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Abstract

Backward stochastic partial differential equations of parabolic type with variable
coefficients are considered in smooth domains. Existence and uniqueness results are
given in weighted Sobolev spaces allowing the derivatives of the solutions to blow up
near the boundary.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the Dirichlet problem of backward stochastic partial different
equations (BSPDEs, for short) of the form

0
ozt

dp(t,z) = — [ (aij(t,:n)a—p(t,:n) + Jik(t,:n)qk(t,x)> + bi(t,:n)@(t,x) —c(t,x)p(t, x)

oxJ ox* (1.1)

+ l/k(t,:n)qk(t,x) + F(t,z)|dt + qk(t,x)thk, (t,z) € [0,T] x D,

where D is a domain of d-dimensional Euclidean space, where W £ {W};t > 0} is a d;-
dimensional Wiener process generating a natural filtration {.%#;};>0, and the functions
p(t,z) = p(w,t,z) and q(t,z) = q(w,t,z) are both unknown of which the first one
should satisfy given terminal conditions on 2 x {T'} x D and boundary conditions
on  x (0,T) x 9D. The coefficients a,b,c,o,v and the free term F are random
functions depending on (¢,x). An adapted solution of this equation is a & x B(D)-
measurable function pair (p, q) satisfying the given terminal-boundary conditions and
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solving Eq.(LI]) under some appropriate sense, where & is the o-algebra of predictable
sets on Q x (0,7 associated with {.%}+>0.

BSPDESs, which is a natural extension of backward SDEs (see e.g. Pardoux-Peng
[14] or El Karoui-Peng-Quenez [3]), arise in many applications of probability theory
and stochastic processes, for instance in the optimal control of processes with incom-
plete information, as adjoint equations of Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai filtration equations
(see e.g. Bensoussan [2], Nagasa-Nisio [13], Zhou [23] and Tang [18| 19]). A class of
fully nonlinear BSPDESs, the so-called backward stochastic Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
equations, are also introduced in the study of controlled non-Markovian processes by
Peng [15]. For more aspects of BSPDEs, we refer to e.g. Barbu-Ragcanu-Tessitore [1],
Ma-Yong [11] and Tang-Zhang [20].

The works concerning the existence and uniqueness of the adapted solution to a
BSPDE can be found in e.g. Bensoussan [2], Hu-Peng [5], Peng [15], Zhou [22], Tessitore
[21], Ma-Yong [12] and Tang [I7]. However, most of these results are concerned with
the Cauchy problem for BSPDESs, i.e. the case of D = R?. Indeed, the existence and
uniqueness of the weak solution (see Definition 2.1]) of Eq.(I.I]) in a general domain can
be easily obtained using the finite-dimensional approximation method (see e.g. [22]).
However, the weak solution usually has poor smoothness properties. It is interesting
to know the regularity with respect to x of the weak solution in association with the
coefficients and free term of Eq.([L1]) and the boundary data. The issue was investigated
by Zhou [22], Ma-Yong[12], etc. for the Cauchy problem. Their approaches strictly
depend on the fact that the derivatives of the unknown functions p, ¢ with respect to
x vanish at infinity, which do not work for the Dirichlet problem since the derivatives
of p on the boundary is unknown and seems to be very difficult to handle. Note
that a special form of Eq.(II]) with Dirichlet conditions was studied in [21I] by using
the method of semigroups, which required that the coefficients were independent of
(w,t). To our best knowledge, there was no general result which concerns the Dirichlet
problem for BSPDE (L1)).

In this paper, we follow the approach of Krylov [8] and establish the existence and
uniqueness results for the Dirichlet problem of Eq.(LI]) in weighted Sobolev spaces
allowing the derivatives of the solution to blow up near the boundary of D and con-
cluding the interior regularity of the solution. The requirements on the coefficients
are rather weak. The main difference from the investigation of SPDEs in [§] is that
the (adapted) solution of (ILI]), containing two components, has no explicit formula-
tion without involving conditional expectation even in the simplest situation, which
prevents us to directly prove the regularity of solutions of 1-dimensional equations.
We shall overcome this difficulty with the aid of the method of continuation and the
difference quotient. Just as the existing results for the Cauchy problem of BSPDEs,
our work is also in the framework of W3'. Indeed, it seems to be a big challenge to
establish an LP-theory (p > 2) for BSPDEs. For the LP-theory of SPDESs, we refer to
e.g. Krylov [9], Kim-Krylov [6] and Kim [7].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries and
present our main results. Section 3 and Section 4 are the most essential parts of the
whole paper, in which we investigate the equation on the half axis. In Section 5, we
obtain a result for equations in the half space with the coefficients independent of x.
This result help us, in Section 6, to proof a theorem which deals with equations in the
half space. In Section 7, we complete the proof of our main theorem with the help of
the result in Section 6.



2 Main results

Let (22,.Z7,{%}t>0,P) be a complete filtered probability space on which is defined
a di-dimensional Wiener process W = {W;;t > 0} such that {%};>0 is the natural
filtration generated by W, augmented by all the P-null sets in .#. Fix a positive
number 7. Denote by &7 the o-algebra of predictable sets on € x (0,T) associated
with {54}}@0.

Let D be a domain in R? with boundary of class C™*2, where n is a nonnegative

integer.
For the sake of convenience, we denote
0 0? ..
Di:%, Dw:m, Z,jzl,...,d,
and for any multi-index o = («q,...,aq)

o N/ 0\ 9\

Moreover, denote by Du and D?u respectively the gradient and the Hessian matrix for
the function v defined on R?. We will also use the summation convention.

Throughout the paper, by saying that a vector-valued or matrix-valued function
belongs to a function space (for instance, Du € L*(D)), we mean all the components
belong to that space.

Denote
HY(D) = L*(Q x (0,T), 2, L*(D)),
H(D) = L*(Q x (0,T), 2, H} (D)),
H-YD) = L*(Q x (0,T), 2, H (D))

Let V and H be two separable Hilbert spaces such that V' is densely edmbedded in
H. We identify H with its dual space, and denote by V' the dual of V. We have then
V C H C V'. Denote by || - ||z the norms of H, by (-,-)g the scalar product in H, and
by (-,-) the duality product between V and V.

We consider three processes v(-,-), m(+,-) and v/(-, -) defined on Q x [0, T'] with values
in V, H and V' respectively. Let v(w,t) be measurable with respect to (w,t) and be .%#;-
measurable with respect to w for a.e. t € [0,77]; for any n € V the quantity (n, v'(w,t))
is .#;-measurable in w for a.e. ¢ and is measurable with respect to (w,t). Assume that
m(w,t) is strongly continuous in ¢ and is .#-measurable with respect to w for any t,
and is a local martingale.

Proceeding identically to the proof of Theorem 3.2 in Krylov-Rozovskii [10], we
have the following result concerning It6’s formula, which is the backward version of
[10, Thm 3.2].

Lemma 2.1. Let p € L?(Q), %r, H). Suppose that for any n € V and any t € [0,T],
1t holds almost surely that

T
(mo(t)a = (n, e)n +/t (n,v'(s))ds + (n,m(T) — m(t)) n-

Then there exist a set Q' C Q s.t. P(Y) =1 and a function h(t) with values in H such
that



a) h(t) is Fi-measurable for any t € [0,T] and strongly continuous with respect to t
for any w, and h(t) = v(t) (in the space H) a.s. (w,t) € Qx[0,T], and h(T) = ¢
for any w € Q;

b) for any w € Q' and any t € [0,T],

T T
I = el +2 [ (o(s). /(6D +2 [ (hls), (o)) + () = (m)e
where (m) is the quadratic variation process of m.

