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Abstract

In this article we establish regularity properties for solutions of infinite dimensional Kol-
mogorov equations. We prove that if the nonlinear drift coefficients, the nonlinear diffusion
coefficients, and the initial conditions of the considered Kolmogorov equations are n-times
continuously Fréchet differentiable, then so are the generalized solutions at every positive
time. In addition, a key contribution of this work is to prove suitable enhanced regularity
properties for the derivatives of the generalized solutions of the Kolmogorov equations in
the sense that the dominating linear operator in the drift coefficient of the Kolmogorov
equation regularizes the higher order derivatives of the solutions. Such enhanced regularity
properties are of major importance for establishing weak convergence rates for spatial and
temporal numerical approximations of stochastic partial differential equations.
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1 Introduction

In this article we establish regularity properties for solutions of infinite dimensional Kolmogorov
equations. Infinite dimensional Kolmogorov equations are the Kolmogorov equations associ-
ated to stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) and such equations have been in-
tensively studied in the literature in the last three decades (cf., e.g., Ma & Rockner [I7],
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Roéckner [19], Zabezyk [27], Cerrai [6], Da Prato & Zabcezyk [11], Rockner & Sobol [21], Da
Prato [9], Rockner [20], Réckner & Sobol [22], Réckner & Sobol [23], Da Prato [10], and the
references mentioned therein). In Theorem [Tl below we summarize some of the main findings
of this paper. In our formulation of Theorem [LT] we employ the following notation. For every
n e N={1,2,...,} and every non-trivial R-Banach space (V, ||-||,,) we denote by C}'(V,R) the
set of all n-times continuously Fréchet differentiable functions f: V' — R with globally bounded
derivatives, we denote by ||| Cr(VR) the associated norm on C7'(V,R) (cf. (@) below), we denote
by Lip"(V,R) the set of all functions f: V — R in C'(V,R) which have globally Lipschitz con-
tinuous derivatives, and we denote by |-[;; (k) an associated semi-norm on Lip"(V,R) (cf. (@)

below).

Theorem 1.1. Let (H, ||y, )y) and (U, |||, (- -)y) be non-trivial separable R-Hilbert
spaces, let U C U be an orthonormal basis of U, let A: D(A) C H — H be a generator
of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup, and let T € (0,00), n € N, F € CJ(H,H),
B e C}MH,HS(U,H)). Then

(i) it holds that there exist unique functions P,: CH(H,R) — C(H,R), t € [0,T], such that
for every ¢ € CH(H,R) it holds that (Py)(z) € R, (t,z) € [0,T] x H, is a generalized
solution of

5 (Pro)(x) = 3 X (Pro)" () (B(x)u, B(z)u) + (Pep) () [ Az + F(x)] (1)

uel
for (t,z) € (0,T] x D(A) with (Pop)(x) = ¢(x) forx € H (cf., e.g., [T1, page 127]),
(ii) it holds for all k € {1,...,n}, t € [0,T] that P,(C¥(H,R)) C CF(H,R),

(ii) it holds for all k € {1,...,n}, t € [0,T] with [Flypk i my + | Bluipknmsw,m) < oo that

(iv) it holds for all k € {1,...,n}, 61,...,0x € [0,1/2) with Zle d; < Y2 that

tZi:C:l d;

sup sup sup sup
pECF(HR)\{0} 2€H u1,....u,e H\{0} t€(0,T]

(Ptgo)(k)(ff)(ula---auk”] c o <2>

2
lolleramy Tz [lwill oy,
and

(v) it holds for all k € {1,...,n}, 01,...,0, € [0,1/2) with Zle 5 < 12 and |Flymm +
|B‘Lipk(H,HS(U,H)) < oo that

120 [(Pap) B () — (Pop)® ()] (s, - ,uk>|]
(3)

sup sup sup sup k
peLip® (H,R)\{0} ngif ZlH\{qé’i t€(0,7] ||S0||Lipk(H,1R) v —wllm [Tz, ||Uz||H_5Z
< 0.



In the case n = 2, item () in Theorem [[Tlis a generalization of Theorem 6.7 in Zabczyk [27]
and Theorem 7.4.3 in Da Prato & Zabczyk [I1] (in this paper CZ-functions do not necessarily
need to be globally bounded; compare the sentence above Lemma 3.4 in [27] and item (ii)
on page 31 in [II] with (@) in this paper). Theorem [[1] is a straightforward consequence of
Theorem in Section 3 below. In Theorem below we also specify for every natural number
n € N and every ¢ € [0, 7] an explicit formula for the n-th derivative of the generalized solution
H >z — (Py)(x) € R of () at time ¢ € [0,T]. Moreover, Theorem below provides
explicit bounds for the left hand sides of (2 and (3]) (see items (M) and (®) in Theorem
below). Next we would like to emphasize that Theorem [[I and Theorem B.3] respectively,
prove finiteness of ([2]) and (B]) even though the denominators in (2)) and (B) contain rather weak
norms from negative Sobolev-type spaces for the multilinear arguments of the derivatives of the
generalized solution. In particular, item (fvl) in Theorem [[LJ]above and item (fviil) in Theorem B.3]
below, respectively, reveal for every p € [1,00), k € {1,2,...,n}, §1,00,...,0, € [0,1/2), x € H,
t € (0,T] that the k-th derivative (P;p)®*)(z) even takes values in the continuously embedded
subspace

L(®§:1H*5¢7 R) <4>

of L(H®* R) provided that the hypothesis

S0 < Y2 (5)

is satisfied. In addition, we employ items ([v])—(®) in Theorem [[LT] above and items (1) and (xI)
in Theorem below, respectively, to establish similar a priori bounds as ([2)—(3]) for a family
of appropriately mollified solutions of ([Il) which hold uniformly in the mollification parameter;
see items (Iv)-(@) in Corollary below for details. Items (Iu)—(w) in Theorem [l above,
items ([vill) and () in Theorem below, and, especially, items ([v))—(@) in Corollary .2 below,
respectively, are of major importance for establishing essentially sharp probabilistically weak
convergence rates for numerical approximation processes as the analytically weak norms for
the multilinear arguments of the derivatives of the generalized solution (cf. the denominators
in ([2) and (B]) above) translate in analytically weak norms for the approximation errors in the
probabilistically weak error analysis which, in turn, result in essentially sharp probabilistically
weak convergence rates for the numerical approximation processes (cf., e.g., Theorem 2.2 in
Debussche [12], Theorem 2.1 in Wang & Gan [26], Theorem 1.1 in Andersson & Larsson [3],
Theorem 1.1 in Bréhier [4], Theorem 5.1 in Bréhier & Kopec [5], Corollary 1 in Wang [25],
Corollary 5.2 in Conus et al. [§], Theorem 6.1 in Kopec [16], and Corollary 8.2 in [15]).

1.1 Notation

In this section we introduce some of the notation which we employ throughout the article (cf.,
e.g., [IL Section 1.1]). For two sets A and B we denote by M(A, B) the set of all mappings
from A to B. For two measurable spaces (4, .A) and (B, B) we denote by M(A, B) the set of
A/B-measurable functions. For a set A we denote by P(A) the power set of A and we denote by
#4 € NoU{oo} the number of elements of A. For a Borel measurable set A € B(R) we denote by
pa: B(A) — [0, 00] the Lebesgue-Borel measure on A. We denote by |-]: R — Rand [-]: R —



R the functions which satisfy for all ¢ € R that |[¢] = max((—o0,t]N{0,1,—-1,2,-2,...})
and [t] = min([t,c0) N{0,1,—1,2,-2,...}). For R-Banach spaces (V,|-||;,) and (W, |-|/;)
with #y > 1 and a natural number n € N we denote by |'|CgL(V,W) O™V, W) — [0, 00] and
||'||Cg(V,W) : C™(V, W) — [0, 00] the functions which satisfy for all f € C™(V, W) that

|f\cg(v,w) = SUPgev Hf(n) (ﬂf)HL(n)(v,w) ) ”f”CgL(V,W) = [[£(0)[lw + EZ=1 |f‘C{f(V,W) (6)

and we denote by C'(V, W) the set given by C;/(V,W) = {f € C*(V,W): Hf”cg(v,W) < 00}.
For R-Banach spaces (V, [|-||,,) and (W, ||-|,;;) with # > 1 and a nonnegative integer n € N we
denote by [-[;n 2 C"(V.W) — [0, 00] and || [|pi,nvmry + C"(V, W) — [0, 00] the functions
which satisfy for all f € C™(V, W) that

IS ()= f W)l C —
n SUPzyev, sty < To=ully W) =0
Lip™(V,W) — 1) (@) =™ W)l () )
P Supx,ye\/7 TH#Y ( ||mfy||VL (") :neN (7)

||f||Lip"(v,W) = [[£(0)[lw + ZZ:O |f|Lipk(V,W)

and we denote by Lip"(V, W) the set given by Lip"(V, W) = {f € C*(V.W): || fllipr vy < 00}
We denote by I, I} € P(P(P(]N))), k € Ny, the sets which satisfy for all & € N that
Iy = I = 0, II; = I\ {{{1,2,....k}}}, and

I, ={ACPN): D¢ A A [Usena={1,2,... .k} A[Va,be A: (a#£b=anb=0)]} (8)

(see, e.g., (10) in Andersson et al. [2]). For a natural number k& € N and a set @ € II;, we denote
by I, 157, ..., I _ € w the sets which satisfy that min(/{”) < min(I§) < --- < min(lF_). For

a natural number k& € N, a set w € II;, and a natural number i € {1,2,...,#,} we denote by
17,15, ... I . € I the natural numbers which satisfy that Ij7 < I75 < --- < [, . For

a measure space (€2, F,u), a measurable space (5,8), a set R, and a function f: Q — R we
denote by [f], s the set given by

s ={9€e M(F,8): BAe F: pu(A) =0and {w e Q: f(w) #g(w)} S A} (9)

1.2 Setting

Throughout this article the following setting is frequently used. Let 7' € (0,00), n € R,
let (H, ||, )y) and (U, |||y, (- -)y) be separable R-Hilbert spaces with #p5 > 1, let
(V,]]l;;) be a separable R-Banach space, let (€2, F,P) be a probability space with a nor-
mal filtration (F3)co.77, let (Wi)ieporp be an Idy-cylindrical (2, F, P, (F;)icjo,r))-Wiener pro-
cess, let A: D(A) C H — H be a generator of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup with
spectrum(A) C {z € C: Re(z) < n}, let (H,, |||, {()y.), 7 € R, be a family interpolation
spaces associated to n—A (cf., e.g., [24], Section 3.7]), for every k € N, w € Iy, i € {1,2,..., #x}

let []: H* — H#F™ be the mapping which satisfies for all u = (ug, w1, ..., u) € H*!
that [u]? = (uo,ulwl,u1w2,...,u1w# ), for every kK € N, § = (61,0,...,0:) € RF, a € [0,1),
i, i, i # [
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B e [0,2), J € P(R) let 15" € R be the real number given by /57 = dicanfio,. ky 0 —
Lig,00)(#nf1,2,...k)) Min{1 —a,/2— 3}, and for every separable R-Banach space (J, ||-|| ;) and ev-
erya € R, b€ (a,00), ] € B(R), X € M(B(I)®F,B(J)) with (a,b) C I let fabXs ds € L°(P; J)

be the set given by f; X,ds = [f; 1 X, ds}

U Xl du<oo} P,B(J)’

