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AsstracT. In this article, using DiPerna-Lions theolly [1], we invgate linear second order
stochastic partial dierential equations with unbounded and degenerate nontkrooeficients,
and obtain several conditions for existence and uniquendsseover, we also prove thie!-
integrability and a general maximal principle for genaadl solutions of SPDEs. As appli-
cations, we study nonlinear filtering problem and also obthée existence and uniqueness of
generalized solutions for a degenerate nonlinear SPDE.

1. INTRODUCTION
Consider the following second order linear stochastidg@aditfferential equation (SPDE) in
RY:
du, = (L + f)dt + (2 u + g)dB}, Ug(w, X) = o(w, X), (1.1)

where{Bl,t > O}y is a sequence of independent standard Brownian motionsedefin a
filtered probability space}, ¥, P; (F1)w0), and the random partial dierential operators(w)
and.#; (w) are given by

Zi(w)u = 8@ (w, X)d;u) + 8 (b(w, X)u) + ci(w, X)u, (1.2)
whereal = al' is symmetric, and
M (W)U = ol (w, XU + hi(x, w)u. (1.3)

Throughout this paper, we use the following convention: mvtie indices, j, k, | appear twice
in a product, it will be summed. Moreovar,j, k runs from 1 tod andl runs from 1 toco. For
instance,

ai(a”aju) = zdlai(a”aju), aibi = Zd:aibi, |0'”fi|2 = i'zd:()'“(fi‘z.
i=1 =1 =1

i,j=1

Important notice: if we writg&|%, without confusions, it always means thgt|&|? as above.
Below, we assume that the following parabolic conditiordsofor all ¢, w, X) € [0, T] x QxR
and¢ e RY,

Hpo(€) = 28 (w, X)EE — o (W, XEP > k(XIE I (1.4)

wherex(xX) > 0 is a non-negative measurable function.x(k) > x, > 0, we say that the
super-parabolic condition holds.

Keywords: DiPerna-Lions theory, Stochastic partialffdrential equation, Maximal principle, Nonlinear
filtering.
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Let M be the progressive-field on [0, T] x Q. Let |2 be the usual Hilbert space of all
sequences of square summable real numbers. All thideats are always assumed to be
MxB(RY)-measurable. Itis well known (cf. [11, p.131, Theorem httunder super-parabolic
condition, ifa, b, divb, ¢, o, h areboundecand M x B(RY)-measurable functions, and

f € L?([0, T] x @ M; W H(RY), g e L*([0, T] x Q M; LA(RY; 1)),

whereW™P(RY), m e Z, p > 1 denotes the usual Sobolev space, then fogaay ?(Q, Fo; L2(RY)),
there exists a unique generalized solution to SHDE (1.1Herckass

X := L2(Q; C([0, T]; L3(RY))) N L2([0, T] x Q, M; WE-A(RY)).

On the other hand, in the casexgk) = O (i.e, degenerate case)aifb, ¢, o, h are bounded and
have bounded continuous derivatives up to second order, and

f e L%([0, T] x @, M; WH(RY)), g e L*([0, T] x Q, M; W*3(RY; 1%)),

then for anyp € L%(Q, Fo; WH?(RY)), there exists a unique generalized solution to SHDE (1.1)
in the same clas¥ (cf. [11, p.155, Theorem 1]). Moreover, in the case of syprbolic, an
analyticLP-theory has been established by Krylov [3]. But, still teundednesassumptions

on the coéicients are required.

However, the assumptions of boundedness and non-deggmweratd become quite restric-
tive in applications. For example, in nonlinear filteringyeooften meets some unbounded and
degenerate cdicients. On the other hand, in the degenerate case, for ggdBRDE [(1.11), one
usually needs to assume that the fliogents are at least twice continuouslyfdrentiable as
said above. It is natural to ask whether we can remove or wetllese restrictive assumptions.
An obvious dificulty is that whera is unbounded, it is not any more true that:

WH(RY) 3 u - di(a’a;u) € WH(RY).

Moreover, in the degenerate case, it is not expected to have @riori estimate for the first
order derivative ofi with respect to the spatial variable if the ¢daents are not smooth.

Recently, Le Bris and Lions[9] studied the existence anduemess of deterministic Fokker-
Planck equations with degenerate and irregulaffuments. Therein, the consideration of de-
generacy is motivated by the pathwise uniqueness of SDEsmggular coéficients and some
modelling equations in polymeric fluids. The main tool ofith@oofs is the DiPerna-Lions
theory (cf. [1]) of renormalized solutions to linear trangpequations. The aim of the present
paper is to relax the assumptionsai, ¢ by using the DiPerna-Lions theory (cf. [1]).

We mention that a general maximal principle for SPDEs has loéxtained by Krylov[[4]
under boundedness assumptions orfloments. A historical remark about the maximal princi-
ple of SPDEs is also referred 10 [4]. Moreover,lin [5], Krylstudied the unique solvability of
SPDE [(1.1) with unbounddd ¢ and bounded, o, h under super-parabolic assumption. Some
other well known results about SPDEs with unboundediments in weight spaces can be
found in the references ofl[5].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we statenmain results about the well-
posedness of SPDE (1.1) undeffelient assumptions. In Section 3, under less conditionseon th
codficients, we first prove the existence of generalized solationSection 4, we prove a gen-
eral maximum principle for the generalized solutions of §{ID.1) withg' = 0, which in partic-
ular implies the uniqueness of generalized solutions. Hemmmutation lemma of DiPerna-
Lions about the mollifiers plays a crucial role. In Sectiow®, study thel_-integrability and
weak continuity of generalized solutions constructed inti®a 3. In Section 6, we apply our
results to the linear filtering equations. In Section 7, wavprthe existence and uniqueness
of generalized solutions for a degenerate nonlinear SPDEhd appendix, the commutation

lemma of DiPerna and Lions is proved for the reader’s corarese.
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2. SrareMENTs OF M AN ResuLTs

Let W™P(RY) be the usual real valued Sobolev spadé™P(RY; 1) the I>-valued Sobolev
spaces. LeW"(R%) andW."(R% 1?) be the corresponding local Sobolev space. We denote
by C3'(RY) the set of all smooth functions ovBf with compact supports. For a Banach space
(B, - llz), by Cu([O, T]; B) we denote the space of d@tvalued bounded measurable functions
on [0, T] that are weakly continuous with respect to the weak topplaigB. We remark that
Cw([0, T]; B) is still a Banach space under the uniform norm.

Below, we first give the notion of generalized solutions f&DE (1.1). For this, we need to
assume that

al,g:al, b, c e LYO, T; LA(Q; L2 (RY)),

loc

o, 80", h e L3([0, T] x Q: L2 (RY; 1%)),

loc

f e LY([0,T] x Q; L (R%)),

loc

g e L2([0, T] x Q: L _(R%; 1?).

loc

(BasicA).

In what follows, these assumptions will be always made ifghgs no special declaration, and
without confusions, we shall drop the argumernig(X). For example, for a function, we

may write t t t
ffu:: ffusdxds:: ff Us(w, X)dxds.
0 0 0JRd

Definition 2.1. Let wy € L2(Q, Fo; L2 _(RY)). An M x B(RY)-measurable process

loc

ue L0, T; L3(Q; L2 (RY))

loc

is called a generalized (or distribution) solution of SPOED) if for all ¢ € C(RY), it holds
that for (dt x P)-almost all(t, w) € [0, T] x Q,

t t
fu@dx = fu0¢dx+ffusf_;‘¢dxds+ff fspdxds
0 0
t t
+ f f Us. 2" paxdW. + f f gLpdxdWL, (2.1)
0 0

where.#" and. ;" are their respective adjoint operators and given by
L ()¢ = 0i(@ (@, %)9;8) + bl(w, Ndig + cu(w, )¢ (22)
and
M (W)p = 8i(0 (w, X)9) + hi(w, X)¢. (2.3)

Remark 2.2. It is easy to see that both sides[of (2.1) are well defined uthdestbove described
basic assumptions.

We now state our first result under non-degenerate assumpttoch is a direct conclusion
of Proposition§ 311, 416, 5.2, 5.4 dnd]5.5 below.

Theorem 2.3. Let parabolic conditionz ,(£) > «|¢]? be fulfilled withx € CY(RY; (0, o0)),
having continuous first order derivatives. Assume thatoliewing conditions hold:

99T 1210, T] x © x RY):
T 1apq < & U0 TIx QxR
b

—1+|Xl,dlvbe L“(0, T; L*(Q x R%);

ce LY(0, T; L2(Q; L2 (RY)), c" € LY, T; L=(Q x RY));

loc

o, dio", h,d¢h e L=([0, T] x Q x R%: 12),
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where ¢ = max(Q c). Then for any g e L2(Q, Fo; L3(RY)) and
f e L%([0, T] x Qx RY), ge L([0, T] x Q; W*(R%; 12)),
there exists a unique generalized solutior W?(Q; C,([0, T]; L(RY))) to SPDE [[1.1) in the

class that .
E(ff,daqu) < +0o0.
0

Moreover, in addition to the above assumptions on thgfiients and , f,
(1) ifg' =0, uy € LYQ, Fo; LY(RY) and f e LY([0, T] x Q x RY), then
u € LY(Q; Cu([0, T LY(R)))
and for some C 0 independent ofand f,

T
E(sup |ut|)<CEf|uo|+C]Eff|f|;
te[0,T] 0

(I if f >0,d =0and w > 0, then
W(w, X) >0, (dtxPxdx)-as.

