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Abstract. We establish a new version of the stochastic Strichartz estimate for the stochastic convolution
driven by jump noise which we apply to the stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equation with nonlinear
multiplicative jump noise in the Marcus canonical form. With the help of the deterministic Strichartz
estimates, we prove the existence and uniqueness of a global solution to stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger
equation in L*(R™) with either focusing or defocusing nonlinearity in the full subcritical range of exponents
as in the deterministic case.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the following stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the Marcus form in L2(R"™)

du(t) = {[Au(t) = Au(®)P7u(®]dr = 1Y g;(u(t=) 0 dL(1), >0, m

u(0) = uo,
where A € R, ¢ > 0 and g; : C — C are measurable functions satisfying some additional conditions and
L(t) = (L1(t),- -+ , Lim(t)) is an R™-valued pure jump Lévy process.

The nonlinear Schrodinger equation (NLS) is a fundamental model for describing wave propagation
which appears in various fields such as nonlinear optics, nonlinear water propagation, quantum physics,
Bose-Einstein condensate, plasma physics and molecular biology. The global existence results of determinis-
tic NLS are essentially obtained by a fixed point argument in a suitable mixed space along with Strichartz
estimates and conservation laws. In a wide range of physical and engineering models it should be more
appropriate to incorporate some types of random perturbations which may be caused by the influence of
thermal fluctuations or inhomogeneous media etc. In [15] de Bouard and Debussche studied the existence and
uniqueness of global L?(R™)-valued solutions to the stochastic NLS with linear multiplicative Stratonovich
noise. In the subsequent paper [16], they proved the global existence and uniqueness of solutions in the case
of Stratonovich noise with paths in H12(R"). Brzezniak and Millet in [10] established a general version
of Strichartz estimates for stochastic convolution and proved the global existence and uniqueness to the
stochastic NLS with nonlinear Stratonovich noise in H?(M) for a two-dimensional compact Riemannian
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manifold M which generalized the results of [13, 15, 16]. Based on the stochastic Strichartz estimate es-
tablished in [10], Horhung in [22] studied the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the stochastic NLS
with nonlinear Stratonovich noise in L?(R"™) for subcritical and critical nonlinearities. By using a modified
Faedo-Galerkin method, Brzezniak et al. [7] constructed a martingale solution for a stochastic NLS with
multiplicative Wiener noise in an abstract framework and showed the pathwise uniqueness for the case of 2D
compact manifolds with bounded geometry by means of the Strichartz estimates. The work [7] was extended
by Horhung in [23] to the non-compact manifolds case. Barbu et al. [1, 2] proved the global well-posedness
result of stochastic NLS with linear multiplicative Wiener noise via the rescaling approach and an application
of the Strichartz estimates. See also [3, 20, 21] and the references therein for some further studies on this
topic.

Concerning the study of stochastic NLS perturbed by Gaussian noise, the Stratonovich form has its
merits as the conservation law is still preserved by the solution of the equation. Moreover, the Stratonovich
form has another two important features. The first one is that the Stratonovich form obeys the classical rules
of differentiation as in ordinary calculus. The second feature is that it is consistent with Wong-Zakai type
approximation which is important from a modeling point of view. However, these remarkable properties of
Stratonovich form are violated if the driving process includes jumps because the higher order integrals do not
vanish in the jump noise case. Marcus in [25, 26] introduced a new type of integral which pertains the same
preferable properties as that of Stratonovich integral in the continuous case. We are thus motivated to study
stochastic NLS of the Marcus canonical form (1.1). One most delightful property of the Marcus canonical
form in (1.1) is that it allows the equation to preserve the L?(R™)-norm of the solution. This ensures the
non-blow-up of the solution in finite time.

We study the global existence for two important types of stochastic NLS equations for the nonlinear
term Alu(t)|?7u(t), o € (0,2), which is either defocusing if A > 0, or focusing if A < 0. In a forthcoming
paper [12] we will investigate related questions for a larger class of defocusing type nonlinearities. We prove
a general version of Strichartz estimate for stochastic convolution driven by compensated Poisson random
measures (see Proposition 2.6). This Strichartz estimate for jump noise is new and novel. Compared to papers
by de Bouard and Debussche [15, 16], our Strichartz estimate holds for arbitrary admissible pair (p,r) and
hence avoids the additional restriction 0 < o < %H for n > 3 on ¢. On the basis of this stochastic Strichartz
estimate, our global existence and uniqueness result is established in the full range of subcritical case which is
consistent with the deterministic NLS in L2, see e.g. [24]. This general version of the Strichartz estimate also
allows us to obtain the existence and uniqueness results to the stochastic NLS with nonlinear noise which
differs from the linear noise results from [6] and [17]. As the nonlinear term is not Lipschitz, we shall truncate
the nonlinear term and combine the Strichartz estimates for the approximate solution to construct a solution
of the truncated problem by using a fixed point argument in the space D(0, T; L*(R™))NLP(0,T; L™ (R™)). A
novel aspect of our equation (1.1) in the Marcus canonical form is the conservation of L?(R™)-norm and the
global existence is a consequence of the L?(R™)-norm-preserving condition. We emphasize that our stochastic
Strichartz estimates are useful not only for equations in the Marcus canonical form. Indeed, they can be used
to study stochastic NLS in the Ito form. The advantage of the Marcus canonical form is twofold. Firstly, the
solutions to such equations preserve a.s. the L2-norm. Secondly, they are believed to be robust with respect
to the approximation of the noise. In the case of the gaussian noise, related research is contained in recent
papers [9], [18], [19] and [27].
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In spite of quite a number of contributions on stochastic NLS with the Gaussian noise, the theory is
much less well-developed in the case where the driving noise has jumps. Recently de Bouard and Hausenblas
in [17] studied the existence of martingale solutions of the stochastic NLS driven by a Lévy-type noise but they
considered the case of focusing nonlinearity and linear noise in H?(R™). Brzezniak et al. in [6] constructed
a martingale solution of the stochastic NLS with a multiplicative jump noise by using a variant of the Faedo-
Galerkin method. Comparing our work with [6], we would like to point out three main differences. Firstly,
the current paper establishes the stochastic Strichartz estimates for the stochastic NLS driven by Poisson
random measures and use them to prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to stochastic
nonlinear Schrédinger equation, while the other paper proves the existence (but not the uniqueness) of
weak martingale solutions to stochastic NLS using the compactness method and the generalization of the
Skorokhod-Jakubowski theorem from [5] and [28]. Secondly, the current paper deals with solutions with the
initial data from the L? space, while the other paper deals with solutions with initial data belongs to the
energy space H'. Thirdly, the current paper is setup in the whole Euclidean space while the other paper is
on a compact Riemannian manifold. The common feature of both papers is the use of stochastic equations
with respect to Lévy noise in the Marcus canonical form, which is in comparison with [17]. An important
consequence of this is that the solutions constructed in both papers have their mass, i.e. the L?-norm, a.s.
preserved. Let us point out that BrzeZniak and Manna [8] recently proved the existence of weak martingale
solutions for stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equations with pure jump noise also in the Marcus canonical
form.

We believe that the study of the stochastic Strichartz estimate in this paper may generate new insights
about SPDEs with jump noise in the future. For instance, recently the authors [32, Proposition 3.4] proved
the boundedness of stochastic convolution of Stokes operator in L*(0,T; L*(D)) in a very similar spirit and
established the existence and uniqueness of solutions of 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation in certain
Sobolev spaces of negative order. See also [31] for similar results of stochastic quasi-geostrophic equations.
We also expect that our investigation of Marcus canonical stochastic NLS equation may shed some lights on
the analysis of stochastic partial differential equations perturbed by jump noise.

