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Stochastic Heat Equations defined by Fractal Laplacians on
Cantor-like Sets
Tim Ehnes*

Abstract

We study stochastic heat equations in the sense of Walsh defined by fractal Laplacians
on Cantor-like sets. For this purpose, we first investigate the corresponding heat kernels.
Then, we prove existence and uniqueness of mild solutions to stochastic heat equations
provided some Lipschitz and linear growth conditions. We establish Holder continuity in
space and time and compute the Holder exponents. Moreover, we address the question of
weak intermittency.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study parabolic stochastic partial differential equations defined by generalized
second order differential operators. To introduce the operator of interest, let [a,b] C R be a finite
interval, u a finite non-atomic Borel measure on [a, b], £([a, b], 1) the space of measurable func-
tions f such that fab f?du < co and L%([a, b], 1) the corresponding Hilbert space of equivalence

classes with inner product (f,g), = ff fgdu. We define

D2 = {1 € Clat) 3 (1) € Lalla ) £'0) = @)+ [ ()" Wity x € o]}
The Krein-Feller operator with respect to u is given as
Ay Dy € L¥(a,b], 1) = L¥([a B, ), = ()"

This operator has been introduced, for example, in [17,23,28,29,31], especially as the infinitesimal
generator of a so-called Quasi diffusion. It is a measure-theoretic generalization of the classical
second weak derivative Ay1, where A is the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

In order to connect these operators with diffusion equations from a physical point of view,
we consider the temperature distribution in a one-dimensional bar of length 1 that runs from
x =0 to x = 1. The mass distribution of the bar shall have a density denoted by p : [0,1] — R.
Further, we assume that the specific heat of the material, i.e. the amount of heat energy required
to raise a mass unit by a temperature unit, is constant, as well as the thermal conductivity, which
gives the ability to conduct heat. Hence, we can denote the specific heat by ¢ and the thermal
conductivity by k. Then, the temperature of the bar, the function u(t¢,x), is determined by the
heat equation

0? 0
R (t2) = ep(a) 5 (@) (1)
with Dirichlet boundary conditions u(¢,0) = w(¢,1) = 0 for all ¢ > 0 if we assume that the

temperature vanishes at the boundaries or Neumann boundary conditions %(t, 0) = ‘g—g(t, 1)=0
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if the boundaries are perfectly insulated. In order to solve the heat equation, we use the separation
of variables and write u(t,x) = f(x)g(t), which yields

kf"(x)g(t) = cp(x) f(2)g'(t)
and by resorting

f'(x)  _cgd(t)
plx)f(x) K g(t)

for all ¢ and x. Consequently, both sides of the equation are constant and we denote the value
by —A. We only consider the left-hand side, given by

f'(@) = =Ap(@)f ().

By integration with respect to the Lebesgue measure we get

@) - 11(0) = - /0 " fw)oly)dy,
which can be written as
f(@) — 7(0) = A /0 " F)du(y).

where p is the density of the measure pu. By applying the definition of A,

Apf =—=Af,

which yields
ou
KA U = CE’

as a generalization of heat equation (1), since this equation does not involve the density p.
Consequently, we can use it to formulate the problem for measure which possess no density, in
particular for singular measures.

We are interested in the case where p is a self-similar measure on a Cantor-like set. More
precisely, let N > 2 and {51, ..., Sn} be a finite family of affine contractions on [0, 1], i.e.

Si:[O,l]—>[0,1], SZ'(I):T‘Zw-i-bi, O<r;<,0<b;<1—r;,i=1,...,N,

where S7(0) =0 < S1(1) < 55(0) < S2(1) < ... < Sy(1) = 1. Further, let p1,..., un be weights,
ie. pi,...,un € (0,1) and Zfil w; = 1. It is known from [22] that a unique non-empty compact
set F' C [0, 1] exists such that

F= U Si(F) (2)

and a unique Borel probabiliy measure p such that

N
p(A) =" pip (S 1(A)) (3)
=1

for any Borel set A C [0, 1]. Further, it holds supp u = F. The set F' is called Cantor-like set.



The main topic of this paper is the consideration of the parabolic stochastic PDE

%u(tw)

Abu(t,x) + f(t,u(t,2)) + g(t, u(t, z)E(t, @),

u(0, ) = uo(),

(4)

where b € {N, D} determines the boundary condition, ¢ is a space-time white noise on L?([0, 1], i)
and f and g are predictable processes satisfying some Lipschitz and linear growth conditions. We
investigate existence and uniqueness of a mild solution to (4) and, if a mild solution exists, the
question whether a Holder continuous version of this solution exists. It is known (see [32|) that
the stochastic heat equation defined by the classical one-dimensional weak Laplacian Ay: has
a unique mild solution which is, some regularity conditions provided, essentially %—Hélder con-
tinuous in space and i—Hélder continuous in time. Here, essentially a-Hdlder continuous means
Hoélder continuous for every exponent strictly less than a. However, in two space dimensions it
turns out that the mild solution is a distribution, no function (see [32]). Hambly and Yang [20]
addressed the questions regarding the above-mentioned properties in the setting of a space with
dimension between one and two, more precisely a p.c.f. self-similiar set (in the sense of [26]) with
Hausdorff dimension between one and two. It turned out that, some conditions on the initial
value ug and the processes f and g provided, there exists a version of the mild solution which
is almost surely essentially %—Hélder continuous in space and %(d g + 1)71-Holder continuous in
time. Hence, the temporal Holder exponent decreases with increasing space dimension. The
Krein-Feller operator can be interpreted as a generalized Laplacian on sets with dimension less
or equal one. Therefore, it seems natural to ask whether the mild solution to (4) defined by AZ
has, if it exists, a temporal Holder exponent that is greater than i in case of dimension less than
one. Moreover, for the investigation on p.c.f. fractals in [20], it is assumed that the weights are
given as p; = rle . Another aim of this paper is to find Holder exponents for other weights.

Preliminary for the consideration of the mild solution to (4), we need to have a closer look on
the heat kernel of AZ, defined by

[e.e]

_\0b
ph(w,y) =Y e Wl ()} (y),
k=1

where A2,k > 1 are the eigenvalues and ¢%, k > 1 the L?([0, 1], #)-normed eigenfunctions of the
Neumann- (or Dirichlet- resp.) Krein-Feller operator AZ. From [10] it is known that a constant
C5 > 0 exists such that for all k € N

] <t

where +y is the spectral exponent of AZ and J = maxj<;j<n bgé&%#ﬁ)' This estimate along with
the spectral asymptotics (see [17]) leads to an extension of the well-known heat kernel estimates
(see for example [28]), which will be our main tool in the observation of the mild solution to (4).

It turns out that, under some conditions on ug, f and g, the mild solution to (4) exists, is
unique and jointly continuous in space and time. Moreover, we show that, under additional
conditions on wug, there exists a version that is essentially %—Hélder continuous in space and
essentially % — ?—Hélder continuous in time. If y is chosen as the dp-dimensional Hausdorff

measure, we obtain %(dH + 1)1 as essential temporal Holder exponent, which is indeed greater

than % if dgp < 1. If u is another measure, we have v§ > %, which gives a lower temporal

Hoélder exponent in this case.
In [20, Section 6] the relation between stochastic heat equations in the sense of Walsh and
stochastic PDEs on L?([0,1], ) in the sense of da Prato—Zabczyk (see [7]) has been used to



establish % as essential spacial Holder exponent. We do not follow this procedure. Instead, we
approximate the heat kernel by proving that for z € F, t € [0, T

/Ot /01 (<P?—s(-,y)v fﬁ>u —pi’_s(az,y)>2 du(y)ds — 0

as n — 0o, where the sequence (f7), cy approximates the Delta functional of 2. Then, we show
that the resulting approximating mild solutions have the desired spatial continuity and that
the regularity is preserved upon taking the limit. In particular, we do not need to make use
of the theory of da Prato—Zabczyk. Nevertheless, stochastic heat equation in the sense of da
Prato—Zabczyk defined by AE are, in addition to their realtion to Walsh SPEs, interesting in
itself. However, we do not investigate such SPDEs in this paper. It should be noted that the
investigation work very similar to the corresponding one in |20].

