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SUPPORT THEOREM FOR AN SPDE WITH
MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE DRIVEN BY A CYLINDRICAL
WIENER PROCESS ON THE REAL LINE

TIMUR YASTRZHEMBSKIY

ABSTRACT. We prove a Stroock-Varadhan’s type support theorem for
a stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) on the real line with
a noise term driven by a cylindrical Wiener process on Lz(R). The
main ingredients of the proof are V. Mackevic¢ius’s approach to support
theorem for diffusion processes and N.V. Krylov’s L,-theory of SPDEs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (92, F, P) be a complete probability space, and let (F¢, ¢ > 0) be an
increasing filtration of o-fields F; C F containing all P-null sets of Q. By P
we denote the predictable o-field generated by (F;,t > 0).

Let N={1,2,...}, R be the real line, and R} = [0,00). Denote when it
makes sense 3 3

v = By O = ETS
For a function v : Ry x R — R, the temporal argument is denoted by t (or
-), and the spatial argument — by x (or *). For a function f : R — R, we
denote
daf

Df(z) = a(x)-

Let W (t),t € Ry be an Fi-adapted cylindrical Wiener process on La(R)
on the probability space (€2, F,P) (see Section 2 for the definition). We
consider the following SPDE:

du(t, z) =[a(t,z)D2u(t, x) + b(t, ) Dyu(t, z) + f(u,t,z)|dt
+u(t,z)dW(t), u(0,z)=wuo(x), zeR.
Here, a and b are some Holder space-valued functions, a is bounded from

below by a positive constant, and f(u,-, ) is a ’zero-order’ term. We point
out that we do not assume continuity in the temporal variable for a,b and

f

(1.1)

In this paper we adopt N.V. Krylov’s approach to parabolic SPDEs (see
[8]), which allows us to treat parabolic SPDEs with minimal smoothness
assumptions on the coefficients and the initial data. Under certain conditions

Key words and phrases. SPDE, cylindrical Wiener process, Stroock-Varadhan’s sup-
port theorem.
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the equation (1.1) has a unique solution u that belongs to some stochastic
Banach space 7-[;,/2_'{(T),p > 2.k € (0,1/2] (see Section 2), which is a
generalization of the parabolic counterpart of the space of Bessel potentials
$95(T). The other approaches to the regularity theory of SPDEs can be found
in [14, 3, 19].

Our goal is to characterize the topological support of the distribution of u
in the space C7([0,T], H;(IR)), for some v,s € (0,1/2), p > 2, where H(R)
is the space of Bessel potentials. Let H(7T') be the set of Borel functions
h :[0,T] x R — R such that d;h € B([0,7] x R) N La(]0,T] x R), where
B([0,T] x R) is the space of bounded Borel functions. In Theorem 2.7 we
prove that the support of u coincides with the closure in the aforementioned

Holder-Bessel space of the set 8 = {Rh : h € H(T)}, where Rh is the
unique solution of class .611,/ 2_'i(T) of the following PDE (see Definition 2.1

and Remark 2.10 (ii)):

dw(t, ) = a(t,z)D2v(t, ) + b(t, x) Dyv(t, x)

+ f(v,t, ) +o(t,z)0h(t,x), u(0,z) = up(z). (1.2)

The support theorem for diffusion processes was first proved by D. Stroock
and S.R.S. Varadhan in [16]. A different proof of this result was later given
by V. Mackevicius in [12], where the main ingredient was an approximation
theorem of a Wong-Zakai type. This paper and V. Mackevicius’s proof
of the Wong-Zakai theorem for diffusion processes (see [11]) served as an
inspiration for this article.

In case of infinitely dimensional stochastic equations the support theorems
were established in a number of papers. We will only cite the results related
to parabolic SPDEs. In [5] I. Gyongy, adopting methods from [11] and [12],
proved a support theorem for a linear SPDE on R with a finite dimensional
noise term. In [13] and [18] support theorems were proved for SPDEs in a
Hilbert space H with an H-valued Wiener process. The most relevant result
to ours is contained in [1]. In this paper a support theorem was obtained for
a one-dimensional nonlinear heat equation on [0, 1] with either Dirichlet or
Neumann boundary conditions and with a noise term g(u(t, z))dW (t). Here,
g is a sufficiently smooth function, and W is a cylindrical Wiener process on
L5[0,1]. A similar result for a one-dimensional generalized Burgers equation
can be found in [2]. In both [1] and [2] the leading coefficient is equal to 1.

It is well-known that often it is more challenging to work with an SPDE
driven by a cylindrical Wiener process on an unbounded domain than on
a bounded interval. To the best of this author’s knowledge, there exists
only one result in the literature so far that is relevant to characterization
of the support of the equation (1.1). In [6] a Wong-Zakai type theorem was
proved for (1.1) with a = 1,b = 0 = f by means of M. Hairer’s theory of
Regularity Structures. The authors showed that the sequence of Wong-Zakai
type approximations converge to the unique solution of (1.1) uniformly on
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compact subsets of Ry x R. However, this result yields only one inclusion in
the support theorem.

Let us briefly describe the key steps of the proof of the main theorem of
this paper. Our argument is similar to the one used in [12] and [5]. First, we
prove an approximation theorem of a Wong-Zakai type (see Theorem 2.8).
We replace W by a “finite-dimensional’ approximation Y y_; ¢y ()wk (t) and
subtract a Stratonovich type correction term. Here, {¢r,k € N} is the
orthonormal basis of Ly(R) consisting of Hermite functions, and {w”, k € N}
is a sequence of independent standard Wiener processes defined by w*(-) =
(W(-), ¢r)1L,, and w¥ is a polygonal type approximation of w* (see Section
2) with some ’small’ mesh size. To prove the approximation result we use V.
Mackevicius’s method from [11], which we describe below. We split the noise
term into two parts: the first one is an integral with respect to a ‘regular’
part d(wfl — wk), and the second one is a stochastic integral with respect
to dw”. Since w® — w”* converges to 0 (see Lemma 6.1), it makes sense to
integrate by parts in the first integral. Then, following I. Gyoéngy in [4], we
replace the solution of our approximation scheme by its mollification and
integrate by parts one more time. As a result, we find a certain SPDE that
is satisfied by the ’error’ of the approximation. We finish the argument by
applying N.V. Krylov’s L,-theory of SPDEs. Next, one of the inclusions of
the support theorem follows directly from Theorem 2.8 and Portmanteau
theorem. The other inclusion is proved by combining Theorem 2.8 with
Girsanov’s theorem for cylindrical Wiener process.

This author used the same method to prove a Wong-Zakai theorem and a
support theorem for a parabolic SPDE with a finite dimensional semilinear
noise term e.g. g((u(t,z))dw(t), where w(t) is a standard Wiener process
(see [20]). There are three main differences between [20] and the present
article. First, some terms that we obtain as a byproduct of integration by
parts are distributions that do not belong to the L, space, and additional
work should be done to handle them. Second, it can be seen from the proof
of Theorem 2.8 that we are forced to choose a very small mesh size for w
because the noise is infinite dimensional. Third, our method fails to work
if we replace u(t,x) in the noise term by g(u(t,x)), where g is a sufficiently
smooth function such that ¢g(0) = 0. In particular, to do the integration by
parts we need the term )~ fot(g(u(s,:n))qﬁk,i/))M(R) dw®(s),t > 0 to be a
semimartingale, for any ¢ € C§°(R). However, this might not be true, since
u is a solution of the equation (1.1). Nevertheless, with some additional
work one can use the method described above to prove a Wong-Zakai type
theorem for a parabolic equation on R with the noise term g(u(t, x)) dW ().
This will be done somewhere else.