In the degenerate case, we present thréeréint results. The first one is a consegeunce of

Proposition§ 3]1, 417, 5.2, 5.4 and]5.5.

Theorem 2.4.Let a ando be independent of x. Assume that the following conditioits fior
someg> 1
al e L0, T; L¥(Q)); o" € L0, T; L=(Q; 1?);
i
%:X' e LY(0, T; L3(Q x RY)) U LY(O, T; L™(Q x RY));
o', c e LY, T; L3(Q; L2 (RY)); divb, c" € L1(0, T; L~(Q x RY));

h, dch € L29(0, T; L=(Q x RY; 1?)).
Then for any y € L2(Q, Fo; L2(RY)) and
f e L2([0, T] x Q@ x RY), ge L2([0, T] x Q; W2(R®: 12)),

there exists a unique generalized solutioa W?(Q; C,([0, T]; L2(RY))) to SPDE[(1.11). More-
over, the same conclusions (I) and (1) in Theofem 2.3 stilth

The following result is an extension of Krylov and Rozovskiiesult [7] (seel[11, p.155,
Theorem 1]), which is a consequence of Propositiond 3.5542¢5.4 and 515.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that for someCG Oand g> 1
&l 9@l b
1+ X212+ X" 1+|x’
Ab, didivb, ¢, dc € L1O, T; L= (Q x RY));
o, ko, kdio, h, dkh, Bkdih € L0, T; L=(Q x RY; 12)).
Then for any y € L%(Q, Fo; W-2(RY)) and
f e L%([0, T] x @; WY3(RY)), ge L%([0, T] x ©; W>2(RY; 1%)),

there exists a unique generalized solutioa L?(Q; C,([0, T]; W*2(R%))) to SPDE[L.1L). More-
over, the conclusions (I) and (Il) in TheorémI2.3 still hold.

The following result is an easy consequence of ProposiBof&4.8[ 5.2, 514 arld 5.5.
4
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Theorem 2.6.Let dl be given as follows
& (@, %) = &1 (0, )67 (0, %)
such that for some > 1/2 . _
61L& > a - loy &

Assume that the following conditions hold: for some fj

é\-i. A 2 L] d. |2y).
1+|x|’8'0 e L%(0, T; L™(Q x R%; I9));

|bl| H + 1 ) dyy.
o |x|’dNb’C e L*(0, T; L¥(Q x RY));
o', ¢ € LYO, T; L7(Q; Lo (RY));
o, 80", h e L2(0, T; L=(Q x RY; 1?)).
Then for any y e L%(Q, Fo; L2(RY)) and

f e L2(0, T] x Q@ xRY), ge L¥[0,T] x Q@ xR%;1?),

there exists a unique generalized solutioa L?(Q; C,([0, T]; L2(RY))) to SPDE[(I.1) satisfying

E( sup |u5|2) +E(fo(|&"5iU|2 + |0'"6iu|2))
[0.T] 0
<c(Ef|uo|2+Ef0Tf|f|2+EfOTf|g|2), (2.4)

where C is independent of,uf and g. Moreover, the conclusions (1) and (ll) in Theorenl 2.3
still hold.

3. ExisTENCE OF GENERALIZED SOLUTIONS

In the sequel, we shall use the following conventions: Thted€ denotes a constant whose
value may change in flerent occasions, arfiddenotes am.!-integrable real function on [0]
which may be dierent in diterent lines.

We now state our first existence result.

Proposition 3.1. Assume thafBasicA) and the following conditions hold: for somexql

al € L0, T; L=(Q; L2 (RY)), (3.1)
divb, c* € L}(0, T; L®(Q x RY)), (3.2)
o, 80", h, dh € L2(0, T; L=(Q x R%: 12)). (3.3)

Then for any y € L%(Q, Fo; L2(RY)) and
f e L0, TI x @ xRY), ge L*([0, T] x Q; WH(R; 1%)),
there exists a generalized solution
ue L3(Q; L0, T; L% (RY)))

to SPDE[L.1). Moreover, if € C1(RY; (0, «0)), then the above generalized solution also satisfies

]E( fo Tfk|aiu|2) < +00. (3.4)

Remark 3.2. If x(X) > ko > 0, then the above assumptions can be weakened. Since there is a

complete theory in the super-parabolic case [tl,[3]), it is not pursued here.
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For proving this proposition, we adopt the argument of rahig the codficients. Letp €
Cy(RY) be a regularizing kernel function with

suppp) c B, p > 0onBy, fp=1,

whereB; 1= {x e R : |x| < 1}. Lety € C3’(RY) be a non-negative cufifunction withy = 1 on
the unit ball andy = 0 outside the ball of radius 2. Set fer (0, 1)
p-(X) = & %N, x» 1= x(eX).
Define
{a’ltje = (alj *p-e))(i O-ts = (0- * Pe)Xes (3.5)
Cre = (CEFN)) t,.g = (hlt * Pe)Xe
and
ft,s = (o * po)xe, glts = (glt * Pe)X e
where the asterisk stands for the convolution.iMoreover, we define
bi,, := [(b} A (1/8)) V (~1/&)] * ps. (3.6)

Remark 3.3. Here, for a vector field b, we directly truncate b rather thaalaplying a cutgf
function onRY so thatj|divb || < ||divbyl.. Otherwise, we need an extra assumption on b (see

(3.8) and[(5.1) below).

We need the following simple lemma.
Lemma 3.4. (i) Let parabolic conditionez, ,(£) > «|¢|* hold. Sek, := « * p,. Then,

Tapr,(€) > KeXZIE, VE € RS, (3.7)

where.d,_p, is defined by((114).
(i) Assume that(3]2) and(3.3) hold. Then, for saine L1(0, T),

sup [I19ib.| + 167, llLsxes) < & (3.8)
£€(0,1)
and
sUp llloy,| + 18107, | + el + VRl quparey < G (3.9)

£€(0,1)

(iii) Let £, and ///t'* be defined in terms of g by, ¢, and o, he, as in (2.2) and[(2]3).
Then for anyj) € C“(Rd)

.
imy [ 1220 - Z bl = 0 (3.10)
E 0
and
Ilmf ||//l'*¢ //l'*qﬁlle(Qde)dt =0. (3.11)
Proof. (i). By virtue of f p. =1, we have
ot &P = ot & pelPx? < (101 & * pe)X?. (3.12)
Hence,
Lo, (€) = 28,6 — |0 &

Vv

(2al¢&; - 10t &P) e - 2
((KIEP) * p)x? = kex 2.
6
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(i). Estimate [3.8) is direct from definition (3.6) arid (B.Estimate[(3.9) follows from

10y (X)] < Celigye2(IX) (3.13)
and [3.3).
(iii). Limits (B.10) and [3.111) follow from the property obavolution mollifying. m|
Consider now the following approximation equation:
dugt = (ﬂgust + ft‘c;)dt + (,%tlsust + glt s)dBI, (314)

subject tau, o := (Up*0.)xs, Where% . and,///' are defined respectively in termsaf, b, C; .
ando,, h. as in [1.2) and(1]3). Notice that all the ¢heients of [(3.14) are smooth i and
their derivatives of all orders ix are uniformly bounded in«, x) for fixedt. In fact, we may
further assume that all the d@ieients together with all of their derivatives iare uniformly
bounded in {, w, X) if we also mollify the time variable and cutfat as done forx. We omit
this tedious step for the sake of simplicity. Moreover, if lweW>=(R%) = NaeW*?(RY), then
f., g € L2([0,T] x ; W=(RY) andu,o € L*(Q, Fo; W*). Thus, by [11, p.155, Theorem 1],
there exists a unique smooth solutiane L%(Q; C([0, T]; W=(RY))) to equation[(3.14).

