoted by E’ := E(-|#;). We use L, as a
shorthand for L, (£2). For a sub-o-algebra & C &, the conditional L,-norm is denoted by

I Nle, e = (E(l-1P12)'7P,
and for p € [1, ), g € [1, o] we denote
Il = M Dy el (2.1)

Let A C T4 and (B, |-|) be a normed space. We denote by B(A, B) the collection of measurable functions
f : A — B such that

lflw(a,B) = sup|f(x)] < oo.
xX€A

We denote space of continuous functions f : A — B by C(A, B), and it is also canonically equipped
with the B-norm. For a € N we denote by C*(A, B) the space of continuous functions f : A — B such
that for all multi-indices I € (Zs0)¢ with |/| < « the derivative 9 f is continuous, and

Ifllcecas = D 10" flle < oo.

<«

By convention the above sum includes the term [|0*~9 f||z, where we define 9% f := f. For
a € (0,1) and f : A — B, the @-Hdlder seminorm of f is given by

leoan = sup L =IO

X, yEA |)C - )’|"
XFY

For a € (1, ) \ Z we then denote by C?*(A, B) the space of all functions such that for all multi-indices
1 € (Zs0)? with || < a, the derivative 9’ f exists, and

Ifllcacas) = flcias + D, [08'fleauiag <.
a-1<]l|<a
The collection of smooth (i.e. infinitely differentiable) and bounded functions with bounded derivatives
will be denoted by
C®(A,B) := ﬂ C"(A, B).
n=0
For a < 0 we say that a Schwartz-distribution f is of class C*(R, R), if

Ifllcemm) == sup & PR fllprr) < oo,
£€(0,1]

where for (1,x) € [0, 1] XR, PR f(x) := [ pf(x—y)f(y)dy and p® is the heat kernel on R defined by

[x[?

1
P?(x) = W exp ( - Z) (2.2)

Note that for any @ € R\ Z, the space C*(R, R) coincides with the Besov space %, ,. We also define
the periodic heat kernel on T fort € [0, 1] and x,y € T by

pi(xy) = ) pRx -y +k)
keZ
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and for g : T — R we denote P;g(x) := f[rpt(x,y)g(y)dy. When no ambiguity can arise, we will
simply abbreviate C*(A) or C? for C*(A, B). For @ > —1 we denote the completion of C* in the norm
| - llce by C*.

Remark 2.1. For all € > 0 we have the inclusions C¥*¢ c C** c C°.

3 Formulation and main result

3.1 Formulation and main result

We introduce our main assumptions and the concept of solutions to (I1).

Assumption 3.1. The function b is of class C** for some @ € (—1,0) and the function o is of class C*.
Moreover, there exists a positive constant g such that

o?(x) > u® forallx € R.
Finally, the initial condition ug : T — R is a bounded and continuous deterministic function.

Definition 3.2 (Regularised solution). Letu : QX [0,1] X T — R be a & ® % (T)-measurable random
field, such that u(z, x) is continuous in (z,x) € [0, 1] X T. We say that u is a regularised solution of [T1)
if there exists a » @ 98(T)-measurable random field D* : Q x [0, 1] X T — R such that

1. For any sequence (b"),eny € C* such that b — b in C%, we have that

sup
(¢,x)€[0,1]xT

D¥(x) - /0 /Tr Pror (s )b (u(r y))dydr| — 0 (3.1)

in probability.
2. Foreach (t,x) € [0,1] x T,

u(t,x) = Pyuo(x) + DY (x) + /0 /1T P o) u(ry)é(dy.dr)  as. (32)

Remark 3.3. For a given regularised solution u, the random field D* is uniquely characterised by relation
(3-1). Furthermore, in the more regular setting when e > 0,[Definition 3.2|reduces to the standard notion
of a mild solution. In such case, one has D¥(x) = fot fIr Pi—r(x,¥)b(u(r,y))dydr.

For (S,T) € [0, 1] such that S < T, let us define the simplices
[S,T1% = {(s,1) € [S,T]*: s <t} and [S,T] := {(s,1) € [S,T)* : s < }.
To describe the regularity of the solutions, we introduce the following spaces of random fields.
Definition 3.4 (The spaces 4 %5 and %P). Let 8 € [0,1] and p € [1, ). We denote by WPB [0, 1] the
collection of all % ® % (T)-measurable functions f : Qx [0, 1]XT — Rsuchthat f € B([0,1]xT, L)

and
II.fi (x) = Pr—sfs (x)IIL;{:Q

[flo :=sup  sup < 0.
7, 10,1] *€T (s.)€[0.112 |t —s|”

For (S,T) € [0, l]zs, the space %pﬁ [S, T] and the corresponding seminorm are defined analogously. We

denote by %ﬁ the collection of all regularised solutions u of (1) such that D* € %pﬁ [0, 1]. We moreover
define

(o)

UPB = ﬂ ’“Zlg.
p=1
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We are now in position to state our main theorem.

Theorem 3.5 (Well-posedness). Let Assumption 31| hold. There exists a regularised solution u to (1)
in the class %'*®/*. Moreover if v is another solution of (IT) in the class ?[f for some B > % — 5, then
u(t,x) = v(t,x) almost surely for all (t,x) € [0, 1] x T.

3.2 Overview of methods of proofs

The bulk of the proofs relies on moment estimates for singular integrals which are typically of the form

1
. /0 /T ) u(ry))dydr

where £ is an integrable function, u is a solution to (1) and f is a distribution with negative Holder
regularity. An effective tool to estimate moments of /, which emerges from [Lé20], is the stochastic
sewing lemma. Heuristically, the lemma decomposes I corresponding to partitions of the time interval
[0, 1] with vanishing mesh size. More precisely, let 7 be a partition of [0, 1], then one writes

=3 t [ norfutr s,

[s,t]en

On each subinterval [s,?], we approximate the random variable fs ! /T(. ..)dydr by its conditional

expectation given Fj, i.e. [E* /szf[r(' ..)dydr. Because the conditional law of u(r,y) given F; is
unknown a priori, we further approximate u(r, y) by a random variable, denoted by *(r, y). There are
two desirable properties for these approximations. First, one must recover / when the mesh size of x
vanishes, namely

1=tim € [ [ hsw e
[s,t]en S

Second, the conditional expectation E® f (y°(r, y)) is well-defined and can be estimated so that for some
p = 2 and € > 0, one has

IE* / /T B F W (ry)dydrlly, @) < (1 —5)5* (3.3)

and

[l / /T MO W () = F@ )]0 < (6= 9" 34

for every s < a < t. Under these two properties, the stochastic sewing lemma can be applied, and it
provides estimates for the p-th moment of /.

Let us explain how ¢* is chosen. Relation (3-2) provides a natural decomposition of a solution as the
sum of a nondegenerate noise and the drift, namely

t
(00) = Pito () + DY) 4, where Vi) = [ [ iy (e utr ey,
0o JT
It follows that for each s < 1,

u(t,x) = Pr_su(s, ) (x) + [Df (x) = Pr_s D{(x)] + [Vi (x) = Pr—s Vs (x)].
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One could then choose to approximate u(¢,x) by the random variable
Yo (1,x) = Progu(s, ) (x) + [V (x) = PrsVs ()]

The error of this approximation can be quantified by the following estimate

llu(t,x) =y (0,0, @) <1t —s]” (3.5

for every s < t and for some y > 0. The larger the value of vy is, the better the approximation is. We note
that

[V (x) = Pr_yVy ()] = / /T Pror (e 3)0 (u(ray)E(dy. dr).

In the additive case (i.e. when o is a constant), V;(x) — P;_Vs(x) has a normal distribution and
hence, the conditional expectation E® f(¥*(¢,x)) can be evaluated precisely. The stochastic sewing
method described above can be applied (i.e. achieving (33) and (3.4)) under some suitable regularity
assumptions on f and that y > 1/2 — /4 = 3/4 for @ = —1 (recall that —1 < @ < 0 is the regularity of
the drift). This is the approach from [ABLM24].

Going toward the multiplicative noise case, one might hope that a similar argument would work.
Notice that in this case, the distribution of V;(x) — P;_;Vs(x) conditionally on &; is not known a priori.
A naive way to circumvent this issue is to consider

U (1,%) = Pr_yu(s, ) (x) + / /T Pror (5 Y (s, y))E(dy. dr), (3.6)

which is obtained by freezing the solution in the integrand at time s. In this way, conditionally on j,
¥* (¢, x) once again has a normal distribution, which allows for concrete analysis. However, one can not
go far with this choice as it is immediate that

t
u(t) =00 = [ [ prer ool - o tusom)ey. ),
S
whose moments are (expectedly) of order | — s|!/2 (consisting of two contributions of the same order
1/4 from the stochastic integral and from the temporal regularity of the solution). The exponent 1/2
falls short of the required threshold 3/4 which is necessary in the additive case. This makes the naive

approximation (3.6) unsuitable for the sewing method under

Moving forward, to resolve these issues, we introduce the following approximation

Yo (t,x) = ¢U0 ) (1, x), (3.7)

where ¢%* denotes the solution to the driftless equation

(0 = 8)¢™* =0 ()¢, ¢%°(s,) = 2(1).

Observe that when o is a constant, (3.6) and (3-7) coincide, but otherwise they are generally different.
Indeed, we show in[Section 6 that the approximation (3-7) satisfies the estimate (3-3) with y = 1 + a/4
which is larger than 1/2 — a/4 as is required for the application of the sewing method. The distribution
of *(t,x) conditioned on %, might not be as explicit as in the additive noise case but nevertheless,
one can extract the information which is sufficient to verify (3-3) and (3-4). This essentially boils down
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to obtaining estimates related to the density of the solution of the driftless equation and its derivatives,
which are achieved by tools from Malliavin calculus (see[Section 5.3).

When comparing our method to the existing ones from the literature, we can draw some similarities
as well as genuine differences. The works [BGPo4, |Gy09s), IAGo1]] also utilise estimates on the density
of the solution to the driftless equation, however, in a completely different way. In fact, these works
use Girsanov theorem to extract relevant and useful a priori estimates for the solution to @) from the
solution of the driftless equation. Under our main assumption, the Girsanov theorem is not applicable
which makes this argument obsolete. Additionally, our uniqueness argument relies on qualitative stability
estimates, as opposed to comparison principles in the aforementioned works. Compare to [ABLM24]],
we also use stochastic sewing method. However, while [ABLM24]| relies on the approximation (3.6), we
introduce and utilise the better approximation (3-7). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time
it has been used in the study of regularisation by noise phenomena by sewing methods. Furthermore,
because the conditional law of ¢® is not explicit, additional works have been carried out in order to apply
the sewing method successfully.

The driftless equation also appears in [CD22]] in the study of regularisation by multiplicative fractional
noise for SDEs. In this work, the authors employ a transformation, which is based on the inverse of
the flow generated by the driftless equation, to transform the original equation into an additive one.
Comparing the results of [CD22] and [DG24] reveals that such transformation is quite demanding and
does not lead to results which are in alignment with [CG16]. The connection between (1) and the
driftless equation is well-known, perhaps since the Girsanov theorem. Another instance of such relation
appears in [ISo1]] in a different context. Our work therefore exhibits a new connection between the two
equations.

4 Preliminaries

We state and recall some facts about stochastic sewing and Malliavin calculus. When a result is known,
we refer to the cited references for proofs. Other statements are relatively straightforward and short
proofs are given.

4.1 Stochastic sewing

Let (S,T) € [0, 1]2. For any functions & : [S,T] — R, A : [S, T]2S — R, for any (s,7) € [0, 1]25 and
a € [s,t], we define o ; := o, — A, and 6A5 4 := Ast — As.a — Aat-

The first stochastic sewing lemma is introduced by the third co-author in [Lé20]. To best suit our
purpose herein, we state a conditional version of the lemma which applies in settings with Lisp -norms
(defined in (@z1)). This version is originated from the works [FHL21,[ABLM24] [L€23]], where the reader
can find its proof.

Lemma 4.1 (Conditional stochastic sewing lemma). Let p, g satisfy 2 < g < p < oo with g < oo. Let
(S,T) € [0,1]2 and let A : [S, T]2S — L,(Q) be a function such that for any (s,t) € [S, T]zS the

random vector Ay ; is Fy-measurable. Suppose that for some €1, g2 > 0 and Cy, Cy the bounds
1/2 1
||ASZ||LZT}, < Cl|t - Sl / +€1’ ||[ES6As,a,l ”L,, < C2|t - Sl e (4.1)

hold for all S < s < a <t <T. Then, there exists a unique map & : [S,T] — L, (Q) such that o5 = 0,
Ay is Fr-measurable for all t € [S,T], and the following bounds hold for some constants Ky, K > 0:

Ity = Aslly g < Kyle = 5|12+ (42)
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IE° (s.e = As)llz,, < Kolr = 5|22, 4-3)
Furthermore, there exists a constant K depending only on €1, €2, d, p such that & satisfies the bound

llscll o < KCilt = s> + KC,lt = s|"+22
q.pP

forall (s,t) €[S, T]ZS.

We will call A a germ of the process /. In practice, we mostly take ¢ = p (in which case, Lisp -norm
and L ,-norm coincide) and g = co.

4.2 Malliavin calculus

Let 7" denote the the space of smooth and cylindrical random variables, i.e. random variables of the
form

F=f(&(h),....&(hn))

for some n € N, hy,...,h, € H, and for some smooth f such that f and its partial derivatives of all
orders have polynomial growth. The Malliavin derivative of such a random variable is given by

Do Fi= Y aif (€M), ... &(ha)hi(6,0)

i=1

for all (6,¢) € [0,1] x T where 9; denotes partial derivative with respect to the i-th argument. For
all k € Zso, p > 1 the iterated Malliavin derivative 2* is closable as an operator from L,(L) into
L,(Q:H ®k). By convention, the O-th Malliavin derivative is the identity map, and H®" := R. For
k € Zsop and p > 1, we denote by ‘ka the completion of 77" with respect to the norm

k . 1/p
F s ||l = (EIFI? + ) EIDFIID,)

i=1

‘We moreover use the notation
k._ k
vk = (7.

p=1

On the class ‘ka one can also define the ‘Wp"—seminorm by

k
Fe IIFII% =D FllaskllL, -
By convention, we have
- llopo =11 II%Q =1z,

Note that || - ||W15 and Zi’i oll- ”7/%1' are equivalent norms. The above definitions can be extended for the

Hilbert-space valued case as follo(zvs. Let V be a separable Hilbert-space, and consider the family %" (V)
of random variables of the form .
F= Z F, iVi
i=1

for some Fi,...,F, € W ,and vy,...,v,, € V. For k > 1, we define

m
kp . k
D F = E D Fj®Vj.
Jj=1
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Then @ is a closable operator from L p(&;V)into L, (Q; H ®k @ V) for any p > 1. We define the space
Wp" (V) as the completion %" (V) with respect to the norm

k

. 1/p

F o 1 Fllys v, = (ENFIS + Y ENDFILL.,, )
i=1

For a random variable u € L,(Q; H) it is said that u € dom(¢), if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
E(DF,u)u < c||F||L,
forall F € %l. If this holds, then 6 (u) denotes the unique element of L, (€2) that satisfies
E(F6(u)) =E(DF,u)y

forany F € %l. The random variable 6 (u) is called the Skorokhod integral (or the divergence) of u. If
in addition u is adapted, then the Skorokhod integral coincides with the usual stochastic integral, that is
for all € [0, 1] we have

t
[ [utmear.an = son.
The following result follows from [Nuao6, Proposition 2.1.4]

Proposition 4.2 (Malliavin integration by parts). Letn € N, u,Gog € #" and let f : R — R be n times
differentiable. Suppose moreover that for all p € [1, ), we have E||Du(t,x) ||;Ip < o0. Define iterated
Skorokhod integrals recursively for k € {0,...,n — 1} by

Giq1 = 5(”;7'%1 k)

The following holds:
E(V"f(u)Go) = E(f(u)Gn).
‘We also recall the combinatorial notation from [CHN21l]. Let n € N.

e For 1 < k < n, we denote by A(n, k) the set of partitions of the integer n of length k, that is, if
A€ A(n, k), then A € N¥, and by writing A = (1y,...,Ax), it satisfies

=2 =1 and Z/lizn.

e For A € A(n, k), we let P (n, 1) be all partitions of n ordered objects {6y,...,0,}, withf; > --- >
6, into k groups {91, e, 9}11 | {Hk, el Gljk}, such that within each group the elements are

ordered, i.e. 61 > --- > Oﬁj for 1 < j < k. Note that |P(n, )| = (,, " ) = 777
e For a generic element

Y = ((01,41), ..., (6n, {n)) € ([0,1] X T)",

we will denote by 9 the element of ([0, 1] x T)"~! that is obtained by omitting the k-th entry of
v, 1.e.