Finally, this author would like express his sincere gratitude to his ad-
visor N.V. Krylov for reading a draft of this paper and making valuable
suggestions.
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2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

Let X be some Banach space, and £ be an X-valued random element
on (€, F,P). Then, by Po ¢!y we denote the distribution of &, and by
supp P o €| x — the support of this probability measure.

Let C* = C*(R),k € N be the space of real-valued bounded & times dif-
ferentiable functions with bounded derivatives up to order k, C§° = C§°(R)
be the space of infinitely differentiable functions with compact support. We
denote by C*T* = C***(R),k € N,a € (0,1) the Holder space of bounded
functions such that derivatives up to order k belong to C*(R). For 7" > 0
finite, by C*+([0, 7], X) we mean the Holder space of X-valued functions.
For p € [1, 00|, we denote by L, = L,(R) (L,([0,T] x R)) the space of real-
valued Lj-integrable functions. Next, for p € (1, 00), we introduce spaces of
Bessel potentials as follows:

H) = (1—D3™L, H)(ls) := (1 - D3)7L,(lo).
Here, v € R, and s is the set of all sequences of real numbers h = {hk, k e N}
such that [h[}, = 332, |h*|? < oo, and Ly(l2) is the space of sequences h of
L, functions such that |h|;, € L,.

For a distribution f, and a sequence of distributions h = {hk, k € N}, we
denote

11l = 1L = D32 fllpy WAl = 1111 = D2)?hls, I,

where || ||, stands for the L, norm. For a distribution f, and a test function
g € C§°, we denote the action of f on g by (f,g). For any f,g € Lo, their
scalar product is denoted by (f,g)L,-

The following facts about spaces Hy,p € (1,00), will be used in the sequel
sometimes without mentioning them. First, for any £ € N, the spaces Wlf
and H;f coincide as sets and have equivalent norms. Here, Wlf = Wf(R) is
the Sobolev space of L, functions such that the generalized derivatives up
to order k belong to L,. Second,

1o < 111z

if 71 < 79. Third, if y € R, f € H), and ¢ € C°, then
(f.4) = /R[(l — D) f(@))[(1 = D)4 (x)] da.

The proof of these facts and a detailed discussion of H, spaces can be found
in Chapter 13 of [10].

For any stopping time 7, and 7 € R,p > 1, we denote (0,7] := {(w,?) :
0<t<7(w)}

]LP(T) = Lp((IO, T]L,P? LP)7

H(7) := Lp((0,7], P, H)), H}(7,l2) := Lp((0,7],P, H](I2))-
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By N(...) we denote a constant depending only on the quantities listed
inside the parenthesis. A constant N might change from inequality to in-
equality. In some cases, where it is clear what parameters N depends on,
we do not list them.

The following is the definition of the stochastic Banach spaces Hj (7).

Definition 2.1. Let {w*(t),t > 0,k € N} be a sequence of independent
Fi-adapted standard Wiener processes on (£, F, P). For any v € R, p > 2,
and any stopping time 7, we write that u € H,(7) if the following holds:

(1) w is a distribution-valued process, and u € Ny=oH) (7 A t);

(2) Diu € B(r), u(0.%) € Ly(Q, Fo. Hy ~*");

(3) there exist f € H) %(r) and g = {¢*,k € N} € H} *(r,l) such
that, for any ¢ € C5°, t > 0, w € Q,

(ult A %), D)) = (u(0, %), 6(%)) + /0 "(F(5,%), 6(x)) ds
(2.1)

oo

+ Z/O (6(5, %), 6(3)) du* ().

k=1

The norm is defined in the following way:

lullagyey = 10232

+HfHH;*2(T) + HgHHg*(TJQ) + (E"U(():*)Hs_g/pm)l/p-

For u € H)(7), we denote Du := f, Su:= g.
By $,(T) we denote a subset of H,)(T') of all functions u such that Su = 0,
and Du and u(0,-) are functions independent of w.

Remark 2.2. By Remark 3.2 of [8], for any number 7" > 0, the series of
stochastic integrals Y 2, fot (g% (s,%), d(x)) dw*(s) converges uniformly in ¢
on [0, 7] in probability.

Remark 2.3. It was showed in Theorem 3.7 of [8] that, for any v € R, p > 2,
H,(7) is a Banach space. In addition, by the same theorem if 7' > 0 is finite,
and 7 < T is a stopping time, then, for any v € H, (1),

||U||Hg(‘r) < N(d7 T)H’UHH;(T)

It follows that, for any bounded stopping time 7, we may replace || D?u| |2 ")
P

by [[u||g;(7) in the definition of the norm of H,(7) and obtain an equivalent

norm.

Assumptions. Fix some numbers T, h > 0, x € (0,1/2],p > 2.
(A1)(k) a(t,z), b(t, ) are real-valued B([0, 7] x R)-measurable functions.
For any t € [0,T], a(t,x) € C1TV/2Hr40 p(t x) € /2540 and

lla(t, *)||cr+r/2+mta + [0, %) c1/24n4n < L,
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where L > 0, and n € (0,1/2 — k) are finite. In addition, there exists a
constant A > 0 such that, for all ¢, z,
A\ <a(t,z) <AL

(A2)(p, k) f(u,t,z) is a real-valued function defined on R x [0,7] x R.
(i) For any z,u € R, f(t,x,u) is a Borel measurable function.
(74) There exists a constant K > 0 such that, for any ¢, z, u, v, we have

If(u,t,x) — f(u,t,2)| < Klu—wvl.

(iii) £(0,-,%) € Ly([0,T), H, **™").
(A3)(p, ) wo € Hy* 7. ,

(A4)(h) Denote »(x) = =1V a Al,x € R. For each i € N, w'(-, h) is the
polygonal approximation of w* with mesh size h defined as follows:

w'(t,h) == w' (I — 1)) + 1/h(t —1h)sx(w' (k) —w' (I —1)h))  (2.2)
if ¢ € [lh, (I+1)h), for some | € NU{0}. We assume here that w'(t) = 0, for
t <0. If {y,,n € N} is a sequence, then, we denote w,(t) := w'(t, ).