Below, for the simplicity, we sometimes drop the time valgabin a;., b ., etc. By It0’s
formula and the integration by parts formula, we have

dfu§ (qus(.i’;us+ f8)+f|///;u8+gg|2)dt
+2(fus(//ls'ug +gL))dB{

(— f A, 5. (VUg) + 2 f Us(0; (bluy) + c.u; + fg)) dt
+ 20" gu.(hlu, +d.) + (hlu, + g\)?) ] dt
([ (eotantiu. + ) + (o + 67)

+( f (oo +2u8(hLu8+gL)))dB{. (3.15)
Observing that
2 f u:;(blu,) = f u2o;b.
and
2 [l +6) = [ o) -2 [uawld). (3.16)

by integrating both sides df (3.115) in time from Ottave get
fuit f uo - ff@%abg(Vus)+ff w20, (bl — o'hl),
+ fo f (2u(c.u, + T, — di(ohgy)) + (HLu, + d))?)
+ fo t ( f (ugaiaf;+2u8(h!9u8+g!9)))d8's. (3.17)

We are now in a position to give:

Proof of Proposition 311By (3.17) and Lemma 3.4, we have

t t
flu.g,tl2 < flug,olz—ffxﬁkglaiuglz+f€S(1+f|u8|2)ds
0 0
7



' 24 i I | '
+ [( [ aaot + 2ubiu. + gy)ae,

First taking supremum in time and then expectations, by Bolder’s inequality, we get

t
E(Sup |us,s|2) +Eff)(§’<s|aius,s|2 <
se[0,1] 0
t
< f U0l + f 55(1+E f |u8,s|2)ds
0

t _ 2 12
+CE ( f f (oo + 2u,(hu, + d})) ds) .
0

Here and below, the consta@tis independent of. The last term denoted by can be con-
trolled as follows: by[(3.9) and Young'’s inequality

t 1/2
4 < CE f ( f Ius,slz)(fs f Uz o + f Ig's,slz)dS)
0
t 1/2

CE|sup [ lu.d? f (fs f |Ug.of? + f |gL|2)ds)

se[0,1] 0

1 t T
< ZE| sup |u8,s|2)+c f KS]E( f |u8,s|2)ds+ CE f f 19'%.

2 \sogq 0 0

Combining the above calculations, we obtain

t
E(SUp Iug,s|2)+E f f X2Ke|OiUg o
se[0,1] 0
t
<C+Cf£SE(f|ug,s|2)ds
0

t
<C+Cf€S]E(sup |u8,r|2)ds.
0

ref0,s]

N

By Gronwall’s inequality,

T

]E( sup |u8,s|2) +E f f X2ks0iugso* < C. (3.18)
s€[0,T] 0

Consider now the Banach spage:= L*(0, T; L%(Q x RY))) and the reflexive Banach space

B, := L?P(0,T;L2%(Q x RY), wherep = qqu € (1, ). The sequence, is then uniformly

bounded inB; c B,. So, there exists a € B; and a subsequencg, such thau,, weakly * in
B: (weakly inB,) converges tai. Letg € C3(RY) and¢ € L¥([0, T] x Q). Then by [3.14), we

have
T T T t
E f f Uplidxdt = E f f U opplidxdt + E f 4 f f U s-Z pdxdsat
0 0 . t 0 0
+E f 4 f f fs .pdxdsat
0 0
T t
+E f 2 f f Ug s 4 pdxdWidt
OT 0t
+E f & f f 05 pdxdWidt.
0 0
8



We want to take limitg — O for both sides of the above equality. Let us first prove that

T t
E f b f f s///'*¢dxdw'dt—>15 f 2 f f Us. 2 pdxdWLdt. (3.19)
0 0

By (3.11) and[(3.18), it is easy to see that

Up oA — Y $)dxdWL] 25

=o.
t
(Ru); := f f Us. 222 pdxdWL.
0

By Burkholder’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, wevea

EfoTl(Ru)tht < TfOTEUus,///S'wdxz
([ S o ([ e freerf e
E’? C,T (fOT (Ef|us|2)pds)l/p:C¢T||u||{é.;2,

which means thaR : B, — L2([0,T] x Q) is a strongly continuous operator. 3,is also
weakly continuous, and

ft

Foru € B,, we define

ds

T -0 T
Ef ft(RU‘g)tdt — Ef ft(RU)tdt
0 0
Thus, [3.18) is proven. By Lemma 8.4 and passing to limitsase, we finally obtain

T T T t
E f f woptdxdt = E f f Upgplrdxdt + E f 2 f f Us-Z pdxdsat
0 0 . t 0 0
+E f 4 f f fspdxdsdt
0 0
T t
+E f A f f Us. 2 pdxdWLdt
OT 0t
+E f 2 f f gLpdxdWidt.
0 0

Equality (2.1) then follows by the arbitrarinessfpE L*([0, T] x Q).

We now proveu € L%(Q; L*(0, T; L2(RY)). By Banach-Saks theorem (cf.] [2]), there exists
another subsequence (still denoteddyy such that its Cesaro mean = % strongly
converges tai in B,. Thus, there exist a subsequence still denoted,bgnd a null seiA c
[0, T] x Q such that for all{, w) ¢ A

MTOIO Uz, t(w) — Ut (w)lli2gey = O.
LetS, = {te[0,T]: (t,w) € A°} be the section of°. By Fubini’s theorem, foP-almost all
w, S, has full Lebesgue measure. Thus,

SUpllut(w)lle(Rd> < lim suplfug, «(@)llizgs) < lim - ZSUpllugkt(w)lle(Rd),

teS w n—oo tESw n—oo k=1 tESw

9



which together with[(3.18) yields

]E(ess sup |ut|2) < +00. (3.20)

te[0,T]

Let 2 c Cy(R% RY be a countable and dense subseL#R? R?). Noting that for fixed
¢ € 2 and for (d x P)-almost all {, w) € [0, T] x Q,

f W(@H(VRd) = lim f 0, ()0 (V&)

lim > Z [ @t vz,

we have for (t1x P)-almost all , w) € [0, T] x Q

( f ;<|aiut(w)|2)1/2 = ffypll ¢L f U (w)di( V)

= f U ()31 (o V)

I|m — Z sup

1/2
= “_m - Z(fngKSklaiu«ek,t(w)lz) .
nes M4

Thus, by [(3.1B), we get (3.4). The proof of Proposifiod 3.¢asplete.

N

O

For proving the uniqueness, we need more regular solutielsw, we give two such results
in the degenerate case. The first one is an extension of KarldvRozovskii’'s result [7] (see
also [11, p.155, Theorem 1]). Therein, an Oleinik’s lemnee(EL2, p.44, Lemma 2.4.3] and
[11, p.161, Proposition 3]) plays a crucial role.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that the following conditions hold: for some
@l |okal|
1+ X2 1+]X

Skl &é; < Colél, e LY(0, T; L™(Q x RY), (3.21)

Ib'l

T ,0kb, 8. divb, ¢, 8 c € L0, T: L=(Q x RY)), (3.22)
o, o, kdio, h, dkh, Bidih € L0, T; L=(Q x RY; 12)). (3.23)
Then the generalized solution constructed in Propositidha®so satisfies
E(ess sup |8iut|2) < +00. (3.24)
te[0,T]

Proof. By differentiating SPDH_(3.14) in tHeh spatial coordinate,, we obtain
o, = (Las + [0 Z1(u:) + o f. ot
ko, + [0, A)(,) + 64, )dB, (3.25)

where ) _
[0k, Z2J(u) = O(Z(u)) — Z(0ku) = 8i(9kald;u) + 3;(dkbLu) + (dkc:)u
and
[ak, %;](U) = ak(%‘!(U)) - ,//;(@(U) = akO'gaiU + (akhL)U
10



Similar to (3.1T), we have

t
flakus,t|2 = f|6kus,0|2_ff(zafejaiakusajakus_|0-E9|8iaku.9|2)
0

+ fo tf (9us*(@1 (B, — orghy) + 2¢,) + 20Uk f,)

2 f 30 ([0 LI(U:) - (" (B 21U + B))
o[ tf(hLakug + [0 A1) + Bed)?

. fo t ( [ (@ ot + 2000 410) + 0 e

We only need to treat the trouble terms
f AU:0i(0kalo;u,) and f WU:0i(0hdka 9;u,).
The first one can be dealt with as follows:
f U050l a;u,) = — f diu0@lo;u,
= f AU 0k0@l1 0, U, + f U,0,@ 90 U,.
Thus, by the symmetry at! and [3.21), we have
f U0 (0@l dju,) = % f 8 U0kl 0, < Ls f 101U, 2,

where we have used thaal,&&; < £4€2 by (3.21).
For the second one, noticing that

6i(a-f9'8ko-£8jus) = aiO'LIakO'gajUS + O'!aiak()'gajug + O'Llakﬁilaiajug
and 1
O"iglak()'gaiajus = Eak(O'!O'g)aiajug,
as in [3.2¥7) and by (3.23), we have

. . 1 L
f WU:0i (o dju,) < L f 'ai“‘9'2+§ f U0 B0 u,

1 o
<l f O + 7 f diu (ot o!)oju,

< 4 f 10iU.|°.

By (8.26), [3.28),[(3.29)[(3.22) and (3]23), we find that

t
f 10U 2 < f 1OUs 02 + C + f ls f 165U, 2
0

+ fo ( f ((OkU:)*0i0 + 20U, ([Ok, ///Q](Us)+6kgL)))dB't.

