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Nonnegative solutions to stochastic heat equation
with nonlinear drift

Makoto Nakashima *

Abstract

In this paper, we consider one-dimensional stochastic heat equation
1 .
with nonlinear drift, d;u = §Au+b(u)u+a(u)W(t, x), where b: Ry — R

is a continuous function and o : R+ — R is a continuous function with
suitable property. We will construct nonnegative solutions to such SPDEs.

We denote by (2, F, P) a probability space. Let N = {0,1,2,---}, N* =
{1,2,3,---}, and Z = {0,4+1,£2,-- - }. Let C(S) be the set of continuous func-
tions on S.

1 Introduction and Main Result

We consider the nonnegative solutions u(t, z) with ¢ > 0, € R, to the stochastic
heat equation

Opu = %Au +a(u) + o(u)W
w(0,z) = uo(z), (SPDE,s)

where W = W (t,z) is 2-parameter white noise. This type of stochastic heat
equations appears in several models related to physics or population genetics.

Example 1 If a(x,u) = a(x)u, a(z) is a bounded continuous function in
z and o(u) = y/u, then a solution to (SPDE,,]) corresponds to the density
u(t,x)dx = Xy(dx), where X; is the one-dimensional super-Brownian motion 3]

[1q].

Example 2 If a(u) = p(1 — u) + qu + ru(l — u) for p,q¢ > 0 and r € R,
o(u) = /u(l —u) and ug € [0, 1], then the solution to (SPDEgg]) corresponds
to the density for the scaling limit of the stepping-stone model[IT].

Example 3 If a(u) = Qu — u? for > 0 and o(u) = \/u, then a solution
to (SPDEL,) arises as the density of the limit of the long-range contact process
and voter model[7].

Example 4 If a(u) = 0 and o(u) = u, then the solution to (SPDE.,) is the
Cole-Hopf solution to KPZ equation arising at the statistical mechanics [I]. Tt
is known that the solution is pathwise unique[I3].
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Example 5 If a(u) = 0 and o(u) = vu + w2, then a solution to (SPDE_,)
appears as a density of a weak limit process of some branching random walks in
random environment[9]. Its “dual process” is also a solution to (SPDE.g) for
a(u) = —3u? and o(u) = u.

Remark: The uniqueness in law has been already known for the above
examples under some initial condition.

Also, the existence of the solutions to such SPDE has been studied well.
Iwata showed the existence and the uniqueness in law of the case where a(u) and
o(u) are global Lipschitz continuous, or () is bounded and a(u) grows at most
polynomially with some condition[4]. Mueller and Perkins showed the existence
for the case where a(u) = 0 and o(u) is a general continuous function with some
growth condition, and showed compact support property of the solutions[§].

In this paper, we will prove the existence of nonnegative solutions with local
Lipschitz continuity on a(u) with some condition and without boundedness of
o(u).

To state our main theorem, we introduce some notations.

In this paper, we suppose that a(u) = b(u)u for some continuous function
b: Ry =R

Let C7*(R), C*(R) and C§'(R) be the set of n-th continuously differentiable
functions with bounded, compact support and vanishing at infinity, respectively.
Also, the subscript ‘+’ means the subset of the nonnegative elements.

Definition 1.1. (Rapidly decreasing functions) For C'(R), let
el f(@)|, peR.

We introduce subspace Crqp(R) of C(R) b
Crap(R) ={f € C(R) : |[f]x <00 for every A > 0}.
Let 8 >0, r € (0,1] and Ly, 1y, L, > 0.
Theorem 1.2. Let b€ C(Ry) and o € C(Ry)4 satisfies
~lp(u’ +1) <b(u) < L (1.1)
0<o(u) < Ly(u" +u). (1.2)

|f|p = sup
T

Then, for any ug € Crqp(R)y, there are solutions to the following martingale
problem:

For all XS CQ( )
= [ ¢(z)u(t,z)dx — [ ¢p(x)uo(x)dx
~y f 74+ b(u(s, x)))p(z)u(s, z)dzds (1.3)
is an F}'-martingale with

Z(@)) = [y [ olu(s,x))?p(z)*dzds.

