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Well-posedness of martingale problem for SBM
with interacting branching

Lina Ji* Jie Xiong'and Xu Yang?

November 28, 2021

Abstract

In this paper a martingale problem for super-Brownian motion with interactive
branching is derived. The uniqueness of the solution to the martingale problem
is obtained by using the pathwise uniqueness of the solution to a corresponding
system of SPDEs with proper boundary conditions. The existence of the solution
to the martingale problem and the Holder continuity of the density process are also
studied.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let M(R) be the collection of all finite Borel measures on R. Let C7'(R) be the collection
of all bounded continuous functions on R with bounded derivatives up to nth order. We
consider a M (R)-valued process (X;);>¢ satisfying the following martingale problem (MP):

for ¢ € CZ(R), the process

Mi(¢) = (X, 9) — (Xo, 0) — /Ot <X37 %¢"> ds (1.1)

is a continuous martingale with

(M(@)), = / (X, 11, )82 ds, (12)

*Department of Mathematics, Southern University of Science and Technology, Shenzhen, China.
Email: jiln@sustech.edu.cn.

TDepartment of Mathematics & National Center for Applied Mathematics (Shenzhen), Southern Uni-
versity of Science and Technology, Shenzhen, China. Email: xiongj@sustech.edu.cn.

School of Mathematics and Information Science, North Minzu University, Yinchuan, China. Email:
xuyang@mail.bnu.edu.cn.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.02295v1

where 7 is the interacting branching rate depending on the density process. The notation
(v, ¢) denotes the integral of the function ¢ with respect to the measure v. In this paper
we assume Xo(dz) = po(x)dr with pg € L*(R), where L?(R) is the space of functions f
such that [, f(2)?dz < co. When ~ is a constant, the process (X;);o is a super-Brownian
motion. In this case the well-posedness of the MP (1] [[2]) was established by the
nonlinear partial differential equation satisfied by its log-Laplace transform. Moreover,
a new approach for the well-posedness of the MP was suggested by Xiong [21], in which
a relationship between the super-Brownian motion and a stochastic partial differential
equation (SPDE) satisfied by its corresponding distribution-function-valued process was
established. The weak uniqueness of the solution to the MP (1], [2]) was also obtained
by the strong uniqueness of the solution to the corresponding SPDE in [2I]. See He
et. al [9] for the case of super-Lévy process.

While the superprocesses with interaction are more natural since the branching and
spatial motion for many species depend on the processes themselves. When the spatial
motion is interactive, the well-posedness of the martingale problem was studied by Don-
nelley and Kurtz [4], see also Perkins [I5, Theorem V.5.1] and Li et. al [I2]. Uniqueness
for the historical superprocesses with certain interaction was investigated by Perkins [15].
Furthermore, the superprocesses with interactive immigration were studied by [2] 7, [17],
see also Li [II, Section 10]. The well-posedness of the martingale problem for the in-
teractive immigration process was solved by Mytnik and Xiong [I4]. See also [22] for
the well-posedness of the martingale problem for a superprocess with location-dependent
branching, interactive immigration mechanism and spatial motion.

However, the hard case for the superprocess with interactive branching was rarely
investigated. We are interested in the case of v(us, ) = v(us(z)), ie., the interactive
branching mechanism depending on the density process (i (z))i>0.cr. However, in this
case the well-posedness of the MP (1] [[.2)) is still an open problem. The weak uniqueness
of the solution to the MP (1], [2]) is very difficult to prove. As a first step, throughout
this paper we assume -y satisfies the following condition:

Condition 1.1. Fized integer n > 0. For —oo =ag < a1 < -+ < ap, < Apyq1 = 00, let

( ) g?(/’l’s(ai+1))7 ai§x<ai+17 ’i:07-.. ’n_17
YHs, T) = 00
ggl <fan /st(y)d’y) ,  Ap <z < o0,

where g;, 1 =10,--- ,n are positive continuous bounded functions from R, to R,.