Next to these continuity properties, we investigate the intermittency of the mild solution
to (4). Roughly speaking, an intermittent process develops increasingly high peaks on small
space-intervals when the time parameter increases. This is a phenomenon of mild solution to
stochastic diffusion equations which has found much attention in the last years (see, among many
others, [4], [21], [24] [25]). We call a mild solution u weakly intermittent on [0, 1] if the lower and
the upper moment Lyapunov exponents, which are respectively the functions v and 4 defined by

1 1
’Y(pv .T) = htm inf ; 1OgE [u(t7 x)p] ’ '7(]?, (L') = lim sup E IOgE [u(t7 x)p] y D€ (07 OO)v T € [07 1]7
— 00

t—o00

satisfy
7(2,2) >0, F(p,x) <oo, pE[200),z€][0,1],

(see |24, Definition 7.5]). We prove this in the Neumann case for f = 0 and some conditions on g.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we give definitions related to Krein-Feller
operators and Cantor-like sets as well as results concerning the spectral asymptotics. Further-
more, we recall a method to approximate the resolvent density, we collect basic properties and
prove some continuity properties of heat kernels. Section 3 is dedicated to the analysis of SPDE
(4), including the proofs of existence, uniqueness and Hoélder continuity properties of the mild
solution as well as the investigation of weak intermittency.

2 Preliminaries and Preparing Estimates

2.1 Definition of Krein-Feller Operators on Cantor-like Sets

First, we recall the definition and some analytical properties of the operator AZ, where b €
{N, D} and p is a self-similar measure on a Cantor-like set according to the definition in Section
1

We denote the support of the measure p and thus the Cantor-like set by F. If [0,1] \ F # (),
[0,1] \ F is open in R and can be written as

o0

0,1\ F = (s, bi) (5)

i=1

with 0 < a; < b; <1, a;,b; € [0,1] for ¢ > 1. We define

D}, = {f: [0,1] — R : there exists f € £2([0,1],\!) : f(z) = f(0) + /Ox f'(y)d\'(y), = €0, 1]}



and H' ([O, 1], Al) as the space of all H := L?([0, 1], u)-equivalence classes having a D}\l —represen-
tative. If 4 = A! on [0, 1], this definition is equivalent to the definition of the Sobolev space W. .
H! ([0, 1], )\1) is the domain of the non-negative symmetric bilinear form £ on H defined by

1
E(u,v) = /0 U () (v)dz, w0 € F=H'([0,1],\)).

Hereby, for each argument, which is an element of H, we choose the D}\l—representative which
is linear on [0,1] \ F. It is known (see [13, Theorem 4.1]|) that (£, F) defines a Dirichlet form
on H. Hence, there exists an associated non-negative, self-adjoint operator Aﬁ[ on H with

F=D ((—Alﬂv)%) such that

<—Afyu,v>u =E&(u,v), ueD (AIJY) ,veF
and it holds

D (Aﬁf) = {f € H: f has a representative f with f € Di and f'(0) = f'(1) = 0}.
Afy is called Neumann Krein-Feller operator w.r.t. . Furthermore, let Fo = H} ([O, 1], At
be the space of all H-equivalence classes which have a Dil—representative f such that f(0) =
f(1) = 0. The bilinear form defined by

1
E(u,v) :/ o (z)v (x)dx, u,v € Fy,
0

is a Dirichlet form, too (see [13, Theorem 4.1]|). Again, there exists an associated non-negative,
1
self-adjoint operator Ag on H with Fo =D ((—Af) 2) such that

<—A5u,v>“:€(u,v), u € (AS), veFy

and it holds
D (Aﬁ)) = {f € H: f has a representative f with f € Di and f(0) = f(1) =0}.

Aﬁ) is called Dirichlet Krein-Feller operator w.r.t. p.

A concept to describe Cantor-like sets is given by the so-called word or code space. Let
I=A{1,..,N}, W, = I" be the set of all sequences w of length |w| = n, W* := U,,enI", the set
of all finite sequences and W := I°° the set of all infinite sequences 6 = 0160205... with 6; € I for
i € N. Then, [ is called alphabet and W, W* W" : n € N are called word spaces. We define
an ordering on W by denoting two words w and ¢ as equal if w; = o; for all ¢ € N and otherwise,
we write w < 0 & o < Wy Or W > 0 & 0y, > wg, where k == inf{n € N: 0, # wy,}. In addition
to an ordering we define a metric on the word space by the map d : W x W — R, d(w,c) = N=F
with & defined as before. It is known (see e.g. [3, Theorem 2.1|) that for every = € [0, 1] the map

T W—F, o~ nli_)IrolokSﬂ71 0845,0...085,, ()

is well-defined, continuous, surjective and independent of € [0, 1], which means 7, (c) = (o)
for all z,y € [0,1], 0 € W. Therefore, for every = € [0,1] and every y € F there exists, at least,
one element of W which is by 7, associated to y.



2.2 Spectral Theory of Krein-Feller Operators

Let b € {N, D} and let i be a self-similar measure on a Cantor-like set according to the given
conditions. Further, let v be the spectral exponent of —AZ, that is the unique solution of

N

Z(NmW =1 (6)

=1

It is known from [12, Proposition 6.3, Lemma 6.7, Corollary 6.9] that there exists an orthonor-
mal basis {¢? : k € N} of H consisting of H-normed eigenfunctions of _AZ and that for the
related ascending ordered eigenvalues {A\? : i € N} it holds 0 < A8 < A} < ..., where AP > 0.
Furthermore, by [17]| there exist constants Cy, C; > 0 such that for k > 2

Cok7 <\ < Cik7. (7)

Further, we have the following upper bound for the uniform norm of the eigenfunctions.

Proposition 2.1: Let § := maxj<j<y bgé((),gﬁifﬁ)w)' Then, there exists a constant Co > 0 such that

forall k € N
_ 16
et = 2 ()"
Proof. [10, Theorem 2.1| O

Hereby, || ||, = ess supge(oy[f(z)|- This is an estimate for the essential supremum, but it
also holds for the supremum of the representative in Di, since this representative is continuous

s _
on [0, 1] and linear on (a4, b;), @ € N, Inequality (7) implies with Cy = C7 Ch
ol <o o

Note that Cs does not depend on k, but may depend on the underlying measure p.

2.3 Properties of the Resolvent Operator

For A > 0 and b € {N, D} let p} be the resolvent density of Afr That is, with R} = ()\—AZ)_l
it holds

1
R () = /0 Ry @duly), fe.

Such a mapping exists and is given by (compare [12, Theorem 6.1])

-1
N (@y) =Y w2) = (BY)  fn@adnw), wye o<y,
-1
oF (@) = R w.2) = (BY)  atn(@)gdnly), zyel01)e<y,
where BR,,B]A) are non-vanishing constants and the mappings g{: N g%:N,gf"D,gé\’ p are eigen-

functions of A, with appropriate boundary conditions (see [12, Remark 5.2]). Moreover, it is
Lipschitz continuous.

Proposition 2.2: Let A > 0. Then, for every A > 0 there exists a constant Ly > 0 such that

pg(x,y) - pl))\(x> Z) < L>\|y - Z‘v T,Y,2 € [07 1]



Proof. [10, Proposition 2.6] O
The following result connects the introduced resolvent and the semigroup associated to AZ.