Now consider Eq.(LI)) with the Dirichlet boundary condition

{ p(t,r) =0, t €[0,T], z € dD, (2.1)

p(T,z) = ¢(z), x € D.

Definition 2.1. A & x B(D)-measurable function pair (p,q) valued in R x R% is
called a (generalized or weak) solution of Eq.(L)), if p € H}(D) and ¢ € H°(D), such
that for any n € H}(D) and any ¢ € [0, 7], it holds almost surely that

p(t, x)n(x)de = ¢(<E) z)dr + z)Dp(t,x) + o™ (t,2)q" (t,z)]
D

+bl(t ) Dip(t, w) ,x) + R (t x)q" (¢, z)

—|—F(tx} dxdt—/ / (t, z)n(x)dedWE.

Such a definition can be found in [12] for the Cauchy problem of BSPDEs. The
weak solution for SPDEs is referred to [10].

Assumption 1. The given functions a, b, ¢, 0, v and F are & x B(D)-measurable with
values in the set of real symmetric d x d matrices, in R, in R, in R**%  in R% and in
R respectively. The real function ¢ is %7 x B(D)-measurable.

Using the duality method as in Zhou [22], in view of Lemma [2.1] we can prove the
following

Lemma 2.2. Let the functions a,b,c,o,v satisfy Assumption[d and be bounded by K.
Assume that kI + oo* < 2a < k~'I. Suppose F € H™Y(D), ¢ € L*(Q, Fr, L*(D)).
Then Eq.[1) with the boundary condition (21 has a unique solution (p,q) in the
space H} (D) @ HO(D) such that

E?Eg lIp(t, ')||%2(D) + HDpH]%IO(D) + ||qH[2HIO(D) < C(HFH%H(D) + ||¢H%2(Q,L2(D)))7

where the constant C = C(k, K,T).

A quite related result can be found in Peng [I5] Thm 2.2]. The counterpart result
for SPDEs is referred to [10] and [16].

In this paper, we investigate the regularity of the (weak) solution of Eq.(I.I]) under
some appropriate conditions on the coefficients, the free term and the boundary data.
Before stating our main result, we introduce some more notations and assumptions.
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Fix some constants K € (1,00) and pg, k € (0,1).

As well as the smoothness of 9D, we assume that there is a function ¢ € C"*2(D)
such that ¢(z) < x~'dist(z,dD) if dist(z,0D) < po and (x) > k(po A dist(x, ID))
on D. For instance, the function ¢ exists for any bounded domain as a result of the
Heine-Borel Theorem.

Denote By = {z € R?: [z| < 1,2 > 0}, B,(z) = {y € R?: [z — y| < p}.

Assumption 2. For every x € 0D there exist a domain U C Bgg,(x) containing the
ball By, (x) and a one-to-one map ® : 2B, — U N'D having the properties:

2 =3(0), ®(Bi)D Bip(x)ND, &l¢|> <|(DO)E|” < w¢P?

for any ¢ € R?, and |D*®| < K for any multi-index o with |a| < n + 2. Here D® is
the Jacobi matrix of ®.
As well as ¢ the map ® exists for any bounded domain (with an appropriate py).

Assumption 3. For any multi-indices «, 8 such that |a| < n and || < n+ 1, we have
kI +o0* <2a <k,
Ylol(|D%a| + [Db| + 9| D%| + | D% | + ¢|D*V|) < K,
YHDF e HO(D), ¢IPIDP¢ € L3(Q, Fr,L}(D)),
The first inequality is so called the super-parabolic condition (see e.g. [12] p139]).
Assumption [ implies that a,b and o are bounded (by K).

Assumption 4. The functions ¢, v and the derivatives of ¢ and ¢ are bounded, that
is
|Da| + |Da| + || + |v| < K.

We will deal with several norms of various functions. Denote @ = Q(T") = (0,T)xD.
For an integer m and for real or complex-valued functions ¢, u defined on 2 x D, Q) x Q)
respectively we denote

HM%z/W@WM, |w@=/hmeM@

D Q

[Wﬂzp=:§leJ¢mDam%m,[mm;Qz }:l49¢m0“m%mﬁ,
|a)]=m |a|=m

16120 = 3116120, lulzo = 3 [ull2e,
r<m r<m

61120 = E[6l2, p. ul2.0 = Ellull?.o.

61120 = El6I2 o, a2, = Elul?, o

The same notations will be used for vector-valued and matrix-valued functions, and in
the latter case we denote |u|? = > |[u®*|2.
i,k

Our main result is the following



Theorem 2.3. Let Assumptions[IHf be satisfied. Then the equation
dp = —[a" Dijp + b'Dip — cp + 0'* Dig" + vF ¥ + Fldt + ¢*dwf (2.2)
with the boundary condition 2.1) has a unique solution (p,q) such that
p € Hy(D), ¢D?p,q,9Dg € H(D).
Moreover, for this solution pair and any multi-index B such that |5 < n+ 1, we have
WPIDP(Dp), ¥IPIDPq e (D), ¢IPIDPp € C([0, 1], L*(D)) (a-s.), (2.3)
and moreover

Il Dp 7110 +Esup|lp(t, Wasrp +lalli1o < CURF g + Il 6l 41p), (24)

where the constant C depends only on the norm of 1 in C"2(D), on the parameters
n, K, po,k and T.

The proof will be given in the final section. Note that the form of Eq.(2.2]) is slightly
different from ([I]), which is beside the point because we could rewrite (2Z2]) into the
form of (II]) due to Assumption @l Now we give several remarks.

Remark 2.1. Theorem 2.3]implies the interior regularity of the equation (2.2). Indeed,
for any domain D’ such that D’ C D and for any multi-index § such that |3] <n +1
we have

HDﬁpmHJ%IO(D’) T Eigg ||Dﬁp(t, ')||i2(D/) + ||Dﬁqu[2510(p,)
< Cd2 I (lwF 120 + Il Sl 1)

with the same constant C in ([24) and with d = dist(D’,dD). As a corollary, if n is
large enough, then (p,q) becomes a classical solution (see e.g. [12, p140]) for Eq.(2.2])
as a result of the Sobolev Imbedding Theorem.

Remark 2.2. Although we assumed that d; is finite, all constants denoted by C will
be independent of dy, which allows us to extend our results to the most general case
of equations like ([2.2]) with any Hilbert-space valued Wiener process. For instance, d;
is infinite while ¢ is [>-valued process.

Remark 2.3. With the help of the theory of interpolation, the main result in this
paper could be generalized to functions with fractional derivatives, thus allowing n to
be a fraction rather than an integer.

Set ||h||* = [;° |h(x)|*dz. The next two lemmas proved in [8] will be used in several
occations of our paper.

Lemma 2.4. (a) If h(z) is a function of class Hfotl(R+),r > 0,and h(z) = 0 for
large z, then for any m > —%

(o] 1 (o]
/0 |2 B ()P da < (m+§)_2 /0 |2 R (2) 2 da.
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(b) If h(x) is a function of class H] (Ry),r > 0,and h(x) = 0 for large z, and
p20,m>r—%, then

lz™ PR || ~ [l (2P h) ],

in the sense that each norm times a constant, depending only on m,p,r, is greater
than the other one.

