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Abstract

We prove that semilinear stochastic abstract wave equations, including wave and plate equations,
are well-posed in the strong sense with an a-Holder continuous drift coefficient, if o € (2/3,1). The
uniqueness may fail for the corresponding deterministic PDE and well-posedness is restored by adding
an external random forcing of white noise type. This shows a kind of regularization by noise for the
semilinear wave equation. To prove the result we introduce an approach based on backward stochastic
differential equations. We also establish regularizing properties of the transition semigroup associated
to the stochastic wave equation by using control theoretic results.
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1 Introduction

We prove well-posedness in the strong sense for semilinear stochastic abstract wave equations, including
wave and plate equations. Let us consider the following non-linear stochastic wave equation with Dirichlet
boundary conditions:

Loy (r8) =& ( 5>+b<v,s,y(n§))+w(n§>, £€(0,1),

y(1,0)=y(r,1) =

) (0.6) = 0 (6). 4
6_77{(())5): 1(5) TG(O,T], 56[0,1],

where xo € H([0,1]), 21 € L*([0,1]) and W (7,£) is a space-time white noise on [0, 7] x [0, 1] which
describes an external random forcing; we treat it as a time-derivative of a cylindrical Wiener process with
values in L?([0,1]). Moreover b is a bounded measurable function which is Hélder continuous of exponent
a € (2/3,1) with respect to the y-variable; see Hypothesis [3.1] for the more general assumptions. To get
pathwise uniqueness for (ILT]) (see Theorem [6.3]) we introduce an approach based on backward stochastic
differential equations.

Without the noise W (7,€) the corresponding nonlinear deterministic equation is in general not well-
posed; see Section[3.3l Thus our result is a kind of regularization by additive noise for semilinear stochastic
wave equations. There are already results in this direction at the level of SPDEs of parabolic type (see
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210, [, [8], [27, [9], [33] and the references therein). For related results on well-posedness of SPDEs by
a kind of multiplicative noise perturbations, see [15], [12], [14], [13] and the references therein. Coming
into the details of the problem we treat in the present paper, indeed we study general abstract wave
equations of the form

d’ d i

(1) = Ay(r) + B(t,y(7), F(7)) + W (1),
= Zo, (12)
%(0):1'1; TG(OvT]a

<

—~
=)

=

where A : Z(A) C U — U is a positive self-adjoint operator on a separable Hilbert space U (see, for
instance, Example 5.8 and Section 5.5.2 in [11], [3] and the references therein) and {W(7) = W,,7 > 0} is
a cylindrical Wiener process with values in U. Many linear stochastic equations modelling the vibrations
of elastic structures can be written in the form (L2) with B = 0 where y stands for the displacement
field (for instance, we consider the stochastic plate equation in Section 3.2).

2

d
Comparing with (I.T]), we have that A = e with Dirichlet boundary conditions,
x

U=L*([0,1]), 2(A)=H ([0,1]) " H>([0,1]), 2(A?) = H; ([0,1]) (1.3)

and 2(A~1/?) = H=1([0,1]). Solutions to equations (I2) do not evolve in the usual space K = Z(AY/?)x

U even if B = 0 but in the larger space H = U x 2(A~'/2) (see also the comments on formula (Z3])).
The existence of a weak solution X2* = (y(7), g—ﬁ('r)) to (L2)) with values in H and with continuous

paths is well known, for any @ = (zg, 1) € H; see Section 2 for more details. It follows by the Girsanov

theorem (cf. [I1], [28], [26] and Remark 1)) writing (C2)) as

dX%" = AX%%dr + GB(1, X%%)dr + GdW,, T¢€[0,T], Xg*=z¢H, (1.4)
where A is the generator of the wave group in H and GdW, = ( dIEI)/ ) . We require that B : [0, T]x H —

U is Borel, bounded and a-Hélder continuous in the z-variable, o € (2/3,1) (cf. Hypothesis ).

To prove pathwise uniqueness for (L), we first investigate regularizing properties of the H-valued
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup (R;) (see Section 4). We have R.[®](z) = E[®(X%%)], 7 > 0, ® €
By(H, H), where X% is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process solving (I4) when B = 0. Proceeding as in
[10], [25] and [7] one can first prove Gateaux differentiability of R.[®], 7 > 0. Then using sharp results
on the behaviour of the minimal energy for the linear controlled system

w(t) = Aw (t) + Gu (t), (1.5)
w(0)=he€ H,
with controls u € L?,_(0,00; Z(A~'/?)) (see Theorem 3 in [I] and Theorem [AT] in Appendix) we are

loc
able to prove new regularity results for the derivative of R.[®] in the directions of the noise Ga =

< 2 ), a € U. In particular we show that such derivative V& R, [®](x) belongs to the space Lo(U, H) of

Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U into H (see Lemmas and [4.7]).
In Section 5 we introduce backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs from now on) for the
—=t,x

unknown pair of processes (Y% Z%%) coupled with the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process 0% starting from
x at time t:

dELT = AZETdr + GdW,, 7€ [t,T),

g =z,
CAYRT = AV dr + GB(r,EW) dr + ZY7B(r,EW)dr — 20 dW,,  re 1), (O
V¥ =0.

The process Y takes values in H and Z%® in the space L2(U, H) (cf. [22], [4] and [17]). We study
first differentiability of (V%% Z%%) with respect to x assuming in addition that the coefficient B is
differentiable. Such type of results, together with the identification of Z%* with the directional derivative
of Yt% are known also in the infinite dimensional case when Y% is real, see [17]; here we extend these
results to the case when Y% is Hilbert space valued (see Proposition [l and Lemma [5.3]). Then, using



the results of Section 4 and an approximation argument, we are able to study regularity properties of
solutions (Y»*, Z%*) together with the identification of Z* in the case of an Holder continuous drift B
(see Theorem (4] which holds under more general assumptions on B and also Lemma [5.1]).

These results allow to get in Section [@] the important identity

X0% = g+ e™(0,2) — v(T, X2) —|—/ eTmIAY Yy (s, XT) AW, +/ eTIAGAW, (1.7)
0 0

involving a “regular function” v related to Y% (v(t,z) = Y%, (t,z) € [0,T] x H; see (5.10)). Note that
the irregular coefficient B is not present in (7). This identity allows to prove pathwise uniqueness and
Lipschitz dependence from the initial conditions of the solution X%* (see Theorem [G.3)). Identities like
(IZ0) are established in [I5], [7], [8], [9], [33] by the so-called Tto-Tanaka trick which is a variant of the
Zvonkin method used in [32] (see also our Remark and [I6]). Here we prove (7)) by using the mild
form of the BSDE, which, together with the group property of A, allows to remove the “bad term” B of
the semilinear stochastic wave equation.

2 Notations and preliminary results

Given two real separable Hilbert spaces H and K we denote by L(H, K) the space of bounded linear
operators from H to K, endowed with the usual operator norm; Lo(H, K) is the subspace of all Hilbert-
Schmidt operators endowed with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || - ||z,(m k). Let E be a Banach space.
By(H, FE) is the space of all Borel and bounded functions from H into E endowed with the supremum
norm || - [loo, | fllooc =supgen |f(@)|E, f € By(H,E). Cy(H, E) is its subspace consisting of all uniformly
continuous and bounded functions from H into E. The space C}(H, E) is the space of all functions in
Cy(H, E) which are Fréchet differentiable on H with bounded and uniformly continuous Fréchet derivative
Vf:+H — L(H,E); it is a Banach space endowed with the norm || - [[cz, [[fllc; = [[fllc +[V ],
f € C}H(H,E). Moreover, C;°(H, E) is the space of all functions in C,(H, E) which are infinitely many
times Fréchet differentiable with bounded Fréchet derivatives of any order. By C([0,T]x H, E) we denote
the space of continuous functions from the product space [0,7] x H into E. Moreover, By ([0,T] x H, E)
is the Banach space of bounded Borel measurable functions from [0,7] X H into E endowed with the sup
norm.

We also introduce, for 0 < o < 1, the space Cf*(H, E) of all functions in Cy(H, E) which are also

a-Hélder continuous, and we endow Ci*(H, E) with the usual Holder norm || - ||o. When E = R, we set
C{(H,R) = C*(H); recall the following result from interpolation theory (see Theorem 2.3.3 in [10]):
(Co(H), Cy(H))a2,00 = Ci (H). (2.1)

Let U be a real separable Hilbert space with inner product (-, )y and norm | - |. To study (C2) we
assume that

Hypothesis 1. A : 2(A) C U — U is a given positive self-adjoint operator and there exists A=1 which
s a trace class operator from U into U.

Recall that positivity of A means that there exists m > 0 such that (Au,u)y > mlulf, u € Z(A) (see,
for instance Section 3.3 in [31]). We also consider the Hilbert space V = 2(AY/?) =Im(A~'/?) endowed
with the inner product

(h,kyy = (AY?h, AY?E)y, hkeV
and its dual space V' which is again a Hilbert space. Note that |- |y is equivalent to |[A~1/2 - |, Indeed
V'’ can be identified with the completion of U with respect to the norm |[A~Y/2 .|y (see Section 3.4 in
[31]). V' is also denoted by 2(A~'/2). We have V C H ~ H' C V' with continuous inclusions; A can be
extended to an unbounded self-adjoint operator on V'’ with domain V', which we still denote by A:

AV =V (2.2)

We consider the linear stochastic wave equation in a complete probability space (€2, %, P) with a filtration
(F+),>( satisfying the usual conditions. We have

o (r) = Ay(r) + W(r),
{ 5(0) =19, (0) = ;. (2.3)



where {W (1) = W,,7 > 0} is a cylindrical Wiener process in U with respect to the filtration (.%;)_~,,.
The process W; is formally given by “W; = > .o, B;(t)e;” where 5,(t) are independent real Wiener
processes and (e;) denotes a basis in U (see for more details). We need to introduce the Hilbert
space H:

H=UxV'
endowed with the inner product (z,y) g = (z1,y1)v + (2, y2)v, and norm |z|g = ((z,2)x)Y?, 2,y € H.
In the sequel we will also denote (-,-)y and | - |g by (-,-) and |- |.

