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MAXIMAL INEQUALITIES AND SPACE-TIME REGULARITY
OF STOCHASTIC CONVOLUTIONS

SzyMON PEsSzAT, Krakéw, JAN SEIDLER, Praha

(Received June 18, 1996)

Abstract. Space-time regularity of stochastic convolution integrals
J:/ S(- =) Z(r)dW(r)
0

driven by a cylindrical Wiener process W in an L?-space on a bounded domain is investi-
gated. The semigroup S is supposed to be given by the Green function of a 2m-th order
parabolic boundary value problem, and Z is a multiplication operator. Under fairly general
assumptions, J is proved to be Holder continuous in time and space. The method yields
maximal inequalities for stochastic convolutions in the space of continuous functions as well.

Keywords: stochastic convolutions, maximal inequalities, regularity of stochastic partial
differential equations

MSC 1991: 60H15

0. INTRODUCTION
Let us consider an abstract stochastic semilinear parabolic equation
(0.1) dX = AX dt+ f(t, X)dt + o(t, X) AWV, X(0)=¢

in a Hilbert space H, A: Dom(A) — H being an infinitesimal generator of an
analytic Co-semigroup S(t) on H and W an infinite-dimensional Wiener process in
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H. Investigating regularity (or even only sample paths continuity) of mild solutions
of (0.1), which are given by the variation of constants formula

(0.2) X(@)=S@t)¢+ /02 S(t—s)f(s,X(s))ds + /ﬁl S(t - s)a(s, X (s))dW (s),

one faces the fact that it is the third term on the right hand side of (0.2) that causes
the most serious problems. It turns out that a thorough understanding of properties
of the stochastic convolution

W(t):/; S(t— sy(s)dW(s),  t320

for an operator-valued process ¢ is indispensable when dealing with the equation
(0.1). If the Wiener process W has a nuclear covariance operator then a general pro-
cedure (the so called factorization method), proposed by G. Da Prato, S. Kwapien
and J. Zabczyk, is available, see the paper [2] for the additive noise case, i.e. ¥ =1
(the identity operator), and [4] or [6], Chapter 7.1, for the general case of an L(H)-
valued process 9, where L(H) denotes the space of all bounded linear operators in
H. Using this method it is straightforward to show that, under weak restrictions on
1, the process ¥ has Holder continuous sample paths in the real interpolation space
(H,Dom(A))a,2 for any a < é, see [11], [21]. In applications to parabolic problems,
H = L*(D) for a domain D C R%, and 4 is given by a 2m-th order elliptic differ-
ential operator in D. Then (H,Dom(A))a,2 is a subspace of the Slobodeckil space
W?ma2(D) and the Sobolev embedding theorem yields that ¥ is Hélder continuous
in both the time and space variables provided 2m > d.

Unfortunately, the situation is much more complicated if W is a standard cylin-
drical Wiener process (that is, with the covariance operator I}, Even in the simple
case H = L%()0,1[), ¥ = I and 4 = A (the second derivative operator) with homoge-
neous Dirichlet boundary data it can be shown that ¥(t) € W2=2(]0, 1[) if and only
if @ < L (see [13], Example 3.1, cf. also [20] for a different proof), but W22(]o, 1[)
embeds into %°([0,1}) only if « > }. On the other hand, Hélder continuity of the
random field ¥ was established for many particular choices of the operator A and/or
the process 1, see e.g. [7], [26], [16], [3], [9], [10], [14], [1]. Except for the paper [3],
where a functional analytic proof (that seems to apply only in the additive noise
case) was proposed, all other proofs we know are based on the Kolmogorov test for
sample paths continuity. A new version of this argument was used also in [5] (cf. [6],
Chapter 5.5) and developed further in [18] to cover stochastic convolutions of the
form

(0.3) J(t) = /‘:S(t —8)Z(s)dW(s), t>0



in L?(]0,1[), where 4 = A and Z(s), s > 0, are now generally unbounded multi-
plication operators in L2(]0,1[). Let us recall that multiplication operator valued
processes appear if the diffusion coefficient ¢ in (0.1) is a superposition operator,
which is the most common case.

In the present paper, we aim at establishing the space-time Holder continuity of
the random field J defined by (0.3) if A is a general 2m-th order elliptic differen-
tial operator in a bounded domain & C R%. We assume that 2m > d as otherwise
the operators S(t), t > 0, are not Hilbert-Schmidt and the process .J need not be
well-defined in L?(&) (see Theorem 2.1 below for a precise statement). We show
that J(t,-) € W*P(&) for certain s > 0 and p € ]2, 0o[ with p sufficiently large for
the embedding theorem to imply Holder continuity (see Theorem 2.2). Moreover,
under stronger assumptions, the same method yields the differentiability of J(t,)
and makes it possible to describe the behaviour of J(t,-) on the boundary & (The-
orem 2.3). Finally, we establish Holder continuity of J in time (Theorem 2.4); as a
consequence, a maximal inequality for stochastic convolutions in the space of con-
tinuous functions follows. This result seems to be new even in the case d = m = 1,
¢ =10,1], Z = 1, where we obtain

¢ P
/ S(t — s)dW (s) < const. Ti—2-¢
o ¢([o.1)

E sup
0<t<T

for any p > 8 and € € ]0, 2 — 2.

Our results are closely related to those obtained by P. Kotelenez in [14]. He consid-
ered more general pseudo-differential operators in not necessarily bounded domains;
on the other hand, the results of [14] apply only to stochastic convolutions with an
L°-valued process Z, and no maximal inequalities are established there. The case
of unbounded multiplication operators Z may be of some importance in investigat-
ing stochastic parabolic equations, cf. the paper [18] for some applications of this
kind. Furthermore, we believe our proofs to be more straightforward and lucid. In
particular, we avoid the use of the Kolmogorov test, but instead we rely directly on
the Sobolev embedding theorem, as was first proposed in [12] (cf. also the proof of
Theorem 3.4 in [6]).

