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ABSTRACT

Higher moment a priori estimates for solutions to nonlinear SPDEs governed by
locally-monotone operators are obtained under appropriate coercivity condition.
These are then used to extend known existence and uniqueness results for nonlin-
ear SPDEs under local monotonicity conditions to allow derivatives in the operator
acting on the solution under the stochastic integral.
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1. Introduction

Let T' > 0 be given, (2, %, (% )e(o0,1);P) be a stochastic basis and W := (W})ejo,1]
be an infinite dimensional Wiener martingale with respect to (% )co,7], i-e. the coor-

dinate processes (W} )te[O,Th j € N are independent .#;-adapted Wiener processes and
W, — W, is independent of .%, for s < t. Further assume that H is a separable Hilbert
space, V' is a separable, reflexive Banach space embedded continuously and densely in
H and V* is the dual of V. Identifying H with H* using the Riesz representation and
the inner product in H one obtains the Gelfand triple

Ve H=H" V"

where — denotes continuous and dense embeddings.
Consider the stochastic evolution equation

t 00t
Uy = Ug +/ As(ug)ds + Z/ Bl (ug)dW?, te(0,T], (1)

where the initial condition ug is an H-valued .%y-measurable random variable. More-
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over A and B7,j € N, are progressively measurable non-linear operators mapping
[0,7] x Q x V into V* and H respectively. The exact assumptions will be given in
Section [2I Further note that the formulation of (IJ) is equivalent to considering the
analogous equation driven by a cylindrical Wiener process, see Appendix [Al

The nonlinear stochastic evolution equation () has been initially studied in Par-
doux ﬂﬂ] and Krylov and Rozovskii ﬂﬁ], where a priori estimates are proved, giving the
second moment estimates under what are now classical monotonicity, coercivity and
growth assumptions. This then allows the authors to obtain existence and uniqueness
of solutions to (). One of the key results in ﬂﬁ] is the theorem about It6’s formula for
the square of the norm of a continuous semimartingale in a Gelfand triple obtained
separately from the related stochastic evolution equation. This theorem provides the
continuity of the solution in the pivot space of the Gelfand triple and is key to obtain-
ing the a priori estimates and in proving the existence and uniqueness of the solution.
These, now classical results, have been generalized in a number of directions. Of those
one notes the inclusion of general cadlag semimartingales as the driving process in
stochastic integral, see Gyongy and Krylov ﬂa] and Gyongy ﬂa . Closely related to the
results in this paper is the work by Liu and Rockner ] (or [13]). They extended the
framework of Krylov and Rozovskii ﬂﬁ] to stochastic evolution equations when the oper-
ators are only locally monotone and the operator A, which is the operator acting in the
bounded variation term, satisfies a less restrictive growth condition. To obtain a gen-
eralization in this direction Liu and Rockner ﬂﬂ] need higher order moment estimates
and to obtain them they place a restrictive assumption on the growth of the operator
B (i.e. [@)), which is the operator acting on the solution under the stochastic integral.
As a consequence one may not have derivatives appearing in this operator. The local
monotonicity and coercivity conditions are further weakened in Liu and Roéckner ﬂﬁ]
but again at the expense of having a growth restriction on the operator B. Moreover,
Brzezniak, Liu and Zhu E] extend the results in ﬂl_JJ] to include equations driven by
Lévy noise but again with suboptimal growth restrictions on the operators appearing
under the stochastic integrals (see also Remark H)). Fully deterministic equations under
local monotonicity assumptions are considered in Liu m]

The main contribution of this paper is to identify appropriate coercivity assumption
which allows one to obtain higher order moment estimates and to prove existence and
uniqueness of solutions to (II) without the need to explicitly restrict the growth of the
operator B. To be exact, we prove our results without requiring the first inequality in
(1.2) in [11] or equivalently in (5.2) in [13] or (1.2) in [2].

Examples of stochastic partial differential equations which do not fit the framework
of Krylov and Rozovskii ﬂé} or Liu and Rockner , ] or Brzezniak, Liu and Zhu @]
but which fit into the setting of this paper are given. See also Remark [Il Finally, an
example is considered that, together with results from Brzezniak and Veraar B], shows
that the coercivity assumption identified in this paper is, in this context, the optimal
one. See Example

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2] the main results about higher-
order moment estimates as well as existence and uniqueness of solutions are stated,
together with the assumptions required. Section [3 is devoted to proving the a priori
estimates and uniqueness of the solution. Galerkin discretization is used to obtain a
finite-dimensional approximation to () in Section @l Moreover moment bounds for the
solutions of the finite-dimensional equations, uniform in the discretization parameter,
are established. These are used in Section [l to prove existence of solution to (II).
Finally, Section [6] is devoted to examples of quasi-linear and semi-linear stochastic
partial differential equations which fit into the framework of this article.



2. Assumptions and Main Results

Let (Q, 7, (Zt)iec)o,1),P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions,
i.e., the probability space (2,.%,P) is complete, .%( contains all the P-null sets that
are in F and (F)ejo,r) is right continuous. Let W := (W;)icjo,r) be an infinite
dimensional Wiener martingale with respect to (F)ejo,7)-

Let (X,|-|x) be a separable and reflexive Banach Space. For a given constant
p € [1,00), LP(€2; X) denotes the Bochner—Lebesgue space of equivalence classes of
random variables x taking values in X such that the norm

|33|LP(Q;X) = (E|$|§();

is finite. Again, LP(0,7; X') denotes the Bochner—Lebesgue space of equivalence classes
of X-valued measurable functions such that the norm

1

T 1
2| e 0,1:x) == (/0 || dt) !

is finite while L>°(0,7"; X)) denotes the Bochner—Lebesgue space of X-valued measur-
able functions which are essentially bounded, i.e.

|:E|Loo(07T;X) = esssup |z x < 00.
te(0,7)

Finally, LP((0,T) x2; X) denotes the Bochner-Lebesgue space of equivalence classes
of X-valued stochastic processes which are progressively measurable and the norm

T 1
|Z] e (0, 7)x X)) = (E/O |z % dt)p

is finite.

Moreover, let (H,(-,-),| - |m) be a separable Hilbert space, identified with its dual
and let (V, |-|y) denote a separable, reflexive Banach space embedded continuously and
densely in H with (V*,| - |y+) denoting its dual and (-,-) the duality pairing between
V and V*. Thus one has

V -« H= H" < V*

with continuous and dense embeddings.
Let A and B’, j € N, be non-linear operators mapping [0,7] x £ x V into V*
and H respectively. Assume that for all v,w € V, the processes ((A;(v), w))efo, 7] and

((B{ (v),w))ieqo,r) are progressively measurable. Since the concept of weak measura-
bility and strong measurability of a mapping coincide if the codomain is separable,
one gets that for all v € V, j € N, (A4(v))sepo,r) and (B (v))iejo,r] are progressively
measurable. Finally, ug is assumed to be a given H-valued .#j-measurable random
variable.

The following assumptions are made on the operators. There exist constants o >
1,8>0,p0>p+2, 0>0, K, L and a nonnegative f € L%O((O,T) x 2; R) such that,
almost surely, the following conditions hold for all ¢ € [0, 7.



A - 1 (Hemicontinuity). For all y,x,z in V, the map
e (Ay(x +ex),y)

1S continuous.

A - 2 (Local Monotonicity). For all z,z in V,

2(As(x) — A(T +Z|B’ (@)

< L(1+ !a?\v)(l +zl5)le — z%.

A - 3 (Coercivity). For all x in 'V,
2(A¢(),z) + (po — 1) Z|B] Vi + 0lzly < fi + Klz|3;.

- 4 (Growth of A). For all x in 'V,

o

|A(@)[5 < (fi + Kl|2[3)(1 + [2).