According to [I1], the equation ([2.3)) is well-posed in H thanks to Hypothesis[[l On the other hand,
23) is not well-posed in the more usual space K = V x U (i.e., solutions to ([Z3]) do not evolve in
K =V xUevenifzy € Vand 21 € U). In H one considers the unbounded wave operator A which
generates a unitary group et

D(A) =V x U, A(Z)(_OA é)(g) forevery(Z)E@(A),
()= (mavm ) (1) em (1)

Let G: U — H,
0 0
Gu-(u)—(l)u, ueU. (2.4)

Equation ([Z3) can be rewritten in an abstract form as

{ dX, = AX,dr + GdW,, T¢€0,T]. (2.5)

XO =T € Ha
A solution to (23) is called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. We study (Z3) in H since the operators
T

Q, = / e AGG* e ds, T >0, are of trace class from H into H thanks to Hypothesis [ (cf. Example
0
5.8 in [I1]); here G* denotes the adjoint operator of G. Thus the stochastic convolution

S, = / eT=AGAW, (2.6)
0

(i.e. the solution to [ZH) when x = 0) is well defined in H. Its law at time 7 is the Gaussian measure
A(0,Q~) with mean 0 and covariance operator Q- (cf. [II]). Since

A
sSup ||€t GHLz(U,H) < 00, T > Oa
te[0,T]
we can apply Theorem 5.11 in [I1] and deduce that the process (S;) has a continuous version with values
in H. Concerning the semilinear stochastic equation (4), we assume that

Hypothesis 2. B:[0,7] x H — U is (Borel) measurable and bounded; moreover there exists C > 0 such
that
|B(t,z+ h) — B(t,z)|u <C|h|y, z, he H, t €[0,T],

for some o € (2/3,1). We also write that B € By([0,T]; Cs*(H,U)) with o € (2/3,1).

Let © € H. Recall that a (weak) mild solution to (L) is a tuple (Q,.%,(%;),P,W, X), where
(Q,.7,(F),P) is a stochastic basis on which it is defined a cylindrical U-valued #-Wiener process W
and a continuous .#;-adapted H-valued process X = (X¢) = (X¢)se[o, 1) such that, P-a.s.,

t t
X, = etz +/ e'=D4GB (s, X,) ds +/ e =DAGdW,, te|0,T). (2.7)
0 0

According to Chapter 1 in [28] (see also [24]) we say that equation (L4)) has a strong mild solution if,
for every stochastic basis (2,.%, (% ),P) on which there is defined an U-valued cylindrical .%;-Wiener
process W, there exists an H-valued continuous (.%;)-adapted process X = (X¢) = (X¢):e[o,) such that
(Q,.7,(F),P,W, X) is a weak mild solution. We also write X?’z or X7 instead of X;. Similarly, we
denote by (X57),>; the solution to (L) starting from = € H at time ¢ € [0,7].



Remark 2.1. Thanks to the boundedness of B we can apply the Girsanov Theorem as in [26]. For
the infinite dimensional Girsanov theorem we refer to Proposition 7.1 in [28] and Section 10.3 in [I1].
The Girsanov theorem allows to prove Theorem 5 in [28] which states that there always exists a weak
mild solution, starting from any @ € H (Theorem 5 in [28] even shows weak existence for random initial
conditions). Moreover uniqueness in law holds for (I4]). To deduce such results by Theorem 5 of [28]
we note the following facts: as f in [28] we can consider our GB : [0,T] x H — H; our space H can be
the space U = X = X7 used in [2§]; the space Uy in [28] can be our ImG; finally as cylindrical Wiener
process of Theorem 5 in [28] we can consider our GW.

3 Examples

We present two classes of abstract semilinear stochastic wave equations that we can treat: the stochastic
semilinear wave and plate equations. In Section 3.3 we also give a counterexample to uniqueness for
deterministic semilinear wave equations with Holder continuous coefficients.

3.1 Stochastic wave equations

We first deal with the semilinear stochastic wave equation as in Introduction, i.e.,

2y (1,8) = 2oy (1,8 +b(7,6,y(7,€) + W (,6),

y(r,0)=y(r.1) =0,

y(0.6) - (), 31
(0,6 =1 (&), Te[0,T], &€ 0,1].

Comparing with ([L2), A = fdd—; with Dirichlet boundary conditions, i.e., Z(A) = H} ([0,1])NH? ([0, 1]).
Note that A~! is of trace class since eigenvalues of A are \, = n? n > 1. Thus Hypothesis [ holds.
We still denote by A its extension on H~! ([0, 1]) with domain
82

2 (A) = Hg ([0,1]), Ay = _8—52 € H7([0,1]), for every y € Z(A).

<

We consider zg € U = L? ([0,1]), 21 € H~*([0,1]). Writing X, (£) := ( @(Z(i) £ ), according to Section
orT ’
1]).
)

2, the reference Hilbert space for the solution is H = L? ([0, 1]) x H~ (][0,
By considering G : L?([0,1]) — H, Gu = ( 2 ) = ( ? ) u (cf. [24)) we can rewrite (BI]) in the
abstract form (L4) with B(r, h) :=b(7,-, hi(-)) and

GB(r,h)(€) == ( g(T,g,hl(é)) ) €€ [0,1], 7€ [0,T), h=(hy, ho) € H. (3.2)

It is easy to check that the next assumptions on b imply the validity of Hypothesis [2] for B.

Hypothesis 3.1. The function b : [0,T]x [0,1] x R — R is measurable and, for T € [0,T], a.e. £ € [0,1],
the map b(1,&,-) : R = R is continuous. There exists ¢; bounded and measurable on [0,1], o € (2/3,1),
such that, for 7 € [0,T] and a.e. £ € [0,1],

b(,6,2) = b(r.&y)l < e1 (&) v —y|”
z,y € R. Moreover |b(1,&,2)| < ca(§), for 7 €[0,T), x € R and a.e. £ € [0,1], with ca € L*([0,1]).



3.2 Stochastic plate equations

Let D C R? be a bounded open domain with smooth boundary 9D, which represents an elastic plate.
We consider the following semilinear stochastic plate equation

Y (r,6) = D2y (1,6) + b (1,6, y(1,)) + W (7,£),

y(r,2)=0, % (r,2)=0, z€aD, (3.3)

y(0,6) =0 (&), L0, =m1(§), T€(0,T], (€D,

where A is the Laplacian in £, A? = A(A) is a fourth order operator, % denotes the outward normal
derivative on the boundary (we are considering the so-called clamped boundary conditions) and 1474 (1,6)
is a space-time white noise on [0,7] x D. We remark that weak existence and uniqueness in law for
non-linear stochastic plate equations with multiplicative noise have been established in [23].

Following Section II1.8.4 in [2] we introduce U = L?(D) (the L?(D) space is defined with respect to
the Lebesgue measure); the operator A = A2, with domain

2(A\) = H*(D)n HZ(D)

is a positive self-adjoint operator (H3(D) is the closure of C§°(D) in H?(D), see Definition 13.4.6 in
[31]). One can prove that Z(A'/?) = HZ(D) (see page 172 in [2]). The topological dual of HZ(D) will
be indicated by H~2(D).

In order to check that A satisfies Hypothesis [I] we refer to [5]. Indeed a classical result by Courant
(see page 460 of [3]) states that the eigenvalues A, of A have the asymptotic behaviour

(47n)?
12
where f denotes the area of D (such behaviour depends on the size but not on the shape of the plate).
It follows that A~! is a trace class operator in L?(D). Proceeding as in Sections 2 and 3.1 we consider

an extension of A to H~2(D) with domain HZ(D).
The initial conditions of @B3) are zo € L*(D), 1 € H~?(D). The reference Hilbert space for

the solution X.(§) := ( %Zé) £) ) is H = L?(D) x H"2(D). By considering G : L?*(D) — H,
or ’

Gu = ( 2 ) (cf. (Z4)) we rewrite (B3) in the abstract form () with B(7,h) := b(r,-, hi(:)), h =

A, ~ (3.4)

(h1,hs) € H. The assumptions we impose on b to verify Hypothesis 2] and get well-posedness for ([B3))
are similar to Hypothesis [3.11

Hypothesis 3.2. The function b: [0,T] x D x R — R is measurable and, for 7 € [0,T] and a.e. £ € D,
the map b(7,&,-) : R = R is continuous. There exists ¢; bounded and measurable on D, « € (2/3,1),
such that, for T € [0,T) and for a.e. £ € D,

b(1,&2) = b(r.§,y)| < 1 (&) |z —y[”
x, y € R. Moreover |b(7,&,2)| < co(€), for 7 €[0,T) and a.e. £ € D, with c3 € L*(D).

3.3 A counterexample to well-posedness in the deterministic case

Let us consider the following semilinear deterministic wave equation for 7 € [0, T:

2y (r, ) ( 7,8) +b(&y(7,€))
y (7,0) ( 7) =0, (3.5)
y(0,§) =0, 2£(0,6)=0, &€ 0,7].

with

b(&y) = 56/sin&y® [y <arsy +y Iy <arsy + 56 /8T sin € Iyjypmorsy + 2T Iy zors),



where & € [0, 7], y € R; I4 is the indicator function of a set A C R. Notice that b, which is independent
of 7 satisfies Hypothesis Bl It turns out that y(7,&) = 0 and y(7,£) = 78sin€ are both solutions to

equation (3A]).

4 The H-valued transition semigroup for the stochastic wave
equation

Here we prove some regularizing effects for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup (R;) related to equation
(C4) with B =0 and acting on H-valued functions ®.

In particular we show that the derivative of R;® in the directions of U, i.e. V&R, ® takes values in the
space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators Lo(U, H) and provide a sharp estimate for |V® R, ®||o when ¢t > 0
(see in particular Lemma [£2] and compare with Chapter 6 of [I0] and Section 3 of [7]). From this result
we deduce additional regularity results for second derivatives of R,® (see Lemmas and [£.4).