Lemma 2.3: Let A >0, f € H. Then,
(oo}
R f = / e MT? fdt.
0

Proof. |9, Theorem 1.10] O

2.4 Approximation of the Resolvent Density

We recall a method to approximate the delta functional on Cantor-like sets, in particular to
approximate the just introduced resolvent density, which will then again be used to approximate
point evaluations of heat kernels.

For n > 1 let A,, be the partition of the word space W be defined by

* n
Ap={w=wiwm €W iy -1y, | >Tha > Twl

where rmax = max;—1,. n7;. Moreover, let v; = Z;I ,1 < i < N, where dy is the Hausdorff
r.
1

dimension of F. Further, for w € W we denote S, (F') by F,,.
Lemma 2.4: [t holds for n € N:
(i) |An| < o0 and U,cp, Fuo = F.
(ii) For w € Ay there exists a subset A C Ay 1 such that Fy, = U, cpr Fo
(11i) For w,v € Ay, w # v it holds |F,, N F,| < 1.
(iv) Forw € A, it holds u(F,) > r&i’grﬁl’fnu&n.

(v) For w € W* there exists n € N such that w € A,,. Consequently, for all m > n there exists
A, € Ay such that Fy = Uyenr F,.

If the measure p is chosen as p; = er and thus v; =1, i =1, ..., N, we get an estimate similar
to [20, Lemma 3.5(iv)]. Note that these ideas can be used to generalize the corresponding results
in [20].

Proof. [10, Lemma 2.7| O

We introduce a sequence of functions approximating the Delta functional. Hereby, we use the
notation of [20]. We prepare this definition by defining the n-neighbourhood of z € F for n € N
by

D(x) = J{Fu:w e Ay, € Fy}.

Note that D9(x) consists of at least one element of {F,,w € A,}, which follows from Lemma
2.4(i), and of at most two elements since pairs of these elements intersect in at most one point.
From the latter and the definition of A,, it follows

| Di(2)| < 2r; (9)

max*

With that, we can define the approximating functions for x € F and n > 1 by

Fi = (D () L pg -



From Lemma 2.4(iv) it follows
_ —dy —
117 = p(Dp ()" < il v (10)

We deduce the following result.

Lemma 2.5: Let x € F. It holds lim, o (f5,9), = g(z) for any continuous g € H.
Proof. |10, Lemma 2.8| O

Lemma 2.6: Let x1,x2 € F and m,n > 1. Then,

1 1
\ /0 /0 o, 2) 2 () £ (2)da(y)da(=) — b (1, 22)| < 2Ln (1o + 77,

where Ly denotes the Lipschitz constant of pb.

Proof. [10, Lemma 2.9| O

2.5 Heat Kernel Properties

Preliminary for the definition of a mild solution of a heat equation defined by a white noise
integral, we introduce the notion of a heat kernel. For that, let b € {IV, D} be fixed.

Definition 2.7: For (t,z,y) € (0,00) x [0,1] x [0, 1] define
>° b
pi(w,y) =Y e ol () eh (y).
k=1

This is called heat kernel of AZ.

Moreover, we define for h € H fol Py (2, y)h(y)du(y) = h(z). By part (iv) of the next proposition
this is a meaningful definition.

Proposition 2.8: Let T >0, h € H and (Ttb)tzg be the transition semigroup associated to AZ.
(i) There exists Kr > 0 such that ’pf(:v,y)| < K for all (t,z,y) € [T, ) x [0,1]2.
(ii) p.(-,-) is continuous on (0,00) x [0, 1]2.
(iii) TPh(z) = (ps(x, ), h(0)),, in L3(p) fort € (0,00).
(iv) [o ps(@, 2)pe(2, y)dp(z) = peys(z,y) for allt > 0,5 > 0,2,y € [0,1].

(v) For (t,x,y) € [0,00) x [0,1]% let p} . (y) = p}(x,y). Then, p}, € D (AZ) and it holds

9
apt (z,y) = A#pt +(Y)
for allt € (0,00), z,y € [0,1].

(vi) pe(x,y) >0 for all (t,x,y) € (0,00) x [0,1]2.

(vii) [ ol (y)duly) =1 and [y pP(-,y)du(y) <1 for all t € (0, 00).
(viii) supg yepo] 1Pt(®, Y)| = [ Tilli00, where ||Allp—q denotes the operator norm of an operator
A:LP — L1



Proof. (i)-(vii) are well-known (see e.g. [28]). The proof of (viii) is a standard argument. Let
t € (0,00) be fixed and K = sup, 4[] |p}(z,y)|. Further, let f € L*(n). Then it holds for
z€[0,1

)Tff(:v)‘ = ’/Olpt(m,y)f(y)du(y)' < K/Ol |f ()| du(y)

and thus HT}’HlHOO <K.
Since p; is continuous on [0, 1]?, there exists xg,y0 € [0,1] such that p;(wo,y0) = K. Define
20 (z) = mng(m)(aj). We have || f2°||; = 1. By Lemma 2.5

n

tim (f°().24(,w0)) = ph(ao o) = K.

n—oo

Hence, for all € > 0 there exists n € N such that

125220 = gy oy, P W)
= (20O Cm))
>K—e¢.

It follows H]}bfn’foHoo > K — ¢, which implies ||T}
small.

I, = K since ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily

O

An important part of the analysis of heat equations is given by estimating heat kernels. In
the following proposition we prove heat kernel properties which are similar to properties on
connected p.c.f. fractals established in |20, Lemma 6.6, but concern all measures according to
the assumptions in Section 1 instead of only the Hausdorff measure.

Proposition 2.9: Let T > 0.
(i) There exists C5(T) > 0 such that for all (t,z,y) € (0,T] x [0,1]?
P, y) < C5(T).

(ii) There exists Cg(T) > 0 such that for all (t,z,2',y) € (0,T] x [0, 1]

~é

1 _1_7
pe(z,y) — pela’,y)| < Co(T)|z — a'|2t 727 2.

111 ere exists C > 0 such that for all (s,t,x) € (0, x 10,1 with s <t
Th C7(T) > 0 such that for all 0,72 x [0,1] with

ps(, ) —pf(x,x)’ < Cy(T) (S_MS — t_%) )

Proof. (i) We can use [26, Proposition B.3.7] as in [10, Theorem 2.1] to obtain the existence
of a constant C5(1) such that HTthlﬁoo < C5(1)t™ for t € (0,1]. With Proposition 2.8
(viii) it follows

sup pt(xmy) < 05(1)75_767 te (07 1]
z,y€(0,1]

If T > 1, the assertion follows from the previous inequality and the fact that p® is continuous
and thus bounded on [1,T] x [0, 1]2.



(ii) Let t € [0,T],y € [0,1]. By using (i) we get for = € [0, 1]

’p”é(ww)HZ = /Olp

We set u = pb(-,y). With [16, Lemma 1.3.3(i)], the contractivity of S% and the above
2

inequality it foQIlows
1 2
HEE
t 2

1 2
Sl

< 205(T)t~ 179,

(z,9)dp(y) = pi(z,z) < C5(T)t .

N S

IN

£ (SZ u, S u)

IN

Since it holds pY(-,y) € D (AZ) we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get for

xz, 2’ €10,1]
2\ 2
dz) .

l,/

0
Aey) - ') < | = k(=)

x

9 el de < o — o) /1
8Zpt Y = 0

We obtain
2
’pi’(x,y) —p?(x’,y)‘ <z —2|E (pf?(-,y),pf?(-,y))
= |z —2'|E (S%u, Sgu>
< |z — 2| 2C5(T)t~ 1770

and therefore

< /2C5(T) 3%

(iii) We have

0 b _ ! b 2
st = 5 [ o @ auy)
O
=/, ap%(%y) du(y)

where we can interchange integral and derivative since %pg (z,y)? is bounded on [t —e,t +
2

g] x [0, 1]? for an appropriate € > 0. From the previous identities and the proof of part (ii)
we also get that there exists a CL(T") such that

2 bt )| = [2¢ (s} ,)] < choy

10



where the last inequality follows as in the proof of (ii). Therefore

QVCé(T)tflfw < gtpf(a:,x) <0

and we can conclude that for all z € [0, 1]

t
Ph(z, @) — pi(a,2)| < CH(T) / 20z = O(T) (570 0.