Let us formulate our main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Letp>2,0< 0 < %, r =20 + 2 such that (p,r) is an admissible pair, i.e. the conditions
(2.5-2.6)) below are satisfied, and ug € LP(Q, Fo; L>(R™)). Under Assumption 2.1, there exists a unique global
mild solution v = (u(t)), t € [0,T] of (1.1) such that

w € LP(Q; L°°(0,T; L2(R™)) N LP(0, T; L (R™))),
and u(-,w) € D(0,T; L(R™)) for P-a.a. w € Q. Moreover, we have for all t € [0,T],
Hu(t)HL2(Rn) = HUOHLz(Rn), P-a.s.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce some notations and assumptions
and investigate the stochastic Strichartz estimate. Section 3 is devoted to studying the truncated equation
and proving the local existence and uniqueness of (2.1). In the last section, we first prove that the L?-norm
of the solution in (1.1) is conserved and get a uniform estimate of the solutions of the truncated equations
in LP(Q; LP(0,T; L"(R™))). Finally, we establish the existence and uniqueness of global solutions.
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2. Notations and Strichartz estimates

Let (,F,F,P), where F = (F,);>0, be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypothesis. Let
L(t) = (L1(t), -+, Lin(t)), t > 0 be an R™-valued pure jump Lévy process with Lévy measure v, i.e.
L(t) = fot [ 2N (ds,dz), where B = {z € R™ : 0 < |2| < 1} and N is a time homogeneous Poisson random
measure on R x (R™ — {0}) with o-finite intensity measure v satisfying [, [2?v(dz) < oc.
Based on the definition of the Marcus canonical integral from [25, 26], equation (1.1) with the notation
© is defined by
du(t) =i[Au(t) — Mu(t)[*7u(t)]dt +/

: [@(z,u(t—)) ot )}N(dt,dz)

m (2.1)
+/ [@(z, u(t)) —u(t) + iz zjgj(u(t))] v(dz)dt, t>0,
B =
with ®(z, ) being the value at time ¢ = 1 of the solution of the following equation
0P
8t (t,z,x) 12’2]93 (t,z,z)), @(0,2,2)=x. (2.2)

We make the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.1. (1) Let T € (0,00), n € N and (Si)ter denote the group of isometries on L*(R™)
generated by the operator iA.
(2) For each 1 < j < m, there exists a function g; : [0,00) — R of class C* such that g; is given by
9;(v) = 3;(Jy|*)y, y € C. We also assume there exist constants L1, Ly > 0 such that for all x,y € C

(max |g;(x) = g;()| < Lalz —yl, (2.3)
max g7 (2)gr(x) — g;(y)gr(y)| < Lalz — yl. (2.4)

1<j,k<m

Remark 2.1. (1) We identify below C with R?> and denote (-,-) (resp. |-|) the scalar product (resp. the
Euclidean norm) in C =2 R2. Let us introduce the linear operator T : R? 3 (y1,y2) — (—y2,v1) € R? and
identify the operator of multiplication in C by the imaginary unit i with the operator T in R2. Given a
function g; as in Assumption 2.1 we define ¢;(y) := (ig;)(y) = g;(|y|*)Zy € R?, for y € R%. Then we
have

[0 (W)](x) = 25;(ly[*){y, )Ty + g;(ly*) Tz,  for z,y € R%.
From this it follows that
[Gg;) ) (=1gr () = 255(191*)(y, —Zar (W) Ty — 3;(Jy1*) T gr.(y)
= =255 (1) ar (y1*) (. Zy) Ty + 3 (1) g (1y1*)y
= 3;(ly")ar (1y1*)y = mjr(y),
where mg(y) = G;(|y|*)gx(|ly|*)y. Thus the above condition (2.4) is equivalent to

. < _ .
1<I§l%)<(m |m]k( ) m]k(y” = L2|.’IJ y|7 T,y € C

For Assumption 2.1(2) to hold, it is sufficient that each g; € CZ([0,00); R) and supp~(1+6)|7(0)| < oo,
fOT’j:l,"' , M
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(2) Under Assumption 2.1, there exists a measurable mapping ® : Rt x R™ x C — C such that, for each
z € R™, z € C, the function t — ®(t, z,x) is continuously differentiable and solves (2.2). In virtue of

Lemma 3.3, the stochastic integral and Lebesque integral in (2.1) are well defined.

We now state the following famous deterministic Strichartz estimates, we refer the reader to e.g. [14,
Theorem 2.3.3] for the proof. Let us first recall the definition of an admissible pair. We say a pair (p,r) is

admissible if

2. n(l - 1) (2.5)
P 2 r
and
2 <r < oo, if n=1,
2<r < oo, if n=2, (2.6)
2<r< 2 if n>3.

Notice that (co,2) and (2,-2%), n > 3 are always admissible.

Proposition 2.2. Let (p,r) and (v, p) be two admissible pairs and let v, p' be conjugates of v and p. Then
(1) for every ¢ € L*(R™), the function t — S;¢ belongs to LP(R; L™(R™)) N L (R; L*(R™)) and there exists

a constant C' such that

1S @l Lo m;nr@ny) < Cll@llL2mny- (2.7)

(2) Let I be an interval of R and J = I with 0 € J. Then for every f € LY (I; L (R™)), the function
t— Dp(t) = fg Si—sf(s)ds belongs to LP(I; L"(R™)) N L°°(J; L>(R™)) and there exists a constant C
independent of I such that

19 £l Lo (riz2@®ny) < ClUFN L (1,00 (Re)3 (2.8)
H(I)fHLP(I;LT(R")) < C”f”L’Y'(I;LP'(R"))' (2-9)

Remark 2.2. Note that inequality (2.7) is consistent with Assumption 3.1 in [10]. Take v € L*°(0,T; L*(R™)),
by (2.7) we have

T 1
[1S.—s1is,my()vs e o, 1 (mm)) = (/ HStstUsHir(Rn)dt) ’

T 1
S (/ ||StS—s’Us||pr(Rn)dt>p S C”’USHLQ(R")-
0

It follows that

T
= 11 () St—svs d ‘
LP(0,T;L7(R™)) H/o s,7](t)St—svs ds

T
S/ (115,77 (8)St—sVs Lo (0,7;L7 (rn)) S
0

t
H/ S’t_svsds‘
0

Lr(0,T;L7(R™))

T

< c/ 0] 22 ds
0

S TCOvl g (0,152 (R7Y)-

This inequality will play a key role later.



6 Z. Brzezniak, W. Liu and J. Zhu

Throughout the paper, the symbol C' will denote a positive generic constant whose value may change
from place to place. If a constant depends on some variable parameters, we will put them in subscripts.

Let p,r € [2,00) with % = n(% — %), that is (p,r) is an admissible pair. For 0 < ¢; < to, let us denote
D(t1,t2; L>(R™)) the space of all right continuous functions with left-hand limits from [t1,t2] to L?(R") and

Yiy 1] i= L™ (1, t2; L*(R™)) N LP(t1, t2; L™ (R™)). (2.10)

Then Y, +,) is a Banach space with norm defined by

to 1
[l i = 50 a6z + ([ Nl nyds) @2.11)

s€[t1,t2] t1
For the simplicity of notation, we write Y; instead of Y|y ;. Notice that Y3, £ > 0 is a non-decreasing family

of Banach spaces. That is if 0 < s < t and u € Y}, then ulp 4

< |lu|ly,- Let 7 > 0
be a stopping time. We call 7 an accessible stopping time if there exists an increasing sequence (7, )nen of
stopping times such that 7,, < 7 and 7, ,/* 7 P-a.s. as n — oo and we call (7,,)nen an approximating sequence
for 7.

Let ME(Y;) := LP(; L>(0,7; L*(R™)) N LP(0, 7; L"(R™))) denote the space of all L?(R™) N L"(R")-
valued F-progressively measurable processes u : [0, 7] x Q — L?(R™) N L"(R™) satisfying

lulB ey, = Ellull, = E( s [[u(6)l ey + / ()l ey dls) < oc.

Now we introduce the definitions of local solutions and maximal local solutions, see e.g. [29] for more

details.

Definition 2.3. A local mild solution to equation (2.1) is an F-progressively measurable process u(t), t €
[0,7), where T is an accessible stopping time with an approximating sequence (Tp)nen of stopping times such

that for every n € N,

(1) (ut)iepo,r] € D(0, 703 LA(R™)), P-a.s.;
(ii) (u(t))icjo,r,) belongs to ME(Yz,);
(iii) for every t € [0,T), the following equality holds

w(t A7) =Sipar, uo — / " Sinr, —s(Nu(s)|?*7u(s)) ds + I, (®(z,u) — u)(t A Ty)

tATH m
/ /St/\fnfs (z,u(s))) — u( +1szgj } (dz)ds, P-a.s.

where I, (®(z,u) — u) is a process defined by

L, (®(z,u) — // (0,70) St —s (z u(s A=) —u(s A1p— )]N(ds,dz).