We first introduce the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup R = (R;) for H-valued functions:

R.[®](z) = R, ® (z) =E® (X>*), @€ By(H,H), x€ H, >0, (4.1)

where X, defined by (7)), is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (cf. [7]). Since X is time homogeneous, we
have
R, [®] (z) = E® (X17), ® € By(H, H),

T>1t>0,2 € H. We now study the differentiability of R;[®] for ¢ > 0. To this aim we fix some notation.
If E is a Banach space and if F': H — E is Gateaux differentiable at © € H we denote by VF(x) €
L(H,E) its Gateaux derivative at z and by ViF(x) = VF(x)k its directional derivative along the

direction k € H:
F(x + sk) — F(x)

lim
s—0

=ViF(z), € H, ke H.

It is well-known that if F': H — FE is Gateaux differentiable on H and moreover the map: z — VF(z) €
L(H,E) is continuous from H into L(H, E) then F is also Fréchet differentiable on H and the Gateaux

derivative coincides with the Fréchet derivative. Let G : U — H, Ga = ( 2 ) €eH acU IfF:H—FE
is Gateaux differentiable at x € H we set
VOF(z) =VaguF(z) =VF(z)Ga € E, acU, x¢€H. (4.2)
Note that VEF(z) = VF(2)G € L(U, E).
By the controllability of the abstract wave equation (see Appendix) we know that, for any ¢ > 0,

e (H) C Q1 (H). (4.3)

Hence, see Chapter IV.2 in [34], Q;l/QetA is well defined, for any t > 0, and belongs to L(H, H).
Let ® € By(H,H) and = € H. Arguing as in Theorem 6.2.2 of [10], Section 9.4 in [IT] and Section 3
of [7] one can prove the existence of the directional derivative of R;[®]:

lim R [®](x + sk) — Ri[®](x)

s—0 S

— VeR[®](z) = VR, [®](x)k = /H<Q;%emk, Q7 ) Dt e +y) N (0,Q0)(d2), k€ H, t>0. (4.4)

In the next result we will use ([E4) together with the following estimates (see Corollary [A2)): for any
T > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 such that if ¢ € (0,77], we have

_ c
Q% hln < Il he H; (4.5)

—1/2 tA ¢ — & A2
|Qt e a|H S mlGalH = m| alU, aecU. (46)



Lemma 4.1. Assume Hypothesis [ and let R = (R;) be the OU semigroup defined in {{-1)). If ® €
By(H,H) and t > 0 then R:® is Gateauz differentiable on H and the Gdteaux derivative VR:[®](z) €

L(H, H) is given by @&Z). In particular VER:[®](z) € L(U, H) is given by

VERIBI() = [ Qe 1Ga.Qr ) B e+ )/ (0.Q0(E2), a s (4.7)

Moreover, fort € (0,T], we have
sup |V Ry (9] (2)] < t%l@l\oolklﬂ, k€ H; (4.8)
(4.9)

z€EH
sup [V Ri[®](2)] < 7 |1@]|A™alu, a € U,
reH tz

If in addition ® € Cy(H, H) then R;® is Fréchet differentiable on H and VR®] € Cy(H,L(H, H)),

VYR (®] € Cyp(H, L(U, H)) fort > 0.
Proof. Let us fix t € (0,7] and @ € H. The integral in (£4) defines a linear operator in L(H, H). Let

Lok = /H@ﬁemk, Q; )@ + ). (0,Q1)(dy), k€ H.

‘We have the well known estimate
L.k < / Q7 F ek, Q) Ey)B(e e + )| A (0, Q) (dy) (4.10)
H
1 1 1/2 _1 c
< Il [ 1Q QPN 0.00()) " = I6llIQ0 ekl < 1@ bl

Computing the directional derivative as in (4] we obtain the Gateaux differentiability of R;[®] at x and
estimates ([A8]) and [@3) follow. If & € C,(H, H) we compute, for any k € H, |k| =1, z € H,

|It,mk - It,z+zk|2
2

<| [ @it et th Q) (B 1) = B o +2) + )] A 0.Q0(d)

/ Qe Ak, Q) 2 ) PA (0, Q0) (dy) / [B(e e +y) — B(e!a + Mzt y)PA (0, Q) (dy)
H H

2 k 2
<: |t3|H / sup | @ (e +y) — Be!a + ez + y) P (0,Qy)(dy)
H

<

xeH

and so by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain easily
(4.11)

lim sup sup |l k— I 4.k =0.
z—0 yeH |k|H:1

By a well known result the Gateaux derivative I; , is indeed a Fréchet derivative. Moreover, by (@.II])
|

VR:[®] € Cv(H,L(H, H)).
Next we improve the regularity of V& R;[®]. To simplify notation we set

Ft = anetAa Mt = f/V(OaQt)

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma[J1] if ® € By(H, H) we have VR, [®](x) € Lao(U, H),
(4.12)

r € H, t>0, and

C
sup VR[] (2) o) € T I1®lo, £>0
xeH t2

Moreover, if in addition ® € Cy(H, H) then VER[®] € Cy(H, Lo(U, H)).



Proof. Let (er) be a basis in U. We have, using also (L),

SIVE RGP <Y [ Q0 b Gen, @ )P B + )Pl

k>1 k>1

c _ & —
< CI2l% ) |Genl = ;H‘I’Hioz AT Zerff = <IPIZIAT 2L, w0

k>1 k>1

and this shows the first assertion and estimate [II2). If ® € Cy(H, H) to prove the uniform continuity
of V& R,[®] we argue as for ([@II); by using also the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim S“}E}ZIV Ri[@](z + 2) — VE, Ri[@](2) ] = lim sugl\VGRt[ J(z +2) = VER[®](2) 17,0,y = 0
ze E>1 zG

and we conclude that VYR, [®] € C,(H, Lo(U, H)). |

In a similar way we get
Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Lemmal[f.1lett > 0. If ® € Cy(H, H) and £ € U the mapping:
x> V¢ Ry[®]()

with values in H is Fréchet differentiable on H. The second order directional derivatives are
ViV Ry [®](x) :/ ((Tek, Q, 2y) (T4GE,Q, 2y) — Tk, T,GE)) (e a + y) e (dy), (4.13)
H

forax, ke H, £ € U. Moreover, for each x,k € H, the map: £ — Vkngt[Q)](z) belongs to Lo(U, H) and

||H

sup IViVE RPN ()| 1y 0,11 < ke H, (4.14)
xTe
lim SUP IVVER[®](x +y) — VVE R (P (W) 1.crr,r) (4.15)

= lim sup sup |ViVER[®)(z+y) — ViVER([®|(y)|n =0, £€U.
220 yc H |k|=1

Proof. Let (e;) be a basis in U and fix t > 0, z € H. First define J; , 1 ¢ as the integral in the right hand
side of (£I3]). Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2] it is not difficult to show that

ke Jook. (4.16)
is linear from H into Lo(U, H). Moreover, using (IE) (£8) and the Holder inequality, we get

Z|Jtzke] < Z/ |(Tik, Qt FtGeijt y) — <Ftk,FtG€j>‘2|<I>(etAz+y)|2ut(dy) (4.17)

j>1 i>1

c|k| c|k|2 -
122 1A~ 2, 121%™ w0

7j>1

Thus the linear operator in (£I0]) is a bounded operator from H into Lo(U, H).
Let now ¢ € U. Arguing as in Section 9.4 of [11] and Section 3 in [7] we find that

i V¢ Ri[®@](2 + sk) — VE Ry[®](x)
s—0 S

Moreover, for any z € H, £ € U,

= Jia ke k€ H.

B/ A
— ’ / (<Ftk, Q; %y) TWGE,Qy 2y) — (Iik, T, GE)) [z + ez +y) — D(e Mo+ y)] e (dy)
H

2

k
< B -vrngy / 1B( e+ ) — Bt + ez 1 y) Pud(dy)



and so
lim sup sup |Jyohe — Jeoronel® = 0. (4.18)
220 eH k=1
This shows in particular that the mapping = — V?Rt [®](x) with values in H is Fréchet differentiable on
H and that (£I5) holds. Moreover, [II4) follows from (@IT]). m|

Using interpolation theory (see also (Z.I])) we can improve the previous estimates in the case when @
is Holder continuous.

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma[f.1] let ® € C;*(H, H), o € (0,1). We have the following
estimates, fort € (0,7,

c

sup [V Ri[®)(2)|n < w7 I®llalk|n, k € H; (4.19)
r€H t2( o)
C
Sug|‘Vkngt[(I)](z>|‘Lz(U,H) < WH‘I’HMHM ke H.
xre 2

Proof. Let us fix t € (0,T], k € H and £ € U. Using the OU process X defined by (Z71) we can define
the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup (P;) acting on scalar functions ¢ € By(H):

Pr[¢] (z) = Pr¢ (2) =E¢ (X77), ¢ € By(H), 7>0.

For h € H, we introduce the scalar function ®,(x) = (®(x),h), x € H, which belongs to C{*(H) with
1Pr]la < ||P|la |h]. We note as in Section 3 of [7] that

(ViR:[®](x),h) = Vi P [®h](x), =€ H.
Let &k € H. To prove the first estimate we consider the linear operators
ViPs: Cg(H) — Cb(H), ViP;: Cb(H) — Cb(H)

When ¢ € C}(H), we find that

Vi P[o](x) = lim

s—0

/ (b(etA:c + setdk + y) — (b(etAx +vy)
H

. e (dy) = /H (V Sz + ), ek e (dy)

and we get the estimate

sup Vi By[g](2)] < ClIV@lloo|kle, ¢ € Cy (H). (4.20)
TeE
Interpolating between (£20) and

sup [V B[ f](x)] < ti%ufnmmm, f € Cy(H),

xeH

we obtain thanks to (2.1))

sup ViP{](@)] < s [Wllalkla, 4 € OF ().

zeH

If we consider now ¥ = &, we have, for each z € H, h € H,

C (&
[(ViR[®@](2), h)| = [Vi P [®n](2)] < m”‘thaVﬂH < m||q)||a|k|H|h|H-

By taking the supremum over {h € H : |h|g = 1} we get the first estimate in ([I9]).
To prove the second estimate we fix k € H, £ € U and introduce the linear operators

ViVEP, 1 Cy(H) = Cy(H), ViVEP,: Cy(H) = Cy(H).

