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G-expectations in infinite dimensional spaces
and related PDEs
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Abstract. In this paper, we extend the G-expectation theory to infinite
dimensions. Such notions as a covariation set of G-normal distributed ran-
dom variables, viscosity solution, a stochastic integral driven by G-Brownian
motion are introduced and described in the given infinite dimensional case.
We also give a probabilistic representation of the unique viscosity solution to
the fully nonlinear parabolic PDE with unbounded first order term in Hilbert
space in terms of G-expectation theory.
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1 Introduction

This paper is based on the author’s Ph.D. thesis (see [18]) and devoted to
a study of the theory of G-expectations in infinite dimensions. Using G-
expectations as a probabilistic tool, we also study equations of the form:

w(T,x) = f(x). (1)

We call this equation a G-PDE, because of the occurrence of the nonlinear
coefficient G. (G is a certain sublinear functional which is connected to a

{é’tu +(Az, Dyu) + G(D%u) =0, tel0,T), xeH;

*Universita degli Studi di Milano-Bicocca, Dipartimento di matematica e applicazioni,
via R.Cozzi, 53, Milan, Italy; ibrahimov.ag@gmail.com

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5272v1

1
G-expectation E by the formula G( - ) = §E[< - X, X)]. The term A in the

PDE is a given generator of a Cj-semigroup (etA): the occurrence of this
unbounded, not everywhere defined term is important for the applications,
but it requires to face additional difficulties. The solution to equation (1) will
be understood in the sense of viscosity solutions. But treating viscosity solu-
tions in the infinite dimensions also requires to overcome special difficulties
(see, i.e., [25, 26, 27, 28, 29]).
Swiech (see [57, 79]) was the first author to include the “unbounded” term
(Az, D,u) in the second order PDE. Together with Kelome (see [56, 57])
he proved a comparison principle and existence and uniqueness results for a
nonlinear second order PDE. We will make use of their results on uniqueness
of the solution to equation (1). In order to prove existence we will use
a probabilistic representation which is entirely different from the method
of Kelome and Swiech. The probabilistic representation of the solution of
equation (1) is formally analogous to the classical case. To this aim we
consider an associated stochastic differential equation:
dX, =AX,.+dB,, 7€ (t,T]<[0,T];
{X g @
t =<,

where, however, B, is a so called G-Brownian motion in the Hilbert space H,
i.e. a Brownian motion related to a G-expectation that we introduce in an
appropriate way.

The solution of equation (2) is the following process, formally analogue to
the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process:

X; = Xﬁ’m =T Ay 4 Je(T”)AdBa-
t
We will see that the formula (¢, x) := E[ f (Xfpx)] gives the required repre-
sentation of the unique viscosity solution of equation (1).

In the definition of X, we are naturally led to considering a stochastic inte-
gral, which can be of the more general form

f@(o—) dB,.



So, we need to define a stochastic integral with respect to a G-Brownian
motion. Its investigation gets us related properties and results. Special
attention will be devoted to the identifying a suitable class of integrand
processes ®, with values in an appropriate space of linear operators that will
be introduced to this purpose.

2 Sublinear functionals and distributions

2.1 G-functional

The notion of G-functional we need in order to use some sublinear functionals
in infinite dimensions. Mainly it applies to the second order term in the heat
equation

{@u +GD2u) =0, tel0,T), veH; .

w(T,x) = f(x).

Also, in the G-expectation theory G-functional plays a very important role
as a tool of characterization G-normal distributed random variables.

So, let us consider H is a real separable Hilbert space and {e;,i > 1} be an
orthonormal basis on it.

Keeping the standard notations, define the following sets in this way:
L(H):= {A:H — H| A - linear, continuous in L(H)-topology };
K(H):={Ae L(H) | A— compact};

Ls(H):={AeL(H) | A=A4*} and Kgs(H):={Ae K(H)|A=A*}.

Definition 2.1. A monotone, sublinear, continuous (in the operator norm)
functional G :D c Lg(H) - R is said to be G-functional.
That is, G( ) is required to satisfy the following conditions:

A=A = G(A) =G(A).
2)G(A+ A) < G(A) + G(A);
3)G(AA) = AG(A), A = 0;
4)G is L(H)-continuous.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a linear space.
F: X — R is a sublinear functional, i.e.
1) Flx +y) < F(z) + F(y);
2) F(Ax) = A\F(x), A=0.



Then there exists a family of linear functionals {f@ X—>R, fe @}, such
that:
F(z) = sup fo(x), z e X (4)
0e©
Moreover, (a) If F' is continuous = fp in (4) are continuous.
(b) If F' is a monotone, sublinear functional, that preserves con-
stants (such functional we call sublinear expectation)
= fg in (4) are linear expectations.

Proof.
The original proof in a finite dimensional case you can see in [73, Th.2.1] but
some parts in infinite dimensions requires additional passages, so that the

full proof you can consult in the author’s thesis [18].
U

Definition 2.2. The von Neumann-Schatten classes of operators are defined

as follows:
Cp(H):={AeLH) | X ‘<Aej,ej>‘p < oo} , 1< p<oo;
j=1

Cyx(H) :== L(H).
Introducing a norm for Ae C,(H), 1<p<w:
p/2 1/p
1A, = [Tr(A- A%) C1<p<o
| Al = 1Al
Also we know that (C,(H), |- |c,), 1 <p < o is a Banach space

(see [76, 2.1]).

Remark 2.1. In the sequel we will call the classes C1(H) and Co(H) as
trace-class and Hilbert-Schmaidt class of operators respectively, and de-
note them in this way:

Ci(H)=Liy(H):={Ae L(H) | Tr|(A- A*)l/z] < oo};

Cy(H) = Ly(H) := gA e L(H) | Tr{A CA*] < o}

Now we would like to give the representation of the G-functional defined
on the set of compact symmetric operators on H. Actually, we can’t give
the same representation result in the general case with the domain of linear
bounded operators. But afterwards we discuss about extension G-functional
on Lg(H).



Theorem 2.2. Let G : Kg(H) — R be a G-functional.
Then there exists a set ¥ such that:

1)¥ < Cy(H);

2NBe¥ = B=B* B=0;

3)% is conver;

4)% is closed subspace of C1(H);

5) G(A) %%gg Ti[A- B], VAe Ks(H).

Proof.
For every sublinear continuous functional F' : K(H) — R according to

Th.2.1, there exist a family of linear continuous (in L(H)-topology) func-
tionals {fy, 0 € ©}, such that F(A) =sup fy(A), Ae K(H).
0cO

Let us fix 6 and consider f = fp € L(K(H),R).
For z,y7 € H we define a bounded linear operator x ® y on H as follows:
(x®y)z:={z,yyx, z€H.
It is clear that tk(z ® y) = 1, if x # 0, y # 0, and
Tile®y) = 3 (e @u)es ;) = X es, 1o 65) = o), and
i =

the norm [z @y = [z -y, 1<p<oo
The bilinear form L(z,y) := f(z ® y) satisfies
L(z,y)| = |f @ ®@y)| < [flenm -z @yleony < IFleeenm - J=ln - lyln,
So that, it is bounded.
But for every bounded bilinear form there exists a unique B € L(H) such
that L(z,y) = (Bx,y) (see [76, Th.1.7.1]).
It follows that f(x ®y) = (Bz,y) = {x, B*y) = Tr[z ® B*y]

- T[(z®y)B],
because (x ® B*y)z = (z, B*yyx = (Bz,y)z = (rt ® y) Bz.
So, we can conclude that f(A) = Tr[AB], where A:=zQ®y. (=)
Denote F to be the set of all operators of finite rank on H.

But every A € F can be represented in the form A = > a;4; ® ¢;
j=1

(see [76, Th.1.9.3]), where () is uniquely determined sequence of the real
elements, and (v;), (¢;) are two orthonormal systems in H.

For this reason (=) holds for every A e F.

In order to show that B e C}(H) we use the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1 (Ringrose, [70], Lm.2.3.7).
Let 1< p< oo, and q be a conjugate exponent of p (i.e. % + % =1).

b}



Then T € Cy(H) if and only if sup {}TI[ST] |0 SeF, |5, < 1} < 0.
And in such a case the value of the supremum is equal to ||T'|c,.

According to this lemma we get that
sup {| Te[AB]|: BeF, |Blo, <1} < |f] <

1
So that for every A€ F we have f(A)=Tr[AB], Be Ci(H).
Both sides in this equality are L(H)-continuous, and since the set F is dense
in K(H), this implies that for every A € K(H) we have also f(A) =
Tr[AB|, BeCi(H).
In the case when A e Kg(H) therefore there exists By e Cj(H), such that
f(A) = Tr[ABy].

By + By
Consider an operator B := %, which is symmetric and trace-class;
Hence: A(B. + B . .
Tt[AB] - Trl%} ~ In[a,] + Jme(a5;)

= %Tr[ABO] + %Tr[BOA*] = %Tr[ABo] + %Tr[BOA]

= %Tr[ABO] + %Tr[ABO] = Tr[ABy]| = f(A).
So we can conclude that for every A € Kg(H) we have f(A) = Tr[AB],
B = B* e Ci(H).
Now let us take the following sublinear functional F(A) :=2G(A), defined
on the set Kg(H).

Applying Th.2.1 we have
F(A) = sup fo(A) = supTr[ABy|, By = BjeCi(H), 0€6;
0e© 0e©

Hence there exists a set of operators {Bg, 0 e @} By = B} € C’l(H)}, such
1
that G(A) = 5 SuD Tr[ABy|, A€ Ks(H).
0e©

G is monotone. For this reason we can only take that By which are positive:
if xeH then (Byr,z) = 0.
Indeed, by the definition of supremum we have that:

1 1
Ve>0 30=0.€0: 5Tr[AB@] <G(A) < 5Tr[AB@]+»s. (#)
Assume that there exists a basis vector e;, such that (Bye;,e;) := . <0.
then consider an operator Ay such that (Agej,e;) = 1y, j = 1.

It is clear that Ag is symmetric and compact.
Also if Ap =0 yields G(Ag) = G(0) = 0.



From (#) we have %ﬁe <G(A) < %59 + €.

1
And passing to the limit € — 0: gives G(A) = 3 Bo <0, a contradiction.

1
And finally it may be concluded that G(A) = 5 Sup Tr[ABy|, A€ Ks(H).
0c©

where operators {Bg , e @} satisfy required properties:
Bg = B; = 0, Bg S Cl(H)
And now we are going to finish the proof by the construction of the set X:

Let us define the following sets:
Y :={BeCi(H) | B=B*=>0};

Y =% :={BeX|Ve>0 %Tr[AB] < G(A) < %Tr[AB] +e};

Take ¥ := conv(X’) (closure in Cj-norm).
Since sup TI'[AB@] = sup Tr[AB] = sup Tr[AB], and ¥ c X c Ci(H),

0cO 1BeE’ Bex
we can set G(A) := §supTr[A-B], VAe Kg(H).
BeX

Moreover, by a such construction one can see that G defines the -set
uniquely.
O

Remark 2.2. For every functional fp(A): L(H) - R, Be Ci(H),
such that fp(A) = Tt[AB] we have fze L(L(H),R).
Moreover the mapping B — fp defines an isometric isomorphism from

Proof.
We have AB e C(H) and Tr[AB] = |AB|c, < |Alc,|Blle
(see [76, Th.2.3.10]).
So that, fp is a linear continuous functional.
Moreover, | f5] < |Blc;
But according to Lm.2.1:

If5l = sup {| fo(4)|: A€ F, |A]c, <1}
—sup { | T[4B] | : AeF, |Ale, <1} = [Blo:

whence it follows that | fz| = |B|c,-
U



It is easy to see that if ¥ is a convex, closed (in C;(H)-topology) set of
symmetrical, non-negative, trace-class operators, then functional

1
G(A) = 5 Sup Tr[A- B] is a G-functional, Ae Kg(H).

BeX
Furthermore, we see that between G and X is settled a mutual correspon-

dence, such that from the one we can get another one: G < X.

1
Proposition 2.1. For the G-functional G(A) = 5 Sup Tr[A- B] the set
Bex.
Y = ker G*. )

Proof.
)0, BeX;
o, BeCi(H) N 3.
According to the topological properties of ¥ (closed, convex and nonempty
set) it follows that ¥ is a proper, convex and lower semicontinuous set.
For every A€ Kg(H) we have
G(A) = %sup Tr[AB] = 1 sup {Tr[AB] — f(B)} = %f*(B),
Bex BeCi(H)
where f* is the Legendre transform of f.

We thus get 2G = f* and hence 2G* = f** = f by the Fenchel-Moreau
theorem.
Therefore ¥ = {B € %| G*(B) = 0} = ker G*.

Consider the indicator functional f(B) :

2.2 Some remarks regarding the extension of the
G-functional to Lg(H)

In general case the extension of G to the space Lg(H) (of linear, bounded and
symmetric operators) is not unique. To see it we consider such a functional
~ 1
G(A) = 5 Sup Tr[A- Bl + p(A), Ae Ls(H);
BeX
where p(A) = R ma)fA) A, the maximal point of essential spectrum o.s(A),
E0ess
which is defined as s (A) = {A €0 (A) [Ve >0 Fueo(A) :
A —p| <e}
That is 0.ss(A) consists of all unisolated points of the spectrum o(A).
If Ae Kg(H) yields that p(A) =0,
because in such a case every A € o(A) \ {0} is an isolated point,



ie. A ¢ 0ess(A) (see [22, Claim 7.6]).
It follows that G(A) — G(A) = p(fp : l{AeLS(H)\KS(H)}~

But in order to to be sure that G(A) is G-functional indeed we set the
following lemma:

Lemma 2.2. p(A) is a continuous, sublinear and monotone functional.

Proof.
The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
U

Now let us call a canonical extension of G the following G-functional on
Ls(H)Z
According to Th.2.2 the given G defines ¥;
_ — 1
For A € Lg(H) we can define G(A) = Gg(A) = §supTr[A - B], the

BeXS
canonical extension of (.

2.3 Sublinear expectation

In this chapter we discuss the notion of sublinear expectation. The material
mainly was taken from [73], which we have generalized to infinite dimensional

case.

Let (92, F, P) is an ordinary probability space and (X, | - [x), (Y, - |y) are
normed space.

Let us define the class of Lipschitz functions with polynomial growth as
follows:

Cprip 6 Y) = { s X = Y | (o) = o)y < C - (L+ el + [yl) - = — vl .
Cp.Lip (X) = Cp.Lip (X, R)

Definition 2.3. We define the class H° to be the linear space that satisfies
the following conditions:

1) IfceR then ce H°;

2) If € : Q — R is a random variable on (0, F,P) then &e H;

8) If &1,&, ..., & € HY then ¢(&1,&, ..., &) € HY, for every ¢ e C,Lip(R™).