The paper is organized as follows. In the first section we introduce some notation
and recall a few facts about Sobolev-Slobodeckif spaces, Green functions and infinite-
dimensional It integrals, whilst in Section 2 the main results are stated. In Section
3, some useful estimates of the Green functions are derived, and Section 4 provides
proofs of our theorems.



1. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we will introduce some notation and quote some results that are
frequently used in what follows.

First, Ay will stand for Lebesgue measure on RY. Let Q C RY be an open
bounded set, let s = k + A for some k € N and A € ]0,1[. By %°(Q) we denote
the space of all functions on @ having k-th order derivatives which are A-Holder
continuous on Q. The space €°(Q) is equipped with the norm

|DYu(z) — D*u(y)|
lz - yl*

|“|‘€"(5) = z sup |Du(z)| + Z sup

z€Q =k T.YEQ
lvI<k Ivl oty

The LI(Q)-spaces, 1 < q¢ € oo, are defined in the standard way, let us denote by
L(L9(Q), LP(Q)) the space of all bounded linear operators from L?(Q) into LP(Q).
The Hilbert-Schmidt norm of an operator Y € L(L*(Q)) is denoted by {|Ylxs)-
If s € N and ¢ € [1,00[ then W*%(Q) stands for the standard Sobolev space. If
s=k+A k€N, A €lo,1[ then by W*9(Q) we denote the Sobolev-Slobodeckif
space (see e.g. [15], §8.3). Namely, W=4(Q) is the space of all u € W*9(Q) such
that

v _ v q 1/q
[ [ D0 g )
olg  lm—y|FtH

For further references we recall the Sobolev embedding theorem (see e.g. [25], The-
orem 4.6.1).

|“|W’-"(Q) = (‘“lzyk.u(g) + Z
=k

Theorem 1.1. Let Q@ C RN be a bounded domain with a Lipschitz boundary.
Let s € ]0,00[, ¢ € ]1,00[ and A € [0,00[. Then W*9(Q) — €*(Q) provided
s> A+ N/q.

Throughout the paper & C R? will be a fixed bounded domain, and

& =o(z,D)= Yy a(@)D’, z€0,

R

a fixed 2m-th order elliptic differential operator. Let {B;; j =1,...,m} be a system
of boundary operators,

Bj=Bj(x,D)= Y bu(z)D*, j=1,...,m, z€d0.

lvI<ry



‘We assume:
(i) 80 is of the class €2m+4 for a A > 0.
(ii) The coefficients {a,} are Holder continuous functions on &.
(iii) & is uniformly elliptic on @ that is, there exists a § > 0 such that

D™ 3 alz)e < dgPm forallz € T and £ € RY.

Jv]=2m

(iv) One has 0 < r; < 2m — 1 and {b;,} C €*™~7*"(80) for an n > 0.

(v) The system {Bj;} fulfils uniformly the complementarity condition on & (see
[22], §1, for the definition).

We will employ many times the following results (see [8], Theorem 1.1, cf. also [23],
Theorem 2): Under the above assumptions, there exists a Green function G for the
system {&, B;,...,Bn,}. Thatis, G: ]0,00[x &x & — R is a continuous function,
continuously differentiable with respect to the first variable, and has continuous
derivatives of orders less than or equal to 2m with respect to the second variable.
Further, G fulfils

1) (%*d) G(,y) =0 in ]0,00[ X &,

B;G(,,y) =0  on]0,00[ x 88
for any y € €, and
tim [ Gleniww=1@, se0, [e¥@).
=0+ fo
Moreover, G satisfies heat kernel type estimates:

Theorem 1.2. For every T > 0 there exist constants C, ¢ > 0 such that

2m/(2m—1))

for all t € ]0,T), z,y € €, and for any multi-index v, |v| < 2m.

T—y

7@m)

|D*G(t, z,y)| < Ct~(HID/C@m) expy (—c

Here and in the sequel, DG refers to the partial derivatives of the function z —
G(t, x,y)-
Let g € ]1, 00|, define

n

Dom(A,) {u € W2"""(0); Bju=0o0ndd for j = 1.H4,m} s
Agqu = u for u € Dom(4,).
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Then A, is an infinitesimal generator of a Co-semigroup S, on LI(&) (see e.g. [24],
Theorem 3.8.2), and

(12)  S,(Bu) = /ﬂ Gl ulp)dy,  telo,wl, z€0, ueLi(0).

The formula (1.2) defines a Co-semigroup Sy on L'(€) as well, note that S,(t) =
Sp(t) on LI(©) for all ¢ > p, so we will omit the subscript with no danger of confusion.
Moreover, (1.2) together with Theorem 1.2 yield that the operators S(t), t > 0, map
the space L!(&) into L=(&).

Let (12, #,(F1)ix0, P) be a filtered probability space. Let W(t) be a cylindrical
Wiener process on L?(€). That is, W(t) € L(L*(0), L}(2)), E(W () (MW (t)(g)) =
t{h,g) for any t > 0, h,g € L?(&), and (W (t)(h))t>0 is a real valued (F,)-adapted
Wiener process with covariance |h]ig( )~ Let us fix an orthonormal basis {ex }32;
in L2(0) and set Wi (t) = W(t)(ex). Then {W.} is a sequence of independent
real valued (%;)-adapted Wiener processes and formally W(t) = 3 Wi(t)es. This
series does not converge in L?(&) but converges almost surely in any Hilbert space
containing L2(&) with a Hilbert-Schmidt embedding.