A local mild solution (u(t))ic(o,r) is called unique, if for any other local mild solution (v(t))icp0,0) of (2.1),

we have
P(u(t) = v(t), Vt€[0,7TAo)) =1.

A local mild solution u = (u(t))o<t<r is called a maximal local mild solution if for any other local mild
solution (v(t))ie(0,0) satisfying o > T a.s. and v|jo 4 is equivalent to u, one has o =T a.s..
A local mild solution (u(t))icjo,r) s a global mild solution if T =T, P-a.s. and u € Mg (Yr).
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Now let us explore the stochastic Strichartz estimates. First we recall the definition of martingale type
2 Banach space. We say a real separable Banach space (F, ||- || g) is of martingale type 2 if there is a constant
K (E) > 0 such that for all E-valued discrete martmgales {M,,})_, the following inequality holds

sup B[ My || < K(E) Z]Elan = Myl

where we set M_1 = 0 as usual. Note that all L? spaces, p > 2 are of martingale type 2.

Let E be a separable Banach space of martingale type 2 and let £ : [0,T] x Q x Z — FE be an E-valued
F-predictable process in L2([0,T] x Q x Z). For detailed discussion of stochastic integral with respect to
Poisson random measure in martingale type 2 Banach space, we refer to [30, 31]. The Burkholder inequality
holds in this framework, i.e. there exists a generic constant C; depending only on ¢ and the constant K (E)

from the martingale type 2 condition such that (see e.g. [31, Corollary 2.4])

Etes[lé%] H/ /§ s,z)N(ds dz)H; < CqE(/OT/ZH{“(S,z)HqE u(dz)ds)

T a
+ OqE(/O /Z||§(s,z)||2E u(dz)ds) P forall2< g < oo, (2.12)

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that F is a martingale type 2 Banach space. Let p € [2,00) and & : [0,T] x 2 x Z —
L?(0,T; F) be an F-predictable process. For all ¢ > 2, we have

EH/ /§ s,z)N(ds dz)’ 0T <C,E / / I€(s, 2 ||Lp (0.7:F) (dz)ds)

eR> / [ e 2o iy v(@2)s) . (233)

Proof. The proof of this lemma is an immediate consequence of the facts that LP(R™; F) is a martingale
type 2 Banach space, and since LP(0,T; F) is isometrically identified with a closed subspace of LP(R™; F),
it is still a martingale type 2 Banach space. O

Proposition 2.5. Let £ : [0,T] x Q x Z — LQ(R";(C) be an F-predictable process. For all ¢ > 2, we have

T
E sup H/ /St $&(s,2)N(ds dz) §C'qE/ /||§(s,z)||ng(Rn)u(dz)ds
t€[0,T) (R™) 0 Jz

—|—C'qE(/OT/Z|§(s,z)||2L2(Rn)V(dz)ds)g. (2.14)

Proof. Note that (S;);er is a unitary group in L2(R™), so (S;)¢er is a Co-group of contractions. The required

result (2.14) follows from a straightforward application of the maximal inequality in [31, Theorem 3.1]. O

Now we shall establish a stochastic Strichartz inequality for the stochastic convolutions driven by the

compensated Poisson random measures which will play a major role in the study of stochastic NLS.

Proposition 2.6. Let (p,r) be an admissible pair and p,r € [2,00). Then for all ¢ > 2 and all F-predictable
process £ : [0,T] x Q x Z — L"(R™;C) in L(Q; L*([0,T] x Z; L*(R™)) N L([0,T] x Z; L*(R™))), we have

B [ [ st o)

T ) g
<C,E mv(dz)d
Lr(0.T:Lr(Rn)) — (/o /Z||§(s,z)||L2(R r(dz) S)

+Cq]E(/OT/Z|§(S,z)||g2(Rn)y(dz)ds). (2.15)
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Proof. For an L"(R™)-valued F-predictable process &, we define an LP(0,T; L"(R™))-valued function Y as

follows
={[0,T) 3t 15 7)(t)Si—s&(5,2)}, s€[0,T], z € Z. (2.16)

Note that the mapping I's : L*(R™) 3 @ — 1(, 71(-)S¢—sz € LP(0,T; L"(R™)) is linear and continuous and
Ts.(w)=T50&(s, z,w), (s,2,w) € [0,T] x Z x . So the process Y . is F-predictable. Applying inequality
(2.13) gives

q
S._4&(s,2)N(ds,dz)

Lr(0,T;L"(R™))

/ H/ / (5.7 (£)Se—s&(s, 2) N (ds, dz)}
/ H/ / o= (N (ds,dz)|” dt)%
—]EH/ /Tsz dsd)’

<OB( [ [ IO o myid2)is)
0 A
T
RIS
+E( /O /Z 1O 01 gy (025,

By using the Strichartz inequality (2.7), we have

SIS

dt)
Lr(®")

L7 (R™)

LP(0,T5L7(R™))

q
2

1Tz lLrrer@nyy = (1is,7(-)S.—s&(s, 2) || e 0,17 ®))
< |1S—s&(ss 2) | Lo (0,7;7(R))
< C||S-58(s, 2) | L2 rmy
< Cll§(s, 2) | 2 gny-

Inserting back gives

EH// _o&(s,2)N(ds, d2)]|"

T a
<C, 2 o :
oy SCE( [ [ 162D ey (az)as)

+CqE(/OT/Z||§(3,Z)||qu(Rn)y(dz)ds).

O

Remark 2.3. Although we only consider the stochastic NLS equations in this paper, similar estimates could
be achieved for other stochastic PDE models. For example, the authors in [31, 32] studied the existence
and uniqueness of mild solutions for the 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation and the stochastic 2D quasi-
geostrophic equation by separating the equations into a deterministic nonlinear PDE and a linear stochastic
PDE respectively. With some technical modifications, the above arguments can be carried over to show the
L*(0,T; L*(R?))-integrability of the stochastic convolutions of the linear stochastic PDEs of these two equa-
tions, which would guarantee the existence of solutions in L*(0,T; L*(R?)) to the stochastic Navier-Stokes

equation and the stochastic 2D quasi-geostrophic equation.

Put Ty > 0. Denote by FTo := (Fit1y)1>0 the shifted filtration. Define a new process by

Nr,(t,A) :== N(t + Tp, A) — N(Tp, A)
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for each t > 0 and A € Z. It is easy to verify that Ny, (¢, A) is a Poisson random measure with respect to

F70 with the same intensity measure v and
t ~ To+t
/ / St—s9(To + 8, 2) N, (ds, dz) :/ / Styt—sg(s, 2)N(ds,dz). (2.17)
0 Jz

Corollary 2.1. Let Ty > 0 and Th > 0. Assume that (p,r) is an admissible pair and p,r € [2,00). Then for
all ¢ > 2 and all F™-predictable process & : [0,T1] x Q x Z — L*(R™;C) in LI(Q; L2([0,T1] x Z); L™ (R™) N
L4([0,Ty] x Z); L*(R™)),

Tl q
< 2 n
B [ [ sstomn@san) o <o[B( [ [ 1660l razas)’

+E /OTI/Z|{(s,z)||%2(Rn)V(dz)ds)]. (2.18)

3. A truncated equation

In this section, we will construct a local solution of equation (2.1). Since the nonlinear term is not Lipschitz,
we will use a similar truncation argument as in [10, 15, 22] and approximate the original equation by
truncating the nonlinear term as follows. First we define a truncation function 6. Let 6 : Ry — [0,1] be a
non-increasing C§° function such that 1jg 1) < 0 < 1jg g and infer, 0'(x) > —1. For R > 1, set Or(-) = 0(5)-

Remark 3.1. If h: Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function, then for every x,y € R,
1
Or(2)h(z) < h(2R), |0r(z) = Or(y)] < Lz —yl.