Vi = (01, 41)5 - s (Ok=1,Lk=1) Oka1, Lk1)s - - - (00, En))- (4.4)
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We state some generic estimates on the Malliavin derivatives of functions of random variables which
are needed in later sections. The proofs of these results rely purely on elementary principles, such as the
chain rule.

Proposition 4.3 ([CHN21, Lemma 5.3]). Suppose that f € C" and ¢ € W". Then, for almost all
v=(0001,21),...,(0n,&)) € ([0,1] X T)", we have

n k

n - (k) 4

Dyf(p) = ;f @ > > U@(H{,a’) ..... ol o) 4.5)
= AeAN(n,k) P(n,A) j=1 J

Lemma 4.4. Fix some constants € > 0 and n € N. Fori € {1,...,4} consider random variables
@' € W". Suppose that for all p € [1,00) and k € {1,...,n — 1} there exists a constant No = No(k, p)
such that

Hosr < Nogk. 6
emax 1911554 < Noe (4.6)

Suppose that f : R — R is smooth. For all p € [1, o) the following statements hold.

(a) There exists a constant N = N (n, p, || f|lcn) > O such that

(@)l < N&"+ NIl 7,

(b) There exists a constant N = N (n, p, || f||cn+1) such that
n—1 )
170 = 1@l N 310" = 6l + Nlo' = 0%l 47

(c) Suppose moreover that (4.6) also holds for k = n. There exists a constant N = N (n, p, || f||cn+)
such that

176" = (8D = F(@) + (@)
SN DTl (I8 =l + 167 = 4l )t

i+j+k=n

n-1
N gt =6 = ¢* + ¢*l &+ Nllg' = 97 = 6 + 6%
i=0 2P P

Proof. By (4.35) we can see that

n

k
1 1 1
17Dz < WAl l0 oz + W lhen D D5 D [ 18" -
k=2 AeA(n,k) P(n,A) j=1 2p

The second term in this expression can be estimated using by

n

> Y X [[eee

k=2 AeA(n,k) P(n,A) j=1
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where we used the definition of A(n, k). This proves point (@).
We proceed by proving point (b). Note that by the Minkowski inequality and the Leibniz rule, by

(4.6)), and by point (@) we get

1
176D = 5@ = | [ 7700+ (1= 0067 0' - 0710

vy
1 n-1
s /O (21708 + (1 =067z Nl = 8l
i=0 P 2p

+llf (60" + (1= 0)¢*)2" (9" = 83 lenll, ) do

—

n—

—i 1 2 1 2
S Q2 1 e 07 = 67l + 17 Bll¢” = &7z,
. P
1

I
(=]

From here point (b)) follows.
Finally, we prove point (©). By [Lemma 11.8/we have that

1P = £@) = £+ F @),

IA

|| /01 /Ol(qﬁl _ ¢2)(9(¢1 )+ (1-6)(¢* - ¢4))V2f(®1(9, U))dnd9|

vy

+ H(d’l —¢* = ¢ + 9% ‘/01 Vf(@z(e))d9’
= A+ B,

7y

where for each 6,7 € [0, 1], the expressions @ (6, 7), ®,(6) are convex combinations of ¢!, ..., #*. By
the Minkowski inequality and by the Holder inequality, we get we get

1 1
As/ofo D 18" =l 16(8" = 6%) + (1-0)(&* - 8l
i+j+k=n P ar

X ||V2f(©1(6, M) llg7x dnde.
P

By using point @) for k > 1, and using the regularity of f for k = 0, we can see that | V> f(©(6, 7)) ”‘7%’ <
4p

£k, Therefore we get

A N U8 =l (10 =l + 167 -6l )s

i+j+k=n

Finally,
1 n—1
BS/O D18 = =8>+ 6L, IV (@10l + 118" = 8 = &7 + 6%z, 11
i=0 P P 4
n—1
< DNt =62 = @7+ ¢l &+ N!0 = 87 + 81l
i=0 2p )2

where the last inequality again follows from point @). Hence the proof is finished. O
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Lemma 4.5. Consider constants £,¢ > 0, n € Zso. Let X € W™, Y € W withY > 0. Suppose that
forall p € (2, ) there exists a constant Ny = No > 0 such that forall k € {1,...,n+1}, 1 € {0,...,n}
we have

XN < Nog®s II¥llz,< Nos, E[Y™P] < Nog™P. (4.8)
Define an H-valued random variable by w := %. Then, for each p € [1, ), there exists a constant
N = N(Ny,n, p) > 0 such that
129" Wil @ mrotmen) < N&™ 7.

Proof. We may assume that p > 2. By (4.8) and a simple approximation argument (shifting ¥ away
from 0) we have that Y € #™", and for m € {1,...,n}, y € ([0,1] X T)™ we have

T R LA S Sy P y
Y - k+1 J o JoLJ .
k=1 (¥)& AeA(n,k) P(n,2) j=1 (6/.4; )""(aﬂj’g"j)

Thus by (4.8) we have

m
-1 —c(k+1 A
19" DIy @memy s Y e7® D X 3T [ e
k=1 AeA(m,k) P(m,A) j=1

m
< ZS-C(M) Z Z el (c+2))
k=1 AeA(m,k) P(m,A)

m
< 8—c(k+1)+ck+m < gmc (49)
Fory € ([0,1] x T)" and for 7 € [0, 1] X T, using the Leibniz rule, we have
Diw () = Z Z P12, X)DE (Y. (4.10)
A1+Ar=n (71 ,yz)E@(n,Z)

Using (@-10), (4.8) and (7-9) we get that

A1+1 A -1
2" Wlhgswnll, < D >0 M2 Xl gowen i, 1122 Dl gona I,
/l1+/12:n (71 ,yg)E@(n,Z)
< Z 8/11+18/12—c < 8n+1—c

=li+=n (y1,y2)€P(n.2)

as required. |

5 Malliavin regularity for the driftless equation

This section is concerned with the solution of the driftless multiplicative stochastic heat equation

(0 = A)¢ = 7 (9)é, $(0, )= ¢o (5.1

and its Malliavin derivatives. Herein, ¢g € C(T) is fixed and the solution ¢ : QX [0,1] X T — Ris a
P ® % (T)-measurable random field, a.s. continuous on [0, 1] X T, and satisfies the following equation
almost surely

6(1.3) = Pro(x) + /0 /T Pror (o) (B(ry)EWy.dr). ¥(tx) € [0, 1] XT.  (5.2)
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5.1 Moment bounds for Malliavin derivatives

We will show the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ be the solution of (5-1). Foranyn € Zsyand p € [1, o), if in addition o € C", then
there exists some constant N = N(n, p, ||o||cr) such that for all t € [0, 1] we have

sup l¢(£.x) [l < N(1+ Lolluollper)) ™.
x€eT P

To show this, let us recall the following non-quantitative result from [BPg8|, Proposition 4.3].

Proposition 5.2 (Boundedness and Malliavin differentiability). Let ¢ be the solution of (5-1). For any
neN, pell, o), ifc e C" then we have

sup  [1¢(t,3) [y < oo,
(¢,x)€[0,1]xT

We will also need the following result from [CHN21, Lemma 5.6]:

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ be the solution of (5:1), and let n € N, p € [1,00),00 € C". For all (t,x) €
[0, 1] X T and for almost every y = (6;, &), € ([0,1] X T)", we have

i=

Dy (t,x) = 1101 (07) ) pr-o, (x, L) DY [0 ($(0k, E0))]
k=1

#1000 @) [ [ per 0@l @ ey.an. (5:3)

where ¥y is defined by (-4) and 6" := maxye(1,... ny k-

Remark 5.4. Note that in the above equation the stochastic integral can be taken over the time interval
[0, 7] rather than [6%,7], since for r < 6" the Malliavin derivative 270 (¢(r,y)) is zero (see [SSo4,
Remark 5.1]).

We can now proceed with the proof of

Proof of] We will prove the result by induction. By the BDd? inequality and by the bounded-
ness of o, the result holds for the case n = 0. Suppose that the result holds for the first (n — 1) Malliavin
derivatives. We aim to show that the result also holds for the n-th Malliavin derivative. Assume without
loss of generality that p > 2. By (5-3) and the BDG inequality, we get

A

||¢(f,X)||;in S lpe--(x, ')9"_10@5(‘,‘))l[o,z](‘)llip(g;m)

+ [ [ B e eI, dvar
0o JT K
T A(t,x) + B(t,x). (5.4)

We proceed with proving that

A(,x) < "2, (5-5)

2We call the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality “BDG inequality” for brevity.
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Indeed, in the n = 1 case, we have by the boundedness of o that

A(,2) = |pi-- (6, ) (D0, OIIF 0.y S 1Pe= () Lo Ol < 1172

Moreover in the n > 2 case, by point @) of and by the induction hypothesis we have for
(8,0) € [0,¢] X T that

lo($(0, DNllgzyr < 01411800, Dl gz, 07D < 7D,

r

and thus using Minkowski’s inequality and the above bound, we get that

A1) = llpe-. () 12" ' @ C. Dl o 1o Ol
< [lpr- o @GNl Lo Olly

<t D2 p ()10 O < 2

as required. Hence (5:3) is proven. We now proceed by bounding B. By point (@) of and by
the induction hypothesis we have

' 2
B(t,x) s/ ‘/pf—r(x,y)(rn/4+||¢(r,y)||7in) dydr
0 JT >
! t
S / / pr (x,y)r" dydr + / / i G 2, dydr
0T 0 JT -
t
s;<n+1>/2+/ /p%—r()f,)’)”‘b(r,y)”;ndydr_ (56)
0 JT i

By (5-4), and by our bounds (5-3), (5.6) on A, B, we conclude that

t
2 n/2 2 2
|I¢(Z,X)|I7i; St +/O /sz-r(x,y)||¢(r,y)ll7il;,dydr-

By Proposition [5:2] we have that sup, , [[¢(r, y)|l,;., < 0. Therefore by the statement we
y2
aim to show also holds for the n-th Malliavin derivative. Thus the proof is finished. |

Lemma 5.5. Letn € Zsq, p € [1,0), o € C™*!, and let ¢ solve (E-7). There exists some constant
N = N(n, p, ||o||cn+) such that for all t € (0, 1] we have

120,013, < Ni2r4.

r

sup
xeT

Proof. By using the Minkowski inequality, the Leibniz rule, Holder’s inequality, and we
can see that

Do (t, %)% ||
I<2e( X)HH”W‘;

o [ fiousoteorica,.,

1
<| /0 /T”9”(99,4¢<hx>@e,m(t,x))||H®ndgde

Ly

Ly
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Ly

n 1 ) '
= Z” / / 1D (Do d(1.3) D" (De.; ¢ (1,.%)) || grondd dO
i—=0 Y0 JT

n 1
D3 A R P C e S
i=0

Ly

n 1 . 5 1/2 1 o ) 12
Y[ [19i20coeoidean) ([~ [ 199 ;60010 dZa)
0 T 0 T

i=0 Ly
n

= > I g Do 197 p1, )l grstresn
i=0 Lp
n n

i+1) /4  (n—i+1) /4 2)/4

< S NS 160 g e 5 Y 1 DL (2]
: 2p 2p :
i=0 i=0

as required. O

5.2 Lipschitz regularity with respect to the initial condition

For any z € C(T), let ¢* denote the solution of (5-1) with ¢9 = z. Forn € N, o0 € C", g € [1,0),
(z1,22) € (C(T))?, (2,x) € [0,1] X T, we define

Fq(,zr)l(tax’ 215 22) = ”¢Z| (t’x) - ¢Z2 (t’x)”%qn’ (57)
Egn(t.%,21.22) = | (87 (1.2)) = 0 (92 (1.0)) . (5:8)

The main result of this section is the following:

Lemma 5.6. Let n € Zs( and assume that o € C™'. For all g € [2, ), (t,x) € [0, 1] X T, we have
that
(2) 2
Fyn(t,x,-,-) € C((C(T))).

Moreover for all q, p\ € [2,00) and py € [2, 0] there exists a constant N = N(n, p1, p2,q, ||o||cn+1)
such that for any o-algebra § C F and any random variables Z,Z € L,(Q,C(T)) and for all
(t,x) € [0,1] X T we have

2 = _
IFA (12,2, 2)| e < N sup 1Z(x) = Z(x)ll .o
'P1-P2 xeT Pl

P2

Proof. The result will be proven by induction.
Step 1: We show that the statement holds for n = 0. For z,Z € C(T), we have by that

#0600 = Pie=20+ [ [ oo @630 - o6 ey,
Therefore, by the BDG inequality we get
16 (1, x) = ¢* (£, 2) 17,
<IPG-D0F+ [ t [ 766 - 60l dvar (59)
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Notice that by the triangle inequality and Proposition [5-2} it follows that the norm in the integrand is
bounded in (7, y). Hence using we conclude that

FR %22 = 6°(x) - 6* (60l s sup [Pz 2) ()]

(t,x)€[0,1]xT
< sup |z(x) - Z(x). (5.10)
xeT

By the triangle inequality, it follows thatF( )(t x,-,-) € C((C(T))% R). Thisimplies thatF( )(t x,Z,7)
is indeed defined as a random variable. We begin by showing that the desired inequality holds for the case
when ||Z||g, ||Z|lg < N almost surely, for some constant N < co. By evaluating (39) at (z,2) = (Z, 7),
and then taking the LY 1.p,-0rm of the square root of both sides, we get

2
||F( (1%, 2, D)l

P1-P2
> ! 2 ) 7112 172
SIPUZ=2Wlyg,, +| [ [l eI 3. 2. D dyar
P1 P2
22

~ t 1/2
< sup l1200) - Z00)lgg + ([ [ o GNER 22, dvar)
weT 71P2 0 JT P2
where to obtain the last expression, we used Minkowski’s inequality. Hence we may conclude that

2
2 —_
I x 2. 2)I5, s (sup iZon) = Zowlg )

'P1.P2 weT

2 -—
[ [ p ez 20, v
o JT P12

Note that by and due to the fact that ||Z||g, || Z||s < N, we have sup, y ||F;23 (r,y,Z, Z)||L§ S
’ ’ 1-P2
2N. Hence by the above inequality and by we get

2 —_
I (2.2, D)y < sup IZ0w) = ZO0)ll,g

’ 1-P2 weT
We now remove the assumption that ||Z||g, ||Z|lz < N. Indeed, if this does not hold, then we can
construct the sequence of truncations (Zy, Zy) := ((NAZ)V (=N), (N A Z) V (=N)). Then using the
continuity of F and Fatou’s lemma, the above inequality, and the fact that truncation is a Lipschitz
operation, we get

||F<2>(z %22z < 11m1nf||F( (1%, Zn, ZN) |l
P1-P2

< liminf sup | Zy (w) = Zy W)l g

0 weT

< sup [Z(w) = Z(w)ll =
weT

P1-P2

This finishes the proof of the case n = 0.
Step 2: Suppose that the result holds for Fézg, e Ff’)l_l for some n € N. We aim to show that it

also holds for F{ﬁ. We first assume that for all (¢,x) € [0,1] X T, F{ﬁ(t,x, Z,7) is continuous in the
(z,Z) variable and later we will show that this is indeed the case. By Proposition 5.3} we have

F(t.x,2,2) = 2" [6°(t.x) — ¢ (6.0 |1, (@.rom)
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Pi- (6, )D" (0 (97, ) = T (87 (, ) Ljos

A

L, (Q;H®™)

o [ [rercnamic@ e -e@emeaan|, o
1 A(z,2) + B(z,2). (5-11)

By we may apply point (B) of [Cemma 4.4 with & = s'/4, to see that for any m < n and
(s,y) € [0,1] X T we have

2 (5:3.2.2) = 0°(67(5.) = 0 (6 (5. 7))l

m—1
$ s (5. 3) = 67 (5. )z +1167(5.9) = 07 (5. ) oz
i=0 ! ’

Thus by using the induction hypothesis and the definition of F(?), we can see that

(2) SN < i _7 (2) A
1Zg.m (s, 3. Z, Dz < iggllZ(y) ZODg, , HWFgm (9, 2. )Mz - (5.12)

We can bound A by applying this result (with m := n — 1) as follows:
IAZ. DI,z

<l e o 2.2 ol

<|

) nl _ 5 2) SN )
pe--(x,°) sup b (9 “ sup || Z(w) Z(W)IILg],I,2 +|IF, (6.4, 2, Z)IIL.gH,2 10,1 .