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

Using the same method as proviag (3.18), we may prove thedolg uniform estimate:

]E( sup |6iu8,t|2) <C,
te[0,T]
11



which then produce§ (3.24). o

In Propositior 35, certain conditions on second ordervdévies ofa andb are required.
Below, we follow the idea of LeBris and Lions![9] to considespecial degenerate case so
that we can weaken the assumptionsacandb (see [(3.30) below). But, we need a stronger
assumption than the parabolic condition (3ee(3.31) below)

Proposition 3.6. Let d' be given as follows

al(w, X) = & (w, Y5 (w, X) (3.30)
such that for some > 1/2
G1&17 > alo{ &%, V¢ e R (3.31)
Assume also that the following conditions hold: for someX
G, 06" € L2(0, T; L=(Q; Lt (RY; 12))), (3.32)
divb, c € L1(0, T; L=(Q x RY)), (3.33)
o, 00", h e L2(0, T; L=(Q x R%; 12)). (3.34)

Then for any y e L?(Q, Fo; L2(RY)) and
f e L2(0, T] x Q@ xRY), ge L%([0,T] x Q@ xR%; 1?),
there exists a generalized solution u of SPDEI(1.1) such that

.
E(ess sup |u5|2)+E( f f (I&ilaiu|2+|0'i'(9iu|2))
s€[0,T] 0
T T
<C(]Ef|u0|2+Eff|f|2+Eff|g|2), (3.35)
0 0

where C is independent of,u and g.

Proof. Let & ando be defined by[(315). Let"":= (&' « p,)x.. As (3.12) and[(3]7), we have
for all £ ¢ R

al&g; > 10h&P, al&g > alol&l,
which implies that

) . 20—-1 . . 20-1 .
oo () = 28)6i8) — |06 > T —(8)6&; +1036F) > T— (16,67 + l036). (3.36)
In (3.17), using the left hand side 6f(3116), by (3.36), 83,33.34) and Young'’s inequality, we

have
20 -1 * . :
2 2 ~dl a2 L9112
f ue® < f Ueol? = fo f (16405, + lorhdyu, )
t
+f (é’sflug|2+Cflfs|2+Cf|gslz)ds
0
t

* fo ( f (o1 +2Ua(hLUs+gL)))dB's- (3.37)

Thus, as in provind (3.18), we can prove that

.
E( sup |Us,s|2)+E( f f (I&!é‘iu8|2+|a!8iuslz))
s€[0,T] 0
T T
<C(]Ef|u0|2+Eff|f|2+Eff|g|2),
0 0
12




whereC is independent o, Uy, f,g. The existence of generalized solution now follows by
using weakly convergence method as in the proof of PropodBil. Estimatel(3.35) now
follows as in proving[(3.20) and (3.4). i

Remark 3.7. If o, 80" € L2(0, T; L°(Q x RY; 1?)) are replaced by

o', dio" € LA, T; L3(Q; L2 (RY; 19))),
then we still have the existence of generalized solutian$adt, we just need to take expecta-
tions for (3.37). Thus, we only have

.
sup]Eflut|2+E(ff(|o“-"8iu|2+|a"6iu|2))
te[0,T] 0
T T
<C(Ef|u0|2+Eff|f|2+]Efflglz).
0 0

4. MaxmaL PriNcipLE AND UNIQUENESS FOR SPDE

In this section, we prove a maximal principle for SPDEs, Whacitomatically produces the
uniqueness of generalized solutions.
Consider the following SPDE:

du = (Lu+ f)dt +.#'udB}, U = . (4.1)

Letu e L*(0, T; L?(Q x RY)) be a generalized solution ¢f (4.1) in the sense of DefiniHdl.
We first make convolutions for(4.1) wih. and obtain

d(os * U) = [ps * (Lu + f)]dt + [, * (.#'u)]dB..
Set
U = pgxU, foi=pg=*f.
Let B € C2(R) be a convex function with

B(r).rB(r) - B(r),B"(r),r?p"(r) are bounded (4.2)
By Itd’s formula, we have

dBu) = B(U)(o. * (LU) + f)dt + ' (U.)(o. * (#'u))dB}
+%ﬁ"(us)|ps « (/' u)Pdt.

Multiplying both sides by a non-negative smooth functipa C5(R%) and integrating oveRY,
we get

d [ s = ( (w20 f.g))dt
5[5 @ton ()
+ ( [ s (///'u)) a8
- ( f B U)LY, + o L)) + u) o
5[5+ R

o[ [Fescan s ) s, (4.3)

13



where we have used the following notation: for &eliential operatof7,
[pe’ 9](U) ‘= Pe ¥ (@U) - g(ps * U).

Remark 4.1. The following two commutation relations can be verified imiely and will be
used below: for real functions &, u,

Ipe, @(U) = [pz, da)(u) + [oe, @0](u), (4.4)
[os, @bJ(U) = alp,, bA](u) + [, a](bdu). (4.5)

Integrating both sides of (4.3) in time from Otand using the integration by parts formula,
as in [3.1¥) we further have

[pwae= [ ,B(Uo,s)¢+g~]f(t), (4.6)

where

X = fo tf(—ﬁ"(umw +B/(u)of.).

50 = | tfﬁ’(ug)¢[pa,$](l1),

50 = | tfﬁ(u.g)[a,-(a@afi)—a@b‘+c¢],

50 = | tf(usﬁ'(us)—ﬁ(us»[wib‘+c¢],

50 = | tfﬁ”(us)wi'@iue[ps,///'](U),

kO = fo tfﬁ”(us)w"«?i u.h'u,,

5O = 5 [ [ et a 10

50 = [ ( [ Buascav+ ooy o8l

We want to take limitg | 0. For this aim, we need the following key commutation lemra o
DiPerna-Lions([1]. For the reader’s convenience, a detaqiteof is provided in the appendix.

Lemmad4.2.For j=1,2,3,let p; € [1, 0] and ¢ > % We are given

ueLPOT;LP(Q; Lm(RY)), ceL™(0,T;L%Q; L (RY))

loc
andfori=1,---,d, _
b' e L%(0, T; L%(Q; WP (RY)).

loc

Letr; € [1,00) be given by: = 2 + 2. j = 1,2.3. Then,

[p.. 08](U) =5 0 in L"2(0, T; L'2(3; L' (RY))) (4.7)
and

[pe- Cl(U) S5 0 in L1(0, T; L2(Q, LI (RY))). (4.8)
Moreover, if

ueLP(O T; LP(Q; WP (RY)), b' e L%(0, T;L%(Q; L% (RY)),
14

loc loc



then [4.7) still holds.
We first treat the termg;, J3, Jy.

Lemma 4.3. Let ue L2([0, T] x ; W-3(R%) N L=(0, T; L3(Q; L2 (RY))) and assume that

loc loc

al e L=([0, T] x Q; Lo (RY) U L0, T; L=(Q; W= (RY))) (4.9)
and
b' € L?(0, T; L%(Q; L2.(RY))), divb, c e L*(0, T; L%(Q; L2 .(RY))) (4.10)
or
b' e LY(0, T; LA(Q; WE2(RY)), ¢ € LY(O, T; LA(Q; L2 (RY))) (4.11)
hold. Then, we have
lim E}J5(t)| = 0 (4.12)
and in L1(Q)
%) =3 fo [ Bta@odh - oot +cal (4.13)
£ 8__’()) t / _ i
0 fo [ W - e + oo (4.14)

where for [4.1B), we also need the assumpéi@® € L1(0, T; L2(Q; L2 (RY)).
Proof. By (4.4), we have
[ps’g](u) =0, [ps’ a”aj](u) + [ps’ aibi](u) + [ps’ biai](u) + [ps’ C](U).