10



When ¢ € C}(H) we know that

VLVEP[](x) = /H (TG, Q) F) Voo + ) e (dy).

and so

C (& _
sup [V (V€ Pi[0]) ()] < 7z I9llo bl 1GEln = sz 0l oy [kl [A Y2y (4.21)

zeH

(see (LH)). Interpolating between (L2I]) and

| |A1/2
sup [Ve(VEPfe (o] < LU g,
(cf. (£I7)) we obtain
Sup [V4(VE P ()] <~z llalblir [A~/2€lo, o € O (1), (422)

since a4+ 2(1 — @) = 2 — 3a. Now for z € H, we compute using a basis (e;) in U

IVR(VERPN) (@)L, .01y = D IVa(VE Re[®]) ()3

i>1
= sup [(Vi(VER®)(2),)]> =) sup |[Vi(VE P[] ()]
j>11hla=1 j>1 |hla=1
c|k|? _
< S sup (a2 A2, )
j>1 =1
clkl? _ c|k|? —
< e 112 D 1A 251 = 5 1212 1A w0
i>1
The second estimate in ([{I9) follows easily. |

We consider the following integral equation which will be important in Section 5.1:
T T
u(t,z) = / Ro_ [e*H)AGB(s, -)} (z) ds + / Ro_s [e*@*ﬂf‘v%(s, )B(s, -)} (x)ds,  (4.23)
t t

where V&u(s,z)B(s,z) = Vg(sym)u(s,x), (s,2) €[0,T] x H (see [@2).

Using the previous lemmas, we will solve the equation in the Banach space Ey consisting of all
u € Byp([0,T] x H,H) such that u(t,-) is Fréchet differentiable on H, with Fréchet derivative Vu €
By([0,T] x H, L(H, H)) and Vu € By([0,T] x H,Ly(U, H)). Moreover, for each £ € U, t € [0,T], the
mapping:

z + VEu(t,x) is Fréchet differentiable on H with sup sup ||[VVEu(t,z)||pmm < oo
(t,I)G[O,T]XH |§|U:1
(4.24)
Let 8 > 0 to be fixed later. It is not difficult to prove that Ey is a Banach space endowed with the norm
llullzo,8 = sup eﬁt|u(t, x)| + sup eﬁtHVu(t, z)HL(H,H)

(t,2)€[0,T)x H (t,x)€[0,T)xH

+ sup  PHVOuUlt, D) 1, 0.m) + sup sup €| VVEu(t, )| L m)- (4.25)
(t,2)€[0,T]x H (t,z)€[0,T]xH |§|lu=1

Theorem 4.5. Let Hypotheses [l and [2 hold true. There exists a unique solution u € Ey to ([{23).
Moreover, for each x,k € H, t € [0,T], the map: & — Vkvgu(t,x) belongs to Lo(U, H) and, for any
k € H, the mapping:

(t,z) = VipVul(t,z) is measurable from [0,T] x H into Lo(U, H) (4.26)
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and

sup ||VkVGu(t,x)||L2(U1H) <cl|k|, k € H,
z€H,te[0,T)

for some ¢ > 0 (independent of k).
Finally, there exists a function h(r) = h(r,a) > 0, r > 0, such that h(r) — 0 as r — 07 and if
S € [0,T] verifies h(T' = S) - (supsejo,r) | B(t,)lla) < 1/4, then

sup  |[Vo(t, @)l nca,m <1/3. (4.27)
te[S,T],zeH

Remark 4.6. Actually it would be possible to prove more regularity for the solution to equation (@23
like the joint continuity in (¢,2) of u and of its derivatives. However the proof would become more
involved. On the other hand, the regularity of u as stated in Theorem is enough to prove our
pathwise result on (4] (see Section 5.1 and Theorem [G.3)).

Proof. We introduce the following operator 7 defined on FEjy:

T T
Futia) = [ Rt [ 0GB @ds + [ B eIV uls ) B(s, )] (),
t t
u € Ey, (t,z) € [0,T] x H. Note that in particular

VCu(s,-)B(s,-) is a-Holder continuous and bounded from H into H, (4.28)

uniformly with respect to s € [0, 7], where « is given in Hypothesis

By using the Lemmas and [£4 and the fact that o > 2/3, it is not difficult to prove that 7 : Ey —
Ey. Let us check that for a suitable value of § the map 7 is a strict contraction (see (£2H)). We have
to consider || Tu1 — Tusl||gy.8, u1,u2 € Ep; we only treat the term

stup| slup eﬁtHVVg[ym = Tua)(t, )| Lo, m)-
'z |€lu=1

Indeed the other terms of || T u; — T usz| g,,p can be estimated in a similar way. We have

N VVE[Tui(t, ) — Tualt, o) Lomm)

T
< / e~ Bs—t)
t

I —(s—t)A _Bs G ) — & . .
VVe Ry [e e {VTur(s,-) = V7ua(s, )} B(s, )} () HL(H,H)dS

T o—Bls—1)
< / s sup ||B(t llallur — uallmy s
t (s—t) = te[0,7]

< Cgr sup [|B(t,)|allur —uzl £,,s,
te[0,T]

where Cz,7 > 0 tends to 0 as § — +o00. Choosing 3 large enough, we can apply the fixed point theorem
and obtain that there exists a unique solution u € Fj.

In order to prove ([L21), we first introduce ||u||g, 05,7 which is defined as |ul|g,0 in @235) (with
B = 0) but taking all the supremums over [S,T] x H instead of [0,T] x H. We proceed as before:

T
C
[ull£0,0,5,0 < sup / ——=5=ds sup [[B(t,)[la (ol £o,0,5,7 + 1)

te[s,11Jt (s—1t) 2 te[0,T]

<M -S5) sup 1B )la (luollz.0,5.7 + 1),
t

)

where h(r) = [ %ﬁds; now (EZD) follows since we have 2 ||ul| gy, < 1/4. O
S
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5 The related infinite dimensional forward-backward system

In a complete probability space (2,.%,P), let us consider the following forward-backward system (FBSDE)
with forward and backward equations both taking values in H,

Ebe — AZbedr + GdW,, 1€ [t,T),

i

g =u,

_AYET = AV 1 GB(r,Z40) dr + 25 B(r, E)dr — Z0° dW,, 7€ [0,T), (51)
Y3 =0,

where t € [0,T], z € H, and the forward equation is the abstract formulation of the wave equation (23
given in ([2.3) under Hypothesis[I} here B : [0,T] x H — U is (Borel) measurable and satisfies

B(t,-) € Co(H,U), t€[0,T], ||Bllo= sup |B(t,z)ly < oo (5.2)
te[0,T)x H
(clearly, Hypothesis [ implies (5.2])); G is defined by (Z4]) and W is a cylindrical Wiener process in U.

We extend =% to the whole [0, 7] by setting 4% = x for 0 < 7 < ¢, in order to have (Y%, Z%) well
defined on [0, T]. The precise meaning of the BSDE in (&) is given by its mild formulation: for 7 € [0, T

T T
v :/ e*<S*T>AGB(s,E§z)ds+/ e*“”)AZgIB(s,E’;I)ds—/ e"mnAZLT AW, (5.3)

T T T

T

P-a.s. (cf. [22], [I7], [18], [20] and the references therein). The solution of (B.3]) will be a pair of processes
(Yto Zt*) (see Proposition [i.). Notice that in order to give sense to the BSDE in (EJ) as it is done
in (B3], we need that A is the generator of a Cp-group of bounded linear operators, so that —A is the
generator of a Cy-semigroup of bounded linear operators.

We also refer to this BSDE as BSDE in a Markovian framework, since the pair of processes (Y%, Z%%)
depends on the Markov process Z5%. We endow (Q,.7,P) with the natural filtration (F) of W,
augmented in the usual way with the family of P-null sets of .. All the concepts of measurability, e.g.
predictability, are referred to this filtration. We denote by L%,(€2, C([0, 77, H)) the space of all predictable
H-valued processes Y with continuous paths and such that

E sup Y7'2 =Y 7 < Q.
[re[o,T]| =1 |‘L%y,(£z,c([0,T],H))

The space L%,(Q,C([0,T], H)) is a Banach space endowed with the norm || - 2, (.c(0,7),m))- On the
other hand, L%,(Q x [0,T], Lo(U, H)) is the usual L*-space of all predictable processes Z with values
in Lo(U, H). We also define the space 9%1([0,T] x H, H), see [IT] Section 2.2, as the subspace of
C(]0,T) x H, H) consisting of all functions f which are Gateaux differentiable with respect to 2 and such
that the map V,f : [0,T] x H — L(H, H) is strongly continuous. Similarly one can define the space
¢%1([0,7] x H,R) C C([0,T] x H,R).

Following [22], it is immediate to get existence and pathwise uniqueness of a solution (Y% Z4%) to
the Markovian BSDE (5.3]). Moreover we can show regular dependence on the initial datum « of the
solution to the forward equation in (G.1J).

Proposition 5.1. Assume Hypothesis[] and let B be as in (5.2). Let t € [0,T] and x € H. Consider the
H-valued BSDE ([5.3). Then there exists a unique solution (Y**, Z%®) € L%,(Q,C([0,T], H)) x L%, (2 x
[0,T), L2(U, H)). Moreover the following estimates hold true:

B[ sup (VAP +E [ 1271 g < Crl Bl (5.9
T€[0,T] 0
In addition, the map: (t,x) — Y;t’z, [0,T) x H— H, is deterministic. If we further assume that
the map: x v+ B(r,x), H — U, is Gdteaux differentiable on H, for all T € [0,T], (5.5)
then, for any t € [0,T], the map
z s (Y5O, Z5%), H — L%(Q,C([0,T], H)) x L%(Q x [0,T), Le(U, H)) (5.6)

is Gateaux differentiable on H. Moreover, assuming (B0), the map: (t,z) — Ytt’z belongs to 491([0,T] x
H,H).
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Proof. Existence and uniqueness of a solution come directly from Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 2.1 in [22],
that we can apply since B is bounded. Estimate (54 follows also from [20], Proposition 3.5 and estimate
(3.21). Since the process =0 is ft%—measurable (where ﬂt‘% is the o-algebra generated by W, — W,
r € [t,T], augmented with the P-null sets), it turns out that Ytt’m is measurable both with respect to ﬂt‘%
and .7}V it follows that Y, is indeed deterministic.