The existence and Hélder continuity of the density process (u¢(z))i>0..cr are investi-
gated in this paper, which satisfies the following SPDE:

%Mt(l’) = %Aut(x) + Mt(x)V(Mtax)W(tﬁf)’ (1.3)

where A denotes the one-dimensional Laplacian operator and {W(¢,z) : t > 0,z € R} is
a time-space Gaussian white noise based on the Lebesgue measure and the dot denotes
the derivative in distribution sense. The existence of the solution to the MP (L1l [L2)
is given by showing the existence of the solution to ([I3]). Moreover, we show the weak
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uniqueness of the solution to the MP (1] [L2) in Theorem 4l The main idea is to
relate the MP with a system of SPDEs, which is satisfied by a sequence of corresponding
function-valued processes on intervals. The weak uniqueness of solution to the MP follows
from the pathwise uniqueness of the solution to the system of SPDEs, see Section 3.
Throughout this paper we always assume that all random variables defined on the same
filtered probability space (2, #,.%;,P). Let E denote the corresponding expectation.

The main results of this paper without special explanation are stated as below.

Theorem 1.2. (Ezistence) There exists a M(R)-valued continuous process (Xi)eso sat-
isfying the MP (11, [I.3). Moreover, X,(dx) is absolutely continuous respect to dx with

density p(z) satisfying (L3]).

Theorem 1.3. (Joint Holder continuity) Suppose that (fu(x))i>0zer satisfies (L3) and po
is Holder continuous with exponent 0 < A < 5. Then [0,T] x R 3 (¢,2)— () is Holder
continuous with exponent \1/2 in time variable and with exponent Ay in space variable,
where A1, Ay € (0,1/2). Namely, there exists a random variable K > 0 only depending on
A1 and Ay such that

() = pe(y)| < K(Jt = M2+ e —y[*),  t,r€[0,T], 2,y €R,
Theorem 1.4. (Uniqueness) Assume g, is 5-Hdolder continuous with % <pB<1, e,
for some constant K. Then the weak uniqueness of the solution to the MP ({11, [L2) holds.

Remark 1.5. Taking n = 0 in Condition [I1, the branching rate depends on the total
mass process, i.e., the quadratic variation process of the martingale defined by ([I.1I) is

t
(M) = [ (X )X s, (15)
The well-posedness of the MP (11, [Z1) is a corollary of Theorem[1.2 and[1.3).

We introduce some notation. Let Xy be the Hilbert space consisting of all functions f
such that

W%:Aﬂ@%”M<m

We denote the corresponding inner product by (-, -),. Let Z(R) (resp. (a1, az)) denote
the Borel o-algebra on R (resp. (ai,az)). Let B(R)™ (resp. Cy(R)T) be the collection
of all bounded positive (resp. bounded positive continuous) functions on R. Let Blay, as]
be the Banach space of bounded measurable functions on [a, as]. For f,g € Blay, as] let
(f.g) = faaf f(z)g(x)dz. Define Cylay, as] be the set of bounded continuous functions on
[a1, as]. For any integer n > 0, let C}'[ay, as] be the subset of Cyay, as] of functions with
bounded continuous derivatives up to the nth order. Let C(ay, as) denote the subset of
C}'lay, as] of functions with compact supports in (ay, as).
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the proofs of
Theorem and [[3 The weak uniqueness of the solution to the MP (L] [L2), i.e., the
proof of Theorem [[L4] is given in Section 3. Throughout the paper we use V to be the first
order spatial differential operator, use K to denote a non-negative constant whose value
may change from line to line. In the integrals, we make convention that, for a < b € R,

b 00
/ = / and / = / .
a (a,b] a (a,00)

2 Proofs of Theorem and

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorem and[[L.3] The existence of the solution to
MP (L1, 2] is obtained by the existence of the corresponding density process. Moreover,
the Holder continuity of density process (u¢())i>0.zer is given by a standard argument.

Lemma 2.1. The martingale defined in (LIL.3) induces a (F;)-martingale measure
{My(B):t>0,B e B(R)} satisfying

/ /¢ M (ds, dz), t>0, ¢ € CF(R),

where M(ds, dx) is an orthogonal martingale measure on R xR with covariance measure
ds [ [V(Xs, 2)8.(dx)d.(dy)]| Xs(dz).