Definition 2.4. Let us set
H={X:Q->X-ruv on(QFP)|(X)eH Ve C,LypX)}.

Remark 2.3. If X e H then | X|"eH’, m=>1



Definition 2.5. A functional E : H° — R is called a sublinear expecta-
tion if it satisfies the following conditions:

1) Monotonicity: if X =Y then E[X]|> E[Y]

2) Constant preserving: ceR then E[c| =

3) Sub-additivity: E[X + Y| < E[X] + E[Y];

4) Positive homogeneity: )\ >0 then E[NX]| = \E[X].

The triple (©2,’H,E) we shall call a sublinear expectation space.

Definition 2.6. A functional F x[p] := E[p(X)] is said to be a distribution
of X eH, for peC,Li(X).

Proposition 2.2. (Some elementary properties of E)
1)  ElaX] =ao"E[X] + o E[-X], (a =at — a’);
2.a) —E[X] <E[-X];

2.b) |E[X]| <E[|X|];

2.c) E[Z] - E[X] <E[Z - X];

2.d) |E[Z]-E[X]|< |E[Z - X]| <E[|Z-X
3.a) X >0= E[X]=>0,

3.0b) X <0= E[X] <0,

4)  A<0 = E[NX]=)\E[X];

5.0) ceR = E[X +¢]=E[X]+c¢

5.0) Y E[Y]=E[-Y]=0 = E[X+Y]=E[X]

5.¢) Y E[Y]=E[-Y] = E[X+aY]=E[X]+aE[Y];

—

]’.

Remark 2.4. Note the following false implications for a sublinear expecta-
tion:

E[X +Y]=E[X] = E[Y]=0 = E[-Y]=0.
Proposition 2.3 (Cauchy-Bunyakovsky—Schwarz inequality).
Let X,Y € HY, then

1
E[XV] < (E[X?] -E[y?])".

Proof.
The proof is trivial and based on the classical CBS inequality and on repre-
sentation theorem for sublinear functional Th.2.1.

U
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2.4 (G-normal distribution

We again refer us to Peng [73] in order to introduce a notion of the G-normal
distribution. All the definitions can be carried just from the 1-dimensional
case to the infinite dimensional case.

Note that in this chapter and later on we imply that all the used random
variables are defined on the sublinear expectation space (2, H, E).

Definition 2.7.
We say that random variables X and Y have identical distribution and
denote X ~'Y if their distributions coincide,

i.e., for every o€ C,pp(H) Elp(X)] =E[e(Y)].
We say that random variables Y is independent from random variable X
and denote Y I X if they satisfy the following equality:

E[p(X,Y)] = E[E[¢(z,Y)],_y|. #€ Cprip(H*H).

Remark 2.5. Peng has already mentioned that Y 1 X does not imply that
X LY (see [79, Rem.3.12]).

In the our turn when Y 1 X we put some obvious properties which we shall
use later:

1) E[p1(X) + ¢2(Y)] = E[p2(X)] + E[p2(Y)], ¢ € Cprip(H).

2) E[XY] = E[E[m, Y]m:X] _ E[X+ E[Y]+ X~ -E[—Y]]

— E[X*]-E[Y]* +E[-X*]-E[Y]” + E[X | E[-Y]* + E[-X"]-E[-Y]".
Definition 2.8. Random variable X on the (2, H,E) is said to be G-normal

distributed if for every X which is and independent copy of X (i.e. has
identical distribution):

aX +bX ~ a2+ b2 X, where a,b> 0.
Let us consider a G-functional defined on the Kg(H) in such a way:
1
G(A) := 5E[<AX, X)) (5)

In fact, it is clear that the sublinear expectation provides the fulfillment of
all G-functional’s properties.

Assume that X is a G-normal distributed random variable with respect to
the sublinear expectation E, and G(-) is defined in (5).

11



Later (Th.4.2 ) we will sce that for every G-functional G(-) there exists
G-normal dlstrlbuted random variable X and a sublinear expectation E such
that G/(A) = 3 E[<AX,X>].

In view of such fact we shortly make a following notation
X ~ Ng(0,%).

According to Prop.2.1 GG defines a Y-set, which we will call a covariance
set, about what we will discuss more precisely in the chapter 2.5.

Remark 2.6. If random variables have the same distribution then their G-
functionals coincide, i.e.: if X ~Y ~ Ng(0,%) then Gx = Gy.

Proposition 2.4. For a G-normal distributed random variable X ~ Ng(0, %)
we have the following estimation of the moments for m > 1:

- sup Q] < B X 3] < Cou-sup (12[Q])

QeX Qex

where ¢, are real constants dependent just of m.
In particular, if m =1 then c, =1 and E[|X|3] = sup Tr[Q].
QeX

Proof.

Fix Q€ andlet {)\;, i > 1} be eigenvalues of Q).
Consider a gaussian measure 1 := Ng.

Then according to Th.2.1 we have

E[|X|§"] = sup Eq[| X[F"] = sup § |z pu(dx). (%)
Qex QeXH
Define J,, := S|z|2m (dr) and F(e):= (e3P pu(dx).
H
Then F(M™(g) = (e slal® . ‘27” p(dz).
H
And therefore J,, = 2mF(m)(O). (%)
Take e small, namely ¢ < min )\i so we have:
2
= Se%‘””‘Q =1 S €27k Ny (dz) = ] S 65% 62A dx
k=1 -0 k=1 —o0
2 Euler- P01sson integral
k=1 —00 /(17€kkk) dz : l_[ \/27r)\ lfg\kk)\k ﬁ

12



I\D\»—A

= 10— eh) % = ( - ekxk))é [det(l - EQ)]

k=1 k=1
Recall the following elementary formula:
(I0A) =8 e+ AT R) =211 e 5t 1A+ hsa( 11 5)
k>1 k=2 k>2 1 k=1 k=3 k=1
lefwf—Qﬂfw [T+ —ka'2&~
1 k=1 2 k=1 3 k=1 k=1 k=1 fk
Therefore F'(g) = <( [T(1— 5k)\k 2)
k=1
3
< 1_[ 1-— 5k)\k E 1 — Ek)\k) Z _)\k
k>1 k>1 k>1 1 —er
_% )\k
= — 1 —erA : =- > F
2(1};[1( g k)> k; 1 —er 21§1 (©)gile).
(e)
=:gr(&

We define G(e) := > F(e)gr(e).
k=1
Then let us compute the m-th derivative of G, we have

G (e) = 1;1 (F(S)gk(g))(m) _ 1;1 i (7]'7) F(j)(g)gém—j> (e)
S

23 e @6 e),
>1j= S

since g]ip)(€> — ( Ak )(:n) _ (}\k ‘ ()\71%))(7’1)

m!

1 —erAi 1 —epAp)?
A2 (r—2) APFL
( SRS WE b (1 — ex)p)Ptt ptgi (e,
1 m—1 _ 1 |
then FM(0) == > (m . ! pa )(0) g7 (0)
2= j=0 J! |
_ (m—1)! ‘mfl FU)(0) 5 i (m—1)! 'mfl FU)(0) -Tr[Qm*j].
2 S o0 & 2 A

1
Since F(0) = 1 it follows that F®(0) = §-Tr[Q].

Hence ¢ - Tr[Q'] < FM(0) < ¢ - Tr[Q]l.

To finish the proof we use the induction method: .
Let for all j < m required estimation ¢; - Tr[@7] < FI(0) < ¢; - Tr[Q]’
holds. _

Since Tr[Qm] < Tr[Qj]Tr[Qm_j] < Tr[Q]jTr[Qm_j] < Tr[Q]m,

13



we have
em - Tr[Q™] < F™(0) < cp, - Tr[Q]m.

But according to (=) and (=x) this gives us what we need.
U

Remark 2.7. If we consider a canonical extension on Lg(H) for a such

1
particular G(-) = §E[<-X, X)), there emerges a question if we are able to
show that such G satisfies the representation given in Th.2.2,

1
i.e. 3 certain set 3, s.t. G(A) = 5 Sup Tr[A-B], AeLg(H)?
Be¥

According to (2.2) in the general case we do not have uniqueness.
But, it is clear that for every A € Lg(H) there exist A, € Kg(H) such that
(AX, X) - (A, X, X)| — 0. (*)
n—o0
To show this we take a projection operator P,z := Y {(x,e; e;,
i=1
where x € H and (e;) is a basis of H.

AP, + P, A . . .
Taking A, := nt Tl which is actually compact (since has a finite

range) and symmetric.
And (*) may be concluded from the following convergence and Cauchy-
Bunyakovsky-Schwarz inequality:
1
Az — Aulln < 5 (142 = APl + | Az — P, Az )
1
< 5 (4l - Iz = Pazlln + | Az — PoAw]n)

1 o0 a0
<5 (IAluen -1 Y Coedeiln+ 1 Y] (Aw,edesln) — 0.
i=n+1 i=n+1
—_— —_—
N0 .0
So, the question remains just to understand under which conditions the fol-

lowing expression tends to zero:

E[AX, X)] - sup Tr[ 4, - B]| = [E[¢AX, X)] - E[(4,X, )]

< EH<AX, XY — (A, X, X>H )

n—o0

14



2.5 Covariance set under sublinear expectation

Let us describe the notion of the covariance operators for a random variable
X ~ Ng(0,%) under the sublinear expectation E. Actually, we will see that
Y is a set of operators.

If E is linear (denote it as £, then:

Cov(X) = @, where @ is defined as: (Qh, k) = E[{(X,h){X, k)].

Now we fix the family of linear functionals { Ey, € @} for given sublinear

functional E, and let {e;,7 = 1} be a basis in H. Then we have:

E[{(AX, X)] = E[Z<AX, e X, ei>] = sup E@[Z<AX e (X, ez->]

i>1

We can change the order of integration in the last term. For check it we
formulate the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. For A a linear bounded operator and square-integrable r.v. X
under the linear expectation E, i.e. E[|X|}] < o0, the following equality
holds:

B SYAX (X en| = X B[(AX, e, e

i>1 i>1
where {e;,i = 1} is a basis in Hilbert space H.

Proof.

We know that we can change the finite sums with a linear expectation, i.e.
B| SIAX, €)X, e - 5 B[(AX, ex(X, e,

So,lzvle need to take justzlziinits when N — oo from the left and right part

respectively, and see that they coincide.
(a) Define Sy as a partial sum of the given series.

SN = §11<AX, ei XX, €.

a0
We have that for every w e Q Sy = DI{AX, e, XX, e;) = (AX, X).
—% =1

Take the projection operator Py := Proj(ey, .., exn), that is it is noting else
but PNZP;’\‘;:PJ% and HPNHH=1
Then we have
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N N 0
SN = Z<AX, 6i><X, 6i> = Z<AX, PN6i><X, PN6i> = Z<AX, PN6Z'><X, PN6i>
=1 i=1 i=1

= SUPNAX, e} PyX, e;) = (PyAX, Py X) = (P2AX, X) = (PyAX, X).
=1

And we get that |Sn| < |Pw[ren - [Alzw)  1X[5 = Al ey - [X[F € LH(P),
where P is a probability for the integral that F.
And it follows by the dominated convergence theorem that

E[SN] E’E[<AX=X>]-

(b) Let @ be a covariance set of operators of X (@) is a trace-class operator),
N N
then Y E[<AX, XX, ei>] = SUQA%¢; e,
i=1 i=1
0
The last term has a limit >, (QA%e;, e;) = Tr[QA*],
i=1

0
because )| ‘<QA*61-, ei>‘ < oo, since QA* 1is also a trace-class operator.
-1

So that, -

i E[(AX, eX(X, )| —— i (QA*e;, 1) — i B[(AX, e(X e
]

Surely, we can use Lm.2.3 in our case, because by Prop.2.4 and Th.2.1 we
get that
o0 > E[|X[] = sup B[ | 5]
€

It means that,
E[(AX, X)] = sup 3 B, [<AX, XX, ei>] = sup 33(QyAei )
€O =1

€O i>1
= sup Tr[Qy - A].
fc©
In the same manner we get that

E[(X, XX, 1] = E| SOXehe) DX, e)h.ey)]
—sup By| 3 (X, e)h, (X, ek e

0O 1,7=1
Using the same idea as in the proof of Lm.2.3 permits us also to change the
integration sums and we obtain that

B[ )] = sup 3 By (X e)(X, €9 (b ek )

0€O i,5=>
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=sup 3, (Qoeir e;)Ch, i)k, e = sup(Qgh, ).

06 i,j>1 0
So, we have that
Y := {Qy — covariation of X under Ey, 0 € ©} = Cov(X) (6)
B[O )] = sup Q1 k) @

Remark 2.8. In order to better understand the nature of the covariance
set of operators under sublinear expectation, we list the following obvious
properties:
1)E[ — (AX, X)] = sup Tr[-AQ] = sup Tr[AQ],
QeX Qex™

where Y = { — A‘ Ace E}.
2) E[ - (AX,X)] = —-E[(AX, X)].
3) El - <X7 h’><X7 k>] = SU.p<—Qh,, k> = sup <Qh7 k>

QeX Qex

4) X1~ Ng(0,%), Xo~Ng(0,5 ) = Gx,(A) = Gx,(—4).

Also we can show that one-dimensional projection of the G-normal dis-
tributed random variable in the Hilbert space is also G-normal distributed.

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a G-normal distributed random variable in the
Hilbert space H, then for every heH (X, h) is Gp-normal distributed,
1
where Gp,(a) = 3 (at%(h) — a~ a?(h));
7*(h) = ELX, h)"] = 2G(h - h"),
o?(h) = —E[— (X, h)*] = =2G(=h - h7).
So, we keep the notation and can write that X ~ Ng(0,[a*(h),a2(h)]).

Proof.
The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
U

Remark 2.9. We also recall the following obvious fact settled in the finite-
dimensions:

if XeH® then E[X?]:=07%>0%= —E[-X?>0.

Some algebraical properties of the G-normal distributed random variables
are listed below.
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Proposition 2.6.
1) Let X ~ Ng(0,%) then aX ~ Ng(0,a°Y), aeR;
2) Let Y = X1+ X, where X; ~ Ng(0,%;) are reciprocally independent,
then Y ~ Ng(0,Xy) with a covariance set

Sy = {Q1+ Q| Qi €%y, i =1,2};
3) Let Z = SX, SeLUH), ZeH, X eU, X ~ Ng(0,%) then
Z ~ Ng(0,X7) with a covariance set ¥y 1= {SQS*‘ Qe Z}.

Proof.
The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
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3 Viscosity solutions

In this chapter we describe the notion of the viscosity solution for a fully
nonlinear infinite-dimensional parabolic PDEs. Mainly the material (defi-
nitions and results) was taken from Kelome [56]. In infinite-dimensions for
a viscosity solutions Kelome uses a particular notion of B-continuity which
we also describe below. We apply his results of comparison principle and
uniqueness of viscosity solution to our theory where in the following chapters
we will solve parabolic PDEs in infinite dimensions with a probabilistic tools
of sublinear expectation.