Especially, t — u(t,-) is the continuous map from Ry — CF (R).

rap

Remark: Solutions to the martingale problem of ([3]) are solutions to

Remark: If b(u) V 0 is unbounded and solutions exist, then solutions may
blow up in finite time. Actually, b(u) = u® for @ > 0 with boundary condition
u(t,0) = u(t,R) =0 for t > 0, R > 0, then the solution blow up[2l 3] [].



2 Preliminary

Let By be the one dimensional Brownian motion and P, be the law of B starting
at x. Also, we denote by Ps , the law of ¥; = (¢, B;) for 0 < s <t, z € R. Let
&y be the set of the bounded measurable functions on Ry x R.

For ¢ € &, we define the semigroup P; associated to (¢, B:) by

Pt¢(5; 1') = Ps,x ((b(tv Bt)) :
Also, we denote by A the generator of Y, that is for ¢ € Cp(R4 X R)

A¢(S, :L') _ }111{‘% Py, (¢(Ys+2)) — (b(s, :L')

if the limit exists,

3

and

D(A) = {¢ c&y: }1}\41% Pz (9(s11)) — #(5,2) exists.}

h
In particular, ¢(t, s) = ¢1(t)p2(z) for ¢1 € C}(R), and ¢2 € CZ(R),

Ao(t,x) = <% + %A) )

Let Mp(R) be the space of finite measures on R with the topology of weak
convergence.

Let b € Cy(R) and v € Cp(R)4.. Then, for ¢t € [0,00) and m € Mp(R), there
exists Dawson-Watanabe superprocess characterized by the unique solution to
the following martingale problem:

For any ¢ € D(A),
Zi(9) = Xu(6) — m(e) — [y (A+b) d(s,2) X,(dx)ds

is an F;¥-martingale and
(Z(9))e = [y 7(@)(s, 2)* X, (d)ds

We denote it by X and its law by Py, ; 4. Especially, we call it (B, b, y)-super-
Brownian motion. We remark that X takes continuous M p(R)-valued paths.
We define

Qx = C([0,00), Mp(R))
with its Borel o-field FX. Let

fX[s,t] =0(X,:s<r<t)
and

~ 1
FXst4] = () FX [sit 4+~ |-
5, 4] Ql [s + n}
Especially, we write 77X = FX|0,1].

For our convenience, we will identify the element w of L} (R) with the element
of Mp(R) by

/ u(z)dz, for B € B(R).
B



3 Proof

In this section, we will construct a solution of the martingale problem (3.
At the moment, we assume that

1
-1
7’6(2,]

*(u)

and we define v : Ry — R by

Y(u) =

We remark that v(u) is continuous in u € [0,00) and 0 < y(u) < C(y)(1 + u).
For X € Qx, we define

1{u > 0}.

limy, 00 2" Xt (I (),  if the limit exists,
(t,x) = .
0 otherwise,

where I,,(z) = [j27",(j + 1)27™) 2 x, j € Z. By [B, Theorem 1.4] and [12]
Theorem 2.5], if we assume b € Cy(R), v € Cp(R) 4+ and m has rapidly decreasing
continuous density ug, then u(t, z) exists Py, p y-a.s. and also u(t,-) € Crqep(R) 4.
Now, we construct new probability measures P on (Qx, F, F;¥) by induction
as follows:

Let 6, = L for each n € N. The restriction of P" to F¥[0,4,] is given by
Poig,b(uo),v(uo)s Where we remark that b(ug) € Cp(R) and y(ug) € Cp(R)4 since
ug € Crap(R)4. That is, X; is the super-Brownian motion (B, b(uog),y(uo)) up
to time t = 4,,.

Given {u(t,z) : (t,x) € [0,0,] x R}, we suppose that the restriction of P"
to FX[6,,268,] is given by Pus blus, )y(us,)- Lhat is given {u(dn, ) : © € R},
Xtys, evolves as the super-Brownian motion (B, b(us, ), v(us,)) for 0 <t < 4,
with staring us, (z)dx, where we write u(t, z) = us(z).

Inductively, we can construct P" on (Qx, FX, F7X). In particular, t — u(t,-)
is a continuous Cyqp(R)4-valued process under P,

Let u™(t,x) = u([%]én, x). Then, for all ¢ € D(A),

Z(6) = X,(r) - / o (o ) dx
= [ [ 65, + b (5,99) 95, 0) X, (s
0
is a ft)i—martingale under P” and

2(6)) = /0 / (W (5, 9))6 (5,) X (dy)ds, P"-a.5.