3 Analysis of Stochastic Heat Equations

3.1 Preliminaries

Let (Q, F,F == (F¢)t>0,P) be a filtered probability space statisfying the usual conditions. The
object of study in this section is the stochastic PDE

gtu(t,x) = AZu(t, x)+ f(t,u(t,z)) + g(t,u(t, z))E(t, )

u(0,z) = up(x)

(11)

for (t,x) € [0,T]x[0,1], where T > 0,b € {N, D}, up : Qx[0,1] = R, f,g: Qx[0,T]x[0,1] — R.
Further, ¢ denotes a F-space-time white noise on ([0,1],x), that is a mean-zero set-indexed
Gaussian process on B ([0, 7] x [0,1]) such that E[{(A){(B)] = |AN B| (compare [32, Chapter
1]). Moreover, let for a time interval I C [0,7] and a space interval J C [0,00) Ps,; be the
o-algebra generated by simple functions on Q x I x J, where a simple function on € x I x J is
defined as a finite sum of functions h : 2 x I x J — R of the form

h(w,t,z) = X(w)Lgy () 1e(r), (wt,z)€QxTxJ
with X bounded and F,-measurable, a,b € I,a < b and B € B(J).

Definition 3.1: (i) Let ¢ > 2, T > 0 be fized. Let Sy 1 be the space of [0,T] x [0, 1]-indexed
processes v which are predictable (i.e. measurable from Pjg 1 0,1) to B(R)) and for which
it holds

1
[vllyr = sup sup (Elv(t,z)|?)e < oo.
te[0,T] z€[0,1]

Furthermore, define Sy as the space of equivalence classes of processes in Sy, where two
processes vi,va are equivalent if vi(t, x) = va(t, x) almost surely for all (t,z) € [0,T]x 0, 1].

(i1) For processes which are not time-dependent, we define analogously Sy as the space of [0,1]-
indexed processes v which are measurable from Fo @ B(F') into B(R) and which satisfy

1
[vlly = sup (Elv(x)|?)s < oc.
z€[0,1]

and the space Sy by identifying processes vy and vy for which it holds vi(x) = va(x) almost
surely for all xz € [0, 1].

Note that S, and S, are Banach spaces. The proof works by using standard arguments, so
we skip it here.

11



3.2 Existence, Uniqueness and Hoélder Continuity

Let b € {N,D} and T > 0 be fixed for this chapter. We define the concept of a solution to
(11) which we observe in this paper.

Definition 3.2: A mild solution to the SPDE (11) is defined as a predictable [0,T] x [0,1]-
indexed process such that for every (t,x) € [0,T] x [0,1] it holds almost surely

utts) = [ shepodnt) + [ [ ot o uts, )i
/ / P (. 9)g(s, u(s, 9)E(s, y)dpy)ds,

where the last term is a stochastic integral in the sense of [32, Chapter 2|.

(12)

In this chapter we assume the following, which is adapted from [20, Hypothesis 6.2].
Assumption 3.3: There exists ¢ > 2 such that
( i) ug € Sq

(i) f and g are predictable and satisfy the following Lipschitz and linear growth conditions:
There exists L > 0 and a real predictable process M : Q x [0,T] — R with
supsejo,7]|M ()l La(y such that for all (w,t,z,y) € Q x [0,T] x R?

|f(w,t,x) - f(watay)| + |g(0J,t,.’L‘) - g(W,t,y)| < L|£L‘ - y|7
|f(w,t, @)+ |g(w,t, 2)| < M(w,t) + Llx|.

We need some preparing lemmas before proving stochastic continuity results. The following
lemma shows how to find upper estimates of functionals of the heat kernel by using the resolvent
density.

Lemma 3.4: Let g € H and t € (0,00). Then,

/ / (/ P2z, ) h(y)du(y)y z)ds < ¢ / / p1(z, 9)h(2)g(y)du(z)du(y).

Proof. Let g = 52, gkt We adapt ideas from [19, Lemma 4.6]. By using Lemma 2.8(iii), the

self-adjointness of the semigroup (Ttb) >0 and Lemma 2.3,

// (/ ph(x yh(y)du(y)>2du(x)dsz/t’
/ (Sth.Sih) ds
:/ < >

2
hds

12



This leads to a useful approximation of p’(z, -) for fixed z € F.

Lemma 3.5: Let t € (0,00) and x € F. Then,

[ ((hstomess), p§s<x,y>>2du< s < AL

Proof. Let x € F. In preparation for the proof we calculate
1 1
] /0 /O A ) (fE(2) — FEE) ) - féf(y))du(Z)du(y)’
1 1
; 03 (2,9) (Fin(2) Fr () = Fa () Fa(y) = Fi(2) Fa () + [ (2) i () du(z)dﬂ(y)’

1 1
= ‘/0 /0 2y (2 ) i (2) i () — 8 (@, ) — P8 (=, 9) f (2) fi () + Y (2, )

— bz ) Fr(2) Fo () + 05 (@) + o (2, ) F2(2) £2 (y) — P8 (a0, @) dp(z )du(y)‘

where we have used Lemma 2.6 in the last step. Further, we note that, since for any (t,y) €
[0,00) x [0,1] p2(-,%) is an element of H and the inner product is continuous in each argument,

it holds for any h € H
b
<pi’ > <Z€ M (y) s%g>
"

m
. b
= <Tr}ggo e Ak’f@i(y)cpi,g>

k=1 1

o0

b
e Mhp( <90k,g> : (14)
k=1 K

Now, let s,t € [0,00),s <t and z € F. By Lemma 2.5 and Fatou’s Lemma,

2

/01 (<p§s<-,y>,f:f> —pgs(x,w) duly)
2
/ (Ze—/\b(t s) <50k7fm> pf_s(:n,y)> du(y)

2
_ /0 <Z e Mk(t=9) [<¢Z,fﬁ>u—s@2(x)} @Z(?ﬂ) dpu(y)
k=1
- S (), - o]
- (ot ), - (),

1

3 i e [<¢g,f;§>u - <¢Z,fﬁz>ur

k=1

Sl%iglofge”z( [< kvfx> <90k7f7:f1>#:|2.

g

13



Again by Fatou’s Lemma and (14)

// <pt (0¥ f””> pi’_s(w,y)>2du(y)ds

<1&1&f/ Zem (t—s) [<%fm fx> ]
—tmint [ ([ 2070 - @) ) s

and further

[ </1pt s, 2)(fr(z) — fﬁq(z)du(z))>2du(y)ds

2

% [ [ A6 - 7)) - R (15)
A L (e + 7o) (16)

where we have used Lemma 3.4 in (15) and (13) in (16). We conclude

A S—.

