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NONLINEAR STOCHASTIC WAVE EQUATION DRIVEN BY
ROUGH NOISE

SHUHUI LIU, YAOZHONG HU, AND XIONG WANG*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we obtain the existence and uniqueness of the

2

strong solution to one spatial dimension stochastic wave equation % =
2 . .

a;T(tz’z) + o(t, z, u(t, z))W(t,x) assuming o(t,z,0) = 0, where W is a mean

zero Gaussian noise which is white in time and fractional in space with Hurst
parameter H € (1/4,1/2).
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the following one (spatial) dimensional stochastic
nonlinear wave equation (SWE for short) driven by rough spatial Gaussian noise
which is white in time and fractional in space:

Pults) _ W) 4 ot ou(t,x)W(ta), te[0.T], zeR,

u(0,2) = uo(z), Zu(0,z)=vo(z).

(1.1)
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Here W(t, z) is a centered Gaussian process with covariance given by

E[W (t, 2)W (s,y)] = %(S A (|2 + [y — o —yH) (1.2)
and W (t,z) = a‘?—;xW(t, x). The main feature of this work is our assumption that
the Hurst parameter H € (%, %) Namely, the noise is rough and fractional in space
variable and white in time variable. When the noise is general Gaussian which is
white in time and satisfies the so-called Dalang’s condition, there are some results
about the well-posedness of the equation and the properties of the solutions (e.g.
[4, 5, 10]). If we apply Dalang’s condition to fractional Gaussian noise, then we
need to assume the spatial Hurst parameter H > 1/2. When H < 1/2, namely,
when the noise is rough in space (in this case the spatial dimension must be one
dimensional), there are very limited results. The only result we know, to the best
of our knowledge, is the work [1], where the noise coefficient o (¢, z,u) = au + b is
affine. There has been no work to tackle the case when o(t,z,u) is nonlinear (or
not affine) function of w. On the other hand, when g—; on the left hand of (1.1)
is replaced by %, this is, in the case nonlinear stochastic heat equations (SHE for
short) driven by spatial rough noise, the authors of [8] studied the equation in the
case o(t,z,0) = 0. They prove the strong existence and uniqueness of solution.
This condition o(t,2,0) = 0 is removed in [11], where the authors obtained the
existence of weak solution.

Our objective in this paper is to obtain the strong existence and uniqueness of
the SWE (1.1) while we still assume o(¢,z,0) = 0. The reason we extend the work
of [8] under this condition is that one can obtain the existence and uniqueness of
strong solution (or mild solution) in a solution space which is much simpler to deal
with. It seems too much involved to remove the restriction o(¢,2,0) = 0 since in
this case we believe that we need to introduce a weighted space for the solution and
to study the interaction between the wave Green’s kernel and the weight.

Even in the case o(t,z,0) = 0 there are mainly two difficulties to study (1.1)
or its SHE analogue. The first one is that one cannot bound the L, norm of
fot J he(s,y)W (ds,dy) by the L, norm of hy(s,y), instead, one has to use the
L, norm of hi(s,y) itself plus the L, norm of its fractional derivative, where
hi(s,y) = Gi—s(x,y)o(s,y,u(s,y)) and Gi(z,y) is the heat or wave kernel. This
makes thing very much sophisticated. In particular, as indicated in [8, 11], due to
the existence of our rough noise W we need to bound |o(uy) — o (uz) — o (v1) + 0 (vs)|
by a multiple of |u; — uz — v1 + va| (which is possible only in the affine case). To
get around this difficulty the authors in [8, 11] use a priori bound of L, X Lo, norm
Esupg<; <7 [u(t, x)|€p(R) and the similar norm of the fractional derivative of u(t, x)
for the solution u(¢, ). This immediately poses a new challenge which is our second
difficulty since fot Jz he(s,y)W (ds,dy) is not a martingale in ¢ (nor it is a semi-
martingale), it is hard to bound the L, norm of supy<,<r fot Jg he(s,y)W (ds, dy)
since we can no longer use the powerful Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality. In the
case of SHE, this is overcame by a clever exploitation of the semigroup property
of the heat kernel. This idea is not reproducible in SWE simply because the wave
kernel G¢(z,y) does not have the semigroup property, unfortunately! To surmount
this barrier we shall decompose the simple wave kernel G;(z—y) to four complicated
parts so that we can bound the L, norm of supg<;<r fot Jg he(s,y)W (ds, dy) by the

L, norm of h;(s,y) itself plus the L, norm of its fractional derivative. Of course,
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one also needs to bound L, norm of the supy,<7 norm of the fractional derivative

of fot Jg he(s,y)W (ds, dy). This will be the main effort of this work. After achieving
this estimation, the proof of the existence and uniqueness of the mild solution is
routine.