Let us fix R > 1. Now we will prove the existence and uniqueness of the global solution uf to the

following truncated equation

ww=&m—{éshx%wmmewm%w@Ms

+/t/st_s (I)(Z’u(s_))_u(s_)]N(ds,dz) (3.1)

m

//Sts (z,u(s)) — u( +1szgj } (dz)ds, 0<¢t<T.

Jj=1

For the simplicity of presentation, we shall adopt the following notations for ¢ € [0, T},
t
(e (w)](t) = —i/o Se—s(Or([lully.) (Alu(s)*7u(s))ds,
t
:/ / st_s q)(z,u(s—)) u(s )}N(ds dz), (3.2)

[TE (u) //St S (z,u(s)) — u( +1szgj } z)ds.

Now let us estimate the deterministic term W (u).

Proposition 3.1. Assume that 0 < o < % and r = 20 + 2. Then for every T > 0 the function ¥E maps Yr

into itself and, for all ui,us € Yp, we have

195 (1) = OF (u2) vy < Col AIRP T [|uy — 2y (3-3)
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Proof. Let us choose and fix T' > 0. Take u € Y. Let us define 7 = inf{¢t > 0: ||ul]|y, > 2R} AT. Then 7 is
a stopping time, c.f. [4]. Observe that Or(||u|y;) = 0 for |lully, > 2R. Since t — ||ul]y, is non-decreasing on

[0,T], we have Or(|uly,) = 0 for t > 7. By applying the Strichartz inequality (2.8) and (2.9), we get

su U (u)(t ny < Cl0r(||u Mul*u / o Temy
OSé’T” F@Ollpz@ny < ClORlully:)) NulP u)|| Lo 0172 oy

I (W)l Lo 0,15z @)y < ClORully) Ml W) Lo (10,171 (&)
Collecting the above two estimates and then applying Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

||‘IJ{%(U)||Yt < CHHR(HUHY))(MUPUU)HLP’([o,T];Lr’(Rn))
SO Ml M Lo 10,1322 @)

1

_C|>\|(/OT (/ |u(t,x)|rdx)7dt)P

< CINT' = 37,

where 1 — &7 > 0. Now take ui,us € Yr. Let us define 7 = inf{t > 0 : |u;|y, > 2R} AT, i = 1,2. Without
loss of generality we may assume that 71 < 7o. Similarly, by the Strichartz inequality (2.8) and (2.9), we
obtain
R R 20 20
S 1O (ur) = Ui (u2)|| L2 @ny < CllOrlually )N w1 [*7ur = Or(|[uzlly. ) Alus]
<t<

191 (1) = CF (u)ll ooz @y < ClOR(lunlly ) Mur*7us — Or(luzlly )Nz 7us || 1o o g -

quLP’(O,T;L“ (R"))?

Combing the above two estimates and then applying Remark 3.1, Taylor’s formula and Holder’s inequality,

we get

195 (ur) = 5 (ua)llve < 2C 0w lly )M ua*7us = Or(ually ) Muz*7us|[ Ly g g oy
< 20|/ (Or (I lly) = Or(lluzlly) Muz*7uz]| o o o o,
+ QCHHR(Hul ||y)()\|u1|2‘7u1 - )\|u2|2‘7u2) HLP'(O,T;LT/ (®R"Y)

c 2041
< 2 g llur = w2llyy w2l (0 ez (&)

+ 2O P = (a7 s | 1 1 o

1—no

C g o
<2 G T F [l 75 iy 101 = allyr
+2MCoT % (|urllLe(o,rir®ey) + izl Lo, 2r®n))) 2 lua = wall Lo o,my, L (me))
where 1 — % > 0. It follows that
W (u1) — O (ug)llvy < 4NCT' ™ (2R)* [Juy — usz|ly, + 2IA|CoT ™ (4R)*|Juy — uz |y,

which proves (3.3).
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To establish the stochastic Strichartz estimates for the stochastic term W%, we need the following two

technical lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Under Assumption 2.1, the Marcus map given in (2.2) satisfies
(0, 2,y)| = |2(0,2,y)| = [yl, foralld R, zeR™, yeC.

Proof. Let us fix z € R™ and y € C. Then we have

10|90, z,y)|? B 0v(0, z,y)
§T = Re<Ta (I)(ev z,y)>

= —Re szg] ®(0,2,9)), (9,z,y)>

= _ZZJRG 1gj(|(1)(9 z y)l ) (evzvy)vq)(evzvy)>

Jj=1

= - Zgj(@(@,z,y)|2)Re[<I)(9,z,y)1<1>(9,z,y)] =0,

where we used the following fundamental identity:

Re(iu, u) = Re[i(u,u)] = Reliju|*] =0, ueC.

For the simplicity of notation, for each s € [0,T], z € R™, y € C, we denote

g(S,Z,y) = (I)(S7Z7y) -y
H(s,z,y) = O(s,2,9) —y+1>_ 2;(y)

For abbreviation, we let G(z,y) = G(1, z,y) and H(z,y) = H(1, z,y).

Lemma 3.3. Under Assumption 2.1, there exist CL,,C2,,C3 C* >0 such that for all y,y1,y2 € C and all

z € R™: |zlgm < 1,
G (z,9)| < Cp,|2lrm |y
|G(2,y1) — G(z,y

2)| < Crlzlwem [y1 — vo|
|H(2,y

|

)l

)| < Colz[zm [yl
|H(2,51) — H(z,y2)| < Cp 2[R ly1 — u2]

Proof. Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we deduce

900500 =1900,50) =01 = | [ 3 e, Bl 2|

< |Z|Rm/ (Z|g] (a,z,y))] )5da

§|Z|RmL1m%/ |®(a, z,y))|da

S
< Jzlem Lam[yls + 2ln Lim? / 1G(a, =, y)|da,
0
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where in the last two steps we used assumption (2.3) and the definition of G. Applying the Gronwall lemma
yields
1
G (s, 2,9)| < sm? Ly |z|gm|yle™? sLrlzlem (3.14)
which proves (3.10) with s = 1. Similarly, we have
|g(8727y1) - g(S Z y2)| - |(I) S Z yl) Y1 — (I)(S,Z,yg) +y2|

_’/ Z—lzg QJ (a z,y1))—gj(<1>(a,z,y2)))da‘

1 (3.15)
<lelan | (Z 195(®(a,2,91)) — 0;(®(a,,92))) " da
< m%|z|RmL1/O |®(a, z,y1) — ®(a, z,y2)|da.
Taking the second and the last expressions of the above inequality we deduce that
(5, 2,51) — ®(s, 2,52)| < |y1 — yo| + m?|2]am L /OS |®(a,2,41) — ®(a, 2, y2)[*da.
Applying the Gronwall inequality we get
|D(s,z,91) — (s, 2,y2)| < |y1 — yﬂesm%lzlmmh. (3.16)

The required result (3.11) is obtained on inserting (3.16) back into (3.15) and putting s = 1. Observe that

m

H(z,y)| =191, 2,y) —y+1Y_ 2g;(v)|

j=1

= ‘ /01 - _Zm:zj [igj(‘b(a, Ly)) — igj(y)} da‘

_‘/ Z / 1gﬂ 2| (—13 zrge(@( ,y)))dbda’.

k=1

We now apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Assumption 2.1 and (3.14) to obtain

m m 1 m

)] = [8(0L2) — 5 413 20,0
j=1
[ o)

§L2|z|ﬂ2w/ / (Zm:Zm)b %) )%dbda

j=1 =1

<miafofin [ [ (1l +160.20) ) baa
0 0

1 a 1

m 5

:5L2|z|§m|y|+mL2|z|ﬂim/ / bm’® Ly |z|gm |y|ce?* L1172 dbda
0 0

=

351800, 2,9) )20, 2, ) ) B(b, 2,)| ) dbda

k=1

1 a
m 1
— 5L2|z|§m|y| +Cm%L2L1|z|]§m|y|/ / be™? L1t dbda
0 0

1
where O3 = Ly + LiLym3 K [ [+ be™* L1bdbda.
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A similar argument using assumption (2.4) yields

m m

[H(z,91) = H(z,90)| = |B(1,2,41) —y1 +1 Y 295(u1) — (1, 2,52) + 92 =1 295 (1)
j=1 j=1