Note that, if pg = 2, i.e. 8 =0 and L = 0, then the conditions A{lto Al reduce to
corresponding ones used in Krylov and Rozovskii ﬂﬂ]

Throughout the article a generic constant C' will be used and it may change from
line to line.

Remark 1. From Assumptions A3l and A{4] one obtains
Z Bl @)l < C(L+ £ +1ally + |olg + lalg 215

almost surely for all ¢t € [0,7] and = € V. Indeed, using Holder’s inequality, Young’s
inequality and Assumption A one obtains that almost surely for all x € V and
t € [0,7],

(Ad@),2) < = |A@)7 +
< L (o + KR+ Jelf) + Llaly

< O(fi+ ol +lalP ol + £ + 0+ lala)™).

1 (07
a’l’\v

The above inequality along with Assumption A{3] gives the result.

Remark 2. From Assumptions Al A{2 and A one obtains that almost surely
for all ¢ € [0,T], the operator A; is demicontinuous, i.e. v, — v in V implies that
Ai(vy) — A¢(v) in V*. This follows using similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma
2.1 in Krylov and Rozovskii [d)].



One consequence of this remark is that, progressive measurability of some process
(v¢)iejo,r) implies the progressive measurability of the process (A;(vt))se(o,7)-

Definition 2.1 (Solution). An adapted, continuous, H-valued process u is called a
solution of the stochastic evolution equation () if

i) dt x P almost everywhere u € V' and

T
E/ (luelfs + Juel2y) df < oo
0

ii) for every t € [0,7] and ¢ € V
t o0 t ) )
(11:6) = (w0.6) + [ (4, u0).0)ds + > [ @.Biwpaws as

Note that the fact that u is a continuous, H-valued process and i) in Definition 2]
implies that almost surely

T
/0 (el + el b5 ) e < .

The following are the main results of this article.

Theorem 2.2 (A priori estimates). If u is a solution of ([Il) and Assumptions A{3
and A{j hold, then

T T p
sup E|ut|§; + E/ |ut|ﬁ_2|ut|‘€‘/dt < C’IE<|u0|ﬁ + / ffds) for pg > 2,
t€[0,7] 0 0

(2)

T T
sup E\utﬁ{ + E/ Jug|§rdt < CE(’UQ‘%{ +/ fsds>.
te[0,7 0 0

Moreover,

T
E sup \ut]%{ ﬁCE(‘U()’%{-F/ fsds)
te[0,7 0

T b r
and E sup |ulfy" < CE(|U0|§; +/ fs? ds) ,
t€[0,T] 0

for any r € (0,1), where C' depends only on py, K,T,r and 6.

Note that if pg > 2 then one cannot make use of the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy
inequality to prove [B]). Indeed, in this case one would end up with a higher moment
on the right-hand side than on the left when trying to prove the a priori estimate. One
avoids this problem by using Lenglart’s inequality (see, e.g. Lemma 3.2 in Gy6ngy and
Krylov ﬂﬂ]) but this means one can only get ([B) for 2 < p < py.

Theorem 2.3 (Uniqueness of solution). Let Assumptions A{3 to A{j hold and
ug € LP(Q; H). If u and u are two solutions of (), then the processes w and u



are indistinguishable, i.e.

IF’( sup |uy — uelg = 0) =1.
t€[0,7]

Theorem 2.4 (Existence of solution). If Assumptions A{ll to A{j hold and uy €
LPo(Q; H), then the stochastic evolution equation (Il) has a unique solution.

At first glance Assumption A{3] (equivalently A3 see the Appendix) seems to be
more restrictive than the one used in Liu and Réckner ﬂﬂ] and the reader may conclude
that our results do not cover some SPDEs that can be treated by ﬂﬂ] However this
is not the case. Given the growth condition on operator B that has been assumed in
ﬂﬂ, Theorem 1.1, inequality (1.2)], Assumption A3 follows immediately from their
coercivity condition. Indeed, below we recall the coercivity condition (H3) and growth
condition (1.2) used by Liu and Réckner [11]: for all (£,w) € [0,7] x Q and z € V,

2A(), @) + |Bo(@) oy rary + Ol < fi+ Klal. (4)

and
B2y < Cfi + [al): (5)
Then multiplying (&) by (po —2) and adding the equation obtained to (), one obtains
2( (), 2) + (po — V|Bi (@) 2, pry + 012l < Jo+ Klaly

where, f, = Ji +C(po — 2) f¢ with feLZ(0,T) x QR) and K = K + C(py — 2)
which implies A3 holds. Examples [6.1] [6.2], and show that the converse does
not hold. Moreover Example shows that our assumption A{3] (which is equivalent
to Af3) is sharp.
3. A priori Estimates and Uniqueness of Solution
Proof of Theorem [2.2. Let u be a solution to equation () in the sense of Definition

211 Then, applying the Itd’s formula for the square of the norm (see, e.g., Theorem
3.2 in [d] or Theorem 4.2.5 in [15]), one obtains

t 00
ol = ool + [ (2 )+ 3 1B ) s
j=1
0t
+2Z/ (us, BI (us))dW?
j=1"0

almost surely for all ¢t € [0,T]. Notice that this is a real-valued It6 process. Thus, by
1t6’s formula,

dlualfy = 5 el (20 A (), ) + Y 1B wn)l )
j=1



g : : —2 4 — -
Fpolud?y >3 e B )y + PP =2t S ] )
j=1 j=1

almost surely for all ¢ € [0, 7], which on using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

0o PO) e gl
57 < B3 (20 Ae(we). ) + (oo — 1) 1B () )t
j=1

+poludlly ™ (ur, BY (ue))dW7 . (7)
=1

One aims to apply Lenglart’s inequality (see, e.g., Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.3 in ﬂﬂ])
To that end let 7 be some stopping time. Moreover, to estimate the term containing the
stochastic integral in ([7), one needs a sequence (0, )nen of stopping times converging
to T as n — oo, defined by

on =inf{t € [0,T] : |u¢g|g >n} NT. ()

By using Assumption A{3l and Young’s inequality in (7)), one obtains

uinounelfy < ol + 22 [ g (£ + Kluolhy — el )
t/\UnATH_UOH+2 Us | pr s T L8 |Uus| g Us|y | @S
o0 tAT, AT 9 ) ]
b [ty Bl aw]
j=170

AT AT pg Po — 2 tAoT, AT
< uoly +/ fs* ds + 5 / lus|ty ds
0 0

Do tAo, AT Do tAT, AT 9
+—K/ |us|§;ds—9—/ oty [22=2 sy s
2 0 2 Jo

tANOT, AT

0y / ot 292 (110, B (11,)) VY
j=17"
Thus,

pO AT, N\T 9
tperpr 22 + 6 / ot 292 ety s
0

2
tAo, AT PO K—|—1 ) t
< |uoly +/ [s*ds+ % / Ls<o, nrilts|irds
0 0
o0 tAo, 9 ) )
e [ Ll B )W, (9)
j=1""9

Then in view of Remark [Tl and the fact that u is a solution of equation (), it follows
that

S tAo, . .
EZ/(; 1{8§T}|us|ﬁ_2(us’Bg(uS))dWSj =0.
=1



Therefore, taking expectation in (@), one obtains

Do tAT, AT _
E|utpo, arloy +97E/ lus |y ™" us| S ds
0
Po T ow pO(K+1)_2 ! Po
S Elugly +E [ fs* ds+ fE/ [Usno, nr[pds. (10)
0 0

From this Gronwall’s lemma yields

T
po(K+1)—2 o PTO
Elusns, arlfy < ™57 TEJuolfy + / fi* ds) (1)
0

for all ¢ € [0, T]. Letting n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma, one obtains

po(K+1)—

2 T plo}
Eluinelfy < ™5 TE(Juolfy + [ f,* ds) (12)
0

for all ¢ € [0, T]. Using Lenglart’s inequality, with the process (|uTAt|ﬁ) >0 One gets

T

T (K+1)—2 Po

B swp [ully” < 7o B (ol + [ £ as)
te[0,T] 1—r 0

for any r € (0, 1), which proves second inequality in (3]).