2 Some auxiliary results for the differentiation of random
fields

Lemma 2.1 (A chain rule for random fields). Let (U, ||-||,;) be an R-Banach space with #y > 1,
let (V,[-|l,)) and (W,||-[l,y/) be separable R-Banach spaces, let (2, F,P) be a probability space,
let X% € NMpeptoo) LP(B; V), u € UFL k€ {0,1}, satisfy for all p € [1,00), z,u € U that
(U > Y [Xo’y]]pﬁ(v) S Lp(]p; V)) S Cl(U, Lp([[»; V)) and (%[Xo’x]]p,g(v))u = [Xl’(x’u)]pﬁ(v),

and let p € CH(V, W) satisfy that limsup,, ., sup,cy % < 00. Then
(i) it holds for all x,u € U that E[||o(X%)||w + ||¢'(X%") X 1@ ||y < oo,
(ii) it holds that (U > z — E[p(X*")] € W) € CY(U,W), and

(iii) it holds for all x,u € U that (-E[p(X*")])u = E[¢/ (X)X 1=w)],

Proof. Throughout this proof let ¢4, € [0,00], r € (0,00), k € {0,1}, be the extended real
numbers which satisfy for all » € (0, 00) that

() llw ]

jmax{1, ||z[|v }["

and 1, = SUp { (10)

zeV

1" (@) | viw) }

o, — sup [ e {1, [l 1T

zeV

and let p € [1,00) be a real number which satisfies that ¢; , < co. We note that the fundamental
theorem of calculus implies that for all x € V' it holds that

1 1
lote) = Ol = | [ ¢oroan| < [ 160l el do
0 %% 0

< crp [[2llv suppepo,y Imax{ L, [|pz]lv }P = cp ||zl fmax{1, [[z]lv }?

< crp [max{1, [lafly }#FY.

(11)

This ensures that c¢,+1 < 0o. Holder’s inequality and the fact that ¢;, < oo therefore show
that for all x,u € U it holds that

E[[l¢/ (X)X ] < er,p Ellmax{L, [| X0y }P [ Xy ] )
< 1 masc{L, [1X07y oy 1X | 2oy < 00

and
E[llo(X%)|lw] < copsr E[jmax{1, || X[y }|P*V] < oo. (13)

This proves item ({). Next note that (I2) and the fact that V¢ € [1,00),z € U: (U 2 u
(X1 gy € LI(P; V) € L(U, LY(P; V)) ensure that for every € U it holds

bt



a) that

sup [ E[p’ (X)X |y

wel, ||ul|lp=1

0,z D 1,(z,u) (14)
< erp max{L, | X0y Wy 50D XM oy < 00
u€l, ||lully=1
and
b) that the function (U 3 u — E[p/(X*") X *w] € W) is linear.
Hence, we obtain that
(U3 u— E[p/ (X0 X € W) € L(U,W). (15)
In the next step we demonstrate that for all z € U it holds that
E XO,J:—i—u —E XO,a: —Ely XO,a: Xl,(a:,u)
by (LEEEC B0 BOOX Y
U\{0}3u—0 1wl

For this we first observe that for all ,u € U it holds that
[E[p(X%*H)] = Elp(X*)] — El¢/ (X)X M9y,
< E[p(X*7) — o(X*7) — ¢/ (XP7)(XP* = XO0)][lw (17)
+ ||E[g0’(X0’x)(X0’x+u o XO,J: . X17($7U))]||W-

Moreover, we note that Holder’s inequality and the fact that ¢;, < 0o ensure that for all z € U
it holds that

lim sup
U\{0}3u—0

(||E[Q0/(X0’$)(X0’x+u o XO,J: o Xl,(m,u))]HW)

lullu

< " (X)) | 2@snvwy) limsup

<||X0,m+u . XO,:): _ Xl,(m,u)||£2(ﬂn;v))
U\{0}>u—0

lulle
| A0 — X0 — X bl ||£2<“”;V)) ~0

lullu

< exy (L, X0 ey timsu
U\{0}>5u—0

Furthermore, we observe that the fundamental theorem of calculus shows that for all xz,u € U
it holds that

||¢(X0,z+u) o (p(Xo,x) o QDI(XO’JC)(XO’QH_U o XO,J:)HW

1
/ [SO/(X07$ + p[XO’JH—u o XO@]) o S0/()(0,95)] (Xo,x+u o XO,x) dp
0 W (19)

1
S ||X0,x+u _ XO,J:HV/ ||<p'(X0’$ +p[X0,x+u o XO,J:]) o SOI(X07$)||L(V,W) dp.
0



Holder’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality therefore imply that for all z;u € U it holds that

"E[()O(XO,:BHL) o QO(XO’m) o (p/(XO’mXXO’Hu - XO,m>]”W

1 1/2
< {B| [l 4 plxomre - X0 - G X By do| (20)
0

X ||X0,x+u _ X07$||L2(]P’;V)-
Moreover, note that for all ¢ € (2,00), p € [0,1], x,y € U it holds that

E [HSOI(XO’x + P[Xo’y - Xo’x]) H%(V,W)}
< erp| B [lmax{1, [| X% + p[X*¥ — XO7]||}, }|7]
< Jerp| B[ fmax{1, [ Xy, [ X ¥y }[P7]

< lerp|* (L +E[IXIF] + E[IIX™]FT).-

(21)

This and the fact that V¢ € [1,00): (U 2 2+ [X**]p g0y € L1(P;V)) € C(U, L4(P; V)) ensure
that for all ¢ € (2,00), z € U it holds that

1
lim sup/o E[[l¢/ (X" + p[XO7 = XD L] dp < ler|” (14 2E[|X7[F7])

Usu—0

(22)
< 0.

In addition, observe that the fact that Vg € [1,00): (U 2 z = [X*|p 54y € LUPB;V)) €
C(U, L%(IP; V) shows that for all z € U it holds that

limsupy;s,_,, E[min{1, [ X** — X[, }] = 0. (23)
This implies that for all p € [0,1], z € U it holds that
lim supy/5,_,, E[min{1, [[(X** + p[X — X**]) — X**||/}] = 0. (24)
The fact that ¢' € C'(V, L(V,W)) hence ensures that for all p € [0,1], x € U it holds that
lim supy;5,,_,, E[min{1, [[¢/ (X% + p[X*¥ — X)) — o/ (X*")||Lovw }] = 0. (25)

This and Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence imply that for all z € U it holds that

1

lim Sup/ E[min{1, [|¢/(X** + p[X*F — X)) — o' (X*) || Lvwy}] dp = 0. (26)
Usu—0 Jo

Combining this and, e.g., Lemma 4.2 in Hutzenthaler et al. [14] (with I = {0}, (Q, F,P) =

([0,1] x Q.B([0,1]) @ F,upy @ P), ¢ = 1, X"(0,(p,w)) = [l¢'(X*(w) + p[X**F(w) —

X% (w)]) — @ (X" (W)L for (p,w) € [0,1] x Q, n € N, 2 € U, (um)men € {v €



M(N, U): limsup,,_, ||tm|lo = 0} in the notation of Lemma 4.2 in Hutzenthaler et al. [14]) es-
tablishes that for all € € (0,00), € U and all sequences (u,)n,en € U with limsup,,_, . ||[unl|v =
0 it holds that

lim sup,o. (1) ® B)({(0,) € [0,1] x 9: [/ (X0 () + p[XO o () — XO% ()]
— ¢ (X (W)L > e}) =0. (27)
This, [22)), and, e.g., Proposition 4.5 in Hutzenthaler et al. [14] (with I = {0}, (Q, F,P) =
([0,1] x 2, B([0,1]) ® F, o,y @ P), p = ¢, V =R, X"(0, (p,w)) = [[¢'(X**(w) + p[ X7+ (w) —
X0 (w)]) =/ (X ()| Levw) for (p,w) € [0,1]xQ, n € No, x € U, q € (2,00), (Um)men, € {vE
M(Ny, U): limsup,, ., |lvm|lv = ||vo]lv = 0} in the notation of Proposition 4.5 in Hutzenthaler

et al. [I4]) yield that for all x € U and all sequences (uy)nen, € U with limsup,,_,  ||un]|lv =
||uoll = 0 it holds that

1
fimsup [ B[ (X% 4 g0 = X)) = (X0 2] dp = . (28)
0

n—oo
Moreover, observe that the triangle inequality and the fact that V¢ € [1,00), x € U: (U Su—
(X1 sury € LI(P; V) € L(U, LY(P; V)) assure that for all € U it holds that
|:HXO,J:+U _ XO’xHLQ(lP’;V):|
[[llr
XO,J:—i—u - XO,x o Xl,(z,u) 9.
< limsup [H le (P’V)} 4
U\{0}5u—0 [ulle
{HXL(”““’“)|!£2(P;V>]
sup <
wet\{0} [ellr
Putting (28)—(29) into (20) yields that for all x € U it holds that
(||E[80(X°"’””) — p(XO7) — " (XOT) (X O — XO’I)]Ilw)

[l

(HXO,:eru _ XO,mHLQ(P;V))
[ullu

lim sup
U\{0}3u—0

sup
ueU\{0}

Xl’(x’u) 2(P-
[H Iz (IP’,V)] (20)

[ullv

lim sup
U\{0}5u—0

< limsup
U\{0}5u—0 (30)

1/2
=0.