= ‘ /01 zm:zj [igj(q)(a, z,y1)) —igj(y1) — ig; (®(a, 2,92))) + igj(yg)} da‘

1 m .
_ d(lgj)(<1>(b,z,y2))(—i)izkgk( (b 2 )) dbda
do £
S/O /Oa ;ZJ%Zk{ddl%)(@(b,z,yl))(_lgk)( (b, 2,91))
B dgc%)((I)(bvzvm))(—lgk)((l)(b 2, 12) ”dbda
2 NN d(ig;)
< |z|gm ; /O (;;‘ 15 (®(b, z,71)) ;Zkgk (b, 2,01))
d(ig;)

= 9090 (3, 2, 10)) (1) 3 10 00 220)) ) b

k=
m m 1
<L2|Z|Rm/ / ZZ\@ (b, 2,y1) — (b, 2, y2)| )2dbda

1
< mLlelfw/ / ly1 — yoet™? Flem L1 dpda
0 0

< Cplzlgm v — 2,

1
where C} = mLy fol Jo €™* E1dbda and the proof of Lemma 3.3 is concluded. O

Proposition 3.4. Under Assumption 2.1, for every T > 0 the function WE maps M (Yr) into itself and

for all uy,us € Yr we have

P
E[ W5 (u1) — U5 (u2) ][}, < Cpm (T2 + T)E[ur — ua|fy,.

Proof. Let us choose and fix T' > 0. Take v € Y7. By using Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 3.3 we have

T P
E sup [ @5 ()t 2gn <CpIE(/O /B||‘1’(Z=u(8))—U(S)H%2(11@)1/(012)018)2

t€[0,T]
T
+CZ,IE(/ /||<I>(z,u(s))—u(s)||’£2(Rn)l/(dz)ds)
o JB
< CpnB( [ [ lehnllu(s) Faenypid)ds)
+Cpm E / /|z ke [|u(s) L2(Rn)u(dz)ds)

E
< Cpn (% + BNl (( [ (@) + [ [ofBnrta)

r
< Cpm(T? + TIE|uly,
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from which we also deduce that Wi(u) is L?(R")-valued adapted with cadlag modification, see e.g.[31,
Theorem 3.1]. Here we also used the fact that [ [z[R..v(dz) < [ [z[gnr(dz) < oo for p > 2.
By applying Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 3.3 we get

T P
BIBE ) o mr ey < CoE( [ [ 19022 u9) = u(s) aenyv(d2)as)

—I—CZ,E(/OT/B||<1>(z,u(3))—u(s)||’£2(Rn)u(dz)ds)

T
< ol [ [ Io (o) e i)

T
+ CpmE( /0 /B B (5) Gy () )
< Cpm(T? + T)E|ull},

Thus we infer that

E[ U5 (W, < Cpm(T? +TE|ullf,
Take now ui,us € Yp. By Propositions 2.5 and 2.6, Lemma 3.3, applying similar arguments as before we
obtain
E sup [[W5(un)() — W) (]2,
t€[0,T]
p
<c, E / / G (2, u(5—)) — G(z,u2(s—))||%2(Rn)u(dz)ds) ’
+ CpIE/ / |G (2, u2(s—)) — G(z,ug(s—))Hiz(Rn)u(dz)ds
g
O;D m(T2 +T)E||u1 u2||Loo(0T] :L2(R™)) / |Z|le/ dl / |Z
<Cpm(T% + T)E|ur — uz|,.,
and

EH‘IJg(Ul) - Wg(UZ)H;ZP(O,T;LT(Rn))

T P
<GE( [ [ 16G 1) = Onlually, )G a9 ey (d2)a)

T
+GE( [ [ 16 ua(s) = Onllualy, )G e ) 2 gy (d2)at)
< Cpn(T% + T)E[ur — ua|,
Combining the above estimates gives that
E[ U5 (u1) — OF ()|}, < Cpm(T? + T)E|jus — ualf},

This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.4. g

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that Assumption 2.1 hold. Then for every T > 0 the function Wi (u) maps Yr

into itself and for all ui,us € Yr we have

15 (u1) — W5 (uz)llyr < CnTllur — uzlys.
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Proof. Let us choose and fix T' > 0. Take u € Y. Observe that

s 198O = sup || [ [ st

te[0,T]

<c / J G s ptd2)as

T
<o [ ([ R(@2)) ) s ds
0 B

< CuTlullye ( [ Iefinr(ds)).

By applying Remark 2.2 and Lemma 3.3 we obtain

w5 (u >||LPOTL7~<W>>—H//S~ zu(s))v dzd!mm(m
_H/sts/qu Jy(dz) )ds|
<
<o ['] [ G, a

< Cn / / |22 ( dz))”u(S)HL2(Rn)dS

< CuTlulys ( [ Ienrtas)).

L2(R™)

Lr(0,T5L7(R™))

It follows that

15 () lve < ConT llullys-
Take now w1, us € Yr. Again by using Remark 2.2 and Lemma 3.3, we can show that

sup (| W5 (u1)(t) — U (u2)(t)| 2y
0<t<T

T
<c / / 1 H (2 01(5)) — H (2 ua(5))l| 2y v(d2)dls
<Cpn / / |2 [Rm v ( dz)) lu1(s) — ua(s)|| L2 @n)ds

S OmTH'Lbl - uQHyTv

and

195 (ur) = U5 (u2)ll Lo o,r50r @ny)

—H/S” /qul — H(z,us(s))v dz)d}
gc/o H/BH(Z,ul(s))—H(l,uz(s))u(dz)‘LQ(Rn)ds
<c [ N [ Fet@2)) " 5) = )l s

< CmT”ul - u2||YT'

Lr(0,T;L"(R™))

Combining the above estimates gives that

15 (u1) — W5 (uz)llyr < CnTllur — |y

15
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The proof of Proposition 3.5 is now complete. O
We are now ready to present the main result in this section.

Proposition 3.6. Letp >2,0< 0 < %, ug € LP(Q; L2(R™)) and (p,7) be an admissible pair with r = 20+2.
Under Assumption 2.1, for every T > 0 there exists a unique global solution u™ in LP (Q; L>(0,T; L2(R™))N
LP(0,T; L"(R™))) to equation (3.1).

Proof. We will carry this out in two stages.

Step 1. Define an operator by
TR (u)(t) := Spuo + U (u)(t) + U5 (u)(t) + Ui (u)(t), te€[0,T].

We will construct a unique solution by the Banach fixed point theorem. Combining Remark 2.2, Proposition
3.1, 3.4 and 3.5, we see that for every T, the operator I' maps from ME(Yr) into ML (Yr). Now let us show
that if T is sufficiently small, which will be determined later, then this operator is a strict contraction in the

space Mg (Yr). It follows again from Proposition 3.1, 3.4 and 3.5 that
ITR (1) = TRu2)llagz vy < [Col MR TY " 4 Cpon (T8 +T) + CT| 1t = wzll gz v

If we choose Ty sufficiently small (depending on R, o, p, m) such that

_no P 1
ColANR¥ Ty ™% 4 Cpon(Tg + To) + CTo < 3

then T'F is a %—contraction in the space ME(Yr,). Hence by the Banach fixed point theorem, there exists a
unique solution uf® € ME(Yr,) satisfying u® = T'F(uf?). Note that one can always find a cadlag modification
of Ult(uft) in L2(R"), see e.g. [30, 31]. We will identify W& (uf) with this modification. It follows that the
solution u® is cadlag in L2(R™). This is the unique solution in MF (Y7, ) of equation (3.1) restricted to [0, Tp].
Step 2. We will extend the solution to [0, T] by induction, c.f. [11]. Define j = [Tl0 + 1]. Assume that
for some k € {1,2,---,j} there exists uft € ME(Yz,) such that
uff = TR (ul) on [0, kTy).