(¢) If h(zx) is a function of class H}

loc
numbers n > p > 0,n > 1 we have

(Ry),r > 0,and h(x) = 0 for large z, for any

[2Ph]l < C([l="hl[ + [[hz]])
where C' = C(n).

Lemma 2.5. Let v be a function on D and 1 be the function defined above.
(a) If vip=1, Dv € L*(D), then v € H}(D).
(b) If v,99Dv € L*(D), then v € H} (D).
(c) If v € H(D), then viy~1 € L*(D).
(d) If v € L*(D), then v € H™1(D).

3 The 1-dimensional equation

The investigation of one-dimensional equations in the next two sections is most essential
in this paper. We denote

Ry =(0,00), Q@=(0,T) xRy, [I-ll=1l"Mq I-II=I"l&
in the next two sections.
Theorem 3.1. Fiz constants £ € (0,1) and Ao € Ry. Let n and r be integers s.t.

0 <r<mn. Let (p,q) be a solution of the class Hy(R;) @ HO(R.) for the equation

{ dp = —[a®pee + 22aXpy — N2p + 6Fagk + V¥ Ag* + G dt + ¢FawF, (3.1)

p(t,O) =0, p(T,l‘) = ¢(l‘), le [OvT]7 r € Ry,

with the assumption that the predictable functions a, \,€,6 and v take values in R, R, C, R%
and C4 respectively and are bounded and all are independent of x. Suppose that

k<a<rk Tl kX <A<k 1), |5|2 <2-—k,

3.2
"GV, G eHIRY), 279", ¢ € LX(Q, T, LP(Ry)), 32
and for any z1, 2 € C and any z3 € C¥,
2|21|% 4 2|22|? + |23> — 4Re(eZ122) — 2Re (671 23) — 2Re(VZ223)
> p(w)(|21]* + 22l + [23]) (3-3)

with the constant p(k) > 0. Suppose finally that for a number p > 0 the functions
G(t,x),p(t,x) and q(t,x) vanish if x > p. Then

2pr Y pea"q g e HOR,), 2"p™ e C([0,T], L*(Ry)) (a.s.),
7



and for a constant C depending only on n,r, k but independent of p and T,
"D+ o (I 2" || + (I 2" || +(Esup lz"p " 2, ) [1%)2
<[5 126l A" GO ) +(Ea” g 2) @4
+ONT [ " G A 2G| (B2 o |12)2],
where we put ||z"GUH)|| = 0o if "G ¢ HO(R,).

To prove this theorem, we need the following lemma, whose proof will be given in
the next section.

Lemma 3.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [31], we have
$rp(r+1)’ <oy Pz xrq(r)’ g€ HO(R-F)

Proof of Theorem [3l. Our proof consists of two steps.

Step 1. Assume that A\g = 1.
First of all, from Lemma and from the fact

2IpUt?) = (I plt)), — jgd=1pl+D),
it follows by induction that
wIpUtY e HTYRY), a.e.(w,t) € Qx[0,T],

for any j =0,...,r, and for any ¥ € H}(R})

VaipUtddy = — Vel pU T dy — iz pUt g,
R, R, R,

Obviously the function z™pl*+2) € H1(R, ) for m > j (note that p(t,z) = 0 if 2 > p).
Some similar arguments yield that

2mGY) e HY(RY), ae.(w,t) € Qx[0,T],
Moreover, in this situation for a.e.(w,t) € Q x [0,T],
) € LRy, @), = mla™ ) + (@) € 2Ry ),
which along with Lemma [2.2)(a) implies
2mpV) € HY(RY), ae.(w,t) € Qx[0,T],
Consider the following equation

d(xmp(j)) =— (a2xmp(j) + 2earz™pld) — N2zmpl)

Trr T

+ daz™ gl + yAa™gl) 4 megj))dt + 2™qDdw,.



From the above arguments and Lemma 2] it follows that 2™p\) € C(]0,T], L*(R,))

(a.s.). Applying Ité’s formula to evaluate ||z™pU)||?, we get that for any j < m A7

dlla™p (¢, )|

/ [2a2|xmp§cj)|2 + 4ma?z> 1 Re(pW) pld)) — 4ara®™ Re(epWpV))
Ry
+ 2X2|2"p D)2 — 222 Re(5ap') ¢¥) + yApW gDy — 222 Re(pP) G

+ |xmq(j)|2] dx - dt + / 222" Re(p\W) ¢\9))da: - dW.
R

+

Using the integration by parts, we have

/ 4mae?™ = Re(pDpy))dz = 2a2m(2m—1)/ 2?1 (|pW)2) dx
Ry R+

= —2a*m(2m — 1)z pY) (¢, ) ||%.
Hence we get that
—da"pD(t, ) + [2a* |2V 4 202" p D + [l g ||] de
= 2a’m(2m — 1)||a™ 1 p\) || 2dt +/

R
o o o 3.5
+ 22" Re(8apy) ¢ + v ApWqW)) + 4ma®™ L Re(6ap) V) (3:5)

[4@Aaz2mRe(Ep(j Jpl))

+2x2mRe(p(j)G§Cj))] dx - dt — / 242" Re(p) ¢ da: - dW,.
R

+
Applying the condition 33) to &H) with z; = az™pUtD, 25 = Az™pl), 23 = 2mql0),
we have
—d||lz™pD (t, )P + (k) [a® 2™ pU VP + N2 2|2 + || gV |?] dt
< 2a2m(2m — 1)[la™1p9|2dt + /

Ry

+ 2x2mRe(ﬁ(j)G§Dj))] dx - dt — / 222" Re(pW) qU))dz - dW;.
R

+

[4m:n2m_lRe(5aﬁ(j) q9)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

/ 4ma® 1 Re(8ap™V) V) da
R4
< - 8|2 gD (8, )P+t dmPa® eV ()12

/ 22" Re(pV GY))dx
R4

< o@D () + mollpUFV (8, )P+ 20y e GO (1, )17,
/ 20" Re(pYWGY))dx:
R4

< sl pD (8, )P+ 3 |2 GUHD (2, )17
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Taking 11,712, n3 small enough and recalling A\g = 1 in this step, we get

—dllapD (£, )| + n[llz"pU VP + 2™ pD | + amgD 2] dt 56
< [l pD |2 + &GO A 2™ GOV 2] dt + dM;, '

where M; is a local martingale such that dM; is equal to the last term in (B.5]) and 7
depends only on . In fact it is not hard to prove that M; is a uniformly integrable
martingale by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality. Then integrating this inequality
with respect to t and taking expectations, we obtain

T), < CT)"\ + CRI, (3.7)

where

75, = 2™ p 9D + |2 pt) I + || 2™ 9|1,

Ry, = |z G9 [|? A [l 2 GUY |2 +Blla™ 6D,
In particular, it follows from the similar argument that

Ty < CRy,

which along with ([B.7)) yields

T3, < COTY_;+ C(RI, + -+ Ry"™7)

<C(RY_;j+-+R)+C(R, +-+ Ry,

where the constant C' depends only on m,r, k£ but is independent of p and T. In
particular for j = r,m = n and by Lemma 2.4)(a) we have