1
limsup / E[H(P,(Xo’x +p[X0,x+u —X0’$]) . 30/(X07$)||%(V,W)] dp
U\{0}5u—0J0

Combining (I7), ([I8), and (B0) proves (IG). In the next step we demonstrate that
(Usz (Usum E(X*) X0 e W) € L(U,W)) € C(U, L(U,W)). (31)

Observe that (2I) and the fact that V¢ € [1,00): limsup, ., E[[|X%[]]] = E[[|X%"||{] < oo
ensure that for all ¢ € (2,00), p € [0,1], € U it holds that

lim supyys, ., B[ (X074 plX° = XOI|2 )]
< Jerpl? (1 + E[| X0 (3] + limsupy, ., E[|XOV[2]) (32)

= lerp|? (1 + 2E | X**|}]) < oo.
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Hence, we obtain that for all ¢ € (2,00), z € U it holds that

lim sup E[[|¢"(X%") = &' (X)) v

Usy—ax
< 2¢limsup max E[||¢' (X% + p[X% — XD||? 1] < 00
Usy—az pE{0,1} VW)

Moreover, note that (25) (with p = 1 in the notation of ([25))) and, e.g., Lemma 4.2 in Hutzen-
thaler et al. [I4] (with I = {0}, (Q,F,P) = (O, F,P), ¢ = 1, X"(D,w) = |¢' (X" (w)) —
@' (X ()|l Levwy for w € Q, n € N, (tm)men, € {v € M(No,U): limsup,,_,, ||vm—1ollv = 0}
in the notation of Lemma 4.2 in Hutzenthaler et al. [14]) establishes that for all € € (0, 00) and
all sequences (U )nen, € U with limsup,,_, |[un, — uol| = 0 it holds that

limsup, - P(]|¢(X°") — &/ (X" | ) = €) = 0. (34)

Combining this, (33), and, e.g., Proposition 4.5 in Hutzenthaler et al. [14] (with I = {0},
(LFP)= (0 FP), p=q, V=R, X"(0) = (X0 (@) — (X0 (w))] sty for w € 6,
q € (2,00), n € No, (Um)men, € {v € M(Nyg,U): limsup,, ., [|[vm — volly = 0} in the notation
of Proposition 4.5 in Hutzenthaler et al. [I4]) yields that for all sequences (u,)nen, € U with
lim sup,,_, . ||tn — uo||z = 0 it holds that

lim sup,, o E[[J¢/ (X)) — ¢ (X)L = 0. (35)

Next observe that the fact that for every ¢ € [1,00) it holds that the function U > x — (U >
u s [XPEW]p gy € LUP; V) € L(U, LY(P; V) is continuous shows that for all z € U it holds
that

(33)

limsup  sup | X Y| ey = sup | XPEY ey < oo (36)
Usy—x wel, ||ully=1 uel, |Jul|p=1
and
limsup sup || XBEW — xLW ||£2(]P> 4y = 0. (37)

Usy—z uel, ||ully=1
Holder’s inequality and (B3]) hence ensure that for all x € U it holds that

limsup  sup HE (X0 X LEw] R (X0 X L) HW

Usy—z wel, |lully=1

Shmswp sup B[l (X000 - X0y ]

Usy—zx wel, ||u|ly=1

Hlimsup sup  E[¢/(X07) = (X)X 0]

Usy—x wel, ||ul|ly=1
< ||g0’(X0’x)||£2(P;L(V,W)) limsup  sup ||X1’(x’“) — Xl’(y’“)HEz(P;V)
Usy—zx uel, ||ul|ly=1 (38>
+ [limsup [|¢"(X*%) — @’(Xo’y)HL?(JP;L(V,W)) limsup ~ sup ||X1’(y’u)||£2(1p>;\/)
L Usy—=x 1 Usy—z wel, ||ullu=1
< crp [[max{L, [| X[y oy gy limsup — sup  [|XHE = XEGO 2py

Uz uel fullo=1

+ [limsup [|¢/(X%%) — ¢/ (X%) ||L2(P;L(V,W)) sup || X |2,y = 0.
L Usy—x J wel, Jlullu=1




This proves (B1). Combining (&), (I6), and (31 establishes item (i) and item (). The proof
of Lemma 2.1 is thus completed. !

Lemma 2.2 (Pointwise differentiation). Let (V,||||,,) and (W, |-||y,) be R-Banach spaces with
#yv >Tlandletn €N, f € C(V,W), g € C(V, LO*HV(V,W)) satisfy for allu = (u1,us, ..., u,) €
Vr, eV that

(n) ) _
sy (1@ R =[O = g(@) (o )

= 0. 39
Jmsup 1Ty (39)

Then it holds that f € C"™Y(V,W) and f"V) = g.

Proof. We first note that (89) and the fact that Vz, uy, us, ..., u, € V: (V S h— g(x)(uy,us, ...,
U, h) € W) € L(V,W) and (V2 y— (V3 h = gy)(u,ug,...,u,,h) € W) € L(V,W)) €
C(V,L(V,W)) imply that for all u = (uy,us,...,u,) € V", z,h € V it holds that (V Sy —
fM(yu e W) e CHV,W) and (£ (f"™(x)u))h = g()(u1,us, ..., Uy, h). This and the fun-
damental theorem of calculus imply that for all u = (uy,us,...,u,) € V", x,h € V it holds
that

1F* (@ + Ry — F (2)u = g(z) (ur, uz, -, h) [
= H fol [g(l‘ + ph) - g(l‘)] (ula U2y - vy Unp, h) deW (4())
n 1
< [Allv [ TT Nusllv] Sy llg(@ + ph) = g(@)|| onens v dp-
In addition, observe that the assumption that g € C'(V, L") (V, W)) ensures that for all z € V

it holds that

limsup sup |lg(x + ph)|| m+n iy < 00 (41)
V3h—0 pel0,1]

Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence therefore ensures that for all € V' it holds that
. 1
limsupy 5,0 Jy l9(z + ph) — 9(2) || Lo vw) dp = 0. (42)
Combining (A0) with ([42)) yields that for all z € V' it holds that

(n) _ £ _
lim sup sup 1" (x +h)u— fz)u — g(x)(ur,ug,. .., up, h)||w

= = 0.
V\{0}3h—0 u=(u1,uz,...,urn)€(V\{0})" HhHV Hizl HUzHV

(43)
This and the assumption that g € C(V, L") (V, W)) complete the proof of Lemma O

3 Regularity of transition semigroups for stochastic evo-
lution equations

This section establishes regularity properties of the transition semigroup.
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Lemma 3.1. Let (V. |-|l\,) and (W, ||-|ly/) be R-Banach spaces with #v > 1, let n € N, ¢ €
C™ LV, W), and let : V™ — W be the function which satisfies for all v = (vi,va, ..., Vpy1) €
Vit that ®(v) = 0™ (v,41)(v1, 02, ..., vn). Then it holds for all v = (vi,v9,...,0ps1), h =
(hi,hay ...y hyyy) € VP that @ € CHV™TL W) and

q)/<V)h ZQO(n+1) (UnJrl)(vl’ V2, ...,Un, thrl)
+ Z?:1 SO(") (Un+1)(v1, Vo, ..., Vi1, By, Vit1, Vi42, - - - ,Un)-

Proof. Throughout this proof let P: V™! — LMV, W) x V", B: LP(V, W) x V" — W, and
¢: V2 — L™ (V, W) be the functions which satisfy for all A € L0(V, W), v = (v1,va,...,v,) €
V™ v, h €V that

(44)

P(vy, v, ..., 0n,0) = (¢™(v), V), B(A,v) = A(vy,vg, ..., 0,), (45)
and
o(v, h)v = 0" () (vy,vg, ..., Un, h). (46)
We note that for all v = (vy,v9,...,v,) € V" v € V it holds that
D (v1, 09, ..., Uy, v) = B(P(v1, 02, ..., U,,0)). (47)

Furthermore, observe that the assumption that ¢ € C"™(V,W) ensures that for all v =
(v1,v9,...,0n), h = (hy, hy, ..., hy) € V™, v,h €V it holds that P € C* (V" LO(V, W) x V")
and

P01, 02, .., 0n,0) (1 By o By B) = (6(v, ), h). (48)

Moreover, the fact that 3 is an (n+1)-multilinear and continuous function and, e.g., Theorem 3.7
in Coleman [7] assure that for all A, A € LO(V, W), v = (v1,v,...,v,), h = (h,ha, ..., hy) €
V™ it holds that 8 € CY(L™ (V,W) x V" W) and

61<A’ V)(A, h) = A(Ul, Vo, ... ,Un) + Z A(’Ul, Vo,y...,Vi—1, hi, Vit1, Vit - - - ,Un). (49)
i=1

Combining ([@7)—({9) with the chain rule yields that for all v = (v, va, ..., v,), h = (hy, he, ..., hy)
€ V" v,h €V it holds that ® € C1(V"* W) and

O (v1,v9, .., Uy, 0)(hy, hay oo By )

= B'(P(v1,v2, ..., Uy, 0))P'(v1, 09, ..., 0, 0) (h1, B, . oo By, B)
= B'(P(vi,v2,...,0,,0))(¢(v, h), h)

= B8'(¢"™(v), v)(¢(v, h),h)

n (50)
= Qb(’l], h)V + Z (p(n)<U)(U1, V9, ..., Vi—1, hi, Vit1, Vig2,y - - - ,’Un)
i=1
= go("+1)(v)(vl, Vg, ooy Up, h) + Zgo(")(v)(vl, Vo, v oy Vi1 My Vi1, Vit2y -+« 3 Up)-
i=1
This implies (d4]). The proof of Lemma ] is thus completed. O
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Lemma 3.2. Assume the setting in Section[L2, letn € N, ¢ € C}'(H,V), F € C}}/(H,H), B €
Cr(H,HS(U,H)), let X**: [0, T) x Q@ — H, ue H*" ke {0,1,...,n}, be (F)epr/B(H)-
predictable stochastic processes which satisfy for all k € {0,1,...,n}, u = (ug,uy,...,ux) €
H¥ pe (0,00), t € [0,T] that supse[O,T]E[HXf’“H’;J < 00 and

X — e Lo,y (k) wile.san
t
_ / (=) [1{0}(k) FX™)
0
#1g

w,uw w,uw 7[u}ww
+ Z F(#W)(Xg’uo)(Xs#Il [ ,XS#I2 ()3 o X e # )] ds

welly

t
+ [ eto [ﬂ{ouk)B(st“O)
0

(51)

w,[u]¥ w,[u]y #1= 7[u}ww
+ 3 B (x0uy(x T xPEIE xR )] dw.,

welly

and let ¢: [0,T] x H — V be the function which satisfies for allt € [0,T], v € H that ¢(t,x) =
E[p(X"")]. Then

(i) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, u = (ug,uy,...,ux) € H**1 t €[0,T) that
@ ,[u]¥ w ,[u]y #1= 7[u}ww
ST R[0T X T ] <00, (52)
welly

(ii) it holds for allt € [0,T)] that (H >z — ¢(t,z) € V) € Ci(H,V),
(iii) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n},u€ H*, x € H, t € [0,T] that

_ Z [ (o) (0 (XTI iz lowls Xjéfng[(%“)@w)]’ (53)

welly

(iv) it holds for all p € (0,00), k € {1,2,...,n}, & = (61,09,...,0,) € [0,1/2)*, a € [0,1),
€ [0,1/2) with S35, 6; < V2 that

Ea,B

156 | oo
sup sup < 00,
2€H u=(u1 us,....ur) €(H\{0})* t€(0,T] [T il
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(v) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (61,09,...,08) € [0,1/2)*, a €[0,1), B € [0,1/2) with
SF 6 < Ve that

i1 0 (t,v)u
sup sup (Bx’“ gb) HV
vEH u=(ur us,...u) €(H\{0})* t€(0,T] T il
<|T v Rt 28 ol ) (55)

EaB T
[ | X ||£#w(P;H>]
< 00,

. Z H sup sup sup Hiel ”U/ZHH761

welly, Iew tCH u=(u;);c€(H\{0})#1 t€(0,T]