First let us define a new cutoff function by

O (u)(t) := Or(e(u)(1)),

where

S

S)(t) = (117 syt ey + 14l st o))

+max{ sup |Jup(t)z2n), sup [lu(s)||pz@n }-
0<t<kTy 0<s<t
Consider the following operator
TF(u)(t) = Seuft (kTo) + UiF (w) () + 3" (u)(t) + T ()(t), w € MEuy, (Ya). (3.17)

where for t € [0, Ty} and u € M,r, (Yr,),
(W ()] (1) = — i / S1-o(OF (u)(3)) (Au(s) 7 u(s)) ds,
(W5 ()] (1) —/0 /B Si-s[®(z,us—) — us- ] N (ds, 1),
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[W5F (u)] (1) :/o /BSt—s[(I)(Z,Us) —Us + ij:212jgj(us)}v(d2)d3-

All the arguments in Step 1 can be reproduced. Take v1,vo € M2

FETo

(Yr,). Let us define 7; = inf{t > 0 :
v;)(t) > 2R} ATy, i = 1,2. Without loss of generality we may assume that 7, < 75. By following the same
g y Y y g
line of argument as used in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we infer that
R,k R,k
W77 (vr) — W97 (v2) [lv,

< 2G| O (1) ()len (5) 27 0n (5) — O (v2) (3)]wa(s) 27 va ()

L?'(0,T5L" (R™))
< 2N[C| (OF (1) (5) — O (12)()) lea(5) 27 vs(5)

L2 (0,72; L7 (R™))

+ 2N C|[OF (w1)(3) (Jo1 ()71 (5)  loa(s) P eals) |

L7’ (0,71;L™ (R™))
C 1-ng 20+1
< 2|)‘|ETO * vr = vallva, ||v2||LZ(0,72;Lr(Rn))

1-22 20
+2\NCoTy % (Jv1llze(o,minr®ny) + v2llLe,msLr@ny) " 11 — v2ll Lo, r;Lr (7))
1_no 1_no

<ANCTy ™ 2 (2R)*|Jor — vallyay, + 2IACoTy ™ 2 (4R)*7 [y — vallyy,

20 1_%
< Co’l)‘|R To ”'Ul - U2||YT0'

Now using the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.4 and 3.5 and applying Corollary 2.1, we

obtain

R,k Rk P
E[@y"" (v1) = ¥ " (v2)lly,, < Cpm(T? + T)E|vy — ey, (3.18)
1955 (1) = U5 (02) vz, < ConT o1 = w25, (3.19)

Hence we conclude that

T3 (v1) = FkR(U2)||MFPkTO (Yry)
< (CLINR> Ty~ % + Cpn(TZ +To) + CmTO} o1 = v2llar,, vy)-

Note that the constant is the same as in the first step. It follows that F,}f is a %—contraction in the space
M]PI‘)kTO (Yr,). Let v,f+l be the unique solution satisfying v,};_l = I‘kR(v,};_l). Then we construct a solution as
follows

W () = ufi(t), for te[0,kTy]
k+1 - U}Z_l (t — kTo), for te [kTo, (k + 1)T0]

and so on, recursively. Notice that u/}, | is F-adapted, cadlag in L?(R™) and we have E[jug, ||§’,(k+1)TU <
Therefore, we obtain that ufﬂ € ME(Yis1ym,)-
Now we shall show that u/f, | is a fixed point of I'* in ME(Y{x41yr,)- Let t € [kTo, (k + 1)Tp]. Define

t:=t — kTy. Then we have

ukRH(t) = Ulirl(f) = FkR(UI]jJrl)(f)
_ R Rk, R - Rk, R - Rk, R -
= Spup (kTo) + 017" (1) (1) + W5 (vph1)(8) + W57 (031 (F)
= SiSkryuo + S;UT (ufl) (kTo) + UiF (vf 1) (E) + S5 (uff ) (kTo) + U3* (vf 1) (F)

+ SpUE () (KTo) + U5 (01 ()
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Observe that B([[ufy,) = O([uf, |y,) for s € [0,KTy] and OF(vF, ,(5)) = Br(l[ufy, i, ..) for s € [0, T0]
It follows that

kTo
ST () (KTo) + U (uf!, ) (F) = — 15, / Sty ((Br ([l v, )M uft () 27 ult(5)) ds
—i / S;_ s (OF (0 )(s) A0 ()27 0By () ds

kTo
— i / Seu(Or(llult s

v Ak ()77 ugy (s))ds

i
- i/o St s (Or(lugtr iy AUy (BTo + )7 ugl; (KT + s))ds

t
== [ S Onlufa v A (927wl () ds

Similarly, by using (2.17), we can prove

SpUg (ud) (KTo) + 5™ (01 (8) = W5 (uflyy) (2)
SpUE () (KTo) + U5 (0 1) (F) = WE (uff ) ().

Therefore, we infer for ¢ € [kTo, (k + 1)T0]
sy (t) = Se—suo + UL (ur' 1) (8) + U5 (ur 1) (1) + U5 (wi ) (1),

which shows that ukRH is a fixed point of I' in Mg (Y(k+1)1, )- Therefore ul = uf is the unique solution to
(3.1) on [0,T]. O

By using the above results for the truncated problem (3.1), we can derive the existence and the unique-
ness of local mild solutions for the original equation (2.1). The following arguments are standard. One can
also see [29, Proposition 1] for analogous arguments of proving the existence result for maximal local mild

solutions to stochastic nonlinear beam equations.

Proposition 3.7. For each k € N, let up € ME(Yr) be the solution of (3.1) provided by Proposition 3.6
with R replaced by k. Define a stopping time 1 by

7 = inf{t € [0,T] : ||u*|ly, > k}, (3.20)

with the usual convention inf() = T. Then

(1) For k <n, we have 0 < 7 < 7y, P-a.s. and u*(t) = u"(t) P-a.s. for t € [0, 7%].
(2) Define u(t) = u*(t) for t € [0,7k] and 7o = limy oo 7. Then (u(t))ie(o,r.) is a mazimal local mild
solution of (2.1).

(3) The solution u is unique.
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Proof. For any n € N, by Proposition 3.6, there exists a unique global solution w™ in Mg (Yr) to equation
(3.1) which satisfies

u"(t) = Spup — i/o Si—s(6( v )Au™(s)[*u"(s))ds

b [ ] s [oGun(s-)) - w(s-)] Fids,a2) (3:21)
L }
/ / Si—s | P(z,u™(s)) —i-lz,z]g] } v(dz)ds, P-as.

for t € [0,T). For k < n, set Tk, = Tk A T,,. Hence by the definition of 6,,, we have 6, (||u"||y,) = 1 and
O (||u®|]y,) = 1, for t € [0, 7x.n). It follows that on [0, 7% ,) we have

ul(t) = Syug — i/t S (A (s)[>7ul(s))ds + /t/ St—s [@(z, ul(s—)) — ul(s—)| N(ds,dz)
/ /S’t 5 (z,ul( —l—IZng] ] (dz)ds, P-as. forl=k,n.

The uniqueness of the solution to equation (3.1) implies that u®(¢) = u™(t) P-a.s. on {t < 7%, }. Let ®(u')
denote the right hand side of (3.22). Note that the value of ®(u') at 74, depends only on the values of u!

(3.22)

on [0, 7k.,). Hence we may extend the process u! from the interval [0, 7%.,) to the closed interval [0, 7%.,] by

setting

ul(Tkyn) = @(ul)(Tkyn) = S5, U — i/ﬁm STk’n,S(/\|(ul(s)|2g(ul(s))ds + 1, (CI)(z,ul) - ul)(Tkyn)
Y (3.23)

/ / Tk, n*S Z ul( + 12»2;93 :| dZ)d S, P-a.s.