T, < C(RY_, 4+ +R)+C(R, ++ R}

3.8
C(RY_,.+---+R})+CR.. (3:8)

<
<

In order to estimate the last term on the left in (3.4) we come back to (B.6]) with
j =r,m =n, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we have

Esup |z"p"(t,)|]* < CTi=i + CR}, + CS], (3.9)
t<T

where

T 2 71/2
S, = E[/ (/ 2x2"Re(p(r)q(r))da:> dt}
0 Ry

< (=" 12+ [ 2" |)1*)
< T

Combining (3.8]) and (B3.9]), we have
T+ Esup [a"p"(t, )| < C(Ry_, + - + Rf) + CRy,
t<T

where C = C(n, k).
10



Now we have to get rid of the term RY_, + --- + RY. From Lemma 2.4} it follows
that RY_, < CR", and moreover for 0 <m <n —r — 1,

[ ¢l < CH%’”*%“H < O(lz"¢" | + llz" ¢!,
=Gl < C(lla"G | + (Il " GD|l),
=Gl < C | 2™ G| < O(llz" G || + || 2" G)
< O(lz"GU* I+ [l " GO,
lla™Gl| < C | 2™ G| < C(|lz"G Y !H + (2",
lz™Gll < Clle™ "Gl + Il Gall) < Cllz" G | + |l 2" GE+V ).

Therefore

l2™G [ Al 2™ Gelll < (™Gl
< C[llz" G+ A 12" GO + (" GUH Al 2" G

So the inequality (3.4]) is proved in this situation.

Step 2. The general case can be reduced to the case in Step 1 by scaling, that is by
introducing the new functions

ﬁ(t,x):p()\0_2t,)\51x), qt,x) = Ay Q()‘ozt A lT),
G(t,2) = X\ 'GOG A ), d(x) = o\ '),

and a new Wiener process W; = )\OW)\az ;- It is not hard to show that p, ¢ satisfies the
equation
dp = —[a®Prs + 2ea(ANG 1 )Pe — (AN 1)2D
+0ade + (AN )G + G dt + GdW,
p(t,0) =0, PNT,2) = o(=).

Direct calculus shows that

)\n—r+3/2 n r+1/2

[|lz"p(") W 1/2”’ a"p(r) \H lz" q(r Il = s [l zmg™]],
n n—r+ n n n r+ n 4(r
2G| = Ag "GO, J|lzme™ | = Ag [ERR

Note that the constant C in Step 1 is independent of the terminal time 7 and p.
Hence the inequality (3.4)) is easily obtained from the result in Step 1. The proof is
complete. O

Remark 3.1. With the help of Lemma 24(a),(b), we can rewrite ([3.2) into some
convenient forms which will be used in Section 5 directly. Replacing n and r in (3.4)
by n+ 1 and r + 1 respectively, we get

I w"(a:pm)(” Il 2o [ll 2™ (2p2) ™|

+ [2" (2gz) " Il +(& sup [l (2pe) ") (8, )1)?
(3.10)

< Ol 2" (@Ga)" +(EH9: (2¢2) 1))
+OXg [l 2™ (@Go) ™ I +(E e (x0) ™) /2],
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for 0 < r < n, if the right-hand side is finite. Furthermore, replacing n in (3.4) by
n+ 1, we get
Il 2™ (2pe) 7 1l +20 [l 2" (2p) 7|

+ [l (zq) " || +(E sup ||« (xp) (¢, ) |*)"/?
t<T (3.11)
< O 2" (2Ga) ") (|| +(Bla™ (2g) ) |*)H?]

+CX T 2" (@Ga)™ I+ (Bl (@ea) ™1%) 2],

for 0 < r < mn, if the right-hand side is finite.

4 Proof of Lemma

We need several lemmas. First we define the difference quotient (see e.g. [4]) by

u(x 4+ h) —u(x —h)

Viwu(z) = 57 ,

h#0

for u € L?(R). The following basic lemma about the difference quotient can be found
in any fundamental textbooks on PDEs (e.g. [4]).

Lemma 4.1. If u € H(R), then ||[Viul| < ||uzl, and Viu — u, strongly in L*(R) as
h10.

To deal with the component ¢, we need the following

Lemma 4.2. If u € L3(R), then |Vyul-1 < |[ul, and Vyu — u, strongly in H—(R)
as h | 0.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the previous lemma by duality. To prove the
second assertion, we only need to verify that the Bessel potential (1 — A)~1/2
mutative with the difference quotient Vj and the differential operator D,. It obviously
holds true since that the Fourier transforms of the three operator are

is com-

oikh _ p—ith

2\—1/2
(+ ey,

i€
respectively which are multipliers. O

Applying the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we easily obtain

Corollary 4.3. (a) Ifp € H)(R), then

IVapllaow) < Ipellmow)

and Vpp — pg strongly in HO(R) as h | 0.
(b) If ¢ € H(R), then
IVralla-1®) < llqllmom®),
and Viq — q. strongly in H ' (R) as h | 0.

12



Remark 4.1. If the functions p and ¢ in Corollary 3] vanish for |x| > p, where p is a
large number, it is easy to check that V,p — xp, strongly in H*(R) and 2V,q — ¢,
strongly in H™'(R) as h | 0.

The next lemma i is known in the theory of Sobolev spaces. Note that a function in
H'(R) belongs to Cz( ).

Lemma 4.4. Let u € HY(R) be an odd function, then its restriction on R, belongs to
Hy(Ry).

We also need the following lemma concerning the odd (or even) continuation of a
function, in which we denote f as the odd (or even) continuation of the function f
defined on R .

Lemma 4.5. Let n be an integer. Then
foooa"fMeL2Ry) & f,...,a"f™ e LA(R).

Proof. Tt is a direct result from Lemma [2F|(b). Indeed, without loss of generality, we
assume that f vanishes for large z. Then f,zf’ € L?*(R,) implies 2f € H}(R,), and
then zf € H'(R) owning to the theory of Sobolev spaces. Thus zf’ € L*(R). Then
the necessity easily follows from induction. The sufficiency is obvious. O

Furthermore, it is easy to show that z” f(") = z7 f(") for any r < n, where 27 f() is
the odd (or even) continuation of z" f ("), Hence, for any r < n we have

HZETJF(T)HL?(R) = 2H$Tf(r)||L2(R+)-
Proof of Lemma[3.2. The proof consists of the following three steps.
Step 1. Assume that a = A\,e = § =0 and v = 0. In this step, we denote
- e = Il - 0,7y x®

First from Lemma we see that (p,q) is the unique (weak) solution of Eq.(31)
in the space H}(R;) @ HO(R,).

Let G be the even continuation of G and ¢ be the odd continuation of ¢. It follows
from Lemma that

G,...,z"G™ e HOR), ¢,...,2"¢™ e L*(Q, Fr, L*(R,)). (4.1)

Thus according to Lemma the equation

dﬁ— [ ]?mm_ap"i'(stQm—i_G]dt"i'qdeta (42)
p(T,z) = ¢(x), te€l[0,T], z€R, '
has a unique solution pair
(5,@) € Hy(R) @ H'(R),
such that
152 I} +E sup |5t )[% + 17l <C(IGalf-1 gy + ElSIR),
t<T (4.3)

C(IIG Il +ElSIz)-
13



with the constant C' = C'(k, T).