Thus, we may write

BH = - f tfﬁ"(us)aiuad)[ps,a”aj](u)
- fo tfﬁ'(ua)a@[pa,a”a,-](u) + fo tf/i’(u.g)¢[;oa,aibi](u)

. fo tfﬁ’(ug)qﬁ[pg, ba](u) + fo tfﬁ'(us)qs[ps, cl(u)

=1 J5,(t) + J5,(1) + Jo5(t) + J5,(t) + I55(t). (4.15)

Let Q := suppg). By Holder’s inequality, we have
1/2

t 1/2 t
Engl(t)|<C(E fo fQ |aiug|2) (E fo fQ |[pg,a”a,-](u)|2) : (4.16)

which converges to zero as— 0 by (4.9) and[(4]7) or the second conclusion of Lenima 4.2.
Similarly,

&—0

E|J5,(t)] — 0.
Moreover, by LemmB 412} (4.2) arld (4110) lor (4.11), we alseha

e—0
E|J55(t)] + E|J5,(1)] + E[I55(t)] — O. (4.17)
Limit (3-12) now follows. Limits [4.1B) and (4.14) are easy@.2) and the dominated conver-
gence theorem. O

Next, we look at the ternd;.
15



Lemma 4.4. Let ue L%([0, T] x ©; W-(RY)) N L=(0, T; L3(Q; L2 _(RY))) and assume that

loc loc

o e L2([0, T] x ; L= (R%:12))), he L%(0, T; L™(Q; L2.(RY: 1)) (4.18)

loc loc

hold. Then, we have
Iirrg)E|Jg(t)| =0. (4.19)
Proof. In view of _
[oes 2'1(U) = [pe, " 3i](U) + 02, N](U),
by (4.7), [4.8) and(4.18), one sees that

[pe. #'|(U) 25 0/in L2(0, T; L2(; L2 _(RY))). (4.20)
Limit (2.19) now follows by [4.18) and € L%([0, T] x Q; V\/I})’CZ(R")). |

Remark 4.5. In Lemmas$ 43 and 4.4, if we assume
diue L=(0,T; LX(Q; L2 (RY))),
then the conditions on a andin (4.9) and [4.1B) can be replaced by
al € LY0, T; L°(; L2.(RY)), o € L2(0, T; L¥(Q; L. (RY; 19))).
We first prove:
Proposition 4.6. Assume thaf (419), (4.1.0), (4118) and the following condgihold:

¢ € LY0, T; L>(Q x RY)), (4.21)
dio", dh e L2(0, T; L=(Q; L2 (RY; 12))). (4.22)

Let ue L*(0, T; L2(Q x RY)) be a generalized solution df (4.1) satisfying
diue L3([0, T] x Q; L2 (RY)). (4.23)

() If f > 0and w > 0and one of the following conditions holds
al| 9@l |b|
1+x2" 1+ X" 1+|x

e L0, T; L3(Q x RY)), (4.24)

al| 9@l |b|
1+(x2" 1+ X" 1+|x
then for(dt x P x dx)-almost all(t, w, X) € [0, T] x Q x RY

e L0, T; L*(Q x RY), (4.25)

U(w, X) > 0.

(1) If ug € LY(Q, Fo; LY(RY)), f € LY([0, T] x Q x RY) and [4.24%) together with the following
condition holds:
llo" [l

1+X

then

e L%(0, T; L=(Q; LA(RY))), dic",he L%, T; L™(Q x R%:12)), (4.26)

T
E(ess sup |ut|)<CEf|uo|+CEff|f|, (4.27)
te[0,T] 0

where the constant C only depends|ionr ||z 11~ @xr12)), IllL20T:L=@xre12) @and
IC™ (L2071 (xrY))-
16



Proof. Using the integration by parts formula and by (4.1B), (4 2&) the dominated conver-
gence theorem, we have

XM = f f (B(W,) - U W))3 (¢o"H)

o0 ' o o R i g L
fo f (BU) — U (W)i(#o'H) in L), (4.28)
and by [(4.2D),

() =3 fo f B (Wp(hu)? in LYQ). (4.29)

Moreover, we also have

K = (B(U)3i (0" 9) + B (u:)p(Nu, + [p,. .4"1(u))) | dBY
0

-0

- f | (f (B(”)ai(‘f"@+B’(U)¢h'u))dB's in L2(Q),
0

where the above stochastic integral is a continudusartingale.
Now taking limitse — 0 for (4.6) and summarizing the above limits, we arrive at

f BU)p < f Bluo)s + f f (UB' () - B — (¢ + o)
4 fo f BU)@5(8ipa) — Bigb + o)

+ fo fﬁ'(u)¢f - fo tfﬁ”(U)aﬁ(h'U)z

+ [ [ @i +suro) e, 430

(. LetB(r) = Bs(r) = % in (4.30). By simple calculations, we have
lim (1) = ~(0 A1) =17, B(r) <O,

and

IrB5(r) = Bs(r)l < ﬁ, Ir287(r)| < \/73.

Taking expectations fof (4.80) and letting— 0, by (4.18), [(4.211),[(4.22) anfl > 0, ug > O,

we get
t t
E f U¢<E f 0j(0igal) — aigb)ug + f tE f Pu;,
0 0

which yields by Gronwall’s inequality,

t
E f U ¢ < CE f f (0;(0i¢a") — dipb ). (4.31)
0
Case [4.24):Let yn(X) = x(X/n) be a cutd function with the samg as in Section 3. We
choose in[(4.31)
$(X) = xn(X).
Noting that
Clnqxi<an < Clisn
n  1+]|x
7

|6i)(n(x)| <



and

C1n<|x|<2n C1|x|>n
0i0ixn(X)] < ——— < —,

. | |a,-a'i| sl ) .
E | u < C]Eff ( + u
f‘X” . Top2 T4 T+M)s
@l 1ol b )
< C E ) . 4.32
fo[ f|x|>n(1+|x|2+1+|x|+1+|x|)) (4.32)

Lettingn — oo and by Fatou’s lemma and_(4124), we obtain

Efut‘:o.

Case[[4.2b):Let A(X) := (1 +|x?)~ be a weight function and choose In(4.31)
P(X) = dn(X) = AXn(X).

we have

Noting that
_ IXI>n C‘/’n(x)
and C¢ )
a. |x|>n n(X
18i0;n(3)] < A( ) R w2
we have

_ [a] |5ja'j| bl ) _
E|u < Cf f ( + u:A

f“”” o\ T T Ted T Tem)

lal 1ol o\

c
* f f(1+|x|2 T T Tem) s
< Cf{’SE u;/1+f€SEfu;¢n.
0 [X=n 0

By Gronwall’s inequality and letting — oo, we get

t
]Ef CllmfﬁsEf ugd = 0.
Nn—oo IX=n

(IN. Let B5(r) = Vr2+6in (4.30). By elementary calculations, we know
lim A1) = Irl. 1B;(0) < 1

and
IrB;(r) = Bs(r)l < Vo, Ir385(r)l < Ve.

Lettings — 0, as above we find that

f o < f ol + fo Ul(8;(di9a") — digb + o)

t t
w o+ [ ( [ |u|<ai(cr"¢)+¢h'))d8's, (4.33)
0 0
where we have used that

[ ([ o)+ i) o, - [ [ 1wt <o)

in L?(Q) asé — 0.
18



Set

@ :=ess sup | |uge.
se[0,1]

Now taking the essential supremum for both sideslof {4.33)ne t and by Burkholder’s
inequality, we have

t
B0 < B [Iuwlo+E [ [ 1u0000a) - 200+ o)

+B fo tf¢|f|+CE( fo t | |u|(|ai(cr"¢)|+¢|h'|)2ds)l/2.

The last term denoted hy is controlled as follows: by (4.18), (4.22) and Young’s inatfity,

" 2 (12 t 2 12
I < CE(f fluua”ai¢| dS) +E(f fs(fluskﬁ) dS)
0 0

t _ 2 \¥2 4 t
< CE(f fIUIIO'"C')i¢| ds) +§E(Dt+f£SEd)sds.
0 0

T t
Eb, < E f Ul + E f f LI, (8,6@)| + 8,61 + f (ED,
0 0

T 1 T _ 2 \2
+Eff|f|¢+§E(Dt+CE(f flullo-"c’)iqbl ds) ,
0 0

which yields by Gronwall’s inequality,

i
Edr < CE f Uol + CE fo f Ul(8;(@ga")] + 1900)

T t
+C]Eff|f|¢+CE(f flullai'8i¢|
0 0

Choosingg = y, and lettingn — oo, as [4.3R), we get by (4.24], (4]126) and the dominated
convergence theorem,

T
]E(ess sup |us|)<CEf|uo|+CEff|f|.
s€[0,T] 0

If we check the above proof, we find that the constardnly depends on the following three
guantities:

Thus, we get

o (172
ds) : (4.34)

10107 lIL2(0 7L (@xre:12))s INllL20 T Lo (@scret12))s ICT L0 Lo ()
The proof is complete. |

In the case o& ando independent ok, we have the following simple result.