Jj=1

where I,  (®(z,u) — u) is a process defined by

ITk’n(@(zu // (0,7 St—s (zu(s/\mn )) —ul(s A Thn— )}N(ds,dz),

for 0 <t < T. Therefore, combining the above two equalities (3.22) and (3.23), we deduce that the stopped

process u!(- A 7,) satisfies

tATK n
U (t A Thon) =Star ., to — i/ Sinron—s (At (s)[P7ul(s))ds + Ir, , (®(z, u') — u) (¢ ATi)
0

— m (3.24)
+/ / L [fl)(z,uls) —ul 1Y 2 (u )} (dz)ds, P-as.
0 B ’ j=1
Since Aul(Ti.n) = [ 10,7, ]Sk {fb(z,uémk )= uls,\%n } ({rrnt,dz), forl = k,n and ®(z, s/\‘rk )=
uf, . _ coincides with ®(z, Unr, —) = Uinr, ,— o0 [0, Tk p], we infer that
uf = u"™ on [0, 7k ). (3.25)

Hence, by the contradiction argument, we can show that a.s.
T < Ty if kK <.

So the limit lim, o0 T =: Too exists a.s. Let us denote Q¢ = {w : lim,,—,00 7 = Too } and note that P(Qg) = 1.
Now we define a local process (u(t))o<i<r., as follows. If w ¢ Qo, set u(t,w) = 0, for 0 < t < 7.

If w € Qo, then for every ¢ < 7o (w), there exists a number n € N such that ¢t < 7,(w) and we set
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u(t,w) = u™(t,w). In view of (3.25) this process is well defined, (u(t)).c(o,,] € Mg (Y7,) and it satisfies for
te0,T]

u(t A 7n) =Star,uo — i/ h Senrn—s(Au(s)*7u(s))ds + I, (®(z,u) — u)(t ATy)

. m (3.26)
/ / St/\‘rnfs (z,u(s)) — u( +1ZZJ9J } (dz)ds, P-a.s.
j=1
where we used the fact that because of (3.25), for all 0 <¢ < T,
I, (®(2,u) —u)(t) = I, (B(z,u") — u")(1).
Furthermore, by the definition of the sequence {7,}22; we infer that a.s. on the set {7, < o0},
lim |jully, = lim [jully, >limn =00 P-as. (3.27)
t, " Too n—o00 n n

Using arguments similar to that in the proof of [29, Proposition 1], we can prove that (u(t)):e[o,r..) is a
maximal local mild solution of (2.1).
The uniqueness of the solution follows from the construction of the solution and the uniqueness of the
solution to the truncated equation.
O

4. Existence and uniqueness of a global solution to stochastic NLS in Marcus
form

In this section, we shall prove the global existence of the original equation (1.1). To do that, first we show
the L?(R")-norm of the solution is preserved. Then we establish uniform bounds for solutions of (3.1) in

LP(0,T; L"(R™)) by using again the deterministic and the stochastic Strichartz inequalities.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that Assumption 2.1 holds. Let p > 2, 0 < 0 < %, 1 <n < oo, (pr) be an

admissible pair with r = 20 + 2 and ug € LP(Q; L?(R™)). For k € N, let u* be the global mild solution of
equation (3.1) with R replaced by k. Then we have for all t € [0,T],

Huk(t)HLQ(Rn) = ||U0||L2(Rn) P-a.s.

Proof. According to the Yosida approximating argument, we can always approximate (3.1) by equations

having strong solutions. To do this, let us introduce

Fut) = p(pd = A)7 0 (lu® ;) Mu® (6)27u (),
Gi(z,t) = p(ul — A) M@ (2, u" (1)) — uP(t-)),

and

Hp(z,t) = plpl — A) 7 [@(z,u(t-)) = uF(t=) +1)_ 25 (u”

j=1

Then the equation
E(p\ — A0k k k v k
duy, (t) = iAuy(t) + f;(t)dt + /B G (z,t)N(dt,dz) + [ H;(z,t)v(dz)dt,

B
g (0) = p(pl — A)~'u(0),
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has a unique strong solution. By the properties of the Yosida approximation, it’s easy to see that

lim E sup ||u (t) — uk(t)||%2(Rn) =0. (4.1)
H=00  +€]0,T]
Define a function 1 : L2(R"™) 3 u %||u||%2(Rn =2 [on ul u(z)dz € R. Then we have
V' (u)(v) = Re(u, v) p2@ny = Re(u(z)v(z))dz.
Rn

Applying the It6 formula to the function v and the strong solution uﬁ, we obtain
W (ugs(£)) = ¥ (uy (0))
t
= [ e i) - fs)ads
0

t r k(o k 5 B uk o - o do
+/O/B_¢(u#(s )+ GP(z,t) — P(uk( ))}N(d dz)
b [ [t s) + Gl ) = k(=) = 0 (b (6) Gl g | (2}
0o JB *

+/0/B-<¢I(Uﬁ(5))7Hﬁ(z,t)>L2(Rn):|y(dz)dS
/ Re(u (), 1(5)) 2y ds = / Re(uf (s),i%(s)) g2y ds

o [, Tl waiten;

L2 (Rn)

AL EES R

1
L2(R") - §||UZ(S—)||2L2(Rn) — Re<ul’j(s),Gﬁ(z,t)>L2(Rn)]y(dz)ds

—|—/0 /BRe<uﬁ(s),HZf(z,s)>L2(Rn)u(dz)ds

/ Re(uf (s),17(5)) 12y ds

// G|

L2 (Rn)

1 ~
— 5l (5= 22 | N (ds, d2)

1 ~
— S luf (=) ey | N (ds,d2)

2 1
k k 2
+ [ [ [+ i >\L2(W)——||uu<s—>||Lz<Rn>
+ Re(u Z zjgi(u LQ(RH)} v(dz)ds,

where we used the fact that Re(u(s),iAu(s))p2 = 0, since iA is skew-self-adjoint in L?(R™).
By using (4.1), the Itd isometry property of the stochastic integral and the Lebesgue Dominated Con-

vergence Theorem, we get as u — oo (passing to a subsequence if necessary)
t
/ Re(uf (), 165 ([[u¥]|v. ) £ () 2oyl

—>/ Re(u”(s), 10k (|[u® ||y, ) Au®(s)[>7u"(s)) p2(gnyds  P-as.

[ [z

1, & ) .
L2(R™) N EHU#(S_)HL?(Rn) N(ds, dz)
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t 1 1 ~
— [ [ [G19Gat s Dagen) = 3llet ) e | Vs ) Peas.

[l el

1
= Sl sz gn

L2(R™)
+Re<u (s), 0k ( ||u Ily;)i szgj >L2(Rn)}l/(dz)ds
Jj=1
o [ [ o0 Dl — Sl 6
LS ) (&)
+Re<u (s), 0 (||u*lv,) 1szgj L2(Rn)}y(dz)ds P-a.s.
j=1

Therefore, using these limiting results and (4.1), we obtain
W) = 0 0) = = [ Rl 600, I ) (5) s
//'w¢mt Dy = I (5 e | F (s, 02)
o 5n¢caukw—om%%R@~—1nu%s—n@aR@
+ Re(u Z zjg;(u L2(R")] v(dz)ds.

Let us observe that by (3.4)
1D (2, u)l|F2mny = l[ull72(gny, for all u € L*(R™), z € R™. (4.2)

Since Re(iu,u) = 0 for u € C, we have

i S)uiz ngj(uk(t))>L2(Rn) =0.
and

Re<uk(s), 10y (

b Ys)/\|uk(5)|20uk(5)>L2(Rn) =0.
Consequently, we obtain
DUt (t)) = P(ug) =0,

which finishes the proof.
O

We are finally ready to present the proof of Theorem 1.1. Similar arguments of Schrodinger equations
with gaussian noise are given in [15] and [22]. Our approach is different from these papers as we introduce

some stopping times which we think are essential in the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us choose and fix p > 2,0 < 0 < %, r = 20 + 2 such that (p,r) be an admissible
pair, i.e. the conditions (2.5-2.6) are satisfied. And finally let us choose and fix an initial data wg such that
ug € LP(Q, Fo; L?(R™)). Let us recall that ) is the coefficient from equation (1.1). Let us choose and fix
T > 0. It is sufficient to show that the stopping time 7o, from Proposition 3.7 is equal, P-almost surely, to
T.
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Let (u)ren be the sequence of solutions of (3.1) provided by Proposition 3.6 with R replaced by k as
in Proposition 3.7.
Step 1. We first prove that u* is uniformly bounded in L?($2, L?(0,T; L"(R™))), i.e. we will show that

there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
Sngllukllip(oyT;U(Rn)) <C. (4.3)
Recall that by (3.2) u* is given by
uF(t) = Spug + U () () + U (uF)(t) + U5 (W) (@), te(0,T).
By Proposition 2.6, Lemma 3.3 and L?(R"™)-norm-preserving property in Proposition 4.1, we have, for ¢ > p,

T a
BN @) O o gy < CaB( [ [ 10005 (5)) = 0¥ () 32 o v (d2)dls)
(0.75L7 (&™) .