(6,¢)€0,t weT
<" sup 1Z(w) = ZOn)ll g (5-13)

weT

where for the last inequality we used the induction hypothesis. Now we also bound B. To this end, note
that by the BDG inequality we have

! N 12
Bz 9 s / / Piy e V)l (8, ) = o (7 DIy, dydr)
0o JT o
and thus using (512) we get
B(Z,2)|?,
1Bz 2,
t
2 = 112
S / / P W|E . 2, D)|3e  dydr
0 JT P1:P2
! 2
— 2 —
< [ [ (e s 200 - 200y +IFEC5. 2Dy, ) dvar
0 JT weT 1-P2 P1-P2

t
—_ 2 —
< 12 qup ||Z(w) _Z(W)HZL? o +/O /Tp,z_r(X,y)||Ff;,;1(r,y, Z,Z)Ilng dydr. (5.14)
7',

weT P1-P2
By putting the bounds (3:13) and (5.14) into (5-11) we can see that

2 = _
IFax 2. 2)I2, <2 sup |1Z(w) = Z(w) I,

P1-P2 weT 1-P2
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t
e[ [y 22, b a9

P1-P2

If (Z,7) = (z,Z) € (C(T))? is deterministic, then we may repeat the proof without assuming that
Fcf,)l(t,x, Z, Z) is continuous in (z, 7). The above inequality then simply states that

t

2 - _ 2 —

I3 (1,2, 2)F < 72 sup [2(w) = Z(w)? + /0 /T P (6, VIF (ry, 2, 2) Pdydr
we

Note that by the definition of F?) and by Proposition [5-2)we have

2 — _
sup  |FLtx 2l sup (167Dl v sup (19782, < o,
(t,x)€[0,1]xT (t,x)€[0,1]xT 4 (t,x)€[0,1]xT 4

so using[Lemma 11.5| we get
2)

16 (2, %) = ¢ (1,0l = I3 (12,2, 2)] < 1" sup [z(x) = 2(x)] < sup |z(x) = Z(x)].
a x€eT xeT

From this it easily follows that for all (7,x) € [0, 1] x T the map F\ (t,x, -, -) is of class C((C(T)) R).
Now going back to (5-13), if || Z||g, || Z|lg < N for some given N > 0 then the desired result follows by
For the general case we can repeat the truncation argument from the n = 0 case to finish
the proof. O

5.3 Nondegeneracy of convex combinations of solutions

Throughout the section we assume that o € C! such that there exists a constant g > 0 such that for all

x € R we have 02(x) > p®. Let ¢',..., ¢¥ solve the driftless equation (5-T) with initial conditions
qﬁ(l), e ¢(’)< respectively. Consider the convex combination
K
Ot x) = Y ;¢! (1,). (5.16)
i=1
with Zﬁl ¢; =1andcy,...,cx € [0, 1]. For a smooth map g and a nonnegative integer n, we aim to

obtain estimates on the expectation of V" g(®(#,x)) which depend only on a Besov—Hd&lder norm of g

with a negative index, see below.
The following lemma quantifies Theorem 4.5 in the chapter by Nualart in [DKM™o0g].

Lemma 5.7. For any p € (2,) there exists some constant N = N(p,||o||c1, ), such that for all
t € [0, 1] we have

sup E[|20(1,x)||f < Nt7P/.

xeT

Proof. By Proposition [5.3] we have for (z,x), (6,¢) € [0,1] x T that
K .
D001, x) = 10,1 (0)pr-0(x,0) Y cio(¢'(6,))

t i=1 . | |
#1000 [ [ peerteon (Y e’ (03 Zic . ety an
i=1

= A(6,0) + B(6, ).
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From this we can see that

t
/ / |Do.,O(t, x)|*dd6
0 T

So since |A(6, )| = 10,,1(6) p:-¢(x, {) 1, and by the properties of the heat kernel, it follows that

1 [t !
=3 [ [ueoraws e [ [ipowoPddo > ot
2Ji-sdT -6 JT

for some universal constant k£ > 0. Thus

vV

: / / |A(6.0)Pdcd6 / / |B(0, ) Pdcdo
t—6 JT t—-6JT

—_. Jo S
=1 -1,

Ig > co6'? with ¢ = k.
Therefore for & € (0, co6'/?) we have

t
um(/ /|99,§®(z,x)|2d§d9 < 8) <P - 18 < &)
0 T

< [P’(Ig > c061/2 -g)
< (co8'1? — &) "PE|I5|P (5.17)

where the last inequality holds by Markov’s inequality. We will now need to bound the expectation in
the last line. Note that

/t;/|/Z/pz_r(x,y)(gcia’(¢i(r,y))gze,g¢i(r,y))g(dy,dr)rdgdgr’
- [EH/ /Pt r (6, y) cio’ (¢ (r,y) D' (r, y))f(dy,d )

/ e an oy ey dvdr)

where we used the BDG inequality, and the fact that || 2@’ (r, ¥) ||, ([r-s.1)xT) = 0 for r < 7 — §. Noting
that r — < t — 6, and that @g,é«qbi(r, y) = 0 for 6 > r, we may bound the L, ([z — J,¢] X T) norm in the
expression by the Ly ([r — 6, 7] X T)-norm, and write

E|I5|” =E

Ly([t—6,t]xT)

K t
j P
[E|Ig|p SZ[E(/ /|Pt—r(x,y)|2||9¢l(r,y)||iz([r_5,r]ﬂ)dydr)
5[’/2 12/ /pt - (x, y)[E||9¢ (r y)||L2([r S xT)dydr

=: 6”/2_1ZG1- (5.18)
i=1

where we used[Lemma 11.6lwithy = 2and ¢ = 1. Tobound G, we will need to bound ||2¢* (r, ¥) || 1, ([r - 5. |xT)-
To this end, note that for (6, {) € [0,] X T we have

D (1) = pr-o(x. )0 (8 (6, 0)) + /0 /T Pror (5 V)T (B () Do & (. )E(dy. dr).
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Therefore using the BDG inequality, we get

A

q
[E||@¢ (t x)”Lg([t 5,t]1xT) ||pt—-(x ‘)”Lz( [t-6.,6]xT)

q/2
/ A T A—
= A+B.

We have A < §9/4. Moreover by applying with y = § = 2 to B and noting again that
12¢" (r )Ly (11-6.01x1) < 199" (ro )Ly (1r-5,r1xT) We get

t
Bt [0 1 ) PEIZE I, ey

for g > 2. Therefore we obtain

I I pry <07+ [ [ 19 G PEIZO 0y

By we can see that the g-th moment in the integrand is bounded in (r,y). Hence by

it follows that
END¢ (10T (s pxry S 07

Applying this with g = 2p to bound G;, we get

t
G: s / /pt_r(x,y)ép/zdydr < 6P/ (5-19)
-6 JT

Now putting (5-19) into (5.18), we get E|I5|7 < 67. Putting this into (5:17) we see that for all § € [0, 7]
and all & € (0, cg6'/?), we have

P(|20(t,x)||3; < &) < (co6'> — &) 7PsP.
Soif & € (0, (co/2) V1), we can choose (&) := 232 to get
P(|120(1,%)|3 < €) < &P.
Let L := (2/co)P/?t~P/*. Notice that if y > L, then y~2/P € (0, (co/2) V1), and consequently we have
P20t <y ™2P) sy

Hence, we have

El20@.0)l," = /0 P28l = y)dy < L +/L P(I28l5 <y™*/P)dy

< L+/ vy 2dy
L

<L+L7 "<t Pl

which finishes the proof. O
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For (t,x) € [0,1] X T, we consider the H-valued random variables w, , which are given for all
(6,2) € [0,1] x T by
Do, O(t,x)
120,013,
For given n € N and for a C([0, 1] x T)-valued random variable G such that for all (¢,x) € [0,1] X T
Go(t,x) € W, we may define iterated Skorokhod integrals forall k € {0, ...,n—1}and (¢, x) € [0, 1]XT
recursively by

Wi, x (9’ Z;) =

Gk+1 (tax) = 6(Wt,ka(tax))'
Then by [Proposition 4.2] for any f € C* we have the integration-by-parts formula
E(V*f(©)Go) = E(f(©)G)

ny> we will need the following bounds on w and its Malliavin

.....

To bound the iterations (G )ke{o
derivatives.

Lemmas.8. Letp € [1,00),n € Z5¢, ando € C™*'. Thenthere exists a constant N = N(p,n, ||o|| cne1, 1)
such that for all (t,x) € [0, 1] X T, we have

-1)/4
19" we el 1, @sprotmsny < Nt@™D/%,

Proof. Fix (t,x) € [0,1] x T and let X := O(t,x), Y := ||2O(t,x)||3, and w := (2X)/Y. We may
assume that p > 2. By|Lemma 5.1} [Lemma 5.5|and [Lemma 5.7|respectively, we have

k 2tk - _
IXNlose s 25, Wl s 275, EQ)P 5175

Therefore by (with & := 7'/* and ¢ = 2) to obtain

”@nW”LP(Q;HW'IH) < (t1/4)n+1—2 < t(n—l)/4

as required. |

Lemma 5.9. Let n € Z»(, and o € C". Then for each k,m € Zsq such that k + m < n and for all
p € [1, ) there exists a constant N = N(k,m, p, ||o||cn, i) such that with g := 2™ p we have for all
(t,x) € [0,1] X T that

1Gm (D)l < NE G () o

Proof. For notational convenience, fix (¢#,x) € [0,1] X T, set w := w,, and fori = 1,...,n set
G; := G;(t,x). The proof will be done by induction with respect to the m variable. For m = 0 the
statement is obviously true. Now suppose that the statement is true for some m < n — 1. That is, we
suppose that for all [ € Z5( such that / + m < n we have

-m/4
IGmllopr < 1 ||G0||7/21,;;;-

We show that the statement is also true for m + 1, i.e. that for all k € Z- such that k + (m + 1) < n, we
have

—(m+1)/4
G matllgx S 17 DIHGollopricrmer. (5.20)
P 2m+1p
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Let k € Z»(, such that k+m+1 < n. Since the divergence ¢ : ka” — ‘Wp" is a bounded linear operator
(see [Nuao6l Proposition 1.5.7 and point 1 of remarks of Chapter 1]), we have

1Gmstllopr = 16WGm)llopte < IWGmllopt g

k+1
< Y NP WGmllp, @ pson)
i=0
k+1
A A
SO Y LMWL, et 122Gl o). (5.21)
i=0 A1 +Ar=i

By[Lemma 5.8 and since 4; > 0, we have

||9/IIW”L2P(Q;H®<’II+I)) S t(/l]—l)/4 s 1—1/4‘ (5‘22)

Moreover since Ay + m < k + 1+ m < n, by the induction hypothesis we have

A < < -m/4 o < -m/4
19" Gl @ty < [Gmllyts < 7" G0l tom <1 MGollypgin. (523)

Now putting and (5-23) into (5.21), we get
~1/4 . ~m/4
G matllgx < ™ 47" | Gollgretem.
p 2m+lp

Hence (520) holds, and the proof is finished. |

Lemma 5.10. Let n € Zsg, 0 € C™, B € (=2,-1) U (=1,0), and set q = 2"*21(_1,0)(5) +
2”+31(_2,_1)(ﬁ) and m = (n+ 1)1_10)(B) + (n + 2)1(_2,_1)(B). There exists a constant N =
N(n, B, ||o||cn+1, 1) such that for all g € C=, (t,x) € [0,1] X T, we have

n pn
[E(V"¢(0(2,x))Go(,x))| < Nllgllest  1Go(, x)llzn.

Proof. Let f € C* be the solution of (1 — A)f = g and let (¢,x) € [0, 1] x T. By [Proposition 4.2|and
by the definition of f, we get

IE(V"g(0(2,x))Go(t,x))| = [E(8(O(1,x))Gn(t,x))]
< [E(f(O(2,x)Gn(t,0) + [E(Af(O(2,x))Gn (1, X)) =0 A + B.