If £: 2 x [0,T] — L(L*(0)) is an (%:)-adapted measurable stochastic process
satisfying

T e
P{ / 1€t sy dt < oo} -1
0

then the stochastic Itd integral

/ ‘e aw(s),  te(o.r],
[

is a well-defined L?(&)-valued process, and
¢ ot ]
/ £(s) dW(s) = Z/ E(s)er dWi(s)  in L2(6),
o =

where the series converges in probability. We refer the reader to the books [17], §15
and §16, and [6], Chapter 4.3, for a systematic exposition of stochastic integration
with respect to a cylindrical Wiener process.

From now on, we take a fixed T > 0. Let § € [1,00[, r € [1,00] and ¢ € [1,00]. By
Ps.r,q We denote the space of all measurable (%, )-adapted L?(&)-valued stochastic
processes Z = (Z(t),0 < ¢t € T) such that

T N 6/rq1/8
[E(/ |Z(s)l2,,(0) ds) ] < 00 if r < o0,
o

1/6
Eesssup|Z(s 5“ ] < o ifr=00
[Besssp 26,

12115, =

12



We say that Z € P, if Z is a measurable (£,)-adapted L7(&)-valued stochastic

process fulfilling -
P{/ |Z(s)|7_‘,(0)ds<oo} =1
[

Any function g € L(0), q € [2, 0], may be viewed as a multiplication operator
g: L}(0) — L¥/D(6), ur— gu.
Note that the Holder inequality implies

(1.3) 191 L(22(0),L2010+2 (o) < |9lLa(0)-

(Here we set 200/(co + 2) = 2.) Consequently, if Z € Ho 2 then
s+ S(t —5)Z(s), s€f0,t],

is an L(L%(0))-valued process for each t € [0, 7] due to (1.3) and (1.2).

Finally, throughout the paper we adopt the convention that, for any number g €
[2, 00], g stands for the dual index to ¢/2. Thatis, § = ¢/(¢—2) and 3 = 1. Moreover,
we set ¢' = 2. Occasionally, we will denote p = 1/(2m), thus 2m/(2m — 1) =
1/(1 = ). Let k > 0 be an integer and let 2m > d + 2k, we define

2d d 1 k

o = i Sah=2(1-2)+ 5 b=

6=106(0), Blg)=8a0, ~a=a0).

ﬁ(q.k)=i (1+2> + k)

2m q m
moreover, 3(g, k) € 10, 1{ provided g > 6(k).

2
1-Blg. k)’

Note that

2. MAIN RESULTS

In the first theorem, we present a sufficient condition for the stochastic convolution
integral to be an L?(&)-valued stochastic process.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that 2m > d and suppose that Z € %, for an
TE ] 2:1'1‘{,00]. Then

1
/ IS(t - s)Z(s)H‘st) ds < o0 P-almost surely
0

13



for all t € [0, T). Consequently, the stochastic convolution
t
JZ(t) =/ S(t-9)2(s)dW(s), te[0.T),
0

is a well-defined L?(6)-valued stochastic process. Moreover, there exists a constant
K = K(m,d,r,T) < co such that

sup E|JZ®))%,, . < KIZI3,
ogtg'r | ()le(,;) ] Wz,r,z

for any Z € Pay2.

Therefore, under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 we can define the random field
t
JZ(t,z) = (/ S(t—s)Z(s)dW(s))(z), 0<t<T, z€0.
0

A priori, JZ(t,) is defined only as an element of L?(&), this means \;-almost ev-
erywhere. Our next theorem shows that, in fact, the space regularity of JZ is much
better. Prior to stating the result let us note that, obviously, r > 4m/(2m — d) if
g> 6 andr > v(q).

Theorem 2.2. Assume that 2m > d, q € }6,00], 7 € ]7{g), 0] and 6 € [2,00[.

Set
p A =BT (m(rAz) d d) AL
T

Then for each s € ]0,b[ there exists a constant L = L(q,r,6,s) < oo such that

(2.1) oS98 BT Miy-sio) < LEZNG g

for every Z € Ps,r,q. Hence JZ(t,-) € W3(0) P-almost surely, and if § > d/b then
JZ(t,) € €*(O) P-almost surely for each A € [0,b — d/d[.

As a simple consequerce of the theorem we have

Corollary 2.1. (i) If2m—-d=1and Z € [} Psrq for a certain § > 2d then
‘ g>2
JZ(t,-) € €*(0) for A€ [0,1/2 ~ d/§[ and t € [0,T).
(i) f2m—d>1and Z € (| P, for a certain § > d then J%(t,-) € €*(0)

Tq>2

for A€ [0,1~d/6] andt € [0,T).

14



As usual in analogous situations, a local uniqueness argument makes it possible
to weaken the integrability assumptions upon the process Z.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that 2m > d, let g € ]6, 0], r € ]¥(¢), %], and suppose
that Z € Py,r,q. Then for any t € [0,T] and ) € [0, one has JZ(t,-) € €*(O)
P-almost surely.

Varying the proof of Theorem 2.2 we can investigate—under strengthened
hypotheses—higher smoothness of the function JZ(t,-), namely, we will prove the
following assertion.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that 2m > d+ 2k for an integer k > 0. Let g € ]0(k), oo},
7 € |y(q,k),00] and § € [2,00[. Set

b(k):m(lkﬂ(q’k)?)/\lz (m(sz) ~g—§—k) Al

Then for each s € ]0,b(k)| there exists a constant L = L(q,r,6,s) < 0o such that

sup_ E|D"J%(t, Moyes (o) < LNZMS 1
0Kt<T

for all processes Z € Psrq and any multi-index v, |v| < k. Hence J2(t,) €
Wk+s5(5) P-almost surely, and if § > d/b(k) then J%(t,-) € €*+>(6) P-almost
surely for each A € [0,b(k) — d/d].