In order to prove (), the estimate (III) is used in the right-hand side of (I0) with
7 =T and with n — co. One thus obtains

t T g
Elu by + H%E/ ]us@)_zlus]?‘/ds < CE(!UO\% +/ fs? ds)
0 0

for all ¢t € [0, T]. If Assumption A3lholds for some py > 5+ 2, then it holds for py = 2
as well. Thus, using the stopping times (o,)nen in (6) and taking expectation, one
obtains, using the same localizing argument as before, that

¢ T ¢
E|Ut|§{+9E/O |us|7ds §E<|u0|§{+/0 fst) +E/O K |ug|%ds.

for all ¢t € [0,T]. Application of Gronwall’s lemma yields,

T
sup E]utﬁ{ < CE(’UQ’%{ +/ fsds>
te[0,7 0

which in turn gives

T T
HE/ lus|§rds < CE(!UO\%{ +/ fs ds)
0 0

and hence (2]) holds.
To complete the proof it remains to show first inequality in (B]). This is done using
the same argument as in Krylov and Rozovskii ﬂﬂ] It is included here for convenience



of the reader. Considering the sequence of stopping times o,, defined in (§) and using
Remark [1 along with Definition 2.1l one observes that the stochastic integral in the
right-hand side of (@) is a local martingale. Thus invoking the Burkholder—Davis—
Gundy inequality, one gets

tAo,
E sup ‘Z/ (us, BI (us))dW?

t€[0,T]

TNo, ) 1
(s, Bi(us))Pds)

Further, on using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Remark [l and Young’s inequality one
obtains

£ i/ot/\an(us,Bg(us))de‘ §4E<§;/0
_ =

te[0,T] =1

TNo, 1

oo 3 1 B3 () 3y s )

N 1
<8 ( sup fuuns i [ (Fa ol + ) ds)
t€[0,7] 0

TNo,
< B sup fune, i+ CE [ (Fut fualhy + ) ds. (13)
te[0,7) 0

Moreover, taking supremum and then expectation in (@) and using Assumption A3
along with (I3]), one obtains

E sup ]ut/\an\%{ <eE sup \ut/\gn]%{

te[0,T] t€[0,T
T T
+ C<E|u0|%{ + E/ fsds + E/ lus|{-ds + sup E|ut|%{>
0 0 te[0,7]
Finally, by choosing € small and using (2) for py = 2, one obtains
E sup |upne, |5 < C E\uo]H —i—E/ fsds

t€[0,T]

which on allowing n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma finishes the proof. O

Definition 3.1. Let ¥ be defined as the collection of V-valued and .%#;-adapted pro-
cesses 1) satisfying

T
/pws)ds < oo as.,
0

where
p(x) = L1+ |z[$)(1 + |z]};) (14)

for all z € V.

Note that if u is a solution to (1)) then u € W.



Remark 3. For any ¢ € ¥ and v € L?(Q,C([0,7T]; H)),

t
E| /0 e P 5 o yds] B sup [uufly [ IO ol )as

s€[0,t] 0
=E sup |vs[}[1— e S PUIT < sup fu,f} < oo,
s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

This remark justifies the existence of the bounded variation integrals appearing in
the proof of uniqueness that follows.

Proof of Theorem [Z.3. Consider two solutions u and u of (). Thus,

ut—ﬂt:/ (Au(us) — Aq(@s) ds+z/ (Bi(us) - Bi(a,)) dWi (1)
0 o

almost surely for all ¢ € [0, 7. Using the It6’s formula and the product rule one obtains
d(e_ Jo pla)ds |y, ﬂtﬁ{) — o= Jo pus)ds [dlus — |3 — p(ae)|w — |3 dt]

—e o p(a.)ds [(Q(At(ut) At ut ut + Z |B] ut B] ut)|H> dt
+ 3 2 = 0 B ) - B @) ] — o — ]
j=1

almost surely for all ¢ € [0,7]. With Assumption A2 one sees that, with ¢, :=t A o,
and o, = inf{t € [0,T] : |ug|g > n} Ainf{t € [0,T] : |ae|g >n} AT,

e Jo" pE)ds |y g, 12,

0 t" s _ . . .
<2) / e Jo P (4 i, BI (ug) — B (g))dW?.
—1 70

Then,

N
Letting n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma one concludes that for all ¢ € [0,7] one has
P(|us — @[3 = 0) = 1. This, together with the continuity of u — @ in H, concludes the
proof. O
4. A priori Estimates for Galerkin Discretization
Existence of solution to stochastic evolution equation (II) will now be shown using the

Galerkin method. Consider a Galerkin scheme (V,;,)men for V, i.e. for each m € N, V,,,
is an m-dimensional subspace of V' such that V,,, C V,11 C V and UpenViy, is dense

10



in V. Let {¢; :i=1,2,...m} be a basis of V,,,. Assume that for each m € N, u{" is a
Vin-valued .Zp-measurable random variable satisfying

sup Eluf' % < oo and E|uf' — ug|f; — 0 as m — oo. (16)
meN

It is always possible to obtain such an approximating sequence. For example, consider
{¢i}ien CV forming an orthonormal basis in H and for each m € N, take uf' = II,,ug
where 11, : H — V,,, are the projection operators.

For each m € N and ¢; € V,,,, i = 1,2,...,m, consider the stochastic differential
equation:

() = .00 + [ (A, 00) ds+z / bo BIGINAWT  (17)

almost surely for all ¢ € [0, T]. Using the results on solvability of stochastic differential
equations in finite dimensional space (see, e.g., Theorem 3.1 in HQ]), together with
Assumptions A{llto Al and Remark [2, there exists a unique adapted and continuous
(and thus progressively measurable) V,,-valued process u™ satisfying (IT)).

Lemma 4.1 (A priori Estimates for Galerkin Discretization). Suppose that ([16]) and
Assumptions A{3 and A{J hold. Then there is C' independent of m, such that

sup Ef% +E / [ df 1 E / B2 | dt < C, (18)
te[0,7

E sup |u'[y < C, (19)
t€[0,T

with p =2 in case pg =2 (i.e. =0) and p € [2,po) if po > 2,

/T|A< ™)

EZ/ ™)|2ds < C. (21)

FTds < C, (20)

Proof. Proof of (I8]) and (I9) is almost a repetition of the proof of analogous results
in Theorem Indeed, for each m € N, one can define a sequence of stopping times

=inf{t € [0,7]: [u*|lg >n} AT

and repeat the steps of Theorem by replacing u; with ui* and o, with o]*. There
are two main points to be noted. The first is that the stochastic integral appearing on
right-hand side of (@), with u; replaced by u}", is a local martingale for each m € N.
Indeed, on a finite dimensional space, all norms are equivalent and hence

Tho Tho
E/ lu |5 dt < Cp, E/ n%dt < oo
0

11



with some constant C),. The second point is that, since

sup Elug'|* < oo,
meN

one can take a constant independent of m to obtain (I8) and (I9).
The estimates (20) and (2I]) can be proved as below. One obtains from Assumption
Al that

T o T
[—E / Ay ()7 ds < B / (Fo + KJu(3) (1 + [um(2,)ds
0 0

T T T
_ E/ fods+ IE/ Folur[Bds + KIE/ |2 ds
0 0 0
T
+ KIE/ [, ds
0
Using Young’s inequality one can see that
Po—2  po—2 855