It follows easily from and Proposition [TT.9] that
A <A IBIG (D, < Iflleost ™ IGo(t, ) g, < lglcat B4 1Go(t, ) . (5.24)

It remains to be shown that the desired bound also holds on B. To this end, we first note that by Jensen’s
inequality and by the BDG inequality for y € (0, 1) we have

”(G)(t,x) — ZK: ciP,gbi(O, ) ()c))y”L2 < || IZK; Ci (¢i(I,X) - Pt¢i(0a )(x))”Z2

i=1
Si” /O t /T Per ()0 (6 (7 y)E(dy, dr)

Y
L
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<4, (5.25)

We first consider the case that 8 € (-1, 0). By [Proposition 4.2] the fact that EG,,+1 = 0, and (5-23) with
vy=1+p8¢€(0,1), we get

B = |E(Vf(O(t,x))G 41 (2, x))]

= [E((vr @2 - v 1 ZK] &P (0,)()) )G (1,)) )
i=1
K

S IVEllcrs

(@(z,x) 2 ciP, ' (0, .)(x))H'B HLQHG,H] (.1,

148
S Ifllczst ™ (G a1 (2, ) ||,
B-n
S llgliest = 1Go (2, ) [lggmer (5:26)
where for the last inequality we used Proposition [TT.9]and [Lemma 5.90 We now also deal with the case

when 8 € (-2, —1). Repeating the same steps with one more iteration of Malliavin integration by parts
and with y =2 + 8 € (0, 1), we can see that

B = [E(f(O(t,x))Gprs2(t,x))|
K

(02 = )" ciPid 0, .)(x))w”Lz 1G nea (1. )11,

i=1

< I fllc2s

Bon
< llgliest # 1Go (7, 0) llggmen- (5-27)
By and (5-27) we can see that for all 8 € (=2,—-1) U (=1,0) we have
B-n
B < llglont ™ 1Go(t,x) . (528)
By the bounds (5.24) and on A and B respectively, the proof is finished. m]

Let s > 0 and suppose that Z : Q X T — R is an F; ® F(T)-measurable map, such that Z(x) is
continuous in x and that sup .y [|Z(x)||z, < co. Let ¢Z** denote the solution of

(8, — A% = (¢?*)¢  in(s,1) x T, %S = Z. (5.29)

For (z,x) € [s, 1] x T, the solution satisfies the integral equation

t
6710 = P20+ [ [ b y)a 67 ey, (5.30)
S
‘We will moreover use the shorthand
¢” (1,x) = ¢7“(1,x). (5.31)
Lemma 5.11. Let K € N, and for z,...,zxg € C(T), (s,t) € [0, l]é, x € T, consider the convex
combination
K

i=1
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Let h € C(RX), and for q € [1, ) and i € Zs define Hy,;: (C(T)XK - R by

H,i(z1,...,25) = ||h(¢21 (t—s8,%x),...,0°K(t - s,x))||%;
LetZy, ..., Zg be Fs-measurable C(T)-valued random variables and g € C*(R). Foralln € Z-¢, B €

(=2,-1) U (-1, 0) there exists a constant N = N(n, B, ||o||cn+1, ) such that with q := 2’”21(_1,0) (B) +

2”*31(_2,_1)(ﬂ) andm = (n+1)1_10)(B) + (n+2)1(_2,_1) (B) we have

m
B-n
<Nlgls(t =)= > Hyi(Z1, . Zk).
i=0

Proof. By[Lemma 11.12]we have

[ES(V”g(d)Z"""ZK’S(t,x))h(qﬁz"s(t,x), L ¢ZK’S(t,x)))‘ = G(Z......ZK).

where for zy,...,zx € C(T) we define

K

G(z1,...,2K) = ’E(V"g(z cidp®(t - s,x))h(d)z"(t —5,X), ..., %K (t - s,x)))’.

i=1

By [Cemiia 10| we have
p-n
Gz, -5 2k) S lIglles(t =) [|h($% (1 = 5,%), ..., ¢M (1 = 5,0)) |l

< lgllos (=T Y IR (1= 5.2, 6™ (1 = .25,

i=0

m
B-n
= llglles(t—5)"F ZHq,i(Zl,---,ZK)-
i=0

Now putting (5-33) into (5-32), the desired result follows.

6 Driftless approximation

(5-32)

(5-33)

In this section we deal with the approximation of the solution u(z, x) by ¢*(*)-5 (¢, x). The main results

of this section are[Cemma 6.4] and [Lemma 6.6/

Lemma 6.1 (Boundedness of regularised solutions ). Let u be a regularised solution of (1) with initial
condition u(0,-) = ug € C(T) and let p € [2, ). There exists a constant N = N(p, ||o||s) such that for

all (t,x) € [0,1] X T we have
(), < Nlluollar) + IDE ), +1'7%).

Consequently, if u € %°, then

sup u(r,x)ll,, < o,
(t,x)€[0,1]xT

(6.1)

(6.2)
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Proof. From (3-2) and the BDG inequality we can see that

t
It 0IE, < Nl e, +10¢ 1, + [ [ o2 Gliolavar

and thus the inequality (6.1]) follows. Now suppose that u € %2. Then noting that D} = D} — P, oDy,
we have

sup ||D't‘(x)||Lp < [D“]%Q < 0.
(t,x)€[0,1]xT F

Also, note that by Assumption the initial condition u(0, -) is bounded. Therefore all terms on the
right hand side of (6.1]) are bounded in (¢, x), and thus (6.2) follows. O

Recall that the random fields ¢** (¢, x) and ¢*(z, x) are defined by (5-30) and (5-31) respectively. Let
ceClac (=1,0), B € [0,1], p € [1,00), and fori = 1,2 let b* € C?, and suppose that = %5 are
regularised solutions of the stochastic reaction—diffusion equations

(0, = Nu' =b'(u') + o (u')&. (6.3)
For (S,T) € [0, 1]2g we define the &5[& T]-bracket of u' and u? by

llut (£,) = ¢ &5 (1,x) = uP(1,x) + ¢S (2,3) |1,

:=sup  sup
x€T (s,1)e[S.T]2 |t — S|B

(6.4)

1.2
[u s U ]J’g[S,T]

Remark 6.2. Note that for all s € [0, 1], by definition, the random field u' (s, x) is continuous in x, and
by [Lemma 6.1] we have sup, .y ||lu’(s,x)||z, < co. Therefore the equation (5.29) starting from u’(s, -)

does indeed have a unique solution, which is denoted by qﬁ”i (s:):5 (¢, x). Consequentially, the expression
(6.4)) is well-defined.

For brevity, we will use the convention
12 12
[u',u ]osf =(u,u ]osf[o,l]‘
Moreover recalling the definition of the %’8 [S, T']-bracket from Definition [3-4} we set
[f]%f = [f]Wf[O,l] .

By the triangle inequality and by the following result holds:

Lemma 6.3. Let o € C', b',b*> € C% B € (0,1], p € [2,0) and let u', u* be regularised solutions of
(6.3) in the class %5 There exists some constant N = N (p, ||o||c1, @, B) such that for all (s, t) € [0, 1]2S
we have

' (2,) = (2, ) lB(r,1,) < [ul,uZ]gg[s,,] (t =) + Nllu' (5,-) = (5, ) ls(r.1,) -

Lemma 6.4 (Driftless approximation). Let o € C!, @ € (=1,0), b € C% Let p € [2,0), B €
[0, 1 + §] and let u be a regularised solution of (L1 in the class %5 Then there exists a constant
N=N(p,|lollct,a,B) such that for all 0 < s <t < 1, we have

sup [lu(t.x) = 9“7 (1) g < NID Loy (1 = ).

xeT
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Proof. By splitting the stochastic integral in (3:2) at time s, we have
0 = P00+ D)+ [ [ iyttt

« [ t [ peerteo ot ey, 65

Moreover using (530) to compute ¢“(+)+ (¢, x) and then (32) to express u(s, ), we get

000 1. = Preo [P0+ D0 + [ [ puc oo tutroetay.an) o)
- f t [ peer e @ (reay.dr)
= P09+ P00+ [ [ pees ooty

- f t [ per e @ oeadn 66

where the last equality follows from the semigroup property that P,_;P; = P,;. Comparing (6.5) and
(6.6), we can see that the error of the driftless approximation is given by

u(t,x) — ¢“) (1,x) = DY (x) — Pr_sD" (x)

! _ u(s,),s
+ / /T Pror () (@ (s y)) = (6“5 (r, ) E(dy. dr).

Hence by the conditional BDG inequality (see[Lemma 11.7), we get
lu(t, ) = ¢ (L0715 < DY (0) = Pe—s DY (O 1

o [ [ oo —o@ o ol g dvdr. 62)
Therefore

(e, ) = ¢ (1,212 5, s [D"]: (t =)

7 [s5.1]

/ / P2 () = 6“5 (IR, dydr. (68)

poo

/g N

From (6.7)) and the fact that u € %ﬁ , we see that

sup (2, x) — ¢u(s,~),s (tax)HL% < [Du]%o +lo|lg < co.
(t,x)€[0,1]xT oo P

Hence by (6.8) and by we obtain that

sup [|u(t,x) = ") (1,012 5, < [D"]:

xeT p 00

_ 2,3
7 [s.1] ( 5)

which implies the desired result. O
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Assumption 6.5. Let @ € (=1,0), b € C%, n € Zs, and let & € C"**? such that there exists a constant
i > 0 such that for all x € R, o2(x) > u?. Let 8 € [%, 1 + 1. and suppose that u', u? are regularised
solutions of (1) in the class %5,

For (s,a) € [0, 1]2S consider the (C(T))*valued %,-measurable random variable
Z:= (¢ul (5:). (a’ ')’ ¢u2(s’.)’s (a’ ')’ ul(a’ ')’ u2(a’ )) (69)

Recall the definitions of F(®) and £(® from (577) and (5.8). Moreover for (¢,x) € [0,1] x T and
z=(z1,...,24) € (C(T))*, define

F{;"‘Z(Z,X, Z) = ”¢Zl(t’x) - ¢22(Z,X) - ¢Z3(Z’x) + ¢Z4(Z,X)”7iqn, (6-10)
Egn(t.x.2) 1= (67 (1.0)) = T (87(1.2)) = (6% (1.2)) + T (@* (1. yz. (6.1)

By[Lemma 5.6] it follows that the expression in is continuous in z. Similarly, by the

product and chain rule formulas for Malliavin derivatives, it is easy to see that the same holds for the
expression in (6.11). Our next task is to obtain an estimate on F*) evaluated at Z. This estimate is given
in the next lemma.

Lemma 6.6 (Four point estimate). Let Assumption [6.5] hold. Then for all p € [2, ), there exists a
constant N = N(n, p, ||o||cn+2, @, B) such that for all (S,T) € [0, 1]23, (s,a) €[S, T]2S, tef0,1—a+s]
and x € T, we have that

4
sup [|Fyin (1. x. Z)|I1,
xeT

J 1.2 1 2 1
< N(1 +i£{1§1§}[D“ ]%i)([u U ]&,‘,/2[5,a] + lu (S, ) —u”(S, ‘)”B('H',Lp))la -2

where Z is defined by ({6.9).
To prove the above estimate, we will need the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 6.7. Let Assumption[.s5|hold. Thenforallp € |2, 00) there exists a constant N = N(n, p, ||o"||cns2, @, B)
such that for all (s, a) € [0, 1]25’ t€[0,1—a+s] and x € T we have

4 i
1= (1., Z) Iz, < N max [D“],5 sup||u’ (s,-) = u?(s, ) |a(r.1,) (@ - )P
16{1,2} 2p xeT

n-1

4 4

+NLiz1 ) IE) (3. D), + NIF (6. D) -
i=0

Proof. We begin by proving the result for n > 1. By point () in (which we can apply with
e=1"* € [0, 1] by[Lemma 5.1 and by the triangle inequality and Hélder’s inequality we have that
4
1= (2% 2l 15

3 Z ”Fﬁ),i(t’x’Zl’ZZ)”Lzm«;( Z HFg),j(t’x’ZZ’Z”z)HszI%)
i+j<n le{1,2}

n—1
+ ) lIE o D, g+ NESR (x5
i=0
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==A+B+C.

We can immediately see that ||B||.,, [|C||L, can be estimated by the second and third terms of the desired
bound. We proceed with showing that [| AL, can be estimated by the first term of the desired bound. To

this end, note that by and by we have for [ = 1,2, uniformly in j € {0,...,n}
that

(2)
F,~(t,x,7;,7, 7y S V4 -7 Fs
l ap (1% 20 l+2)”L2pm ig” 1(x) 1+2(X)||L2pm

1 .
= sup [|¢* ) (a,x) — u' (a, )|,

xeT 21:"”
B ul
< (a—-s)” max |D .
( ) le{1,2}[ ]%’;[S’a]
Therefore
A< (a—s)P p F? (t,x,2,,Z . 6.
< (a=s) max [D], i;nn i (13,20, 2) 15, 15 (6.12)

Applying[Cemma 5.6 with ¢ = 4p, (p1, p2) = (2p, p), & = F,, we get

) .
IFg) (. 21 Z) 25 67 sup (12 (x) = Za(0) g
PP D,

xeT

_ ti/4 sup “¢u1(s,-),s (a,x) - ¢“2(s")’s (a,X)HL

2
xeT 2p.p

=t sup || Fapo(a — s,x,u' (5,7),u* (s, )L, »
xeT

for all i € {0,...,n}, where the last equality holds by CLemma 11.12l So applying with
q =2p, p1 = p2 = p, and with an arbitrary sub-c-algebra & c &, we get from the above inequality that

2 1 2
IFS (6%, 2, Zo) 7 sup [lu' (s, ) = u?(5,0)]lr,,,
’ 2p.p xeT

and the bound is uniform in i € {0, ...,n}. Now taking the L,-norm on (6.12)),and applying the above
inequality, we get that

1 2)
A < (a - s)? max [D* F! (t,x,Z1,Z Fs
1A, 5 (0= ma (D) 30 WG ez o) g

1
< (a-s)® max [D* sup ||lu' (s, x) — u®(s, x .
(a =" max (D], sup ' (5.) = (5. 9,

which finishes the proof for the n > 1 case. Finally, for the n = 0 case, note that using (IT-11)), we have
4 4 2
IS5 (1% D) 17, < WFs (6% 20 Z) a1 D, WFs (6%, 21 Z12) 1y 15,
le{1,2}
4
HIFS (. x. D), 15,
= A+C.

By estimating ||A|| L, and IC|| L, the same way as we did for [|A||., and [|C]|., respectively, one can
show that the desired result also holds for n = 0, which finishes the proof. m]
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We are now in position to prove

Proof ofILemma 6.6 We begin by confirming that sup, \ycjo.17xT ||Fl(,‘},),(t,x,Z)||Lp < oo. This is
indeed true, since by the triangle inequality, [Lemma 5.6{and [Lemma 6.4] we have

4 2
sup | (6.5, D), < > I1Fgn (6,2, 6" ) (0, ), 4 (@, ) I,
x€T ie{12}

< 3 suplle” ) (a,x) - (a0l

ie(l2y X€T

< ti(a—-s)® max [D*]

. 6.
ie{l1,2} 7y (6.13)

The rest of the proof will be done by induction.
Step 1: We prove that the statement holds for n = 0. By we have for z € (C(T))* that

(¢%' — ¢ — = + ¢*)(2,x) = Pi(21 — 20 — 23 + 24) (%)
+ /O /T Pror (N (T (7 (12 y)) = (62 (roy)) — (67 (1) + (6% (ry y)))E(dy. d).
Therefore by the BDG inequality
F(4)(t X,2)

/
crt-a-mra+( [ [ wolhesolad) "
=: A(z) + B(2). (6.14)

By the definition of the 09[1,/ 2—bracket, we have
IA(Dlz, < sup 19 5 (a,x) = ¢ (@,x) = u (a, %) + u*(a,0) I,
xe
sl dllging  a= 9"
Moreover using one can show that

1B@)lIr, < max [D],0 sup ' (s.2) = (5.2, (a = 57

2p xeT

t
([ [ Sy 2l dyar)”
0 T

Using the above bounds on A, B, the decomposition (6.14)), and the assumption that we have g > 1/2,
we can see that

1F S (6.2, 2)117

2
] 2 2 1/2
S| max 1) ([ ) g 4y + ' (5.9 = (S crz,) (@ = 9

/ / P D IFD v 22 dvdr.
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1

Since by assumption u!, u? € %” ,» We have max;e(1,2) [D“i]WB < oo0. Therefore by we have that

2p

the norm in the integrand is bounded in (r, y). Hence using finishes the proof for the n = 0
case.
Step 2: Let n € N and suppose that the statement holds for F (4), o F (4)_1 for all p > 2. We aim
P p.n

to show that then the result also holds for F 1(:,1')1 forall p > 2. Lety = (6;,8)1, € ([0,1] x T)" and
z € (C(T))*. Then by Proposition 53] we have that

DI(FT - §7 - 97 + 67 (1,%)
= 10,11 (6") an;Pz—ak (x, {x)
% D2 o (6% (B, ) — (62 (Bu £0)) — (6% (B, £) + (67 (B &)
#1010 [ s ()
X D[ (67 (r, ) = ($2(,3)) = (627, ) + (87 (r, ) | E(dy, ).
Taking the || - ||, .o -norm of both sides and using the BDG inequality gives

4
F,(,,Z(I,X,Zl,ZQ,Z3,Z4)

< 01 (Vpi—(x, VD" o (87 (-, ) = 0 ($2(,-) = (7 () + o ($% (-, DL, @:em)
t /2
+ (/ /pf_r(x,y)lﬁ,(fl(r,y, Z)Izdydr)l
o Jr
=1 A(21,22,23,24) + B(21, 22, 23, 24). (6.15)
We begin by bounding A. Note that
A(z) <
0.1 (D pe— (D" o (6% () = (87 ( ) = (87, )) + T (% (s Wl gon-v 1, 11
= 0.1 () pe— (6, )ED (o 2) s

and thus (recalling the definition of Z from (6.9))) we have A(Z) < |10, (-)ps--(x, -)2;431_1 o5 2)|la-
Hence using the Minkowski inequality we obtain that

4
1AL, < L0102 IED G Dy N

4
<o (pe— ()l sup IS (0,4, D)1,
(0,4)€[0,¢]xXT

To bound the first factor, we note that |[1[o ) (-)p;-.(x,) ||z < t'/4 < 1, and to bound the second factor
we use that by and by the induction hypothesis, for (6, ) € [0, 7] x T we have that

4
1= (0.4, D),

n—1
ut oo Y 02(c . _ B 4)
< max [D15 ' (5.) = 3G, Mlcr.n, (@ = 5) +;||F2p,,.<e,§,2)||L,,

ul 1.2 1 2 1
< (1+ max [D L) ([ g gy + 01 (5.) = (S llacrr, ) (a = )1,
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where we used Lemma [6.3]and that by assumption we have 8 > 1/2. Hence we can see that
‘ 12 1 2 i
1Az, 5 (1 max (D], 0) (6] gy + I (5, = (S, lcr e, )@ = 9.