Proof. Notice that ~ is bounded by Condition [Tl By the MP (LT}, [[.2]), one can see that
E[(X:,1)] = (Xo, 1) < co. For each n > 1 we define the measure I';, € M(R) by

/ ds / V(s (dx)]

with ¢ € B(R)". Then I'y(¢) < K []'E[(X,,1)]ds is bounded for each n > 1. The
rest proof follows by changing ¢(z) = 7v(us, 2) and H(z,dv) = 0 in the proof of Li [11]
Theorem 7.25]. We omit it here. O

Let Ty(z, dy) be the semigroup generated by A/2, which is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure dy with density p;(z,y) satisfying

1
pi(w,y) = pi(r —y) = Nz

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that (p(x))i>o0zer s a solution to (L3) with po € L*(R). Then
for every t > 0, we have E[{y, 1)] < oo.

o l7—ul?/(2t)

Proof. By (LL3) we have

(1) = (o, 1 / / V@ i D)W (ds, de).



Notice that \/xr < x + 1 for any x > 0. By Holder’s inequality one can check that

t
E[{(u, 1)] < (po, 1) + E /\/us )y (s, x)W(ds, dx)

s [ )]

< K+K/O E ({1, 1)) ds

The result follows by Gronwall’s inequality. O
Similar with Li [T, Theorem 7.26, Theorem 7.28|, we have the following result.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that (X;)i>o is a solution to the MP (11, [L2). Then for
each t > 0 the random measure X(dx) is absolutely continuous respect to dx with density
wi(z) satisfying ([L3). Conversely, assume that (pu(x))i>o0zer s a solution to (L3]) with

po € LA(R). Then (X;)i>o satisfies the MP (1.1, [1.3).

Proof. Suppose that (X;);>o satisfies the MP (LIl [.2)). By Lemma 2] and the proof of
[T, Theorem 7.26], we have

(Xed) = (Xo.Tid) + [ t [ Ti-sotontas. ao),

where M (ds,dz) is an orthogonal martingale measure defined in Lemma 211 Recall that
7 is bounded by Condition [Il Let ¢ € Cy(R)™* and set p(z, z) = 0 for all t < 0. For any

n > 1 we have
B[ [ ot | [ st = P 2) X )]

<KE /¢ dz//ptsx—z (dx)ds}

< K sup ¢(2) E[(X, 1)] ds = Ksup ¢(2)Vt < oc.

z€R 0 \/27m(t—s) z€R

Then by stochastic Fubini’s theorem (e.g., see Li [IIl Theorem 7.24]), we get (X;, ¢) =
fR pe(x)d(z)dr with

wy(x) = /pt(:c—z,uo dz—i—//pts — z)M(ds,dz).

By El Karoui and Méléard [5, Theorem III-6], on some extension of the probability space
one can define a white noise W (ds, dz) on R, x R based on dsdz such that the following
holds:

:ut( ) <,U0>pt T — / / ,Us IUS> Z)pt—s(x - Z)W(d57 dZ), (2'1)

which implies ([L3]).



Conversely, suppose that ju,(z) satisfies (L3)) with py € L*(R) and denote X;(dz) =
p(z)dz. It follows from Lemma 22 that X; € M(R) almost surely for every ¢ > 0. For
any ¢ € CZ(R) one can check that

(Xo, ) = / u(2)p(x)de

= [ m@otas+3 [ [ niors s

v/ t [ G Gz (ds. de)

1 t
= (Xodh+3 [ (Xd)ds + (o)

with (M (¢)), satistying (L2), which completes the proof. O
Now we show the existence of the solution to (L3]). For any 7" > 0, let m > 1 and
tr, = kT/m with k = 0,1,--- ,m. Define a sequence of approximation by
ti At
) = pofe) + 3 [ B + Z V) [ Gl ) s s, 22)
k 1
where

Gon() = / Pres (& — 1) (/9] A m)dy

is a Lipschitz function on [0, 00) for fixed m > 1 and lim,, oo Gy (2) = /x for all x > 0.
For all m > 1 and x > 0, one can check that there is a constant K > 0 such that

T T 1/2
G(o) < [ oo = 9)(0L+ o)y = 1+ B Bia]) <1+ [E (B )]
R
<1+A+2H2<K(z+1) (2.3)
where (B});>0 is a Brownian motion with initial value z. For any k = 1,---,m, con-

ditioned on %, |, it is well known that there is a strong unique non-negative solution
{pi*(z) 1 t € [ti—1,t),x € R} to