Statement of the main result. We say that W (t),t > 0 is an F-adapted
cylindrical Wiener process on Ly on (92, F, P) if the following holds:
(¢) for every ¢ € Lo, (W (t),%)r,,t > 0is an Fi-adapted standard Wiener
process;
(7i) for any t,s > 0, and 1, ¢ € Lo, we have
E(W(t)7 w)Lz (W(S)v (b)Lz =tA 3(1/17 ¢)L2’

The equation (1.1) can be rewritten as follows:
du(t, z) =[a(t,z)D2u(t, x) + b(t, x)Dyu(t, z) + f(u,t,z)|dt
= 2.3
£ 3t 2)ou () (), u(0,2) = uo(a), %)
k=1

where {¢g, k € N} is the Hermite orthonormal basis of Lo, and

{w" () = (W(), ¢x)1,, k € N} (2.4)
is a sequence of independent F;-adapted standard Wiener processes. Let us
recall the construction of the Hermite basis. First, we define the Hermite
polynomials as follows:

Hy(z) = (~1)Fe" DH(e™),
Then, the k-th member of the Hermite basis is given by

_ Hy(z)e ™/
P (x) = (Jr2F k2 (2.5)
Definition 2.4. We say that the equation (2.3) has a solution u of class
Hy(T) if u € Hy(T) with
Du(t,z) = alt, ) D3ult,z) + b(t,z) Dyu(t, ) + f(u,t,),

Su(t,z) = {u(t,z)or(z), k € N},  w(0,2) = ug(z).
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Recall that this implies that Du € H) *(T), Su € H) (T, l3), and uy €
L,(Q, Fo, HY /7).

Assume that (Al)(k), (A2)(p, k), (A3)(p, k) hold. Then, by Theorem 8.5
of [8] (see Remark 2.5) the equation (2.3) has a unique solution u of class

7-[1/2 "(T). In addition, there exists a constant N(p,r,n, L, K,\,T) > 0
such that the following estimate holds:

T
1B oy <N [ IFO DI oyt Nl oy (26

(T)
Remark 2.5. The assumption (A2)(p, k) corresponds to Assumption 8.6 of
[8], and the assumption (A3)(p, k) is mentioned in the statement of Theorem
8.5 of [8]. However, the assumption (A1)(x) is weaker than Assumption 8.5.
Actually, (A1)(k) corresponds to Assumption 5.3 and Assumption 5.5 of [§]
with n = —3/2 — k. The conclusion of Theorem 8.5 of [8] still holds in
our case, since its proof is a combination of the proof of Theorem 5.1 (with
n = —3/2 — k) and Lemma 8.4 (both are from [8]).

Remark 2.6. By Theorem 7.2 of [8] there exists a modification of w,
such that, for any 6 and p satisfying 1 > u > 6 > 2/p, we have u €
CO/Q_I/p([O,T],H;/z_ﬁ_”), for all w € Q. Moreover, for any stopping time
T<T,

Elulf < NGO T ll 0,
P

CO/2=1/p (0,7, Hy * 7 H) ()’

Furthermore, if 6 = 1/2 — k — pu— 1/p > 0, then, by the embedding the-
orem for H, spaces (see, for example, Theorem 13.8.1 of [10]) we have
u € C92=1/p([0,T),C%), for all w.

Here is the statement of the main result.

Theorem 2.7. Let T' > 0, and let p > 2, k € (0,1/2) be numbers such
that 1/2 — k > 3/p. We assume that (Al)(k), (A2)(p,k), (A3)(p, k) hold.
Let R be the closure of R (see Section 1 for the definition) in the space
V(T) = 09/2_1/1’([0,T],H5‘), where »x = 1/2 — k — p, and p and 6 are any
numbers such that 1/2—rk—1/p > pu > 60 > 2/p. Let u be the unique solution
of (1.1) of class ’Hp/2 "(T). Then, suppP o u_1|V(T) =Ry

To prove the support theorem we need an approximation result that we
present below.
For o, 8 € R, we consider the following SPDE:

dv(t,z) = [a(t,z)D2v(t,z) + b(t, ) Dyv(t, z) (2.7)

+f(v,t,x)]dt + (a + B) thquk duw(t), v(0,z) = ug(x).
k=1



8 TIMUR YASTRZHEMBSKIY

Also, for any sequence {~,,n € N} such that 7, > 0,n € N, we consider the
following equation:

dvn(t,z) = [a(t, ) D2v, (t, ) + b(t, 2) Dyvp (t, ) (2.8)

+f(vn, t,z) + Z v (t, ) g () DwE (1)

k=1
_(a2/2 + O‘B) Z Un(tv :E)gb%(:l?)] dt
k=1
+B8 vn(t, 2) () dwk (1), va(0,2) = uo(x).

k=1
The term

n
(@%/2+aB)> vn(t, x)df (x) dt
k=1
is akin to the so-called Stratonovich correction term. In fact, ifa« = 1,5 =0,
then, it is exactly the Stratonovich correction term of a Wong-Zakai type
approximation scheme of the equation (2.3) (see Definition 2.9).
Here is the statement of the approximation theorem.

Theorem 2.8. Accept the conditions of Theorem 2.7. In addition, assume
that either « = 1,8 =0 or a = —1,8 = 1, and let v be the unique solution
of class H;/z_H(T) of the equation (2.7). Then, there exists a sequence
{Vn,n € N} such that, if we additionally assume that (A4)(vyyn) holds, and
let v, be the unique solution of class H;)/2_H(T) of (2.8) (see Remark 2.10
(i)), then, we have

[vn = vllyery — 0 (2.9)

wn probability as n — oo.

Definition 2.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.7, we say that (2.8)
is a Wong-Zakai type approximation scheme of (2.3) if « = 1,5 = 0, and
{Yn,n € N} is a sequence such that

[lon = ullyy =0

in probability as n — co. Here, v, is the unique solution of (2.8) of class
Hll,/z_H(T), and u € H;},/2_H(T) is the unique solution of (2.3).

Remark 2.10. Assume the conditions of Theorem 2.7.

(1) Let {vn,n € N} be any sequence such that v, > 0,n € N. We claim
that the equation (2.8) has a unique solution v, of class 7-[,1,/ 2_'{(T). For
u,z € R, and t > 0 we set

f(u7t7x) - f(u7t7‘7:) + auz ¢k(x)Dwa(t) - (a2/2 + aﬂ)UZQﬁ(@’),
k=1

k=1
h(u7 t :E) = ﬁuv
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R=8+K+53 lonlloo + 3 6wl
k=1 k=1
Here and in (i), K is the constant from (A2)(p, k). Observe that f(u,t,x)
and h(u,t,x) satisfy the Assumption 8.6 of [8] with K = K,{ = 8,5 = oo.
Hence, the claim follows from Theorem 8.5 of [8] (see also Remark 2.5).

(i7) For any h € H(T), there exists a unique solution Rh € S’J;/Z_R(T) of
(1.2). This time one needs to set

flu,t,x) = f(u,t,x) +udh(t,z), h(u,t,z) =0,

K =1+ K + |0:h| B(jo,1)xR)

and use the argument of (7).

3. AUXILIARY RESULTS.

For ki,ke € N, and 3,1, € NU {0}, we denote

S (@) = | ()] |y (2) 2.
Set
Sw'(t, h) := w'(t) — wi(t, h).

t
St h) = / 5w (r, h) dyad (v, h) — 635t /2.
0
and, for any sequence of positive numbers {~,,n € N}, we denote

wy(t) = dw'(t, ), s (1) = s (t,7m),

Definition 3.1. Let {7,,n € N} be a sequence of positive numbers, and
(o, B) € {(1,0),(—1,1)}. We say that a function defined on Q x [0,7] x R is
of type Ay, if it can be represented as

= lij,mij; - i i

> et " (@) i () + Y diDFi () wil (8),
ij=1 i1

where

(i) ¢ij,d; are some constants, depending only on « and 3, such that
|eigls |di| <25

(i) ki, lij, mi; € {0,1,2};
(iii) gij is either dw?, or si.
In the sequel we denote any function of type A, by A, without specifying
the exact expression of A,,.