In the study of fractional noise, the number 1/4 seems to be a magic number.
It appears in a number of occurrences. Here we are interested in the problem if
H > 1/4 is necessary for (1.1) to have a classical (Lq) solution. We shall provide
an affirmative answer. To this end we consider the hyperbolic Anderson model,
namely, o (¢, z,u) = u. In this case the equation (1.1) becomes

d*u(t,x) _ 9*v(tx) T
{ wie) _ O0n) Lo, 0) W (ta), te[0,T], zeR, w3

v(0, ) = ug(x), %’U(O,{E) =vg(z).

Under some conditions on the initial data, we shall prove that v(¢,z) is square
integrable only if H > 1/4. After the completion of this work, we discover that the
necessity of H > 1/4 is implied in [16, Proposition 3.4]. To make the paper more
comprehensive, we keep our alternative proof of the necessity of H > 1/4. Our
method may be useful to study the properties of (1.1) with additive noise (o = 1).
Let us also mention a recent work [3] that for the parabolic Anderson model when
the dimension d = 1 and when the noise is white in time and fractional in space with
Hurst parameter H, then H > 1/4 is also the necessary and sufficient condition for
the solution to be square integrable.

Here is the organization of this paper. In Section 2 we briefly recall some neces-
sary concept about stochastic integral and wave kernel and so on to fix the notations
used in the paper and we also state our main results obtained in this work. Sections
3 and 4 are the core of the paper. In Section 3 we decompose the wave kernel into
four parts and then we use this decomposition to obtain the necessary bound of the
stochastic integral (stochastic convolution with the wave kernel). There are a lot
of computations to obtain the bound for the stochastic convolution. We postpone
some of these computations in the Appendix A and B. Section 4 obtains the exis-
tence and uniqueness of the strong solution. Some of the computations are moved
to Appendix C for the fluency of the proof. Section 5 is about the necessity of
H > 1/4 for strong solution to exist.

Throughout the paper, A < B (and A 2 B) means that there are universal
constants Cq,Cs € (0,00) such that A < C1B (and A > C3B). We also denote
throughout the paper

A f(t,x) =
Dnft,x) =

(t+7,2)— f(t,z), (1.4)
(t,z+h) — f(t,z), (1.5)
and

Dth(t,CL') = @lghf(t,x) = @hf(t,.%' + l) - Cth(t,x)
=[flt,x+h+1)— ft,z+ D] = [ft,x+h) — f(t,2)]. (1.6)

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

Let (Q, F,P) be a complete probability space and let W = (W (t,z),t > 0,z € R)
be a mean zero Gaussian random field whose covariance is given by (1.2). For any
t>0,F =0(W(s,z),s €[0,t],z € R) be the o-algebra generated by the Gaussian
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field W. We recall briefly some notations and facts in [8] and refer to that reference
for more details.

Denote S the set of smooth functions on R} x R with compact support. For any
fig €S, define

(fr9)s = C?I/R Rz[f(t7x+y)—f(t,x)][g(t,wry)—g(tvx)]lylw’zdxdydt, (2.1)

where

oo [t ] ([ s

Let $ be the Hilbert space obtained by completing S with respect to the scalar
product {-,-)5. Let us start with the stochastic integration of elementary process
with respect to W, and then extend it to general process.

Definition 2.1. A random field f = (f(t,z), (t,z) € Ry X R) s called adapted to
the filtration Fy if f(t,x) € Fy for all (t,z) € Ry x R. An elementary process g is
Fi-adapted random field of the following form:

‘T) = Z Z 'Xi7j1(ai-,bi] (t)l(cj,dj] (‘T) )

i=1 j=1
where n and m are positive integers, 0 < a1 < by < -+ < ap < b, < 400, ¢j < d;
and X; ; are Fq,-measurable random variables for i =1,--- ,n,j=1,--- ,m. The

stochastic integral of such an elementary process g with respect to W is defined as

[ ottt =33 KW (1) @ 100.0)
R+XR

=1 j=1
= Z ZXi’j [W(bl, d]) - W(ai, d]) - W(bi, Cj) + W(ai, Cj)] . (22)
i=1 j=1

In fact, we have the following proposition (e.g. [8]).
Proposition 2.2. Let Ay be the space of adapted random field g defined on Ry xR
such that g € $ a.s. and E[||g||3] < co. Then we have the following statements.