3.1 B-continuity

Consider a fully nonlinear infinite-dimensional parabolic PDE:

{(?tu+<Ax, D,uy+G(D2u) =0, tel0,T), eH; P)

w(T,x) = f(x).

u:[0,T] x H—R;

f€Cprip(H);

G : Ls(H) — R is a canonical extension of a G-functional defined on Kg(H)
and denoted by the same symbol Gj

A: D(A) — H is a generator of Cy-semigroup (e).

Recall that C, 1, is a space of Lipschitz functions with polynomial growth
(see 2.3), and Kg(H) is a space of compact symmetric operators (see 2.1).
We also impose the following condition on the operator A:

Condition. There exists B € Lg(H) such that:
1)B > 0;
2)A*B e L(H);
2)—A*B+ cyB =1, for some cq > 0.

Remark 3.1. The im(B) should belong to the set D(A*). If it happens that
D(A*) < H compactly, then it is necessarily B be a compact operator.

Proof.

In fact, let {x,,, n>1} c H and ||z,|n < ¢ Vn > 1.

So then HA*BSL’nHH < HA*BHL(H) : HLL’nHH <c- HA*BHL(H)-

Since we assume that D(A*) is a compact embedding in H, we have
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{Bx, , n =} is bounded in D(A*).
Thus there exists a subsequence {z,,, k > 1}, such that {Bx,, , n > 1}
is convergent in H.
And we conclude that B e K(H).
]

Remark 3.2. If A is self-adjoint, maximal dissipative operator then we can
take B := (I — A)~" with ¢y := 1 which satisfies the condition imposed above.
Usually, in applications A = A, so such condition for finding the correspon-
dent B is not too much strict.

Later we need a space H_; which is defined to be a completion of H under
the norm |[z|2, := (Bz,z) = (B2x, B2x) = | B2z|3.

Fix {€;, j = 1} to be a basis of H_; made of elements of H.

(Hence in such a case {B%’éj, j =1} is a basis of H).

Define Hy := span{ei,...,ex}, N > 1.

And let Py be an orthonormal projection H_; onto H :
N

PNLU = Z gj<x7€j>717 T e Hfl.
1

iz
Also we define the following operator @y := I — Py.

Definition 3.1. Let u, v: [0,7] x H — R.
w is said to be B-l.s.c. (B-lower semicontinuous)
if ult,o) < lim u(ty, 2,);

n—aoo
And v is said to be B-u.s.c. (B-upper semicontinuous)

if u(t,z) = Im u(t,, z,),
n—0oo

w S
whenever x,, — x, t, —t, Bz, —> Bx.

Definition 3.2. The function which is B-l.s.c. and B-u.s.c. simultaneously
15 called B-continuous.

Remark 3.3. Note that B-continuity means that function u(t,x) is contin-
uous on the bounded sets of [0, T] x H for the [0,T] x H_1-topology.

Definition 3.3. The function u(t,z) is locally uniformly B-continuous if it
is uniformly continuous on the bounded sets of [0, T] x H for the [0, T] x H_;-
topology.
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Remark 3.4. In some cases B is a compact operator.

If it is so then from the convergence x, — = it follows that Bz, - Bx.
And notions “B-continuity “, “locally uniformly B-continuity“ and “weak
continuity” are the same.

3.2 Test functions and viscosity solutions

Definition 3.4. The function ¢ : (0,7) x H — R is said to be a test function
if it admits the representation 1 = ¢ + x, such that:

1) e Cl’2<(0,T) < H - R);
© 18 B-continuous;
{Otgo, A*D,p, D,p, Dg,xgo} are locally uniformly continuous on
(0,T) x H;
2) x:(0,7) x H— R and has the following representation
X(t,x) =&(t) - n(x), such that:
g C((0,1) > (0, +));
n1, neCi(H) —i.e. the derwatives have polynomial growth:
| Dl [ D20l pmy < C (1 + []™);
n(x) =nly)  whenever [x] = [yl;
{Dn, D? } are locally uniformly continuous on (0,T) x H and have

polynomaal growth.

Definition 3.5. Let u, v:[0,7] x H — R.
u is said to be a viscosity subsolution of (P) at the point (to, xo) if:
1) wis B-u.s.c. on [0,T] x H;
2) for every test function v:
u<Y;
U(to, Io) = ¢(t0, .CL’(]),'
|0+ (o, A Do) + G(D2,0) | (to,0) = 0;
w(T,x) < f(x).
Analogously, v is said to be a viscosity supersolution of (P) at the point
(t(), [L’()) Zf
1) wis B-l.s.c. on [0,T] x H;
2) Ytest function 1:
v=1);
’U(to, ZL’(]) = lp(to, .CL’(]),'
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|0+ (o, A Do) + G(D2,0) | (t0, 20)<0;
o(T,2)>f(x).

Definition 3.6. The function which at the point (ty, xo) is viscosity sub- and
supersolution simultaneously is called viscosity solution.

Remark 3.5. Note that in the definition we imply that D,p € D(A*).

Remark 3.6. Actually the functional G in equation (P) can be considered
only on a compact set of operators. Because when we solve this equation
the compactness of the operator D? 1) of test function is constrained only by
such a thing that we are looking for only such functions as solutions which
have compact second Fréchet derivative, i.e. on the domain of G-functional.
This fact is subjected to only the above described requirement. In fact, the
functions ¢ and x are built in the following way (see [50, p.14]):
we take a test function ¢ = G+ X defined on a (0,7) x Hy and &, X are
bounded. ﬁN 1s defined as a space Hy with H_q-topology. Note that dimHy <
0. And for a test function we take p(t, x) := @(t, Pyx);

x(t,z) = X(t, Pyx).
It 1s clear that such ¢ and x have a compact second derivative, so a test
function ¥ = p + x satisfies required condition.

3.3 Comparison principle

The following result is called a comparison principle which is obtained by
Kelome and Swigch (original formulation one can see in [56, Th.3.1]).

Theorem 3.1 (Comparison principle).
Let uw and v be respectively sub- and super- viscosity solutions of the (P), such
that:
1) there ezists a positive M, such that
u< M,
v=—-M;
2) f is bounded, locally uniformly B-continuous;
3) Gsatisfies the following conditions:
(1) there ezists a radial, increasing, linearly growing function
p e C?*(H — R) with bounded first and second derivatives, such
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that for all o> 0 : ‘G(A%—aD%u(x)) — G(A)) <C(1+|z))-a;
(iii) sup{ ‘G(A +ABQy) — G(A)‘ ALy <2y N <D,
A= PtAPy pe]R} 0

N—0
Then u < v.
Remark 3.7. If G is a G-functional then condition 8) of Th.3.1 holds.
Proof.

The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
U

The following proposition is a comparison principle for the functions with
polynomial growth. In fact, we will use this result applied to the functions
of the C, 1, class.

Proposition 3.1. Let u is a sub- and v is a super- viscosity solution of the
PDE (P), such that for every t € [0,T]| and for every x € H there satisfy:

u(t,z) < C(1+ |z|™);

—u(t,x) < O(L+ [z[™); (#)

|f(2)] < O+ [z]™).

And the following conditions hold:
(1) there exists continuous 6. : [0,T] — [0,00), such that:
at the every point t € [0, T]: 0.(t) T 0;

(i1) there ezists a radial, increasing, function go, such
that:
90, Dgo, D*go are locally uniformly continuous,

lim 90(?1 > 0;
lzj—o0 |Z|™

(iii) 3L() - golx) + |G(A + 6.(t) - D2go()) — G(4)| < 0.
Then the functions
us(t, x) == u(t,x) — 0:(t) - go(x);
ve(s,y) == v(s,y) + 0=(s) - go(y):
are respectively sub- and super- viscosity solutions of the PDE (P), such that
Ue < Vg
Moreover, if ¢ — 0 then u <.

Proof.
The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
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3.4 Uniqueness of viscosity solution

Theorem 3.2. If PDE (P) has a B-continuous viscosity solution on [0, T]*H
that has a polynomial growth, then such a solution is unique.

Proof.
The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
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4 G-expectations

In this chapter we describe a main notion of the theory, the notion of a G-
expectation, the special case of a sublinear expectation. It was introduced by
Peng [73] and we by analogy carry it to the infinite-dimensions. Also we touch
upon such objects as G-Brownian motion, capacity and upper expectation.

4.1 G-Brownian motion

Definition 4.1. X, : QxR — X is called a stochastic process if X; is random
variable on a sublinear expectation space (), H,E) for every nonnegative t.

Definition 4.2. Stochastic process is called a G-Brownian motion if:

1) B() = 0,'

2) forall t,s >0 (Byys— By) ~ Ng(0,s%);

3) forall t,s >0 (Bis— Byi) is independent from (By,, .., By,)
forevery neN, 0<t;<...<t,<t.

Remark 4.1. (B,,,, — By,) is independent from o(By,, .., By,),
0<t; <...<tp <tpyr, (pECp.Lip(xk—)R).

Proposition 4.1. Let B; be a stochastic process and:
Bt ~ tBl Y
By is G-norm. distributed.

Then By is G-Brownian motion

Proof.
1)BQ = 07
2)Biys — By ~ I+ 5B — v/iBy ~ \/3B1 ~ Ng (0, 32>;
3)Bt+s — By ~ \/EBU
(Bi,...,By,) ~ (\/EBF), ce \/EBYL)), such that By, B, ... B are
independent copies.
So that B is independent form (B%l), . B%n)).
Therefore (Bt+s — Bt) is independent form (Btl, e Btn).

Corollary 4.1. Bl := (B, h) is a 1-dimensional G-B.m.
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Proof.
It follows from Prop.4.1 and Prop.2.5.
O

Remark 4.2. If B, is a G-Brownian motion then G(A) = %EKABl, Byp)].
Moreover: ]

1) 5 E[(AB, B;)] = t G(A).

2) for every k,r E[Bf-Bj|=tE[B} B]].

4.2 Capacity and upper expectation

The notion of capacity, i.e. a supremum measure, was introduced by Choquet
[21]. Since in our framework there are no fixed probability measures, so we
will use exactly this object. The classical notion “almost surely” becomes
“quasi surely”.

So, let (Q, B(Q)) be a complete separable metric space with Borel o-algebra
on it. M is the collection of all probability measures on (2, B(Q2)). Take a
fixed P < M.

Definition 4.3. Let us define capacity to be
c(A) =cp(A) := ?DugP(A), Ae B(Q). (8)
Remark 4.3. [t it obvious that ¢(A) is a Choquet capacity (see [21]), i.e.
(1) ¢(A)e[0,1], AeQ.
(2) if Ac B then c(A) <c(B).

(3) if {An, n=1} < B(Q) then c(|J 4,) < Y c(4,)
n=1 nx=1
(4) if {An, n=1}cBQ): A, 1A= J A,, then (U 4,) = lim c(A,).
n>1 n>1 n—o0

Definition 4.4. The set A is called polar if ¢c(A) = 0.
The property holds quast surely (q.s.) if it holds outside a polar set.

Definition 4.5. We define an upper expectation as follows:

E[-]:= ?Dling[-].
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Lemma 4.1. If E[|X|?] =0 then X =0 quasi surely.

Proof.
E[|X[P] =0 that is for every PeP Ep[|X[?] =0 hence X =0 P-as.
for every P € P.
And finally ¢({X = 0}) =sup P({X =0}) = 1> 0.
peP

4.3 Solving a fully nonlinear heat equation

Let B, is G-Brownian motion with correspondent G-functional G( -), such
1

that (XA):igEkABbBQ}

Consider equation (P) with A = 0, i.e. the following parabolic PDE:

(P0)

{@u+Gugﬂ>:o,teﬁum,xew
w(T,x) = f(x).

In order to proof the existence of a viscosity solution of equation (P0) we
need Taylor’s expansion for the function u(t, ). Such a trivial statement will
show us a following lemma:

Lemma 4.2 (Taylor’s formula).

Let ¢ € C*(RxH — R), (8, Ax) and (t,x) are in (R,H), such that (t + 6,z +
Azx) e D(v).

Then:

1
Y(t+ 6,z + Az) = (t,x) + 6 00 (t, x) + (Dt x), Az) + 3 6202 4(t,x)
1
3 QDAL ), A)] + L(D2AN(L ) A, Ay + 052 + | Aa?).
Theorem 4.1. Let f is a B-continuous of C, 1;,(H)-class real function.

Then u(t,z) = E[f(z + BT_t)] 1s a unique viscosity solution of equation
(PO):

2 _ .
{@u + G(Dmu) = O, te [O,T) , T € H7 (PO)

u(T,x) = f(x),

where By is a G-Brownian motion with a correspondent G-functional G( ).
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Proof.
Let 9 be a test function, and for every fixed point (¢, z) € [0, T]*H we have:
u<Y;

u(t, ) = (t,r). .

Taking a small ‘enough 0 yields:

U(t,x) = u(t,x) = E[f(z + Br-y)| = E[f(z + Bs + Br—(1+s))]
|

indep.

] :E[u(t+5,x+6)‘

=E[u(t+ 6,2+ Bs)| <E[¢(t + 6,z + By)]|.
Using the Taylor formula (Lm.4.2):

¢(t + 57 xr + B5) = ¢(t7x) +0- atw@u .CL’) + <Dm¢(t7x)7 B5> + %52 ’ atgt (tv .CL’)

-

=Bs

— E[E[f(a: + 5+ BT(tJr&))]B

48 A[(Dap(t, ), By ] + 5 (D2(t,0)Bs, By + o(0® + | By]?).
Then we have
0< E[¢(t Iy Rt 35)] — ot a) < E[w(t + 6,2 + Bs) — ¢(t,x)]

_ sout ) + %52 02(t, ) + 5 - G(D2,0)(t,7) + o(62 + | Bs|2).

Letting § — 0 yields [Oﬂb + G(D:%xqﬂ)] (t,x) = 0.

Note, that u is continuous at (¢, x) € [0, T']*H.
In fact, let us show that E[f(z + B,)] — [flz+By)], te[0,T] :

0< ‘E[f(:r + B ~E[f(z + Bt)]) <E[|f(x+B) - f(z+ B
<E[(1+ o+ B" + o + BJ™) - |B, - Bil]

1
2

< (E[(l + |z + B||™ + |x + Bth)z] -E[HBS — Bt|2]>

N|=

.

< (E[(l +2mlz|™ +m - sF|X|™ +m - t%u)?um)z] (s — t)]E[HXH?] )
J —_——

-~
bdd. by Prop.2.4 bdd.
o =N 0,
where X X, X are independent copies of Bj.

u(T,z) = E[f(z)] = f(z) < f(2).
So we see that u is a viscosity subsolution of equation (PO0).
In the same way one can prove that u is a viscosity supersolution, and the
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existence is proved.
It is clear that if f is B-continuous and has a polynomial growth that u is also
B-continuous and has a polynomial growth, because a sublinear expectation
E does not influence on it. So we can conclude that u is a unique viscosity
solution by Th.3.2.