2
[ (G f2), st a0 o < i 406 s+

< 4L1€2t n

max °

O

We are now able to prove stochastic continuity properties of v; and vy which are defined as
follows for (¢,z) € [0,T] x [0,1] and vy € Sy

t 1

vi(t,x) = /0 /0 P g5, v0(s,))E(s, ) du(y)ds, (17)
t 1

va(t, x) = /0 /0 P2 o F (5,005, ) du(y)ds. (18)

Proposition 3.6: Let ¢ > 2 be fizred. Then, there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that for all
vy € Sqr v1 and vy are well-defined and it holds for all s,t € [0,T],z,y € [0,1]

E (jor(t,2) = vu(t.9)|7) < Cs (1+ Julll) o = yl?,
E (Jo(s,) = w1 (t,2)[7) < Cs (1+ g2 ) s — 73 =%),
E (Jua(t, @) = va(t,9)|%) < Cs (14 Jwolldr ) lo = yl2,
E (Jos(s,2) — va(t,)|%) < G (1+ uvouq,T) s — tfolG= %),

Remark 3.7: Note that v < 1 is required in this Proposition. But this is no restriction since
it 1s equivalent to
log fu;
max — —
i=1,...N log(;7;)
and this is fulfilled since it holds for 0 < p;,r; <1

<1

log(piri) < log(p;) < 0.
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Proof. First, we consider v;. Since (¢,%) — p}(x,y) is continuous on (0, 7] x [0,1] for z € [0, 1]
and g and vg are predictable, the integrand is predictable. In order to prove the spatial estimate
for vy, let t € [0,T],z,y € [0,1] be fixed. Then, there exists a constant C; such that

E (Jor(t, z) — vi(t,y)|?)

o (T R ) P e e e

c, (E(

q

e NS
e

Qo
NS

) (19

(Phoa,2) = Phs(y:2)) (s, wols,2))PaCz)ds

t 1 q 2
<C, |(Phsla2) = phs9:2)) B (g5, 05, 2))1)|* du(z)ds (20)
0
1 2 2 %
= C, (P-sl@,2) = b)) [E (g(s,v0(5.2))") |+ du(2)ds
t 1 2
<2716, (1M 7+ L9 wolle 1) ] /0 /0 (ohsle.2) = pby.2)) duds| . (21)

where we have used the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (see e.g. [24, Theorem B.1]) (19),
Minkowski’s integral inequality in (20) and the relation

E (lg(s,vo(s,9))|") < E (M ()| + Llu(s,y)|)* < 277" (E (M (s)|") + LIE (|vo(s,9)|")) . (22)

n (21). We proceed by estimating the integral term in (21), whereby we first treat the case
x,y € F. By Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.4, and Lemma 2.2,

(Phos(o2) — phaf2)) (=)

2
:nILH;O / / < pt s R fn f}{>lt> d,u(Z)dS
< 7n11_>rr;o ;01 21, 22) ([ (21) — fL(210)(fi(z2) — fY(22))dp(z1)du(z2)

7 \pl(x,x) —2p1(z,y) + p1(y, )|
< e Li|z -yl

Now, let x,y € F€ such that there exists an i € N with (z,y) € (a;,b;) and we assume z < y.
Then, since b;, a; € F, the previous calculation implies

(o 2) -~ phat09) duis

< [ 3 (o) - ) ds

0

k=1
n 0o
<) < ) D2 e (pulb) = pula)* ds
0 bi — a; P
2
< TLie* <bx_ g) bi — a]
< TL1€2t (x - y)2

i — Qi
< TLie* |z —y).
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The remaining cases for z,y € [0,1] follow by using the triangle inequality for the norm
L2([0,T] x [0,1],A! x u). Consequently, for all (x,y) € [0, 1]

2

(P, 2) — Hha(v:2)) dl)ds

We conclude
t 9
E (jor(t,2) =i (t,y)?) < 33207 es G LE (IMI12 7 + Lo lwolldr) fo — g2,

This proves the spacial estimate since the last integral is finite. We now turn to the temporal
esimate. Let ¢,s € [0, 7] with s < t and x € [0, 1]. Then, by using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality, Minkowski’s integral inequality and inequality (22), we get

E (Jor(t,2) = vi(s, 2)[%)

N

2

<Gy " dp(y)du

(P 0) = Bl )i () E 95, 0005, 9))

N

1 bl , 9
<21 cq(||Mug,T+Lq||voH3,T)\ / / (Phwlsy) = (@) () da(y)du

We split the above integral in the time intervals [0, s] and (s,t] and get for the first part

[ (st s tutitu= [ [ (o) - i) duty
= [ [ o) - o)

+ pg(u+t—s) (ZE, :p)d,u,(y)du
=277C(2T) / w0 —(u+t—s)du  (23)
0

_ 2 175 16 1S

= 150127 (s 190 4 (£ — s) )
279

< 2T (t — s)1=7°

< 1T ’7507( (=),

where we have used Proposition 2.9(iii) in (23). For the second part by using Proposition 2.9(i)

t 1 t—s
//Opi’_u(x,y)2du(y)du=/0 ph(x, x)du

t—s
< 2_”’05(2T)/ w0 du
0
277
<
- 1-

05(2T)(t — )i,

For the estimates for vs use Jensen’s inequality instead of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
and the rest of the proof works similarly. O

Corollary 3.8: Let ¢ > 2 and vog € Sqr. Then, vi and vy defined as in (17)-(18) are elements
Of Sq,T'

Proof. By setting s = 0 in Proposition 3.6 we obtain [|v;|, 7 < oo, i = 1,2. We need to show
that v is predictable. For n € N let

2" —1 . .
)= u (2"nT, 2&) L)L o (@), (o) € [0,7]x [0, 1),

1,7=0
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It holds evidently [[o7||, 7 < oc. To prove that vf is predictable, we show that v is the S p-limit
of a sequence of simple functions. To this end, let for N > 1

v?’N(t, z)=v](t,z) NN, t€]0,T], z €][0,1].

This defines a simple function since vy (Q%T, 2]7) A N is Fir-measurable and bounded. It con-
2n

verges in S, r to v, which can be seen as follows:

lim sup sup Hv?(t,:r)—v?’]v(t,x)‘
N—00 te(0,T] 2€[0,1]

La(Q)

U1 <2nT, 271) — U1 <2nT, 2n> AN N
4,7=0

U1 <2nT, 211) — U1 <2nT, 2n> AN N

2"—1

< lim sup sup
N—=00te(0,T) 2€[0,1)

La(©)
2n—1

La(Q)

where the last equation follows from the monotone convergence theorem. We conclude that v
is predictable for n € N . By Proposition 3.6,

[v1 =v1llgr < sup  sup (ui(s, 2) — vi(t, y)HLq(Q)
|s—t|<F le—yl<z

< swp sup llon(s,2) — 01l 3l pagey
|s—t\<% \a:—y|<%

T o sup [t e) - vr(t 9l o
|sft\<% \a:fy|<%

~9

< Cg <<T>2 ’ +<1>2> —0, n — 0.
n n

Hence, vy is predictable. The predictability of vy follows analogously. O

After these preparations we can follow the methods of |20, Theorem 6.9] in order to establish
existence and uniqueness.

Theorem 3.9: Assume Condition 3.3 with ¢ > 2. Then, SPDE (11) has a unique mild solution
m Sq7T.

Proof. Uniqueness: Let u, € Sy be mild solutions to (11). Then v == u — & € Syr. With
G(t) = sup,eoq E [v2(t,2)] we caleulate for (t,2) € [0, 7] x [0, 1]
-
E [u(t, 7] < 27E | /0 /O (1h-ote)) (s u(s0) = £ (5, )? di)s
v ([ [ (p?;(xl,y))Q (s, us) — 3 (5T 0) P dto)s| (29

<2T + 1)L’E { [ Ao (1t o(o)) duti)as|

<A+ [ 60 [ (o) dutis

=2(T+1)L? /Ot G(s)Py g (w,7)ds

< 2179(T +1)C5(2T) L? /t G(s)(t — s)7"ds, (25)
0
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where we have used Walsh’s isometry and Holder’s inequality in (24) and Proposition 2.9(i) in
(25). It follows

G(t) < 21779(T 4+ 1)C5(2T) L / t G(s)(t — s)™"ds
0

and by setting h,, = G in [32, Lemma 3.3] we obtain that G(¢) = 0 for ¢ € [0,7]. We conclude
u(t, ) = u(t, z) almost surely for every (t,z) € [0,T] x [0, 1].