Lemma 3.2. Lety € R, p > 2, T > 0 be numbers, and u € Hy(T), ¢ € C§°.
Denote f =Du, g = {g¥,k € N} = Su. Then, the following assertions hold.
(1) The process (u(t,*),1¥(x)),t > 0 is a semimartingale.
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(i1) There exists a set Q' of probability 1 such that, for any w € €,
t€[0,7], and k € N, we have

< (ul %), (%), w* () > (1) :/0 (9" (5, %), 9:(%)) ds, (3.1)

where <,> (t) stands for the mutual quadratic variation of two real-valued
semimartingales.

Proof. (i) For any w € Q,t € [0,T], we have (see Remark 2.2)
(u(t, %), ¥ (x)) = (u(0,%),9(x)) + F(t) + G(b),

where

First, we show that F' has a finite variation on [0,7] a.s. It suffices to
prove that

. T
F::/0 [(f(s,%),1(%))|ds < coa.s.

Recall that by the definition of stochastic Banach spaces f € Hg_z(T). By
the properties of Hj spaces (see Section 2) and Hélder’s inequality we have

T
r, _ 2 ( _2)/2 S.x _ 2 (2_7)/2 x T as
Fg/0 /Ruu D2)0=2/2 (s, 2)][(1 — D2)CV/24(x)]| dard

T
< TP || lan ( /0 £ (5,9l _p) VP < 00 a5,

where p’ = p/(p — 1). By this we only need to show that G(t),t > 0 is a
martingale.
Next, denote

Gn(t) = y t( “(s,%), 9 (%)) dw* (s).
e

We will show that
lim Esup|Gn(t) — G(t)]* =0, (3.2)

n—oo t<T

and, by this G is a square integrable continuous martingale. First, using
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, for any n € N, and any m € N U {oc}
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such that m > n, we get

Bsupl Y- [ (6" (500, 00)) k()

t<T o

m_ T
Vo =3B [ (656 v ds.
k=n"0
Second, by repeating the argument of Remark 3.2 of [8] we obtain

T m
Vi < NE / (3 1(1 = D2)0-D2gk(s w[2)1/2| 2 ds
0 k=n (33)

S NT(p_2)/p| |g| |§H371(T)7

where N = 3[|(1 — D2)3=/2¢|[1]|(1 — D2)1=/29)||,/(p—2). Then, (3.2)
holds, and this implies the assertion (i).

(74) Using linearity of mutual quadratic variation and It6’s formula, for
all w, and ¢t € [0,T], and n > k, we have

< Gt > (1) :/0 (6 (5,%), (%)) ds.

Thus, there exists a set € of probability 1 such that, for any w € €/, and
every t € [0,T], k € N,

¢

<G "> (t) = lim < Gp,w > (t) = / (¢"(s,%),0(x))ds,  (3.4)
n/—o00 0

where the n/ is some subsequence. Here, the passage to the limit is justified

by Kunita-Watanabe inequality and (3.3). U

Lemma 3.3. Assume the conditions of Theorem 2.8. Take any sequence
{Yn,n € N} with positive terms, and let v, be the unique solution of class

7-[;1,/2_'{(T) of (2.8). Let h(t,x) = h(w,t,z) be a function such that, for any
w €N, heCt([0,T] xR). Denote

Mt ) =) owl,(t)gi(x), &P (tz) =0 si(t)e;)(x),
i=1 ij=1

Un(t,2) = vn(t, ) — v(t, ) + €D (¢, 2)v, (¢, ) — €D (¢, 2)h(t, z).

Then, (a.s.) for all t € [0,T], ¥ € C§°, the function v, satisfies the
following equation:

2(t,x) = /0 ([a(s,%) D%z (s, %) 4 b(s, x)Dyz(s,%)], 1 (%)) ds (3.5)
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where
F,(ll)(s,:n) =a(s,z)Dy(vn(s,2)An(s,x)),

ED (s,2) = (a(s, ) An(s, ) + b(s, ) An(s,2))vn (s, ),
E (s, ) = a(s,2)D3(E7 (s, 2)h(s, x)) + b(s, ) Do (67 (5, 2)h(s, 2)),
F{Y(s,) = f(vn,5,7) = f(v,5,),
EP) (s,2) = An(s,2) f(vn, s, 2),
FO) (s,2) = An(s, 2)vn(s, z),
E (s,2) = An(s, 2)0sh(s, x),
E¥(s,2) = Y a®(va(s, @) — h(s,2))e;; () Dsi (s),
ij=1
G (s,2) = (a+ B)(vals, ) — v(s,2))pi(x),i = 1,...,n,
Gy )(s.2) = Blun(s,2) — v(s,2))gi(),i > n,
ng(s,:n) =0,i=1,...,n, Ggg(s,x) = —aw(s,x)pi(z),i > n,

G0 (5,2) = An(s, 2)a (s, 2)u(2),i € N,
Here, all the functions A, are possibly different functions of type An.

Proof. For the sake of convenience, we omit the dependence of functions on
the spatial variable. Also, every time a new function of type A, appears,
we explicitly write the constants d;, c;j,7,7 = 1,...,n to demonstrate that
the condition (i) of Definition 3.1 holds.

Keeping in mind V. Mackevic¢ius’s method (see Section 1), we subtract
(2.7) from (2.8) and formally write the ’stochastic’ part of v, — v as follows:

@y voa(t)gi dwy, () + B va(t)ds dw'(t)
= =1

—(a+B) ) v(t)g; duw' (t)

i=1

=a) ()i d(w,(t) —w' (1))
i=1

n

o+ B) D (valt) — v(t) i duw' (¢)

i=1

—i—ﬁZvn ) — v(t))d; dw' (t)
i=n-+1

—a Z u(t QSZdw

i=n+1
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By the above, for any ¢ € C§°, t € [0,T], w, the function v,, — v satisfies the
following equation:

8
(0a(t) = 0(t), ) = Y I (1), (3.6)

where

=1
=p Z / Un _U ¢u¢)dw( )
i=n+1
= -« ¢7,7 )
2;—1/

I®) = —(?/2 + af) Z/ (vn ()7, 4)

In what follows, all the identities hold a.s., for all ¢ € [0, T7].

Note that ¢;1) € C§°, and, then, by Lemma 3.2 (i) the process (v, (t), ¢ivp), t >

0 is a semimartingale. Using integration by parts formula for semimartin-
gales, we get

IO () = =& (1), 9) + ISV (1) + I (1), (3.7)
where
14D (¢ —az / St ( s), dith), (3.8)

—az<vn o), wh(-) > (¢).

By Lemma 3.2 (i7) we have

SIOEXTEDY /Ot<vn<s>¢?,w> ds. (39)
i=1
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Next, using associativity of stochastic integral, we write

6
I8N () = IR (3.10)
k=1
where

I ( —aZ/ (s)DZvn(s), ¢ip)dwy, (s) ds,
4’172 _QZ/ D Un (bzw) ( )dS,

{90 =0y [ (0w ), 6510)600 () ds
i=1 70

I (1) = o2 Z/ U (s ¢ 1/1 ) 6wt (s) Dwi (s) ds,

1,j=1

190 = —a(a?/2 4 0) 3 / on(s), B20) Gl (s) ds

i,j=1

- /0 (An(8)on(s), ¥) ds, di = 0,¢1; = —a(0®/2 + ap),

110 _aﬁzz/ Un(5), $i6o7) 0w (5) du? (5)

7j=11i=1

—Z/ @,1/1) (S), di:aﬂ,cij =0.