We proceed with bounding B. Note that

' 2 ) 2 172
1Bl 7 < Pir N Zgn (r, y, DI 5 dydr| . (6.16)
2,p 0 T L2,p

By[Lemma 6.7]and the induction hypothesis we have for all (r,y) € [0,7] x T that

4
1= (r v, D)lr,

< ma pv ul(s, ) — u?(s, - 4 5B
ie{l,Z}[ ]%ﬁ” (s,°) (s, )B(T,L,)( )

n—1
4 4
+ 2 N (1,3, D, + IFSo .3, D,
i=0

i 12 lee N _2(Q . _ /2
< (1+ max [D" ]%i)([” g1 oy * 101 (8.) =12 (S,lare, ) (@ = 9)

4
+IFEH (Y. D,

where we again used the assumption that 8 > 3. Putting this into (6.16), we can see that

I1B(Z)llL,

i ) 1 _20¢ . a2
< (1% max [D"],0 (102 g1 5 ) + 1 (5, = (S o,z ) (@ =)

t 1/2
4
([ [roeae s ol dvar)

By our bounds on A, B we may conclude that
4
1Fyn (1.3, 2) 1,

i 12 N _ /2
< (1+ max [D" Ty )[40 g1 . + 1 (52) = (Sl ) a =)

t 1/2
4
([ [remneies. o, aar) "

By the norm in the integrand is bounded in (r, y). Hence by [Lemma 11.5|the proof is finished. O

Lemma 6.8 (Four point BDG inequality for driftless approximations). Let p € [2,), o € C?, a €
(=1,0), B € [0, 1 +a/4] and fori = 1,2, let b’ € C® and suppose that u' € UP are regularised solutions

of
(8, — A = b (u') + U(ui)f(dy, dr).

There exists a constant N = N (p, |0 || 2, €, @, B) such that for (s,t) € [0, 1]2S we have

|/Sl/sz-r(x,y)

x (0 (r,3) = @2 3)) = o (8O (1, 3) + (60 (1, 3)) ¢ (dy, dr)

L,
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1 1
< N[D* los lu' (s,) = (s, )lB(r.L,) (t — 5)FF
r

t 1/2
+N(/ /Tpf_r(x,y)Hul(r,y) _uz(r,)’)—(l)u'(s,'),s(r,)’)+¢M2(S,'),S(r,y)Hszdydr) ,

Proof. By the BDG inequality and by (IT:12) in [Lemma 11.8] we have

t pi—r (&, y) (o (! (r,3)) = o (u*(r,y))
[ [

= (¢ () o (6D () )é(dy, d)

2
Lp
< [ [ tnfrw e - e

— (@ ) + (@O ()| dydr
72

2
L

sI+J

with

vim [ ] (600 ) =070 ) (800 ) - )

2dd
|,

! 1o . 20 .
Sim [ Dl () = ) = 85 )+ 670 () v
N

By the tower rule, Holder’s inequality, [Lemma 6.4} [Lemma 11.12]and [Lemma 5.6| (where we recall the
definition (577) of F (2)), we can see that

¢ 3 (1, y) = ¢S () ) (¢ 5 (ry y) = (r, )
L

< [l s ) = 60

P

ul(s,),s —u!
¢ (r.y) —u (r,y)||L2,,|%||Lp

1 1(e. 20 .
<10 (1=l (r13) = 97 gy 5,
P

1 2
= (D1 (1= 9P| Fi2 (= 5,0 (5., 4G5, )

2p

1
S 1D 1y (1= 9" (5.) = (s, ) lcre .

Lp

Putting this bound into the definition of /, we get that
t
u'y2 A28l e N 20« 12 2
PSP =P 5. =My, [ [ 0

1 1 2 2
S [D12 5 (1= 942! (5,) =P (5, ) Iy 1, -
2p

This bound on I and the definition of J together give the desired bound. |

7 Regularisation estimates

Let u, u', u? be regularised solutions of (1) with potentially different drift terms, f be a measurable
kernel on (0, 1] X T and g be a smooth function on R. In this section, we obtain quantitative bounds

for expressions of the forms fst fT fr(ng(u(r,y))dydr and fst f[r - (g (r,y) — g(u?(r,y)))dydr
which depend on a Besov—Holder norm of g with a negative index.
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Lemma 7.1. Let Assumption [3.1) hold and let u be a regularised solution of (LI). Suppose that
f:(0,1] X T — R is a measurable function such that there exist constants K > 0 and ¢ € [0, 1] such

4
that for all t € (0, 1] it holds that
[y < k<.

Let p € [1,00). Forall A € (4 —2,-1) U (=1,0) and for all B in the nonempty set (% - % +4,1+ 9],

if u € %5 then there exists a constant N = N(p,||o||c2, p, A, @, B, ), such that for all g € C*,
(s,1) € [0, 1]2S and G € {F;,{0,Q}} we have

| [ [ esaemaval,
s T LILOo
< Nliglleak (1 = 9)'*47¢ + D)

A3
L éV)'

Proof. We may assume that p > 2. For (S,T) € [0, 1]25 and (s,1) € [S, T]2S we consider the germ

Ags = E° / /1T Fror (Dg(6°CS (v, y))dydr.

Then
t
il < / /T s OE g (6“6 (ry) | dydr.
N
Note that by (with n = 0) we have

IESg (¢ (r, )| < llgllca(r — s)M™.

By the two inequalities above, by the fact that || fr_, ||z, 1) < K(T - r)=¢ < K(t —r)~¢ and by the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

t
MAsall oo < lgller [ =9 [ 1 0)ldydr
P T
t
< liglles / (r— Y4 =) dr

< lgllcak (1 = s)*H4<.

From the assumption that 4 > 4¢ — 2 it follows that the exponent 1 + 1/4 — { is greater than 1/2, and
thus the first condition in (F-1)) is satisfied. Let a € [s,t]. Then

|[ES5As,a,t| = |[ES(As,t - As,a - Aa,t)|

[Es‘/at‘/-H—fT—r(Y)[E“(g(¢u(s,'),s(r’y)) _g(¢u(a,.),a(r’y)))dydr|.

By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and (with n = 1), we get that

E(g(8"C0 (1, ) - (" (1)) )|

- ‘ /01 [E“(Vg(é)qbu(s,-)’s (r,y)+(1- 9)¢“(“")’“(r,y)) (‘ﬁu(s")’s(r,y) - ¢”(a")’a(r’y)))d9‘
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|/ B (Vg(06%" @ ) + (1 0)9 1. )

x (¢¢"(S")"‘(“")’“(r,y) =921, y)) )as)

< llgllea(r—a)™ ‘”‘*ZF”) (r=a,y,6"") (a,),u(a,))
i=0

where F?) is defined by (577)- Therefore using the above result,[Lemma 5.6|and [Lemma 6.4, we get

[ES

E(3(8"0+0 (r, ) - g (1, ) )|

3
- 2 .
<llgliea(r=a) DN EFD (r - a,y, 6" (a,), u(a, )
i=0
S ligllea(r =)0 sup 160+ (a,x) ~ u(a. 0)ll 7

xeT
< lgllea(r —a)=D1 [Du]%ﬁ[s’” (a—s)P.

By the above inequality, by the assumptions on f and by the fact that t —a,a — s < r — s, we get
t
IESAsacllz. < E° / /T FrorDIlealD ] p(s 7y (r = @)= (@ = 5P dyar
a
t
Slellcr 1Dy py(a=57 [ =0 [ g rdyar
a

t
S lgllcalD"lg e s, T](a—s)ﬁl(/ (t = 1)~ (r — @)+ gy
a

S NgllealD 1o ppg K (1 = )P €343,
By the assumption that 8 > 1/4 — 1/4 + £, it follows that the exponent 8 — { + A/4 + 3/4 is greater than
1, and thus the second condition in is also satisfied. Let

Ay, = / / Fror (g (u(r.y)dydr.
K T

By the regularity of g and by we can easily see that and (F3) are satisfied. All
conditions of [Lemma 4.1] are satisfied. Consequently, the conclusion follows from and the
fact that (S, T) € [0, 1] was arbitrary. O

Corollary 7.2. Let Assumption 31 hold and let u be a regularised solunon of (L) and let p € [1, ).
Then for all 2 € (-2,-1) U (-1,0), B € (4 - ’1 A+ 7] ifu e % then there exists a constant
N =N, |lo|lc2, 1, A, @, B), such that for all g € C°° (s, t) € [0, 1]5, x € T, we have

Fs
P,

a Pi—r(x,y)g(u(r,y))dydr

43
< Nlglles (=9 + 1D 0= P77,

Proof. Fix x € T and for each (r,y) € (0,1] x T define f,.(y) := p,(x,y). Then f is a measurable
function which satisfies f[r fr(y)dy = 1. Hence, applying (with K := 1, £ := 0), we obtain
the result. o
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Corollary 7.3. Let Assumption 31 hold and let u be a regularised solution of (T1) and let p € [1, c0).
Then for all 2 € (=1,0) and for all B € (% - %,1 + 5l ifu e %f then there exists a constant
N =N, |lollc2, 4, A, B) such that for all g € C*, (s,1) € [0, 1]2S and x € T we have

Proof. Fixx,x € T, and for each (r,y) € (0, 1] X T, define f,(y) := p,(x,y) — p-(X,y). Then by (T1-4),
we have fT f(y)dy < C|x — %|"/?r~1/4 for some constant positive C. Hence applying (with
K := C|x — %|"/? and ¢ := 1/4), we obtain the stated estimate. O

/ /T(pt_r(x,y)—pt_r(f,y))g(u(r,y))dydr

< Nllgllea (1 + [D"]y )l - 7|'/2.

Fs
LI’ ,‘00

Lemma 7.4. Let p € [2, ), @ € (—1,0), and let ¢ € C* such that there exists constant yu > 0 such that
for all x € R we have c>(x) > p2. Fori=1,2, let b' € C? and let u' be regularised solutions of

(0; — A)ui = bi(ui) + o-(ui)f(dy, dr)

in the class UP for some 8 € (% =5 1+ 5. There exists a constant N = N (p, || || ¢4, 4, @, B) such that
Jorall g € C*, (s,1) € [0, 1]2S and x € T we have

/ /T pror (e 3) (8 () — g (W2 (r.y)) dydr

< Nllellca(1 + p* t—5)Bra)/4
< Mgl (1+ max (D", (=)

Ly

X ([ g1,y + et (59) = 125, ey )-
Proof. Let (S,T) € [0, 1]23, x € T and for (s,1) € [S, T]2S define the germ
t l(e. 2(s..
Aa) =8 [ [ prs (80070 () = 26700 (o)) Jayar.
S

We first bound ||Ag ||z, Using[Lemma 5.11(with n = 1 and thus g = 8) and recalling the definition of
F® from (377), we have

B (0" 0 (r,3)) = g(8°C (r, )|

- | /01 E* (Vg(9¢u] (205 (7, y) 4 (1 = ) gt () (r,y)) (‘bul ¢ (r,y) - ¢”2(S")’S(r’y)))d9|
2

- 2
< llgllca(r =) ™V B2 (r 5,3, (5,),u(s, ).
i=0

We take the L ,-norm on the inequality, and by we get

IE* (g(¢" & (r, y)) = (6" (o),

< llgllca (r = ) ™4 [u' (s, ) = u?(s. ) lB(r.L,) -

Using the definition of A, and the above inequality, we get

t
A ()lz, < / /T pr-r(x.Y)llgllice (r = ) V4 (s,) = u? (s, ) gy, dydr
N
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< llgllco ([ ] gy gy + 0 (8.) =12 (S, Mlare, ) (0 =) g0
We proceed with an estimate for [|[E*0A;s ¢ ||1,, for a € [s, 7]. Note that
6 A 0] = IES (Ays = Aga = Aa)|
£ [ [ prerte B (56 0 )~ (070 ()

= g(@" @ (1, y)) + g (¢ (1, y)) )dyalr

For (r,y) € [0,1] X T and z € (C(T))*, we define

T,y (2) = [E(g(¢% (r — a.y)) — g(62(r —a,y)) — g(¢3(r — a,y)) +g(¢%(r — a,y)))|.

For brevity, we fix (r,y) € [s,#] x T and we set I" := T, y, ¢; := ¢;",(y) and 6; ; := ¢; — ¢;. By
[Lemma 11.8] we get

r@ < [ (512601100024 @10, o)

+ ‘/01 E((03.4 — 51,2)Vg(®2(9)))d9‘

where ©1, ©, are convex combinations3 of é1, ..., ¢Ps. Hence using (withn=2andn =1
for the first and second terms respectively) and recalling the definition of F*) from (6.10) we get that

1
L) 5 lgllen(r = @) 20 [ 16120061+ (1= 0002010
0

+lgllce (r = a) #1634 = 51 Ly

3

_ 2
< llglice(r—a)™ 24 X FO (r = a,y,21,22)
i=0

2 2
X (F%(Z)l (r—a,y,z1,23) + F3(2,)i (r—a,y,z, 34))
2
- 4
+liglce(r=a) 4 X" F8 (r - a,y,2). (7.2)
=0
Let ] .
Z = (g4 350,64 5w (a, ), uP(a, ).