4 ro
fot folully < —f* + - w7
’ ol po”” bo bo sl

Moreover, ]u?]% < (14 |u™|g)Po~2, since pg > S + 2. Hence

4 T PO —9 -9 T Po
I<—E [ frds+2—=p4 20 E/ [
Po 0 Po Po 0

T T
+KIE/ ]ug”]“x/ds—kKE/ ™9 (1 4+ [0 P~ 2ds.
0 0

Furthermore, applying Hélder’s inequality,

4 T £o -2 — 92 po-2-8 T ‘12
I<—E [ ferds+2—2p PO 2055 (E/ IuTI’}{“dS> "
Po 0 Po Po 0

T T
0 DKE [ ipds + 2K [ W s
4 (T 0 2 2 : )
<—E [ fids+ P Sr 4+ BS7 sup Bl
po Jo Po Po 0<s<T
T

T
F @ OKE [ s+ 200K [ g s,
0 0

where one has used the fact pg > S + 2. By using ([I8)) in (22]), one obtains (20).
Furthermore, by Remark [I], one gets

T T 5 T
E/ > IBI(ul)[3rds < C[TH«: ft2ds+E/ lu [P ds
0 0 0
7=1

T T
B [ s 1B g s
0 0

12



T p
SC[T+E/ fi2ds+T sup E|uj'[}y
0 s€[0,T
T

T
1E /0 [ ds 4+ E /O S [ Py 2

and hence by using (I8]), one gets 21]). O

5. Existence of Solution

Having obtained the necessary a priori estimates, weakly convergent subsequences are
extracted using the compactness argument. After that the local monotonicity condition
is used to establish the existence of a solution to ().

Lemma 5.1. Let Assumptions A3, A{3, A{J] and ([{8) hold. Then there is a subse-
quence (my)ken and

i) there exists a progressively measurable process u € L*((0,T) x Q; V') such that
u™ —wu in L¥((0,T) x ; V),
ii) there exists a progressively measurable process a € Lﬁ((o, T) x Q; V*) such that
A(W™) = a in L= ((0,T) x Q; V*),
i) there exists a progressively measurable process b € L?((0,T) x Q; (2(H)) such that
B(u™) — b in L*((0,T) x Q; (*(H)).

Proof. The Banach spaces L*((0,T) x Q; V), L=71((0,T) x Q; V*) and L2((0,T) x
Q;/2(H)) are reflexive. Thus, due to Lemma [T}, there exists a subsequence my, (see,
e.g., Theorem 3.18 in [1]) such that

(i) «™ —vin LO‘((O,QT) x Q; V)
(i) A(u™) = ain L==1((0,T) x Q;V*)
(i) (B (u™))j2y = (b)52 in L2((0,T) x Q; 2(H)).
U

Whilst not needed to prove results in this article, it is also possible to show that
there is a subsequence of (my), again denoted by my such that u™* converges weakly
star to w in LP(€; L°°(0,T; H)). This is a consequence of Lemma ] and Lemma [B.1]

Lemma 5.2. Let Assumptions A{3, A{3 and A{] together with ([I8) hold. Then,

i) for dt x P almost everywhere,

¢ 00 4t
ut:uo—l—/ asds—l—g /bgdWSJ
0 0
J

1
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and moreover almost surely uw € C([0,T]; H) and for all t

t > e t
]ut@{:\uoﬁ{—i-/ (260, us) + 3 bl ds+22/ (s, )W . (23)
0 , =Jo

7j=1
i) Finally, u € L*(Q;C([0,T); H)).

Proof. Using It0’s isometry, it can be shown that the stochastic integral is a bounded
linear operator from L2((0,T) x Q;¢*(H)) to L?((0,T) x Q; H) and hence maps a
weakly convergent sequence to a weakly convergent sequence. Thus, one obtains

> [ Biwawi <> [ viaws
j=170 j=1"0
in L2((0,T) x Q; H), i.e. for any v € L?((0,T) x Q; H),

E /OT< mz / Bi(u)dWi, u(t) )dt — E /fé/otbgdwﬁ w)d @

Similarly, using Holder’s inequality it can be shown that the Bochner integral is a
bounded linear operator from L=-7((0,7) x €; V*) to L= ((0,T) x ©;V*) and is thus
continuous with respect to weak topologies. Therefore, for any ¢ € L*((0,7) x Q; V),

E/0T</Ot As(u?k)ds,w(t)>dt—>E/0T</0t asds,¢(t)>dt. (25)

Fix n € N. Then for any ¢ € V,, and an adapted real valued process 1, bounded by a
constant C, one has, for any k > n,

T
B /0 (™, 6) dt
T t Mk t ) )
=5 [ w0+ [aapads+ s [ o B awg) .
j=1
Taking the limit & — oo and using (I0), (24]) and (25]), one obtains
T
E/ ne(ve, @) dt
0

T t ot ' '
& [ (w0 + [ <as,¢>ds+j§:;/o<¢,b;>dwg)dt

with any ¢ € V,, and any adapted real valued process 7, bounded by a constant C.
Since UpenVi, is dense in V', one obtains

t o ot
v = U +/ asds + g / b dw? (26)
0 0
j

1
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dt x P almost everywhere. Now, using Theorem 3.2 on It6’s formula from HQ], there
exists an H-valued continuous modification uw of v which is equal to the right hand
side of (26]) almost surely for all ¢ € [0, T]. Moreover ([23) holds almost surely for all
t € [0,T]. This completes the proof of part (i) of the lemma. It remains to prove part
(ii) of the lemma. To that end, consider the sequence of stopping times o,, defined for
each n € N by

op :=1inf{t € [0,T] : |ue|g >n} AT .

From the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality, one obtains

0 tAT, ) ) TNo, ) 1
B sup |3 [ (wthdwd] < (. )y
0

tE[O,T] 7j=1

Using Cauchy—Schwarz’s and Young’s inequalities leads to

oo tAo,
B sp [ [ )
j=1"0

Thon 1
§4E( sup ‘Ut/\an’%{z:/ ]bg]%{ds)
=170

TNo,

ey s

t€[0,7]
oo TNo, )
< e sup |uino, |3 + CEZ/ 7|3, ds. (27)
t€[0,7] =170

Taking supremum and then expectation in (23]) and using Holder’s inequality along
with (27]), one obtains

T a=1 T 1
E sup |uipe, ]H <E\u0\H+2(E/ \as\ﬁds> “ (E/ \us\{‘/‘—ds>a
te[0,T] 0

+€E sup \ut/\gn]H—i—CEZ/ LAFTE
te[0,T]

which on choosing € small enough gives

E sup |uipe, |%{
te[0,T

T o a1 T i
gC[E\uoy%,Jr(E/o \as\zds) - (E/O ]usl?/ds - +EZ/ ybf\Hds

Finally taking n — oo and using Fatou’s lemma, one obtains

E sup |w? < oo.
t€[0,7]

This concludes the proof. O
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From now onwards, the processes v and u will be denoted by wu for notational
convenience. In order to prove that the process u is the solution of equation (), it
remains to show that dt x P almost everywhere A(v) = a and B?(v) = b/ for all j € N.
Recall that ¥ and p were given in Definition B.11

Proof of Theorem [2.7). For ¢ € L*((0,T) x ; V)N ¥ N L3Q;C([0,T); H)), using
the product rule and It6’s formula one obtains

E(e o P01 0y |3;) — E(|uolt)

:E{/Ote—f;p(wr) ( s, Us +§:1, I2, — p(ibs) ’%’H)ds} (28)

and

E (e Jo P¥a)ds|yme 2y R(juy k\H>
(29)

+ S OIBIwE ) p(w) ™ 3 ) ds]
j=1

for all ¢ € [0,T]. Note that in view of Remark [3] all the integrals are well defined in
what follows. Moreover,

B [ e o o)+ X2 B — b )]
= B[ [ e o (2, ) — A — i)+ 20 )

(AL — Ay + S BIWI) — BIW — S 1By

j=1 j=1

+2Z Bi(1y)) = p(ths) [Ju™ — 3y — sl + 20, )] )ds|

Now one can apply the local monotonicity Assumption A2l to see that

E (e o 0% [3) — E(jug™ [7)

Lo 05 ol )dr _
<B[[e (20, u) + 204 @) = Ay(). )
- Z |BI(vs) [ + 22 Bi(1s)) + p(t6s) [[sf — 20 0,)] ) ds|.