) = 0y [ s PG [ oo

see [Il, Theorem 5.1]. Therefore, the process (" (x))i>0.er is the unique strong solution
to (22).
Let J(z) = [y e ~WWlp(z — y)dy, where p is the mollifier given by p(z) = Cexp{—1/(1 —

)}1{|m|<1}, and C is a constant such that [, p(z)dz = 1. Then for any n > 1, there are
constants ¢,, and C,, such that

cpe 1 < JM (1) < Cel®l VzeR, (2.4)

see (2.1) of Mitoma [13]. We may and Will replace e~1#l by J(z) in the definition of the
space X, and define (f, g), = [5 f( (x)dx for any f,g € CZ(R).



Lemma 2.4. Assume that o satisfies [, po(x)*J(x)dx < oo for some p > 1. Then for
every T' > 0, we have

sup E { /R u?(x)QpJ(x)dx} < 00.

0<t<T,m>1

Proof. Using the convolution form, the solution u}"(x) to ([2.2)) can be represented as

/ A )G (sl — W (ds,dz). (25)

pi'(x) = uo,pt T —

tk/\t
t_1 N\

By Holder’s inequality we have

t
ds

P (2)*pres (@ — 2)*dz
R

1 (2)°pees(z — 2)dz
R

<K/ 27r(1t—s / QRS

<K / m“ / W) sz — 2

with 1/p+ 1/¢ = 1 and p,q > 1. By the above inequality, (2.3)) and Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy’s inequality one can see that
2p:|

E { / - / S DGl ()P — 2)W (ds, d2)

< KE [ / J(z)dz / [ G ) Ppecsfo = 2 ]

p

SKIE[/ dx/ds/us 24+ 1)p,_ S(x—z)2dz}

<K+ KE / ds/ / (2)%p_s(x — 2)dz
27 (t —

< K+ KE / = ds/us 2pdz/ J(u+ 2)pi—s(u)du
7T

< K+K/O mE UR ,u?(z)%J(z)dz] ds.

By ([24) we have J(u + z) < J(z)e/"l which implies the last inequality, since

/R e"prs(u)du < / Telpy (w)du = E [e"P] < K

R

r/q

t—s

)dz

LAt




for 0 < s <t <T, where B; is a standard Brownian motion. Moreover, we have

2p

(o, pelx =) J(@)dr = [ J(@)dz | | pi(x —2)no(2)dz
/ forene
< /RJ(x)dx /Rpt(x — 2)po(2)*Pdz

Combining the above inequality, we have

< KAMO(Z)2PJ(Z)dZ < 0.
E [ /R ,u;”(:c)zpj(x)dx} <

[ / ,usm(:c)zpj(x)dx} ds.
R
[terating the above once, one can check that

E{Aur(x)ZPJ(x)dx} < K+K/ [/ ) (z)da ]dr/: (t_sl)(s_r)ds
§K+K/ [/ (2)%J (x )d]dr.

The result follows by Gronwall’s inequality. O
We proceed to proving the tightness of (™) in C([0, 7] x R). Denote

/\MU%IJK%U@@»%ﬂ@—%WVM&W) (2.6)

Lemma 2.5. Assume that po satisfies [, po(x)* J(x)dz < oo for some p > 1. For fized
0<a<1andT >0, there is a constant K such that

tieAt

t_1 N\

E[lv)" () = v (2) ] < K(t —1r)™/?
forall0 <r<t<T.

Proof. Recall that v is bounded by Condition [[1 By (23], (Z.8) and Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy’s inequality one can check that
|

[pr_s(:c —2) — p_s(x — 2)]* [ (2) + 1] dsdz
+KE [ / / 1(2) + Upe_s( — 2)?dsd> p}

= I7"(t,r) + 13'(t,r).
By [16, Lemma I114.5], for any 0 < s < r <t < T and § € (0,1/4), there is a constant
K = K(T) > 0 such that

E () - )] < KE||

[pr—S(x - Z) - pt—s(x - Z)]2



< K(t—r)°(r —s)730/2 [pr—s(z — 2)270 4 pp (7 — 2)2_5} : (2.7)
By |21, Lemma 1.4.4], we have