By|Lemma 5.6/and [Lemma 6.4} we have that for [ = 1,2,i € Z5 that

2 1
V3 = .3, 21 Z1) i, S SUPIZ0) = Zia(@ll 2, 5 (D" (0 = 5.
x€ -0 4

3In particular:
01(0,1) :=n(0¢1 + (1 = 0)¢2) + (1 —1n)(6¢3 + (1 — 0)p4), 0,(0):=0¢3 + (1 - 0)¢a,

but this is not important for the proof.
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Using this, and [Lemma 5.6] we can see that
2 2
IES (O = a3, 21, Z) P = 0,3, 21, Z1) I,
2 2
< WIER(r = a.y. 21, )|y 2 1F33 (r = a.y. Z1. Z1o) |2 I,
L 2
S (D)= PNIFR ) r = a.y. 21, Z) |y 1,

< 101, (1= )7 sup ') (@) = 60 (a,0) 5.
P xeT 2.p
l
< max [D" t— )8 sup ||u' (s, x) — u?(s, x . .
max (D], (1= )% sup ' (5.2) 4.2, 73)

Note moreover that by
2
4
DIEFD (¢ -a.y,2)l,
i=0
l
< (1 max (D" ],0) (1! 1] gy + et (S,) =028, sy =512 (7.4)

16{1,2} 2p

Using (7-2), (7-3) and (7.4), we get that

IET(Z)II,,
3
— 2 2
Sligllce(r—a) 3" S B (FLr - 4,7, 20, Sy = 0,5, 21, Z10) s,
i=0 1e{1,2}
2
- 4
+liglce(r—a) X NEFS (r - a,y,2) |1,
i=0
— l
S llgllce (r = )2 max (D16 (1 = 7 sup flu' (s ) = (5,0l
> P XE€E
+ligllca (r —a)~/4+alt
2
ul 12 lege N 2(¢ . a2
x D+ max (D" 1) (L] gy + ! (S.) = w2(S. ) ., (1 = 5)

< llgllea (1 +Zg{lg}[D“l]%z;)([ul,uz]&yz[”] +lu' (S, ) = u*(S.)llBer.L,))
x ((r —a) VLA B 4 (r = q) M Al s)“z).
Therefore, by using [Lemma 11.12land the above bound, we get
IE6As.asllL,
< t [ prr G DIET @l dyar

I 1,2 1 2
< llgllca (1 +Zg{1i§}[D” ]%z;)([u U ]5;/2[”] +lu (S, ) —u (S, )leT,L,))

x (=9 / l /1T Pi-r(x.y)(r = a) "2+ dydr

t
=9 [ [ o= e tayar)
a T
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! 1 .2 1 2
< lgllew (14 max [0 Jog, ) ([l ] g gy + e (8,) = (S, lar.z,)
% ((l _ S)'B(l _ a)1/2+a/4 + (l _ s)l/l(t _ a)3/4+a/4)
! 1.2 1 2
< lgllew (14 max [0 Jog, ) (L) g gy + e (5,) = (S, o z,)
% ((t _g)BHlzrald S)5/4+a/4)‘ (7.5)

Note that 8+ 1/2 + @/4 and 5/4 + /4 are greater than 1 by the assumptions that 8 > 1/2 — a/4 and
that @ > —1. Consequently, by (7-1) and (7-5), we have that the condition (4-1) is satisfied. In addition,
by using and the regularity of g, it is straightforward to see that the process

oy = /O /T pror (i) (g (72 y)) = g(2(r,y)))dydr

satisfies and (7-3). Consequently, the conclusion follows from[Lemma 4.1]and the fact that (S, T) €
[0, 1]2S was arbitrary. |

Corollary 7.5. Let p € [2,0) and let o € C* such that there exists a constant u > 0 such that
o%(x) > % Fori=1,2,let b’ € C® and let u' be regularised solutions of

(0; — Ayu' = b (u') + o (u")é(dy, dr)

in the class UP for some B € (% -4 1+ %] There exists a constant N = N(p, ||o||cs, 1, @, B) such
that for all g', g> € C*, (s,1) € [0, 1]25, we have

/ /T pror () (8" (12 y)) = £2(2(r,y)))dydr

)lt _ S|(3+a)/4

Ly

<N(l+ ma p*
( ie{l,)Z(}[ ]%f,

X (lg" = &l +lg2llce (s ul o,y + 1l () = 125, ) lacroe, ) )

Proof. Since B > 3 — 2 = 1 — 21 we can see that the condition of is satisfied with
A = a — 1. The desired result follows from [Corollary 7.2]and [Lemma 7.4]by the triangle inequality. 0O

8 The §,-bracket of two solutions
Throughout the section we work with the following assumption:

Assumption 8.1. Let o € C* such that there exists constant x > 0 such that o>(x) > 2. Leta € (-1,0),
B € (% - 4> 1+ 7], and suppose that for i = 1,2 we are given b' € C*" and that u' are regularised
solutions of

(0 = Dyu' = b' (u') + o (u)é(dy, dr)

in the class % with initial conditions u’ (0, -) = uf) e C(T).
Recall the definition of the cS’Il,/ 2 bracket from (6.4). Informally, the aim of this section is to show that

1.2 1 2 1 2
[u s U ](5}])/2[0,1] < ”u()_u()H[B(T) + ||b -b ||C"’1'
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Lemma 8.2. Let Assumption 81 hold and let p € [2, 00). Then [u', u?] .o < co. Moreover there exists

oS)P
a constant N = N(p, i, ||o || c4, @, B) such that

[ul, u2] '/2[3 1]

< N(] +lé‘1{lfl)§}[Du ]%ﬁ)(l + ||b ||crz)

X (16 = B2l gons + 1L, )+ ! (5.) = 2 (5 ler. ) (= ) 4 8.

Proof. Let (S,T) € [0, 1] . We begin by verifying that the &,1,/ % bracket is finite. By the triangle
inequality, and by [Cemma 6.4 we have for (s, 1) € [S,T]2 that

sup [lu (1,x) = ¢ &5 (1,x) = u? (1,x) + ¢ (1,0)|], 7,
p,oo

xeT

< max sup ||u'(¢,x ”(S")’S t,x)||, #
le{lz}xé’r” (t,x) - ( )HLZ,M

< max [D* t—5)? < ma g t— )2,
< max [D“],p( =) 5 max[D], (s —)

where we used that by assumption we have 8 > % -4 > % Thus by the fact that |||, = [l % Iz, <

| - Il 5 , it follows that
P,

[ul,uz]gl/z < max [D“i]%ﬁ, (8.2)

P ie{l1,2} P

which is finite, since by assumption u’ € %#. Note that for (s, t) € [0, 1]23, x € T we have by and
by (3-2) that

w! (t,x) = U (1,2) = ¢ O (1,2) + 670 (1,x) =
= ul (1,%) = (1,x) = Pros (u' (s, ) = (s5,)) ()

- t [P e @ 0 ) = (@700 1) ey dr)
- (D;‘1 —D¥ —P,_,D" +P,_,D )(x)
« [ t [P s e ) - o)
— 0 (" 55 (r,y)) + 0 (5 (r,7)))E(dy. dr)

2 I(t,x) +J(t,x).

Fori=1,2let (b""),en € C* with b — b' in C®. Then by Definition [3-2)and by Fatou’s lemma, we
have

sup  |l1(z,x)][L,
(t,x)€[0,1]xT

< liminf sup
n=% (£,x)€[0,1]xT

So by we have

I(z, < (3+a)/4(1 4 max [DY
N1(t, )|, < |t — sl ( e{lé[ ]%;;)

a Pe-r (6, 3) (B (u (1, y)) = 67" (WP (r, ) ) dydr .

P
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X (1" = D2t + N%ca ([l ] gy, + D' 52) = 125 ) lacr.iy ))-
Note moreover that by we have

17 (2, X)L,

1 1
S D% g lu' (s,-) = u?(s, ) lBcr.L,) (= 9)FF
P

t 1/2
([ [l ) =) = 8 )+ 0700 ) dvar)

By our bounds on 7, J and by the observation that % +8 > % + % -9> % + 4, we conclude that

||u1(t,x) _ MZ(Z,X) _ ¢u1 (s,7),8 (l,X) + ¢u2(s,'),s (t’x)”ip <

< (1+ p¥ 201 + |3 ca)?
< ( iér{liﬁé}[ ]%i)( 16]|ce)

2
x (||b1 = Dllcamt + [t i g+l (s5,0) = PG, -)||B(T,Lp>) (t—5) O+

! Ml S,°),S M2 S,°),S 2
o [ [ perell ) =) = 660 09 4070 )l v,

Note that the norm in the integrand is bounded in (r, y), since it is bounded by [u!, u?] 172, Which is
pr

finite by (8.2). Using[Lemma 11.5} and[Lemma 6.3|(where we recall that § < s < 1), we get

' (2,x) = u?(£,5) = ¢ 5 (1,2) + 66 (1,9) I,

<1+ p* 1+ ||b?]| ce
S ( ig{llaé}[ ]%i)( 16~ |lce)

X ([Ml,uz]os,‘ll’/z[s,t] + ||M1(S, ) _ MZ(S, ’)”[EB(‘U’,LP) + Hbl _ bzllca—l)(t _ s)(3+a/)/4.

Therefore dividing both sides by (1 — s)!/? and taking supremum over (s,7) € [S, T]2, we obtain the
desired bound with (S, T) in place of (s, ). Now the desired result follows by the fact that (S, T) € [0, 1]2S
was arbitrary. O

Lemma 8.3 (Splitting the &,/*-bracket). Let Assumption 81 hold and let p € [2,0). There exists a
constant N = N(p, ||o||c4, u, @, B) such for all (S,T) € [0, 1]2S and Q € [S,T] we have

1.2 i 1.2 1 2
[’ u] g1 gy < N( +ig{1?’7§}[l)" ]%i)([u W g2 o) + TS, ) — (S, ')”[B('I]’,Lp))

12
+2[u ,u ]§1L/2[QvT].

Proof. For (s,t) € [0, I]ZS, we set

A(s,1) = sup [lu' (1,%) = u?(1,) = ¢ ) (1,x) + ¢ &) (1,2) I,

xeT

For (s,1) € [S, Q]2S or (s,t) € [Q,T]ZS, we clearly have

A(s,t) < ([ul,uz]é,;?/z[S’Q] + [ul,uz]é,;'/z[Q’T])U — |2 8.3)
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For s < Q < t, by using the triangle inequality and keeping in mind the definition of FI(;}()) (see (6.10))
we have

A(s, 1) < A(Q,1)
+sup [ @)L (1,x) = ¢ (@)L (1, x) — ¢ 5 (1,x) + ¢ 5 (1,x) I,

xeT

= A(Q,1) + sug ”F[(:% (t -0, x, ¢ul(s,-),s (0,9, ¢u2(s,-),s 0,), ul 0,9, u2(Q, ))HLI,

From this and [Lemma 6.6] we conclude that for s < Q <t

Als. 1) < [u' 2 PRIV
(5.1) < W) ol = o

d 1.2 1 2 1/2
+N(1+ max [D" ]%p([u g5 oy * 1018, =12 (S, st )l = s 8.4)

ie{l1,2}

By the above combined with (8.3), the inequality (8.4) holds for any (s,7) € [S, T]ZS, from which the
claim follows. m]

Lemma 8.4. Let Assumption hold and let K € Z3), p € [2,00). There exists a constant N =
N(p,llollcs, K, u, a, B) such that with M := N (1 + max;c( 2} [D“l]%p) we have

K-1
[u!, u2]§IL/2 < (K= DM Muf - udllar) +2 Y M'[u', Wy (Ko K.
i=0
Proof. Letag, = [u', ”1]&},/2[s,t] and u(l)’2 = |luy — ulle(r). We will begin by using induction to show
that forall n € {1,...,K — 1} we have
n n-1
)\ 1.2 ;o _
ao, 1 SM"C!O’%+(Z;M[)MO +2Z(;MlaKIél’KKl. 8.5)
i= i=

By we have that

1,2
ap, < M(ao,% +u, )+2a%’1,

therefore (8.5)) holds for the initial case n = 1. Now suppose that (8.5) holds for some n € N. We will
show that it also holds for n + 1. To this end, we first apply the induction hypothesis and then
to get that

n—1

n
ap,) < M"ay k-n + (Z:M")u(l)’2 +2ZMiClK—i—l K-i
> K

X K
i=1 i=0
n n-1
< M”(M(ao K-n-1 +u(1)’2) +2a Kk-n-1 K—n) + (ZMi)u(l)’z + 22 Miak i ki
s TR X K — .0 K K
= =

n
= Mnﬂa0 K-n-1 + Mn+lu1’2 + (Z Mi)u(l)’2 +2M" A K-n-1 K-n +2 Z MiaK—i—l K-i
> K °* K

K 0 K ° K
i=1 i=0

n+l n

= M™ag s+ ( )My 42 Miasein s
I - s K K
= =
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as required. Therefore (8.5)) is proven. Now choosing 7 := K — 1 in (8.5), we get

K-1
ao.1 S( Ml) 2y MK lao 1 +22Mlal< i1 K-i
K K
i=1 i=0
K-1
< (K- I)MK_ll,t(l)’2 +2 Z M'ak i1 ki
K ° K
i=0
as required. O

Lemma 8.5. Let Assumption hold. For all p € [2,0) there exists a positive constant Ky =
Ko(max;e (1,2} [D”l]%ﬁ Dy ol css s @, B) such that if K € Z satisfies K > Ky, then there exists a
2

constant M = M (p, ||oI:||C1,a/,ﬂ) such that for alln € {0, ..., K} we have that
[ulauz] I/2[n n+I] < MK (”u (0 )_M (0 )”B(-ﬂ—) + ||b1 b ||C" 1) .

Proof. By [Lemma 8.2] there exists some N = N(p, i, ||o||c4, @, 8) > 0 such that for all K € N and
ne{0,...,K— 1} we have

[ulauz](s’ll)/z %’nTH]

<N(1+ p* 1+ |62 ;e
< N( ig{lf»é}[ ]%;;)( 16| ca)

n L

K’ ) - (E’ ‘)”B(T,LP) + ”bl - bz”ca*l)K_(Ha)M'

12 1
X ([u ,u ]CTII;/Z[%»"—;E]] + Hu (
Let [-] denote the ceiling function, and define the constants

N:=N(l+ p* 1+ ||B2]|ce),
(14 max [D],0)(1+ 157l ce)

Ko = [(21\7)%1. (8.6)
Then for K > K we have that
[u', u?] sy m ) < Hu ,-)HB(MP) + (16" = || canr. (8.7)

In particular, by choosing n = 0, we have

[Ml,uz]sll?/z[o’%] < |luy = ujllser) + 16" = b || canr. (8.8)
Let " "
12 1 2 142
a, = [u,u ]05,11)/2[%’,%.] +”u (E’) —u (E")”B(T,L,,) + 16" = b7 ca-1.