O

4.4 Basic space constructions

Let U,H be Hilbert spaces, and {e;} and {f;} are systems of orthonormal
bases on them respectively. We consider G-Brownian motion B; with values
in U. Assume that random variable B; ~ Ng (O, Z) with a covariance set
Y. Recall that ¥ is a convex set of linear bounded non-negative symmetric
trace-class operators.

Now we are going to define a Banach space of operators ® with values in H
and defined in an appropriate space of U, such that dom ® < U, endowed
with the norm H<I>H2L§ = 21611; Tr[2QP*| = 21611; Hq)Ql/zH%Q(U,H)‘

Proposition 4.2. |- |2, is a norm.
2

It needs that dom ® > |J QY?(V).
QeX

. o0
Take dom® = Uy i= {ue U | Ju; e Q7*(U), QieS: v 23 u;,
" i=1
Z; Hui“Qg”(U) < OO}
m e
and [ulu, = inf { 3] Juil g |4 =" wi, € Q(U), Qie B}
i=1 v =1

Note that [[ui] e = Q7 Puillu, wie Q*(U), Qe
and it is known that (QV 2

(2

(), |- HQ;/Q(U)) is a Banach space (see [32, 4.2]).
Remark 4.4. In the definition of Us;:

|- lu & I lus &
from w="> u; follows wu =")Y) u,.
i=1 i=1
Proof.
K o g
_ i = U < ; R
D B S A S L et
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Lemma 4.3. Uy — U ( Uy is a continuously embedded in U), i.e.:
UZ e U,’
-l < C- [ Jus-

In particular ¥Q € ¥, QY2(U) — U.

Proof.

Let Q) € 2.

It is well known that QY2 € Ly(U)(see [74, Prop.2.3.4]).

Therefore Q'?(U) < U.

So that for all we QY2 1 |uly = |Q*Q ™ uly < [Q"*|u- [ulgrow)- (*)
Every Q; € ¥ is bounded in L(U) and let [|Q;|y < C*.

Also we have that C2 > |Q;]u = [QQ)* v = Q)12

From () it follows that |[jufy < C - HUHQ}/Z(U)

Therefore QY2(U) — U, VQ; € . (#)
Also it is clear that Uy < U.
Hence for all ue Us, u= > u; :

i>1

(#)
Julo =1 2 wilo < 2 Juillu < C- X Jluill gragy,-
i>1 i>1 i>1

Taking inf we obtain |uly < C - ||ul|yy.
So we have Uy — U.

0
Lemma 4.4. L(U,Y) — L(Ug, H).
Proof.
Since |[Dulu < [®]rup - July < C-[@]rupm - Julu, and U< U,
then we have L(U,X) < L(Us,H) and [®|rwyn < C - |P|Lwum-

U

Below we will use a criterion of completeness of a normed space (see [8,
Lm.2.2.1]) which we have formulated in the following lemma

Lemma 4.5.

Normed space A is complete if and only if when from > |anlla < 0 it
n=1

follows that there exists an element ae A such that a'd” > ay.
n=1

Proposition 4.3. (Us, | |u,) is a Banach space.
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Proof.

e¢]
Let a sequence {u"} < Uy, such that >} [u"|y, < 0.

n=1

. 1/2
For every element u" there exists a subsequence uj € Q;'”(U), where @Q;, €

[e's}
3, such that w” = > ul.
in=1
Since X is no countable, but we can always reduce to the case with a countable

number of () € X:
Taking X' := |J {Q:,} = {@:},., we can see that it is countable.
n=1 -

So we can use here the set Y instead of X, and in the same time we can
suppose that u" Zuz , ul € Q1/2( U), where uj = ui - Lg—;,y, i.e. we
renumber the elements and putting some zeros. It means that for every u"

there exists u € Qi *(U), where Q; € ¥ such that u" = Z ul.

So that, there exists a sequence {en} with )] &, < o0, such that:
n=1

o0
et 1 > 3 [l g > 1ot lgy - (+)
1=
0
Therefore Hu?HQyz( <o, ul eQ1/2( U) — Banach.
n=1 v

1
Then by Lm.4.5 it follows that there exists v; € @72 (U), such that
I H Q2

w & :
v; u?, for every 1.
n=1
v &
So that v; =" Y ul".
n 1
Taking v : e Z v?, let us show that this series really converges in the U-norm:
=1
From ( ) we have:
0 o o0 Lm43 [CoamNee]
©> 3 3 [ lgrzy = 22 2 Wil gz, ¢ 2 2wl
n=1i=1 i=1n=1 v i=1n=1

o0
> C- 2 fuilu.
1=1

a0
By Lm.4.5 we deduce that Y] v’ converges in | - ||y.
=1

e ¢]
Also we can show that ] HviHQyz(U):
=1 i
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In fact from (*) follows:

©  © o
©> 3 3 g = 3 2 el > 3 oo
n=11i= i=1n=1 g i=1 g
Therefore v € Us.
) K 0 o K 0 0
Consider o= 3 w'luy = | X vi= 2 X wllog < 31 % ullgieg,
n=1 i=1 i=1n=1 i=1 n=K+1 v

a0 a0
< Z ; ul HQ1/2(U) = 0, by the monotone convergence theorem.
=1 +1

Hence v Z u™.
n=1
According to Lm.4.5 we can conclude that (U, |- [uy) is complete.

O

In the very beginning of this chapter we would like to describe a Banach
space with a norm | -[%s. So, we are ready to define it. This space is closely
2

related to the construction of stochastic integral in the following chapter 5.
Definition 4.6. Ly = {® € L(Ug,H) | [®] .y < =},

Remark 4.5. From the definition above follows that if () € ¥ then
®Q1/2 € L2(U> H)

Lemma 4.6. L} — L(Ug, H).
Moreover |- |rwgn) < ||z (note that here a constant C'=1).

Proof.
Let ® € LY then ® e L(Ug, H).

. o0
u € Uy, it means that u” HUZ Uiy Ui € Q1/2( U), Qie X
Note also that |®],z > ¢ H(I)Q /2HL2 UH)-
& & 1/2 ~—1/2
Therefore |Puly = H‘D(Z Dl =13 Gugl = | Z Q7@ Tuiln
i=1

o0

CD
1/2 1/2
< Z 12Q;" | Lyum | Qs / uily = Z cilluill gryy < 21 H(I)HLEH'U:HQZ}&(U)-

Takmg inf for all such u; we get 1Pulln < |5 ullus
Hence |®]zussn < ]z,
So we can deduce that L3 < L(Usx, H).

Proposition 4.4. (L3, |- HL§) is a Banach space.
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Proof.
Let {®,} c L} be a Cauchy sequence: [, — Pppf g — 0.

n, M—00
o 12 _ 1/2
Or we can rewrite it as sup ||®,QY? — ®,,Q" HL2 un ——— 0.
QeXx n, m—0o0

Let @ € ¥ be an arbitrary fixed.
In the classical case the space L) = Ly (Q"*(U), H) with the norm
012, = TH[0QD*] = |BQV2[2, ) is Banach (see [:2, 42)

I+1zg

It implies that ®, —> &%, ie.: [9,QY2 — ®°QY?| 1, un) — 0.
Therefore sup H<I>QQ1/2HL2(U hy < Co,

and also sup H(I)nQ1/2HL2(U,H < Cp. (%)
If u e Ug ’?}fezn by the definition we have:

u:~|u§1 w . ueQV(U).Qie s i Jud] quroy < o

It follows that ®,u; L, Py, and we can get that

n—o0
|Ppuih —— | PP, |1
n—aoo

Define du - RS > Py,
i=1
For this reason we need to show that the series converges in the H-norm and

that ®u is Well defined:
Lm. Fatou
(a) Consider Z |09,y < lim Z @, 1

TL—»OOZ
= lim Z H<I>nQ”2Q Y < lm 3 [2,Q! 2L - Q5 iy
n—0o0 = n—o0 ;=1

()
< CO . ; HuiHQ;m(U) < 0.
Taking inf we get that |Pulny < Cp - [[u]uy.

. e¢]
(b) Let uUUZ v; is another representation.
=1

[oe}
Note that >} (u; —v;) = 0 in the U-norm,
i=1
and by Rem.4.4 the series also converges to zero in the Ug-norm.

n 0
It means that | 3 (s — v)ug = | 3 (i~ v)Jug ——> 0. (#)
=1 n—

i=n+1

0 o0 [e'e}
Consider || Y ®@u; — Y @9yl = || X D9 (u; — v;) |1
i=1 i=1 i=1
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o n n
< 25 199w —vg)n+ X 2% (us —vi)|n < &+ Lim | 3] @po(u — 03)m
i=n+1 i=1 =l

J

(a): Y\O, n—oo
n Lm.4.6, (#)
< e+sup [P Lug my- | 20 (i —v3)lus < e+sup [P pe <e+Cee
m=1 i=1 m=1

o0 o0

So we have Y ®Qiy; = > @iy, and Pu does not depend on the repre-
i=1 i=1

sentation.

(c) Also @‘le(u) = 99,

Because, if v € Qi/z(U) N Q§/2(U) , Q1, Qe X then
PQ1y = lim P,v = 9.

n—0o0
So we can conclude that for every wu; € Qil/z(U) D PRy, = Dy
And we have that ® is defined correctly.
It is also clear that ® is linear, and boundedness follows from (a).
Now let us turn back to the Cauchy sequence {(I)n}, so that:
Ve>0 IN Yn,m> N : [[®,QY? - ®,Q"|,um <e VQeX.
Letting m — oo yields [|®,QY% — ®QV?| 1, un <& VQ e .
Or we can rewrite and obtain that:
Ve > 03N Vn,m > N : sup [0,Q"? — ®QV?| ) <e .

QeX

What implies that:
Ve > 03N Vn,m > N : sup|®,QY? — ®QY?|,um < .
QeX

And it is the same as [®,, — @[z —— 0.
n—0o0

4.5 Existence of G-normal distribution

Consider the G-PDE (P0). For the following calculations we change a time
t — T —t and obtain the analogous G-PDE.

{atu —~G(D2u)=0, te(0,T], zeH; (P0)

u(0,2) = f(z).

Note that all results for viscosity solution of the G-PDE (P0) are also the
same as for the (P'0). So, we can fix u = u/(t,2) as a unique viscosity
solution of (P’0).
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Lemma 4.7 (Some properties of the viscosity solutions of (P'0)).
1) w6 (4 x) = uf (t+ s, 2);
2)if f=C then u/ =C;
3) uf@VA)(1,0) = uf VA (1
4)uN =l A= 0;

5)if f<g then u/ <u9;
6) w9 <ul +ul.

Proof.

We will prove just the 1), because the rest items can be straightforwardly
checked implying that u/(¢,z) = E[(x + B;)].

Let us consider a boundary condition u(0,z) = u/(s, z).

We can carry initial point "0” to "t” so that u(t,x) = u/(s + t,z). On the
other hand wu(t,z) = u“f(s")(t, ).

What implies that u“f(s")(t, z) =ul(t + s,1).

5 =w ONT), A= 0;

Theorem 4.2. Let G(-) is a given G-functional.
Then:
1) There exists £ ~ Ng(0,%);
2) There exist a sequence {§;, 1 = 1} such that for every i
& ~ Ng(0,X) and &1 L (&0, 6).

Proof.
You can see the original proof in finite dimensions in [73, II.2] or the full
proof for the infinite dimensional case in the author’s thesis [18].

U

Theorem 4.3. If G — is a given G-functional and
u(t,x) :==Ef(x + T —tX) is a viscosity solution of equation (PO).
Then X ~ Ng(o, Zg)

Proof.
Since w is a unique viscosity solution of equation (P0) by Th.4.1 then
u(t,z) = Ef(x + Br_y) = Ef(x + T —tX), where B; is a G-Brownian
motion with a covariation set . Note that +/71T —tX ~ Bp_;, where
X ~ By ~ Ng(0,%q).

U

Remark 4.6.
Let X ~ NG(O, E), then (—X) ~ X.
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4.6 Existence of G-Brownian motion and notion of G-
expectation

Let U, H will be Banach spaces. Recall (see 2.3) that
Caip (UH) i= {1 U= H | () = o(y)

<C (14 lalg + IylE) - I = ylo}
Later on we will need a bounded subspace:
Cb,p.Lip (U, H) = Cp.Lip (U> H) N Cb (U> H)
Let Q = {w; : [0, +0) — U | wy = 0, w;—continuous};
G(-): Ks(H) — R is a G-functional.
By(ws) = Ws}s: , s a canonical process;
LZp<Qt) = {@(Btlv ) Btn) | n = 17 tla "7tn € [07t]7 2 € CP.Lip (Unu L%:)}7
Lip() == Lip(§).

n=1

Remark 4.7. If X € Lip(Q) then E[|X|)s] <o, p>0.
2

Proof.

We will use such a trivial fact:

Va>0 Ym>0 IM>m 3IC>0: a(l+a™) <C(1+a").
It means if ¢ € C, 1, (U™, LY) then

lo(en, o an)loy < O (14 [ alth) = 0 (14 (X Jaul)™”)

<0 (14 3 lul).
So that, ¢ is a polynomial growth function. 1
We also have
X = ¢(Byy, .., By,) = p(v/ i XD, /6, X)) = Z(XWD, L X))
where B; ~ X®) ~ Ng(0, ).
Hence || X"y = ‘|Q5|‘22(X(1), : ..,X(")),
2 2

and @]} :U" — R is a polynomial growth function.
2
Therefore E[HXH%] <C- E[(l + Z HX(k)HUM)] <C- (1 + Z E[HX(k)HUM])
k=1 k=1
Prop.2.4

< .
0
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Proposition 4.5. Under settled above conditions there exists a sublinear
expectation E[w( . )] = F[@D] : Lip(Q) — R, such that By, is a G-Brownian
motion on (Q, Lip(Q), E), where ¢ € C, 15, (L) .

Proof.
You can see the original proof in finite dimensions in [73, II1.2] or the full
proof for the infinite dimensional case in the author’s thesis [18].

0

Definition 4.7. Such sublinear expectation E will be called G-expectation.