Note that Theorem 2.2 is a particular case of Theorem 2.3, but we have treated
the case k = 0 separately because of its special importance. As a consequence
of the preceding theorem we can show that the stochastic convolution satisfies (in
the classical sense) some of the boundary conditions that are fulfilled by the Green
function G. Recall that By,...,B,, are boundary operators of orders ri,...,7m,
respectively, and B;G(-,-,y) =00n]0,T] x 8& for any y € 0.

Corollary 2.3. Assume that 2m > d+2k for an integer k > 0. Let q € ]0(k), o0},
r € Jv(q, k), ), 6 € Jb(k), 0], and Z € Ps 4. Then

B;J%(t, -)‘M =0  P-almost surely

for any t €10,T) and j € {1,...,m} such that r; < k.

Our last theorem deals with the space-time regularity of JZ. It is worth noticing
that JZ is less regular in time than in the space variables.

15



Theorem 2.4. Assume that 2m > d, g € ]9, 00], 7 € }¥(g), 0] and § € [2.%[.
Then for each s € 0, (1 — B(q)7)/(2F)[ there exists a constant M = M(g,r,6,5) < 00
such that

(2.2) B2 (. Myesqomxo) < MIZHE g

for every Z € Psy,. Consequently, J(,,-) € W*%(]0,T[x&) P-almost surely.
Moreover, if

(2.3) 55 Td+1)

1-B8(g7
then JZ(-,-) € €*([0,T) x &) P-almost surely for each X satistying

1-B(gr d+1
(2.4) I iy

After simple calculations we obtain

Corollary 2.4. If2m >dand Z € (| P;, for a certain § > %&%‘l then
r,g>2

JZ(-,-) € €*([0,T] x &) for any X satisfying

The estimate (2.2) can be viewed as a maximal inequality for stochastic convolu-
tions. We state this result explicitly since maximal inequalities are very useful.

Corollary 2.5. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.4 be satisfied and let (2.3)
hold. Then for any X fulfilling (2.4) and any « fulfilling

1-Blgr _d+1
0<n<6( o 5 A

there exists a constant M < oo such that

8

E sup

e <M1z,
<<

/t S(t —s)Z(s)dW (s)
0 €\ (@)

whenever Z € P51 4.
The proofs of the above theorems are postponed to the final section.
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Remark. Tracing the proofs one can see easily that the particular form of the
operators & and {B;} has never been used, only the fact that the semigroup S(t) is
given by a kernel G satisfying the estimates of Theorem 1.2 is relevant. So we can
treat the case of a (parabolic) system of operators with coefficients dependent on time
as well, as just such systems are investigated in the papers {8), [23] we have relied on.
‘We have contented ourselves, however, with the simplest case of a single operator
having time independent coefficients not to obscure the basic idea. Moreover, all
proofs virtually remain valid for a (cylindrical) Wiener process with an arbitrary
covariance operator; we have chosen the standard cylindrical Wiener process with
the covariance operator I as it is, in a sense, the worst possible case. On the other
hand, the adopted method does not take into account the possible regularizing effect
of nuclearity of the covariance operator.

3. AUXILIARY ESTIMATES

Let k > 0 be a fixed integer, everywhere in this section we assume that 2m > d+2k
and ¢ € [2,00]. Generic constants independent of z,t are denoted by C; in each
proof independently. Recall that 8(k), 3(g, k) and 7(q, k) are defined at the end of
Section 1.

Lemma 3.1. For all q € ]8(k), 0] and p € [1,3(q, k)~ there exists a constant
Ly = L1(q,p) < oo such that

i
/ |D*G(s,, ‘)lﬁ‘(o) ds < Lit!~Plekp
0

for allt € [0,T), z € 0, and any multi-index v with |v| < k.
Proof. Let g < oo (that is, ¢ > 2). By Theorem 1.2 we have

t t , 2p/q
/ |D*G(s,, ‘)li;:’(o) ds =/ (/ |DYG(s, z,y)|? dy) ds
o o \Jo
¢ 1/(1=p) 2p/q'
SCl/ s*‘“"'”“”"‘(/ exp { —cq' y dy) ds
0 o
t ek y |1/ 2p/q'
< Cg/o s~ (d+kp/m [/R-‘ exp (—cq' |37 ) dy] ds

t 2p/4'
< Cz/ s~ (d+R)p/mdp/(mq") [/ exp (—cq'|z|l/(1_‘”) dz]
o R

ds

t
< Cs/ s7ARP (g = L 41-Blak)p,
o

17



The case ¢’ = oo can be treated similarly. [m]

Corollary 3.1. Let g € ]6(k), 0] and 1 € J7(q, k),0]- Then we have
‘ 2 21/7 g FPak)) 2
/0 [D*G(t = 5,2,)9(5)| 5 d5 < La{q, P)V/7t 912 (to.71:2(0))

forallt € [0,T), z € 6, g € L"([0,T}; L)), and any multi-index v, |v| < k.