By symmetry the above functions p and ¢ are odd with respect to z, and then from
Lemma F4] their restrictions on Ry belong to H}(Ry) ® H(R.), which implies that
P =p,q=qon Ry (by the uniqueness of the weak solution).

Now applying £V}, on both sides of Eq.(d.2]), we have

d(xVpp) = = [0*(@Vhp)ea — 22V P + 6a(xVR)s
—20*(Vip)e — 6aVp + (Vi G)e — Vi G]dt + 2V, qdW,
(xVhD)|t=1 = 2V 1¢.

In view of Lemma 4.2} it follows from Corollary L3 and (£.3)) that
Il @Vip)a IE + Il 2 Vrallz
< C(IVap IR HIVaalli-1 @ + 12VaG & +IVAG -1 g + El2zVidlIR)

C( I Bz I + g I + Il 2Ga IR + I G I +EllzéalR)
C( Il 2Go I + I G & +Ellzéallf + El)-

B (4.4)
<

Therefore, {xV;p} are bounded in H}(R) and {xV;g} are bounded in HY(R), uniformly
with respect to h. Thus there exist two functions

u € HY(R), v e HOR),

which are respectively the weak limits of (subsequences of) {zV;p} and {xV G} in as
h 0.

On the other hand, it follows from Remark EIlthat 2V ;,p — xp, strongly in H°(R)
and £V,§ — g, strongly in H™'(R) as h | 0. According to the uniqueness of the
limit, we have

TPy = U € H(l)(R)v Ty =0V € HO(R)a
which implies that
TPyz, Tqr € HO(RY).

Moveover, it follows from (4.4]) that
| zpaa I+l wa:l1? < C (M 2Ga 1P + [ G I +Elz¢a|? + Ell]). (4.5)

Step 2. Now we prove by induction the assertion of Lemmal3.2lunder the assumption
that a=\e=8=0,7y=0.

First the assertion is proved for r = 1 in Step 1.

Assume that the assertion holds true for some r > 1, that is the condition (3.2))
implies the following

2" ptY L pe, 2™, g € HO(R,.). (4.6)

Since the odd function zp, € Hj(R) (see Step 1), we have xp, € Hj(R.). It is not hard
to show the function pair (zp;, zq;) of the class H}(R;) ® HO(R, ) solves the equation

{ du = —[ 2Upy — aPu + bavy — 20°pyy — daqy + a:Gm] dt + vdWy,

u|t:T = $¢m (47)

14



with unknown functions u,v. From the assumption (4.6]) and the assumption ([3.2)) on
G, ¢ and r + 1, we see that the function

—20%pyy — baqy + £Ghy = ( — 2a%p, — daq, + xGx)x — Gy

and the integer r satisfy the condition ([B.2]). Applying our assumption to Eq.([d7), we
have
xT(wpx)(?“—l—l)’ ) (xpx):ca wr(wa‘)(r)7 IS HO(R+)7

which implies the assertion of Lemma as a result of Lemma 2.4{(b).
Step 3. Now consider the general situation. Rewrite Eq.(4.2]) as
dp = —{a2pm —a*p+ 6Fagk + [2eadp + (V2 — >+ iB)P
— 7" AQ + G, bt + ¢"dWY,

where -

P(t,z) = / p(t,y)dy, Q(t,x) = / q(t,y)dy.
Note that P(t,z) = Q*(t,z) = 0 for x > p and

2cadp + (N2 — a® +iB)P —v*AQ + G e HO(R,),
z[2ealp + (A2 — a® +iB)P — v*AQ + G, € HO(R,).

It follows from Step 1 that

TPy Dy Ty ¢ € HO(RY).

Identically as in Step 2, we prove by induction that Lemma holds true in the
general case for any r. The proof of the lemma is complete. O

5 The equation with coefficients independent of
x

In this section we are concerned with the equation whose coefficients are independent
of z in the half space. Denote R% = {z € R?: 2! > 0}.

Theorem 5.1. Consider the following equation

dp = —[a" Dyjp + o™ D;q* + Fldt + ¢*dW},
p(t,x) =0, z € ORY, (5.1)
p(T.x) = 6(x), = € R

Assume that a and o satisfy Assumption [1 and, in addition, they are bounded and
independent of x and
kI +00* <2a < k7, V(w,t). (5.2)

Suppose that for any multi-indices o and B such that || < n and |5] < n+ 1 we have
Plipep e HORYL), @PIDP¢ e L2(Q, Zr, L2(RL)), (5.3)
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where z;(a:) = z!. Then equation (5.1) has a unique solution (p,q) such that
p € Hy(RL), +D?p,q,9Dq € H'(RY).
For this solution and any multi-index B such that |5| < n+ 1, we have
VAD?(Dp), $1D% e HORY), VID°p € C(I0. 7], L*[RY)) (as),  (54)
and moreover

[l D?pl]5.q + Eﬁgg[ll%ﬁDp(t, Mz + 19Ddlll7q (5.5)
< CII0FINQ + Nl ge):

where P(x) = z',Q = (0,T) x R‘i,m =0,...,n, and the constant C depends only on
d,n,K and k.

Proof. The proof consists of three steps.
Step 1. We make the following additional assumption in this step.

(A) Eq.(B) has a unique solution (p,q) € H§(RY) ® HO(RL), and for a number
p > 0 the functions F(t,x),p(t,z) and q(t,x) vanish if ' > p.

Put ~
G(t,x) = —/ F(t,s, 22, ..., 2%ds, (t,z) €[0,T] x ]Ri,

1
which belongs to HO(RED. Indeed, note that for almost every (w,t,z2,...,2%), F as a
function with respect to ' belongs to L? (R, ), which implies G(w,t,-,2?%,... ,zd) €
H} (R.). With the help of Lemma[ZZ(b) it is not hard to show that {)G,1 and (G,
are of the same class while the former belongs to H°(R%), which implies G € HO(R%).
Moreover $I#I DG € HY(RZ) for any 3 such that 8] < n + 1.

Now for a function u(z) defined on Ri, denote by @(x!, €2, ..., &%) its Fourier trans-
form with respect to (22,...,z%). Then we see that for almost every £ = (£2,...,¢9) €
R4\ {0}, the functions p = p(t,z',€2,..., &%) and ¢ = (¢, 2", €2,...,£9) satisfy the
equation

dp = —[a Pyrgr + 26"y — 3+ oG + PFGE + G ] dt + AW, (5:6)
A(t7 07 5) - 07 ﬁ(T7 "1:176) = ¢(‘T17€)7 6 6 ]Rd_17
Where ~ . . . . . .
Bl=i) a¥¢, e= )" dkdek, i =i) olhe,
Jj>2 Jik>2 Jj>2
In order to apply Theorem B.1I], we define
a=Vall, M= Z aFeiek e = (aX) 71D,
J,k>2
oF =a otk AR = AT1PR (5.7)

From the condition (5.2)), it is not hard to show that the condition (3:2)) of Theorem
B0 is satisfied with Ao = |¢|2. However, the verification of condition (B.3) is rather
delicate and will be put in Step 3.
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Now denote Q1 = {(¢,z') : t € (0,T),z' € (0,00)}. Applying (BI0) to Eq.(5.6),
for 0 <r <m < n, we have