(1) The space of elementary process defined in Definition 2.1 is dense in Ay ;
(2) For g € A, the stochastic integral fR+XRg(t,x)W(dt, dx) is defined as the

L2(Q)-limit of stochastic integrals of elementary processes approximating
g(t,x) in Apr, and for this stochastic integral we have the following isometry

equality
2
E (/ g(tvx)W(dt,d$)> = E[llgll5]-
R+><R

Now we introduce some norms and spaces used in this paper. Let (B, | - ||5) be
a Banach space with the norm || - ||z. Let 8 € (0,1) be a fixed number. For any
function f : R — B denote

Ni s = ([ 1ous@l ) 23)
4
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if the above quantity is finite, where we recall ®), f () = f(x+h)— f(z). When B =
R, we abbreviate the notation Ngf as N f. With this notation, the norm of the

homogeneous Sobolev space H? can be given by using N3 f: 113, = INsSfllL2r)

As in [8] throughout this paper we are particularly interested in the case B = LP(Q),
and in this case we denote NF’ by N p:

N pf () ( A 25dh> | (2.4)

We shall set § = % — H. The following Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality is
well-known (see e.g. [8, 11]).

Proposition 2.3. Let W be the Gaussian noise defined by the covariance (1.2),
and let f € Ay be a predictable random field. Then for any p > 2 we have

Osggr%t/o /Rf(say)W(ds,dy) e
<Cup (// sy)rdyds)z (2.5)
—OHﬁo( / [ ||©hf<s,y>||%p<m|h|2H—2dhdyds) ,

where Cyr is a constant depending only on H, ./V'%_Hmf(s, y) denotes the application
ofN%,Hyp to the space variable y and Dy, is defined by (1.5).

We introduce the solution space ZP(T'). It consists of all continuous functions f
from [0, 7] x R to LP(£2) such the following norm is finite:

| fllzo(ry =1 flzp ey + 1 f 2201y (2.6)
= sup ||f(¢,- + sup Ni_, f(t),
e [OT]H ( )HLP(QXR) re[0.7] 1-Hp (t)

where [|f(t, - ||LP(Q><R (JREl |ft$)|p]d$)1/p nd

N3 0= ([ 1907 g 220 )

It is proved that ZP(T') is a Banach space (e.g. [8, Section 4.1]).

After defining the stochastic integral, let us return to the stochastic wave equa-
tion. Since we are working in dimension d = 1, the Green’s function associated
with (1.1) is

1
Gi(x) = 51{|m|<t} , teRy , xzeR. (2.7)

Notice that G;(z) does not satisfy semigroup property.
Now we give the definitions of strong and weak solutions to (1.1).

Definition 2.4. Let {u(t,x),t > 0,z € R} be a real-valued adapted random field
such that for all fized t € [0,T] and z € R, the random field

{Gis(z —y)o(uls,y)pn(s), (s,y) € Ry x R}

is integrable with respect to W (namely it is in Ap ).
5
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(i) We say that u(t, x) is a strong (mild, random field) solution to (1.1) if for
allt € [0,T) and x € R we have almost surely

u(t,x) = th xug(z) + Gy xvo(x) + Gy ® o (-, -, u)(x)

- IO t :E / /Gt s JJ - (S,y,u(s,y))W(ds,dy), (28)
where

0
Io(t,x) I:Gt * 1)0(17) + EGt * UO(I)

x+t
:% /mit vo(y)dy + %[uo(x + 1) +ug(z —1t)]. (2.9)

(i) We say (1.1) has a weak solution if there exists a probability space with a
filtration (Q ]-" P ]-'t) an Fi- adapted Gaussian random field W identical
to W in law, and an Fy- adapted random field {u(t,x), (t,z) € Ry x R} on
this probability space (Q, F,P ]-"t) such that u(t,x) is a mild solution with
respect to (Q, F, P, F,) and W.

To obtain the existence and uniqueness of strong (mild) solution to (1.1), we
make the following assumptions on o.

(H1) o(t,x,u) is jointly continuous over [0,7] x R?, o(t,z,0) = 0, and it is
Lipschitz in « (uniformly in ¢ and z). This means YV u,v € R
sup  |o(t,z,u) —o(t,z,v)| < Clu—v], (2.10)
te[0,T],z€R
for some constant C' > 0.

One easily observes that the hypothesis (2.10) and the condition o (¢, x,0) = 0 imply
that

sup  |o(t,x,u)| < Clul, (2.11)
te[0,T],z€R

for some constant C > 0.