Proposition 4.7. Let a o be independent of x. Assume that the following conditioft ho
al e LY(O,T;L™(Q)), o' e L0, T;L>(Q;19),
b € LY(0, T; L2(Q; W2 (RY))),

ce LY0, T; L2(Q; L2 _(RY)), ¢ € LY(0, T; L=(Q x RY)),

loc

h, 8¢h € L2(0, T; L=(Q; L= (RY: 12))).

loc

Let ue L=(0, T; L%(Q x RY)) be a generalized solution df (4.1).
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(D) If f >0, uy > 0 and the following condition holds
i
%Lq e LY(0, T; L2(Q x RY) U LY(0, T; L*(Q x RY)),
then for(dt x P x dx)-almost all(t, w, X) € [0, T] x Q x RY
Ut(a), X) > 0.
(1) If ug € LYQ, Fo; LY(RY)), f € LY([0, T] x @ x RY) and the following condition holds
Isd

1 .12 d
T+ X e L*(0, T; LY(QQ x RY)),

T
E(ess sup |ut|)<C]Ef|u0|+CEff|f|.
te[0,T] 0

Proof. Noticing that in this case

[ps,g](U) = [ps’ aibi](u) + [ps’ biai](u) + [ps’ C](U)

then

and
[, . 2'](U) = [pe. N](U).

we can repeat the proof given in Proposifion 4.6 to conclhdedsult. We omit the details.0
Proposition 4.8. Let d' be given as follows
& (@, %) = & (@, X5 (@, %)

such that for some > 1/2

&1 > alo &P. (4.35)
Assume that the following conditions hold:

G, 06", o, 8ot € L2(0, T; L=(Q; L, (RY; 1)), (4.36)
b' e LY, T; LA(Q; W-2(RY))), (4.37)
ce L}, T; LA(Q; L2 (RY)), ¢t € LY(0, T; L*(Q x RY)), (4.38)
he L2(0, T; L™(Q; L2 (RY; 12)). (4.39)

Let ue L=(0, T; L%(Q x RY)) be a generalized solution df (1.1) satisfying
G o, o ou € L2([0, T] x Q; L2 (R%:; 12)). (4.40)

Then, the same conclusions (I) and (Il) of Proposition 4.681ho
Proof. Following the proof of Proposition 4.6, bly (4135), as (3.8&) have

20-1 (! . )
f Blun)d < f Bluos)d — 22 fo f B (U)o Bl + 1 dyu.P)

a+1

t 8
+ fo f BT+ YO (4.41)

whereJ:(t) are the same as in(4.6). Checking the proof of Leinma 4.3 eed to give dierent
treatments fods, and J;, in (4.15). By [4.4),[(4.6) and Young's inequality, we have émy
0 >0,

M - - fo [ Bwistouo. a0
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- fo tfﬁ”(us)db@i UeLoe, 715 ;u)

t
6 f f B ()¢l diu, 2
0

+C, f f B (U)lloe 13,1

N

4 fo f B(U)00l0s 31 9,0)
4 fo f B(U)ol0s, 316167 030)
+ fo f B(U)0l0s 33016 8,00, (4.42)

By (4.40), [4.36) and Lemnia 4.2, except for the first term aifier terms tend to zero Int(Q)
ase — 0. As for J5, in (4.13), we can treat it in the same way as above, and have

lim E|5,(t)| = O.

For JZ and Jg, by Young's inequality, we have for ardy> 0,
t t
M+ RO < ¢ f f B (Us)glo™ Biul” + C; f f B (u:)glh'u?
0 0

! 7 | 2
+C fo f B (U)lLow. A (WP (4.43)

By (4.38), (4.39) and Lemnia 4.3, the last term goes to zew-as0. Substituting[(4.42) and
(4.43) into [4.411), taking small enough and letting — 0, we obtain

[pwe < [puoo+ [ tf(w'(u)—ﬁ(u»(wibwc@
- [ tfﬁ(U)(é‘j(é‘@a”) ~ g + o)

+ fo tf/o”(U)QSf +C, fo tfﬁ”(UW(h'U)z

al t ( [ waa) +B’(U)¢h'u))d5's-

Thus, we can repeat the proof of Proposifiod 4.6. The dededl®mitted. |

5. LY-INTEGRABILITY AND WEAK CONTINUITY OF GENERALIZED SOLUTIONS

Although we have already proved th&integrability of generalized solutions in the previous
section under{4.24) and (4]26), we still hope to getlthéntegrability under[(4.25). We now
return to the construction of generalized solutions and astenate [(4.27) to prove thie'-
integrability of the constructed solutions in Section 3. retwver, we shall also study the weak
continuity of generalized solutions Iif(RY) andL*(RY).

As in Section 3, we start from approximation equation (B.lastead of there, we use the
following approximation fob as used in[(3]5):

bit,s = (blt * D)X
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Lemma 5.1. Assume that
[o]
1+|x’

Then for somé; € L(0,T),

aib' € LY(0, T; L*(Q x RY)).

sup ||9; bit,g||Lm(Qde) < . (5.1)
£€(0,1)

Proof. Note that _ . _
aib, = 9i(b} * pe)xs + (b} * pe)dixe.
It is clear that _ .
1101 (B} * pe)xellL=(@xrdy < ClIAiBYIL(@xra).-

Observing[(3.113) and
suppp.) € {xeR? 1 x| < &,

we have fore € (0, 1)

|(blt*p8)(X)a|)(8(X)| < C81[1/8,2/.9](|X|)flbt(y)lps(x_y)dy

N

Ce f Ibe(Y)los(X — y)dy
1/e-1<lyI<2/e+1

b (Y)!
< Csu e(1+ lyDps(x-y)d
y pl + IV J1/e-1<yi<2/e+1 ( V(X =y)ey
()
< Csu
VoL Iyl
Hence, b
i |y
I e 6 ellL*® < C H .
(bt * pe)dixellL (QxRY) 14X -
The desired estimate follows. |
We have:
Proposition 5.2. Keep the same assumptions as in Proposiftioh 3.1 and assume
le] 1 d
—— e L7(0, T; L¥(Q x RY)).
T € HO T (@xRY)

Ifg' =0, up € LY(Q, Fo, LY(RY) and f € LY([0, T] x Q x RY), then the generalized solution in
Propositior 3.1 satisfies

T
E(ess sup |ut|)<CEf|uo|+CEff|f|. (5.2)
te[0,T] 0

Proof. Consider approximation equatidn_(3.14). Since all theffit@ents have supports con-
tained in the ball of radius/k, all of the conditions in Propositidn 4.6 are satisfied. THuys
(@.27), we have the following uniform estimate:

T
]E(ess sup |u8,s|)<C]Ef|uo|+CEff|f|, (5.3)
s€[0,T] 0

whereC is independent of. Now, following the proof of Proposition 3.1, I6t c C3(RY) be a
countable and dense subset 8R"). Then

supllu(@)ll: = SUpII\/ut(w IILZ—SUp(SUp f\/ut( ¢)

teS,, teS, \ 92 ||¢||L



- iﬁp(ifjpnm ,l'mf VIt o) ¢)
f\/ snt( ¢)

. _ 1Y
= lim Suplit, ()l < lim =" supllug, (@),

n—oo t€S, N— oo k=1 teS,

N

lim (supsup

N—oo \teS, ¢€j ||¢||L

which implies [5.2) by[(513). o
Next, we study the weak continuity of generalized solutiaile need the following technical
lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let ve Cy([0, T]; L2(RY)) (resp. ve C([0, T]; L2(RY))). If for some R — oo,

lim ess sup [v¢| = O, (5.4)
N—eo  te[0,T] Jix>Ry

then ve C,([0, T]; LYX(RY)) (resp. ve C([0, T]; LY(RY))).

Proof. We first prove that
ess sup Vi = sup IVt (5.5)
te[0,T] JIx>Rn te[0,T] JIx>Rn
LetS c [0, T] with full measure such that
sup |V{| = ess sup [V].
teS JIx>Ry te[0.T] JIx>Ry

Fort ¢ S, let {t,,k € N} c S converge tat. Sincev, weakly converges t; in L2(RY),
by Banach-Saks theorem (cf.| [2]), there exists a subsegustiiltdenoted byt such that its
Cesaro meaw, := % >, v, strongly converges ta in L2(RY). Thus, by Fatou’s lemma,

f |vt|<limf Ve, | < sup Vil
IX>Rn n—= Jix=Ry teS JIx>Rn

which then leads td (5.5).
Letv e C,([0, T]; L3(RY) and¢ € L*(RY). Fort, — t, we write

f (Wi, — V)¢ = (Wi, — V)¢ + f (W, — 1)
[XI<Rn IXI>Rn

By (5.4) and[(5.b), the second term can be arbitrarily smafoumly in n for N large enough.
For fixed N, the first term goes to zero as— oo. The desired continuity then follows. If
v € C([0, T]; L?(RY)) andt, — t, then

f|th — V| = f Vi, — Vil + f Vi, — Wil
IX<Rn 1X>Rny

As above, we have e C([0, T]; LY(RY)). o

Using this lemma, we can prove the following result abouttleak continuity of generalized
solutions. Our proof is adapted from |11, p.206, Theorem 3].

Proposition 5.4. Let ue L%(Q; L*(0, T; L2(RY))) be a generalized solution of SPOE(1.1). Then
there exists a versioi € L%(Q; C,([0, T]; L2(RY))) so that W(w, X) = tk(w, X) (dt x P x dx)-a.s..
Moreover, if u also satisfies

I|m ]E(ess sup |ut|) =0, (5.6)
R—co te[0,T] J|x=R
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thendi also belongs to ¥(Q; C,([0, T]; LY(RY))).