Integrating over ¢ from 0 to T, letting £ — oo and using the weak lower semicontinuity
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of the norm one obtains,

T
E|:/ (6_ f(; P(¢s)d$|ut|%{ o |U0|%{)dt}
0

T
< liminf E |:/ (6_ fo P(ws)ds’u:nk ’%—I _ Ugnk ’%{)dt}
0

k—oo
T t o ‘
< E[/O /0 o= Jo p(¥r)dr (2<As(ws),us> + 2(as — Ag (), ) — Z 1BI (1)

J=1

+ 230, BIws)) + pl) (106 — 2us )] ) dsdt]. (30)
j=1
Integrating from 0 to 7" in (28]) and combining this with (B0]) leads to

T rt )
E[A A e Jo pbr)d <2<as - As(¢s)yus - ¢s>
+ Y 1Bl = bl — p() s — [ ) dsdt| < 0. (31)
j=1

Further, using the Definition B and Lemma [5.T],
ue LY(0,T) x V)N ¥nLAQ;C(0,T); H)).
Taking ¢ = w in (BI)), one obtains that B(u) = b in L?((0,T) x Q;¢%(H)). Let n €

L>((0,T) x % R), ¢ € V, e € (0,1) and let ¢ = u — en¢. Then from (BI]) one obtains
that

T rt )
E[/O /0 e I3 plur—en ¢)dr (25<as — As(us — ensd), nso)
- 62p(u8 - ens(ﬁ)‘ns(ﬁﬁq) dsdt] <0. (32)

Dividing by ¢, letting ¢ — 0, using Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and
Assumption A{Illeads to

T rt
E[/ / e Jo Pun)drop (ay — Ag(uy), ¢>d8dt} <0.
o Jo

Since this holds for any n € L>®((0,7) x ©;R) and ¢ € V, one gets that A(u) = a in
L==7((0,T) x ©; V*) which concludes the proof. O

6. Examples
In this section, some examples of stochastic evolution equations are presented which
fit in the framework of this article and yet do not satisfy the assumptions of ﬂﬂ, ]

Throughout the section, R? denotes a d-dimensional Euclidean space. For z,y € R,
the inner product is denoted by zy. Let 2 C R% be an open bounded domain with
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smooth boundary. Then for any p > 1, LP(2) is the Lebesgue space of equivalence
classes of real valued measurable functions u defined on 2 such that the norm

wm:(éwwwmf

is finite. For ¢ € {1,2,...,d}, let D; denote the distributional derivative along the
i-th coordinate in R?. Further, let V := (D1, Do, ..., Dyg) denote the gradient. Finally,
WLP(9) is the Sobolev space of real valued functions u, defined on 2, such that the
norm

1

iy i= ([ (@ + 19u@)) do)’

is finite.
Let C§°(2) be the space of smooth functions with compact support in &. Then, the

closure of C§°(2) in W1?(2) with respect to the norm |- |1, is denoted by Wol’p(@).
Friederichs’ inequality (see, e.g. Theorem 1.32 in ﬂﬁ]) implies that the norm

g = ( [ IVato) az)’

is equivalent to |ul1, and this equivalent norm |uly1» will be used throughout this

section. Moreover, let W~1P(2) denotes the dual of Wol’p(g) and let |- [yy-1.» be the
norm on this dual space. It is well known that

WoP(2) = L*(2) = (LX(2))" — W2(2),

where — denotes continuous and dense embeddings, is a Gelfand triple. Finally, define
A Wy2(2) = WL2(2) by

(Au,v) 1= — /@Vu(a;)Vv(x)dx Vv e W01’2(@).

Clearly
‘Aulw—lz < ’u‘WOlz (33)

and so the operator is linear and bounded.

The following consequence of Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (see, e.g., Theorem
1.24 in ﬂﬁ]) will be needed in the examples presented below. If d = 2, then there
exists a constant C such that

1

1 1
|ulLe < Clulzalulg. .. (34)
9

Further, if d = 1, then there exists a constant C' such that

1

3 1 1
Julzs < Cluljalultyy s < Clulialul

1
2

1,2 -
W,
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Example 6.1 (Semi-linear equation). Let v be a constant such that +? < % For

i1=1,2,...,d, let g; : R— R be bounded and Lipschitz continuous and h; : R — R
be Lipschitz continuous. Let f : R — R be a continuous function such that

[f(@)] < K1+ |zf) and (f(2) = fy)(@ —y) < KL+ [yf*)le —y|* Yo,y € R.
Consider the stochastic partial differential equation
dug = (Aug + g(ug) Vg + f(ug)) dt + (vVue + h(ug)) dWy on (0,T) x 2, (35)

where u; = 0 on 0%, ug is a given Fp-measurable random variable and A is the Laplace
operator. Moreover W is an R%valued Wiener process. It will now be shown that such
an equation, in its weak form, fits the assumptions of the present article.

Let A : W01’2(.@) — W~12(2) and B’ : W(]l’z(@) — L%(2) be given by

A(u) := Au+ g(u)Vu + f(u) and B*(u) := yD;u + hi(u)

fori =1,2,...d. The next step is to show that these operators satisfy the Assumptions
A{ll to A One immediately notices that A{Il holds, in particular, since g and f are
continuous.

One now wishes to verify the local monotonicity condition. By using the assumptions
imposed on f and g one can see for u,v € VVO1 ’2(9), upon application of Holder’s
inequality, that

(A(u) — A(v), u —v)
= —Ju—v[fe + (g(u)V(u—v),u —v) +{(Vo)(g(u) — g(v)),u —v)

+ (f(w) = f(v),u =)

< —lu— 'U‘%VOIQ + Clu = vlyaz|lu— vl + Clolyzfu — v|3.4

+ Clu—v[32 + Clo|falu — v|7a.
Then (34) implies that

(A(u) = A(v),u —v)
< —Ju—vffas + Clu = vlypalu —vlze + Clolypa|u — vlzs [u — vl

+Clu—v[fz + Cloffslu — vlyz|u — vlze.
Young’s inequality with some e > 0 finally leads to

(A(u) = A(v),u — v)

36
< (e~ Dl —oflye + O+ oo +olblu— ol P

Moreover,

d
SOIB w) — B3 < 29%fu— vfdus + Clu—vf3s.
=1

19



Thus using (B4]) once again, one obtains

d
2(A(u) — A(v),u—v) + > [B'(u) = B'(v)[3
i=1
S (26 + 2"}/2 — 2)"& — 'U‘%/Vol,z + C(l + "U‘%/Volz + ’U’%Q‘U‘%/ng)”u — ’U’%z .

If v € (—1,1), then one can get that for some 6 > 0,

d
2(A(u) — A(v),u — v) + Z |B(u) — B*(v)|3: + 0lu — 1)]124/01,2
i=1
<O ulfs) (1 + [offe)lu — vfis,

for all u,v € VVO1 ’2(@). Hence Assumption Af2lis satisfied with a:= 2 and g := 2.
The next condition that ought to be verified is coercivity. Taking v = 0 in (36), one
obtains for all u € W, *(2)

(A(u),u) < (€ = Dlufd10 + Cluf}s

which implies, together with the assumptions on h, that

d
2(A(w),u) + (po— 1) 3 B () 2
i=1
< (26+2y° (o — 1) = 2) [ulfpre + C(1+ [ulZ2).
One can now take pg := 4 and see that if 42 < 1/3, then Assumption A-3]holds with
6 := 2 — 2¢ — 672 for € > 0 sufficiently small.
Finally one wishes to verify the growth condition. Using the boundedness of g and
Holder’s inequality one obtains, for u € VVO1 ’2(9), that
|9(u)Vulw-12 < Clu|ye.