We define the Feynman-Kac semigroup associated the Brownian motion B
and g € Cy(R) by

P2o(s.0) = By e [ atByir) .30 05 <t sl



Then, we have that for ¢ € Dy(A)

AP? (s,y)

t
= }11{‘%% (Es,y |:Es+h,Bs+h |:eXp (/s+h g(BT)dT) ¢(ta Bt):|:|

5y oo ([ amar) ot )
= —g9W) P () (s,9).

Lemma 3.1. For allt >0 and ¢ € Dy(A),

P (|X,(6)]) < / P 1610, y)uo(y)dy.

Proof. First, we let ¢ > 0 for all (t,2) € Ry x R. Since b(u™) < L P"-a.s., we
have that

Xi(t) /PL (0, y)uo(y)dy +/ / uo(y)) — L) PFr o (r, ) X, (dy)dr
+ Zy(Pl ¢)
< [ o puv)dy + Z(PH6)

fort € [0, 0, P™-a.s. and the statement follows up to t = d,, since P” (Z (PtLb (¢))) =
0. By definition of P", we have that

X,(60) = / PE$(Sns )" (O y)dy + Ze(PF')) — Zs, (P 9)
/ / L) PEo(r.y) X, (dy)dr
< /PtLb¢(5na y)u”((‘)'n, y)dy + Zt(PtLb¢) - Zzin (PtLb¢)

fort € [0,26,] and by the Markov property, P" (Zt(PtL”qb) - Zs, (PtL”qb)’ .7-'5)2) =

0 P™-a.s.. Hence, P"(X;(¢:)) < /PtLb¢(5n,y)]P’”(u(5n,y))dy < /PtLb¢(0,y)uO(y)dy.

By inductively, the statement follows for all ¢ € [0,00). Also, since |X;(¢¢)] <
Xi(|o¢]), the statement holds for ¢ € Dy(A). O

For A>0,t>0,q>0, let

Un(\ q,t) = sup/e”\lzlﬁm (u(s,x)9) du.

s<t
Lemma 3.2. (i) For ¢ € Dy(A), we have that

P ((Z(9))1) < oo.

(i1) sup, vn(, q,t) < oo for any q > 0.



Proof. We will divide the proof into several steps as follows.
Step (1-k) For each ko, (k € N), P*((Z(¢))ks, ) < o0.

Step (2-k) We will extend Z to an orthogonal martingale measure {Z(¢) : ¢ €
Ev} (see [I3]) up to time ¢ = kdy,.

Step (3-k) sup,, vn(A, ¢, kdp) < 0o

We will prove the above statements by induction; step (1-1) = step (2-1) =
step (3-1) = step (1-2) =

Step [l

It follows by the property of super-Brownian motion that

P ((Z(6))s,) = / (v (10 ()5, )?) P (u(5, )y
On
— C(9) / P (X, (1(uo()))) ds

On
%) / / P (ug) (y o () dyds

On
< C(y,8)ehon / / (1+ Poo(y)) uo(y)dyds

C(y, g)e"o (/ /uo +ug(y )dyds)

where we have used Lemma Bl in the third line. Also, if v, (), ¢, kd,) < oo
then we have by the Markov property that

P" ({Z(9)) (ks1)5, — (Z(D))ns,, | Fis.,)

k+1)6
/ w(kba,y))bls, 9)*B" (u(s,y)| u(k,, ) dyds
(k+1)6
< C /k / k(sna uk(;n,b(uk(;n),'y(uk(;n)(u(s - k(sna y))dyds
(k+1)5,
C(v, o L” "/ /(1 + Pou™(kdn, y))u™ (kdn, y)dyds
ko,

(k+1)8,
C (v, p)er "/ / "(kbn,y) u"(kén,y)Q) dyds, P"-a.s.,
k6

where we have used the same argument of Proof of Lemma [B]in the forth line.
By taking expectation with assumption, we can obtain that P" ((Z(¢)) (k+1)s, ) <
0.