Proof. Let Z = {¢1,- -, ¢n, - - -} € CF(RY) be a countable and dense subsédtgR?). For each
¢ € 2, we write the right hand side df (2.1) @g(¢). Thent - ®(¢) is a continuous process
and for (¢ x P)—almost all , w) € [0, T] x Q

($)(w) = f U(w)g.

Let{ry,ro,---,ry} benrational numbers. Then
Iri®@u(i) ()] < [lU(w)ll2llrigill 2 < ess [%l_f_]pnut(w)HLZHri‘ﬁi”LZ- (5.7)
te[O0,
Let Z be the collection of all finite many rational numbé&ps= {rq,r,,---,r,}. By the count-

ability of 2 and% as well as the continuity of the left hand side, there is a comnull setN
such that forallw ¢ N and allt € [0, T], ¢ € Z, Q € %, inequality [5.7) holds true.

Below, we fix such aw ¢ N. Let £(2) be the linear space spanned®y By the continuous
dependence of both sides bf (5.7)dn= %, one can define a linear function®) on £(%) such
that

Dy(B)(w) = De(¢)(w), Vo€ P
and A
|Dy(¢)(w)] < esst ;gplut(w)llullqbllu, Vo € L(D).

By Hahn-Banach theorem (cf.1[2]), there exists a linear fiomal @, such that
D (g)(w) = Pi(P)(w), Y € L(2)
and
[P(@)(w)] < ess supl(@)lalidlhe, Vo € L*(RY). (5.8)

By Riesz theorem, there exists a unique 1T?(RY) such that

D(¢)(w) = fﬂt(w)qﬁ and [[tl.> < ess supllu(w)ll.z.

te[0,T]

Since forany € 7, t — fat(w)¢ = Oy(¢)(w) = Pi(¢)(w) is continuous, by(518), we also have
for any¢ € L2(RY),

t— fﬂt(w)¢ is continuous.
The first conclusion is then proven. The second conclusitbovis from Lemmd5.3. i
Below, we give stficient conditions for(5]6).

Proposition 5.5. In anyone situation of Propositions 46, ¥.7 dnd| 4.8, we a@ssume that
Uo € LY(Q, Fo; LY(RY)), f € LY([0, T] x Q x RY) and one of[{4.24) and (4.25) hold. If

ue L2(Q; L=(0, T; L2RY)) n LY(€; L=(0, T; LYRY)))
is a generalized solution of SPDE(1L.1), then5.6) holds.

Proof. We only consider the situation of Proposition|4.6. Lg{x) = A(x/R), whereAd is a
non-negative smooth function &f with A(x) = 1 for|x > 2 andA(x) = 0 for [x] < 1. Let
xn(X) = x(X/n) be a cutd function. Following the proof of (ll) in Propositidn 4.6, wioose

¢ = ¢R = AR xn in (@33). Then

§
E(ess sup |us|¢ﬁ) < CE f |UolgR + CE f f A
se[0,1] 0
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.
+CE f f ul(10; (0 pa")] + [0igRb'N)
0

T _ 2\1/2
+C]E(f flul o 3R ) .
0

Cxnlxsr = CARLxzn
1+X 1+X

Notice that

10idR] <

and

Cxnlxsr  CARLxen N Cli=nli=r
1+ |x2 1+ |x 1+ (X2
Firstly lettingn — oo and therR — o, as in the proof of Propositidn 4.6, we get

161007 <

FI{im E(ess sup |us|) < FI{im lim E(ess sup |u5|¢ff) =0.

se[0,1] J|x=2R —00 =00 s<[0,1]

The proof is complete. |

Remark 5.6. Using Lemma5]3 and Propositions 5.2,15.4 5.5, we canavefil, p.204,
Corollary 1]so that ue L*(Q; C([0, T]; LX(RY))) since all the coficients therein are bounded
and ue L2(Q; C([0, T]; L3(R%))).

6. APPLICATION TO NONLINEAR FILTERING

Let (Bt and B)wor; be two independend and d; dimensional standard Brownian
motions on a standard filtered probability spa€e K, P; (Fi)p 1)) Let % denote thed-
dimensional unobservable signal apndhe d;-dimensional observable signal. We assume that
z = (%, Y1) obeys the following Itd SDE:

d(?):( %:Eii )d“(&tézt) 50 )d( 3 )

wherezy = (Xo, Yo) IS anFo-measurable random variable and thefioeents satisfy the follow-

ing conditions:

(H1) The regular conditional distribution of with respect to ther-algebra generated by
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measiR® and the desityrg €
L2(Q; L2(RY)). o

(H2) The functionsb, &, b, & satisfy the Lipschitz conditions with respectzavith constant
K. Moreover,o(X, Y) is continuously diferentiable with respect o (not z) and its first
derivatives with respect tg satisfy the Lipschitz condition with respectxqnot z) with
constanK independent oy. N

(H3) & is non-singular and-,b(0, -), &, 51, b are bounded bi.

These assumptions will be forced throughout this section.

Let 7.’ be theP-completar-algebra generated lys, s < t}, which represents the observation
information. We want to get the conditional distributiom@tinder#/, i.e, to calculate

Mi(w,T) := P(x € TI77),

which is called the problem of filtering.
Let

) (@.%) 1= (6 (@) (x h(@))/2.
h(w. %) := &7 1(¥é(w))bt(x, Yi(w)).



We introduce the dierential operators4(w, X) and.Z;(w, X) by
Hi(w, X)u 810;(ay) (w, Y)u) — 3i(Bl(x, yi(w))u)
ai (alj ((J), X)al U) - aI(blt(a)’ X)U),

wherebi(w, X) := Bi(x, yi(w)) - 8,8 (w, x), and
AMi(w, XU = hy(w, X)U.

Define t t
o ::exp{ [ rtoeas+ 3 [ |h§(xs>|2ds}
0 0

and t
B := B + f h¥(xs)ds.

By Girsanov’s theorem, under the new probaobility measure
P(dw) := pr*(w)P(dw),

B, is still ad;-dimensional standard Brownian motion and independeBt.dfloreover,
0 By

X\ _ [ b(z) 51(z)
d()’t)_( 0 )dt+( 0  an) d B: |
The following lemma is taken fromd [11, p. 228, Lemma 1.4].

Lemma 6.1. Let 7 be theo-algebra generated b{sETS, s<t}. Then
F =FvF,.

From this lemma, we know thzﬁ is ad;-dimensional standard Brownian motion on filtered
probability space®, 7, P; (F)«o.11).- Moreover, it is clear that the cfigients in.# and.#

are measurable anff’-adapted. Consider the following SPDE:
du; = Zudt + Z*udBt, uy = .

Under(H1)-(H3), by Theoreni 2J6 , there exists a unique non-negative geredaolution in

the class that
u € L*(Q; Cu([0, TT; L2(RY))) N LY(Q; Cu([0, TT; LYR?)))

and .
E(ff|&i'8iu|2) < +00.
0

We now give a representation foy.
Proposition 6.2. For any¢ € L*(RY) and te [0, T], we have
(6.1)

futd’ = Eﬁ(¢(xt)Pt|Tty), P-as.
Proof. By suitable approximation, we only need to prove(6.1)dat C3(R?). We sketch the

proof. As in Section 3, we define
T, ) 1= (T (@) * pelxe HL = (0 % pe)e

and
bi.(w, ") = [(B(, vi(w)) A (L/€)) V (=1/&)] * o,
and consider the corresponding approximation equation:
dus = ZoUprdt + AU dBY, U0 = 0. (6.2)
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By [11, p.203, Theorem 1] (see alsd [8]), the unique solutbequation[(6.2) can be repre-
sented by

f Ui = EP(0(%)0udl 7). (6.3)

wherex,; solves the following SDE:

t t
Xs,t:X0+f bS,s(Xs,S)dS+f &&s(xs,s)dés
0 0
and t
Pet =1+ f Ps,shlés(xs,s)dgg,
0

t 1 t
Pst = EXp{f hl;g(xs,s)dﬁl; - E f |h|;g(xs,s)|2ds} .
0 0

It is now standard to prove that

supE( sup |x8,s|2) < 400,
£€(0,1) \se[0,T]
Using this estimate, we can prove that for any 0
lim P( SUp [Xer — Xl = 6) =0
=0 \te[0,T]

and
lim P( Sup |ogt — pil > 6) =0,
=0 \te[0,T]

where we have used that

t _ 1 t
ot = exp fhs(xs)dBS——f Ihly(xs)|?ds} .
0 2 0

On the other hand, as in the proof of Proposifion 3.1, one lertbat

Upr 223 e weakly inL2([0, T] x Q x RY).