In the same manner we can define related conditional G-expectation with

respect to €2;:

For X € Lip(€2) which can be represented in the following form

X = ¢(By, — Biy, .., Bi, — By, ,), where ¢€ C,p; (U LY),
Oztogtlg...gtn<007

we have the next definition:

Definition 4.8. Conditional G-expectation E[- | €] is defined as
E[w<X) | Qtj] = X(Bt1 - Bt07 R Btj - Btjfl)a

where X(zla ey xj) = E[¢ o ‘P(l'la () zja \ tj-i—l - tj §j> e\ tn - tn—l 571)]7
Ve Cp.Lip (LE)
Remark 4.8. Since ¢ and ¢ are Lipschitz with a polynomial growth then x
1s also Lipschitz with a polynomial growth.
Hence x(By, — By, .., By, — By;_,) € Ho.
Let us define a space L5 (Q) to be a completion of H under the norm
- =E[]
Thus we will consider an unconditional G-expectation with values in the com-

plete space: E[Y(X) | Q] : Lip(Q) — Lg(9).

Remark 4.9. Actually, we apply the definitions of conditional and uncondi-
tional G-expectation only when ¢ = | - | ..
2

Let us define the following space:
sz(Qt) = {SO(BQ - Bt1> "7Btn+1 o Btn) | n = 1> l, . tn € R+>

(oS Cp.Lz'p (Un’ L?)}
Since a conditional G-expectation E[ - | ] relates to a sublinear expectation

E[ -], we can conclude that E[- | €] is also a sublinear expectation.
The following properties are trivial consequences of the definition:
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Proposition 4.6. Let X € Lip(Q), Z; € Lip(Q), Zy € Lip(Qt),
(oS Cp.Lip (Un’ L?)
Then the following equalities hold:
(1) E[E[p(X) | Q] | 2] = E[p(X) | Quns];
E[E[p(X) | Q]] = E[p(X)];
(Z

(2) Elo(Z1) | ] = o(Z1);
(3) Elp(Zs) | 0] = E[p(Z,)].

Remark 4.10. Due to this Prop.4.6 and its properties (2) and (3) respec-
tively we will call the variable Z; as ;-measurable, and Zy as indepen-
dent from ;.

Now we are going to describe an extension of the G-expectation on the com-
pletion of the space Lip(€2). We will make such completion under the norm

HXH%p = IE[HXH?E], since this norm on Lip(2) is finite by Rem.4.7.
Denote "2, (©) = compl(Lip(2), B[ 7] ).

Proposition 4.7. G-expectation E[| - |7 ] Lip(2) — R as well as condi-
tional one E[| - Higi | Q] : Lip(Q) — LG(Q) can be continuously extended to
the space "L, (12).

Proof.

If X eHLZ(Q) then there exist X, € Lip(€2), such that

E[|X - X,l5s | —> 0.

n—0o0
Here we take p > 2 because the case p = 1 is trivial.

1) Firstly we show the following convergence (which we use for the extension):
E(1X15 | — E[1X08 || <E[[1X1 - 160
SE[IX = Xalog - (IXI55" 4+ Xl

1/2 12
< (E[|X—Xn|i§]> yel (E[(|X|i<§‘” + |Xn|i<§—”>])
1/p
of (E[yx - Xﬂ%]) ——0.
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2) Now it is enough to only take the more general case with a conditional
G-expectation. We consider an operator 1" on the space Lip(£2), such that
TX, = E[| X, |75 | ]
Let us define 7X i= lim TX,, if E|[TX —TX,|| —0.

n—0o0 n—0o0

Now we are going to show that the sequence (TXn) is Cauchy in L}(Q).
Consider EHE[HXnHig: | Q] - E[HXmHi%; | Q] ]

Prop.4.6,1)

1) 1/p
¢ (EDXH—XM%D o
since the sequence (X)) is convergent in "LZ. ().

So, we have that lim T'X,, exists, because L} () is complete.
n—ao0

If we take another sequence (Y},) of elements from Lip(Q2) such that (T'Y,)
converges to T'X, then we have
E||7X, - TV, || < B|[TX, - TX]|| + B[[TY, - TX|| —> 0,
And by Lm.4.1 we see that TX,, =TV, q.s.
Thus we have an extension of conditional G expectation to "L., (Q)
E[HXHYZ% | Qt] = JLI)ISOE[HXnHiQE | Qt] in L5(2) norm.

]

Remark 4.11. From the definition of the operator T in the proof of Prop.4.7
and by passing to the limit, one can easily seen that Prop.4.6 holds for ex-
tended conditional G-expectation on ULE,(Q) for ¢ = |- |s.

2

4.7 G-expectation and upper expectation

In this chapter we consider a notion of an upper expectation and compare
it with a G-expectation in order to see how they are related to one with
another. Later on we deduce see that they coincide on a considered above
Banach space "L%, (Q) The material for this theory is taken mainly from [36],
where was considered only one-dimensional case. So, we follow this reference
in order to give detailed description of the material in infinite dimensions.
The proofs will be given only those ones that differ from the one-dimensional
case, in the same time we will only point out those ones that can be just
repeated.
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In the next chapter dedicated to the construction of stochastic integral with
respect to G-Brownian motion we widely use such a space "L, (Q) for it.
There for a correct representation we shall be sure that "LY, (Q) is not just
an abstract completion of Lip(2) under the norm E[] - Hig;], but a space of

random variables.

Let (£, F, P) be a probability space,

where ) = {wt [0, +0) > U | wy =0, wtfcontinuous}, the space of con-
tinuous trajectories as mentioned above. W, is a cylindrical Wiener process
in U under the measure P. F; := o{W,, 0 < u <t} v N, where N is the
collection of P-null subsets.

1
Fixing Y-set we define a G-functional, i.e. G(A) = 5 8Up Tr[A-Q]. It follows
QeX

that there exists a bounded closed set © of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, such
that ¥ ={Q|Q=~-7", ye 0} and
G(A) = 1sup Te[y~" - A].
2 ye©
Let us define a following set of random processes
AP ={0,: Q> 0] se[t,T] < [0,%0), 0, — (F,)-adopted }.

T
Since 0, € © it follows that §Tr[0,07]ds < o0.
t
For a B-continuous function ¢ € C, 1,,(U") let us consider such a function

T
v(t,z) :== sup Ep|o(z+ Bftp’g)], where BYY .= 6, dW,, 6, ¢ APr.
t

QEAST

t
Remark 4.12. Let Py be a law of the process B’ = §0,dW,. Py is a
0

probability on Q = {w; : [0, +%0) = U | wy = 0, w,—continuous}.
The elements of 0 are Bi(w) = w;.
So, we have

Eple(By,.... B))| = Er|¢(Bu..... Bi,)]

Note also that Bf’g = Bf’e — B% by definition. Also in the same manner we
denote that B} := B, — DB;.

Theorem 4.4. v is a viscosity solution of the G-heat equation:
o+ G(D?v) =0;
o(T'x) = p(x).
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Proof.
The proof completely coincide with the finite dimensional case (see [30,
Th.47]).

U

Here we have that:
v(0,z) = Sup Eplo(z + B%g)] = sup Ep,|¢(z + Br)| = E[p(z + Br)],

GeryT QEAt,T
since such a viscosity solution is unique by Th.3.2.
For the future work we need the following auxiliary result that generalizes

dynamical programming principle:

Lemma 4.8. Let ( € L*(Q, F,, P;H), 0<s<t<T.
Then Vo € Cp ip(H<UxU — R):

ess sup Ep[p(C, B, By')|F.] = ess sup Ep[v(¢, B")|IF]

GGAST GE-As@,t

where (x,y) = ess sup Ep[p(x,y, BY')|F] = sup Ep[e(x,y, BY)].

Oe AL OeAP

Proof.
If ¢ € Cy, p.1ip then the proof of this result is completely according to the
finite dimensional case, see [36, Th.44].

Let ¢ € C, ;. Hence, the truncation ¢, := ¢ - Ljjg<ny + 7 % “Lyjpi>n)
¥

satisfies the statement of the lemma. Also, it is clear that ¢ € L; w.r.t.P
(because of the gaussianity of B'?). (=)
And it remains just to estimate the following expression:

‘EP[‘P( Fe] = Eplen()|F]| < EPH¢( = on( - )‘ 7]

(%)
= Ep[(|s0|( ) —n)- 1{|¢|>n}}Fs] < EP[I¢|( ) ]1{\50\>"}‘]:8] oo 0 Dy the
dominated convergence theorem.

O

Proposition 4.8. According to the imposed above enotatz'ons there holds
" 0.0 o1,
E[o(BY,...,B "] = sup Ep[p(By’,.... B "]
QeAgT

= sup Ep, [@(Btolv R sz_l)]’

0eAS 1
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Proof.
The proof you can find in the author’s thesis [18].
U

Proposition 4.9. The family of probability measures {Pg, IS Ao@,oo} 18
tight.

Proof.
The proof is the same as in finite-dimensional case (see [36, Prop.49]).
U

Now let us consider the following spaces:
e L°(Q): the space of B(€)-measurable real functions;
. ng(Q): the space of B(L3)/B(Q)-measurable ) — L3 mappings;
o B;(Q): all bounded mappings in LoLg(Q);
e UBr3(f): all bounded and continuous mappings in ng(ﬂ).

Definition 4.9. For a random variable X € L%(Q) such that a linear (clas-
sical) expectation Ep exists for all P € P an upper expectation of P is
defined as follows:

E[X] := ?Dléng[X].

Later on we consider such a set of probability measures

P={Py, 042, ).

Remark 4.13. [t is clear that on the expectation space (Q,BLE:(Q),IE) as

well as on the (Q,CBLQz(Q),fE) the upper expectation E[ -] is a sublinear
expectation.

Remark 4.14. For a G-expectation E by Prop.4.8 we have that
E[¢(X)] = E[¢(X)], X € Lip(Q), v € Cpri(Ly) -

For X € L.(Q) we define the norm [ X[, == E[|X|"5].
2 ’ 2
— T~ 1P .
Therefore |X|f, , := E[qugg] = IE[HXH%] = [XTs, , X e Lip(Q).

Define the following spaces:
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L= {X e LY:(Q) | E| X}y < oo};

o/\/:z{XeL%g(QHX:O c-q.s.};
° I[fz%; = LP/N;
[ ]

L%Lg; is the completion of By »(€2)/N under Wz,;ﬁ

o I

CBLE is the completion of C’BLE:(Q)/N under Wz,p-

Remark 4.15. Similar to the classical arguments of LP-theory we can con-
clude that (L, ||l ,) is a Banach space.

IR
L2

Since CBps(Q) < Byg(Q) = L =  CBpg()/N < Bis(Q)/N < L.
p

So we have the following inclusions: L/, B,

s < L%’LQZ c LZQE.
Proposition 4.10.
Ly oy = {X e Lz (@) | lim B[|X[7s - Ly, 5om] = 0}

Proof.
There is no changes with a proof for a finite-dimensional case (see [30,
Prop.18]).

0

Definition 4.10. A mapping X on Q with values in a topological space is
said to be quasi-continuous if for every € > 0 there exists an open set
O with capacity ¢(O) < e, such that the restriction of mapping X to the
complement O° is continuous.

Definition 4.11. We say that mapping X on Q has a quasi-continuous ver-
sion if there exists a quasi-continuous mapping Y on €2, such that X =Y
quast surely.

Proposition 4.11. If X € ]L’éB ;o then X has a quasi-continuous version.
Lo

Proof.
There is also no changes with a proof for a finite-dimensional case (see [30,
Prop.24)).

]
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Proposition 4.12.

L%B,Lg ={Xe LiE(Q) | X has a q.c. vers., JLHQOE[HXHI;E'I{HXHLgMﬂ =0}.
Proof.

For this proof we follows [36, Prop.25], but here there are some difficulties
when we pass to infinite-dimensions. So here we give the whole proof with
all details.

Let us denote a set B

A= {X € L%Qx(Q) | X has a q.c. vers., T}E%OE[HXHZ§ . ]]'{”X”L22>"}] = 0}.

1)If X e ]L’(’jB ;= then by Prop.4.11 we have that X has a quasi-continuous
. 2
version.

Also for X e IL?

B,LY
So we can conclude that X € A.

2) Every X € A is quasi-continuous.
Take the truncation

by PI‘Op.4.10 we have JI_I)IC}OE[HXHZ;%; : ]]'{”X”L§>"}] =0.

X
Xy o= Trane(X, n) = X Lypxypen) + 10— - L) on)-

| X 3
D e ] P, n P
Hence B[1X — X{I7] = B[IX1f; - (1 - )" L pon]
<E[IXIZ; - Toxi,pom] —
Since X! is quasi-continuous then there exists a closed set A, such that
c(AS) < and X, is continuous on A,,.

For the following step we need to use the Dugundji theorem (the infinite-
dimensional version of the Tietze extension theorem):

Theorem 4.5 (Dugundji). [65, Th.1.2.2.].

Let L be a locally convex linear space and let C' < L be convex. Then for
every space ) with closed subspace A, every continuous function f: A — C
can be extended to a continuous function f:Q — C.

As is known that every normable space is locally convex it follows that the
Banach space L3 is also locally convez.

We have [X7[le < X[z - Lijx),p<ny + 1 L(x| pony < 1
Define a set C,, :={Y € Ly | [Y] .3 <n}.

So that X!'|, : A, — C, is continuous.

4,
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By the Dugundji theorem (Th.4.5) it follows that there exists a continuous
extension X, : Q — (), which satisfies the following:
X, € CBng (Q),
X! =X, on A,
|Xalzs < n.
Hence E[|X! — Xl.] < B[ (IX1 + 1%l ) - Ticwan |
2nP 2

<2nP - c(AS) = =——0.
= ( ") np+l n n—ow

And we have _ = v N
B[IX - Xlgp] < 27 (BIX - Xtly] + BIXE - lly]) 0

So that X e L’éBL?
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5 Stochastic Integral with respect to G-Brownian
motion

5.1 Definition of the stochastic integral for elementary
integrated processes

Recall that

Lip(Qr) = {¢(Bt1, B n=1, .t e[0.T], peChrp (U",L§)}.
For p > 1 the space "LE, (QT) is a completion of Lip(Qr) under the norm
| X8, = E[IX]75]-

Hold the notation |- |x := [ X 2.

Since "LE, (QT) is an abstract completion we need to show that it is a space
of random variables what provides the following theorem:

Remark 5.1. Let us denote the following subspace of Lip(Qr):

BLip(Qr) = {¢(Buys o Bi) |02 1, b1, € [0,T], 6 € Coprip (U 13).
And the space PBLE, (QT) be a completion of BLip(Qy) under the norm
| XI5, = E[I1X]7]-

Then we have that "BLY, (QT) ="y (QT)

Proof.

If X e "L, (QT]> then there exists a sequence (Xj) < Lip(Qr), such that
E[|X — Xil}s] —— 0 and E[|X4[}5] < co.

Take X' := Trunc(X,n) € BLip(7).