(vi) it holds for all p € (0,00) that

X7 = XY eoee,
sup sup I e < 00, (56)
xz,ye€H, te(0,T] ”SL’ - yHH
TH#Y
(vii) it holds for all p € (0,00), k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (61,02,...,0,) € [0,12)%, a € [0,1),
. k
€ [0,Y/2) with Y7, 6; < /2 and |F‘Lipk(H,H_a) + |B\Llp (HHS(UH_z)) < OO that
5 ,0),a,8 (z
17 — X ooy
sup sup < 00, (57)
PYEH, (1 ) ECH\(O)) HEOT) lz =yl T o,
and
(viii) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (61,02,...,0c) € [0,1/2)%, a €[0,1), B € [0,1/2) with
k
Zi:1 0; < /2 and |F|Lipk(H,H,a) + |B|L1p FHHS(UH_g)) T |80|L1p HYV) < X that
DY t,w)|u
sup sup sup [(axk(b)( ) (amk(b)( } HV
Uﬁ”;f’ u=(u1,u2,...,ur)€(H\{0})* t€(0,T] v —w| g Hi:l HUZHH%,
< T v W2 it 20 o)l vy
Z X — XE’sz:#wH(P;H)
. sup sup o=l
well, mgif te(0,T] Ylia
5 a,B T
157 s iy (58)
sup sup sup
Tew TEH u=(u;)iere(H\{0})#1 t€(0,T] Hiel ”ui”H*‘Si
(3.0).0,8
F1U{k+1} ”Xt#L(:B,U) _ XZ#I’(%u)HL#w(lP’;H)
+ Z sup sup sup
Tew x,y§H7 u=(u;);er€(H\{0})#1 t€(0,T) |z =yl Hie[ ||Uz‘||H_5i
Tty

6 ;a3 T
||X#]7( e ||£#W(P;H)
Sup Sup sup < 0.
Jem\(1} TEH u=(ui)ics€(H\{0})#7 t€(0.T] [Lics HUz‘HH,gi
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Proof. Throughout this proof let « € [0,1), 8 € [0, 1/2) and let Dy € P(R*), k € N, be the
sets which satisfy for all k € N that Dy = {(51, 02, ...,0%) € [0,1/2)F: Zle d; < 1/2}. Note that
Holder’s inequality shows that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, u= (uo,ul, o ug) € HMY ¢ €[0,T] it
holds that

Z [H‘p e XO uo)(Xt#I il ,Xjélg’[ubw, . ,Xjélzw’[u}zw)“v]
(59)
[u]?
Z |80|C#w H,\V) H HX HL#W(]P;H)-

This, the assumption that ¢ € CJ'(H,V), and the assumption that Vk € {1,2,...,n}, u €
H*, p € (0,00): supyepon E[IIXT™]1%] < oo establish item ({). Moreover, note that (5J)
implies that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, d1,00,...,6, € [0,00), u = (u1,us,...,u;) € (H\ {0})F,
x € H,t€[0,T] it holds that

1 w (@07 e w)]F #iz @),
H#) 0,z -
H’C | 17 Z [H‘P (Xy )(X , X, P X )HV]
i=1 1 —d; wer
#o HX#zw [(zw)]7 " (60)
<> “P‘C#wwv Fre —
welly | ) ||UI;3-||H_5IW

]
In addition, (&I and item (ii) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T =T, n=mn, H = H, U = U,
W=W, A=A n=n F=F B=B,a=0,8=0,k=k p=p, 6 =1(00,...,0) € RF
for p € [2,00), k € {1,2,...,n} in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) ensure that for all
ke{l,2,...,n}, p€[2,00),t€[0,T]it holds that

Xk,u )
sup [—” 2 ”ﬁp(P’H)] < 00. (61)
u=(uo,ur,..ap)eHx (E\OP*F | [Timy [[willr

This, Jensen’s inequality, and (60) (with £ =k, 6 =0, 62 = 0,..., 0, = 0 for k € {1,2,...,n}
in the notation of (60l)) imply that for all & € {1,2,...,n}, t € [0, 7] it holds that

oen o (H‘? e
veH u=(ui,uz,..u)e(H\fop)e \ D=t Il
0,z #r= ,[(1.711)]22 #1w ,[(1.711)]22 #Iww Mﬂ““”iw

E[HSO(#W)(Xt )(X; X X T )H } (62)

ZUEHk
”XfL(x’U)HL#W(P-H)
|90|C#w HV) Sup sup ! < 00
w;k ( H 2€H u=(u;)ic€(H\{O})#1 [Licr lwilln

Furthermore, (5I]) and item (iii) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T =T, n=n, H = H, U = U,
W=W A=A n=n F=F B=B, a=0,=0,kk=%k p=p = =z for
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r € H,pe€l200),ke{l,2...,n}in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) assure that for all
ke{l,2,...,n},p€[2,00), x € H, t €[0,T] it holds that

(H* 3w [ XY sy € LP(P; H)) € LW (H, LP(P; H)). (63)
This and (62]) establish that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, z € H, t € [0,T] it holds that

@, [(z,u)]7 @, [(z,u)]5 #rw 7[(5’37u)}ww
<Hk S Y, E [Qp(#w)(Xf,x)(Xjézl (Elf ytiplewlE oty lelg )} . V)
c LW(H, V). (64)
In the next step we prove that for all £k € {1,2,...,n}, t € [0,T] it holds that

[gp(#w)(XtOJ) (Xt#lf'v[(xvu)h ’Xflg'v[($vu)]2 o

welly

<H9:p~> <H’“9u~>2
it ,[(1.711)]22

X/ %= #‘”)} e V) e L™ (H, V)) e O(H, L™ (H,V)). (65)

For this we observe that the triangle inequality and Holder’s inequality imply that for all k£ €

{1,2,...,n}, 01,09,...,0, € [0,00), u = (u1,us,...,ux) € (H\{OD*, x,y € H, t € [0,T] it
holds that

@, [(x,u)]7 w,[(z,u)]y #rw 7[(1‘7“)}‘;}@,
. 1 Z E[Qp(#w)(XtO,x)(Xj#ll [CAWI; ,Xt#b [(zu)]5 L ,Xt 1Z # )
iy lwillm s, || wet,
=, [(y,u)]7 @ ,[(y,u)]5 #1w 7[(y7u)]ww
. (p(#w)(XE’y)(X:#II [((y,w)f ,Xt#IQ (v, w3 L ,Xt 1Z # )]
14
T # wv[(xﬂl)}w # wv[(xﬂl)}w
S (w0 el ki) (xPTEIT hdes
Hz:l ”uZ”H,(;Z. wer
#1w 7[(1'711)];,&. # 1w [(x,u)]w # w,[($7u)]w #1w 7[(:’37“)};’&,
X, Fe )y | + E[Jlet= (xpo (T xR X )
cp(#w)(XO y) (X#IW [y w7 ’Xflg'v[(yvu)]g L ’Xff;fw’[(y’u)]zw) H ])
x0T "
x L#A=+TL(PH
<y {Ilw(#’”)(Xto’ ) = @#FN (X bt @t a0 H — —
welly i=1 szll ”ulz =
i,j
@, [(z,u)]F #r=,[(y,w)]7
HX - X, | £ (251
+ |90|C#W(HV Z #1w

If
[T llus ||H_5,w

i—1 #1?7[(?47“)}7 Ho #Iw [( u)
. H ||Xt ||L#w(P;H) H ||Xt ||£#w(]p :H)
#1w #1w ’

=t Il HUI;@HHJI?J =i+t [ HUI;@HH%%

Next we note that (BIl) and item (iii) of Corollary 2.10 in [I] (with H = H, U = U, T =T,
n=na=08=0W=W, A=A F=F B=B,p=p, 6 =0forpe€ [200) in the

15



notation of Corollary 2.10 in [I]) ensure that for all p € [2, 00) it holds that

0, 0,
||Xt i Xt yHLP(P;H)

sup  sup (67)
zyeH, x#y t€[0,T] |z —yllu
This implies that for all z € H, ¢ € [0, T] it holds that
lim sup s, ., Emin{1, | X" = X¥|| 5 }] = 0. (68)

The fact that Vk € {1,2,...,n}: o® € C(H,L™(H,V)) therefore assures that for all k& €
{1,2,...,n},x € H, t € [0,T] it holds that

limsupyys,,, Elmin{L, [¢® (X2%) — o8 (X)) 1] = 0. (69)

Combining this and, e.g., Lemma 4.2 in Hutzenthaler et al. [14] (with I = {0}, (Q,F,P) =
(QF,P), c =1, X"0,w) = [lp® (X" (w)) — ¢® (XD (@) ooy for w € Q, ¢ € (0,77,
meN, ke {l,2,....n}, (y)ien, € {v € M(Ny, H): limsup,_, ||vy—vo||g = 0} in the notation
of Lemma 4.2 in Hutzenthaler et al. [I4]) establishes that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, € € (0,00),
t € [0,7] and all sequences (Y, )men, € H with limsup,, . |ym — vol|z = 0 it holds that

lim sup,, o0 P (0 (X27) = o (X0 gy > £) = 0. (70)

Combining this, the fact that Vk € {1,2,....n}: sup,cy [|¢™(@)|| Lo my) < oo, and, e.g.,
Proposition 4.5 in Hutzenthaler et al. [I4] (with I = {0}, (Q, F,P) = (Q, F,P), p=p, V =R,
X" (0,w) = [p® (X7 (@) = B (X" (W) | pwrayy for w € Q1 € [0,T], p € [2,00), k €
{1,2,...,n}, m € Ny, (y1)ien, € {v € M(Ny, H): limsup,_, ||[vy — vo||z = 0} in the notation
of Proposition 4.5 in Hutzenthaler et al. [I4]) therefore shows that for all k& € {1,2,...,n},
p € [2,00), t € [0,T] and all sequences (Ym)men, C H with limsup,,_, [|¥m — vo|lz = 0 it holds
that

lim sup,,, ,,, E ||90(k)(XtO’ym) — o (Xf’yo)Him(H,v)] = 0. (71)

Furthermore, (BI) and item (v) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T =T, n=n, H = H, U = U,
W=W, A=A n=n F=F B=DB a=0,=0k=Fk p=pforp e [20),
k€ {1,2,...,n} in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) ensure that for all £k € {1,2,...,n},
p € [2,00), t € [0,7] it holds that

(H3 s (H* 3w (XY 50 € LP(P; H)) € LY(H, LP(P; H)))
c C(H, LW (H,L*(P; H))). (72)

Combining (66) (with k =k, 6; =0, 02 = 0,..., 0, = 0 for k € {1,2,...,n} in the notation
of (66])) with (&1)), (7T)), (72), and Jensen’s inequality yields that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, z € H,
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t € [0, 7] it holds that

lim sup sup <+
H3y—z u=(u1,us,...,ur,)€(H\{0})* H§:1 [l |l e
w ,|(T, w =, [(x, w # @ 7[(x,u)}v—.;w
5 B[ () (T P ey
welly
(#=)( vO0y #177[(11,“)}11” #1;,[(y,u)}§” #IZ ()] Z_
—Q W<Xt’)(Xt 7Xt ""7Xt w )i|
\%