Step

We assume that step ([I}k). We will show that we can extend Z;(¢) be an
orthogonal martingale on R up to ¢t = kd,,. ¢, € Dp(A) and ¢ € &, satisfies
that ¢, — ¢ pointwise boundedly, then

P" (Z(60) — 2 (/ J A ) 0 o) Pl s



— 0, asm,{ — o0

for ¢t < k4, by the dominated convergence theorem. Thus, Z;(¢,,) converges
to a continuous square integrable martingale uniformly in ¢ on compacts in L?
and we can extend Z to an orthogonal martingale measure {Z(¢) : ¢ € &,} such
that

t
Z(p))e = /0 /v(u"(s,y))qﬁ(s,y)Qu(s,y)dyds, for 0 <t < kd, and ¢ € &,.

Also, if ¢ : Qx x [0,kd,] x R — R is ;¥ x B(R4 x R)-predictable and

t
P (/ /W(U"(S,y))ﬂﬁ(waS,y)Qu(s,y)dyds> < oo, for 0 <t<kd,,
0

then we can extend Z to a stochastic integral of the form

Z. ¢):/O (b(w,r,y)dZ(r,y).

Step [3

The statement is true for the case ¢ = 1 by Lemma Bl for any ¢ > 0.
Indeed, let {¢m(x) : m € N} be the Dy(A)4-valued non-decreasing sequence
such that lim,, oo ¢ (x) = e**| pointwisely. Then, by Fubini’s theorem and
by monotone convergence theorem, we have that

P" (/e’\l'lu(t,x)dx) = Jlim P" (/m u(t, x dm)

hm P™ (Xt(¢e))

<hmsup/P ¥|del(y)uo(y)dy

{—00

= [Py,

By Lemma B.1],

a0 1,8) < sup [ PE ) )ua(w)dy

s<t

< supeLbs/Ps(ek“‘)(y)uo(y)dy

s<t
< e(t, ) / Alug(y)dy,

where we have used Lemma 6.2 in [I2] in the last line. Thus, sup,, v, (A, 1,1) <
0.

For zy € R, let ¢s(x) = \/2175 exp (—%) and for A > X > 0, we define

T(¢) = inf {t >0 |ug|y = sup e u(t, )| > E} .



We assume that step ([2Zk). Then, we have for 0 < s < ¢ < kd,, and £ > 0
that by taking (s, z) = eL*(t=%) ¢, . (z)

() > 1) / 6o (@)ult, v)dz
+1{T(0) < 1} / P TOg, o (w)u(T(0),y)dy
= [ toromoay+ | e [0 5.30) — L) D00t s
O b b

tAT(£)
+ / /eLb(tis)thfers(y)dZ(Svy)'
0

It is clear that each term converges P"-a.s.except the last term as ¢ \, 0.
Therefore,

HT() > t}hu(t, zp)

T < 1) / PETO g ()a(T(0), y)dy
EAT ()
— ple uo ) (x u"(s — eLb(t_s) t—s uls, S
P (o) o>+/0 /(b( (5,9)) — Lu) Gra(y)u(s, y)dyd

e—0

tAT(£)
+ lim /eL”(t*S)@,HE(y)dZ(s,y), P"-a.s.
0

Also,

AT (0) 2
p" (( / / ePr(t=9) <¢ts+e<y>¢ts<y»d2<s,y>> )
0

EAT ()
—p ( /O / 2= (b () — ()2 (" (5 ) (s, y)dyds>
EAT ()
< c(y)P" ( / / L) (6, (9) — bros(y))? (u"(5,y) + 1>>u<s,y>dyds>

t

<+ 1) [ [ Gialy) — 1 (0) s =0, a5 = 0
0

by the dominated convergence theorem. Thus, we have that

HT(0) > thult, wo) + 1{T(£) < t} P u(T(¢), ) (o)
tAT(0)
= Pruglan) + [ [ b 0) = LB g (y)us, )y
tAT(£)
elo(t=9)g, s,y), P"-a.s.
" / [ B9z, P

Especially, we have that

AT (£)
ut, 20)1{t < T(0)} < PP ug(zo) + / / =9, (y)dZ(s,y), P -as.
0



Thus, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,
P (u(t, 0)?1{t < T(¢)})

< c(q) (PtLbuo(fco)) ’

[N

)

+c(g,y)P" <</0 /1{t < T(0) et g, (y)*(u"(s,y) + 1)%(s,y)dyds>

+e(q)P" <(/Ot/1{t < T(f)}e”b“‘s)aﬁt—s(y)QW(U"(s,y))U(s,y)dyds)

< e(q.7) (P uo(wo))

[N

)

< c(q,7) (PtLbUO(iEO)) !