Proof. Note that 7 € [1,8(g, k)~'[if 7 > v(g, k)- APPlying the Holder inequal-
ity we obtain

t
[ L6 =samgte i ayds
0 74
t
é/; lﬂ(s)livm)lea(t‘5*2*‘)12“'(0)‘15

2 14 . 2
<91z o ria@n!P* GO Wom o s (o))

and Lemma 3.1 yields the desired conclusion. a

Lemma 3.2. Assume that ¢ € ]0(k), 00, p € [1,8(¢,k)7}[ and & €]0,2m(1 —
B(q,k)p) A 2p[. Then there exists a constant L, = L2(¢, P, @) such that

.
/ |D*G(s,21,") — D”G(s,22,~)|i,.','(a) ds € Lot! ~P@Rp-a/Cm|g) _ g)ja
0

for all z1,z; € O, t € [0,T), and any multi-index v, [v| < k.

Proof. Notethat k41 < 2m, thus by Theorem 1.2 and the mean value theorem
we have

1
|D*G(s,#1,y) — D'G(s,22,y)| = / D,D*G(s,x1 + 7(x2 — 21),y) (22 — 1) dT
o

1/(1—p)
) dr

21+ 72 ~21) —y

1
< Cilzy ~ oy I/ s~ (DR oy (—c p
0

—(d+k+1
< Cys (++)u|12_11|,

18



where D, stands for the Fréchet derivative with respect to the variable z. Take an
a €10,2m(1 — (g, k)p) A 2p| and set ¢ = a/(2p). Then p € ]0,1{ and
|D¥G(s,z2,y) — D"G(s,21,)|
=|D¥G(s,22,y) — D*G(s,21,9)|° DG (s,32,9) — D*G(s,21,9)|'~*
< Cflap — @1[0s™ LI DY Gls, 20, 9)]' 72 + | DY Gls, 21, 9)|' ¢}
1/(1-p)

)+

-y
sH

2 -y

< Calag — 11\957(d+k+")"{ exp (C(Q -1) P

1/(1-u)

)}

+ exp (c(g -1)

Assuming for simplicity that ¢ > 2 we obtain

t
/0 ID*G(s,22,°) = D*Gls, 21, )21 5, ds

t 1/(1-p) 2p/q
< Cylzs — Il|2pg/ sldrkroP/m [/ exp (cq’(@ A ) dy] ds
o R SH
t
< Cofaa = [ s7Plom-es/m s,
0
and it remains to observe that 3(¢, k)P + a/(2m) < 1 due to the choice of a. m]

Corollary 3.2. Let g € |§(k),00}, 7 € |7(q, k), 0], and a €10,2m(1 - B(g, k)7) A
27[. Then we have

/t|[D"G(t—s,x1.4) - D*G(t = $,22,-))g(s ds
)

2
Nz2e)
_ 1R A o/ 2mF o7
< Lo(g, 7, )78 P ORI 0 0m) g g[of 1913 qo. Tz acon

for all z1,22 € 0, t € [0,T], 9 € L™(0,T};L9(¢)), and any multi-index v with
V] < k.

Lemma 3.3. Let g € |9,00] and p € [1,8(q)~[. Then there exists a constant
L3 = L3(q,p) < oo such that ,

h
2

/ |G(S,L')|LI.’¢(6) ds < Lyh!=Flar

o

forallz € ¢ and h € [0,T).
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Proof. From Theorem 1.2 we obtain easily
h . h "
o P —ﬁ
/0 |G(s, 2, )|L,l,(”)ds<01/0 sAlOPds,
and the desired estimate follows. m]

Corollary 3.3. Let q € }6, 00}, 7 € ]7(g), 00]. Then one has

t+h . o N
/ |Gt +h—s,a, ')9(3)|iz(,;) ds < La((lw7)1/r|£I|2Lr([o,7'];1_u(0))h(l_ﬂ(q)r)/r
t
forallz € 0,t€[0,T[, h € [0,T —t] and for any g € L™([0,T]; LY(O)).

Lemma 3.4. For arbitrary q € 10,00], p € [1,8(g)"*[ and & € 10,1 - B(¢)p[
there exists a constant Ly = L4(q,p, @) < 0o such that

t
/; |G(s + h,z,-) = G(s,z, -)|2L7j‘,(0) ds < Lyti=o—Blale p
forallzr€ ©,t€[0,T[and h € [0,T —¢t[.
Proof. From (1.1) and Theorem 1.2 we have

Il
el 2 = |«
lauG(v,-t,y)! [FG(v,z,y)|
=y
R

< Crv 1 exp (-c

1/’(1*;&))

A
|G(s + b2, 9) = G(s,:9)| = U ;G(s-)—r,a;,y) dr
0 T

for all z,y € €, v € [0,T). Hence

h
< Cz/ (s+7)" "% dr < Cohs™ 1%,
0

Take an a € 0,1 ~ 8(g)p[ and set & = /(2p). Then

|G(s + R, 2,y) ~ G(s,2,y)|
< C.fh"s_"(”d“){JG(S,Q,y)IF" +1G(s + bz, p)' "}

1/(1—u))

+ Cghgs‘"(“'d“)(s + h)i(lig)d“ exp (C(g -1)

z-y

sk

< C3h?s™ 8 exp <C(Q ~1)

Ty

(s+h)

1/(1—”))

=I,(s,2.y) + L(s5,2,9).
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First,

t
2
/0 |11(s,z,.)|£,(ﬁ)ds

o o Y=\ |
< C;”h"”"/ s—2pe—2Pdyu |exp (c(g -1) " ds
o s L7 (0)
t
< C,;h“/ sTa=Ap gg
0
and the last integral is convergent by the choice of a. Further,
t t ,
/o 1a(s,2, ) oy ds < Csh“/O sTIrend) (5 o pyPrend=2pudtpnd/a’ g
t
= Csh” / sl (5 4 py~Aladpradi gs =[5
0
Note that aud — B(¢)p = pd{a — (14 2/¢)p} < 0, thus we have
S—a(1+du) (s+ h)—B(q)r+adu < s—u(1+du)s—ﬂ(q)p+mdu - s—a*ﬂ(q)p.
Hence
t
I3 < Csha/ sTef@r gs
0
and, since a + B(g)p < 1, the integral is finite, which completes the proof. ]