When B is also differentiable with respect to = (see (B.5)) then the differentiability properties follow
by [17], Propositions 4.8 and 5.2, which can be applied in the same way also when the BSDE is H-valued.

O

Let (Y% Z%%) be the solution of (1] assuming only Hypothesis[Mand (5.2). By the previous result
we can define the deterministic function v : [0,7] x H — H,

o(t,z) =Y " € H (t,z) € [0,T] x H. (5.7)

Assuming also the differentiability condition (&.3]), the map defined in (56) is in particular continuous
and it is standard to check the following useful identities: for any 0 <t < s <7 <T),

S Y A N (5-8)

The proof of (B:8) can be performed as for the real valued BSDEs (see [I7], formula (5.3)), and it is
related to the fact that the value of the processes Y% and Z"* on the time interval [s, 7] is uniquely

—=t,x

determined by the values of =% on the same interval.
Moreover, if we assume differentiability of B (see (B.1)), we get in particular that, for ¢ € [0,7],
v(t,-) : H — H is Gateaux differentiable on H, and, moreover, applying (5.8)), we have:

o(r,EL") =Y e[t T), P—a.s. (5.9)

Now we want to prove that the derivative Vv (7,Z4%) can be identified with Zb% (see [@Z2)). At first
we prove such identification assuming that B is also differentiable (see (51])). Then in Theorem 54 we
show that such identification holds true only assuming (5.2)).

Remark 5.2. The next identification property with B differentiable (see (5.3)) is here presented for the
markovian BSDE (B3] related to the Ornstein Uhlenbeck wave process; it remains true for general linear
Markovian BSDEs with differentiable coefficients and final datum which is related to a forward stochastic
equation with additive noise, A generator of a strongly continuous semigroup, A instead of —A in the
backward equation, and Lipschitz continuous and Gateaux differentiable drift.

Lemma 5.3. Let v be defined in (5.7) and assume that all the hypotheses of Proposition [i], including
the differentiability of B (see [B.H)) hold true. Let (Y5*, Z%) be the solution of (53). Then, for any
T €1[0,T)], a.e., we have, P-a.s.,

VCOu(r,Bb") = ZL% in Ly(U, H). (5.10)

Proof. The result can be seen as an extension of Theorem 6.1 in [I8] (see also Theorem 6.2 in [I7]) to
the case of an H-valued BSDE. Let ¢ € U and consider the real Wiener process (W$), >0, where

WE = (&, W,)p.

Let h € H. Using the group property if we set Y»* = ¢~ TAY 4% we have, for T € [0,7T], P-a.s.,
S

T T T
Yj*z:/ e*sAGB(s,EM)dH/ e*sAzgva(s,EgI)dsf/ e A ZLT AW,

:ngl—/ e_SAGB(s,E?””)ds—/ e_SAZﬁ’IB(s,E‘;’I)ds—i—/ e A ZLT AW,
0 0 0
and so

<}7}I,h>:<}7(f’x,h>f/ <e*5AGB(s,E’;I),h>dsf/ (e=*AZb% B(s,25%), h) ds
0 0

+/ (AW, (Z5%) e W)y ds
0
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(A* denotes the adjoint of A, A* = —A). We study the joint quadratic variation between Y4® and W
(see, for instance, page 638 in [I8]). We find, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 17 of [9],

(Yhte We), :/ (&, (Z5%) e W)y ds :/ (e=3AZb%¢ hYpds, T € [0,T], P-as. (5.11)
0 0

Now we compute (Y** W4, in a different way, using (5.22)).
Let us define o(¢, 7) = e~*4v(t, z) so that we have v(r,Z5%) = Y./:*. Moreover, we introduce the real

function
" (r,2) = (B(r,2),h) = (v(r,2),e A By 7€ (0,T], x € H.

By (57) we know that 3" € ¢%1([0,T] x H,R). Hence we can argue as in Lemma 6.3 of [I7] (see also
Lemma 6.4 in [I7]) and obtain that the real process

@ (7, EE™))rejor) = (Y27, 1)) refor)

admits joint quadratic variation with W¢ given by

(@ (-, EM), W), = /0 VG (s, EL7)E ds = /0 (V9 (s,EL7)¢, e h)ds, 7€ [0,T].

Comparing this formula with ([@I1]) we discover that for s € [0, 7], a.e., we have, P-a.s.,
(e7*4Z57¢, h) = (7 "V (5, Z07)E, ).

Thanks to the separability of H it follows that e =4 Z%7¢ = e =54V Tu(s, ZL?)¢E, for s € [0,T], a.e., P-a.s..
The assertion follows easily. O

We introduce now an approximation argument to smooth the coefficient B. We need such approxi-
mation in the proof of next theorem.
Recall that for s € [0,T], B(s,-): H— U, and

GB(s, ) = ( OB(S’.) ) (5.12)

where B satisfies (5:2)). To perform the approximations of B we follow [29]. For every k € N we consider
a nonnegative function pr € Cp° (Rk) with compact support contained in the ball of radius % and such

that / pr(z)dx = 1. Let Qr : H — (g1, ..., gx) be the orthogonal projection on the linear space Ay
Rk

generated by g1, ..., gk, where (gx)r>1 is a basis in H. We identify Ay with RF. For a bounded and
continuous function f: H — U we set

fk(ﬂﬂ):/]R pr (y — Q) f (Zyzgz)dy,

where for every k € N, y, = (y, gx) ;- It turns out that f* € C° (H,U).

We will apply this approximation to f = B(s,-), s € [0,T]. By (&2 it follows that the sequence (B*(t,-))
is equi-uniformly continuous on H, uniformly in ¢ € [0,T], and |B*(t,z) — B(t,z)| — 0, as k — oo, for
any (t,x) € [0,7] x H. Moreover, for s €[0,T], B"(s,-) is Fréchet differentiable on H and

sup [VB"(s,)| L) = c(n) (5.13)
(s,z)€[0,T)x H

where ¢(n) — oo as n — oco. For any n > 1 let us consider the FBSDE (5.]) with B™ in the place of B
where again the precise meaning of the BSDE is given by its mild formulation:

T T
ybe :/ e_(S_T)AGB"(s,E?””)ds—i—/ e~ (smDAZn b pn(g mb) g (5.14)

T
f/ e~ (= Azt gy
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We know that the map in (0.6) is Gateaux differentiable on H, since in the BSDE (5.14) the coefficients
are regular. Let £ € U and consider the BSDE satisfied by the pair of processes (Ve Y™ 5% Ve Z™57),
which can be obtained by differentiating (B.I4]) arguing as in [I7], Proposition 4.8, or following [20],
Proposition 4.4:

T T
VYT = / e~ TAGY B (5,257) e AGE ds + / e DAY G 2T B (5, B0 ds  (5.15)

T

T T
- / e~(smAznte g pr (s 5HT)eTDAGE ds — / e CTIAY G 2T qW,.

By applying estimate (5.4) to (B.I5), and since [|[VB"(s,-)||(m,u) < ¢(n), where ¢(n) does not depend
on s and x, we get

T
E[ SFP]IVGEYT"”F} +]E/ IVaeZ 12, w,mdr < c(n, T)? €[, (5.16)
T€[0,T 0

where ¢(n,T) > 0 is a constant that may blow up as n — oo, it depends on 7" and B but not on x and ¢.
Recalling (57) we have
Un(t, x) _ Y;n’t’l,

and we know that v € 9%1([0,T] x H, H); by the previous computations we have, for any n > 1,

sup |V?v"(t, )| <eln, T)E|u; (5.17)
tE[O,T],mEH

Let 7 =t and let us take the expectation in (B.I4); we get
T T
Y, he = E/ e~ TDAGB" (5, 257) ds + IE/ e~ (smDAZn (s =LY ds, t € [0,T], z € H. (5.18)
¢ ¢
Applying Lemma (B3] we can write (BI8)) as
T T
v (t,x) = IE/ e~ TDAGB" (5, 257) ds + IE/ e (smDAYGyn (s,ZL") B™(s,EL") ds, (5.19)
t ¢
for t € [0,T], « € H. Using the H-valued OU transition semigroup (R;) defined in (@I, we obtain
T
ot z) :/ Ros [e_(s_t)AGB"(s,~) +e_(s_t)AVGv”(s,~)B"(s,~)} (z)ds, t € [0,T], x € H. (5.20)
¢

Now we want to show a convergence result of Yt"’t’w to Ytt’w and Z™5* to Z»®. The BSDE satisfied by
(Yn,t,z _ Yt,ac Zn,t,z _ Zt,ac) is

—d (Vb Y)Y = A (Y Y“”) dT+(GB (T,:’;r) GB(r,E4%)) dr
+(Z4 B (r,E%) — Zp® B(r,B27)) dr — (Z4" — Z0%) dW-,
Yoht — YT = 0.

By adding and subtracting Z%* B™ (7, Z54%) this equation can be rewritten as
—d(Yhr —YhT) = —A (Y0 — VI dr + (GB™(1,EL") — GB(1, Z2L7)) dr
725 (B(r,2%) = B (r,B47) ) dr + (237 — Z0%) B (r, B47) dr — (2707 — Z4%) dW,
Vbt YT = 0.

(5.21)

Let f,(r) = (GB"(r.Z4%) — GB(r,Et0)) - Zt+ (B(r, ) - B(r,Zbn)) 4 (204w — 78%) B (r, Zb).