/ /pr (&= 2) = ol — 2)Pdsdz < K[t — |12

and f: Ja pi—s(z — 2)%dsdz < K|t — r[*/%. From (27) and Lemma 24 one can obtain that

B | [ s [Inesto =2 = st = PP

< 5001 [ =025k [ [t = 27 4wt = PP
<K(t-r)° /OT(T — 5)7%/2qs </R[Pr_s(x — ) 4y (x— 2)4—25]€zdz) i

([hreprea:) 1/2]

<K({t—-r)° [/ (r — )"/ gs 4 / (r—s)" %2t - S)_(3_25)/4d8}
0 0
< K(t—r).

By Holder’s inequality, it implies that
"(t,r) < KE [/ ds/ prs(x —2) — pr_s(x — z)]2|,u;”(z)|pdz]

p—1
|:/ /pr s ZL’—Z — Pi— S(I_Z)] deZ:| —|—K(t—r)p/2
r) TR K (=) (2.8)

Similarly, by Holder’s 1nequahty and Lemma 2.4 one can see that

e[ [ [ hrrn e - asa]
el [ as [ [rersea:] " [ st aytelay 1/2]

< K/ ) s = K(t — 1)/,

which implies that

I (t,r) <KE{//|,U8 )NPpi—s(z — 2) dsdz] [/ /ptsat—z dsdz]

-1

+K(t—r) p/2
< K( _ )1/4+(p 1)/2 + K( _ )p/2. (2.9)
The result follows. U

Similar with above, we have the following result.
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Lemma 2.6. Assume that iy satisfies [ pio(x)*J(x)dz < oo for some p > 1. For fived
0 < B <1, there is a constant K such that

E [|v"(x) = v"@)[*] < K|z —y|™
for any x,y € R.
Proof of Theorem By (2] one can check that

(@) = (po, pe(z — ) + 1" (x).

By Kolmogorov’s criteria (see [I0, Corollary 16.9]), Lemma and Lemma (2.6 for
each fixed T, K > 0, the sequence of laws of {u}*(z) : (t,x) € [0,T] x [-K, K|} on
C([0,T] x [-K, K]) is tight, and hence, has a convergent subsequence. By the stan-
dard diagonlization argument, there exists a subsequence (g™, W,™*) which converges to
(e, W) in law on C([0,T] x [—K, K]) for each K and T'. Therefore, (p;"", W );>o con-
verges in law as k — oo. Applying Skorokhod’s representation (e.g. [6l, Theorem 1.8]), on
another probability space, there are continuous processes (ji;™*, mmk)tzo and (fi, VAVt)tZO
with the same distribution as (uy™, W,™*) and (u:, W;), respectively. Moreover,

("™, thk)tzo — (fue, VAVt)tEO

almost surely as £ — oo. Recall that there is a unique strong non-negative solution to
Z2). For any f € CZ(R) with |f| + |f”| < KJ, we have

) = o)+ 5 [ s

tiAt
/ /,/ (A5 2) Gy (05" (2)) f (2 YW (ds, dz).
1Nt

It follows from Lemma Iﬂl that for every ¢ > 0, we have

i B | [ 1) - o) P de] =0 010,
and
Ogtil;?@lE {/R[ﬂt(x) + " ()] J(m)dm} < o0, (2.11)

since po(x) € L?(R). Then by the above and dominated convergence theorem, we have

E| / (s = . )as| < [ s [l ) ()] .

as k — o0o. Recall that ~ satisfies Condition [[LIl Thus,

0 / VAl D@ ()W (ds, dz) ]

<1ce ([ [ e <x{s[[ [ e dsdz]}”lm
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It thus follows from [23, Lemma 2.4] that

e d) = o)+ 5 [ o s [ [ VG ARG W s ).

That completes the existence of solution to (IL3]). By Proposition 23] one can see that
Xi(dx) = py(x)dx satisfies the MP (L], [L2), which implies the conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem [I.3l Assume that (u:(x))i>0.er is a solution to SPDE (L3).
Then it also satisfies (2.I]) by Proposition 23] For any 0 < r <t and p > 1, we have

Elluts) = @) < K| [ e = 2) = polo - Nl
/t/pt_s(x — z)\/us(z)W(ds,dz)rp}

+KE[ | [oie =2 = et = VG s, 2
= K(L + LI+ I3).