Corollary 8.4. Let g € 0,0], r € Jy(g), 0] and & € 0,1 — (q)F[. Then we
have

t
/0 [(Gt+h=s2,) -Gt -s,z, -))g(s)|2L,(”) ds
< Lq(q,F‘a)l/?t(l“"‘)ﬁ_m‘” lglir(IO,T];L“(ﬁ))h'"/?

forallt €[0T R €[0,T 1], 2 € & and for any g € L([0,T); L(O)).



4. PROOFS
Proof vof Theorem 2.1. For every u € L?(0) one has
ISt = 92e00) = [ 6= 0Z0uut) .
Hence (see e.g. {19], Theorem VI.23)

15(t = ) Z(s)lius) = 1G(t = 5,-,)2(s, ) izox0)-

This yields

/Dt 15t = 5)Z(s)lIfus) ds = /(: /ﬁ (/0|G(t - S,Z.y)]2 dm) |Z(s,v)|? dy d‘s
< c/ot/o(/ﬁ(t e exp(—zc v W—”)) d””>|z(5,y)l2 dyds

(t—s)»
t
<G / (t = )™ Z(s, )2z gy ds
0

T 2/r T _ 1/7
gcl(/ |Z(s,»)}2;w)ds) (/ s’dr/(z'")ds)
0 0

and it remains to note that dr/(2m) < 1 provided r > 4m/(2m —d). f Z € P3r2
then

t
B0y = E /0 IS(t — )Z(5)fogs) ds < C2B| ZFrormyioon

by the preceding estimate. m]

The proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 are based on the possibility to switch between
the Hilbert space approach to stochastic evolution equations and the random fields
setting, namely on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let B(t) be an (&%:)-adapted one-dimensional Wiener process on

2. Let ¢: [0,T] x 2 — L*(0) be an (F,)-adapted measurable stochastic process
satisfying

T
() E [ loto)ftaoyds < o0
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and such that for As-almost every z € €, {p(s,w)(z), 0 < s < T) is a well-defined
real valued (#;)-adapted measurable stochastic process. Define

Ki;: 2x0—R, (w,z)r— /tgo(s)(z)dB(:), 0gtgT.
Jo
Then
t
(4.2) / o(s)dB(s) = K;  in L*(Q2 x 0)
0

for every t € [0, T).

Proof. Fixte [0,T)]. First, note that the definition of K, is correct, since (4.1)
implies

/\d{x €0, E/Ot l(s)(x)|*ds = oo} =0.

Hence K,(-,z) is well-defined for \¢-almost every z € 0, and K, € L?(22 x &). The
assertion (4.2) is obvious if ¢ is a step function. The general case may be proved by
a standard approximation argument. a

Let Z satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.2. By the definition of the stochastic
integral we have
o t
JE(t, ) = Zf S(t —s)Z(s)ex dWi(s)  in L2(12; L*(0)).
k=170
Hence there exists a subsequence {/,} such that for A;-almost every z € &,
L t
z - _ ; >
JZ(t,z) = lim kZ:l (/O S(t —s)Z(s)ex de(s)) (z)  P-almost surely.
Further, we claim that the series
oot
Y [ 18- 9260w i)
k=170
converges in L?(£2) for Ag-almost every € &. Indeed,

‘EZE/O (G- s,z,»)Z(s,»)vck(-)szs = E/Ot |G(t ~ 5,2, Z(5, )72(e) ds < 00
=1
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by Corollary 3.1, so the independence of {Wk} yields

[ 2 ! .
By / (St - $)Z(s)exl(x) Wi (s)| = B / ([S(t — ) Z(s)ex )2 as
0 = Jo

k=n
! t

. : )
Z E/o (Gt —s,2,)2(s, Yrex( N ds ——s 0.

l,n—00

2
[ 6t =sznz60a0) dy‘ as

Consequently, by Lemma 4.1 we obtain
Lemma 4.2. Let 2m > d, q € ]6,00], 7 € ]v(q), ] and Z € P2,rqa- Then for
each t € [0,7)] there exists a measurable set A (1) C & such that Aa(A (¢))'= 0 and
<t
P{J%(t,2) = Z/ [S(t - )Z(s)ex)(x) dWi ()} = 1
k=170

for every z € 6\ N (t).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that 2m > d, let ¢ € [§,00], r € Jy(q), ], and o €
10,2m(1 — B(q)7) A 27[. Then there exists a constant Ls = Ls(q,7,8,) < oo such
that

EJZ(t,2) = JZ(t, )|} < LsTOO/TB@=a/GmD)2 748 1) _ g |08/(27)
for any Z € s, and for all t € [0,T), 21,22 € O\ A (1).