In the sequel we write || - || instead of || - || 1, (v, m)) to simplify notation. Let us fix ¢ € [0,7]. By Lemma
2.1 in [22] we know that there exists M = M (A) such that, for any 7 € [0,T],
T T

E|y»b* — yhe|? 4 IE/ | Zzmbe — Z8b%)12 ds < M(T — T)E/ | ()| ds. (5.22)
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Recall that the sequence (B™) is uniformly bounded on [0,7] x H by ||Bl/s. Let 7 > 0 be small enough
(nM||Blleo < 1/2). If 7 € [T —n,T] we get

T T
|zt — Z8|12 ds < MnIE/ |GB"(s,25") — GB(s,2%7)|?ds

S S

1
E|Y7n,t,m o Y,:’I|2 4 §E/

T T

T

M [ 12071 [B(s, L) - B (s, 25 do.
Since Z"* € L%,(Q x [0,T], Lo(U, H)), by the pointwise convergence of B"(7,-) to B(r,-) and the domi-
nated convergence theorem we get

T
E|Y-0* — YEE|2 4 E/ | Zmte — Z5%||2 ds — 0 as n — oo, (5.23)
T[T —nT]. Let now 7 € [(T —2n) VO0,T — n]. We consider (521)) on [0,T — 7] with the terminal
condition YT"jnI fYTt’fn = 0. Arguing as before we obtain (5.23)) when 7 € [(T'—2n)V0,T —1n]. Proceeding
in this way we finally get (5.23)) for any 7 € [0, T).
We mention two consequences of ([B23)). The first one is obtained with 7 = ¢ and gives, setting
v (t,x) = YT o (t,x) — v(t,x) pointwise as n — oo on [0,T] x H. The second one is that, for
7 € [t,T], possibly passing to a subsequence, we can pass to the limit, P-a.s., in v" (7, E5%) = Y""* and
get
o(r, 2L =Y e t,T), P—a.s. (5.24)
Now we are ready to prove the following result.

Theorem 5.4. Assume Hypothesis [l and that B satisfy (5.2). Let v be the function defined in (5.7).

Then v € Bp([0,T] x H,H) and, for any t € [0,T), v(t,-) : H — H admits the directional derivative
Veaev(t,x) in any x € H and along any direction G, with & € U (see (Z4])). Moreover, for any (t,x) €
[0,T]x H, the map: §{ = Vgev(t,x) = V?v(t,z) € L(U,H) and, for any & € U, V?v € By([0,T)|x H,H)
with SUp(y 4ye(o,7)x i IVo(t,2)|| p,m < oo. Finally, for any T € [0,T), a.e., we have

VOu(r,EL®) = ZLb* P a.s.. (5.25)

Proof. To prove the result we will pass to the limit as n — oo in ([E20).

We first note that by estimate (23) v" (¢, z) — v(t, z) pointwise and so v € By([0,T] x H, H).

Then we show that there exists L : [0,7] x H — L(U, H) which is a bounded mapping, such that, for
any & € U, L(t,z)¢ is measurable in (¢,z) € [0,T] x H, and VEv"(t,2) — L(t,z) in L(U, H) pointwise
asn — oo on [0,7] x H.

In order to obtain the assertion we start to study the difference v™(t,x) — v"P(¢,x), n,p > 1. In the
sequel we set A4(0,Q+) = p¢. We have

T
v (t, ) — TP (t x) = / / e~ (5704 [VGU"(S, z+eBDA) B (s, 2 4 57D Ag)
t JH
—VCG P (s, 2 4 e5TDAL) BP(s, 2 + e(sft)Az)] ts—t(dz) ds
T
+/ / e (=04 (GB"(S, 2+ eV — GB"P(s, 2 + e(s_t)A:E)) ts—t(dz).
t JH

Since v™ and v"*? are Gateaux differentiable in the space variable, by the smoothing properties of the
transition semigroup (Rs), we can differentiate both sides and obtain for all £ € U (cf. (£4))

T
V?v"(t,x) - V?v"“”(t, x) = / / e~ (s—DA (GB"(S, z+ e(sft)Az) — GB"*P(s,2z + e(sft)Az))
t JH
(Q{e94GE Q12 pyi(dz) ds
T
+ / / e~ (5704 [VGU"(S, z+e7D42) B (s, 2 + e 4g)
t JH

_ VG’Uner(S,Z + e(sft)A:C) Bner(S,Z + e(sft)AZ.):| <Qs_—1t/26(57t)AG§7Qs__lt/2Z> ,LLS,t(dZ) ds.
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Now in order to apply the Cauchy criterion we note that by (.Gl

sup sup |V?v"(t,x) - V?v"""p(t, x)]
p21|¢lu=1

T ) 3
<C / (s—1t)72 </ sup |GB" (s, z + e 7D4z) — GB"*P(s, 2 + e(St)Ax)|2ust(dz)> ds
t H

p>1
T
+C/ (s—1t)~
t

1
—VO P (s, 2 + DALY BMHP(s, 2 4 e(s_t)Ax)|2us,t(dz)) Y ds =1, +11I,

N[

(/ sup [VEu™ (s, z + e7D42) B (s, 2 + €79 4x)
H

p=1

(to simplify notation we drop the dependence of I,, and II, from (t,z)). We can easily apply the
dominated convergence theorem, and letting n — oo we get I, — 0. Concerning II,,, by adding and
subtracting VEu™ (s, z + eC~DA2) B P (5, 2 4+ 5D 42) we get

T
I, =C / (s—1)7% (/ sup [VEu" (s, 2 4+ e ~40) [B" (s, z + 5D 4z)
t H

p=>1

N

—B"P(s,2 + e(s_t)A:E)] |2,us_t(dz)) ds

T
+C Sup/ (s — t)*% (/ |(VG?J"(S,Z _i_e(sft)Al,) _ VGUner(S,Z + e(sft)Ax))
t H

p=>1

1=

B"P(s, 2 + e(s_t)Ax)|2us_t(dz)) S ds=1II°+1I1".

In order to estimate II we show that the sequence (VGU”) is equi-bounded from [0, 7] x H with values
in L(U,H) (cf. GI2)). We find, setting || - |z = || - || L, m), with 8 > 0,

SV ()|
T
gceﬁt/ (s—t)~
t

T 2
+ CeP? / (s—t)"2 (/ |VEU" (5,2 + ™D A2)B" (s, 2 + e(s_t)A:C)|2,us_t(dz)) ds
t H

1
2

(/H 1B (s, + 6(”)A$)I?Just(d2)) ds

N

T o—Bs—1)

T
< CMBl [ 5=t Hds+ OBl [ S ds - swp VO )
f ¢ (s—t)"2 te[0,T], ye H

Since the sequence (B™) is uniformly bounded, by taking the supremum over (¢t,2) € [0,7] x H and 3
large enough we get on the left hand side we get

sup  sup  [|VE0" (8, y) |l L, m) < oo (5.26)
n>1t€(0,T],yeH

Coming back to the estimate of I?, we find
T . 3
115 < CO/ (s—t)"2 </ sup |B" (s, z + e(sft)A:c) — B"P(s, 2+ e(St)Ax)|2Uust(dz)) ds,
t H p>1

where Cj is independent of ¢,z and n. By the dominated convergence theorem, using the pointwise
convergence of the approximating sequence (B™), we find that I71% — 0 as n — oo.
Concerning 112, since (B,,) and (V%v™) are equi-bounded we have:

|B™P (5,2 + T A) |3 | VG0 (5,2 + 70 a) = VO (s, 2 4 T A2) |1 )y

< C1|[ V0" (5,2 + U 7042) — VO (s, 2 4+ O ) | i my,
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where (7 is independent of ¢,z and n, Next, by the Holder inequality,

1
2

T
It < sup/ (s—1)"2 (/ | VGO (s, 2 4 D Az) — VO P (s, 2 4 DA || us_t(dz)) ds
t H

p=1
1

T
< c/sg}; (/t (s — t)_% ds)
p>

T 2 1
| </ ( / V0" (s, 2 4 €7 a) = VGO (5,2 + 70 2)| us—t(dz)) ds>
t H

3
1

1
4

p=1

T
s </ / IVGv"<s,z+e<s-t>Ax>—va”+p<s,z+e<s-t>%>||%us_t<dz>ds>
t H

1

T 1
= ¢ sup (E/ HZ;”z — Z;’ﬂ”’t’zﬂ2 ds) —0
t

p>1

as n — oo, for (t,z) € [0,T] x H, having applied (5I0) and estimate (5.23). Putting together these
estimates we find

sg;; HVGv"(t,y) - VGv"er(t,y)HL(Uﬂ) —0asn— o0, (t,y)€[0,T]x H.
p>

So we have proved that V@™ (¢, ) converges as n — oo in L(U, H). We set

L(t,x) = lim V" (t,z).

n— o0

Clearly, for any £ € U, VEv™ € By([0,T] x H, H) and so (t,z) — L(t, )¢ € By([0,T] x H, H).
Recall that v™ satisfies (5.20), so, by passing to the limit in (520), by the dominated convergence
theorem, we get

T
u(t,z) = / Re_ [e—<s-t>AGB(s, )4 e TOAL(s, ) B (s, -)} (z)ds. (5.27)
t
By differentiating (5:20) in the direction G, we get for all £ € U
T
Ve () = [ [ e TIAGE (5,5 el 00) (704G Q72 i)
t JH
T
+/ / e CTDATGYn (s, 2 4 DAL BN (s, 2 4+ 57D AY) <Q:t/2e(s_t)f4(;§, Q;jt/2z> ts—t(dz)ds.
t Ju
By passing to the limit, we get
T
L(t,x)¢ = / / ef(sft)AGB(s, z+ e(sft)Az) <Qs__1t/2e(5*t)AG§, Q:_lt/2z> ts—t(dz)
t Ju
T
+/ / e AL(s, 2 4 e AR B(s, 2 + 57D AY) <Q;1t/26(5—t)AG§, Q:{Qz> ps—t(dz) ds.
t JH

By considering (527) and taking into account the smoothing properties of the semigroup (R:) (recall
that, for any s € [0,T], L(s,-)B(s,-) € By(H, H), and Lemma L2 and (5.2))), we can easily obtain the
desired differentiability of v(t,-) : H — H along the directions G¢, € € U.