Therefore HX — X]?H;;:’p = E[HX — X]?Hig;] < E[HXHIZ/QE . ]]'{”X”L§>"}] Em— 0

n—0o0

So we can deduce that compl (BLip(QT), |- HE,p) = "2 (Qr).
U

Theorem 5.1.
HLIé(QT) — {X € LOLQZ(QT) | X has a g.c. vers., )
lim E[JX[ 75 - Lgx),pom] = 0}
Moreover, if X € HL%(QT) then E[HXH%] - E[HXH%]
Proof.

Let ® € CBz(Qr), ie. ©: Qr — L3 is bounded and continuous Lj-valued
random variable.
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Take a compact set K < Qr = {wt 2[0,7] > U |wy =0, wtfcontinuous}.
We claim that ® be uniformly continuous on K.
In fact, since ® is bounded and continuous on the compact set K then for

every w € K there exists a subsequence w,, —— w, such that

j—00
‘I)(wnj) ]_)—OO’ P (w). (+)
If @ is not uniformly continuous on K then 3¢ >0 Vo, | 0 VYw,, w! € Qr,
such that |w, —wp[o <0 and it follows [®(w,) — @(wy,)|z <e.

Let us take two different subsequences: w,;, —— w and w;j — w.
j—00 j—0
Sothat 35 Vj>j: |wn —w, [lo<dn,

Hence & < [®(wy;) — (w;,)| Lz

s
j

< [@(wn,) — (W) Ly + [P(wy,,) — P(w)] Lz J—(:—j: 0, a contradiction.

Therefore Ve >0 30 >0 VYw,w € Qp, such that ||w—w'|q <0 and it
follows [ ®(w) — ®(w')| s <e.

Take a partition m, = {0 =17 <... <ty =T}, |m,|:=  nax 2 — 7|

Then for every w € K m,w is a linear approximation of w at the points of
the given partion m,, i.e. mw(t!) = w(tl).

Define ®,(w) 1= ®(mw) = S(t7, ..., 1% ) € BLip(Qr).

Owning to the Arzela-Ascoli theorem we have that K is an equicontinuous
set: Ywe K Y6>0 3»>0 Vi, ' €[0,T],such that |t —t| < and it
follows |w(t) — w(t')||y < 0. (#)
Now for a fixed t € (¢;,t;41) we have

— 1 tiv1 — 1
ww(t) = cw(ti) + ().
T (?) tiv1 — 1 w(tin) tiv1 — 1 w(f:)
Let |m,| :=n < s then let us calculate
Irat) ~ Gl by —1 t—t b1 — 1
= w(ti) + () — ——— w(t) — w(t)H
tiv1 — 1 tiv1 — 1 Livy1 — 1 tiv1 — 1 U
t %, fioy —t
< — wltivn) —w®lv + —— - |wt:) —w(@®)]u
liv1 — t liv1 — t
#) t—1; tiv1 —1
SN N NSl )
liy1 — 4 tiv1 — 4
Hence |mw —wloq= max |m,w(t)—w(t)|uv <.

te(ti ,ti+1)
1<i<Np

It means, Ve >0 3n >0, such that |m,| <n and it follows
|®(mnw) — @(w)]1y <&
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Since |7, | —— 0 then sup [®(w) = Pp(w) Lz —0.

weK

Recall that E[ -] := sup Ep[-] and 7P is tight (Prop.4.9).

It follows that for every n > 1 there exists a compact set K,, < €2,, such
that c¢(K¢) < -

Therefore V& e CByz(dr) 3P, € BLip(Qr), such that

1

sup [9(w) — @)y <

weKy, n

_ 1
So that. B[ — @[] < sup [@() — (@)} <(K5) + ()
wel) .
<®
1 Co+1 0
5 (Co + )n_m .

Hence ® e HL?, (QT)
It is clear that BLip(2r) = CBz(Qr).
So we have the following inclusions:

BLip(Qr) = CBpz(Qr) = "L (1) (o)
Recall that ]L%B i compl(C’BLg:/Na HE,]))

{Xe LL§( ) | X has a q.c. vers., &EI(}OI_E[HXH% : ]]-{HXHL§>n}] =0};
Ly, = LPIN = {X € ng(ﬂ) | I’E\|X\|§§ < w}/N.

But E[HXHZZEJ . ]]'{”X”L22>”}] E) 0 so that EHXH]Z%i 0.

Then by (o) we have "L (Qr) = Compl(CBLgi/Na |- Hz,p)

= {X € L? | X has q.c. version, lim IE[HXHZZ . ]l{”X”L2>n}] = 0}

= {X € L% (Qr) | X has q.c. version, hm E[HXHLE ]]-{HXHLE>TL}:| O}

I X < Lip() then E[|X|7,] = E[IX]7, ]

Since. 14, () — compl (BLip(@). B I7])

= compl (BLip(r). E[| - I75]).
It follows that for every X e "LZ.(Qr) : [HXHL§] = E[| X} ]

Pro&4.12

O

Now we need speak a couple of words about convergence in HL?, (QT) under
the G-expectation. The biggest problem is that a dominated convergence
theorem is not true in a given framework. But there is a result of a monotone
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convergence theorem (see [36, Th.31]). It has a trivial infinite dimensional
extension which we will represent as the following theorem:

Theorem 5.2. Let a sequence {Xn} < AL, (QT) be such that X,, | X q.s.
Then also holds E[|X,|7s] | E[| X|"5].
2 2

So we are ready to define a space of the integrated processes:

N—-1
Let "M2°(0,7) := { ®(t) = > ®p(w) L, 1)(D) |
k=0

@k(&)) € HL%(th), 0= t() < tl < tN = T}

For elementary process ® € HMg’O (0, T) the stochastic integral we define as
follows:

A N-1
Ip(®) = J(b(t)dBt = > ®u(By,, — Bi,) -
0 k=0

T T
Remark 5.2. It is clear that ~ {®(t)dB; = {®(t)dB;—,, a€R.
0 0

Remark 5.3. For a fized t we have that ®(t) € L9, (Q) then we can see that
2
Ir(®) is an H-valued random variable.

5.2 Ito’s isometry and Burkholder—Davis—Gundy in-
equalities

Let B; is a given G-Brownian motion with correspondent G-expectation E
which coincides on the space L%E with an upper expectation defined for the
2

family of gaussian probability measures P:

E[X] = E[X]:= ?DEEEP[X] .

If we fix a measure P € P then we can define Ep[X]:= sup Ep[X], where

PePp
Pp = {P }
Actually, Ep[X] is a classical linear expectation, but we could treat it also
as sublinear with the all properties for a sublinear expectation.
So, we can define the G-functional for this expectation:
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Gp(4) = 1 Ep[(AX, X)] = LT - Qs],

for some non-negative symmetric trace-class operator () p, because functional
Ep[X] is linear.

1
On the other hand Gp(A) = 5 sup Tr[A - Q], where ¥p < 3.
QeXp
Therefore YXp = {Qp} and B, is a classical ()p-Wiener process under
PeP, Qpek.

Theorem 5.3 (It6’s isometry inequality).
Let ® e "MZ° (0,7) then

T

E[\f ) b} f|<1> )2 dt | (10)

0

Proof.
1) Firstly, we are going to prove a “weaker” version of the It6’s isometry
inequality, namely that

T

EM 1B, fza )2y | dt (11)

0

In fact,
T —
[ Jo dn] - E[) g @ AB, ]
N-1 N-1
< X E[QAB [ +2 3 B(@cABy, 0y ABy =i K
= <n=
(a)k < n:

Note that in this case for fixed n and k we have that &, AB, and AB;,
are independent from €2, , but ®,, is €2, -measurable.

Therefore E(®;, AB, , &, AB, oy = E[E@)k AB,,, ®, ABy | Qtn]
— E(®, AB,,, ®, - E[AB, [ = 0.
——

=0
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(b)k = n:
Analogously, AB;, is independent out of €, , but ®; is €2, measurable.
Therefore E[| @, AB,, [3] = E[E[H@k AB,, || th]]

Prop.4.6,1)
Rem.4.11

Prop.2.6,3 %
p.2.6,3) E[ trsr — tr) Zug Tr[q)kQCI)k]].
€

ﬂ

Sowe have K = 3 B[ (bt — 1) - [9cl3; | = SE[|0(0)13, |at.

k=0 0
N-1
2) If & € "ME°(0,T) then ®(t) = 3 Pp(w)Ligy p,)(D),
k=0
0:t0<t1...<tN:T
and for every k@, € "L%(Q;,) then there exists a sequence
{0 < Lip(y,), such that |®) — o\

— 0.
n—0

I
N-1 (n)
Define ™ (t) = kg (I)k (w):ﬂ'[tkvtlﬁ»l)(t)'

Since @,(f") € Lz'p(th) then We can consider

(I) " ( )dBt - Z q>(n (Btk+1 Btk)
(Buov . ,Buf\an) € H7 2 € CP-LiP (UmN7 H)

Therefore Ir (@,(fn)) =

(=3

So, we have

[HS o1 dB} | = E[Iol(Ba, - Buy )] = sw Bn[lela(Bay, - Buy, )|

P 77LN
eA

- s EP@[HS@" (t) By, ]

fe A

= Ssup EP@ |:H Z 30 ( aBulfnk) ’ (Btk+1 _Btk)H2H]
0eAS 1

= sup EP[H 2 A BY B ) (B, - B
A 1 k

§@(n() Z o (B By ) (tk+1—tk)§

~ s EP[chp a7 - s Ep[chb 06, w7

0eAS -

o1



classical Itis isometry sup EP[ S H@ tHiz(U7H dt]

QGAOT
T
= sup Ep, SHQD(" t'HtHi W H)dt] < Sllp EP9|:S sup H(I)(n HHi (U H)dt]
6eAD,, Lo e 0eAS 0 6eAS o
T
= sup FEp, SSUP H(I)(")(t)'VHiz(u H)dt]
0eAS - ’
= sup B[ {sup [ 8090 Q] ~ B[ 0013 ]
66A8T

—E[SH@ (1) dt].

For the finishing of proof we need to pass to the limit:

(a):

(<f1§oangi]) - (el1foreans; ])5|

Minkowski ineq. T
< q(E[H(I)( )dB, — gcb dBtmD
0

- (s[1§ o - o0y am])

< @E[\cp(t) — a0 (1) dt)

1
N-1 2
(5] e a0 0]} o

k= \_v_/ n—00
0

(E[?!(I)(t)]ig dt]) o (E[§|¢<n>(t)|%§ dt])
Minkowgski ineq. < [‘ ( S H(I) )1 <c§’q) ) ]) 2
Minkowgski ineq. < [ {180 ) (cgp 5() - (t)HiQZ] dt) 2

T N—l 5 2
= | {|o) — o™ (1) dt H(I)k P} Hz (trir — tk)] — 0.
0 k=0 " Y— — ———~ n— o0
0

2

[NIE

[NIES

l
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The following result (so called the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality) is a
generalization of Th.5.3.

Theorem 5.4 (BDG inequality).
Let ® e HMEY (0,7) then

f Jo(0)[2 dt) ] (12)

where C, > 0.

T
E[| fcb (t)dBiI5]
0

Proof.

The proof of the theorem is based on the proof of Th.5.3 and BDG inequality
in the classical case, described for instance in [32, Lm.7.2]).

When p = 2 and C), = 1 we just have the It6 isometry inequality.

As in the proof of Th.5.3 we hold the same notations:

N—-1
® e "ME°(0,T) then ®(t) = Y Pp(w)Lis e, (),
k=0

0:t0<t1...<tN:T
and for every k@, € "L, (€, ) then there exists a sequence

(n) . (n)
{®,"} = Lip th) such that |®) — @, Hz,p — 0.
@(n ( ) g (I) ") ( ) [tx, tk+1)(t>‘
T T
Denote Iy := { ®(t)dB; and I = (@™ (t)dB,.
0 0
T »
So, we need to show that E[\|Iﬂ\ﬁ] <C,- E( SIe@)]3s dt) g (%)
0 2

Firstly we show that Vm > 2 [HITHL”] <
N—1
[ 1] - E[| 20 anly] - E[1 S 0. A5, 15]

N-1 N-1
Ch- ¥ E[|®AB, 5| = CL - ¥ E|E|®x ABy 7|2, |
k=0 k=0

Prop.2.4
Prop.2.6,2)

< cl . NZIE[(tk+1 —tx)? - CF - sup (Tr[q)qu)Z]) %]

k=0 QeX

w3

o . ZgE[((tkH —t) - [@(1)]7 )

]oo.
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It is clear also that E[H]:(F")Hﬁ”] < .
Then according to the proof of Th.5.3 we can get that

(] {0000 aniy) ~ B[Iolh By B, )]

— sup B [lolf (B By, )| = sup | fo0 0 amily]

96./4 QEAO
= Ssup EP@ |:H Z SD ( u ). aBuﬁI ) ’ (Btk+1 o Btk)HII.iI]
QEAS)T

= sup EP[H Z o (Boké,.,BOO) (Bfkﬁl B Hp]

QGAS)T
{000 = T B B ) (e - 0

— sup EP[chp B[, | - S EP[ng><" ()6, awi ;|
QeAOT

. . 3
classical BDG inequality Cp . Sug Ep [( H(I)* t - 0, HLg(U,H)dt> 2]
O Al 0

S}

T
=Gy sup B[ ((§10000) 617y 1)
0eAS 1 0
-, T
<C,- Sup Ep, (S sup H‘I’ 'QHiZ(UH ) ]
0eAS - 0 0eAf ;-
-, T ) %
<Cp- sup EPe_(SS p @ (2) VHszHdt) ]
0eAS 0 7€0
T 3
:Cp. sup Epe (SSUPH(I)(n Q1/2HL2UH t) ]
0eAS 1 -

- cp-E[(gr@%)rig at)'] = cp-E[(§ o (D)2 dt) ]

And now we pass to the limit.

] al2) - =[] | <= 1l - 1

|

<E\ [ = 5y (i + el 0+ )

o4



1

" (ol 1) -

_ _ " Y1) 2 2
: (E[(\mm Ll o ) D

.

-~

_
<0

TS b 6y = (E[§]®(t) — B (B)]2, dt])
(SE[|<I> dt) <W) Ww%dt)

(o)

n—00

: (E[(ﬁ@(migd) ])p (E[@'@(" )])p 1
( [( §lo0)l3ar)” - (E@f Oy i) )D
Minkons < [@cp — oM (B)]2, ) ])

< (E[ § [@(t) — @™ ()]} dt])p < < E[\|<I>(t) - q>(n>(t)|’;§]dt)
) (4)|12

NI

Mlnkowskl ineq.

=

B =

[

1
N P
( [H(I)k — o\ Hp (kg1 — tk)]) —0.
k=0

n—00
%,—/

O

]
Define "7, (0, T) as a completion of Hag2° (0,T) under the norm
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[Sl5s]

1@z, , = E[(g [(®)135 dt)_].