2wl w162l —Z— @
@) o (@) o
ey 2wl +Esw @y -2 @
@y || TR @ty |
<c{ ()™ o (z'F) i + El[(zhH)™ o (2 ) i }
- (8$1)7’ o (8$1)7’ r R,
+crsr2<m—’“>{ PRI LAY ) SR }
@), @atyn* O p

for almost all £ = (£2,...,£%). We multiply this inequality by |£|2(™~"), integrate with
respect to ¢ € R and sum the results over r = 0, ..., m. Then we see that

2 para g + 2 oy . + ll2' au 117, o + Eigg[\xlpxll]im (t)
< Ol Flllfg + (' 6o I pe b (5:8)

where the subscript y stands for any first-order derivative with respect to 22, ...,z

For 0 <r <m < n from (BII]) we have

2 2

67”

(:El)m (Oxl)r (fnlﬁxl) o’ 'p

+Iel @) Gy @)

Q1
2

Q1
2

(t)

R4
o AP }
Ry
am -

(l’l)mw(l’l@
(l’l)mw(ﬂﬁl%l)

I

(Oxt)r

o'

(ah)™ (@'q)||  + Esup||(z!)™
Q =T

r 2
(ail)r (@'F)

()" +E

< C{!é\‘2

@
am
(Qxt)m

2
+FE
Q1

(@)™ («'F)

2
Ry } 7
for almost all £ = (£2,...,£%). We multiply this inequality by |£]2(™~7+1) | integrate
with respect to £ € R*! and sum the results over 7 = 0,...,m. Then we see that

+ 0‘5’—2(771—7“-}—1){

Iz oy 17 + (2 Dyl + ot gyl + Efgg[!wlpy!]i,Ri (t)
< C{ll="Flli7g + o' éor 117, e + Ul Sylll7, g 3- (5.9)
Combining (5.8]) and (5.9]), we get that
(14 Dp|17.q + E?ETP[WDP(L Mz + 19Ddlll7q
< C(I9F g + UL DA, 20 )- (5.10)
Step 2. We now remove the assumption (A) made in Step 1.
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From Lemma [22] we deduce that Eq.(5.1]) has a unique solution
(p.q) € Hy(RY) @ HO(RY),
such that

2 2 2 2 2
109 117 +Esup ot g + ol < COP -1 + 6113 )

where C' = C(d, k,T). From Lemma [Z7] it follows that

Il Dp I +Esup|lp(t, Mzg +lallg < CULF IE + Il 6llizg ) (5.11)

We shall prove that these functions are exactly what we need. Its uniqueness is clear
from the above argument. To establish the relation (B.5]), now take an infinitely differ-
entiable function ((y) defined for y € R and such that ((y) = 1 for y € [0,1], { = 0 for
y > 2. Define (¢(y) = ((ey), and

pe(t7$) :p(t7x)C€(x1)7 qe(t7$) = Q(t7x)C€(x1)7
where the parameter € will approach infinity in the future. It is obvious that
(", ¢°) € Hy(RY) @ HO(RY),
which satisfy the equation

dp€ = —[CLijl)ijp6 + O'il)iq6 + Fe]dt + qeth’“,
pe(t,z) =0, x € ORY, (5.12)
p(T,x) = ¢p(z)C5(xt), = € ]Ri,

where

FE=F¢ =2 a6 Dipf —a"'Gp — o' g
3>2

Now let us make an assumption which will be justified later: suppose that for an integer
r <n+ 1 and a multi-index « such that |a| <r

Pl Doy, Pl Dg € HO(RL). (5.13)
Note that for any multi-index § the functions
WIB‘HDBC; ‘7 M\BH?DBC;H& ‘7 M\BI-FlDBC;lxl |

are bounded uniformly with respect to ¢ and tend to zero when ¢ — 0. Using this and

18



Lemma 2.4 for m < r and for e — 0, we get

(19¢palllme < C D ™D (¢pa)lle

|a)]=m
<C Y [PmTHDPE) D palllg
|| +[8|=m
=C Y WD) D, — 0,
|| +[8|=m
NG ipllme <C > ™ (D) Dllg
||+ [B|=m
=C Y WD )P Dol
||+ Bl=m. a0
+C Y WDl — 0,
|B]=m
llocallme <C Y. [[BPIT(DPE)I Dl — 0.
||+ [B|=m

This along with the result in Step 1 applied to Eq.(5.12]) after passing to the limit when
€ — o0 yields

D2l + Efgg[HzﬁDp(t, M ze + ¥ Dalll7q
< C(lleFITne + H¥ DA, za),

for any m < r An. This inequality implies that relation (B.I3]) with r 4+ 1 holds true
under the assumption (5.13]) with 7. Since for r = 0 relation (5.13)) follows from (5.11]),
by induction we obtain (5.0).

Step 3. Verification of condition (3.3)).
We need the following lemma from linear algebra.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose K > 0, then there exists a positive number X such that
|2 + w — Az[* > A(J2* + |w]?)

holds for any z € C™, w € C"™ and A € C™™, so0 long as |A]*? < K.

Proof. Since |Az|> < K|z|?, it follows that for any number A € (0,1/2]

|2)? + |w — Az|?
= |2|? + |w|? — 2Re(w* Az) + |Az|?

1
> Jof* + [l + [Az]® = | (1= M[w]* + = |42

> |22 4+ Mw|? — 2)|Az|?
> (1 —2\K)|z|* + Nw|?.

The lemma is proved by taking A = min {1/2, (4K)~'}. O
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We now prove Theorem 5.1 Take any complex numbers w, v, zx(k = 1,...,d;) and
define ¢ = a~'u,n = A~ 'v. Put the d;-dimensional vectors

2= (21, 2dy )
5:(51,...,(5d1), v = (’yl,...,’ydl),
Uj:(ajl,...,ajdl), j=1,...,d.

Recalling (5.7) and using the standard technique in linear algebra, we have

2)ul? + 2|v|* + |z|? — 4Re(ctiv) — 2Re(duz) — 2Re(702)
= 2a°[C|% + 202 |n|% + |2)? — 4alRe(eCn) — 2aRe(6C2) — 2ARe(y712)

2a!! —2i Y alig ol
. iz ) /e

_ 2 Y aVel 2 Y aieiel iy olgl | [ 2
= | & iz n

@)t i o) La, ‘

Jj=2

2011 — |01|2 — E(Zalj _ Zalkajk)fj
= , . iz2 ke :
- (C 77) i Z (2&1] _ ZO’lkO']k)f] 9 Z (2a]l _ Zcﬂkalk)fjﬁl T]>

Jj=22 k Jl=2 k
+ Z 2+ otk¢ +iZJ’k£J77
k=1 j>2

2
2k +01kC+i203k§]n ,
Jj=2

d
= Sl 4y
3l k=1

where the matrix

B £ (bﬂ) = 2(ajl) — o0 >kl

and ' '
n=¢n =8nj=2,...,d

Note that oo* < k~'I. These along with Lemma (put A = 00™) yield that there
exists a positive number p = (k) such that

2)ul? + 2|v|* + |2|? — 4Re(ctiv) — 2Re(duz) + 2Re(772)

d1
> fe(m? S lER Y +alk<+izajksjn\2)
k=1

Jj=2 Jj=2
> pr (¢ + 1€ + |21?)
> pui? (Jul® + |v]* + |2[?).