In this paragraph we show that in IT(L4’1’k) (t),k = 1,2,3 one may replace
each distribution by its product with ¢;. First, note that, for any w, s, 7, we
have a(s)p; € C1H/2H5+1 Then, it follows from Lemma 5.2 (i) of [8] that

¢iD3va (), a()§; Diva () € H,**7(T).
Further, by the standard approximation argument combined with Lemma
5.2 (i) of [8], the following identity holds (in the sense of distributions):
¢iD3;Un(3) = Dg(vn(3)¢z) - 2Dx(vn(S)D¢i) + Un(S)D2¢i'

Then, we get
3

4,1,1 ZI 4,1,1,]@ (311)

k=1
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where
11(14’1’1 1) aZ/ $)D2[v,(5) i, ) 0w (s) ds
t (3.12)
=A<MMUme»ww
112 (1) —~4a§j/ (5) D], ¥)oul (5) ds
t (3.13)
- / (a(5) Da[An(s)vn(s)], ) ds, d; = —2a,ci; =0,
0
A1) ( —aZ/ (s) D%y, )owl, (s) ds
t (3.14)
:/ (a(s)Ap(s)vn(s),¥)ds, di =, cij = 0.
0
By the same argument we have
b(-)¢i Dy (-) € H,V275(T).
Hence, we get
K20 = [ 0616 () Davns), w)ou (5 s,
0
and
[12)(4) = 7120 (4) 4 [(41.22) () (3.15)
with

1120 (g) = /0 (b(5) D (€0 ()0 ()], ) s,

144290) = [ (40006 (5) ), ds = 05 =0
0

We move to I\"" 3)( t). Note that by (A2)(p, k)(i7) we have f(v,,-)— f(0,:) €
L,(T") because v, € C([0,T7, L;) (see Remark 2.6). Since f(0,-) € L,([0,T7, H_g/2 "),

we have f(v,,) € H_3/2 "(T), and, then, by Lemma 5.2 (i) of [8] the same
holds for f(vy,-)@;. Hence, we may write

{90 =ay” [ ' (F(0m 5)6, )60 (5) ds
i=1"0

_ /t(An(s)f(vn,s),¢) ds, d; = a,c;; = 0.
0

Next, observe that
Sw? (s)Dwl (s) = Ds(s) + 6;5/2.

(3.16)
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Then,

4,1,4 _Oé2 Z/ 'Un lel’w DSZ]( )

t,j=1

a? tvns 2 s
n /2;/0< (s)62.0) d

so that by this and (3.6) and (3.9) we have
Ralt) = 190 + 1§ 6) + 1591)

_a2 Z/ Un <Z5”7¢ DSZJ( )

i,j=1

In fact, this cancellation is the reason why we have the ’correction term’
—(a?/2 + aB)v,(s) Y| ¢? ds on the right hand side of (2.8).

Next, in the integral R, (t) we split v,, into v,, —h and h and integrate by
parts in the integral containing h. Then, we get

Ra(t) = (€7 (Dh(t),¥) + RV () + R (1), (3.17)

where

——a22/ (Osh(s)811, )5 (s) ds

5,j=1

t
= / (An(s)ash(s),¢) ds, d; = chij = _a27
0

_azz/vn — h(s)|@"Y, ) Dsi (s) ds.

We note that this time the mutual quadratic variation term vanishes because
sy has a locally bounded variation.

Finally, we combine all the terms that we got from the integration by
parts. First, observe that by (3.6), (3.12) and (3.15)

D0+ 100 + 190+ 1400
_ /0 ([a(3) D200 (5) + b(s) Dy (s) + FO(s)], 1) ds.

Next, by the above we obtain

Ir(z4’1’1’2) (t) = /t(FT(Ll)(s),q/z) ds (see (3.13)),

0

(3.18)

AL (1) 4 [122) (1) = / (E2(s),1) ds (see (3.14) and (3.15)),
0

190 = [ (00, 0)ds (500 3.9)),

0
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1190 = [[EO(5)0)ds. (500 (3.16)
1190 = [[EO().0)ds. (see (3.10),

RO = [ (FD )0 ds, (s (317

RO = [ (FO6).0) ds, (s (317,

IO)(t) + IO (1) = f: /O t(Gg{Q(s),zﬁ) dw' (s), (see (3.6)),

i=1

D=3 /0 (G2 (5),0) dw'(s), (see (3.6)),

=1
1416 1) :i / t(ijg(s),w dw'(s), (see (3.10)).
i=1 0

O

Lemma 3.4. Let o and & be numbers such that 0 < a < & < 1, and let X
be a Banach space. For § € (0,1), and t > 0, we denote Ve =l (o,t], X).
Then, for any f € Vi, the function t — || f||ve is continuous on [0, T].

The proof can be found in [20].

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.8

Take any sequence {7,,n € N} of positive numbers, and let v,, be the

unique solution of class H;l,/z_ﬁ(T) of (2.8). Later, we will choose {~,,n € N}
such that the desired convergence holds.
Fix any R > 0 and denote

V(t) = CUVP (0, 4], Y2,

Wt) = OO 1e([0,4], CV/2mrme e,
oy = inf{t > 0: [|v, — vl > 1},
7(R) == inf{t > 0 [[v[|ly¢) > R},
Tn =0 AT(R)AT.
Take any 0 such that u > 6 > 0. By Remark 2.6 we have v,,v €
09/2_1/1’([0,T],Hg/2_n_“), for any w. Then, by Lemma 3.4 the functions
t = ||zllyw), for z = v,v, — v, are Fi-adapted processes with continuous

sample paths. This implies that w(R), 0, and 7, are stopping times.
By the fact that 1/2 — k — u > 1/p and Remark 2.6, for any w, we have

up [|2(t,9) o + |2l hwiry < Ny 2= 0,0 (4.1)



18 TIMUR YASTRZHEMBSKIY

In this proof N is a constant independent of n that might change from
inequality to inequality.
Let p be a nonnegative C§° function supported on (0, 1) such that [ p(z) dz =
1.Let v=(6/2—-1/p) N (1/2 —k — u—1/p), and € = 3/v. We set
anlter) = [[ (e s = gl p(ny) dsdy,
[0,1]x[0,1]
where it is assumed that v,(t,z) = 0, for t < 0,2 € R. It follows that

On(t,%),t € [0,T] is a predictable L,-valued function. Moreover, using a
change of variables, Young’s inequality and (4.1), we have, for i, j € NU{0},

E / ' 101 D35, (¢, )| |b dt < Nl (4.2)
0

Step 1. We will use Lemma 3.3 with h = 0,,. By the a priori estimate
from Theorem 5.1 of [8] with m := —3/2 — k and Lemma 3.3 we have

13
||@n||§_&1}/27m(m) < NZIkm, (4.3)
k=1

where .
Ij,an/ G, #)|1P 41, dE, G =1,2,3,
0

mt1,p

L= E /0 (%) D (Dot )0 (1,5 [
[n=FE /0 " alt, ) An (%) (£ 0| By .
Ien=E /0 bt ) B (1 ) (8,92,

B =B [l ) DA (45050150 o

- /0 bt ) D (At %) (8 5))| B
=B [0 t0) = F0,t )

o = B [ 18nltf st )
Fun = [ 18alt ot

Tn
Lo = E / 1A (8, )t 2|18 dt,
0

I /0 (Ot %) = Balt, )DL (I[E, , [ DS (1P dt.