T elg,r) ( / t / aﬁt_s(y)Qdyds) "

B ([ 140 TR0 60 () )+ ) s ) )
< c(q,7) (PtLbuo(Sco)q + (t(qQ)M /Ot /(t —5) " hs(y)

P (1t < T(O}e" =) (uls,y)? +u"(s.9)" + u(s,y)/?) ) dyds) ),

where we have used the facts that ¢,(y)2 < Ct~2¢(y) and fot [ ¢(x)?dzds <
CtY/2. Let vp (N, q,5,0) = supugsfe)“z‘]P’” (u(u,z)91{s < T(¢)})dx. Then, we
have that

Vn(A q,t,0)

< e(q,7) sup < [ P @un(ayras

s<t

+ tla=/4 /Ot/(t s) 2P (M) (y)elrati=s)
x P (1{15 <T)} (u”(s,y)q +u(s,y)?+ u(s,y)q/Q)) dyds)

< clg, Aty Ly)

< ([ hwuwras + [ (= 72 g, 0) 4 v(0g/2.5.0) i)

t
< (g Mt L) (Iuglm-l b [0 w080 4002 s,mds)
0

Since vy, (A, ¢,t,¢) < oo for ¢ > 1 by definition of T'(£) and sup,, v, (A, 1,¢,£) <
sup,, n(A, 1,t) < oo, we have by using the Lemma inductively that for
q=2"

sup vn (A, ¢, t,£) < (g, \, t, v, Ly, ug) < 0o, 0 <t < kdy,.

Thus, letting £ — oo, we have sup,, v, (A, ¢, kdy) < oo for ¢ = 2™ and also for
any q > 0. U



Lemma 3.3. ([8, Lemma 4.1]) Assume g : [0,T] — [0,00) is bounded, f :
[0,T7] — [0,00) is non-decreasing, and g(t) < c(f(t) + fg(t — 5)712g(s)ds),
t <T. Then, g(t) < f(t) exp(4ct'/?) fort <T.

Corollary 3.4. Let ¢ € &. Then, we have that
[ ottty = [ PFo0.g)un(wy
/ [0) = L)PE (s, y)uts, v)duds

+/0 /PtL”qﬁ(s,y)dZ(Say)’

and when we write Zy(p) = fot J o(s,y)dZ(s,y), its quadratic variation is given
by

/ / (s,y)u(s,y)dyds, P"-a.s.for allt < oo

if it is finite. Especially, we have that for all (t,z) € Ry x R,

ult, z) = Poug(x // (s, )) 67 o (y)uls, ) (y)dyds

+/0 /aﬁf_s(y)dz(say)a

where ¢¥ (y) = \/21? exp (— (y;f) )

The following two lemmas will be used to prove the tightness of P™(u € ).

Lemma 3.5. Let pi(x) = \/%exp (fé—j) and pi(x) =0 if t < 0. If T, X > 0,

)
there exists a C(T,\) < 0o such that

//pts —x) = pr—s(y — 2'))%e M dyds
<OT N |z — 2|+t —t'[Y2)e Nl for0<t <t <T,|z—a'| <1,A>0.

Lemma 3.6. Let {X,,(¢, ) : t > 0,n € N} be a sequence of continuous Cyqp(R)4 -
valued processes. Suppose that there exist some a > 0, 8 > 2 and for all
T,\ >0, there exists C(T,\) > 0 such that

P (| Xn(t,2) = X (', 2)|%) < C (|l = 2')P + |t = t']7) e,
for allt,t' € [0,T], [x —a'| <1L,neN.

If{Px, 0y} is tight on Crap(R) 1, then {P (X, : n € N)} is tight on C([0,00), Crap(R) ).

The reader can refer the proof of these lemmas to [8, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma
4.4].

Now, we will show the tightness of P"(u € -).