Ezistence: As usual, we use Picard iteration to find a solution. For that, let u; = 0 € S,
and forn >1

1
Un11(t, ) Z/pt(m Y)uo(y / / Py o(2,y) f(s,un(s,y))du(y)ds
(26)

/ / P (2, 9)9(5, n(5, 9))E (5, y)dpa(y) ds.

Let n > 1, assume that u,, € S;r and define u,41 as in (26). The last two terms on the right-
hand side are elements of S, by Proposition 3.8. The first term is predictable because it is
JFo-measurable and thus adapted and almost surely continuous due to the dominated convergence
theorem and Proposition 2.9(i). Furthermore, by Minkowski’s integral inequality

5| ] <(/ e )E o)) du<y>)q

1 q
/0 P, m)du(y)

1
/0 Py, y)uo(y)du(y)

< uollg

< Juollg -

In the last inequality we have used the Markov property of T} and the continuity of fol 0 (-, y)du(y)
by dominated convergence and Proposition 2.9(i) to get with h =1

/1pt<xy>du ~[rh@)| <1 2 e o, (27)

for t € [0, 7. It follows that up,41 € Sy

We prove that (un)nen is a Cauchy sequence in Sqr. Let vy, = upq1 — un € Sgr. By using
Holder’s and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the Lipschitz property of f and g as well
as Minkowski’s integral inequality we get

E [vn41(t, )]
< 90174 pt S92 (F (55 s (5,)) — £ (5, n(5,9))) dpa()ds|
1 3
+207 1R i s (@,9)? (9(s, tnt1 (5,9)) — g (5, un(s,9)))? dp(y)ds ]
< a1 (T LqE[ pt (@, y)?0n (s, y)du(y)ds 2]

<ot (144 C,) ( /0 t /0 lpiis@c, 9)? (E [Jun(s,y)|7) 7 du(y)ds)g .

Set Hp(t) = sup,epo,q] (E[|on(t, y)|q])% forn > 1, t € [0,T]. Then for every n > 2 there exists a
constant ¢, such that |H,(t)| < ¢, for every t € [0,T]. With Proposition 2.9(i) it follows that

18



there exists C' > 0 such that for (¢,z) € [0,T] x [0,1] and n € N
Elown (6} < [ ool uta)ds
< 277°C5(2T)C /0 t H,(s)(t —s)™ds

and thus for ¢ € [0,7] and n € N

Hyar () < 2-9C5(2T)C /0 CHL(3)(t — 5V ds.

From [32, Lemma 3.3] it follows that there exists a constant C’ and a k € N such that for
n,m>1,te€0,T]

Hoy () < nfi)v /0 Hoy(s)(t — 5)ds.

(

Therefore ), <1 \/Hpimk converges uniformly in [0,77], which can be verified by the ratio test

using that \/% < \/% for n > 1. We conclude

sup / Hy,(t) = 0, n — oo,

te[0,T]

which implies the same for [|v,||, 7. Hence, (un)n>1 is Cauchy in Sgr with limit denoted by w.
To verify that u satisfies (12) we take the limit in L9(§2) for n — oo on both sides of (26) for
every (t,z) € [0,T] x [0,1]. We obtain u(t,x) on the left-hand side for any (¢, z) € [0,T] x [0, 1].
For the right-hand side we note that there exists C” > 0 such that for (¢,z) € [0,T] x [0, 1]

?| ]

+E|

t 1
/0 /0 P (,y) (F(s.u(s,9)) —  (5,1n(s,9))) (s, 9)du(y)ds

|

2

<O ([ [ s ©lutss0) = vl D dtas)

/0 /0 (2, y) (95, u(5,9)) — g (5, un(5,3))) da(y)ds

which goes to zero as n tends to infinity with the same argumentation as before. O

Preliminary for the formulation of the main result of this section, we define u*° € S, 1 by

t 1 t 1
Wt ) = /0 /0 P () £ (5, u(s, ) dp(y)ds + /O /0 P () (s, uls, )€ (s, ) duy)ds

almost surely for (¢,x) € [0,7] x [0,1]. We consider this process because the regularity of a
version of u is, in general, restricted by the regularity of u — u**°. Furthermore, we introduce the
normed product space ([0, 7] x [0,1],]] - ||2), where ||-]|2 is the Euclidian norm.

Theorem 3.10: Assume Condition 3.3 with ¢ > 2. Then, there exists a version of ust°, denoted
by @*°, such that the following holds:

(i) If ¢ > 2 and t € [0,T], @°(t,-) is a.s. essentially 3 — %-H('ilder continuous on [0, 1].

-1
(i) If ¢ > (% - %6> and x € [0,1], @ (-, x) is a.s. essentially 1 — %5 - %—Hb'lder continuous
on [0,T].
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Figure 1: Holder exponent graphs (see Example 3.11)

-1
(ii1) If ¢ >4V <2 <% - %) >, S is a.s. essentially (f - 775 — 2) A (% — %) -Hdélder contin-
uous on [0,T] x [0,1].

Proof. The continuity properties in part (i) and (ii) of a version of us*° follow immediately from
Proposition 3.6 and Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem. Further, for (¢,z) € [0,T] x [0, 1] by using
Proposition 3.6 with vg = u € S, 7,

E [(ﬂsto(svx) sto(t y))Q] < 2q—1 (E [(asto(s’x) sto(t :L,))‘I] +E [(ﬂSto(t,x) _ asto(t7y))‘I])
< 295 (1+ Juolld ) (Jo = wl* + 1s — p3=%))

< 210y (1 + ||UOHZ,T) <(|x -y )% + (Is = t|2)g(5_725)>

In the last inequality we have used that |x — y| < 1 and ‘— — —‘ < 1as well as 2 > 1 and

4
i (% — 775> > 1 due to the assumption of part (iii). The result follows from Kolmogorov’s

continuity theorem in two dimensions (see, e.g., |27, Remark 21.7]).
[l

Example 3.11: (i) If uo, f and g satisfy Assumption 3.3 and are um'formly bounded, q can
be chosen arbitrarily large such that we obtain % as ess. spatial and 5 — 775 as ess. temporal

Hélder exponent. If, in addition, the measure p is chosen as the Hausdorﬁ measure on a
given Cantor-like set with Hausdorff dimension dp, then

d
1 log (T-H) 1 dy 1
— - max —————*— = =

01
2 2 21<z<n10g<dH+1) 2 2pg+2 2 +2

l\:}\r—t

Under these conditions, wet get the same terms in the p.c.f. fractal case with 1 < dg < 2
(compare [20, Theorem 6.14]). These terms are visualized on the left-hand side of Figure
1 for 0 <dpg < 2.
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(ii) If p is not the Hausdorff measure on a given Cantor-like set, then

1_75 1

2 2 <2dH+2'

As an example, consider the weighted IFS given by Si(z) = 0.5z, S2(x) = 0.5z + 0.5 and
weights p1, po € (0,1). It follows

1 oy 1 1 log(pi) 1 1log(tmin)
- = - — —maX———— = — — ———
2 2 2 2i=12log(pir;) 2 2log (M)
which goes to zero as pmin tends to zero. This is visualized on the right-hand side of Figure

1.