1,7=1
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Here, Gg) = {G(j) i € N},j =1,2,3 are the functions defined in the state-

n,’
ment of Lemma 3.3, Ay, and all A,, are possibly different functions of type
A, (see Definition 3.1).
Step 2. First, by the estimate from Lemma 8.4 of [§]

B < NE [ loa(t ) — ot 03t (4.4)
0

Next, let IC be the function such that
(1—D2HMm+D/2, — w2z Vze Ly,

where * stands for convolution. It turns out (see Section 12.9 of [10]) that

K(z) = x|z|~(1-20)/2 /Oo §=(5=2m)/dp—ta?=1/(41) gy
0

where x > 0 is a constant. Then, we have
(1= DGR ), = a2 Y ([ Kl = w)olt, o) v,
i=n+1
Again, by Lemma 8.4 of [8] and (4.1), for any w, and t € [0, 7,], we have
G2 (M) lm+1,5 < N[o(t 4]l < N.
Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain
Tim T = 0. (4.5)
Using Lemma 8.4 of [8] and (4.1) once more, we get
B < B [ 180t 4ot
0
< E/ 1AL (t,%)|[Pdt < NnNAR/2,
0

where the last inequality is due to Lemma 6.2 ().
Step 3. We move to the terms Iy, — Iy, I11,,. First, by the second
inequality in (4.6)
i < NoVaP/2, (4.7)

Next, using Lemma 5.2 (7) of [8], we get

Lin+ Isn+Ion < NE / 1 (1 )0 (1) P
0

We point out that before applying Lemma 5.2 to Is, one needs to replace
m by m + 1. Finally, we replace m + 1 by 0 in the last inequality and use
the second inequality in (4.6). We obtain

Iim + Isn + Ign < NnVAR/2, (4.8)
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Step 3. We handle the terms Iy, and Ig,. Recall that by Remark 2.6
vn,v € C([0,T], Lp), for any w. By this and (A2)(p, k)(ii) we get

o < NE [ loatt, ) — ot 0t (4.9)
0

Next, by Lemma 5.2 (i) of [8] we have
[10,n < NEAan,

where

Ap = sup [[An(t, )]

t<mp

Tn
Bo= [ 1t
0
and n € (0,1/2 — k). Fix any 01 € (0,p/2). Then, by Lemma 6.2 (i)
EA, < NpN~p/2=01,

Splitting f(u,t,x) by f(0,t,2) and f(u,t,z)— f(0,t,2) and using (A2)(p, k),
we get that, for any w, and t € [0, 7],

p
CO1+1/2+k+n>

Tn
J%SN/<mww%+wmuwmpwsm
0

where the last inequality is due to (4.1). Hence,
Lopm < NnNAp/2-01, (4.10)
Step 4. We deal with I7,,, I3 n, I12,n, 1135 First, by Lemma 5.2 (7) of [§]

AHSNE/’HAAaﬂmuwmaﬁmw-
0

We replace m +2 =1/2 — k by 1, apply Lemma 6.2 (i) and use (4.2). We
get

thNEA!MAWWaW%@ﬂ%

+ || Dan (t, %)|[B) dt < NnNAR/2=0,

By a similar argument

(4.11)

Isp + Tiay < NV y2/2=00, (4.12)

As in Step 2, before applying Lemma 5.2 (i) to I3, one needs to replace m
by m + 1.
Next, note that, for any ¢ € [0,7,], and s,y € (0, 1), due to (4.1) we have

[on(t = 5/n, — 4/n) — on(t,2)] < 10 ol ey < N0 7.
Then, by this
By <n 7200 Y ol IpE [ s o) at
0

1,7=1
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By Lemma 1.5.2 of [17], for all 4,j € N,

g5 11 <
and this combined with Lemma 6.1 (zv) ylelds

Lizn < NnC7v9P < Np~P, (4.13)

because € = 3/v.
Step 5. Combining (4.3) - (4.13), we obtain

1Znlly1/2n ) < NIz + NP + NnNp/2=0

—|—NE/ ot %) — vt %)| 2 dt.
0

Clearly, the above inequality holds with 7,, replaced by t A 7,, for any t €
[0,7], and with N independent of n and ¢. Then, by Remark 2.6, for any
t € [0, 7], we have

Ellon = 0l ) < Nz + Nn7P 4+ NoNyR2700 4 NE[|Agoa|f .

ATn)

t
+ NE|Antnlly,,) + NE/O [1on = 0ls(enr, ) 48

(4.14)
Note that by Lemma 3.4 the last integral is well-defined.
Next, by the product rule inequality in Hélder spaces and Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality we have

ElNdnzB) < VBB Bl V2, 2= o,
Let us fix some 02 < (0,1/2 —6/2+ 1/p). Then, by Lemma 6.2 (iii) we get
EllAAlZ, | < Nz,
Recall that

lonlly,) <N, Vo
Using this and Minkowski inequality for Bochner integral, we conclude that

~ 112
E|[oa|%, | < N.

Next, we combine the estimates from the previous paragraph with (4.14),
and we obtain

Ellv, — SNI2,n+Nn_p—|—Nn (P p/2— 514-752?)

p
vl |V(t/\7-n)

t
+N/ Blfvn — ol By, dsit € 0,T].

0

By Gronwall’s inequality

Ellon — |\ < NIpy + NnP + Nn&N (48/2700 4 402p),

(Tn)

Since N is independent of n, we can choose {7,,n € N} such that

lim ™ (4270 4 4027) = 0.

n—oo
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By this and (4.5) we obtain

lim E||v, —v||§’)( (4.15)

n—oo

Next, denote D,, = {0, < m(R) A T'}. Observe that by Lemma 3.4, for
any w,

Tn) -

lvn = vl = 1.
This combined with (4.15) yields
P(o, <m(R)AT) = El||v, — UH@(Tn)IDn < El|vy, — UH%(Tn) — 0 (4.16)

as n — 00.
Step 6. Fix any € > 0. Since v € H;/z_K(T), by Remark 2.6 there exists
R > 0 such that
P(n(R)<T)<e. (4.17)
Next, for any ¢ > 0,
P(|lvn = vllvery = ¢) < P(llon = vllyr,) = ©)

+P(m(R) <T)+ P(o, <mw(R)AT).
By Chebyshov’s inequality and (4.15)
Plllon — vllvien) = €) < P Elon — vlfls,) =0
as n — 0o. By this and (4.16), and (4.17), for any ¢,e > 0 we get

H@O (Ilon = vllvry =€) <&,

and this finishes the proof of the theorem.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.7.

We follow the proof of Theorem 2.9 of [20] very closely, making only a
few necessary changes.