<y {(hm sup [llgo(#w)(Xto’“”) - w(#“’)(XtO’y)||z:#w+1(P;L<#w)(H,V)>])

welly, H>y—z

(T sw [
Tew u=(ui)icr €(H\{0})#1 Hie[ ”UZHH

+ || Z lim su su HX’#I’(JW) - Xl#h(y’ll)Hﬁ#w(P;H)
Ple#=m,v) p p

Tew \ H2Y2% u=(u)icr€(H\{0})#I Hie[ [ will e

H ”Xt#‘]’(y’u) | 2 (51
. sup sup =0.
Jean {1y VEH u=(u) i s €(H\[0}) 1 [Lics luillm

This proves (63). Next we claim that for all k € {1,2,...,n},ue€ H* z € H,t € [0,T] it holds
that (H >y~ ¢(t,y) € V) € CF(H,V) and

@ ,[(z,u)]7 w,[(z,u)]¥ #rw ,[(m7u)]w
(Zeo)(tmju= 3 E[p=(xp) (TN xR

welly

BIEN

We now prove ([f4)) by induction on k& € {1,2,...,n}. For the base case k = 1 we note
that (B1I), Jensen’s inequality, and items (ix)—(x) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with 7' =T, n = n,
H=H U=U W=W,A=A n=n F=F, B=B,a=0,=0,p=p t=t
for t € [0,T], p € [2,00) in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) ensure that for all p € [1,00),
z,uy € H, t € (0,7 it holds that (H 3y — [X{"|esur € LP(P; H)) € C'(H, LP(P; H)) and

(L[XP" e s ) = (X e s (75)

Lemma 1] (with U = H, V. = H W =V, (Q,F,P) = (Q, F,P), X™* = X;"" ¢ = ¢ for
t €[0,7T], u € H""' m € {0,1} in the notation of Lemma 1) therefore implies that for all
x,u € H,t € [0,T] it holds that

(H >y~ o(ty) =E[p(X,")] € V) € C'(H,V) (76)

and

(Z6)(t,x)u = B¢/ (X)X "), (77)

This and (62)) prove ([4)) in the base case k = 1. For the induction step {1,2,...,n — 1} >
k— k+1 € {2,3,...,n} assume that there exists a natural number k € {1,2,...,n — 1}
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such that (74) holds for k = 1, k = 2,...,k = k, let ®,,: H™ — V. m € {1,2,... k},
be the functions which satisfy for all m € {1,2,...,k}, u = (uy,us, ..., Upy1) € H™ that
@, (1) = @ (Upp1) (ur, Us, - . ., Up), and let Y™VZ0: [0,T] x Q — H#=+1 u € HF @ € Iy,
v € H™ m € {0,1}, be the stochastic processes which satisfy for all @ € II;, u € HF,
x,h € H, t €[0,T] that

#I?Zw 7[(1“7‘-1)};

Yto7$7w’u _ (X:#Iizv[(xvu)}l ’X:#Iézv[(xvu)b o ’Xt W’Xl?,l‘) (78)
and
z,h),wo,u # 1o +1,([(z,0)]F,h #r=+1,([(z,u)]5,h #1w +17([($7u)]ww7h) T
yhemmn _ (D g enen g P XLy )

Next note that Lemma Bl (with V = H, W =V n=m, p =, &=, form € {1,2,... k}
in the notation of Lemma [B.J]) shows that for all m € {1,2,... k}, u = (uy,ug, ..., Upmi1),
U= (U, U, - ., Upmy1) € H™ it holds that ®,, € CH(H™ V) and

(b/m,(u)ﬁ - ¢(m+1) (um-l—l)(ula Uy - vy Uy, ﬂm-f—l)

+ Z?Lﬁp(m) (Um+1)(u1, U, ooy U1y Uy Ui 1, Ui 2y e - - s Um)

(80)

This and Hoélder’s inequality imply that for all m € {1,2,... k}, u = (u1,u2, ..., Upy1), O =
(g, Uy . . ., Upy) € H™ it holds that

|7, (w) |y

< lelopr gy Nl TEZy lwill e+ 22550 lop ey N@illa Thep o, mpgy luslle (81)

~ m m 1/2
SNl e (|00 gy TT Nl + 1008 vy 2220 Theqna,mpvgay sl

Hence, we obtain that for all m € {1,2,..., k}, u= (uy,us, ..., Upny1) € H™ it holds that

m m 1/2
127, (W)l Lgam,vy < Nl o vy LTI Nwalld + 3250 Tlequ o, mpgiy 1 17]

< ||80||cg”+1(H,V)
m m 1/2
’ [Hz‘=1 Imax{L, lullgm+ > + 3707, Hje{1,2 ..... mP\{i} lmax{1, ”U-HH’”“}H
< vm+ gl g vy Imax{L, [[ul[ e }™.

(82)

This shows that for all m € {1,2,...,k} it holds that

P’ (u m
sup 1% (@) e v) < 0. (83)
wermt max{ 1, [[u| gmes }|™

Next we note that for all m € N, p € [1,00), Y1,Y5,...,Y,, € L%P; H) it holds that

(Y1, Ya, ... ,Ym)ng(]P;Hm) = H[2?21"%”%]1/2”&(&3) = HZZlHKHHHU’(RR)
< YmillYill o
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This shows that for all m € {0,1}, p € [1,00), @ € II, u € H*, v.€ H™ ¢ € [0, 7] it holds
that
YV e LP(Py H =T, (85)

Next observe that (63, (84]), and Jensen’s inequality imply that for all p € [1,00), w € I,
uc H* € H,t€l0,T] it holds that

(H 3 hws [YpEP=0 e LP(P; H#=*1)) € L(H, L’ (P; H#*=*1)). (86)

}P,B(H#wﬂ)
Furthermore, we note that (5Il) and item (vi) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T'=T,n=mn, H = H,
U=UW=W, A=A n=n F=F, B=B,a=0,=0,k=m,p=p, =z for
r€H,pe€[2,00),mEe{2,3,...,k+ 1} in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) ensure that for
allme {2,3,...,k+ 1}, p€[2,00), x € H, t € [0,T] it holds that

lim sup sup = 0.

HXtmfl,(:quum,u) . Xtmfl,(:v,u) . Xtm,(:v,u,um)”l:p(P;H)
H\{0}>um—0 u=(u1,u2,....um—1)e(H\{0})™m~1

L2 lJuillm

(87)
Combining ([75) and (&) with ([84]) and Jensen’s inequality yields that for all p € [1, 00), w € Tl
uec H* z € H,t€[0,7T] it holds that

0,z+h,ww,u 0,z,70,u 1,(x,h),w,u
. HYt -Y; -Y, (e HLP(]P;H#W-H)
lim sup
H\{0}5h—0 |\ Pl e
0,z+h 0,z 1,(x,h
< iy [P X X e (9
~ H\{0}3h—0 1Al
7%1'.‘7"7[(1'“"]7’71‘1)]2'z 7%1‘?7"7[(1'71‘1)]2'z #I@+1,([("L’,u)]w,h)
Hw % v i L @ g
+Z lim sup HXt X X HLP(P;H) _0
— H\{0}3h—0 2| e

In addition, combining (72) with (84) and Jensen’s inequality yields that for all p € [1,00),
welly,ue H* x € H,t e 0,T] it holds that

1,(x,h),w,u 1,(y,h),,u
[”Yt () - Yt (w:h) HLP(]P;H#WH)]

limsup sup

H>y—z heH\{0} ||h||H
) ”th,(fl',h) _ thv(yvh) ”,CP(PH)
<limsup sup ’ (89)
H>y—z heH\{0} ||h||H
o # ;erl,([:v,u]?,h) # W+17([y7u]?7h)
: . ”Xt i - X, i HU’(P;H)
+ Z limsup sup = 0.
i—1 H>3y—x heH\{0} ||h||H

Combining (B6) and (B8) hence yields that for all p € [1,00), @ € I, u € H* x,h € H,
t € [0,7] it holds that

(H 2y~ Y™ € LP(P; H*=M)) € C'(H, LP(P; H#="1)) (90)

P,B(H#W‘H)
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and \
(g [ "] Vo= YO e (91)

This, [80), B3), and Lemma 21 (with U = H, V = H#=tL W =V, (Q,F,P) = (Q, F,P),
X0 = y)umn xl@h) = Ytl’(m’h)’w’“, o=>®y_fortel0,T),x,h € H ue H* w eIl in the
notation of Lemma 2.1]) assure that

P7B(H#w+1

(a) it holds for all w € 11}, u € H* t € [0,T] that

(H52—E|oy (Y0=")]

z,u)|¥ =, [(z,u)]5 #1w 7[(5’37u)}ww
= B[t (xp) (xR T [ ev) e ol vy (92)

and

(b) it holds for all @ € Iy, u € H*, z,u, € H, t € [0,T)] that
oy @ e @w)F #re l@w]F,
<axE[90(#W)(X0 )(X i X, 1 X #ew )])Ukﬂ

= (2B @p (Y27 s

~ E[a)_ (v ]

#rl@w)F  #w)F #rz l(@w)F (93)

= B[00 (x T P EIETET xpteen))

Z |: #w (XO :B) (X:%Iiﬂv[(x7u)}?’ Xjéléwv[(x7u)}12v’ o ’Xffzf[(xvu)]iwfl

Y

X:%IZW‘Fl ([(33 u)} uk+1)’ Xj#]ﬁlv[(xvu)]ﬁ—l’ Xj#lﬁ2’[($7u”ﬁ_2’ o Xj#jgw ,[($,u)]$w)i| )

Combining item (@) with the induction hypothesis shows that for all u € H*, t € [0, T] it holds
that

w,[(z,u)]¥ w@,[(z,u)]¥ #1= 7[(7;7“)}‘;}@,
(H SN Z E[QO(#W)(X?’J:)(X:#H [(z,w)]f ’XZ#IQ [(z,u)]5 o ,Xt e # )]

welly
= (2:0)(t,x)u € v) e CLYH, V). (94)
Item () hence proves that for all u € H*, z,h € H, t € [0,T] it holds that

(i (o) (t, 2)u])h
= Z {E[Qp(#erl)(X?,m)(Xt =, [(z,w)]7 ,Xt#lw J(zu)]F - Xt#zgw,[(x,u)}#w’th,(gﬁﬁ))]

) 9

x w ,|(T, = #r= 7[(7;7 )}ﬁ
+Z E[SO #w (Xom)(X [( U)} 7Xt#1 [( u)]2 7"'7Xt o ' 17
X:#Iﬁl,([(m,u)]?,h)’ Xflﬁlv[(x,unﬁl’ XfIﬁQv[(xv“)}ﬁ2’ L X:#zng[wu)@w)] }
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In addition, note that