Moreover, due to Holder’s inequality, one gets that for any 1 < ¢ < oo and u,v €
Wo(2)

(f(u),v) < Clv|p. + C’|u|i@}(f%1 Ve < Clofyae + C’|u|iSq%1 DIES

where the last inequality is consequence of the Sobolev embedding and the fact that
d =1 or 2. Hence, with ¢ = 6 one obtains that

F@lwe <C (14 ufd ) <O (1+ Julieluffe)
where the last inequality follows from interpolation between spaces of integrable func-
tions, see e.g. HE, Theorem 1.24]. Finally, using the Sobolev embedding again, one can

see that

|A(w)|3) 12 < C (1 + |u|§vﬂl,2) (1 + [uf2:)
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thus Assumption AHlis satisfied with @ = 2, 8 = 2.

Ifd=1or2 a=2 8=2 p =4, > < 1/3 and ug € L*Q;L*(2)) is Fo-
measurable then, in view of Theorems [2.2], and 2.4] one can conclude that equa-
tion (B3] has a unique solution and moreover for any p < 4 one has

T
E( sup |ulh. +/ ]ut\ivl,zdt) < C(1+E|up|t2)-
t€[0,T] 0 0

Example 6.2 (Stochastic p-Laplace equation). For a > 2, consider the stochastic
partial differential equation

d
duy = (Z Di(‘DiUt‘a_zDiut)—l—f(ut)) dt
=1 (37)

d
+) Dyl T dWE + Y hi(ug) AW
=1 1€EN

on (0,T) x 92, where u; = 0 on 02 and uy is a given Fyp-measurable random vari-
able. Moreover W* are independent Wiener processes. Further, assume that there are
constants r, s,t > 1 and continuous function f on R such that

fl)e < KA+ z2th); [f(2)] < K1+ ]z]")
and (f(z) — f(y) (@ —y) < K1+ yl°)|lz —y[' Yo,y € R.

Finally, for ¢ € N, let h; : R = R be Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constants M;
such that the sequence (M;);en € /2. Let A : Wol’a(g) — W=L%(2) be given by

d
A(u) =Y Di(|Dsul® *Dyu) + f(u)

i=1

and B : Wol’a(_@) — L*(2) be given by,

Bi(u) = y|Dsulz + hi(u) fori=1,2,...,d,
) hilw) otherwise .

It will now be shown that these operators satisfy Assumptions Al to A if any of
the following holds:
(1)yd<a,r=a+1,s<a,t=2and uy € L5 L*(2)).
2)d>ar=2+a-15< min{ @ (t-2) O‘(O‘_t)},2 <t< aand uy €

(d—a)(a=2)" (a—2)
L5(Q; L2(2)).
Case (1.) One immediately notices that A{Il holds since f is continuous.
One now wishes to verify the local monotonicity condition. From standard calcula-
tions for p-Laplace operators, one obtains for each ¢ = 1,2,...,d,

(Di(|D;u|*"2D;u) — D;i(|Dw|* 2 D), u — v) + 4| Dyul? —~|Dyl3 |5, <0
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provided 72 < %. Further for d < «, one has Wol’a(g) C L>(2) by the Sobolev
embedding and therefore using the assumptions imposed on f one obtains that for
u,v € Wol’a(.@),

(flu) = f(v),u—v) < K/@(l + (@) |u(e) — v(z)Pda

2 2 2
S K(l + ”U’im)lu — U’LQ S C(l + ‘U“;V[)la)‘u — 'U‘Lz S C(l + ”U’%V(}a)lu — U’LQ
if s < a. Moreover, using Lipschitz continuity of the functions h;
[P (u) = B (0) 22 < M |u — o[ .

Therefore, for all u,v € Wol’a(g)

2(A(u) — A(v),u—v) + Y _|B(u) (v)[22

€N

d
22[ (1Dl D) — z‘(|lea_2Div),u—”>+|7|Diu|%—7|Di”|%‘iz}
i=1

+2|( =)+ > B () yL2}<c(1+qu1a)yu—vy%2.
1€EN

Hence Assumption A{2is satisfied with 8 := 0. Again,
d
2 (Di(IDsu|*?Dyu), u) = =2fulfyr0 -

1=1

Using assumptions on f, Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding as above, one
obtains

2(f (u),u) < 2K / (1 + Ju(a)|3 ) de < 2K (1 + Jul - Jul2)
<C(1+ \uywl olulze) < lulfyre +C(1+ |u|?.)

where last inequality is obtained using Young’s inequality with sufficiently small 6 > 0.
Further, for any pg > 2

d d
a2
(po— 1) > 2y Diul5 |7, = (po — 1)24° Y /@ [ Diu(a)|*dz = (po — )29 ulfr.0 -
i=1

1=1

Hence Assumptions A{3]is satisfied with 6 := 2 —2(pg — 1)y? — § > 0. Note that using
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Holder’s inequality, one gets for u,v € VVO1 D),

1

/ D)™ [ Div(a)dr < ( / D))~ ( / [Div(a)dr)
9
Z/\Du ]O‘dx Z/\Dv ]O‘daz Z

= ulL ol

Further using assumption on f taking » = « + 1, Holder’s inequality, Gagliardo—
Nirenberg inequality and Sobolev embedding,

/!f DIIE )\dw<K/ Lt Ju()| ") [o(2)|de

< Ko|pee (1 + |ulgH) < Klofyae (14 [ul§< ulfz) < Klofye (1 + [l L luli2)
and hence

[A(w)lw-re < Kluffml + K (1 + Julfslafulfe) < KO+ fulinl) (1 + fulZs)

Wla Wla

Thus Assumption A holds with g = % < 4 and in view of Theorems 2.2] and
24 one can conclude that equation ([B7) has a unique solution and moreover for any
p < 40‘ 2 one has

T 402
E( sup |uglhs +/ ]ut\‘avl,adt) <C (1 + Efuo| /5" ) .
0 0

te[0,T

Case (2.) In the case d > a, one can obtain the result using the Sobolev embedding
Wol’o‘(_@) C Ld%(‘@) and following the same steps as in [2].

Example 6.3 (Stochastic Burgers equation). Let d = 1 and 2 = (0,1). Let v €
—+/1/3,4/1/3) be a constant and let h : R — R be Lipschitz continuous. Consider
the stochastic partial differential equation

duy = (Aut + utDut)dt + (vDuy + h(up))dWy on (0,T) x 2, (38)

where u; = 0 on 02 and an L?(2)-valued, Fp-measurable ug is a given initial condi-
tion. Here W is a real-valued Wiener process. Weak formulation of this equation can

be interpreted as a stochastic evolution equation as follows.
Define A : Wy*(2) — W—12(2) and B : Wy*(2) — L*(2) as

A(u) = Au+uDu and B(u) :=vDu + h(u).

Note that Assumption A{Ilis satisfied following the same arguments as in Example[6.11
Next, one would like to check the local monotonicity assumption. Note that, if u,v €
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W01’2(@), then
1 22
§D [u -0 ] =uDu—vDv
and so using integration by parts
Loy o
(uDu — vDv,u —v) = —§< —v*, D(u—v)).

Thus,
(A(u) — A(v),u —v)

1

= —|u— v|%,V01,2 — §<(u — )%, D(u —v)) — (v(u — v), D(u — v)).