Now taking weak limits for[(6.3), we obtain

f U = EP(G()plF). (dtxP)-as

Since the left hand side is continuous and the right handagteadmits a continuous version
(cf. [11, p.206, Theorem 3]), representatibn{6.1) nowciok. O

Our main result in this section is:

Theorem 6.3. Under (H1)-(H3), the conditional distributiorl(w, ') has a densityr(w, -) €
Cu([0, TT; LY(RY)) with respect to the Lebesgue measure almost surely. It éndiy

W(w, X)
X)) = —————. 6.4
m(w. %) [ u(w, Xydx 5.4
Moreover, for anyp € C3*(RY), m(¢) = fdm’t satisfies the following non-linear SPDE:
t t
m@) = mol0) + [ i Ziods+ [ lno0) - w0l 6.5)

wheredBt = dBX — 7 (h)dt and £ and.#X" are their respective adjoint operators.
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Proof. By (6.1) and Bayes’ formula about the conditional expeotati(cf. [11, p.224, Theorem

1]), we have
P W _ EP(¢(x)od 7)) _ ( )_l
EGOOIR) = g = [u) [ue

Formula [6.4) follows.
Observe that

t —
0

Taking the conditional expectation with respecfig we get
)

t
1+ f EP(H(x)pd FY)dB"
0

_ _ t _
EPoF)) = 1+F° ( [ o
0

t — —
1+ f EP(H(x) [ F2)E (047 2)dBE,
0

where the second equality is due to the property of stochaségrals and the third equality is
due to the Bayes’ formula. _
In view of h¥(xs) = 651(Ys)bs(Xs, Ys), by certain approximation, we have

Ep(hz(xs)szy) = ﬂs(hlg)-
Hence,
_ t _ 1 t
5 (i) = exp| [ migos - 5 [ miyPas}.
Sincef U = ]E'S(ptw-}y), equation[(6.5) now follows by Itd’s formula. m|

Remark 6.4. We can also consider the filtering problem in the cases of ieimes) 2.8 24 and
[2.3. In particular, in the case of Theorém2.4, we can evemwaiome singularity db in x.

7. A DEGENERATE NONLINEAR SPDE
Letal be given by
& (0, %) = 6 (@, X5 (@, %)

and

Zi(w)u = 8@ (w, X);u) + 8, (B(w, W), 4 (W)U := o (w, X)du.
In this section, we consider the following SPDE

du = (LU + fi(w))dt + (4t + g (U))dB}, Uo(w, X) = ¢(w, X), (7.1)
where

f:[0,TIxQxRIXxR >R, g:[0,TIxQXxRIxR — |2

are M x B(RY x R)-measurable functions.
Our main result in this section is:

Theorem 7.1. Assume that for some> 1/2

N il 12
6L &7 > alo &l
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and the following conditions hold: for somexql

T , 00" € L0, T; L=(Q x R%: 1)),

T+’ ,divb € LY(0, T; L=(Q x RY)),

akb' e LY0, T; L3(Q; L2 (RY))),
o, 8" € LA, T; L¥(Q x R 12)),
and for some K> 0 andy € L?([0, T] x Q x RY)

Ifi(w, X, 2) = fil(w, X, Z)| + IGi(w, X, 2) — G(w, X, Z)llz < K|z - Z|, (7.2)
[fi(w, X, 2| +[1gt(w, X, Dl < K|Z + yi(w, X). (7.3)
Then for any y e L?(Q, Fo; L2(RY)), there exists a unique generalized solution with
u e L%(Q; Cu([0, T]; LA(RY))) (7.4)
and
&"du, o du € L2([0, T] x Q; L3(RY: 12)). (7.5)

Proof. (Uniqueness): The uniqueness is a conclusion of the maxiprumiple. In fact, letu
andu be two generalized solutions of nonlinear SPDE](7.1) with same initial values and
satisfy [7.4) and(7]5). It is easy to see that

vi=u-10U
satisfies the following linear equation:
av, = (Av + cv)dt + (4, v + hiv)dBL, Vo(w, X) = 0,
where .
Ci(w, X) = f (02 F)(w, X, 6(u — ) + T)do
and i
hi(w, X) = f 1(azg't)(a), X, 6(u — ) + 0)de.
By assumption(7]2), we know that i
ce L¥([0, T] x @xRY), heL*(0,T]x QxR I?)).

Hence, by Propositidn 4.8, we have= 0. The uniqueness then follows.
(Existence): We use the Picard iteration method and a pestimate[(3.35). Latd(w, X) =
¢(w, X). Consider the following approximation equation:

AU = (AU + (U )dt+ (A + GU)ABL U, %) = ¢(w, X). (7.6)
By (2.4) and[(7.B) we have

t
E(sup |ug|2)+E( f (|&"aiu”|2+|a"aiu”|2))
se[0,t] 0
T T
<cs [we+cs [ [iruhecs [ (g
r (o
<CEf|uo|2+Cf {ds + CEfst““,
0 0
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By Gronwall's inequality, we get the following uniform estates:

;
]E( sup |ug|2)+E( f f (16" U + |0'”6iu”|2)) <C, (7.7)
0

s€[0,T]

whereC is independent an.
Set now

VM=t — U™,

Then, by[[2Z.4) again, we have
t
E(ess sup IV';”“lz) < CE f f (Ul = fo(ul P
0

se[0,1]
t
mmff@@ﬂ—wwﬂﬁ
0

t
CfEng—l,m—llz.
0

®, = lim E(ess sup |v2’m|2).

n,m—oco s€[0.]

N

Set

Then by [[Z.¥) and Fatou’s lemma, we have

t
d>t<Cfd)sds,
0
which implies that

lim E(ess sup |v’;’m|2) = ®r =0.

n,m—oco s€[0,T]

So, there is a € L2(Q; L®(0, T; L?(RY))) such that

lim E(ess sup | |ul- uslz) = 0.

Nn—oo S€[0,T]

By passing to the limits for (716), we obtain thais a generalized solution[(7.4) is due to
Proposition 5.4. Estimaté (7.5) follows from (7.7). o

Remark 7.2. If gy(w, x,0) = 0, f(-,-,0) € L}([0, T] x Q x RY) and w € LY(Q x RY), then the
unique solution in Theorem 7.1 also belongs t(; C,([0, T]; L1X(RY))).

8. AppeENDIX: PrOOF OF LEMMA 4.2
We only prove[(4]7). FoR > 0, letBg := {x € RY : |x| < R}. Below, we simply write

I flliiorire@irs@ry)) =: 1 fllrrorsr
and
S1o= L%(0, T L%(Q Wk (RY)),
Sy = LP(O, T; LP(Q, L (RY)),
Ss = L"(0,T;L?(Q L (RY)).
Notice that

[oe, B'a](U) = f (b'(y) — b (x)uy)dips(x ~ y)dy ~ f divb(y)u(y)es(x - y)dy.
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If b andu are smooth irx, then it is easy to see that for everg RY,

f (bl(y) — B (X)uy)Bip.(x — y)dy > divb(x)u(x),
which implies by the dominated convergence theorem,
im lllos, D'OI(Wle, ror5m = 0.
(Case: p1, Q1, P2, G2, P3, Oz < +0). It is enough to show that
S1% S, 3 (b, u) - [, b'3i](U) € S3 (8.1)

is uniformly continuous with respect to First of all, by Holder’s inequality, we have for any
R> 0,

< ||diVb||q1,q2,q3;R+1||U||pl,pg,pg;R+1- (8-2)
ri,ra,ra;R

H f divby)u(y)p. (X - y)dy
Observing that
1
Ibi(y) ~ Bl < Iy - fo VB + 6(x — y))do

and
&lVp.l(X) < Cp2:(X),
whereC is independent of, we have

ICEREOTOAEEY

Ye(X)
1
< c f u@)| fo IVbI(Y + 6(X — Y))dfozs (x - y)dly

1
_c f u(x— y)| fo IVbI(X — y + 6y)d6pa, (y)dy.

Hence, by Holder’s inequality again,

||7’a||r1,r2,r3;R < CHUHpl,pg,pg;R+1||Vb||q1,q2,q3;R+1,

which together with[{812) yield§ (8.1).
(Case: any ofpy, Q1, P2, 02, P3, 03 = +0). Without loss of generality, we assume= p,; =
p3 = +o00 andqy, gz, gz < +o0. In this case, letl; := u = ps. It is enough to prove that

lim sup |[p., b'd](u - us)| = 0.
6—0 ¢¢(0,1)

Since||Usl|L=(gg) < IIUllL=(Bg.,), and for almost alk € RY,

6—0
Us(X) — u(x),
by the dominated convergence theorem, one can see that

| f dvb)(U) - M-y =0

ri,ra,raR

lim su
0—0 Sp

Similarly,

im sup| [ (56) - BRUY) - wG)dx- Y

ri,ra,ra;R

=0.

1
f U= Ul(x—y) fo IVBI(X — y + 6y)ddpa, (Y)dly

The proof of Lemma@a 412 is thus complete.

< Climsup
-0 .

rira.raR
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