10



Proposition 3.7. {P"(u € -) : n € N} is tight on C([0,00),C}F ).

rap

Proof. Let a(t,z) = u(t, z) — P *ug(x). Since t — PFrug € C([0,00), Cit ), we

rap

will show that {P"(¢ € -) : n € N} is tight. Let ¢ > 1, 0 < ¢t <t < T and

|z — 2’| <1 and pi(x) = \/;—exp( ) t > 0and z € R and pi(z) = 0 for
t < 0. Then, by Corollary [34]

P" (Ja(t, x) —a(t', "))

(( [ [ = L) (sl = ) = ol = ) s ) )
(( [ (570 = ) b ,0) = Lad sty — o s )
(( [ [ e vt s, - 1y é<y—x'>u<s,y>dyds>2q)

( [ [ e, - s<y:c>p“<yx'>>2u<s,y>dyds)q>
o )

(
(/ / (B0 — Bl 5 (s,y»(pt/s(yz/>>2u(s,y)dyds>
((/ J ) s<y—w’>>2u<s,y>dyds>q>

< clartanT8) ([ [ (B (060 1) ) ™) 09 (sl =) = pocaly — ) s

’ (/t / (pr—sly =) = prr—sly — ') e%ydyds) 2q1>

+e(q, Ly, T, b)|t' — t|2 (/ / P” u"(s,y)" +1) (s,y))Qq) O (g — )
x </o /(pt/—s(y*z/)) e‘zq—llyldyds>%1>
e </tt / (]Pm (" (s,9)" + 1) uls, y))Qq) P (py_(y — 2))? dyds
) </t/ / (per—s(y = )’ e%ydyds> Qq_l)

(. Lo T (/ [# (@ + s >>>eq*y<pts<y:c>p“<yx’>>2dyds)

’ (/0 /(Pt—s(y — ) = pr—s(y - ))? eq“llyldyds) q_1>

T elg. L Tl t|2q(/ [P s+ 1l 1)) e ey ) s

11



x (/ot/(Pt/—s(y —2))? e‘ﬂly'dyds)q_j

+ C(qa Ly, T, 7) (/t /Pn (((un(s’ y) + 1) U(S, y))q) el (pt’—s(y - -T/))2 dyd5>

x (/ot/(l?t'—s(y —2))? e;ﬂllwdyds)q_l)

< C(q,)\,Lb,T, b7f'y> (|:L' _ .CC/|q_1 + |t - tl|%) e—)\\m\.

Since ug € C+ | the result follows. O

rap’

Proof of Theorem L2 for § < r < 1. For fixed ug(-) € C}f,,(R), let {un(s,z) : (s,z) € Ry x R}
have the law of P". By Lemma [B7 there exist subsequences Ny such that
uy, = u in C([0,00), Cf,,(R)). By Skorohod’s theorem, we may assume that
{un, : k € N}U{u} can be constructed on the same probability space (€, F,P)
and uy,, converges uniformly to u P-a.s. for a subsequence {k : £ € N}.
Then, we remark by continuity of b and ~ that for any 7" > 0 and K > 0
sup sup |b(u"(t,z)) — b(u(t,x))] — 0
t<T |2|<K

sup sup |y(u"(t,z)) —v(u(t,z))| = 0, asn — oo
1<T |a| <K

P"-a.s. Lemma [B7] implies that for each ¢ € C2(R; x R)
Zi(p) = /(b(t,x)u(t,x)dx/gb((),z)uo(x)d:c/o /(Ad)(s,:c) + b(u(s,x))o(s,x)) u(s, z)dxds,
20 = [ [ *s.ontuts.z)uts. opdrs

are F;'-martingales under P. Then, we can extend Z to an orthogonal martingale
measure {Z(¢) : ¢ € &} by the same argument in the proof of Lemma B2
Thus, u; is a solution of the martingale problem (L3)).

O

In the end of this paper, we will give the proof of Theorem [ 2for 0 < r < %

1/2
Proof of Theorem L2 for 0 < r < 3. Let oy, (u) = o(u) (ﬁ) . Then, it is
clear that o, (u) satisfies that

0<o,(u) < L;(szrl/2 + u)
and

sup o, (u) = o(u).
Thus, for each n, there exists a Ciqp(R)1-valued solution to the martingale
problem (3] for b and o,,. We denote it by u,. Then, the same results as the
above Lemmas and Propositions are true for w, so that {P(u, € -) : n € N} is
tight on C([0,00),C,,). Also, the same argument as the proof for 1/2 <r <1

does hold and we complete the proof. [l
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