In the n = 0 case we can use (8.8) to bound the first term to get

a0 <2 (1l - udllacr) + 16" = Bllca) (8.9)
For the general case n € {1,...,K — 1} we first use @ to get rid of the first term in the definition of
an, and then we apply as follows:

VAL

an < 2([le (2 = 2 (% Mpcr.i, ) + 118" = PPl
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n-—1 n-—1
% ")_u2(T")”B(T,LI,)

SM( 1, 2 n— + 1 + bl_bz a— )
[u,u ](S,Il)/z[ 1 ”M ( I llca-t

1 n
K °K
:Ma,,_l

for some constant M = M (p, ||c||c1, @, B) > 2. Iterating this result n times and then applying (8.g), we
get

n < M"ag < M"2(||up — udllpcr) + 16" = 5| cat)
< M5 "M (|lul - Bdllsr) + 16" = b || car),

which finishes the proof. |

Lemma 8.6 () *-stability of regularised solutions). Let Assumption8Zhold and let p € [2, o). There
exists a continuous map (with dependencies as indicated below)

[ = Fplolgapap : [0,00)* = [0,00)

such that f(x,y) is increasing in both the x and y variables, and that the following inequality holds:
[u',u?] 12 < f( max 67| e, max [D*],, ) (||u(1) —udllpr) + b - b2||ca_1) :

Proof. LetK € Z be sufficiently large so that it satisﬁes the assumption of[Cemma 8.5| By (8.6) we know
that we can choose K = Ny(1+max;e 12} [D“ ]75 )T+ Tra (1+||b2||ca) e with Ny = No(p w ol ces @, B).

Then there exists a constant M = M;(p, ||o||c1, a/ ) such that

[, ] 12wy < M (Ilug = ugllaen) + 116" = b2 llcar). (8.10)

Recall moreover that by there exists a constant Ny = Na(p, |||l ¢4, K, u, @, B) such that for

M := Ny(1 + maxje 12y [D* ],,5 ) we have
2p

K-1
[u',u?] 12 < (K = 1)ME"u) - u0||B(T)+2ZM [u',u?] SR K (8.11)
i=0

By (8.10)), we get that the second term on the right hand side of is bounded by

K-1
23" MIME (lluf - ugllcry + b = b llcan)

i=0
< 2(K = D) (M1 M) X (|lug — ujllmer) + 16" = B[l car).
Therefore

[ul,uz]eg;)/z < (K = D)(MF"+2(M M) (lug - ugllscry + 1" = B[l ca-1),

and the desired result follows by the definitions of K, M, M>. m]
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9 The 7),-bracket of the drift and an a priori estimate

The aim of this section is to provide a priori bounds on a regularised solution of (1) under Assumption

B-1

Lemma 9.1. Let Assumption[31]hold, let 3 € (% — 4, 1+ 41 and assume that u is a regularised solution

of (D) in the class %5 . Then u is also of class UB. Moreover for all p € [2, ) there exists a constant
N =N, ||o|lcss , @, B) > 0 such that

i
(D], < Nexp (NIBIZS).
Proof. Let (b"),en € C* be a sequence of smooth functions such that 5" — b in C®. Then by the
definition of D" (see (3-1))), by the conditional Fatou’s lemma and the usual Fatou’s lemma, for p > 2
and for (s,1) € [0, 1]23, x € T we have that

/ /T Prr (e )B" (u(r y))dydr

D% (x) — P,_sD*(x)||, %, < liminf su .
1D (x) = Py D (0l ., < lim inf sup .

Therefore by applying we know that
a3
1D () = PruDYN 0 % Wbl (1= )+ D], 0, (0= 5547

at3
S lblee (= 97 + (D", 0 - 957,

where we used the assumption that 8 < 1 + a/4. Hence there exists N = N(p, ||| cs, 4, @, 8) such that
for all (s,1) € [0, 1]2S we have

[D"] Nbllce + Nllbllca D15, ,, (1 = )@, (9.1)

PBsa] S 7P st

Since we assumed that u € %f , we have [D"].s < co, and thus by the inequality (9-1) we have
2

[D"],,s < oo, and thus u € %5 . Since p > 2 was arbitrary, it follows that u € %5.
y2l

Note that on the right hand side of (9-1), the [Du]%ﬁ[s ;] May be replaced with [Du]%ﬁ[s - Hence
2 4 P >
choosing sufficiently large K € N, it follows that
Du i i+ S b @. .
T Ll B 92)

To this end we may pick K := [(2]\7 IB]lce) ﬁ-‘ Moreover using and the inequality (9-2),
we obtain that

K-1
K
(DL piony <2 D10 Typ s
i=0
K-1
<25 3 blice < K25|1b]|ce,
i=0

which finishes the proof . |



46 THE cWP—BRACKET OF THE DRIFT AND AN A PRIORI ESTIMATE

Lemma 9.2 (The regularity of D). Let Assumption 3] hold, and let p € [2,00), B € (% -5 1+ 91
There exists a constant N = N(p, || || c4, 4, @, B) > O such that if u is a regularised solution of class UP,
then
u < « u .
10"l et b oerr,y < N lbllea) (1 [D%],0)
Proof. Noting that || - |[z,, = [l - Iz, 1% I, < Il - Iz, |%,||L., and that from the definition of D* (see
(31)) we have Dy = 0, we conclude for all (7,x) € [0, 1] X T that

IDF(O)lz, < IDY(x) = Pr-oDg ()l 7 < [D]g5- ©93)

Let (b")nen € C™ be a sequence of smooth functions such that 5" — b in C*. By (3-1)), Fatou’s lemma

and [Corollary 7.3 we can see that for all x,X € T and ¢ € [0, 1] we have

t
1D (x) = DY ()1, < limin | /0 /1T (Pr-r (. ¥) = ooy (B )B" (u(r, y)dyar|
P
S lIbllea (1+[D"]op)lx - 52 (9-4)
By (@:3) and we can see that

sup [IDfllcrzery S (L+11bllca) (1 + [D*],5). 9.5)
te[0,1] P

Finally, note that since by assumption we have 8 > % -9> %, and thus

[D¥]51s < [D"]5p- (9.6)

r

By (©-3) and (9.6)), the desired bound holds for the C 0.3 ([0,1] X T, L,,)-norm and for the ‘Wpl/ *_bracket.
Hence by [Lemma 11.11]the proof is finished. o

Lemma 9.3 (An a priori estimate). Let Assumption [3.1] hold, and let p € [2,00), & € (0, %), B €
(% — 4.1+ §1. There exists a constant N = N (p, || ||c4, 4, @, 8, &) > 0 such that if u is a regularised
solution of class UP | then

lu = PoaoCllcris-erin-s(jo1x1.2,) < N+ [bllca) (1 +[D%]5p).

Proof. For (t,x) € [0, 1] X T denote

t
v = [ [ oo aoomedy.an.
By the triangle inequality

||u - PM0||C1/4—5/2,1/2—.9([O’I]X'H"Lp) < ||Du||C1/4—g/2,1/2—.9([O’I]X-H-’Lp) + ||V||C1/4—g/2,1/2—g([O’I]X-H-’Lp).

But by[Lemma 9.2} we know that || D || c1/a.12([o.1]xT Ly) S (1+]|b]lce)(1+[D*],,s) and it can be seen

£l E 2 P
from the BDG inequality and by the heat kernel estimates (TT-3) and (11.6) that V]| c1js-e/2.12-¢ (0, 11xT,L,,) S
1, and thus the proof is finished. |
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10 Proof of the main result

Theorem 10.1 (Uniqueness). Let Assumption 3] hold, let B € (% - 4,1+ 41 and suppose that u', u?

are regularised solutions of (1) in the class %2’8 . Then u'(t,x) = u?(t,x) almost surely for all
(r,x) € [0,1] x T.

Proof. Sinceu',u® € %*  italso follows by[Lemma .1]that u', u> € %#. Thus Assumption 8 ilsatisfied.
Therefore by Lemma 8.6l we have for p € [2, o) that

12
u,u <0.
[u”, u] 112

So since u!(f,-) — u?(t,) = ul(t,-) — u?(t, ") — ¢* O (£,-) + ¢ ()5 (¢, ), it follows that

sup [l (t,x) = (£,x) |1, = O,
(¢,x)€[0,1]xT

and the desired result follows. O

Let Assumption[3-T]hold. The rest of the section is concerned with proving the existence of regularised
solutions in the class %'*% . Let (b")nen € C* such that b — b in C?. Suppose that for all n € N, u”
is the classical mild solution of the SPDE

(0; = Nu" =b"(u") + o (u")é, 1" (0,)=u(0, ). (10.1)

We call (u"),en the sequence of approximate solutions, and for (f,x) € [0,1] X T we define the
corresponding approximate drift term and approximate noise term respectively by

DY (x) 1= /O /T Pror (e )" (" (s ) dydr,
Y (x) = /O /1T Prr (ro )0 (" (o Y)E(dy. dr).

By[Lemma g.1] we have for all p > 1, that

sup[D”n]71+a/4 < 00, (10.2)
neN p

Lemma 10.2 (Convergence of the approximate drift and noise terms). Let Assumption 31 hold, and let

T,Lp).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that p > 2. By (with g = 1 + ) and by
[Lemma 8.6/ we have

sup  [ID¥"(x) = D" (D)l

(¢,x)€[0,1]xT
t
= s | [ [ pe e 676 ) - 0 )y
(t,x)€[0,1]xXT 0 T Lp
S U™ = B s+ [ ) e g S 15" = Bl — 0 (103

$y210,1]
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as n — oo. Moreover by [Lemma 9.2|(with 8 = 1 + ) and by (0:2), we have that

sup ||Dun||C1/4"/2([0,1]><1I,L,,) < 00, (10.4)
neN

By (103), (10-4), and by a standard interpolation argument, we can see that (D*"),en is Cauchy in

We proceed with showing that the same is true for the sequence (V"),en. To this end note that by
the BDG inequality, by the definition of the & Il,/ ?_bracket, and by we have

sup IV (%) =V (),
(¢,x)€[0,1]xT

[ [ perenlo @ - o )ecy.an
0 T

=  sup
(t,x)€[0,1]1xT Lp
< 4w = u™lso.0)xT.L,) < [M",Mm]é}l)/z S 18" = b" || ca-1 — 0 (10.5)

asn,m — co. Lety € (0, &). Using the BDG inequality and the heat kernel estimates (TT3), (1LL6), we
can see that foralln e N, 5,7 € [0, 1], x, X € T the following estimates hold:

t
V") =V @I, 5 [ i) = pres o)y < =211,

N t
V" () = v ol < /O (Pr-r(%.y) = ps—r(x. y))*dydr + / P2, (x.y)dydr

< |t = sV,
Therefore we conclude that

sup IVl 1y 1 < 0. (10.6)

By ([i0-3), (10.6)), and by a standard interpolation argument, we can see that (V"),ey is also Cauchy in
1 £

CTT%‘S([O, 1] X T, L), and thus the proof is finished. O
Consistently with the above lemmas, we will thus denote

D% := lim D*' and V¥:= lim V¥,

n—0oo0 n—00

where the limits are taken pointwise in (¢, x) € [0, 1] X T, in probability. Moreover, it follows that for all
£ €(0,1/2) and p € [1, 00) we have D%,V € Ci~2-27([0,1] x T, L,) and

lim (||Dﬁ—D“"|| e FVE Ve ):o. (10.7)
n—0o0o

C3™2°27°([0,1]xT,L,) C3™2°27°([0,1]xT,L,)
Moreover for (¢,x) € [0, 1] x T, we define
ii(t,x) = Pug(x) + D (x) + V*(x). (10.8)

Lemma 10.3 (V¥ is the noise term of ii). Let Assumption B-I hold. Forall (t,x) € [0, 1] X T, we have

Vi (x) = /0 /T Por (6. )0 (i(r )€ (dy, dF).
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Proof. By the definitions of D* and V# (see (T0-7)), by Fatou’s lemma, and by the definition of & (see
(10.8)) we have for p > 2 that

Wi - [ [ peneaemeaanls,

< lim ian/O /Tp,_r(x,y)tf(u"(r,y)) — o (i(r,y))é(dy, dr)

n—oo

Ly

<t 1iyfrl)i£f lu" = dllg(o.1]xT.L,)
< lim ID*" = D™|lg((o,11xT.L,) + lim IV = V*lla0.11x7.2,) = O,
and thus the proof is finished. O

We proceed with verifying that the definition of D¥ is not an abuse of notation, i.e. that D# is indeed
the drift of 7 as prescribed in (3-1)). To this end, we will first need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 10.4. Let Assumption 3.1 hold, and for n € N define random fields f" : Q x [0,1] X T — R by

F(1,x) = D (x) /O /T pr-r (e )" ((r, ) dydr. (10.9)

n
Then for any p € [1, o) we have that || f ||C%,%([0’1]XmLP) —> Oasn — oo,

Proof. To bound the sup norm, we note that by Fatou’s lemma, (with g = b™ — b") and
we have that

If"lB(0.1xT,L,,) =  Sup
(t,x)€[0,T]xT

i = [ [ pirteew e navar

Lp

t
< liminf  sup ’/ /p,_r(bm(um(r,y)) = b"(u"(r,y)))dydr
m= ¢ vyelo.r]xT 1 Jo JT Lp
< liminf [|6™ = b"||ca(1+ [D*" ] 1eaa) (1 = ) < ||b = b"|| e,
mM— 00 P
and thus
Tim |1 f* lg(f0.11xT.L,,) = 0- (10.10)

Next, we bound the spatial seminorm. Let x, ¥ € T. In the calculation below we will use the definitions
of D" ii, f (see (10-7), (10.8), and (T0:9)) and the continuity of the approximate drifts, Fatou’s lemma,
[Corollary 7.3|(with g(x) = b™(x) — b"(x)) and (T0:2),

sup || f"(t,x) = f" (£, %)z,

te[0,1]

sup [[Df o)~ DF () - /O [ piert) = pies G o dyar],

te[0,1]

sup liminf”/0 /T(pt_r(x,y) —pt_r(x,y))(bm(um(r,y)) - b”(um(r,y)))dydr

te[0,1] M7®

< liminf ||6™ = b"||ce (1 + [D*"]
m—0o0

P

L,

grar) =22 < [l = " [l — 5|12,
2p
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Therefore

lim sup [f"(z, ')]C'/Z(T,L,,) =0. (10.11)

n—=%rel0,1]

Finally, note that for 5,7 € [0, 1] we have by Fatou’s lemma, (with g = ™ — b™), and
tha

Sup [/ (1.2) = Py " (.

xeT

= sup
xeT

D (x) - /0 /Ir prr (e )B" (i(r. y))dydr

(P2 [ [ @iy,

< sup liminf

xeT Mo s

P,

L

/ /TI Pror (5 y) (B (U™ (7, ) = B (™ (o y)))dydr

< liminf |6 = b"||ca (1 + [D*"]. teau) (t — 5)1+/4
m—-oo r

7,
S |lb = b" || ca (2 — 5) 4,

It follows that

lim [f"], 1+aa = 0. (10.12)
n—oo j2
By ([I010), (I011), (I012), and by [Lemma 11.11]the proof is finished. O

Corollary 10.5 (D% is the drift of 7). Let Assumption B-1 hold. Then the pair (i, D% satisfies the
condition (3-1) from Definition 3.2} that is for any sequence (b"),en C C such that b" — b in C?, we
have

sup
(¢,x)€[0,T]xT

Di(x) - /0 /1T Pror (s )b (@ y))dydr| — 0

in probability as n — oo.