Proof of the inclusion supp P o u_1|V(T) C Ry. By Theorem 2.8 one can
choose a sequence {7,,n € N} such that if we denote

n
ha(t,2) =Y (wh(t)dr(x) — t/2 67 (x)),
k=1
then
IR (hn) = ullyery = 0

as n — oo in probability. Indeed, set @ = 1,5 = 0. For any sequence of
positive numbers {7,,n € N}, we denote by v,, the unique solution of class
7—[11,/2_'{(T) of (2.8), and by v — the unique solution of class 7—[11,/2_'{(T) of
(2.7). Then, we have R(h,) = v,, v = u as elements of H;ly/z_'i(T).

Next, by Portmanteau theorem

1= @ P(R(hn) € Ra) < Po u_1’V(T)(mcl)v

and this yields the desired inclusion.
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Proof of the inclusion Ry C supp P o u_1|V(T). Fix any h € H(T). For
any sequence of positive numbers {v,,n € N}, consider the following SPDE:

dz(t,z) = [a(t,z)D22(t, z) + b(t, 2) Dp2(t, ) (5.1)

+f(z,t,x) + z(t, x)0ch(t, x)

=Y 2t 2)dp(x) Dwy(t) +1/2)  =(t,2) ¢ (x)] dt

k=1 k=1

+ Z 2(t, ) dp(x) dw®(t), 2(0,2) = ug(z).
k=1
We set o = —1, = 1 and consider the equations (2.7) and (2.8) with
f(z,t,x) replaced by
f(z,t,x) = f(z,t,x) + z0:h(t,x), zx€cRteR,.
Note that f(z,t, z) satisfies the assumption (42)(p, &) because d;h € B([0,T]x
R). Then, the equation (2.7) has a unique solution v € .6,1,/2_R(T) (see Re-

mark 2.10 (i7)), and (2.8) has a unique solution v,, of class H,l,/z_ﬁ(T) (see
Remark 2.10 (i)). Observe that 0, satisfies the equation (5.1). Also note
that 0 solves (1.2), and, hence, © = R(h). In what follows, {v,,n € N} is
such that, for any € > 0, there exists N(¢) > 0 such that, for any n > N(e),

P(l[on —~ R(B)llyr) < &) > 0. (5.2)

The existence of such sequence follows from Theorem 2.8.
Next, denote

n

ha(t @) =Y (wp()gn(@) — /267 (@) — h(t, ),
k=1
Wa(t) == W (t) = ha(t,%), @™ (t) = (Wa(t), $ (%)) .,
and let P, be a measure on ({2, F) defined by
T T
4P, = exp( [ (Ot ), dW ()1~ 1/2 [ 110ibn(t.) B )P
0 0

Next, we claim that
T
Besp(1/2 [ ot Rl do) < o
0

This easily follows from the fact that h € B([0,T] xR), and |Dwk(t)| < v, 1,
for any k,n,w, and t > 0. Then, by Proposition 10.17 of [3] Girsanov’s
theorem is applicable, and, then, {@®"(t),t € [0,T],k € N} is a sequence of
independent Fi-adapted standard Wiener processes on (2, F, P,).
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For v € R, we set H,(T,n) to be a stochastic Banach space defined on
(Q, F, P,) with {w*(.),k € N} replaced by {@w*"(-),k € N}. Then, 0, is a
unique solution of class 7-[1/ - "(T,n) of the following SPDE:

dz(t,x) = [a(t,z)D22(t,x) + b(t,z)Dy2(t, x)

+ flzt, )] dt + Y 2(t, ) dp(x)dd®" (1),  2(0,x) = ug(z). (5:3)

k=1
Claim that
P, ot IV(T Po u_l\V(T). (5.4)
To show this we use Theorem 2.8. First, there exists a unique solution

g€ 5’)1/2 "(T) of dig(t,x) = D%g(t,z) with initial condition ug(z). By sub-
tracting g from u, we may assume that ug = 0. Second, by Theorem 2.8
one may replace the equations (2.3) and (5.3) by their Wong-Zakai type ap-
proximation schemes (see Definition 2.9) with mesh size. Each Wong-Zakai

approximation is a fixed point of some contraction operator on ’Hl/ 2 H(T)
(see, for instance Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.3 of [8]). Now, (5. 4) follows

from the embedding theorem for ’Hp/ > "(T) (see Remark 2.6) and Picard
iteration in the space V(T).

Finally, we use (5.2), the fact that P, is absolutely continuous with respect
to P, and (5.4). We obtain that, for any € > 0,

Pou"tyqy({z € V(T) : ||z = R(W)|lvr) < e}) >0
This proves the second inclusion.
6. APPENDIX

The following lemma is taken from [20]. For readers’ convenience the full
proof is given here.

Lemma 6.1. Letp > 1, h € (0,1AT) e >0, 60 € (0,1/2), ¢ € (0,0) be
numbers. Assume that (A4)(h) holds. Then, for any i,j € N, the following
assertions hold.

(i) BlIow' (-, )\ 7p < N(p, T,0)hP/~2.

(i) E||ow’ (-, < N(p,T,6,6)h"P.

)"01/2 0 OT

(i) El[s (-, )|[E0.0 < N(p, T, 0)hP7 <.

(i) E /O (6w (£, W) + |57 (£, )P) dt < N(p, T)RP'2,

T
E/ |Ds™ (t,h)[Pdt < N(p,T).
0
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(©) Bl (. D) g /20107y < N(p,T,0,6")h"?.

Proof. Denote t, = kh,k € {—1,0,1,...}. For any a > 0, f : R — R, denote
Aof(z) = f(z+a) - f(2),
pr(h,T) = sup |f(t) = f(s)l.
t,s€[0,T]:|t—s|<h

For the sake of convenience, in the proofs (i), (ii) we denote w := w’, w(-, h) :=
w'(-, h).
(1) For t € [t;,t;+1), we have
dw(t, h)| < |w(t) — wlti—1)] + >(Apw(ti-1)), (6.1)
and
s(Apw(ti—1)) < Ap(w(ti—1)) +La,_,, (6.2)
where
A= {Ahw(tl) > 1}.
Recall that w(t) = 0, for ¢ < 0. By this P(A_;) = 0.
Next, denote M = |T/h]. By Chebyshov’s inequality, for any ¢ > 0,
M—1
P(UYSTA) < Y P(A) < N/h Elw(h)|? < Nh9/?71, (6.3)
=0
Then, by this and (6.2)

E max |»x(Apw(ti—1))|P
=0 M (6.4)

< N(EpE (h,T) + P(UM,A)) < NhP/27¢,

where in the second inequality we used the estimate of p,, which we state
below. By Theorem 2.3.2 of [7], for any o > 0, there exists a positive random
variable N, r such that, for any r > 0, EN a1 < 09, and

PN T) < Ny AY27% Y € QA € [0, 7). (6.5)

Then, the claim follows from (6.1), (6.4) and (6.5). By the way, similarly,
for all [, we have

Els(Apw(t))|P < NhP/2, (6.6)
(77) Fix any « € (0,0). First, we consider the case when |t — s| > h,
t,s € [0,7]. We have
L/(t = )2 sw(t, h) = dw(s, h)| < 20" 2(|5w (-, h)l| o1

and this combined with (7) yields the claim.
Next, we take any t,s € [0,7] such that |t — s| < h. There are two
subcases: either