2p

+KE |

.

Recall that pg is Holder continuous with exponent A\ < 5. Similar with the proof of [8]
Theorem 1.1], by Hélder’s inequality one can see that

B = | [ e =) = pola = Dualz)ee]

— ’E[uo(:c + B,) — po(z + B,)] ‘zp < KE [|Bi— "]

1:2
< e 2=ndr < K(t — r)’\p

2pA 1
K/R = 27 (t — )

where (B;)i>o is a standard Brownian motion. Moreover, similar with (2.8) and (Z3]) one
can see that

t
I, < KE “ / /pt_s(x - z)2us(z)dsdz‘p} < K(t —r)Y/4+e-0/2,
r JR

and

Is < KE U /07‘ A[pr_s(x —2) = pi_s(x — 2)]Pps(2)dsdz p] < K(t — r)+0-D/2

with 0 € (0,1/4). Then there exists o € (0, 1) such that
B[n(e) — i (2)[7] < Kt =)+ Kt =) 07002 4 (1 — )
< K(t—r)?/? (2.12)
Similarly, for any x,y € R we have
E [|p(2) — ()] < Kl =y + K|z —y| (2.13)
with 8 € (0,1). For t,7 € [0,7] and =,y € R, notice that
E [|ue(@) — ()] < KE [[ue(2) — pe(2) ] + KE [|e(2) — e ()] -

Combining with the above, (212) and (ZI3), the result follows from Kolmogorov’s con-
tinuity criteria (see e.g. [19, Corollary 1.2]). O
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3 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

In this section we show the weak uniqueness of the solution to the MP (LI} [L2]) under
Condition [Tl The main idea of uniqueness is to relate the MP (1] [[2) with a system
of SPDEs, which is satisfied by a sequence of corresponding function-valued processes
(u)¢>0, 1 =0,1,--- ,n. The weak uniqueness of the solution to the MP (L1l [.2) follows
from the pathwise uniqueness of the solution to the system of SPDEs.

For a solution (X})¢>o to the MP (LIl [L2)), we define the function-valued processes as
ul(z) = Xi((a;, 2]), a; <x < apy1, =0, ,n. (3.1)

In Proposition B.1] we show that (B.1]) is a solution to the following system of SPDEs:

( ' ' t 1 ' t ul(z) '
uy () = ugy(z) +/ —Aul(x)ds +/ / 9i(Vuy(air))Wilds, dz), (3.2)
T € az,am) i=0,,n—1;
uy(x) = ug(x) + / —Aul( ds—l—/ / 00))W,(ds, dz), (3.3)
x € [a,,00).
wla) =0, i=0,1,-,n,
4 ; (3.4)
\ vufﬁ (al) = VU;(GZ), = ]-7 y 1
where u?(00) := lim, o u?(x) and W;(ds,dz), i = 0,--- ,n are independent time-space

white noises on Ry x R, with intensity dsdz. The pathwise uniqueness of the solution to
the above system of SPDEs is obtained in Proposition 3.3

The system of SPDEs (82 B3] can be understood in the following form: for any
¢; € C%lag, aiy1] with ¢;(a;) = ¢i(aiy1) =0, i =0,1,--- ,n— 1, and ¢, € C¢la,,o0) with
On(an) = ¢n(00) = 0 (given ¢n(00) := limyo0 @n(x)), we have

(

(il i) = (1t ) + = / ({1, 67) + 6i(ais1) Vit (aigr)]ds
v (3.5)
/ L oot (Vo) Wilas. o)
<
(s n) = (s0) + 3 [ it 0
b e e (3.6)
—i—/O/O / 1{z§ug(x)}¢n(x)dxgn(u?(oo))Wn(ds,dz).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that (X;)>0 is a solution to the MP (L1, [[.3). Then {u! :
t >0,z € a;,a;41)},i=0,1,--- ,n defined as [BI)), solves the group of SPDEs (3.2[3.3)
with boundary condition (3.4]).
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Proof. For any ¢; € C3(a;,a;11) withi=0,1,--- ,n— 1, by integration by parts, we have