3.3 Intermittency

According to [26] we call the mild solution u weakly intermittent on [0, 1] if the lower and the
upper moment Lyapunov exponents which are respectively the functions v and %4 defined by

1 1
v(p,x) = litm inf n log E [u(t,z)P], 7(p,x) := limsup n log E [u(t, z)P], p€ (0,00),x € [0,1]
—00

t—o00

satisfy
v(2,2) >0, F(p,x)<oo, pE[2,00),z€][0,1]
In this section we make the following additional assumption:

Assumption 3.12: We assume that Condition 3.3 holds for some q > 2. Moreover, we as-
sume that ug is non-negative and that f and g satisfy the following Lipschitz and linear growth
condition: For all (w,t,x) € Q x [0,00) x R there exists a constant L > 0 such that

|f(w,t,a:) - f(wvtvy)‘ + ’g(W,t,ﬂf) _g(wvt7y)‘ < L"I - y|a
|flw, t,y) + [g(w, t,y)| < L(L + |z]).

Theorem 3.13: There exists C1g > 0 such that for all p € [1,q], (t,x) € [0,00) x [0, 1]

_1
(E [Ju(t, 2)P)7 < (2 luoll, +1) e,

Remark 3.14: If the weights are chosen as p; = er,i =1,..,N, it holds v = df;lil and

therefore ﬁ =dyg + 1. Then, the above inequality reads as
p 7 CropH+1¢
(E[‘U(t7$)‘ ])P < 2Hu0|’q+1 eCrop ,

which holds in the same way for p.c.f. self-similar sets (compare [20, Theorem 7.5]).

Preparing the proof of Proposition 3.13 we give an estimate on pl(z,z) for z € [0,1] which
holds for all ¢ > 0 instead of only on a finite time interval as in Proposition 2.9(i).

Lemma 3.15: Let b € {N, D}. There exists C11 > 0 such that for all (t,x) € [0,00) x [0, 1]

pg(:c,x) < Ch1 (1 + tiV‘S) .
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Proof. Let T'> 0. By (7) and Theorem (8) it holds for each = € [0, 1]

1
htan)| < 30T c3i,
k>1

which converges uniformly on [T, 00) (see |26, Lemma 5.1.4]). Further, note that A\ =0, ¢} =
1,P > 0. The dominated convergence theorem gives us

SN _ . D _
Jim py (2, 2) =1, lim (2, 2) = 0
uniformly for all z € [0, 1]. This along with Proposition 2.9(iii) implies the result. O

Proof of Theorem 3.13. We follow the methods of [20, Theorem 7.5]. Let p € [2,q], o >
0, (t,x) € [0,00) x [0,1]. By using Minkowski’s integral inequality and the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality

1)

)

To estimate the first integral we use Minkowski’s integral inequality and obtain

gy )
/ / gl ) (B[ (5, uls, )7 diu(y)ds
<L/ / ~py_y(x,y) (l—i—(E[\f(s’u(sy)‘p]) >du( )ds

<L (t / / ) s ((E[\f(au(s,zwni)du(y)ds>

t
l+ sup ((efasEHf(s,u(s,z)ﬂp]) )/ e~ (=) g
Q  (5,2)€[0,t]x[0,1] 0

(1 + S ((eO‘S]E[|f(s,u(s,z))]p])ll’)> .

,2)€[0,t]x[0,1]

1

S

e~ (B [[u(t, z)|P])7 < < [luoll, +< H/ / ~py_s (@, y) f (s, uls, y))du(y)ds

'/ / 22, y)?g (s, uls, ) ds

+2\/13(

e p}_o(x,y) (s, uls, y))du(y)ds

hSAl

IN
™~

Q\h

In the second last inequality we have used that ¢ — te~*! has its maximum at t = é which can
be seen by differentiating. We turn to the second integral. By using Lemma 3.15

(UL )

<// 2ty _(w,y)* (B [|g(3,u(s,y))|p])12>dﬂ(y)ds)

3=

‘zatpi’ S(2,9)%9(s,u(s, ) du(y)ds

N|=
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1
2

<1 ( / ety (o) sup (14 Eu(s D)’ ds)

z€[0,1]

NI

t 1\ 2
- ( /0 e 20U () sup}(e—aue—as ( [Ju(s, 2)"]) ) ds)

z€[0,1

[l

t
<p s (e e @l ) [ e o)

(s,2)€[0,¢] x[0,1]

o0

1
973 L sup (1 + e * (E[|u(s, 2) |p])%) (/ e_o‘spg(m,x)ds>
[0,1] 0

(s,2)€[0,t] x

IA

1 [e.9] %

i 1

< 273LCY (/ e (1+ s‘”‘s)d8> sup (147 (E[Ju(s, =) ).
0 (S,Z)E[O,t]x[071}

We denote the gamma function by I' and calculate

o0 o o
/ e (145 %)ds = / e “ds —I—/ e s s
0 0 0
1 1 [ -6
=—4 / e’ (i) ds
a  afy «

~ 1+4a7T(1 —70)

(67

This implies that a constant C}, > 0 exists such that for all & > 0
[e. 9]
/ e (14 s 7)ds < a1,
0
Using these esimates we get
1
e (EfJu(t,z)P))? < fuoll,

L 1
; ( ; L¢2clzc;0m“p> sip (14 e (E[Ju(s 2P )
« (s,2)€[0,t] x[0,1]

1
Now, let o = C7,pT=%, where C7 is a positive constant which does not depend on p. Then,
10 10

L ¥ _1
——— + L4/ 201101001,02 2,

" A T1T—~8
Cl()p 1—~6

L
— 4+ L\/QCQC{OCMWS*lp =
«

The right-hand side decreases as CY|, increases, therefore we can choose a CY{; > 0 such that

L
—+ L\/QCHC{OOﬂa*lp <
«

DN | =

This leads to

_1
swp  (E[Jut,a) )7 < (2 uoll, + 1) o7,
(s,2)€]0,¢]x[0,1]

We obtain for all p € [2,q], (¢,z) € [0,00) x [0, 1]

1 1" =3
(E [Ju(t, )" < (2 uoll, +1) o,
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For 1 < p < 2 we have for (¢,z) € [0,00) x [0,1]

Eut. o)) < (B [jut. o))’

1
< (2HU0||q+ 1) 601’0217751&

1 1
2\ 1—~6 —
< (2flunl, + 1) ) T

1
and obtain the assertion for all p € [1,¢] by setting Cjo = C}j21-73. O

From the above proposition, it follows immediately for p € [1, q]

1 1
7(p) = limsup — sup logE [|Ju(t, x)|P] < hm sup - log Ci1+ C’lop = — Clole—W.
t—oo T z€[0,1]

Remark 3.16: Although we have defined the mild solution only on [0,T] for any T > 0, the
map t — El|u(t,z)|P is continuous on [0,00) for every x € [0,1] and every p > 1. Fort € [0,00)
choose T'= 2t A1 and use the stochastic continuity properties (see Proposition 3.6) to verify this.

In order to work out a lower bound for the second moment, we restrict ourselves to the following
SPDE for t € [0,00) :

au(t, x) = Afyu(f, z) + g(u(t, z))E(t, @), (28)

Furthermore, let the following conditions hold.

Assumption 3.17: (i) ug : [0,1] — R is measurable, non-negative and bounded.

(i) g : R — R satisfies the following Lipschitz and linear growth conditions: There exists L > 0
such that for all (z,y) € R?

l9(z) —g(y)| < L|z — yl,
lg(2)] < +L(1 + |=]).

Proposition 3.18: Define L, = inf ¢ 1) |9(x)/x| > 0. Let inf (o 1) uo(x) > 0. Then, v(2,2) >
L2 for all z € [0,1].