H2) Assume |2 o(t,z,u)| and 2 t,x,u)| exist and are uniformly bounded,
ou Oxdu
i.e. there is some constant C' > 0 such that

sup —o(t,z,u)| < C; (2.12)
te[0,7],zeR,uek | OU
2
P 20 T W < C. 2.13
t€[0,T],x€R,uck | 0TOU o ) ( )

Moreover, we assume

—o(t,x,uy) — 3U(t,:zr,ug) < Cluy — ug|. (2.14)

Sup ou ou

te[0,T],z€R

Notice that (2.10) is a consequence of (2.12). But we keep the former one in the
assumption (H1) since we shall use (H1) for the existence of the weak solution
and (H2) for the existence and uniqueness of the strong solution.

Now we state the main results of this paper.
6
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Theorem 2.5. Assume that o(t,z,u) satisfies the hypothesis (H1) and that Iy(t, x)
is in ZP(T) for some p > 77— . Then, there exists a weak solution to (1.1) whose
sample paths are in C([0,T] x R) almost surely. Moreover, for any v < H — %, the
process u(t,x) is almost surely Hélder continuous of exponent vy with respect to t

and x on any compact subsets of [0,T] x R.

Theorem 2.6. Assume that o(t,z,u) satisfies the hypothesis (H2) and that Iy(t, x)
is in ZP(T) for some p > ﬁ. Then (1.1) has a unique strong solution whose
sample paths are in C([0,T] x R) almost surely. Moreover, the random field u(t, )
is Holder continuous a.s. on compact subsets of [0, T] x R with the same exponent
as in Theorem 2.5.

Theorem 2.7. If the hyperbolic Anderson model (1.3) has a solution in ZP(T) for
somep > 2 and for some T > 0, then the Hurst parameter H must satisfy H > 1/4.

3. UNIFORM MOMENT BOUNDS

In this section, we obtain the uniform moment estimates of the stochastic convo-
lution with the noise W which appears in the definition of the mild solution. These

estimates are used later on to prove the existence and uniqueness of solution to
SWE (1.1).

3.1. Uniform moment bounds of stochastic convolution. Define

B(t, ) = / / Go_(z — y)o(s,y)W (ds, dy) (3.1)

where G¢(x) is the Green’s function associated with the wave operator (1.1), given
by (2.7).

As we mentioned before, the major difficulty here is that the wave Green’s func-
tion Gy(z) does not satisfy the semigroup property so that the stochastic Fubini
technique used for stochastic heat equation is no longer applicable (see Remark 4.3
n [11]). To get around this obstacle, we decompose it into sum of convolutions of
some ‘nice’ kernels. More precisely, we have the following simple and important
lemma which is the key starting point of our approach and which plays the role of
semigroup property of the heat kernel when the heat equation is investigated (e.g.
[8, 11]).

Lemma 3.1. The wave kernel Gi(x) = %1{‘1‘@} can be expressed as
Gi—s(z —y) = / Ca(t—r,x—2)S1-g(r — s,z —y)dz
R
+/ So(t =12 —2)Ci—a(r — s,z —y)dz
" (3.2)
+/ St—rx—2)E(r—s,z—y)dz
R

+/E(t—r,x—z)S(r—s,z—y)dz,
R
7
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where o, B € (0,1), S(t,z) = S1(t,2) = Gy(x) = $1{ju)<s} and

E(t,z) =Lty

—« am oa— a—1
Salt,w) = T2 cos (5F) [ (¢ + Jal)=t + sgn(t — [a])]¢ — J«|" 7] |
Cialt,z) = T2 [cos () [t + || + [t = |=]] ] (3.3)

~2cos (atan™" (1)) 12 +a:2]‘;] .
Proof. We prove (3.2) via Fourier transform

[ =Ff(] = /Re_mgf(:v)d:v, where ©=+/—1.
The Fourier transform of Gy44(x) is
sin((t + 5)I<))

€l '

We can decompose Gy44(€) into the summation of following four items:

sin(t|¢]) cos(sl€])  sin(s|€]) cos([¢])

ét+8(§) =

Gits(§) = €] €]
_sin(tg]) cos(sle]) — el sin(tf¢]) —r
€| €[t €]
sin(s[¢]) cos(t[¢]) — e <l sin(s[¢]) o—tlel
€14 €=~ [3 '

On the other hand, the Fourier transforms of £(t,x), So(t,z) and Ci_o(t, ) are
given as follows (see Lemma A.1):

_ sile) cos(le) — e~

(c:‘(t,g) = eitm ) Sa(t,f) - a élfoc(tag) = 1-a (34)

€] €]
We then conclude the proof of (3.2) by the fact the Fourier transformation trans-
forms the convolution to product. O