But using integration by parts again we see that ((u —v)?, D(u —v)) = 0 and so
(A(u) = A(v),u —v) = —|u—v[}12 — (v(u —v), D(u —v)).
So from Hoélder’s inequality one observes that
(Au) — A(v),u —v) < —|u — v\%vol,z + [lpafu = vlpafu — vy

and thus Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, see (4], and Young’s inequality imply that
for any € > 0

(A(w) = A@)u = 0) < —fu = ofipes + elu = ol + Clolfalolatu— off. (39)
This, along with Lipschitz continuity of h, gives

2(A(u) — A(v),u — v) +|B(u) = B(v)|72
< (=24 2e +29%)|u = offae + O+ [offa) (L + [vlfe)u — vffs

for all u,v € Wol’2(.@). As 72 € (0,1/3) one can take ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that
—1+ €+ +? < 0 and hence Assumption AQlis satisfied with a := 2 and 3 := 2.
The next step is to show that the coercivity assumption holds with pg = 4. Indeed,
substituting v = 0 in (39), one obtains
(Au),u) < (1 +)luffya
which along with linear growth of h implies that
2(A(u), u) + 3[B(u)[72 < (=2 + 2 + 69%)|ulfyr2 + C (1 + |ulf2).

Note that since ¥> € (0,1/3) one can take ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that 6 :=
2 — 26 — 6% > 0. Then with f := C, Assumption A3 holds.
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Finally, one should verify the growth assumption on A. Using integration by parts,
Holder’s inequality and (34)) one obtains for u,v € VVO1 2(2),

(uDu,v) = —=(u, Do) < Sfulbalolyge < Clalzalulygs vl
which then implies that
[uDuly 1.2 < Clulzz |uly; 2. (40)
Hence using ([B3)), one obtains for all u € WO1 2(9)
[Au)[fy-12 < Clulfyra (1 + [ulZ2)
proving that Assumption A4l is satisfied for a« = 2,8 =2 and f = C.

Thus, in view of Theorems 2.2] and 241 if ug € L*(Q; L?(2)), then equation
([B8) has a unique solution (u);c(o,7) and for any p < 4

T
IE( sup (w7, —I—/ |ut|%V1,2dt) < C (1+Eug|2),
t€[0,T] 0 0

where we recall in particular that C' depends on 7.
Example 6.4. Let d =1 and 2 = (0,1). Let v € (—+/2/5,4/2/5) be a constant.
Consider the stochastic partial differential equation

duy = (Aut + ugDuy — uf’)dt + ~yuZdW; on (0,T) x 2, (41)

where u; = 0 on 02 and an L?(2)-valued, Fp-measurable ug is a given initial condi-
tion. Here W is a real-valued Wiener process. Weak formulation of this equation can

be interpreted as a stochastic evolution equation as follows.
Define A : Wy*(2) — W—12(2) and B : Wy (2) — L*(2) as

A(u) := Au+uDu —u® and B(u) := yu?.
where, A and B are well-defined using the Sobolev embedding I/VO1 2(9) C L>®(2) and
B4) above. Clearly, Assumption A{I]is satisfied. Further, using Mean value theorem
it is easy to observe that
(—u® + 0% u—v) + [y(u® = 0?)[f. <0

since v2 < 2/5 and hence using ([39), one obtains

2(A(u) — A(v),u —v) +[B(u) - B(v)l1
2+ 2¢)|u — U\%V&,z +C(1+ [v]3)(1 + \v\%vol,z)]u — |,

< (=
< (=24 2¢)|u — v\%vol,z + C (14 |v|72) (1 + \v\%vol,z)]u — |2,
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for any € > 0 and for all u,v € W01’2(9). By choosing 0 < € < 1, Assumption A{2 is
satisfied with o := 2 and (§ := 4.
Further Assumption A{3 holds with pg = 6 and # = 2 — 2¢. Indeed, one has

2(A(u),u) + 5|B(u)|2L2 < (-2+ 26)|u|12/V01,2.

Finally, one should verify the growth assumption on A. Using Sobolev embedding
one obtains for u,v € W(]l’z(@),

(=, )] < Juloo|vloolulfz < Clulyy2lvlyz|ul?:
which then implies that
| fisa < Clulfsulyg -
Hence using (33) (#0) one obtains for all u € VVO1 2(2)
[ A(w) -2 < Clulfyaa (1 + [ulf)

proving that Assumption A is satisfied for « =2, =4 and f = C.
Thus, in view of Theorems 2.2 and 24, if ug € L5(Q; L%(2)), then equation

(@I has a unique solution (ut).c(o,r) and for any p < 6

T
B sup fulfs + [ ufiedt) < C 1+ Bolfs).
t€[0,T] 0 ’

where we recall in particular that C' depends on T

Remark 4. Note that taking h = 0 in previous examples, one requires v? < 2/3 in
Examples [6.1], and less than 35U A 22=D 4y Example Here, +2 is the coeffi-

2 —
cient of |v|{; appearing in the grov?th of t%loé éperator B. However, the corresponding
values required in main theorem of E] would be less than 2/5 for Examples [6.]
and less than % A 25(3:1) for Example Thus, the restriction on v appearing
in the growth assumption of operator B is not optimal in E] Further, operators B

having growth like in Example 6.4 cannot be covered by [2].

One should note that the restriction on the range of values 7 may take is not
surprising in view of known results for linear stochastic partial differential equations
where the “stochastic parabolicity” condition is needed. To see how this arises, consider
the initial value problem

dvy = (1 — %vz)Avt dt on (0,T) x R?

with vy € L*(R?) given as an initial value. This is well-posed if (1 — £4?) > 0. Let
ug(x) = v(t, z+~yWy), where W is R-valued Wiener process. It6’s formula implies that

d
du; = Awdt + ZyDiutth, on (0, T) X Rd, Ug = Vg.

i=1
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Hence one can only reasonably expect this stochastic partial differential equation to
be well-posed if (1 — 242) > 0.

On the other hand, one can see that the range of values of v one may take, so
that Assumption A3 is satisfied, depends on py. This may seem surprising in view
of results in Krylov B] on LP-theory for stochastic partial differential equations. The
following example, which is not covered in B], from Brzezniak and Veraar B], explores
this question further.

Example 6.5. Consider the stochastic partial differential equation
duy = Awgdt + 27(—A)zu dW, on (0,T) x T, (42)

where T is the one-dimensional torus R/(27Z), v € R is a constant and Fy-measurable
ug is a given initial condition. Here W is a real-valued Wiener process.

For 7% € (0,1/2) and wg € L2(Q; L2(T)) the results in Krylov and Rozovskii [d]
imply existence and uniqueness of the solution to ([42)) and moreover the solution
satisfies

E sup |ug|?a2mm < CE(1+ |ug|?. .
te[O,T]| iz (T) ( |uol, ('Jl‘))

On the other hand BrzeZniak and Veraar E] have shown that if
29 (p—1) > 1,
then the problem (@2)) is not well-posed in LP((0,T) x ; L?(T)). It will be shown that

this example fits in the framework considered in this paper and that the coercivity
condition, Assumption A{3] is satisfied as long as

292(py 1) < 1. (43)

This shows that the coercivity condition in this paper is sharp, since ([42)) is ill-posed
as soon as Assumption A{3] does not hold.

Let the space L?(T) denote the Lebesgue space of equivalence classes of C-valued

measurable functions u defined on any interval of length 27, which are 2m-periodic
and the norm

[ul (1) := (/T|u(x)|2dx)2 < 0.

Further, W12(T) denotes the closure of C*°(T), the space of smooth functions, in
L*(T) with respect to the norm |- |1 o given by

1
2

e = ([ (u(@) + IDuto)P)c)

Let F : L*(T) — ¢%(Z) be the Fourier transform given by

1 .
Fu := (lg)pez with aj = oz / u(x)e”*dy
T
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and F~1: (?(Z) — L?*(T) its inverse which is given by

F YNy nez =: u with u(x) = Nt ;Zﬁkeikm.
For u € W12(T), one has
(ulframy = [Fulfeqzy + 1F(DU)|f gy, since  [ulfam = [Fulp . (44)
Furthermore, for each k € Z,
[F(Du)|(k) = ik(Fu)(k). (45)

Consider the operator (—A)z : WH2(T) — L2(T) defined by

(—A)%u = f_1<(’k‘(fu)(k))kez>

and the operators A : W12(T) — W~12(T) and B : WH2(T) — L?(T) defined by

N =

A(u) = Au and B(u) = 2vy(—A)z2u.