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, using the Burkholder-Gundy
inequality and Corollary 3.2 we obtain

E|JZ(t,z1) - JZ(t,2)|°

) /0 {[S(t - ) Z(s)ex)(z1) = [S(t — 8) Z(s)exl(z2)} AWi(s)

8

=E

t oo 2 6/2
< 01}5(/0 I;I[S(f - 8)Z(s)ex)(z1) — [S(t — $)Z(s)ex)(x2)] ds)

¢ ) /2
=B ([ 166 - 5,11, = Gt~ 5,212, ) )
0
S _ -\ 8/
< OB (Lolg,7,0) /7 7A@/ @nm) 712 o 1y oyl = |7
< Ly T8(/m=Bla)~a/(2m™)/2 ”]leg,r,q]xl _ Iziou‘/(ﬁ)7
and Lemma 4.3 follows. [m]
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Proof of Theorem 2.2. First, using the above procedure and Corollary
3.1 we get

EIJZ(t,-)IiJ(,,):/ E|JZ(t,2)} dz
14

. t 8/2
scl/ E(/ IG(t—s,z,»)Z(s,~)|2L2<,7]ds) dz
o 0

<Gzl

Now, let s € ]0,b[, where b is defined in Theorem 2.2. Then one can choose an
a €]27s,2m(1 — B(q)7) A 27[. Lemma 4.3 and the Fubini theorem yield

%t 2) - J2 (L y)°
R e
<Ce.}uZ||:§m// |z — y|~ o=+l ) gz gy,
6o

Since §(—s+a/(2F)) > 0 the double integral is finite, therefore there exists a constant
L < oo such that
B2t yesy < LZNS g

which proves (2.1). Now note that if § > d/b and A € [0,b—d/J[ then one can choose
an s € ]d/d + A, b[. Consequently, W=%(&) < ¥*(&) by Theorem 1.1. [m}

Proof of Corollary 22. Fix A € [0,b] and find & € [2,00[ such that
A +d/§ < b. Define stopping times 7n, N € N, by

t
75 (w) = inf {t €[0,7]; / |Z(s, ’,“’)‘Zu(ﬁ) ds > N},
0
with the convention inf @ = T'. Setting
ZN(5:W) = X{rn(w)>stZ(8,5w), N EN,

we can easily see that Zn € Ps .4, thus JZ¥ (¢,-) € ©*(F) P-almost surely for any
fixed ¢ € [0,7] due to Theorem 2.2. Moreover, let 2y = {w; 7v(w) = T}, then for
any t € [0,7] one has

JEN () = T2 (t, ) P-almost surely on {2~

according to a well known property of stochastic integrals. Obviously,

P(Q\ U nN) =0

N21

by the choice of the process Z, and Corollary 2.2 follows. a
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Proof of Theorem 2.3. As usual, we denote by 2(&) the space of all
¢>-functions with compact supports in €, and by 2'(£) its dual space (i.e., the
Schwartz distributions on ). As was already mentioned, the proof proceeds along
the lines of the proof of Theorem 2.2, so we will discuss only the differences.

Fix t € ]0,T], a multi-index v with |v| < k, and a process Z € P, 4. Let us
define operators ms € L(L*(6)) by

mf = [ DGl W dn, 1 e IO
4
Then .
B [ mee. 25l ds < o0

by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, so we can set
t
M(t.)= / my_sZ(s)dW (s).
0

Repeating the proof of Lemma 4.2 we find a set & C ¢ such that A\z(&£) = 0 and
b t
P{M(te)=Y / (e Z(s)ex](z) AW (s)} =1
k=170

for any z € ¢\ &. We aim at proving
(4.3) P{D"J%(t,-) = M(t,-)in 2'(0) } =1.

To avoid clumsy notation, we verify (4.3), with no essential loss of generality, only in
the case v = (1,0,...,0). Let ¢ € 9(0) be arbitrary but fixed, set e = (1,0,...,0) €
R® and find ko > 0 such that
supp(p) C n (& + he).
|hi<ho
First, note that
" } _ -
(44) lim / T2, 2R el / T2, 2)D plx)dz in L2(02)
h=0 [ 5 h o
by the dominated convergence theorem. Moreover, for i € [~ho, ho] one has
/ T2 (,7) @z + he) — p(a) dz
Py h
1 ,
- ,{/ T4 (8, - he)p(z) dz f/ T2, 0)0(a) dg,-}
h\Joyhe o

=/ JZ(t,x — he) — JZ(t,2) olz) de.
» R
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Further, we proceed as in the proofs of Lemma 4.3 to obtain the following estimates:

JZ(t,x — he) — JZ(t,2) ’
E ,/;{_——h—— + M“@)}w(r) dz

Z(t o — he) — JZ
< loltao) f E‘Lﬁ_l_m M)
[

2

2

h dz

< lelizo) [0E‘§:1/: /ﬁ{ G(t—s,thc,g:l)—G(t—s,zyy)

+ DVG(t - s,x,y)}Z(s,y)ek(y) dy dWi(s)

y H{G(t—s,z~he) - G{t—sz,
S\v\izm)/E/{ (t—s,z — he,’) = G(t — 5,2,
4 0 h

2

2
dx

+D”G(t—s,z,->}2(s,~> dsdz
L2(0) -
. Y Gt —s,x—he,) - G(t—s,3,7)
f 2 kJ 3 by
< Wl 2B g [ /0 \ )
27
+D'G(t - s,2,°) dsdz.
L' (0)

Obviously,

lim. { G(s,z — he,y) - G(s,z,v) +DUG(S‘Ly>} —o
h—=0 h

for any 2,Y € O, s € 10,T) and by the mean value theorem we have

Gla—he ) =Clony) | pugi oo

h
1/(1—p) c-y 1/(1-p)
) +exp(—c - \ )}

fora o€ 10, 1[. So applying the dominated convergence theorem twice we obtain

‘ - )= .
nm/ / ‘M)_Mwus(w,)
r—0 Jg Jo

lz — hoe—y
—(d+1)/(2m) |t leey
<Cs ( {exp( c\ o

27
dsdr =0.