Taking the directional derivative in (B.27)) we get, for all £ € U,

T
V?U(ta x) = / VgRs—t {6_(8_’5)’46'3(8, )+ e ETDAL(s, B (s,) | (x)ds, (t,x) € [0,T] x H,
t
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and we finally deduce that V&u(t,z) = L(t,z), (t,r) € [0,T] x H. By (523) we know that
Zm o 75 in L2(Q x [0, T7; Lo (U, H)).
Since, for any n > 1, 7 € [0, T], a.e., we have
VG (r,EL%) = Zmte

, Pas.,

we get easily that (525) holds. The proof is complete. O

5.1 Additional regularity for the function v(t,z) = Y;*"

Here we prove additional regularity properties for the function v(¢, ) defined in (57)). By the represen-
tation formula given in (B.3]) using the OU semigroup (R;) we know that

v(t,x) :/tT Ry {e_(s_t)AGB(s, )} (x)ds + /tT Ryt [6_(5_t)AVGU(s, )B(s, )} (x)ds. (5.28)

Hence v satisfies an integral equation like (@23]) which has been studied in Theorem

Lemma 5.5. Let Hypotheses [l and[@ hold true. Then the function v defined in [5.7) coincides with the
function u, unique solution of ({.23) given in Theorem [{.3

Proof. By Theorem B4l we know that that v(t, z) belongs to By ([0, T x H, H) and, moreover, there exists
VG :[0,T] x H — L(U, H) which is bounded and such that, for any ¢ € U, ng € By([0,T) x H,H).
We consider the difference between (£23) and (5.2]):

u(t,z) —v(t,z) = /t Rs_y [e_(s_t)A (Vu(s,")B(s,-) — Vu(s, ) B(s, ))} (x)ds (5.29)

and take the VE-derivative:

)

IVCult, z) — VOt 2)|| vy = H /tT VER,_, [e—<s—t>A(vGu(s, VB(s,) — VCu(s,)B(s, -))} (x)ds|

where || - ||z = || - [|(w,m)- Since, VEu(-)B(:) and Vv(-)B(-) both belong to B,([0,T] x H, H) we can
apply Lemma 2] and obtain, for 3 > 0, t € [0,T],

sup | VYu(t,z) — VCu(t,z)|
reH

T —B(s—1)
< CIIBI‘OO/ ———ds- sup  P||VYu(s,z) - VEu(s,2)||1
t

(s — t)% € H,s€[0,T]
<Cgr sup eBsHVGu(s,:E) — VGv(s,x)HL, t € 10,7,
xz€H,s€[0,T)

where Cg 7 — 0 as 8 — oo. By choosing /3 large enough, we get sup, ¢y ;0,7 VGu(s,z) — VG (s, )|
= 0. So by (&29) we get that v and v coincide. O

6 Strong uniqueness for the wave equation

In this section we show how to remove the “bad” term B of equation (L), i.e.,

{ dX® = AXZdr + GB(t, X%)dr + GdW,, 7¢€[0,T],

X5 o (6.1)

and get the main pathwise uniqueness result. Let z € H. We consider a (weak) mild solution (X2%)
= (X7%)repo,r) as in @)

Xbe :e(T_t)Az+/ e(T_S)AGB(s,XS)ds+/ TG, T e 1, T], XM =2, <t (6.2)
t t
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This in particular is a continuous H-valued process defined and adapted on a stochastic basis (2, %, (%), P),
on which it is defined a cylindrical U-valued .%#;-Wiener process W. Let us consider the FBSDE

dXb® = AXY%dr + GB(1, Xt®)dr + GdW,., 7€ [t,T],
Xt =g €0,

—dY}" = —AY!"dr + GB(r, XE%) dr — Z0" dW,, 7€ [0,T), (6:3)
Yi* = 0.
The precise meaning of the BSDE in equation (€3] is given by its mild formulation
~ T T _
Yhe = / e TTAGB(s, X7 ds — / e~mMAZLEGW, T € [0,T). (6.4)

Let us set .
W, =W, —|—/ B(s, X\")ds, 7€ 0,T).
0

By the Girsanov theorem, see e.g. [II] and [2§], there exists a probability measure P such that on

(0, F, (F)tejo,1), P) the process (W) is a cylindrical Wiener process in U up to time 7". In the stochastic

basis (2, .7, (Z)ieo, 1), P) the FBSDE (6.3)) can be rewritten as

dXbe = AXbTdr + GAW,, 1€ [t,T),

Xt =g 10,1,

—dY'® = —AY"* dr + GB(1, XY") dr + ZV*B(r, Xb%)dr — Zb* dW, 7€ [0,T7,
Vi =0,

(6.5)

_ T T
yhe :/ e*<S*T>AGB(s,X§f)ds+/

7 € [0,T]. By the strong uniquenes for equation (23], X*® is an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process starting

T
e~(smMAZLe B(s, XE2) ds — / e mAZLT AW, (6.6)

from z at ¢ which is ﬁt%—measurable (where ﬁt‘% is the completed o-algebra generated by WT — W,

r € [t,T]). The law of (X Y= Z*) depends only on the coefficients of the FBSDE (63 and does
not depend on the probability space on which it is defined the cylindrical Wiener process. Thus the law
of (Xt* Yt* Z5%) coincides with the one of (EH*, YH* Z1%) solution of the FBSDE (E.1)).

Moreover Y;"* and Y,"* are both deterministic and so they define a unique function v(t,z) given in
(E0). Moreover, we have, for any 7 € [0, T,

YE® = o(r,X5%), P—a.s.; forany 7 € [0,T] a.e., Zb* = VSu(r, XL"), P— a.s. (6.7)
(cf. (B24) and (B23)). In order to prove strong existence of a mild solution to equation (6.1I), we will
rewrite in a different way (62), removing the term /T e=AGB(s, X,)ds by means of the BSDE in
([G8); when t = 0 we denote, for brevity, by (Y=, Z%) tLe process (Y@, Z0.),
Proposition 6.1. Let Hypothesesl and [@ holds true. Then a (weak) mild solution X* = (X7*) of (62
starting at t =0 satisfies, for any 7 € [0,T], P-a.s.,

X% =™z 4 (0, x) — v(T, XF) +/ eTmIAY Gy (s, XT) dW, +/ eTIAGAW . (6.8)
0 0

Proof. Let us fix 7 € [0, T]. Writing (6.4) for ¢ = 0 and 7 = 0 we find, P-a.s.,

T T
v(0,2) = Y& :/O e—sAGB(s,Xg)ds—/O e A Z% AW, (6.9)

T T

e *AGB(s,X")ds f/ e AZT AW,

:/ e_SAGB(S,Xg)dS—/ e A7 dW5+/
0 0 T
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In (64) with ¢t = 0 we apply to both sides the bounded linear operator e~"4, we get
YT = / e *AGB(s,X%)ds — / e SAZTdW,,  T€[0,T]. (6.10)
Using (6.1 we obtain, P-a.s.,
v(0,2) = eiTAf/TI +/ e *AGB(s, X%)ds —/ eiSAZf dWs (6.11)
0 0

T

= e (1, X¥) +/

eiSAGB(S,Xf)dsf/ e AV (s, XT) dW,.
0 0

In particular from (GIT]) we get

/ e *AGB(s, X%)ds = v(0,x) — e~ "u(r, X¥) +/ e AV (s, XT) dW, (6.12)
0 0
and by applying the bounded linear operator e”* to both sides we deduce that, P-a.s.,
/ eT9AGB(s, XT) ds = " (0, z) — v(T, X) Jr/ eT=9AY Gy (s, XT) dW,. (6.13)
0 0
Since X — ez f/ eTTIAGAW, = / e"=IAGB(s, X, )ds we get ([BF). m|
0 0

Remark 6.2. Notice that formula (G.8]) does not coincide with formula (7) in [7], which is obtained by
the so-called Tté-Tanaka trick. In fact our function v (see [E7) and the function U used in the paper [7]
are different, and we can see this by comparing (5.28)) in the present paper with the mild formula (16)
in [7]. Following the procedure in [7], one should consider U : [0,T] x H — H represented by the real
functions U,, := (U, e,) : [0,T] x H — R, where (e,,)n>1 is a basis in H, and U, is the solution to the
linear Kolmogorov equation

U, (t, x)
{ — + LUL(,)|(x) = =GB, (t,x), z € H, t€[0,T], (6.14)
U,(T,z) =0.

where Z[f](z) = 3Tr( GG* V?f(z)) + (Az,Vf(z)) + (GB(t,z),V f(z)); one can solve ([E14) with
techniques similar to the ones used also in [I9]. On the other hand, from (528) we formally see that v is
an H-valued solution of the following equation which contains the operator A:

ot (6.15)

{ lt,z) + Zi(t, )](x) = Av(t,z) — GB(t,x), x € H, t €[0,T],
(T, x) = 0.

Theorem 6.3. Let Hypotheses [l and [2 hold true. Then for equation (1) pathwise uniqueness holds.
Moreover, there exists cp > 0 such that if X' and X2 are two (weak) mild solutions starting from
and x9 at t =0 (defined on the same stochastic basis) then
sup E|Xf1 — X$2|2 < CT|$1 — $2|2, xr1,T2 € H. (616)
T€[0,T]

Proof. We prove (6I6]) which implies the pathwise uniqueness. Let us fix z1,29 € H and consider
two (weak) mild solutions X! and X? defined on the same stochastic basis, with respect to the same
cylindrical Wiener process and starting respectively from x1 and zo at time ¢ = 0. Let T € (0,T] be such
that h(Ty) - (supsepo,r |1 Bt )[la) < 1/4 (see (E2T) in Theorem [L5).