Iy = {wu{{k+1}}: wEHk}

(96)
U{{I IF, TP IF ULk + 1}, 15, I, I3 i e (1,2, #4), wEHk}.
This ensures that for all u = (ug, uy, ..., ux) € H**1 h € H, t € [0,T] it holds that
m # w,[(u,h)]w # w,[(u,h)}w #Iw 7[(u7h)}zw
Yowerny,, PE X)X T X TR X R )
w,[u]¥ w,[u]y #1w 7[u}ww w
— Zweﬂk |:(10(#w+1)(Xt07uo)(Xj’éll [u]f ,Xt#12 [ul$ o 7Xt 1% # ’th,( o,h)) (97>
w,uw w,uw #w 7[u}zi w 17 :r/J.L
g ) (x) (x]TT ENE L R e,
Xt#lﬁl,[U]ﬁ17 Xflﬁ2,[U]ﬁ27 s 7XfIEW7[u}Zw)i| ’
Combining this with (@5]) establishes that for all u € H*, z,h € H, t € [0,T] it holds that
(i [(Gro) (£ 2)u] )
w,[(z,u,h)]F w,[(z,u,h)]5 #w 7[(x7u7h)]ww
_ Z E[Qp(#w)(X?’uo)(Xfll [(z,u,h)]T ’Xt#12 [(z,u,h)]3 ,---,Xt 1Z. # ’):| (98)
welly g
Hence, we obtain that for all u = (uy, ug, ..., u) € H* x € H, t € [0,T] it holds that
. 1 0
lim sup H( 0) (t,x + h)u— (Z:6) (¢, x)u
mjoyanso \ Al (99)
. #ro (e w,h)T  #w[(@u,h)]F #1 [(z,u,h)]
- Zwenk-H E[SO(#W)(XR >(Xt : 1 ’Xt " : v ’Xt } H ) B

Combining (65) and Lemma 22 (with V = H W =V, n =k, f = (H 35 2 — ¢(t,z) €

#w T,a #w 4
Vg = (H 5 0 o (H 5 u e Yy Bpte)(x0n)(x P07 hplenls

#1w ’ )}
X, #= YV e V) e LE(H,V)) for t € [0,T] in the notation of Lemma EZ2) therefore
shows that for all u € H**' x € H, t € [0,T] it holds that (H > y — ¢(t,y) € V) € C*L(H,V)
and

wellp g

(27 9) (t.2)u
w,[(z,u)]{ @,[(z,u)]¥ #1w 7[(7;7“)}7‘)@,
_ Z E [QO(#W)(XP’m) (Xt#ll [(z,u)] ’XZ#IQ [(z,u)] N Xt 1% # )] . (100)

) Y

wellp4q

This and (62]) prove ({4 in the case k + 1. Induction thus completes the proof of ([74]).

Next observe that item (@) and item (i) follow immediately from ([[4]). It thus remains to
prove items (ivl)—(iidl). To prove item (fv]) we first note that (BIl) and item (ii) of Theorem 2.1
in 2] (with T =T, n=nH=H U=UW=W,A=A n=n, F=F, B =B,
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a=a, =0, k=k p=p, d=4dfor§d €Dy, p € [2,00), k€ {1,2,...,n} in the notation of
Theorem 2.1 in [2]) ensure that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, p € [2,00), § = (1,02, ...,0;) € Dy, it
holds that

§,a,83 k‘,
| X7 | o ;1)

tL
sup -
u=(uo,u,.ur) €M x (IVopk 1) | [Ty will,,

This and Jensen’s inequality establish item ([vl). Moreover, observe that for all £ € N, § =
(51, 0oyt 519) c ]R,k, w € I} it holds that

(101)

sup H T A e 8) = gup pmin{l—el2=B} Tren 1,00 (#1)
te(0.7] e rm t€(0,T] (102)
— Tmin{l—a,1/2—6} Dlew ]1[2,00)(#1) S ‘T vV 1‘ lk/2] min{l—a71/2—ﬁ}.

Combining (60) with item (), (I0I), (I02), and Jensen’s inequality yields that for all k €
{1,2,...,n}, § = (01,09,...,0x) € Dy it holds that

sup sup sup
VEH u=(u,ua,...,ur)€(H\{0})* t€(0,T]

12 % || () (¢, v U‘HV]
Hi:1 ||Uz||H_5z
< Z |90|C;*W(H7V)< sup [Ht AT 80) )

welly te (0 T lew
5 a,B z,u)
H et | c# (B 10) (103)
. sup sup sup
Tew YEH u=(us)icre(H\{0})#1 t€(0,T] Hie[ ||Uz||H_5i

< [T v 1| /2 mintl e 1/2=5) loller vy

. Z H sup sup sup

5 a,B T
I g oy
< 0.
welly, Tew TEH u=(u;)iere(H\{0})#1 t€(0,7]

[Ticr HUZHHﬂsZ

This proves item (). Next we observe that (5I]) and item (iv) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T'= T,
n=nH=H U=UW=W, A=A n=nF=F, B=B,a=«a,=0,k=Fk, p=np,
d=0ford €Dy, pe2,00), ke{le{l,2,....n}: |Fluymn_.) + 1Blupuuswu_y) < 0}
in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) ensure that for all £ € {1,2,...,n}, p € [ oo) 0 =
(01,02, ..., 0x) € Dy wWith [Flpe g m_.y + [Bluipk nusw,n_yy < o it holds that

(5 0),a,8 (z,u) E,(y,u)
xXpew X -
sup sup | ; lerees < 00 (104)
xfify u:(u1,uz,..~7uk)€(H\{0})k tE(O,T] Hx - y”H Hi:l HquH,&

Combining this and (67]) with Jensen’s inequality establish items (i) and (il). Moreover, note
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that for all k € N, § = (61,02, ...,0:) € R¥, @ € II;, I € @ it holds that

sup e Eri?l)cfl?"'zz'el‘si) H t(*ﬂi’aﬂﬂLZieJ‘Si)
te(0.T] Jew\{1}

= sup pmin{l—a,1/2=B} (1437 re o 1} Li2,00) (#)] (105)
t€(0,T7

_ min{l=a 2B} s (1) Ty ) < [Ty 1| K/2] min{1—a1/2-8)

Furthermore, note that item (i) and (G6) imply that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, d = (d1, o,

.. ,519) S
Dy, with []p8 a1y < 00 it holds that

t25:1 di

sup sup sup [(50) (1) = (§59) <t,w>]uuv]

v,weH, u=(u1,uz,...,ur)€(H\{0})* t€(0,T] HU - w”H Hf:l ”ui”Hﬂsr
vFEW i

= |l H t(*bf’a’BJrZ-ez 5i) ”Xw?’x - Xt07y”[:#w+l(]P>;H)
= E PlLip#= sup ic1 9 sup  sup
e Iew $7y§H’ t€(0,T) |z —y|lu
TFY

well), te(0,7]
5 a,B ||X#Iv(l' ,u ||L#W+I(P;H)
. H sup sup sup
Tew TEH u=(u;)iere(H\{0})#1 t€(0,T] Hiel Hui”H*‘Sz’

(6,0),e,8
(6,0),c,8
( [tblu{k-kl} ||Xt#1,(m,u) _ Xt#l,(y,U) ||L#w(]P’;H)] )
. sup sup sup

+ \‘P‘C#W(HV)Z< sup [t( L e 8) 1T T 4 e 80
b e \ t€(0,7] S}
m,yiH, u=(u;)ics€(H\{0})#I t€(0.T] [ = yllu [Lier HUZHHﬂsZ
z#y

5 o, T
1 157 e oy
: sup sup sup .
Jew\{I} T€H u=(u;)ie se(H\{0})# t€(0,T] HiGJ ”ui”Hﬂsi
(106)

Combining (106) with (E]) (10T, (I02), (I04), (1I05), and Jensen’s inequality establishes item (Eﬁ]])
The proof of Lemma [3.2]is thus completed.

Theorem 3.3. Assume the setting in Section[LA and let n € N, p € C}'(H,V), FF € C}'(H, H)
B € Cp(H,HS(U, H)). Then

(i) it holds that there exist up-to-modifications unique (Fy)cjo.r)/B(H )-predictable stochastic

processes XPW: [0,T) x Q — H, u € H*', k € {0,1,...,n}, which satisfy for all k €
{0,1,...,n}, u= (up,uy,...,u) € H*' p e (0,00),t € [O T| that sup i r E[| XE1 %] <
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oo and
X% €411 4) i

t
= [ e [nmw F(X2)
0

u w,[u]y’ #1w 7[u}ww
£ 3 R (x0u)(x TN P xR )] ds

welly
t
0

+ Z B(#w)<Xg,uO> (XZ%IF7[U}?’ Xffg7[u}?’ o Xflzw’[u]zw)] dWs,

welly

(1) it holds that there exists a unique function ¢: [0, T|x H — V which satisfies for allt € [0,T],
v € H that ¢(t, ) = E[p(X{)],

(iii) it holds for allt € [0,T] that (H >z ¢(t,z) € V) € C(H, V),
(iv) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, u = (ug,u1,...,u) € H**' t €[0,T] that
SRt () (T X ..,Xf’zw’[u]z‘”)uv} <oo,  (108)
welly,
(v) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, u€ H*, v € H, t € [0,T] that
(20)(t, v)u
- Y E [ (o (30 (P I g llomlE X7 O )}’ (109)

welly

(vi) it holds for all p € (0,00), k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (81,0,...,0,) € [0,1/2)%, a € [0,1),
€ [0,1/2) with S35, 6; < V2 that

Ea/BHXk(:Bu HLP ]PH)
sup sup sup < 00, (110)
xeH u=(u1,u2,..., Uk)E(H\{O})k (0,7 Hi:l ||u'l ||H—6Z~
(vii) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (61,02,...,0) € [0,1/2)*, a € [0,1), B € [0,1/2) with
S 6 < 12 that
£t b (t,v)u
sup sup sup (8$k ¢) HV
VEH u=(u1 ua,....u) €(H\{0})* t€(0,T] [T il ey,
< T v AR e 220 o] o) (111)

5a[3 x,
S [ X7 “Humﬂ)]
sup sup sup < 00,

welly Tew “EH u=(ui)icre(H\{0})#1 t€(0,7] [Lics Hul”HﬂSi
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(viii) it holds for all p € (0,00) that

X07$ _ XO,y (.
sup sup I e < 00, (112)
z,y€H, t€(0,T] H:L’ - yHH
Y
(iz) it holds for all p € (0,00), k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (01,09,...,0) € [0,1/2)F, a € [0,1),