1

(i) = = (X ) = ~M(00) — (Xo.0) — 5 [ (Koot ds
0

. 1 [t
= —Mi(s) + (up, ) + 5 /0 (uf, ¢i") ds.
Thus L
is a continuous martingale. By Lemma 2.1l we have
t
o) = [ [ o)uds,da)
o Jr

with
(—M (), = / 0Vt (a511)) s / 6u(2)2 X, (dr)
t ' ul(ait1) ,
- / 0:(Vi (a140)) s / o (y) )2y

t [e%s} a1 2 )
0 0 a;

where u’(y)~! denotes the generalized inverse of the nondecreasing function u’, that is,
uy(y) ™" = sup{z € [a;, ai1) :uy(e) <yl
Moreover, for ¢,, € C?(a,,o0), one can see that

1

M) = (07 0) = () =5 [ o) ds (39

is a continuous martingale with

(M (), = / (" (00))ds / ()X (d2)

_ / t / N ( / °O 1{y<ug<x)}¢;<x>daz)zgnw;(oo))?dsdy.

Similar with Lemma 21l the family {—M;(¢;) : t > 0,¢; € C3(a;,a;11)} determines a
martingale measure {M;(B) : t > 0, B € %(a;, a;1+1)}. Moreover, for ¢; € C3(a;, a;11) and
¢; € C3(a;,a;+1) with ¢ # j, we have

M) -M), = [ a5 [ 202X [ o) [ 6w
- | s [ 1006 Xld) =0

13



By El Karoui and Méléard [5, Theorem III-7, Corollary III-8], on some extension of the
probability space on can define a sequence independent Gaussian white noise W;(ds, du),i =
0,---,n on (0,00)? based on dsdu such that

Ai+1
—M, () / / / Lia<ui(2) }gb )/ (X, x)dzW;(ds, dz)
flz+1 ul(x)
_ / 2)dz / / (Vi (asr))Wi(ds, d2) (3.9)

for any ¢; € C2(a;,a;41),i=0,--- ,n— 1, and

—My(¢y) /¢ d:v// 00))W,(ds, dz)

for any ¢, € C3(ay,,00). Then [3H) and (B.6]) follow from the approximation method and
Lemma in Appendix. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (u}})i>o satisfies (B3). Then (u}(00))i>o satisfies

t o pug(eo)
uy (00) = ug(00) +/0 /0 gn(ul(00))W,(ds, dz). (3.10)

L o=2?/(2) gand let

Proof. Recall that py(z) = =

q; (y) == pe(x + an —y) —pi(z — an +y)
for t > 0 and =,y > a,. Then ([B3) can be written into the following mild form:
uf(z) = (ug,q;)

/ / / Lacun )07 (Y)Y | gn(uf (00)) W, (ds, dz) (3.11)

for any x > a,. By a change of variable, we have
W) = [ W@l +an— ) = ple = an+ y)ldy
= / uy(z + an, — 2)pe(2)dz — / ug(z — x + an)pe(2)dz

—00

— ug(00) /_OO pe(2)dz = ug(00)

and
/ Lizcup (34— (Y)Y = 1izcup (o)}
as r — 00, which ends the proof. O
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Proposition 3.3. (Pathwise uniqueness) Suppose that (us)i>o and (U)o are two solu-
tions to (3.3,[3.3) satisfying the boundary conditions B.4). If ug(x) = tg(x) for allz € R,
then P{uy(x) = @y (x) for allt > 0 and x € R} = 1.

Proof. The pathwise uniqueness of the solution to (BI0) holds by [3, Theorem 2.1]. More-
over, the pathwise uniqueness of the solution {u}(z) : t > 0,2z € [a,,00)} holds for (3.3)
by [24, Theorem 1.4]. That implies the strong uniqueness of (Vu}(a,))i>0. By the proof
of [24] Theorem 1.4] and induction method, one can get the pathwise uniqueness of the
solution to (B2) for i = 0,1,---,n — 1. The proof ends here. O