T
+ CqE(/O /B @ (2, u"(s)) — uk(s)Hqu(Rn)u(dz)ds)
< Com (T + THE[6* | 0.17.2237)) = Cam (T + T#)E||uo|F2gny < 00

(4.4)

Let us fix w € © and take Ty (w) € (0, 7] whose value will be determined later on. Applying similar arguments

as in Proposition 3.1, 3.4 and 3.5, we have
k
||u H]ZP(O,T;C ;LT (R™))
< ISsuoll o 0.1 - @ny) + 1T o (0 e @y + 195 W 0.1, 2 @y + I C5 @)L 0,11
A="2)p | k| p(20+1)
< CHUOHLz R™) + O|/\|T 2 [|lu ||1[7,p(0 Ty L7 (R™)) + ||‘IJ2 (u )HLp(oka;Lr(Rn)) + CmTk ”uk”Loo([o,Tk];Lz(Rn))

(1-2zz 20+1
= CllwollZe@ny + O|/\|T =Py kHI[),(P(OJFTk)'LT(R" + ||‘I’l2€(“k)||ip(o T LT(JR" )+ Cn T w72 gn)

1— (20+1
= [(c+Cn Tp>||uo||p ey IS 0 oy | + CNTE F PN EC0ED ) (4.5)
1— (20+1
< M) + CNT T F Pk G s
where

Ml;[k (w) = (C + CmTlf)||“0||i2(Rn) + ||\I’g(uk)||ip(o,Tk;Lr(Rn))- (4.6)

Also let us denote
My (w) = (C+ OmTp)HuOHIZ,z(Rn) + ||qJ§( )”Lp 0,T;L7(R"))" (4.7)

Consider a function f defined by

1 (o
f(fE):M—FW.’EQ +1_./L'7 :L'ZO

Here M > 0. Obviously f”(z) > 0, for all « € [0, 00), it is convex on [0, c0). Notice also that
F(0) = M >0,

f2M) =M + W@MW“ —2M = ——

f(4%-2M)=M+

1 M
0
3 ="

4% 00 uE o =m0
- 20 . — 20 . =
4(2M)20( a) -0
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By the intermediate value theorem, there exists two points cq,co with 0 < ¢ < 2M < ¢y < 435 - 2M < 00
at which f(c1) = f(c2) = 0. Therefore, we can conclude that

f(z)>0if and only if 0 < x < ¢; or & > ca. (4.8)
Recalling that by assumptions 1 — 22 > 0, we choose the required value Ty (w), w € €, to be
Th(w) = T A (ACIA(2My(w))2) 707 (4.9)
With this choice we infer that C|\|Tj(w) 5P < W. Note that the above definition of T}, is
equivalent to T, < T and .

CINTY ™ ()% <

4 x 220°
Replacing My by M kT * and using (4.6), the above means
(1-27 20 1
Cl)‘|Tk [(C + C Tp)||u0||L2 R7) + ||\If§( )”Lp (0,Tx; L™ Rn))} < W'
This inequality suggests that we can replace T} which is not a stopping time by a stopping time oy, defined
by
1

20
mf{t € 0.7 O {(04_ Omtp)HuoHiz(R") T H\Ijg(“k)HiP(o,t;U(R”)J Z ix 2

}. (4.10)
Observe that Ty < 0. Clearly, (4.5) still holds with T}, replaced by 0. That is

o 20’ 1
< M7 (W) + oy F Pk p2et D)

HukHip(()g ;L7 (R® T(Rn
0k LT (R™)) LP(0,04;L" (R™))

. 1 knp(20+41)
< M k(“)"’ 4(2Mzk)20-”u HLP(O,gk;LT(R”))'

Since X; = HukHIZ,P(O,t;LT(R")) is continuous in t € [0,00) and Xy = 0, by the property (4.8) of the function

f discussed above, we infer that

[l < <2M7F(w). (4.11)

k
IZr (0,07 7))

Substituting M/* into the above gives

||uk||ip(0)a—k;LT‘(Rn)) S 2(0 + Cm(O'k) )”UO”Lz (R™) + 2||\If’2€(uk)( )”LP(O or; LT (R?))"
Then we define a sequence Ui for j =1,--- as follows. For j = 1 we put o}, = 0. For j = 2 we define o7 is
the infimum of times after o}, such that the above condition holds but the initial time 0 is replaced by the

initial time a,ﬁ. To be more precise, for j = 1,2, -+, we define

ol = inf{t € o], T):

_no ; : 20 1
CIAI(t = )5 (O + Cunlt = o)) fur (oD oy + IS @O, sy | > T )

By the definition of ak, we infer JJH - ak > Ty, for each j. Let N = | Tk] Then we can see that ai =T, for
j=N+1,N+2, .. Since Ui is a stopping time, the following equality holds for ¢ > oi,

uH(t) =S, (u* (o) —1/ Si (O ([u¥lly ) (A () P2 (5)) s
/ [ st 5-)) - k)| Wi az) (112)
/ /St s|P(z,u ( +1izjgj } z)ds.

Jj=1
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Hence, applying similar arguments as above inductively gives, for j =1,--- | N,

||uk||12p( i oIt Lr(Rr)) = (C+ Cm (0, AR Ui)p)H“k(Ui)Hiz(Rn) + 2”\I}g(uk)(')Hip(aipiﬂ;y(w))
< 2Mk:(w)7

where we used the L?(R™)-norm-preserving property of u; from Proposition 4.1. Thus,

N
T
P P p _
Huk||Lp(o7T;Lr(Rn)) < ||uk||LP(Q7O—}C;L7‘(Rn)) + ]2 HukHLP(Ui’Uf;H;LT(Rn)) < 2(Tk + 1)Mk
1
= 2Mj, + 2T (4C|\|(2M},)*7) 7507 My,
=2My + Cp p a0, 7( M) @ L,

Put 6 = m + 1. By applying (4.4) with g = p, pf respectively, we obtain

E||Uk||ip o.7:rr(®n) < ZEMk + Chp o rE(M)"
< 2(C+ CnT")Efjuol o) + 2ENLE ) 200 s )
+ Crnpror(C+ Cm Tp) IE||U0||L2 ® T Cn,p,A,o,TE||‘I’§(uk)(')HZZ(O,T;U(R")) (4.13)
< OmprBlolliagen) + OmmpororEllial ey
< Connpnerr (Bl + Elluol 5557) = 1.

Here the constant p depends on T" and ||uo|| 2(rn) but is independent of k. Hence we proved (4.3).

Step 2. Recall from Proposition 3.7 that 74 is defined by 71, = inf{t € [0,T] : ||u¥|ly, > k}. By using
the result we obtained in the first step, we deduce that

P(Tk = T) = IED{ sup ||uk(t)||L2(Rn) + ||uk||Lp(07T;LT(Rn)) < k}
0<t<T

2PE supg< < |[uF(t )||L2(Rn + 2p]E”Uk”Lp 0,T;L(R"))

>1- =

2PE||’U,Q||L2 (R™) + 2pp
kP '

Hence we have
P(roe = T) 2 P( U {r = T}) = lim P(m, =T) = 1.
—00

Thus we infer that 7., > T', P-almost surely. Since T was arbitrary, this shows u(t), t € [0, 00) is a global mild
solution. Moreover, by Proposition 3.6, 3.7 and 4.1, P-a.s. the following holds: ||u(t)||2rn) = ||uo||L2(mn) for
all t € [0,00), u € D([0,00); L*(R™)) and, for every T > 0, u € LP(Q; L>(0,T; L*(R™)) N LP(0,T; L"(R™))).

O
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