The proof is complete. O

6 The equation in the half space

The proof of our main theorem, Theorem [6.1], is based on the following
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Theorem 6.1. Let D = RY in Assumptions [ and[3. Replace ¢(z) by ib(z) = ' in
Assumption[3. Consider the following simple form of the equation (2.2))

dp = —[a" Dijp + o*D;q* + F)dt + ¢*dW},
p(t,x) =0, x € ORi, (6.1)
p(T,z) = ¢(z), x € RL.

Suppose that for a constant § > 0 and for any (w,t,x) we have

la(t,z) —ap(t)| <0, |o(t,z) —oo(t)] <6, (6.2)

where ag(t) and oo(t) are some functions of (t,w) satisfying Assumption [ and [3.
We assert that, under these assumptions, there exists a constant 6(d,n,k,T) > 0
such that if 6 < §(d,n,k,T) then

(i) Eq.(61) has a unique solution (p,q) such that
p € Hy(RL), +D?p,q,9Dg € H'(RYL).
(ii) For this solution and any multi-index B such that |5| < n+ 1, we have
PPD%(Dp), 9D e HU(RY),  17D%p € C((0,T], LA(RY)) (a5,  (6.3)
and moreover

I

Il Dp 11,0 +E§2¥Hp(t, W1 ra + g [[EA (6.4)

< C(IOF g + 1l 1 )

where m < n,Q = (0,T) x Ri, and the constant C' depends only on d,n, K,k and
T.

Proof. With the help of Theorem [5.I] we can recursively define a sequence of function
pairs (p,,q),r = 1,2,... as solutions of the equations

dp, = —[ag DYp, + 04 D'q, + (" — aif ) DYp,
+(o" — 0f)D'gr1 + Fldt + q.dW; (6.5)

in Q= (0,7) x R% with the given boundary data and with py = 0, gy = 0. We denote
by Cp, the right-hand side in (5.5]). Now let

L = [[19D%p g + 14 Darllng, 721, m<n,
and from estimate (5.5]) we get
I + Esup(|[d:Dpr (¢, )17, za
t<T s

< Cp + C{{[d(a¥ — afl ) DY p, 1|20 + [0 (0" — o) Digr—a 120 }-
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With the aid of Assumption [3 (6.2]) and Lemma [2.4] it is easy to check that

[[4(a* — afl ) Dp,_1[12,.0
<C Y (|9t (a — af ) DX(DVp, )%

|a)l=m
+C Y WPI(DPa ) DY (DY, )13
|| +|B]=m,B8#0
< CH[[¢D*pralllog + C D v D?*pralli g

k<m

<O +C Y IF

k<m
Similarly,
¥ (0" — o§)Digy—1l]2.0 < COI, + C Z Ik
k<m
Hence
I + Bsupl[¢Dpr |} g (1) < Con + COL™ 4 + C > oI, (6.6)
< k<m

where the constant C' depends only on d,n, K and &, and Ij* = 0. It follows easily by
induction from (6.6]) that if § is small enough (depending on ('), then I < CC,, for
any r > 1,m < n with C = C(d,n, K, k).

Moreover, recalling (5.11), we obtain that

lDpe 13 + [l ar 1 +Esup |pr(t; gy < CCo+COI_y < CC

with this constant C = C'(d,n, K, k,T).
If we apply a similar argument to p, — p,_1 and ¢, — ¢,_1, we will see that the
expression

1D (r = pr-ln + llar = gr-1lll70 + Esupll|(pr = pr-1)(t, Mgz =0

as r — 00.

This obviously gives us a function pair (p, q) as the limit of (p,, ¢,), with properties
(B4) and (B5). We will show this pair is what we need.

From Theorem [B.1] the following equation

du = —[af D + oy D'v + (a¥ — aff )DYp + (o — o) Dq + F|dt + vdW;

in @ =(0,T) x R‘fr with the boundary data u(t,z) = 0,z € 8Ri;u(T,x) = ¢(x),z €
Ri, has a unique solution (u,v) with properties (54]) and (B.5]). Applying a similar
argument to u — p, and v — ¢,, we obtain that

(19D?(w = p)|Jg + 0D (v — @) 170 o+ fgg[HiﬁD(u =) (6 )17, e

< Co 19D (p — pr-1) 7
D —=pe) G + v = ar 15 +Esup [[(w = pr) (¢, -)[3a
t<T +

< GO 19D (p = pr-1) 13 -
22



By taking r — oo, it is easy to show that u = p,v = ¢, which implies that (p,q) is a
solution pair of Eq.(61]).

To prove the uniqueness, assume that (p1,q1), (p2, g2) are two solutions of Eq.(6.1)
such that

pi, Dpiy v D?p;, qi, 1 Dg; € HO(RL).
It is not hard to obtain that
1D (p1 — p2) I3 + [l D(p1 — p2) 115 +E§2TP [(p1 — p2)(t, -)ll{éi

+lla—allfy < Co 9D (1 — pa2)ll,

which implies that p1 = p2, q1 = ¢2 by taking § small enough and the theorem is proved.
O

7 Proof of Theorem

The proof is quite standard, which is divided into two steps.

Step 1. First we will show, without using Theorem [B.1], that the second inclusion
in ([23) holds for any solution (p,q) such that (p,q) € Hi(D) ® H°(D) and the first
inclusion in (2.3]) holds. Note that for any |5] <n +1

dWP'DPp) = — YIPIDP[a¥ Dyjp + b Dip — ep + o™* Dig* + v*¢" + Flat

(7.1)
+ Pl DB gkawk.
By virtue of the first inclusion in (2.3]) and by Lemma 25(b) we have
WPID%p e HY(D), ¢IPD%q € HY(D), 72)
w\a|+1Da[aijDijp+ b Dip — cp + o Dyg" + gk + F) € HO(D), :
for any |a| < n,|B| <n+ 1. In order to apply Lemma 2] it remains to verify
¢|B‘D6[aijDijp +0'Dip — ep+ 0*Digk + VF¢F + Fl e HTY(D), (7.3)

which holds true for § = 0 as a result of Lemma [2.5](d) and the observation that
va Dijp, b'Dip, e, bo* Dig®, vw*e*, F € H(D).
In fact, relation (7.3]) holds true for any 8 with |3] < n + 1. Indeed, if § = o + ~ with
|a] < mn and |y| =1, then
DY (@l D Dyp + b Dip — ep + 0™ Dig* + v ¢ + F))
=yPIDP 0 Dyjp + b Dip — ep + o Dyg* 4+ v*¢F + F
+[8I(D79)¢* D*[a¥ Dijp + b Dip — cp + 0¥ Dig" + v*¢* + F),
where the left-hand side is in HY(D) owing to (Z.2]). An obvious induction gives (7.3)
for any 8] < n+ 1.

To sum up the above arguments the second inclusion in (23)) follows from (Z.I]) and
Lemma 211
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Step 2. Since ¢ F € HO(D) in our assumption, it follows from Lemma 2.5(d) that
F € H (D). Since Da and Do are bounded, Eq.([Z.2) can be rewritten in divergence

form (like (LI])). Therefore, by Lemma there exists a unique solution (p,q) of
Eq.([22) belonging to H}(D) ® H(D) such that

ll pa G + 1 alligy < CU Lo, TY(NF G + Il ¢ 1D )- (7.4)

Now take a small p € (0, pg) satisfying the following two conditions.
(1) For any (w,t) and z,y € D,
la(t,z) —alt,y)| <6, |o(t,z)—o(t,y)| < (7.5)

if |z — y| < p, where 6 = §(d,n,k,T) is taken from Theorem
Here we only require the equicontinuity of a(w,t,-) and o(w,t,-) on D for all
(w,t) € Q x [0,T], which is implied by Assumption (4]

(2) If 2,y belong to the same domain U from Assumption [2, then for any (w,t),
| DV (z)a(t, )(DW¥(x))* — DU (y)a(t,y)(D¥(y))*| < 1,
D)5 (t,2) — DY ()o(t,y)| < & (7.6)

if |z — y| < p, where the constant d; = d1(d,n, xk?,T) and ¥ is the inverse for ®.