We consider the FBSDE (5.1) with 7 = Ty. We find the function v(®) : [0, Ty] x H — H according to
E1) with T = Ty. By (6.8) we know that

X = X2 =™z —x2) + ™00, 21) — 0 (0, 29)] (6.17)

) (r, X1 — 0O (r, X2)] + / TIATEO) (5, X1) — VGO (s, X2)] dW,, 7€ [0, To).
0
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By the regularity properties of v(*), see Theorem E5] formula [E2T7) and Lemma 55 we get
|7 (w1 — w2)| + [T (0, 21) — 0@ (0,22)]] + [0 (7, X7) — 0O (7, X2)]

1
< Clzy — xa| + §|Xi — X2, 1€[0,Ty).

Concerning the stochastic integral, by the It isometry (see [11], Section 4.3) we find
™ 2
IE‘ / eT=AIY GO (5, X 1) — VGO (5, X2)] dW,
0
<B [ 19600 (5. X0) = VOO 0, X2 0y
Let us consider a basis (e) in U; by the regularity properties of v(©) get

E/ Vo (s, X3) = V0O (5, X212, 0,y ds = ZE/ Ve v (s, X3) = VE0 O (s, X2)Pds
0 0

Jj=1

T 1 2
:ZE/ ds‘/ V0O (s, X +r(X2 = X1))[XZ - X}]dr
0 0

j>1

1 T
g/ dr/ EY VS0 (s, X!+ r(X2 - X1))[X2 - X}]ds
0 0

j>1
1 T

= [Car [ EIVxex VOO 5, X2 (X2 - XD, 0 ds
0 0

< s s IVAVSO 1 )R, 0 / E|X! — X2[ds.
(t,z)€[0,To] x H |h|=1 0

Starting from (GI7) and using the previous estimates, we can apply the Gronwall lemma and obtain

sup E|X¥ — X®2|2 < cplay — 2. (6.18)
T€[0,T0]

If Ty < T we consider the FBSDE (&.1]) with terminal time (279) AT. We find v!) : [0, (2To)AT] x H — H
according to (B28) with T replaced by (27p) A T. By (68) we obtain in particular

X X2 =™z — x0) + ™ oM (0, 21) — vV (0, 25)]

CpW(r, X1 — o (7, X2)] +/ T=DAIYCY() (5, X1) = VO (5, X2)] dW,, T € [Th, (2T0) AT].
0

By Theorem [4.5] formula (£27) and Lemma [5.3] we get, for T € [Ty, (270) A T,
|74 (@1 — @)| + T M (0, 21) = vD(0,22)]| + [0V (7, X7) =0V (7, X2)|

1
< Clay — o] + 31X - X7,

and
g 2
E}/ =AY Gy (5, X 1) — VD (s, X2)] W,
0
S (VSO0 [ EIXE - X2ds
(t,)€[0,(2To)AT] x H |h|=1 0
Tg T
= s s [VAVCO o ([ BIXE - X3Pds+ [ Bl - X2Pds)
(t,2)€[0,(2To)AT|x H |h|=1 0 To
< sup sup ||VhV,G’U(1)(t,$)H%2(U1H) (erTo |1 — m2|? +/ E[X! — X2|ds).
(t,2)€[0,(2To)AT]x H |h|=1 To
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We have obtained, for 7 € [Ty, (21p) A 17,

E|X} - X2|* < Crley — zf +/ E|X; — X2 |2ds.

To

By the Gronwall lemma we find sup, ¢z, (om)a7 EIXF — X72? < eplay — 22|, Proceeding in this way,
in finite steps, we get (G10). m|

Applying the previous theorem together with an infinite dimensional generalization of the Yamada-
Watanabe theorem (see Theorem 2 in [28] and Appendix in [24]) we obtain (see also Remark 2.T]):

Corollary 6.4. Assume the same hypotheses of Theorem[6.3. Then, for any x € H, there exists a strong
mild solution to (4.

A Appendix: an estimate on the minimal control energy for the
controlled wave equation

We consider a positive self-adjoint operator S on a real separable Hilbert space K, i.e., S: Z(S) C K —
K. Note that here the compactness of S™! is dispensed with. We introduce the Hilbert space

M:@(S%)xz(

endowed with the inner product

Al Y2 _/ck 1
<< <1 ) ’ ( %2 )>M a <S uns y2>K+<ZhZ2>K-
We also introduce

.@(A):@(S)x@(s%), A(i)(_os é)(g) forevery(i)E@(A). (A.1)

The operator A is the generator of the contractive group e!4 on M

1 .
etA(y): cos /St ﬁsm\/gt (y)’ LeR.
z —V/Ssiny/St  cos/St z

We consider the following linear controlled system in M:

{ Zgg)) = zxw (t) + Gu(t), (A.2)

loc

=ke M,
where G : K — M is defined by Gu = ( 2 = ? ) u and the control u € L2 (0,00; K). We remark

ai

that ImG = eM:a =0

ag
It is well known that equation ([A.2]) is null controllable for any ¢ > 0 and any initial state in M, see e.g.
[6], pp. 149 and pp.153. This is equivalent to say that, for any ¢ > 0,

t
etANM) c Qi/2(M), where Q; = / e AGG e ds. (A.3)
0

(cf. Section 2). Moreover the minimal energy &c (¢, k) steering a general initial state k = ( Zl ) to 0
2

in time ¢ behaves like £~ 2|k|5s as t goes to 0 (see e.g. [I] for a more general result). Recall that & (t, k)

is the infimum of
t 1/2
([ utfiear)
0
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over all controls u € L?(0,t; K) driving the solution w from k to 0 in time . It can be proved that
Eo (k) = |Q7 /% k|

(see, for instance, [34]). Hence if &- (t) = sup &¢ (¢, k), we know that
[kl pr=1

Eo (t) is O@t™?), as t — 0%, (A.4)

On the other hand, we have the following estimate for the minimal energy steering an initial state
k € Im(G) to 0 at time ¢. A similar result has been proved in [25] by a spectral approach in the case of
the wave equation in H{([0,1]) x L2([0,1]).

Theorem A.1. There exists a positive constant C' such that, for any k = ( 2 ) € Im(Q),

Clkly _ Clale (A.5)

|(Q@C (t k) | <
t2 t2

Proof. The proof below is inspired by [30] (see also [34] page 19). We consider the Hilbert space
H=Kx9(s%)

—1/2

(by 2 (S_%) we mean the completion of K with respect to the norm |S - |; this is a Hilbert space;

see also Section 2) endowed with the inner product

<( Zi )’( Zi )>H <S_%21’S_%Z2>K+<y1,y2>1<- (A.6)

We also consider an extension of the unbounded operator A given in ([@I0) which we still denote by A:

@(A):@(51/2)><K, A(z):(os é)(i):(gy)eﬂ forevery(Z)e@(A).

Clearly A generates a contractive group e!4 on M and moreover if a € K we have

k<2)€@(A) andetA<2)(éji?&g?a%%w)xm teR (AT)

Let us fix 7> 0 and k = ( 2 > with a € K. Consider f(t) = t*(T — t)? and

ft
oty = 2D e
Jo f(s)ds
Note that ¢(0 fo ds = 1 and there exists C' > 0 (independent of T' > 0) such that [¢(t)| < £

and |¢/(t |<T2,te[0 ). Letw 0,7] — H,

b(t) = ( g;g > = —(t) ek = — ( ot (wTiOSSI?\(/\%t) ) L telo,T).

Using also the derivative ¢} we introduce the control
u(t) = v2(t) + ¥i(t) € K, t €[0,T]. (A8)

We show that it transfers k£ to 0 at time 7. We have

T T 0 r
/ eT=9AGu(s)ds = / e(T—5)A ( ) ds +/ TG, (s)ds
0 0 Pa(s) 0
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Since Gy (s) = < w&s) > is continuous from [0, 7] with values in 2 (A) (cf. (A7) integrating by parts

T —s / ’ —s ! ¢ 0 ! |
| emrcue = [T aroraguas = [Cearoa (S DY (0 e

_ /OT o(T—9)A < 1/)1(55) >ds.

T T
/ eT=94Gu(s)ds = f/ o(s)e Tk ds = —eT Ak
0 0

we get

Hence we find

Now we compute the energy of the control u: fOT |u(s)|?ds. First note that

T T 2
/ o () 2ot = / 6(8)? | cos(VSt)al%dt < %
0 0
On the other hand using the spectral theorem for self-adjoint operators we get

’ /12 ’ \/_ / 1 : \/_ 2
/0 [¢1(t) |Kdt:/0 ‘qﬁ(t)cos( St)a—l—qb(s)\/—gsm( St)aKdt

claff

T 1 /T 9
(B sin St)’Kdtg—

T )
where ¢ is independent on T'. Collecting the previous estimates we obtain

& (T, k) < (/OT |u(s)|§(ds)”2 < C\I/l%z(,

Now let U be a real separable Hilbert space and let A : Z(A) C U — U be a positive self-adjoint
operator on U as in Section [£.6] We also consider the Hilbert space

T>0. 0O

V =2(AY?)

and its dual space V'’ which can be identified with the completion of U with respect to the norm |A_1/ 2 v
(see Section 3.4 in [31]). The operator A can be extended to a positive self-adjoint operator on V’ which
we still denote by A with domain V:

A:VccV V. (A.9)

It turns out that the square root of such extension has domain U C V' (the proof of this fact is simple
in our case since A has a diagonal form; recall that we assume that A~! is of trace class).
We need to apply Theorem [AJ]in the case when K = V' and S = A. Moreover

M=H=UxV,

P(A) =V x U, A(Z):(OA é)(z) forevery(z>69(A)

(cf. (AJ)). The operator G : V' — H is defined by Ga = < 2 ) = ( ? ) a, a € V'. The associated

controlled system is

w(t) = Aw (t) + Gu (1),
SR AR (a0)

with u € L2 (0,00;V’). By (A4) and Theorem [A] we get

loc
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Corollary A.2. Let us consider the minimal energy

& (t,h) = Q7 2™ h|y, he H,

for (AI0). We have, fort e (0,T)

-1/2 cr
Qe bl < 7 lhln

Q; e Galy <

& &
< W|GG|H = m|a|‘//, heH, ac V.

In particular, since U C V/,

—1/2 c c .
1Q; 2 Galy < 73lCGaln = 5 1A 20)y, acU. (A.11)
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