Actually, such a norm is finite on "M% 0 0 T , because

|@ﬁm=E[Q§pk—@ﬂ () )]
<G 3 (e~ 1)t E[lo,] ) <o

k=0 \ )
<0

T
Also we denote (|3, := [|2[J5 = B[ [ |9(t) 7 de .

T
Theorem 5.5. Iy = { ®(t) dB, can be extended on "ME(0,T).

0
And for ® e "M% (0,T) the BDG inequality (12) holds.
In particular, if p = 2 the Ité isometry inequality (10) holds.

Proof.
We have if ® € "M, (0, T) then there exists a sequence

{@™, n =1} <"ME°(0,T), such that [|&— &™)z, — 0.
n—o0
Let us define a norm ||I7[g, ., = E[| I [%]-
And we have [Ir(@) — Ir(2)]oy ), = [Ir(2™) — @) |0, ,
Th.5. 4 o)
- |2 Iz, p-
So that, we can extend I on HMg (0, T) as a contmuous mapping.
Define I7(®) := lim I7(®™).
n—0oo

Letting m — oo yields 0 < [I7(®™) — I(®) |y,

<Gy (|0 — @[l —— 0.
Therefore [ I7(2™)]a,, —— HIT(@)HQT p and [0l —— [[®]|z,,.

So we can conclude that |I7(®)|q.., < Cp - || P 7,p-
U

5.3 Characterization of the space of integrand pro-
cesses "MZ(0,7)

Proposition 5.1. ® € "M2(0,7) < 1)||®||r < o;
2)0(t) € "LE () for almost all t.
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Proof.

(=)

If ® € "M2(0,T) then [|®||r < oo and there exists a sequence
{®,, n>1} < "MZ°(0,7), such that [|® — ®,|r — 0.

It follows that for almost all ¢ we have |® — ®,[x — 0.

(Recall that the norm |- |y is introduced in 5.1).
For such a fixed t = ¢’ implies that ®,(t') = Const € Lip(<).

Since <HL%; (), H2> is a Banach space, then for almost all ¢ we have that
(I)(t) S HL%; (Qt) .

(<)
1) Let for almost all ¢ <I>( ) € Lip(£) be continuous.
Take partition of [0, 7] : ={0=ty <t} <...<th =T},
d()\n) —— 0, N=N(n)—0.
n—0o0 n—0oo

N—1
Define ®,, := >} ®(t;)(w) L, () € Mg Z? (0,7).
k=0
We have ®,(t) —— ®(t) for all ¢.
n—0oo

Let us calculate

R 2 L 2
[® — @2 = E[H §(2() - 2.(0) dBtHH] < E[ | [(@(t) — @ (1))} dt] ,
using It0’s inequality according to Th.5.5.
Then there exists a point tg € [0, 7] such that

L 2 2
E| N[CORCAD] S at| = T E[| (@(ts, w) — @ulte,w))[35
But the last term tends to 0 according to Th.5.2.

So, we have that ||[® — @, — 0.

2) Let for almost all t @( ) € Lip(Qt) (it is not necessary continuous).
t

B(s)ds _é [ p(t=2=5)d(s)ds

t—2¢

Define ®.(t) :=

1
= { p(v)®(t — ev — &)dv.
51
Hence for all t &.(t+) = O (t—) = P.(t), so that P.(-) is continuous.
T
Consider A. := ||® — @.[|7 = S |@(t) — @.(2)|% dt

j (v)(®(t) — P(t — ev —¢))dv|E dt

OL/;H
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< § (10100 - 0lt =0 = o)

S(Sp ) - gp () — @t — cv — )[R

But for every separable Banach space B we have such a dense inclusion:
C([0,T], B) = Ly([0,T], B),

because every f € Ly([0, 7], B) can be approximated by Z fi(t)bs,
=1

where (b;);>1 € B - densely, fZ € Lg([O T, B)
and such f; € Lg([O,T], B) can be approximated by g; € C’([O,T], B), be-
cause it is well-known that C([0,T], B) < Ly([0,T], B) densely.

So, f can be approximated by . ¢;(t)b; € C([0,T], B).
i=1

Using this fact we have that:
For @ : [0,T] — "L%(Qr) =: B, where (B,||p) is a Banach separable
T

space and { | ®(t)|%dt < oo, there exists W5 € C([0,T], B), such that
., 0

§I@(t) — Ws(t)|Bdt < 0.

0

Therefore |A.| < S S p(V)||®(t) — ®(t — ev — &) |4 dvdt

1 1
<30 § p)|®(t) — Us(t)|2 dvdt + 3§ § p(v)|®(t — cv — )

; 1
;

O~

1
1

—Us(t —ev —e)|% dvdt + 3 S p(0)|Ws(t) — Us(t — ev — €)% dvdt

.

§

0
T

<6543 § pv)|Us(t) — Us(t — ev — )3 dudt.
0-1

Hence @}AE‘ < 66

So that [|® — &.||r — 0.

3) Let for almost all ¢ ®(t) € "LE ().
By the definition there exists a sequence {(IDm, m = 1} c Lz'p(Qt), such
that ||® — ®,,|x —— 0 for almost all ¢.

n—o0

As in the 1) part we can get that
1® — @3 < T E[|(@(t5,0) — Balt, ) [25] —— 0

n—o0
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Hence [[® — @yl < |[® = (Pr)" |z + || re = (Pr)" |7,
where (®,,)" € "ME"(0, 7).
0.

From 2) it follows that ||® — @,
m,n—0

So that ®,, € "MZ° (0,7).
U

Remark 5.4. If ®(t) is nonrandom then condition 2) of Prop.5.1 can be
omitted:
[z <o < ®e"ME(0,T).

Proof.
T T
1@l = § |@()[3, dt = §H<I>(t)Hi§ dt < oo then |©(1)[75 <o

for almost all ¢.
From here we can conclude that ®(t) € L}, hence that ®(t) € Lip()
(since ®(t) is nonrandom) and finally that ®(t) € "L ()
for almost all ¢.
And by Prop.5.1 we get that ®(t) € "MZ(0,T).
U

5.4 Fubini theorem

Let (X, &, ) is a measurable space, pu(X) < o
N—1M-1

Consider "Mz (0,T; X) := {(I)(t,x) =37 2 Puj(w) Ly 0,0y (E)La, (2)
k=0 j=0

@k(w) € HL%(th), 0= to<t1...<ty= T, Aj 65}

Let HM2 (O, T, X) be a completion of HM?;’O (0, T; X) under the norm
I®]l72 == § (-, 2)[I7 n(dz).
X

Theorem 5.6. If ®(t,x) € "MZ(0,T; X), then:

ff (t,z) dBy u(dx)

O%’ﬂ

f@ (t,z) u(dx)dB; q.s.
X



Proof.

Let {®,, n > 1} < "MZ°(0,T; &).

Then in the same way as in Prop.5.1 using Th.5.5 and Th.5.2 we can
conclude that [|®(-,z) — ®,(-,2)||r — 0.

And due to the dominated convergence theorem have that
SIIe(-2) = u(-, @)z p(dr) — 0.

No—1 Mn—1X
For every n set ®,(t,z) == >] Z Py (W) Ly tz“)(t)]lA;;(x).
k=0 j=
And deﬁne the following random Varlables
S t[ldet,g —Sq)tl'dBt
0
= p(dx), n(t —Sq)tx p(dx).
X
—1 Mp—1
Then Sgn( dSL’ - Snn dBt ZO Z (I)k](Btk+1 Bt}j):u<A?)
X =0 j=0

For the later calculatlons we will use a Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunyakovsky in-
1
equality (Prop.2.3) in a following form E[X] < (E[X?])?:

(@) E[] § 6o ) — { (o) )

((t,2) = @ult,2)) dB, p(da)], |

< )S(E[\ (®(t,z) —@n(t,x))dBtHH]u (da)
< E[‘g(@(t,x) B, (t,x)) dBy|" ]) (dz)
= TI9(-2) = @, )l ) = 0.

n(t)dB, — § &(x) p(d), |
| §n(t)dB, — Snn dBtHH]

dz) B,
< IH)S(((D('#C) — @, 2)) I p(de)

|
&
—_—
&x e
—~
=4
=
=
|
&
=
8
=
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n—o0

< )S( -, 2) = u(-, )iz pldar) — 0.

T
Therefore E| )S(f(x) p(dz) — §n(t) dBy|,,.

And by Lm.4.1 we get that §&(x) p(dz) =
X

O

n(t) dB; quasi surely.
U

5.5 Distribution of the stochastic integral with non-
random integrand

T
Let us consider a stochastic integral [(®) = { ®(¢)dB;, with respect to G-
0

Brownian motion B; ~ Ng (O,t : E).

Assume that ® is non-random, then @ : [0, 7] — L3.
Note that also in such a case L% (Q) = Lip(Q) = L3
1) Firstly we consider a case with elementary processes:

N-1
e HMé’O (O’ T) then (I)(t) - Z ®k1[tk7tk+1)(t) , @€ L%, and the norm
k=0
T
lle)7 = § |2(t)]75dt < .

N-1
By the definition we have I(®) = > ®u(By,,, — Bi,).

k=0
We know that a random variable Bun = By ~ Bi ~ Ng(0,%).
Viksr —
Then using Prop.2.6 we get that I(®) ~ Ng (0, 21),
N-1
whereX; = { Y (teyr — ) PrQPE| Q € z}.
k=0
N-1 T
Note that in this case Y, (tg1 — ) PrQP5 = § O (¢)QP* (¢)dt.
k=0 0

2) In a general case we have that for ® e HM2 (0, T) there exists a sequence
{®,, n>1} = "MZ°(0,T), such that [|[® — @, |+ — 0.
n—aoo

And by Th.5.5 we get that [[I(®) — I(P,)]q, < [P — Pn|r.
Since ® € L} then for p >0 @ € "ME(0,7) and by Th.5.5 it may be

Nt —"

T
concluded that E[|I]}] < C, - ( RO dt) < .
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T

Lemma 5.1. S(ID JQPE(t)dt —— ( (t)QP*(t)dt in the trace-class topol-
n—o0 0

0gy.

Proof.
l© — @07 = SH® O (1) |75 dt

§ sup Tr[(<1>(t> — (1)) Q(2(t) — ®n(t))*]dt

QeX

T
= sup | (@(t) = @ (1) Q[ dt — 0.

0 Qex n—P
Denote A, := ®,(t) - QY? and A := d(t)- Ql/z.
We have that

chb )QD* (t)dt — gcp )Qd*(t)dt H?(AnA;’;—AA*)dt

Li(H 0 L1(H)
T
< {447 - AAWMWMt=Sm%Az—AA;+AA:—AAwhth
g 0
<) ( (ARlza) A = Anf a0 + [ Al 220 - (A = An)*HL2<H))dt
T 12 ,T 1/2
< ($14ult.nde) - (§14 = Anl got)

(TR ) (§14- Al )
((Ssup‘( )Q1/2HL2 )1/2 (SsupH( )Q1/2HL ) /2)><

- 1/22
x §Zgg [(@(8) = @0(1)) QY2 t
= (ll@allz + lilir) - | = @ullz —>0.
U
T
Theorem 5.7. Stochastic integral I(®) = § ®(t)dB; with nonrandom inte-

0
grand ®(t) is G-normal distributed, , where By ~ Ng (0, t-E) is a G-Brownian
motion. Ie.,

I(®) ~ N(0,%)),  where ) — {?(I)(t)@(b*(t)dt | Qe 2}.
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Proof.
1) From the first part of this section we have got that

I, :=I(®,) ~ N¢(0,%;,), where %, = {§®n(t)Q®Z(t)dt | Qe E}-
0

2) G (4) = LE[(AL L)]: Gr(4) = LE[CALD)]
Then 2- )GIH(A) - GI(A)‘ — )E[<A1n, L)] - E[(AI 1>])
— |E[(AL, L)] — E[(AL, D] + E[(AL, )] - E[¢AL D)
< )E[<A1n, L) — (AL, 1>]‘ + ‘IEKA[”, ) — (AL 1>])
< E[KAIn, I — J>}] + E[}<A(In ~ ), I>\]

< (efian) " (sfiral) +(elpacing)) (o))

<Aumlﬁqhamm+(ﬂfa0ml(ﬂLlIaDm

Al - (Hallor + 1l ) - 1 = Ty —— 0.
So that an (A) m G[(A)
We know that G defines a covariation set ¥; of the I(®).
3) Now we are going to proof that I(®) ~ Ng (0, ZI).
In order to show such a fact we consider u,(t,z) := E[f(x++T —t1,)] and
u(t,z) :=E[f(x ++/T —tI)], with a B-continuous function
feCprip(H);
Since I, ~ Ng (0, Zln) then by Th.4.1 we have that wu,, is a unique viscosity

o G, (D? =0:
solution of the equation O + G, (Dz) ’ (*)
u(T,z) = f(x).
So, we need to show that u is a viscosity solution of the equation
du+ Gr(D?u) =0;
ot b (#)
u(T,z) = f(x).

(i) We claim that for every fixed point (t,z): w,(t, ) — u(t, ).
In fact, |u,(t, z) — u(t,z)| = )E[f(x +VT —tL)] —E[f(z+ VT — tl)])
<E||f(e+ VT —tL) — flz+ T —t1)]]
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< E[C- (14 |z + VT =t L7 + |+ VT — £ 1)7) - VT = €I, — [)HH]
1/2
<C- (E[(l b e+ VT — L7+ o+ VT = tlm)zD v

<C-|IL, —I|q, —0.

(i) Also we claim that u,u,, are continuous at (¢,z) € [0, T|*H.

In fact, let us show that E[f(z ++T —t—461)] — E[f(z+ VT —t1)]:
E[f(e+ VT =T=3D)] ~E[f(z + VT~ 1))
< E[}f(x + VT —t—=061)— f(z+ \/ﬁm]
< E[C- L+ |z + VT =t =8| + o+ VT =t 1)) x
(VT =t=8—vT=1)1],|

<C- <\/T—t—6—\/T—t>><
L\ V2 1/2
x <E[<1+|x+\/T—t—6I)|ﬂ+]:c+\/ﬁI)|ﬂb) ]) x <E[HIH§J)

< (w—t—a—w—t) oy —> 0.
So that u is continuous. It is clear that u,, is continuous too.
(iii) Let ¢ be a test function, such that: wu(t,x) < ¥(t, z);

u(to, zo) = ¥(to, o) -
Since for every fixed point (¢,x) :  w,(t, x) (——0> Q)L(t, :)3)( therz there exists a

sequence of test functions {1, }, such that: w,(t,z) < ¥, (¢, z);
Un(to, T0) = Vn(to, 7o) ;
Un(t,x) — P(t,x) .

In order to show it we can take Jn = 1) + u, — u" " that satisfies above
written required properties, and in the points where it is not enough smooth
we need to alter it in the proper way to get the test function .