Take any functions ¢,n € C§°(R?) such that supp(¢) C B2,(0), [(dx =1, {(z) =
for |z| < p, and n(y) = 1 for |y| < 1, n(y) =0 for |y| > 2,0 <n < 1. For any z € R?
define

CZ($) = C(m—z), pz(t7$) :p(t7x)cz($)7 qz(t7x) :(J(t7$)<z(x)'
Now consider two case.

Case 1. dist(z,0D) < 2pg. Then D Nsupp(p®) € U N D, where U is taken from
Assumption 2l Define

u*(ty) =p*(t,x)n(y), v*(t,y) = ¢t z)n(y),

with z = ®(y) in Q = (0,T) x R¢ .. Obviously (u?, 2%) € Hy(RY ) @ HO(RY). It is not
hard to check that the functions u?, z* satisfy the equation

du® = [a”uy iyg T UZkvz ko Fldt + v kawk, (7.7)
where (observe that u* = 0,v* = 0 whenever n # 1)
®(y), zo = (0), L® =a"“0? _; + b0,

~”( y) = (t )Wl Uhe (@)n(y) + a™ (8, 20) Whr W (o) (1 = n(y)),
5™ (t,y) = o™ (t,2) Vo (2)n(y) + 0" (t, 20) Ve (w0) (1 = 1(y)),

F(t,y) = (CPF)(t, z)n(y) + par (t,2)07 (8, y) + p(t, 2)Oa(t,y) + ¢* (1, )05 (£, y),
01 (t,y) = [(CPLOW)(t, )@} (t,y) — 2(aVC*)(t, )]n(y),
O2(t,y) = [(Cir-LO N(t, )@ (t,y) — (LOC% + ¢¥) (¢, 2)In(y),

O5(t,y) = (V*¢F — o™ ¢ ) (t,2)n(y).

24



The choice of p (see (T.6)) and our assumptions about |(D®)(| from Assumption
show that @, satisfy the first condition in Assumption Bl and condition (6.2) with x>
instead of k, with the corresponding §, and with ag(t) = a(¢,0) (see Theorem [6.]). It
is also easy to check that other conditions of Assumption Bl with n = 0 (and another
constant K) are satisfied for Eq.(Z7). Therefore, by Theorem .1 with n = 0 for F as
above, Eq.(71) has a unique solution (u,v) such that

u € HY(RL), tuyy,v,9v, € H'(RL),
with 1)(y) = y'. Moreover, this solution is unique in the space H}(R%) ® HO(RZ), since
Eq.(C1) can be rewritten in divergence form. Hence we deduce that
7 7 0(rd
u®, uy, Yug,, v, o, € HY(RY).
Now we apply the estimates from Theorem to Eq.(C7). First of all, we note
that for any function h

DY(Dyih) = Dy (har @) = > ¢ (DPhar) DY ®T,, (7.8)
Bty=a

where ¢, are some constants. Observe that (recalling Y = y') from our assumptions
on ¥ and ® there exists a constant C depending only on  such that

™' (y) < ¥lx) < CP(y)
with 2 = ®(y),y € 2B. Hence from the formula (7.8)) and Assumption B, we get
(|DgO1| + Dy (902)| + | Dy (483)]) < O, |a| < n.
Denote
Q=(0,T)xRY D(z,r) = B,(2) ND,
Q(z,r) =(0,T) x D(z,1), p1 =8Kpy, m<n.

From Lemma [24|(b) we have (functions n = n(y) are different in different place)
10 Fnll2, 5 = WF @y )2, 5 < C Y "™ Dy (wF)|I%

la|<m
<C Y I D @RI < C >0 I DY W) 132
la|<m || <m
=C ||| ¢F|||%7,7Q(z,p1)7

where n® = n®(y) are some bounded functions vanishing if |y| > 2. Moreover, using a
formula similar to (T.8]) with z and y interchanged and Lemma 2.4] (a),(b), we have

lpelloiroep < Pl =C > ™ DX(Cpn)llG

|a|=m+1
=C Y W™DIE < Y 19T Dyl
loo|=m—+1 || <m+1
< C S (I, 112 = C Il iy 1%, o

r<m
Hp(tv ')Hgn—i-l,D(z,p) < [|<Zp(t7')”$n+1,l) < CH&”Z(tv ')H;Rﬁﬁ

lal2r0ep < NG Ee < Clldw I, -
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Bearing in mind several similar estimates and from Theorem [E.1] we obtain

ll 2o i1,y FESUP R ) 7i1, Do) + i1 @)
t<T (7.9)

< C( m YF H’gn,,Q(z,pl) + m ¢ ’Hgn+1,D(z,p1) + H’ p ‘H?n—l—l,Q(z,pl) + H’ q m?n,Q(z,pl) )

for any m < n under the same condition of finiteness.

Case 2. dist(z,0D) > 2pg. This case can easily be reduced to the first one. Indeed, we
can replace the domain D by any half space with boundary lying at a distance 2py from
z. In this situation it is unnecessary to flatten the boundary and to make any change
of coordinates. Then as above we get an estimate similar to (.9]) with norms defined
with the help of the distance from the new boundary. As above from this estimate we
get ([79), keeping in mind that the new distance and v are bounded away from zero

on supp(¢*p).
Integrating (Z.9) with respect to all z € R?, we obtain that

1Pz 1,0 +Esup [p(ts lagap + llallizsg
t<T (7.10)

< C(MF g + MM e Mrap + M1 o + e lliZg ).

where the constant C' depends on n, K, pg, k and modulus of continuity of @ and o (see

@5)).
For m = 0 the right-hand of (ZI0) is finite since p, p,,q € HY(D). It follows from

induction that the right-hand of (710 is finite for any m < n, which indicates the first
inclusion in (Z3]). Observe that the above estimate also holds if we replace the initial
time zero by any s € [0, 7). Then by the Gronwall inequality and induction, we get

Pz 12410 +Esup Ip(t, )20 + Nz

< CUIUF 12+ 6 120+l a2g) (7.11)
< CUIYF 2o+ 1o+l ll3).

This along with the inequality (74)) yields the estimate (2.4).
The uniqueness of the solution follows from Lemma The proof is complete.

Remark 7.1. Instead of Assumption 4] we could also obtain the inequality (7I0) by
a weaker condition, i.e., the equicontinuity of a(w,t,-) and o(w,t,-) on D (recall (Z.5)),
provided the last two terms of (.I0) is finite for m = 0. However, this condition, which
is natural for SPDEs (see [§]), is not enough for us to estimate the quantity |||¢|||lq (see
(71I)) which does not appear in a SPDE. It is interesting to seek a condition, that is
weaker than Assumption [ also guarantees the finiteness of |||¢ll|q.
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