Theorem 10.6 (Existence). Let Assumption 1] hold. Then the process ii is a regularised solution of
() in the class %'+@/4,

Proof. Since for all n € N, the random field u" (which is a classically defined mild solution) is P ® % (T)-
measurable, so is the limit 7. By the definition of i and by we have that

ii — P.ug € CV4=&14=212([0, 1] x T, L,,)

for p > 1 and for any € > 0. Therefore by Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, the random field
i(t,x) — Pu(0,-)(x) is continuous in (¢,x). So noting that P,u(0,x) is also continuous in (,x), it
follows that 7i(z,x) is continuous in (z,x). Note moreover that by the pair (i, DY)
satisfies (3-1). Finally, we observe that by the definition of i and by the integral equation
(32) is satisfied. Therefore it is clear that i is a regularised solution of (T1). Moreover for all p > 1 we
have

(D]

l+a/s < lim inf[Dun] a4 < Sup[Dun]

7, e 7, el <00

neN p

where the last inequality holds by ([@02). Therefore i € %'*®/4, and the proof is finished. O
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11 Appendix
Lemma 11.1. Let € € (0,1/2), vy € (0, &), and define

2 —
s 2e-y)
1-2y

Then 6 € (0, 1), and for all (t,x), (s,y) € [0,1] X T, we have

1-6
(|t—s|1/4_7/2+|x—y|1/2_7) < |t —s|VA7E2 g — y|V2e (11.1)
Proof. We begin by noting that since € € (0, 1/2), we have § < % = 1. The positivity of § also

immediately follows from the fact that 0 < y < € < 1/2. So we have 1 — ¢ € (0, 1), and thus the map
x > |x|'=9 is subadditive. Hence the left hand side of (IIT) is bounded by

It — 5|14/ (1=6) 4 | _ 3 |(1/277)(1=6)

Now we just need to check that the powers in this expression match the powers on the right hand side of
(@1). This is indeed true, since

1 vy 1 2(e —7) 1 1 ¢
D= =-(-2n1 -2 = (1 -2y -2(e-y) =~ — =
(7-5)1-0) =7 7)( 2, | =3 -~ 2Aem) =g

and
1 1 2(e —y) 1 1
——Y)(1=6)==(1-2 (1——):—1—2 ~2e-v) == —e,
(5-7)1-6)=5(1-2) 2 51 =2y =2(e-y)=5-¢

and thus the proof is finished. O

Proposition 11.2. For any y € [0, 1] there exists a constant N = N(y) > 0 such that for all t € [0, 1]
and x,x,y € T we have

7/2(

|pe(x,y) = pi (X, y)| < Nlx = x|t~ P2t(xa)’)+l72t(fay))- (11.2)

Moreover for any y, B € [0, 1] with a < B there exists a constant N = N(y,B) > 0 such that for all
(s,1) € [0, 1]25 and x,x € T and for all f € C*(T) we have

|Pef(x) = Pof(D)] < NIfller (x = %1P + |1 = s1P2)s P72, (11.3)

The first inequality of the lemma above is taken from the proof of [ABLM24] Lemma C2], while the
second inequality can be found in [BDG23]].

Proposition 11.3. For any € € (0, 1] there exists a constant N = N(&) > 0 such that for all (s,t) €
[0, 1]23, the following inequalities hold:

/ 1P (x, ) = pi(,y)|dy < N|x — §|°17°/2, (11.4)
i
t
/O / ior (6, ¥) = proy (o y) Pedydr < Nix — 551512, (11.5)
T

/0 /T 1P1or (52¥) = Por (6, y) Pdydr < Nt — s]'2~512, (11.6)
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The inequality can be found in Lemma C2 of (JABLM24]]). The inequality (TT.5) can be
proven by using (IL2) and (11.6) can be shown using (T1:3).

Lemma 11.4. For every y € (1,2] there exists a constant N(y) > 0 such that for all t € [0, 1],

t
N
Y —A(t-r)
pi_y(x,y)e dydr < —.
/0 /T ’ Vi

Proof. The left-hand-side is controlled by

‘/z( )=1/20=1) g=A1=r) R Alt-r) 2 VA
t—r)" Ve T dydr < / ——e VT dr = —/ e 7 db
0 o Vi—r va Jo

= V() < VX
Va 1
where we used the change of variables 6 := V(¢ — r)'/? and the fact that |erf(-)| < 1. O

Lemma 11.5 (A Gronwall-type inequality). Fix s > 0. Let C € B([s, 1], R) be a non-decreasing
Sfunction and let f : [s,1] X T — [0, 00) be a bounded function. Suppose that there exists y € (1,2] and
No = 0 such that for all t € [s, 1] and x € T we have

t
s scwno [ [l s,
A
There exists a constant N = N(y, No) such that for all t € [s, 1] we have

sup f(t,x) < NC(1).

xeT

Proof. Let A > 0 and consider the non-decreasing function of time m : [s, 1] — R, that is given by

m; ;= sup sup (f(r,x)e_’").

s<r<t xeTl
Then .
f(t,x) < C(t)+/ ‘/pty_r(x,y)mre’“dydr,
0 T

where used the definition of m and the fact that [s, t] c [0, t]. Multiplying both sides by e =%/ and noting
that m, < m, forr <t gives

t
f(t,x)e ! sC(t)e_’"+mt/ /p;y_r(x,y)e_’l(’_r)dydr.
o Jr

Let T € [s,1]. Using to estimate the second term, and taking supremum over (z,x) €
[s,T] x T we get

mr < C(T) + 2L

Va

Choosing A to be sufficiently large, we get that my < C(T). Since, T € [s, 1] was arbitrary, the result
follows by the definition of m. O
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Lemma 11.6 (A commonly used corollary of Holder’s inequality). Let y € (1,3), 6 € (0,3). There
exists

0 0
p > , such that (y——) P >1, (11.7)

-y p/p-1

and a constant N = N(6,y, p) > 0, such that for all (s,t) € [0, 1] we have

([ [erenr i)

—_ 2] _ z
< N(t - 5) 327 / / i (6o ) £7 (., y)dydr. (11.8)
s T

Proof. Note that for any y € (1,3), 6 € (0, 3) we have lim,_, (y p) pL =y > 1, and thus it follows

that for sufficiently large p the conditions (T1.7) hold. By Holder’s inequality, the left-hand-side of
is bounded by

/ /|pt ()[R ldydr

Moreover using the results ||p;||lgT) < t=12 and ||p; || L, (1) = 1 to interpolate, we can see that the first
factor is bounded by

/ / oo (e )P £7 (o y)dyr.

/(r_r)" S )dr)p_l S(t—s)(_%((y__)” i )”)”"”=(r-s)—‘3‘z””+¥,

and thus the proof is finished. |

Lemma 11.7 (Conditional BDG inequality for stochastic convolutions). Let 0 < s <t, n € Zsq and let
X:Q x[0,1]XT — H®" be a PP @ B(R)-measurable H®"-valued random field. For all p € [2, )
there exists a constant C, such that if f; € Ly([0,¢] x T) for all t € [0, 1], then for all (s,1) € [0, 1]2S
we have

[ snxemeanan|),
T H

s ! 2 2 p/2
< CP[E (/ -/T‘fl (”’)’)”X(ray)HH@ndydr) > (11.9)

and consequentially

[ [ rsxemes.an|

Hen

<Cp/ /Tﬂ2(r’y)””X(r’)’)||H®nIIip%dydr. (11.10)

The inequality (TT-.g) follows easily from the classic conditional BDG inequality. From (TT-.g) we
can see that holds by the Minkowski inequality
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Lemma 11.8. Suppose that f : R — R is twice differentiable. Then for ¢, ..., ¢4 € R we have
F(1) = f(d2) = f(¢3) + f(d4)
1 pl
= [ ] 0= 6200001 = 62 + (1= 00062~ 62) 7 1(©10,m)dnd

1
+(¢1 —¢2—¢3+¢4)/0 Vf(©2(0))do (11.11)
where ©1(6,n) and ©,(8) are the convex combinations of ¢y, . .., @4 given by

©1(6,1) :=n(0¢1 + (1 - 6)p2) + (1 —1) (03 + (1 - 0)¢4),
02(0) =043+ (1 - 6)ds.

Moreover

|f (1) = f(92) = f($3) + f(9a)]
<N fllcrlér = g2llgr — 3l + I fllc2ld1 — ¢2 — ¢3 + ¢al. (11.12)

Proof. We begin by proving (IT11). Using the notation
¢7, =061+ (1-60)¢, ¢34 = 0¢3 + (1 - 0)¢,

the expression f(¢1) — f(¢2) — f(#3) + f(p4) can be rewritten as
1 1
(61— 6) /0 V(69,06 — (63— g) /O V(0,6

1 1
= @1=00) [ (V11 = TF@40)a0+ (0102 = da+02) [ Vr(8L0a0,

The second term is exactly as desired, and the first term can be written as

1 1
(61— 6) /0 (60, - 67,) /O V21 (g0 + (1 = )¢ ) dndo

which is indeed the first term of the desired expression. Hence (T-11) is proven. To prove (IT.12), we
set

0i,j = ¢j— ¢i
and we note that f(¢1) — f(¢2) — f(#3) + f(¢4) can be written as

f(@1) = f(p1+612) = f(h3) + f(p3+612) = f(d3+612) + f(¢3+034)

1

1
=—51,2/ Vf(¢1+951,2)d9+51,2/ Vf(¢3+60612)do

0 0

1
+ ((53’4 - (')‘1’2) ‘/0 Vf(¢3 + 953,4 + (1 — 9)51’2)619
1 pl
=51,251,3/ / V2f(ngs + (1 —n)¢1 + 661 2)dbdn
o Jo

1
+ (034 —01,2) / Vf(¢p3+0034+(1—-0)512)do.
0

Hence (@i1z) follows as well. O



APPENDIX 55

The following result is taken from [DGL23)].

Proposition 11.9. Lety € R\ Z. There exists a constant N = N(y) such that for all f € CY(R%) we
have

(1= flleremay < NlIfllerway-

Lemma 11.10 (The %py—bracket is triangular in time). Let p € [1,0), v > 0, and let f € Wpy. Then for
all0 < § <Q <T < 1wehave

[f]%,y[s,r] < 2[f]°7p7[s,Q] +2[f]7p7[Q,T]- (11.13)

Consequently, for any integer K > 2 we have

K-1
[floy < 2K 2. oy iy (11.14)
Proof. For (s,t) € [0, 1]2S define
A(s, 1) i=sup || f (x) = Prs fs ()|l 7
xeT P,
For (s,1) € [S, Q]2S U [Q,T]ZS, we clearly have
A1) < [ flygien =97 < ([Flogisior + flagion) @ - 97 (11.15)

We also need to check what happens in the case when Q € (s,1). Then we write

A(s, 1) < sup [l /i (x) = Pr-ofo ()l 7+ sup 1Pt-0fo(x) = Pros fs (D)l L,
’ xe ’

xeT

= B(s,1) + C(s,1).

Note that as s < Q, we have || - ||,17 < Il - I, 1701z, 1% < |l - HL,?m’ and thus

B(s,1) < sup |l fi(x) = Pr-g fo(Wll o = A(Q.1).

xeT

Moreover using that s < O, we have
C(s,1) =sup|[|Pi—o(fo — Po-sfs) ()l 7 < supllfo(x) = Po_sfs(X)ll, 7 = A(s,0).
xeT P xeT P
By the above bounds on B and C, we conclude that
Als,1) < A(5,0) +AQ,0) = (Iflrz15.01 * 10 ) (= 97 (11.16)

By adding up the bounds (TT:13) and (11.16), we can see that for all (s,7) € [S,T]% and Q € [S,T], we
have

Als.0) <21, + oo ) 1= )7,

from which the desired result follows. O
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Lemma 11.11 (The L ,-valued C'/4!/2-norm, and the %1/4—bracket). Let a € (=1,0) and p € [1, 00).
There exists a constant N = N(p,a) > 0 such that for f € %1/4 NC%72([0,1] x T, L,) we have

I llciaarnqoayxT.L,) < N[f]%m + N fllcoaro,11xT.L,)-

Proof. We decompose the space—time Holder norm to the sup norm, and spatial and temporal seminorms
as follows:

n
1™ Nleraar o.11xT.L,)

< 1" leqoxT,z,) +suplf" ()l cvaoayy + sup L)L, (11.17)
xeT te[0,1]

To bound the temporal seminorm, note that for (s, ) € [0, 1]2g we have

If () = (s e, < NFE ) = Posf (s, )BT, + 1Pe=sf(s,)) = f(s,)lB(T.L,)
=: A(s,t) + B(s,1). (11.18)

Since || - ||, < Il - ”L‘Z‘m’ it follows that

A(S’ t) < [f]Wle[s,l] (t - S)1/4‘
Moreover by a standard heat kernel estimate

B(s,t) s £ (s, Menr,p,) (="

By putting the above bounds on A and B into (11.18]), we can see that

Su[%[f(‘,x)]cl/4([0,1],14p) S [f]%)l/ﬁt[s’,] + ||f||c0,1/2([0,1]><1r,Lp)-
X€E

Using this bound on the second term of (T1.17) finishes the proof. |

In the next lemma, we show a Markov-type property which will be used often. It is very standard
but the proof is included for the convenience of the reader. Recall that C(T) denotes the collection of
continuous functions f : T — R, and it is equipped with the sup-norm || - ||g. The topology induced
by this norm generates the Borel o-algebra 95(C(T)) which coincides with the cylindrical o-algebra.
Moreover, recall that since C (T) is separable, the notions of measurable, weakly measurable, and strongly
measurable C(T)-valued maps on € coincide. In addition, a continuous random field u : QX T — Ris
actually a C(T)-valued random variable.

Lemma 11.12. Let b,o € C'(R), M € N, (Z)M, c Lr(Q, F;,P;C(T)) N B(T, L(Q)), and let $**
be the unique solution of (5-29). Further, for p € [1,00), f € CY(RM), t € [s,1], and x € T, define
g: (C(MYM — R by

gz, vzm) = Ef (9% (1= 5,%),. .., ™M (1 — 5,X)).
Then, fori=1,...,M and Z; € L,(Q, F,,P; C(T)) N B(T, L2(Q)), we have

[Esf(‘f’zl’s (t,X), ..., "M (t,x)) =g(Z1,.... Zu). (11.19)
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Proof. Suppose first that the Z; are simple random variables of the form
K
Z; = th,ilEk (11.20)
k=1

where K € N, (), € C(T) and (Ep)f, C Fs is a partition of Q. In this case, we have for
(t,x) € [s,1] X T that

ES £ (o7 (1,%), ..., 22 (1,x))

K K
=B F( D 1m0 (), ) T 6 (1))
k=1 k=1

K
=E° D g (9" (1,%), .., ¢"M (1,x))

k=1

1Ek [Esf((ﬁhk’l,s (t’x)’ cees ¢hk’M,S (I,X))

1 Ef (o1 (1 = 5,%),...,¢" M (1 - 5,x))

DM T T

1, 8(hin, ... him) =8(Z1, .. .. Zum),

~
Il
—

which shows (TT:19). For the general case, since Z; € L,(Q, %, P; C(T)), fori =1,..., M there exist
sequences (Z!'),en of the form (ITZz0) such that ||Z!' — Z;||g(t) — O almost surely and in L;(Q) as
n — oo. For those Z!'s and for (¢,x) € [s, 1] X T we have

ESf (¢4 5 (1,%), ... %M (1,x)) = g(Z0, ..., ZL). (11.21)

It follows from [Cemma 5.6 that for all (7,x) € [s, 1] x T, the map L,(Q;C(T)) 3 Z > ¢%5(t,x) €
L, (Q) is Lipschitz. From this, it firstly follows that %S (t,x) — ¢%5(t,x) in L, (L), which by using
the Lipschitz continuity of f implies that

E* (@72 (1,x), ..., 73 (1,%)) — E* f (675 (1,x), ... 7M1 (1,x))

in L, (). Secondly, it also follows that the function g : C (T)M — R is continuous. Hence, upon taking
the limit in probability with n — co in (ITZ1), the result follows. O
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