h o

This yields

7 he) — p(x
@s) /a Jl(t'x)ﬁ(Llh)—wm“‘z: “/”M(t»r)w(z) dr in L3(12).
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Comparing (4.4) and (4.5) and taking into account that ¢ was arbitrary we see that

(4.6) P{ /0 JE(t, 2)D¥ o(x) da = — /,7 M(t,2)olz) d.r} =1

holds for any ¢ € 2(0). The space 2(0) is separable and first countable, hence

P{faﬂ(t,z)pvw(z) dz = —/aM(t,z)d;(x) dr forall g € 9(17)} -1,

which is equivalent to our claim (4.3).
Finally, the required estimate

s -
E|M(t, ) y-s(0) < LUZIS,.

can be derived bysexactly the same procedure as the related estimate of JZ in the
proof of Theorem 2.2. (m]

Proof of Corollary 23. Fixte0,T),j € {1,...,m} with r; < k and
Z € Ps,q; take h € OO arbitrary. We may assume that the coefficients b;, of the
operator B; are defined on the whole & and bj, € ©2m-ri+7(5). We know that
there exists a measurable set & C & such that A\a(6) = 0 and

P{B;J%(t,z) = ;/{] (/; BiG(t - 5,2,v)Z(s,v)e,(v) du) awi(s)} =1

for any x € 0\ &. Let us find y; € 0\ & satisfying y; — h as I = co; we aim at
proving that

(4.7) Jim E|B; 7% (t,y)l’ = 0.

Since y; ¢ & we obtain
, t ) §/2
BIB; I ()l < clE(/ |B,G(t - 5.1 )2(5, ) s o) ds)
0

. ] 8/(27)
<alzig.., (/o |BjG(s,y:,A)|itl,m) ds) .

By the properties of the Green function,
i .G(s =0
Jim B;G(s,y1,2)
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for any s € ]0,T] and z € €. Furthermore, as has been already established,

sup | B;G(5,41, ) o gy < Cas AR,
1eN

hence .

. 27 .

lim /{BjG(s,yz,<)’L,‘y(ﬁ) ds=0
0

=00

by the dominated convergence theorem, and (4.7) holds true. At the same time
B;J%(t,") € ¥(0) P-almost surely, so (4.7) yields that B;J%(t,h) = 0 almost
surely. Therefore, Corollary 2.3 follows by continuity of B;JZ(t,-) on 80. O

To prove Theorem 2.4 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that 2m > d, q¢ € ]8,00], r € ]¥(g), 0], and § € (2,00
Then for any « € ]0,1 — B(q)7| there exists a constant Lg = Ls(g,7,8,) < 0o such
that

(48)  BlJZ(t1,3) ~ JZ(t3,2)|° < LeT? /7RI Y Z)0 1ty — b] >/

holds for all Z € P54, t1,12 € [0,T] and any z € O\ (A (t1) U A (t2)).

Proof. For definiteness, assume that ¢t; < f2. If & ¢ A (1) U A (f2) then
by Lemma 4.2, the Burkholder-Gundy inequality, and by Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4 we

have

E|J% (t2,3) = J2 (11, 2)|
&

-F g{ [t - 926006 amis) - [ st - 9760l am, ©}
<op gj 5t - 920l awecs) &
+C.B g / " {15t - 926w - 150 - 92600} dW(s) '
<cn([ * 16t — 5,2, 1205, Winio a) .
+ CgE(/D“HG(tg —5,2,-) = Glts — 8,2, Z(s,") ig(ﬁ) ds) v
<Gslzle,., {(22 — 1;)A=B@TS/ @) poU-plaT-a) /(2T (g, tl)as/(m} )
[m]

which proves (4.8).
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Set
K = {{(t,31), (8,22) € ((0.T] x 6)%: 21,20 ¢ N (1) UA (82)}.
Obviously, A2d+2(4#") = 0. Combining Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 we obtain

Corollary 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4, for any a € 10,1 — B(q)7{
there exists a constant Ly = L7(q,7,8,a) < 0o such that

E\JZ(t1,21) = 7 (g, m)|* € LeTOOT=B=a/D2 708 | (8, 2) = (t,22)[ "7

for any Z € Psrq and all ((t1,21), (t2,32)) € {(0.T] x ‘7)2\“’/'

Proof of Theorem 24 and Corollary 2.5 We can cé)mplete the
proof of Theorem 2.4 proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 2.2.
We repeat the main steps as now we are interested in the dependence of constants
on T. First,

T t §/2
5 . 5
EIZ( )1 goriey < €1 /0/0 E(/0 IG(t—s,x,4)1(s,~)|iz(mds> dtde
T
gczmzmgm/ $31=B()P/(27) g4
0
< csTé(lfB(a)T)/(ﬁ) mzmgmq'

Further, for any a € ]27s,1 — 3(¢)7| we have

i |J2(t,y) — J2(r, )|
E — " _drdzdtd
/10,T[xo/]o,m [(t.9) - (o rress T LY

< C T B/ @z 8 e

by Corollary 4.1. Hence for any o fulfilling

(4.9) _ 0§Q<5(%7@—s)

there is a constant Cs (dependent on g) such that the estimate
z(. 31° s
E|7%C ) wesgo,rixoy < CsT M2 g
holds.
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To prove Corollary 2.5, assume that (2.3) is fulfilled and take s > A + (d + 1)/6,
then

E sup [J7(t, ) g < BT

] Z, 3|8
ogt<T "”w([o,ﬂx“ﬁ) < CSEIJ (5 )lw“v*‘(]D,T{xﬂ)

< G CTANZIS

for any p satisfying (4.9). Since we can take s arbitrarily close to A + (d + 1)/ the
proof is completed. ]
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