. k
€ [0,1/2) with 3, 6; < /2 and |F|Lip HH_o) T |B|L1p (HHS(U,H_g)) < © that

e CAN N OB
xpew — x .
[ | d ”“’@"vm] <oo,  (113)

sup sup
PYEH, (1 2 E(H\(O)) HEOT) e = ylle T willas,
and
(z) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (61,0,...,0) € [0,12)k, a € [0,1), B € [0,1/2) with

k
Doic1 0 < V2 and |Flpprgrm )+ |B‘L1pk(H,HS(UH )t |90|L1p (mv) < 00 that

S 6
sup sup sup t ' [(axk¢)( ) (amk¢)(t w ]UHV]
U;U;f u=(u1,uz,-.uk) €(H\{OD)* t€(0,T] v —w|g Hi:l Jwill s,

< |T \VJ 1|“9/21 min{l—a,1/2—

. g { sup sup
welly, mg/if, te(0.7]

& ||S0||Lipk(H7V)
[uvaf - Xf’sz:#wH(P;H)]

[z = ylla

H sup sup sup

5 o, T
||X#I( ;u) ||£#w+1(IP;H) (114)
Tew PEH u=(u;)icre(H\{0})#1 t€(0,T]

Hig[ ”ui”Hﬂsr
[tbgi?’)“ilﬁ ”Xz#h(:v,u) X#I y,u) HE#W IPH)]

12 =yl Tlicy lwill s,

beo

Proof. Note that items ([{l) and () follow immediately from item (i) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with
T=T,np=n H=H U=UW-=W,A=An=n F=F B=B,a=0,08=0in
the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]). Moreover, observe that items (i) (x) follow directly from
items ({l)—(dl) of Lemma The proof of Theorem [B.3 is thus completed. O

+ Z sup sup sup
Iew xgif u=(u;)ics €(H\{0})#1 t€(0.T]

”XzééJ,(Lu)HE#W(IP’;H)

HiEJ ||Ui||H_5Z.

tLé ;a3
sup sup sup [
Jem\(1} TEH u=(ui)ic s €(H\{0})# t€(0.T]

4 Regularity of transition semigroups for mollified stochas-
tic evolution equations

Lemma 4.1. Assume the setting in Section [L2, let n € N, a € [0,1), 5 € [0,Y2), F
CMH,H_,), Be CMH,HS(U,H 3)), ¢ € CMH,V), let Xehku, 0,T] xQ — H, u € Hk+1
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ke {0,1,...,n}, € € (0,T], be (Fi)ecpo,r/B(H)-predictable stochastic processes which satisfy
for all k € {0,1,...,n}, u = (ug,uy,...,ux) € H** ¢ € (0,T], p € (0,00), t € [0,T] that
supyco. B[ IIXSP1%] < oo and

(X5 — e Lo 1y (k) wilesm

t
:/ e(tferz-:)A []l{o}(/{?) F(XSE’O’”O)
0

+ 30 PO (0 (X X e Xs

welly

t
+ [ et [ﬂ{mm B(X:0)
0

#r=F etz uf 67#1;177[“%) ds
(115)

#rw T ez ulf ety suZ,

+ Z B(#w)(XS&O,UO)(X:’ i . X D, ¢

welly

)] dw.,

and let ¢.: [0, T)x H— V, e € (0,T], be the functions which satisfy for all e € (0,T], t € [0,T],
z € H that ¢.(t,z) = E[p(XT")]. Then

(i) it holds for all e € (0,T], t € [0,T] that (H > 2 +— ¢.(t,z) € V) € CP(H, V),

(ii) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, 6,02, ...,0 € [0,1/2) with S5, 6; < V2 that

Z?:l 0 8—k
t <amk¢e><t,v>uﬂv] -

k
[Ticy il

(116)

sup sup sup
e,te(0,T] veH u=(u1,u2,...,u,) €(H\{0})*

and

(iii) it holds for allk € {1,2,...,n}, 61,04,...,0 € [0,Y2) with S5 & < /2 and | Pl s+
|B‘Lipk(H,HS(U,H,ﬁ)) + |80|L1p'€(H,V) < o0 that

t25:1 di

sup  sup sup
e,t€(0,T] v,weH, u=(u1,uz,...,ur)€(H\{0})*
vFW

Kaa;k@)(tv”) - (aTkaE)(t’w)}qu] -
& .
v —wllm [Tz, [Jwillm_,,

(117)

Proof. Throughout this proof let Dy € P(R¥), k € N, be the sets which satisfy for all k € N that
Dy = {(81,0,...,0) € [0,1/2)F: SF 6 < 12}, let x, € [0,00), 7 € [0,1], be the real numbers
which satisfy for all € [0,1] that x, = sup,cz " [|(n — A)"e" || (see, e.g., Lemma 11.36
in Renardy & Rogers [18]), let B: (0,00)> — (0,00) be the function which satisfies for all
z,y € (0,00) that B(x,y) = fol te=1 (1 — )V dt (Beta function), let Eop: [0,00) — [0, 00),
a,b € (—o0,1), be the functions which satisfy for all a,b € (—o0, 1), x € [0,00) that E,p[z] =
1+ 5°0 o Ty B(1— b k(1 —b) +1— a) (generalized exponential function; cf. Chapter 7 in
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Henry [13] and (16) in [1]), let F.: H — H, e € (0,7], and B.: H — HS(U,H), € € (0,T1], be
the functions which satisfy for all e € (0,T], x € H, u € U that

F.(z) = e F(x) and B.(z)u = e B(z)u, (118)

and let ©): [0,00)* = [0,00], p € [1,00), A € (—00,1), and T): [0,00)* — O,Aoo], p € [1,00),

[
A € (=00, 1), be the functions which satisfy for all A € (—o0, 1), p € [1,00), L, L € [0,00) that

LV/2T(0-) > 2]|'/? >
V2 'E2)\,maX{a,25}[ et xs LVp (0 - 1)T(1‘25)( ] : (A, L) € (=00, 3) x (0,00)
Eya[xa LTU] 1 L=0
00 : otherwise
(119)
(see, e.g., (17) in [I]) and A
T;}(L, L)= sup sup @;‘(x,y). (120)
z€[0,L] ye(o,1]
Note that for all A € (—o0,1/2), p € [1,00), L, L € [0, 00) it holds that
YNL,L) = max{O)(L, L), 0)(L,0)} < co. (121)
Moreover, observe that for all e € (0,77 it holds that
F. e C}'(H,H) and  B.e€ Cy(H,HS(U,H)). (122)
In addition, note that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, e € (0,7] it holds that
| Felern_y < Xo|Flergru_,y) <oo  and (123)
| Belormmsw,a_gy < Xo |Blekm,asw.n_g) < 00
Furthermore, note that for all k € {0,1,...,n}, e € (0,7] it holds that
)8 P < X0 | F |k and
| FelLipe e,y < X0 [ F |t (a0 (124)

|B€|Lipk(H,HS(U,H,ﬁ)) < Xo ‘B|Lipk(H,HS(U,H,ﬁ))-

Item ({) of Lemma B2 (withn =n, ¢ = ¢, F = F., B = B,, Xkt = Xeku ¢ = ¢t =1
for t € [0,7], ¢ € (0,T],u € H*' k € {0,1,...,n} in the notation of Lemma B.2)) and (I22)
prove item (). Next we combine (II3]) and item (iii) of Corollary 2.10 in [I] (with H = H,
U=U,T=T,n=na=a«a = W=W A=A F=(H>uzw~— F.(x) € H,),
B=H>3>x— (Usuw— B(x)ue H g) € HS(U, H_3)),p=p,d =0fore € (0,T], p € [2,00)
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in the notation of Corollary 2.10 in [I]) with (I2I)) and (I24]) to obtain that for all p € [2, 00) it
holds that

||Xt€’07$ - X?O’yHLP(]P;H)

sup  sup
£,t€(0,T) z,y€H, |z —yllu
TFy
0
< Yo sup. Op(1Felwipo 11,110+ | BelLipd (s (wm1_s0)) (125)

< Xo sup Tg(‘FE‘LipO(H,H_a)v |B€|Lip0(H,HS(U,H,g)))
€(0,7)

< Xo T;O, (Xo \F|LipO(H,H_a)a Xo ‘B|Lip0(H,HS(U,H,/3))) < 0.
Next we claim that

(a) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, p € [2,00), § = (61,02, ...,0;) € Dy that

L5,a,6 7k" x,
[tN x5 u)llm(P;H)]

sup sup sup
15 luillzy,

ete(0,7] z€H u=(uq,uz,...,ur)€(H\{0})k

(126)

and

(b) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, p € [2,00), § = (61,02, ..., 0) € Dy with |Flpemy_ )+
|B|Lipk(H,Hs(U,H_B)) < oo that

L(8.0),0,8 &k, (x,u) .k, (y,u)
tiN X - X )
wp s sup X . t v ;) < (127)
£,4€(0,7] ll?yi/ifv u=(u1,uz,....ur) E(H\{0})* ||l‘ - y”H Hi:l ||'L[/’L||I{_6Z

We now prove item (@) and item (b)) by induction on k& € {1,2,...,n}. For the base case
k =1 we combine (IIH) and item (ii) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T' =T, n=n, H=H,U =U,
W=W, A=A n=n F=F,B=B,a=«,=0k=1,p=p, §d =0 fore € (0,T],
d € 10,12), p € [2,00), in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) with (I2I)-(123]) to obtain that
for all p € [2,00), 0 € [0,1/2) it holds that

[té |rXf’1’<x’“>Hm<M>]

[l

sup sup sup
e,t€(0, T x€ H ue H\{0}

< O(|F. B
_X(se:hl)%)ﬂ p(| s|q}(H,H,a),\ s\cg(HﬂS(U,H_B))) (128)

< X5 sup Tf)(|Fs|c;(H,H_a)a\Bs\c;(H,HS(U,H,B)))
€€(0,T]

< xs Tp(xo0 | Fley 110> X0 | Ble (masw.m_yy)) < oo
Moreover, combining (II3]) and item (iv) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with T'=T,n =1, H = H,
U=UW=W, A=A n=n F=F., B=B.,,a=a, =0, k=1, p=p, d = for
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€(0,7],6€[0,Y2), pe{r€[2,00): |Flupun_.) T Blup(mmsw,u_z) < 0o} in the notation
of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) with (I2I))—(I24]) and (I28)]) assures that for all p € [2,00), ¢ € [0,1/2) with
|F|Lip1(H7H7a) + |B|Lip1(H7HS(U7H_/3)) < 0 lt hOldS that

sup sup  sup
e,te(0,T] z,y€H, ue H\{0}
7y

50) a,B
[ B i PH)]

2=yl luall 2

L(6.0),
< |T \ 1| Sup] {@pN (|Fa|cg(H,H,a), |Ba|cg(H,H5(U,H_B)))

e€(0,T
19 HX:,L(J:,u) ||L2P(IP;H)
Juller_s

X0 ON(| Felep (i) | Belep s y) JSup sup sup

: {Xa B(l —a, 1l — 5) ||Fe||Lip1(H,H,a) + Xp \/% B(l —28,1— 25) ||Bz€||Lip1(H,HS(U,H_5)):| }

L(8:0)
< |T \ 1| |Xo|2 T," (Xo |F|C;(H,H,a), X0 |B|C;(H,HS(U,H_5)))