We know that u, is a viscosity sub- (and super-) solution of equation ().
So that u,(T,z) < f(x);

[0+ G (D20 10, 20) > 0.

Hence u(T,x) < f(x), since u,(t,x) — u(t, ).
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AIld I:at,lvbn + an (Dazcan):l (th xO) 722_()) [at,lvb + GI(D:%:(:w>:| (th xO)'
Therefore [Otw + GI(Dixw)](to, zg) = 0.

So, we have that u is a viscosity subsolution of equation (# ).

And in the same way we can show that u is a viscosity supersolution.
So, we can conclude that u is a viscosity solution of equation ( # ).

3) Now we are going to describe the structure of the covariation set ¥;.
Let us define a set X := conv(X}) in the trace-class topology, where

Z}:z{BeCl(H), B=B*>0]|Ve>0

1 1
1 15Tr[AB] < Gi(4) < ST[4B] + <.
Therefore G;(A) = = sup Tr[AB] = = sup Tr[AB].
2 pey, Bes,
Analogously, G, (A) = 1 sup Tr[AB] = E sup Tr[AB].
2 Bes,, 2 pexy

Let us show that:
(a) If {B,} < X} , such that B, —— B then B e X].

n—ao0

(b) For every B € X} there exists a sequence {B,} < X7 ,
such that B,, —— B.

n—0oo
In fact, let us fix an operator A then:

(a) If {B,} < X} , such that B, —— B then we have:

n—00

STH[AB,] < Gi,(4) < ST{AB,] + =

1 1
Letting n — oo yields §T1”[AB] < Gr(A) < §Tr[AB] + €.
Hence B e .

(b) Let there exists B € X}, and a sequence {B,} < ¥} converges to the
operator C' # B: B, —— (C € ¥}. Then we have:

n—o0

%Tr[AB] < Gi(A) < %Tr[AB] + &

%Tr[AC] < Gi(A) < %Tr[AC’] + €.

Therefore for every A : Tr[AB] = Tr[AC].
So, it easy to check that B = (', a contradiction.
So, from (a) and (b) we have that

T
% ={B| B, 5B, B,ex}, where B, = [ 0,()QP;(t)dt.
n— 0
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Hence ¥; = {B| B, 2 B, B,exn,}.

n—0oo
T
Applying Lm.5.1 we can conclude that ¥; = { §o(1)QP*(t)dt | Q€ Z}.
0
U

5.6 The continuity property of stochastic convolution

Define a stochastic convolution as the integral

t
It = J€(t_8)AdBS,
0

where A : D(A) — H is the infinitesimal generator of Cy-semigroup (etA).

Theorem 5.8. The integral I, := (e 94dB, is continuous for quasi every

O by o+

w if there exists B > 0, such that

T
J‘etA’ig tPdt < oo
0

Proof.

We shall use the factorization method (see [31]).

For this reason we will use the following elementary inequality:
Let a € (0,1) then

L ['a)l'(1 —

{1 —r)t-rdr=Ba,1-a) = (A —a) =

5 (1) sinra’
It follows that

(13)



(1—=r)t.r—dr =

OL/;)—!

sinTa’

1
Let a € (0, 5) be fixed, and m > % then we have
a

t
sinma felt=2) S —s)* 1t (s — o) “ds dB,.
0
From the Fubini theorem (Th.5.6) we get that

sinmor &
_smm S(t s)A (t —5)* 'Y (s)ds quasi surely,

where Y (s Se(s )4 (s — o)~ *dB,.
Then by Th.5.7 we have for every s Y(s) ~ NG(O, Els)

where Y7, = { (=4 Q et~ (s —g)2do, Qe Z}.
0

Therefore . \ )
el 0] ™2 01— D1 e s
0

= §H‘3(37U)AH2L§ (s —o)?*do = §s —o=1te(s,0) § SH@“‘H%t 20 1t < o,
0
Then by Prop.2.4 it follows E[HY H ] <Cp, s€[0,T].

T
Hence E[ § HY(S)Hsz ds] <C,, T, sothat Y e L*(0,T;H).
0

t
Let us consider z(t) = {e=94 (¢t — s)*"1y(s) ds.
0

t—e
Set z.(t) := § et=94(t — s)2~ly(s)ds, for a small enough ¢ > 0.

0
t

So, we have |z(t) — z(t)| = § el=94(t - s)a’ly(s) ds

t—e

Hélder ineq. t _2m 2m(a—1) 2m—1 S

- A m— - m

T e - s ) T ( § )15 ds)”
2msa € 2m(a— 2m(a—1) 7;,;1
<M-e# (sr B dr) Tyl < Koyl n),
K, p— 0.
E—>

So that z(-) is continuous if y(-) € L*™(0,T;H).
And we have that [; is continuous for quasi every w. 0
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6 Existence of viscosity solution for parabolic
PDE with a linear unbounded first order
term

6.1 Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
Consider the following SDE:

dX, = AX,dr +dB; , Te[t,T] < [0,T]
Xt =T .

where X; : [0, T]xQ — H;
B; is a G-Brownian motion in H;
A: D(A) — H is an infinitesimal generator of Cy-semigroup (etA).

Definition 6.1. The process
X, = Xbo = DAy 4 Je(T_S)AdBS
t

will be called a mild solution of (S).

Definition 6.2. Stochastic process

t
I, = J =944 B, (14)
0

will be called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (or a stochastic convolution as we
have already mentioned above).
Ornstein- Uhlenbeck process is well defined under the condition

t

Jsup HQSAQl/ZH%Q(H)dS < . (15)
QeXx

Remark 6.1. The condition (15) holds true if sup Tr@Q < oo.
Qex
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In other words the condition (15) (or the condition of Rem.6.1) implies that
the map s — e*=*)4 belongs to the HM2 (O t) what shows us the following
proposition.

Proposition 6.1. If sup TrQ < o, ®(s) := 4 then
QeX
®(s) e "ME(0,¢).

Proof.
In order to prove the statement of proposition according to Rem.5.4 we
need to show that [|®||; < co.

According to theory of Cy-semigroup it is known that
ete LH), e iy < M-e® M=>1, aeR,

t t
Thercfore (|92 = E[ § sup [#()Q12[3, 4 ds] = {sup [et-4QU2(2 , ds
0QeX 0Qex
t

t
j sup Q|2 ) ds < §sup [ Inet1[2 - [QV2I2, 1y | ds
QeX 0Qex

\ >
~

condition(15)

e —1

t
<(M-e® - sup TrQds < M - -sup TrQ) < .
0 Qex a Qex
]
Proposition 6.2. X% = X;?’Xé'm, 0<t<s<7t<T.
Proof.
Xbe =047 4 (e=DAGB, = eT=9)4 . =045 4 (e AL elr=944pB,
t

s

fet

t
+S€(770)AdBUZ€(T 5)A (6(3 t) x+ge(s UAdB ) +S€T crAdB
— p(T—9)A S Xbe g S

TAdB, = XX
O

6.2 Solving the equation (P)

Lemma 6.1. Let B; be a G-Brownian motion and A be an infinitesimal
generator of Cy semigroup. A mapping ¢ : R,H — R is twice Fréchet
differentiable by x.
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For the small 6 > 0 deﬁne the followz'ng random variable as:
(5—5)A s5)A
5<D Yt x)[fe dB,] Se AdB >
Then  E[L;] — E[<Dm W(t, ) By, Bl>] = 2G(D2,(t x)).
Proof.
Let Ly := (D2 1(t,x) By, By ).
Note that

E[¢AX, V)| < B[JAX - 1Y |u] < B[4l - 1 X [V In]
g |A|L<H>(E[rxra])%(E[ma])%. (16)

(e@=94 — [)dB,, Bs)

— >

1
ider K := ~(D?
Consider K 5< 2(t, )

OL/‘;O«.O

1
and My := 5<D§,x¢(t ) e®=)4dB,, g(e@*s)A — I)dB;).
0

Then we have

<Eel] € F1D2 (e 0) uan (B[1 (e - naza])* (B[ 154l3])’
i luszw,x)uL(H) C(E[flee - f\ligds]) (e[ im])

em. 1 9 %
R SID% (e 2 - O § supler Q' = QI ds) " /OG(T)

< |D2(t, @) |my - C -6 - Iax ZupHeeAQl/z QY2 Ly - A/G(I) — 0
e —>
In much the same Way

<BlJatl) € L2t uon (]I 105 13]) (& [HS i)
e

Th.5.5 1 9 i

S| D2 (¢ ) -C(E[gue A2, ds]) ( [ [e6=94 — ]2, ds])l
= 102 )l - O(T s 9@ 12, 5)  (§ sup 10440F — QHIE, py5)°

0@Qi1eX 0Q2eX%
1
< D0y - C 5 o sy HeM@l a8 g, 500 [#9Q] = Q] lagn
S0Q1eX Q2€

—> 0.
6—0

Therefore
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Rem.4.2

4
0< ‘E[L(;] - E[LO]) n e<5—8>Ast], { e<6—s>Ast>]
0

(el X0

Le[( 02,000

S E[(D2,0(t,2)Bs, By)] ‘
Propé.z, 2) % i [KD?M(L z) [ § e(a—s)Ast] ’ 5) 6(5—8)Ast>
—<D§,xw(t, x) Bs, B&>’]

< % E [Kpgxw(t, z) [ § e<5—8>Ast] , S e<5—8>Ast>

(D2t fean]. By

n %E[‘<Dix¢(t’ x)[ge(5S)Ast]>Bé> — (D2,4(t, x)Bs, Ba>)]
= E[|55]] + E[|M5]] > 0.

Now let us turn back to equation (P):

{é’tu+<Ax, Do)+ G(D2u) =0, tel0,T), xeH; ®)

w(T,x) = f(x).

u:[0,T] x H— R;

feCprip(H);

G: Ks(H) - R is a G-functional;

A: D(A) — H is a generator of Cy-semigroup (e).

B, is a G-Brownian motion with correspondent G-functional G( - ),

ie. G(A) = %E[M&, Byl

Xbe = =947 4 (e9)4dB,; be a mild solution of equation (S):
t

dX, = AX,dr +dB; , Te[t,T] < [0,T]
Xt =T .
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Theorem 6.1. Let f is a B-continuous of C, 1;,(H)-class real function.
Then u(t,x) := E[f(Xfpx)] is a unique viscosity solution of equation (P):

(P)

ou+ (Ax, Dyuy + G(D2u) =0, tel0,T), xeH;
u(T,z) = f(x).

Proof.
Let v be a test function, and for every fixed point (¢, z) € [0, T]*xH we have:
u<
u(t, ) =¢(t, ). .
Taking a small ‘enough 0 yields:
zv7 Prop.6. s, xbe

Ut @) = ult, o) = E[f(Xp7)] TR ELF(X5)]

- E[E[f(X;’y)] t ] — E|u(s, X*) | < E[u(s, X02)].

y=Xy

Then putting s:=t+ 6, d >0 by the Taylor formula (Lm.4.2) we have:
t46
(s, Xb*) = (t + 6, Xttjjg) =Yt +0,ea + § H944B))
t
5
Rem:5.2 w(t + 6,z + (er — 1) + Se(‘s’s)AdBS> = (t,x) + 0 Opb(t, x)
0
; 1
+ <D$1p(t, ), ez~ + ge<6—s>Ast> + 502080 (t )
0
5
+9- 6t<DI¢(t, r), e — 2 + Se(‘s’s)Ast>
1 50 1)
5 5<Dfmw(t, z) [eMx —z ge“*s)Ast] My g ge<5*s>Ast>
0 0
5
o8 + ez — o + §eIaB, ).
0
5
We can say that E[0(52 +[e*tz —z + Se(‘s’s)AstHa)] = 0(52>,
0
5
because E[He‘mx —x+ Se(é_s)AstHa] < QE[He‘Mx — xHi]
0 S 2
+2E| | {eC-dB, |
0

Th.5.5 2 9 . 2
< 2fete —afy + 2 Youp [eIA QU ds 0.

Then we have
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0< 5 (B[vt+ 6. X05)] — olt.0) < SE[ve + 5 x55) — wit.0)]

66A£l§' — X

_ Elaﬂﬂ(t, )+ <wa(t, z), T> + %<Dm(t, x),§e<6—8>Ast>
0

65ALU — X

i 5(9t¢(t 2) 46 at<Dx (t, ), T>+&t<wa(t,x),§e(5S)AdBS>
0

e D2t )| S5 §eo-oa, )

0

dA

p)
L/ 2 (6—s)A e r—=r
+2<Dm¢(t, x) §e dB, 5 >

0A

s ) 5

1 6 6
+—<D§,x¢(t, z) [ e9=944B,, 6(5_8)‘4st>
SA..

+0(9)

e

rop.<£.4. Ja)- 1
Prop 20O s t,x) + (Det(t, ), =)+ 500kt )

)
D)+ (Dt [T ST
o [<Dim<t, 0 §eo-an, § 4““st>] +0(5)

Lm.6.1 ,3
>

o (t,z) + {x, A*Dp(t,x) ) + G(D2,(t, x)).

Letting § — 0 yields [aﬂp +(z, A* Dt x)) + G mlp)](t,x) > 0.
Note, that u is continuous at (¢, x) € [0, T']xH.
In fact, let us show that E[f(x + By)] — E[f(z+ B)], te[0,T] :

0 < |BLS (X5 — BLF(XE)]| < B[ (X5 = (x|
< CE| (141X + X5 ) - 1670 = X5

6A
+ 5 : at<wa(t7 .CL’), ‘

Z|m ST m) 2 ,x T
< (sl by + '] gl - e

[NIES

<20 ((1+E[rxé”’x|am] +E[|1X5713)) -E[|X%””—Xm]) —0,

6—0
this convergence is true because:
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T
(2) B[ X5 3| = B[ |04 + [el4aB, 3|
t

T
<2m- (re@—wam +E|| Se<T—S>Astram])
t

Th.5.5 T m
<7 om- <|e<“>%|am + o ((§supel=94 Q2] ds) ) =%
t QeX

T
(b) E[HX?&I _ X;fp:cHa] _ E[HQ(T—t)A (e"mx _ x) + S e(Tfs)AdBS

t+6
T
— §el=914B, 3 |
t
t+6
< (Jefr 0454z ) A+ E[| | e™aB,J3] )
t
ThS5.5 [ (r_na(,-s4 2 T (T-94Q12|>  ds) —0
< (e e | e Q)

Also u(T,z) =E[f(z)] = f(z) < f(=).
So we see that u is a viscosity subsolution of equation (P).
In the same way one can prove that u is a viscosity supersolution, and the
existence is proved.
It is clear that if f is B-continuous and has a polynomial growth that u is also
B-continuous and has a polynomial growth, because a sublinear expectation
E does not influence on it. So we can conclude that u is a unique viscosity
solution by Th.3.2.

U
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