(t,s) € By = UM {(t,s) € [0,T]% : t,s € [t;, t141]} (6.7)
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v (t,s) € By = U{‘igl {(t,s) € [0,T)%: |t — s| < h, (6.8)
t < s <ty <t <t}
To handle (6.7) we write
[ow(t, h) — dw(s, h)| < |w(t,h) —w(s, h)| + |w(t) —w(s)|. (6.9)
Using (6.5) and the fact that |t — s| < h, we get
lw(t) — w(s)] < Narh?=e|t — s|4/279. (6.10)
Next, by (6.4) we obtain
E sup |w(t,h) —w(s,h)|P <
(t,s)€B1 (6.11)

|t — S|p/hp El—%laXM |%(Ahw(tl—1))|p < Nh(@—a)p |7f - s|(1/2_9)p‘

Then, the claim in this subcase follows from (6.9) - (6.11).
We move to the second subcase (6.8). Observe that
|w(t7 h) - w(s, h)|
< |’lU(t, h) - w(tl-i-lv h)| + |ZU(S, h) - w(tl-i-lv h)|7

and (t,%141), (s,t;+1) € By. This combined with (6.11) and (6.10) proves the
assertion in this subcase.

(731) We follow the proof of Proposition 6.3.1 of [15]. First, we consider
the case 1 = j. By Itd’s formula, for any ¢, a.s.

' () = w'(t, h)|* = 2/0 (w'(s) = w'(s, h)) ds(w'(s) — w'(s, b)) +1,

and, then,
t
Sii(t, h) = / 5wi(s,h) dwi(s) —-1/2 |wi(t) - wi(t, h)|2.
0

Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and assertion (i), we get

BN g2y < NEISw ()] g 612)
[0 ()2 ) < NRP2E,
By the same argument
ma Bls" (- h)| < NP2, (6.13)

Now we assume i # j. Note that, for ¢ € [t,tr11], we have
wh(t,h) = —Apw'(tp_1) +w'(tg) + 1/h(t — tg)se(Apw' (tp_1))-
Then, for each w,t we may write

sY(t,h) = I (t) + L (t) + I3(t), (6.14)
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where
Lt/h] ) tyr )
B(t) = 3 sBpw (o)) [ (ws) = wi 1) /b Lot ds,
1=0 t
[t/h]
L(t) = ) se(Apwd (ti1)) Apw' (t-1),
=0
.
L(t)=-h? ) / (s = ti) Lot ds s2(Apu? (t1-1))se(Apw' (t1-1)).
1=0 ’t

Observe that s(Apw'(t;_1)) is a symmetric random variable as a composi-
tion of an odd function with a symmetric random variable. It follows from
the Markov property of Wiener process that I1(¢) is a sum of independent
centered random variables, and, hence, by Doob’s maximal inequality

E sup |L(t)|P < NE|L(T)]P < NhP/2. (6.15)

t€[0,T]

Let us explain how to get the second inequality in (6.15). For p = {2,4,...},
(6.15) follows from an elementary combinatorial argument (see, for example,
the proof of Lemma 6.3.2 of [15]) combined with (6.6). To prove the claim
for any p > 1, we pick some k € NU {0} such that 2k < p < 2k + 2, and let
v be a number determined by the equation

1/p=(1-v)/(2k) +v/(2k + 2).

Then, the desired inequality follows from the assertion for p = 2k, 2k + 2
combined with the log-convexity of L, norms. Further, the same argument
yields
Esup(|I(t)|P + |I3(t)|?) < NhP/2. (6.16)
t<T

The claim (7i7) follows from (6.12) - (6.16).
(iv) First, combining (6.1) - (6.3), we obtain
sup Elw'(t, h)|” < NhP/?,
<T

and this implies the estimate for dw’(t, h). By (6.13), (6.15) and (6.16) the
above inequality holds with w® replaced by s¥. Hence, the first estimate of
(iv) is proved.

Next, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

T
E / |Ds" (t, h)|P dt
0

LT'/n] tot1 . i
< >0 ([ B e W a2 R (Bl () )
k=0

2%

This combined with (6.1) and (6.2) proves the second part of claim.
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(v) By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have
B||Ds" (W}, 0.0y < h7PMiMs,
where

M = (B||ow'(-, V20 My=(E max |s(Apw(ti—y))*P)2.

DI o
By (i) and (6.4)

My + My < N(p,e, T)hP/>~¢,
Then, by the above
E||Ds" (-, h

W0 < Npoe, T)A. (6.17)

By the interpolation inequality (see, for example, Theorem 3.2.1 in [9]), for
any A > 0,

157, 1)l ra-oo,ry < N (8, T2 DsY (-, W)l e o,ry+" Y2187 (-, 1) ogomy)-
We finish the proof by combining this with (éi7) and (6.17).
(]

Lemma 6.2. Assume that (A4)(vy,) holds for some sequence {vy,,n € N}.
Let 6 € (0,1),T > 0,p > 1 be numbers, and let A, be any function of class
Ay. Then, the following assertions hold.

(1)
T
Ty = E/ 1At %)|[2dt < Nn2/2,
0

where N = N(p,T).

(i) For any e >0, and any ¢ € (0,1),

Esup [|A,(t,#)|[Fs 5 < NnNy2/2e,
t<T

where N = N(p,T,d,¢).

(it¢) For any e > 0, and £’ € (0,¢),

El|Anllg < Nn'ap?,

cl/2— ([0,17], H&)
where N = N(p,T,e,€’).

Proof. (i) Due to Definition 3.1 we have

n 2
—_— l7
Jo S NP2 %N (15l + (167 11E)
i,j=1k,l,m=0 (6.18)
T .. .
<E [ (0P + i o) dr
0

Next, it is well-known (see Lemma 1.5.2 of [17]) that, for any p € [2, o0],
and k € N,

okl < N(p). (6.19)
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In addition (see Section 1.1 of [17]),
Dy Hy(x) = 2kHy_1(x).
Then, by formula (2.5) and what was just said we have
1D54llo < N(k,p)i*2, k € NU{0},j €N. (6.20)

Combining (6.18) and (6.20) with Lemma 6.1 (7iii), we prove the assertion.

(74) The proof is similar the one above. First, note that by the interpola-
tion inequality for Holder spaces (see Theorem 3.2.1 in [9]), we may replace
2 — § by 3. Second, by the product rule

l7
1675 les < Nl[illgal 1651/ (6.21)
Third, by Lemma 6.1 (i), (ii7), for any i,j € N,
Ellaij |z < N, Ty * (6.22)

where ¢;; € {6w' , s¥}. Now the assertion follows from (6.21), (6.20), and
(6.22).
(7i1) First, by the properties of Hg spaces, for k,I,m > 0,
k l7 lv
D% @illop + 116775 lo.p < illks1.p + 11675 1
l7
< N@)lillyyres + 11675 lw)-

Clearly, we may assume that m # 0. Note that by (6.20) the right hand
side of (6.23) is less than

N(p, k)i D72 1+ N(p)l|gille o115 (11051l + [ D2d5ll)

< N(p, k, 1, m) (kT2 4 172 m/2y

This combined with Lemma 6.1 (i7) and (v) proves the claim. O

(6.23)
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