Proof. From the non-negativity of uy and Proposition 2.8(vii) it follows for = € [0, 1]

1 1
/ Y (2, huo(y)duly) > inf wo(y) / N (@, y)duly) = inf uo(y).
0 0

y€(0,1] y€[0,1]

By using the definition of the mild solution, Walsh’s isometry, the zero-mean property of the
stochastic integral and the previous estimate we get for (¢, ) € (0,00) x [0, 1]

1 2 t ol
E [u(t, 2)?] dt = ( / pmy)uo(y)du(y)) w [ [ e (o)) dutwds

+ </01piv(w,y)uo(y)du(y)>2E [/t/Olpﬁs(fﬂ,y)g(U(S,y))f(&y)du(y)ds

> inf wug(x // Lol o(2,9)°E [u(s, y)?] dp(y)ds.

z€[0,1]
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It holds ¢} =1 and A} = 0 and consequently for ¢ € (0,00),x € [0, 1]

pe(z,x) =D e Wi (2)? > e Ml (2)? = 1.
k>1

With that and I(t) == inf,cpp 1) E [u(t, z)?] we obtain

(1) > inf gz / / L2 (2, )21 (s)dpu(z)ds

z€(0,1]

= inf wy(x // Lgp” o(@,2)I(s)dp(z)ds

z€(0,1]

> inf wug(x)? +/0 Lzl(s)ds. (29)

z€(0,1]

It follows

t
I(t) > inf uo(m)Q—l—/ Lf] inf wp(z ds+/ LQ/ L2 u)duds
CEE[OJ} 0 zE[Ol

= inf uo(:z:)2+L2 inf wp(z t+/ L2/ L2 u)duds
z€[0,1] 7 zelo,1)

and by iterating this
00 L2ntn

; 2 g - 2 L2t
T2 Iyl 3 = = Iy wele)e

which yields

log nf yepo) uo()?

1
liminf —log E [u(t,)?] > liminf + L2 L2
t—oo

t—o0

O

The following is the main result of this section and follows immediately from the definition of
weak intermittency and Proposition 3.18.

Corollary 3.19: Let inf (g1 uo(x) > 0. Then, the mild solution of (28) is weakly intermittent
on [0, 1].

References

[1] P. Arzt, Eigenvalues of Measure Theoretic Laplacians on Cantor-like Sets, Dissertation, Uni-
versitat Siegen, 2014.

[2] P. Arzt, Measure Theoretic Trigonometric Functions, Journal of Fractal Geometry, 2(2):115-
169, 2015.

[3] M. F. Barnsley, Fractals Everywhere, 2nd ed., Morgan Kaufmann, 1993.

[4] L. Bertini, N. Cancrini, The Stochastic Heat Equation: Feynman-Kac Formula and Intermit-
tence, Journal of Statistical Physics, 78(5-6):1377-1401, 1995.

[5] E. J. Bird, S.-M. Ngai, A. Teplyaev, Fractal Laplacians on the Unit Interval, Ann. Sci. Math.
Québec, 27:135-168, 2003.

25



[6] D. Conus, M. Joseph, D. Khoshnevisan, S. Shiu, Intermittency and Chaos for a Non-
linear Stochastic Wave Equation in Dimension 1, Malliavin Calculus and Stochastic Analysis,
Springer Proceedings in Mathematics & Statistics, 34:251-279, Springer, Boston, 2013.

[7] G. Da Prato, J. Zabczyk, Stochastic Equations in Infinite Dimensions, 2nd ed., Cambridge
University Press, 2014.

[8] D. E. Edmunds, W. D. Evans, Spectral Theory and Differential Operators, Oxford University
Press, Oxford, 1987.

[9] K.-J. Engel, R. Nagel, One-Parameter Semigroups for Linear Evolution Equations, 1st ed.,
Springer, New York, 2000.

[10] T. Ehnes, Stochastic Wave Equations defined by Fractal Laplacians on Cantor-like Sets,
arXiv:1910.08378, 2019.

[11] W. Feller, An introduction to probability theory and its applications, Vol. II, John Wiley and
Sons, New York-London-Sydney, 1966.

[12] U. Freiberg, Analytical properties of measure geometric Krein-Feller-operators on the real
line, Mathematische Nachrichten, 260:34-47, 2003.

[13] U. Freiberg, Dirichlet forms on fractal subsets of the real line, Real Anal. Exchange,
30(2):589-603, 2004 /05.

[14] U. Freiberg, J. Lobus, Zeros of eigenfunctions of a class of generalized second order differ-
ential operators on the Cantor set, Mathematische Nachrichten, 265:3-14, 2004.

[15] U. Freiberg, Spectral asymptotics of generalized measure geometric Laplacians on Cantor
like sets, Forum Math., 17:87-104, 2005.

[16] M. Fukushima, Y. Oshima, M. Takeda Dirichlet forms and symmetric Markov processes, De
Gruyter Stud. Math. 19, de Gruyter, Berlin-New York, 2011.

[17] T. Fujita: A fractional dimension, self similarity and a generalized diffusion operator, Prob-
abilistic Methods on Mathematical Physics, Proceed. of Taniguchi Int. Symp. (Katata and
Kyoto, 1985), 83-90, Kinokuniya, 1987.

[18] N. Georgiou, M. Joseph, D. Khoshnevisan, S. Shi, Semi-discrete semi-linear parabolic
SPDEs, Ann. Appl. Probab., 25(5):2959-3006, 2015.

[19] B. Hambly, W. Yang, Existence and space-time regularity for stochastic heat equations on
p.c.f. fractals, Electron. J. Probab., 23(22):1-30, 2018.

[20] B. Hambly, W. Yang, Continuous random field solutions to parabolic SPDEs on p.c.f. frac-
tals, arXiv:1709.00916v2, 2018.

[21] Y. Hu, J. Huang, D. Nualart, S. Tindel, Stochastic heat equations with general multiplicative
Gaussian noises: Holder continuity and intermittency, Electron. J. Probab, 20(55):1-50, 2015.

[22] J. E. Hutchinson, Fractals and Self Similarity, Indiana Univ. Math. J, 30(5):713-747, 1981.

[23] K. Ito, H. P. Jr. McKean, Diffusion Processes and their Sample Paths, Springer-Verlag,
Berlin-Heidelberg-New York, 1965.

[24] D. Khoshnevisan, Analysis of Stochastic Partial Differential Equations, American Mathe-
matical Society, 2014.

26



[25] D. Khoshnevisan, K. Kim, Y. Xiao, Intermittency and Multifractality: A case study via
parabolic stochastic PDEs, Ann. Probab., 45(6A):3697-3751, 2017.

[26] J. Kigami, Analysis on Fractals, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics 143, Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge, 2001.

[27] A. Klenke, Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie, Springer, Berlin, 2013.

[28] U. Kiichler, Some Asymptotic Properties of the Transition Densities of One-Dimensional
Quasidiffusions, Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Univ., 16:245-268, 1980.

[29] U. Kiichler, On sojourn times, excursions and spectral measures connected with quasidiffu-
sions, J. Math. Kyoto Univ., 26(3):403-421, 1986.

[30] W. Liu, M. Rockner, Stochastic Partial Differential Equations: An Introduction, 1st ed.,
Springer, 2015.

[31] J.-U. Lobus, Generalized second order differential operators, Mathematische Nachrichten,
152:229-245, 1991.

[32] J. Walsh, An Introduction to Stochastic Partial Differential Equations, In Ecole d’Eté de
Probabilités de Saint Flour, XIV-1984, 1180:265-439, Springer, Berlin, 1986.

27



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries and Preparing Estimates
	2.1 Definition of Krein-Feller Operators on Cantor-like Sets
	2.2 Spectral Theory of Krein-Feller Operators
	2.3 Properties of the Resolvent Operator
	2.4 Approximation of the Resolvent Density
	2.5 Heat Kernel Properties

	3 Analysis of Stochastic Heat Equations
	3.1 Preliminaries
	3.2 Existence, Uniqueness and Hölder Continuity
	3.3 Intermittency

	References