Ty (X0 [Fleymm_a) xo |Bloyrusw,mn_yy) sup sup  sup

£,t€(0,T] x€H uc H\{0} ||u||H—6

[té ||X5 (Z‘u ||£2p ]P’H)]

: |:on ]B(l - Q, 1- 5) ||F||Lip1(H,H,a) + XB \/@ ]B(]- - 267 1- 25) ||B||Lip1(H,HS(U,H_5)):|

< Q.
(129)

This and (I28) establish item (@) and item (b)) in the base case k = 1. For the induction
step {1,2,...,n—1} 5k — k+1 € {2,3,...,n} assume that there exists a natural number
k€ {1,2,...,n — 1} such that item (@) and item (b)) hold for all I € {1,2,...,k}. Observe
that (IIH), item (ii) of Theorem 2.1 in 2] (with T =T, n=n H=H, U=U, W =W, 6 A= A,
n=n F=F,B=B,a=a«a,=08k=k+1,p=p, 6d =204 fore e (0,T], § € Dy,
p € [2,00) in the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]), the induction step, and (I21)-(I23)) imply that
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for all p € [2,00), & = (01,09, . ..,0,41) € Diyq it holds that

5 G 1 (
sup sup sup 10 - “)|| P(BiH)
e4€(0,T) € H u=(ur,ug,...,us 11)€(H\{0})F+1 L uill oy,

L5
<|Tv 1! Sng] {@PN(|F€|CI}(H,HQ)7 | Belc (i msw.a_g))
ee(0,

k
- {xa B a1 = X5 ) 1Pl o

+ Xg \/p (P—Q_l) —26,1—2 Ek+1 ) HBe”C'““(H,HS(U,H_B))]
5 o, z
||A)(8 #17( ll ||LP#W(P7H) (130>
Z H sup sup sup H HuH
well}, | Iew te(0,T) 2€H u=(u;);e e (H\{0})#1 ier lwille_,,

L5
< TV 50 T (Xo | Fleg oy Xo | Blepms . p)

k+1 5
: [XaIB(l—Oé 1_2 - )HF”C'“‘HHH o)

—1 k 1
+ X3 \/p(p2 ) B —28,1=2> ") + ) HBHCk-H H7HS(U7H_13))]
5 a,B $
X7 o o
Z H sup sup sup < 00.
WGHZ+1 Jew 57t6(07T} xeH u:(ui)iele(H\{O})#I HiEI HuZHH,(;Z.

Furthermore, note that (ITH), item (iv) of Theorem 2.1 in 2] (with T =T, n=n, H=H,U = U,
W=W, A=A n=n F=F.,B=B.,a=a«a,3=0,k=k+1,p=p,d=46 fore e (0,T],
6 € Diyr, p € {r € [2,00): [Flupe+imn_ny + Bluprrimsw.n_y)) < o0} in the notation of
Theorem 2.1 in [2]), (I22)), and ([I24]) imply that for all p € [2,00), § = (01,09, ..., 0k+1) € Diyy
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Wlth |F|Lipk+l(H,H,a) + |B|Lipk+l(H,HS(U,H_5)) < 0 lt hOldS that

sup  sup sup

e,te(0,7 x,yiH, u=(u1,u2,....,upt1)€(H\{0})*+1
TFY

[tbl(l\?,o),a,ﬂ HXs,kJrl,(m,u) . th,kJrl,(y,u)Hﬁp(P;H)]
k+1
=yl T Mluillr

(5.0)
< TV 1 Sng] {@pN (IFelep oy | Belop s, o)
ee(0,

' (XO @g(|F€|C;(H,H_a)a |Ba|cg(H,HS(U,H,B)))

604,8

[ HX@‘#"(“wawpﬂ)]

[Lec: HUZHHﬂsl

Z H sup sup sup
wGHk+1 Iew tE(O,T] zeH u:(ui)iEIe(H\{O})#I

(131)

£Y S
welly,, Tew (COTITYE T u=(uicr et on ™

5 a,B z,u)
X777 e oy
sup sup sup
e 1) LT € u=(u)ic s (H\{O)# [Tics llwillm,

k+1
- [xaﬂ%(l = S ) [ e

[t IS | g #rlew) _ gt ||£p#w<m>]

1z = ylle TLier lluillms,

_ =y
+ X \/% B(1-28,1-2Y""%) HBE”Lipk+1(H,HS(U,H_5)):| }

This, the induction hypothesis, (I2I)), (I23), (124]), and (I30) imply that for all p € [2,00),
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6 == (51, 52, ceey 5k+1) € ]D)k;+1 with |F|Lipk+1(H,H7a) + |B|Lipk+1(H,HS(U,H_,3)) < 00 it holds that

(8,0),0,8 &,k+1,(z,u) e,k+1,(y,u)
1X; - X | o)
sup  sup sup

tL
k+1
AT 2YEH, =i e )\ (OD) [ 2 = ylla T2, Nwill s,
L(8:0)
<I|Tv 1|]€Jrl Xo Tp" (Xo |F\cg(H,H,a)7 Xo ‘B|Cg(H,HS(U,H_5)))

: (Xo T,? (Xo \F|Cg(H,H,a), X0 |B‘cg(H,HS(U,H_B)))

5a[3 T
12X F | oty oy
Z H sup sup sup
HzeIHuZHH 5

wellyp [€w et€(0,T] € H u=(u;);er €(H\{0})#1

(132)

+ Z Z sup sup sup
welly, | Iew e,t€(0.T] ”Cé/if u=(u;)ier€(H\{0})#1

5 a,B T
[ |w#“wm%mﬂ)
sup sup sup

Jean (1} SEOT) 7€ u=(u)),c s€(H\(0)# [Lic luallz_,

k
-@wmﬂm—zﬁ%Mmmm@H@

(8.0),0,8
L e, #1,(x,u) e#r1.(yu
[t utk23 || X - Xy HLP#W(IP’ H)]

1z = ylla [Lies lluallm s,

1 k1
+ Xp \/% —2p8,1-2% " - 5) ||B||Lipk+1(H,HS(U,H/3)):| < 0.

Combining (I30) with (I32)) proves item (@) and item (D)) in the case k + 1. Induction hence
establishes item (@) and item ([l).

Next note that item (@) of Lemma B2 (withn =n, p = ¢, F = F., B = B, X"™" = X&™",
p=0¢., k=k, =06, a=a, f=pFford €Dy, k€ {1,2,...,n}, uec H™ me {0,1,...,n},
e € (0,7] in the notation of Lemma B.2)), (I22)), item (@), and Jensen’s inequality ensure that
for all k € {1,2,...,n}, § = (61,02, ...,0x) € Dy, it holds that

D (5%@) (t, v)uHV]
T1E Nl

< T v 1R w2204 o kg 4y (133)

5 B e, #1,(z,u)

Z H ”X ”z:#w(P H)

. sup sup sup < 0
well [€Ew ete(0,T]z€H u:(ui)iele(H\{O})#I Hie] ||ul ||H—5i

sup sup sup
€7t€(07T} veH u:(u1,ug,...,uk)E(H\{O})k

This proves item (). It thus remains to prove item (). For this we combine item (viil) of
Lemma B2 (withn=n,p=¢, F=F., B= B, X""=X""" ¢=0¢., k=k d =9, a=q,
B=ptordeDy, ke{le{l,2,....n}: [Flugmu_.) T |Blup i msw.n_g) T 1€luip vy < o0},
u e H"' m € {0,1,...,n}, € € (0,7] in the notation of Lemma B.2) with (I22)), (I24),
(I23), item (@), item (D)), and Jensen’s inequality to obtain that for all k € {1,2,...,n}, § =
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k .

Sup Sup Sup tZizl 0; [(al‘k Gba)( ) (axk ¢5) (t w ]uHV
(011w ) UV Jo— wll T
< |T v 12 minlimaa 28} ol
' Z sup  sup |Xi% - Xf,()’y”ﬁ#wﬂ(l?;H)

wet, | ste©] a:,y;H, |l —ylla

aty
6 a,B z
sup  sup sup ||X6 1, (z,u) ||£#w+1(1P>;H) (134)
Te SEOT] 2EH u=(u;);er€(H\{0})#1 [Lier lwilla- 5

t Iu{k+1} HX€ 1, () Xf F1,(y,u) HL#w ®:H)
+ Z sup  sup sup
Tew St€(0,T] wé/if u=(u;)ier€(H\{O}#I |z =yl Hie[ ||Uz||H_5i
5 o, z,u)
HXE ol HL#w (P;H)
sup sup sup < 00.
Jean 1y SHEOTI 1€ H u=(u)ic se(H\(0)#7 e luilla,

This proves item (fil). The proof of Theorem is thus completed. O

Corollary 4.2. Assume the setting in Section [ and let n € N, o € [0,1), f € [0,1/2),
FeCr(H H.), BeCr(H HS(U, H_g)), ¢ € CP(H,V). Then

i) it holds that there exist up-to-modifications unique (F;)eo.r/B(H )-predictable stochastic
(0,7]
pmcesses X% [0, T x Q — H, e € (0,T], x € H, which satisfy for all € € (0,T],
€ (0,00), x € H, t € [0,T] that sup,¢(o 1 E[|X57|%] < oo and

t t
XE" = Malnagn = [ PR ds 4 [ MBOG AW, (135)

0 0

(i) it holds that there exist unique functions ¢.: [0,T] x H — V', € € (0,T], which satisfy for
alle € (0,T), t €[0,T], x € H that ¢.(t,z) = E[p(X;™)],

(iii) it holds for alle € (0,T), t € [0,T] that (H 3 x + ¢-(t,x) € V) € Cp(H,V),

(iv) it holds for all k € {1,2,...,n}, 61,04,...,0 € [0,Y2) with .5 &; < /2 that

20 |12 p.) (¢, v)ua
sup sup sup k(amk¢6)( ) HV < 00, (136)
e,t€(0,T) VEH u=(uy uz,....u )€(H\{0})* [Tios llwillm s,

and
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(v) it holds for allk € {1,2,...,n}, 61,02, ..., € [0,Y/2) with Zle 5; < 12 and |F|Lipk(H,H,a)+
|B|Lip’“(H,HS(U,H_5)) + |S0|Lipk(H,v) < oo that

th:l d;

28 (2~
sup  sup sup [(Z02) (t,v) — (Z5¢:) (t,w)|ul|,

= €0.1] D, u=(us vz u) €\ (0D lv = wlla Ty il ny,
VFW

< Q.
(137)

Proof. Note that items ({l) and (i) follow immediately from item (i) of Theorem 2.1 in [2] (with
T=T,n=n H=H U=UW=W A=A n=n F=F, B=B,a=0,=0in
the notation of Theorem 2.1 in [2]) and item (i) of Corollary 2.10 in [I]. Moreover, observe that
items ()—(@) follow directly from items ({l)—() of Lemma [l The proof of Corollary is
thus completed. O
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