It will be shown that these satisfy Assumptions A{Ilto A4l Using the arguments given
in Example 1, the operator A satisfies Assumptions A{ll and AHl with o =2, 8 =0,
po =2 and L = 0. Then, using ([@4]) and (@3], one obtains

2(A(u) — A(v),u — v)+|B(u) — B(U)|2L2(1r)
= (~2+ 490 Y K|(Fu)(k) - (Fu)(k)|* <0

keZ

provided 2v%2 < 1. Hence operators A and B satisfy Assumption A if 292 < 1.
Furthermore, for any # > 0 and pg > 2, one obtains

= (477 (po = 1) = 24+0) D KF|(Fu)(k)[* + Olul7: ().
kEZ

Note that there is 6 > 0 such that (49%(py—1)—2+6) < 0 if and only if 272 (pp—1) < 1.

Hence Assumption A3 holds if and only if (43) holds.
Thus from Theorem one can see that the solution satisfies

E sup |wl’,. < CE(1+ |ug|®
te[QT}‘ t’L @ ( | ’L (T))

for p € [2,pp) if po > 2 and for p = 2 otherwise.
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Appendix A. Hilbert-Space Valued Wiener Process

Many authors consider stochastic evolution equations with respect to cylindrical Q-
Wiener process W taking values in a separable Hilbert space (U, (-, ")y, | - |v). Here
@ is a linear, symmetric, non-negative definite and bounded operator on U. For an
overview of stochastic integrals with respect to Hilbert-space valued Wiener processes,
one may refer to Dalang and Sardanyons M] or ﬂﬁ] The operator under the stochastic
integral would be taking values in the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators, denoted by

29



Ly(U, H). The stochastic evolution equation considered is then written as
t t
w=uwot [ Adwds+ [ Buuw)iw., tenT), (A1)
0 0

instead of ([IJ). The aim of this section is to show that these formulations are equivalent.

First we show that the stochastic Ito integral with respect to cylindrical ()-Wiener
process on a separable Hilbert space can be expressed in the form of infinite sum of
stochastic It6 integrals with respect to independent one-dimensional Wiener processes
as considered in (). Here W is cylindrical Q-Wiener process in U with @ = I, the
identity on U. Let (u?);en be an orthonormal basis of U, which in this case are also
the eigenvectors of @) corresponding to the eigenvalues (M) jen where M =1 for each
jeN.

For t € [0,7] and j € N, define W} := = (W, w/)y. Then it can be seen that the
processes (W/ )telo, 7)) j € N are independent real-valued Wiener processes. However,
the series 3 72, Wiui = > e L VAW ud does not converge in L*(Q;U) as SN,
i.e. trace of (), is not finite. Cons1der the linear map J : U — U given by

=1
:Z—uu] vl YueU.
_]

Note that Ju/ = %uj for each j € N. It can then be seen that J is an injective mapping
satisfying

i -
Z |Ju?|? < oo

J=1

and for each t € [0,T7], the series
> Wyl )yy gl = ZW]JuJ
7j=1

converges in L2(Q;U). In fact, the series converges in L*(Q; C([0,T]; U)) and defines
a (Q1-Wiener process on U where Q1 := JJ* is a bounded linear operator on U which

is nonnegative definite, symmetric and has finite trace. Moreover, Q3 (U) = J(U) and
1

(Ju?)jen forms an orthonormal basis of J(U) where the norm on the space Q} (U) =
J(U) is given by

|JU|Q1 008 =|Q, *July = |uly VueU.

For details, one may refer to Proposition 2.5.2 in ﬂﬁ]

Next we show that the two formulations of stochastic integral (with respect to
cylindrical Q-Wiener process, or written as an infinite sum) are equivalent. Consider a
progressively measurable process (By)¢c[o,7] taking values in Lo (U; H), where Lo(U; H)
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is the space of Hilbert Schmidt operators from U to H. Note that

—ole

Bi(w) € Ly(U; H) <= By(w)oJ ' € Ly(J(U); H) = Ly(Q (U); H)

and then the stochastic integral with respect to cylindrical ()-Wiener processes is
defined by the following

t t
/Bdes ::/BSoJ_ldWs, t € [0,7]
0 0

where the integral on right-hand-side is with respect to QQ1-Wiener process on U (see
e.g. Section 2.5.2 in [15]).

Now we show that the above stochastic integral with respect to a cylindrical Wiener
process can be expressed as an infinite sum of stochastic integrals of suitable H-
valued processes with respect to independent real-valued Wiener processes. Define
B} := Bi(w) = (Byo J71)(Ju?) for all t € [0,T] and j € N. Then (B/)jen € (*(H)
since By € Lyo(U; H). Further for u € U, we have

Bi(u) = (Byo J V) (Ju) = Zuu’ Yo (B o J ) (Ju?) Zuu]UB]

and hence

t t 0 t
/ BodW, = / ByoJ 'dW, =) / Bl AW . (A2)
0 0 . 0
7j=1

Thus (A2]) implies that u is a solution to () if and only if it is a solution to (AJ]).

Moreover assumptions in this paper made on operators B7 : [0, 7] x 2 x V — H can
be equivalently replaced by assumptions on the operator B : [0, T] xQxV — Lo(U; H)
as follows. Assumption A{2 can be equivalently replaced by:

A - 2 (Local Monotonicity). Almost surely for all t € [0,T] and z,% € V,

2(Ai(x) — A7), — &) + |By() — Be(@)|7, 0.
< L(L+2[9) (1 + |2/ — 3.

Finally A3 can be equivalently replaced by:

A - 3 (Coercivity). Almost surely for allt € [0,T] and x € V,

2(Ay(w), ) + (po — 1)|Be()[7, 1,1 + Oll¥ < fio + Kl
Appendix B. A Compactness Result

The following lemma is not new and is included for the convenience of reader. It allows
one to obtain weakly-star convergent subsequences, under appropriate assumptions.
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Lemma B.1. Let X be a separable Banach space with dual X* and (-,-) denotes the
duality pairing between X and X*. If (S,X, 1) is a measure space with u(S) < oo,
and (up)nen 1S a sequence satisfying

[
n JS

for some p > 2, then there exists a subsequence (ny) and w € LP(S,X™*) such that
(up, ) converges weakly-star to u as ny — 0o, i.e.,

P dp < oo (B1)

/S<unk,so>du—>/s<u,90>du Ve Lii(S, X).
Proof. Let (¢;)icn be dense subset in X. Then, it is sufficient to show
/(unk7¢i>wdﬂ — /(u, ¢i)pdu  VieN, Vi e L1 (S,R)
S S

for some subsequence (n;) and u € LP(S,X™*). Observe that, in view of Holder’s
inequality and (BIl), we have

/S [, 63) Pl < /S il [ il d < Clesl?

for some constant C' independent of n. Thus, (u,, ¢1) is a uniformly bounded sequence
in the reflexive space LP(S,R). Therefore, there exists a subsequence (ny) and & €
LP(S,R) such that

/<un1,¢1>¢du—>/§1¢du Vi € L1 (S, R).
s s

Repeating the above process with each ¢; and subsequence obtained from previous
step, there exists a subsequence (ny) and (&;)ien such that

/S(unk,(biwdu — /Sfizpdu VieN, V¢ e L1 (S,R).
Finally, one can define u € LP(S, X*) by
/5<u,¢ﬂ/}> dp = /S&"L/Jdu Vie N,V e Li-1(S,R)
and note that,
[twndidn = [ vdu= [wojwdn  vien vierH (SR

as desired. 0
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