Proof of Theorem [1.4] The result is a direct conclusion of Proposition B.3l O

4 Appendix

In this section we give some results about the process (u:(x))i>0.4cp0,1) satisfying the fol-
lowing SPDE:

uy(x) = up(z) + / —Aug(x ds+// g(Vus(1))W(ds,dz),

where ¢ is a positive continuous bounded function from R, to R,, and W(ds,dz) is a
time-space Gaussian white noise with density dsdz. Let ® € C?(0, 1) satisfies 0 < & < 2
and fol ®(z)dr = 1. For k> 1 and x € [0, 1] let

hi(z) == /0 . O(2)dz - / 1 O(2)dz. (4.1)

Then hy € C?(0,1) for all k > 1.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that f € C[0,1] with f'(1) and f'(0) exist. Then
Jim (f;hy) = f(0) = £(1),  lim (f, b)) = f'(1) = f(0).
—00 k—00

Proof. Observe that for each n > 1,

1

hi(x) = k:@(k:a:)/ O(2)dz — ka7 1@ () /ka D (2)dz, x € 0,1].

k

Then by change of variables and dominated convergence, as k — oo,

(f, hL) /f k:@k:a: / dz d:)s—/f kah 10 (x )[/kacp(z)dz}dx
= [ rwme /y/k) vl - [ s 0] [ " a(epi]

converges to f(0) — f(1), which gives the first assertion.

15



In the following we prove the second assertion. Observe that
1
hl(z) = k*® (k) /k ®(2)dz — 2k% 2" 10 (k) D (2F)
kx
—[k(k — 1)2* 2@ (2") + k2> 2@/ (2F)] / ®(2)dz
0

= My 4(2) — 2Ma g (2) — M y(2). (4.2)

By change of variables and dominated convergence again, as k — oo,
1

[ 0@ = sonna = [ s - sore)| [

ykk—Fk

q)(z)dz] dy

S ) /0 y® (y)dy = — f(0) (4.3)

and

(y'/¥)
[ 1@ = s = / =k~ D ey

(4.4)
Similarly, as k — oo,
1
/ [£(2) = F(D M (o)
f l/k l/k-—-l)[k_l(k __1> —l/kqw )
1/k _ 1 ) Y
k.yl/k
+y<k—1 /()] - | / @(2)dz] dy
0
1
=+ 1) [ nyl@l) + v )ldy =~ (1) (1.5
0
Applying integration by parts and the fact 0 < ® < 2 and supp(®) C (0, 1),
1 1, ko " 1 1
M, y(x)dzr = / (/ @(z)dz) : (/ @(z)dz)da: = / My (x)dx
0 o “Jo ok 0
1 k=F
- k‘/ O (ky'/*)D(y)dy = k‘/ O(ky'")®(y)dy < 4k
0 0
and
1 1 1 " k
Ms; . (x)de = —/ (/ @(z)dz) (/ @(z)dz)dx
0 0 NJak 0
1
— / My . (v)dr < 4k
0
Then combining ([A2]) with ([A3)-(4.3]) one completes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose that for each ¢ € C?(0,1), (us)i>0 satisfies

(1:0) = {0+ [ (') ds

t 00 1
Vus(1 lrocua de|W(ds,dz). 4.6
[ [ avun] [ tenmote]wias a6
Then for each ¢ € CE[0,1],

(w0 = {00+ 5 [ [0 ) + (@)

[ [T o [ ot was. @)
where
F(6) = [6(1)Vus(1) = 6(0)Vu,(0)] — [, (1)¢/(1) — u(0)6/(0)] (4.8)
Proof. Recall hy, in @&I)). For m > 1 define stopping time 7,, by

T := inf {t >0: sup |w(z)| > m}
z€[0,1]

with the convention inf () = co. Then lim,, .o 7, = 00 almost surely. It follows from

(ZQ) that
o = [ [T o] [ 1wt wias, a2

o) 5 [ (b)) ds (19)
Notice that
(e (6h)") = () + 2 (0 1)+ {1 1)
It follows from Lemma (1] that
Jim (i (6h)") = () + [1a(0)6/(0) = (1) (1)] = [6(0) Vi (0) = (1) Vs (1)
— (6"} + (o).
Thus letting k — oo in @) we obtain

(i) = o) 5 [ [l ) + ()] ds

2 Jo
tATm o] 1
+ / / g(Vu,(1)] / oo 0)de| W (ds, d2).
0 0 0
Letting m — oo the result holds. O
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