Remark 3.2. Readers may wonder why we don’t use the following simpler decom-
position as we originally attempted:

ém@:mqym>
_ sin(tlg]) cos(sl€) | sin(sle]) cos(tle)
€] g

_sin(fg]) cos(sI¢]) |, cos(tlel) sin(slel)
T

The reason is that the following quantity

Cy(t,x) = F ! [Colsg['ﬂ)] — ¢ [(t+ )P + |t — |2]P7Y]

is mot integrable. w.r.t. x € R when 0 < 5 < 1.
8
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Analogously to idea used in [8], we shall seek the solution of (1.1) in the space
ZP(T'). To this end we need to bound the || || z» () norm of the stochastic convolu-
tion ®(t, ) defined by (3.1) and its variant N%_H@(t, x) as stated in the following
theorem.

Proposition 3.3. For the stochastic convolution ®(t,x), we have the following
estimates:

(i) If p> &, then

sw (o) |, < el 3.5

t€[0,T],z€R [, 2)] Lp(Q) pt V]l ze(r) (3.5)
(i) If p> 7. then

sup ‘Nl_ P(t,x ‘H < Crpalv ' 36

HtE[O,T],meR 2~ H (t,) Lr(Q) TPHH ”ZP(T) (3.6)

Proof. We shall use Lemma 3.1 to prove this proposition. We divide the proof into
two steps.

Step 1: In this step, we shall prove part (i) of the proposition. For any 6 € (0,1)
and ¢ = 1,2, 3,4, set

Jéci (r,z) := /OT /R(r - s)_elCi(r — s,z —y)u(s,y)W(dy,ds), (3.7)

where
K1 =0Cq, Ko=84, Ks=38, and K4 =E€. (3.8)
And we define K; to be the complements of K; according to (3.2), namely,
Ki=81—a, Ka=Ci_a, Ks=E&, and K4 = S. (3.9)
Let us set
D,(t,x) := sin(6) / / It — 7, :C—z)JGK"(T,z)dzdr, 1=1,2,3,4.

Then a stochastic version of Fubini’s theorem and Lemma 3.1 yield

o(t,2) = / t / Gy sl — y)o(s, y) W (ds, dy)

_sin(f / / / (r—s)"%dr x Gy_(z — y)v(s,y) W (dy, ds)

=iMf////ww«wwe

i=1
(t—rx—2)Ki(r — s,z — y)dzdr x v(s,y)W(dy,ds)

4
Zsm / / MUt — 7y — )JO (r,z)dzdr

=1

4

= D, (t (3.10)
i=1
where we have applied the identity
t
t— 1)L — ) Pdr = — he(0,1),0<s<t.
/S( )’ (r—s) "dr @) €(0,1),0<s<
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This expression is essential for us to derive the desired estimates. In the following,

we will use ), to denote Z?:l and sup to denote  sup .
ta t€(0,T),z€R
It is clear by the Holder inequality with 1/p+1/¢ =1 that fori=1,--- ,4

t 1
sup |®;(t,x)| < sup / (t— r)efl </ IKi(t —r,x — z)|qdz) ’
t,x t,x 0 R

X N[y (7, 2) || o gy

1
¢ 3
§(Sup / /Tq(91)|lCi(r,z)|qdzdr>
t Jo Jr
T K
<[ 1 DM ey

—(IVa 5 (1) r (3.11)

B =

where we change the variables r — ¢ — r and z — x — z in the second inequality
and then it is clear that sup, , becomes sup, thanks to the translation invariance
in space variable of the function. This technique will be freely used in the sequel
without mention. We shall deal with Il-(l), IZ-(Q), t=1,---,4, term by term in the
subsequent paragraphs.

First, let us deal with Il-(l) when ¢ = 1,2. The cases i = 3,4 can be treated
similarly. When i = 1, K; = C, and K1 = S1_, defined as (3.3). By the change of
variable z — rz, it is easy to see Il(l) can be bounded as

¢
Il(l) :sup/ /rq(971)|81,a(r,z)|qdzdr
t Jo Jr

t [e'e]
< [sup / rq(elo“r%)dr} X / ‘(1 +|2])”* +sgn(1 — |z|)‘1 — |z|‘_a
0 0

t

q
dz.

In order to make sure the above integrals converge, we need

1 1
ag<l, (a+lg>1 < 0<a<a=1—5, (3.12)
and also
1 2
gld—a-1+-|>-1 & 6>1—-+a. (3.13)
q q

When i = 2, Ky = S, and Ky = C;_,, which are defined in (3.3), we have

t
I2(1)=sup / /rq(0_1)|C1_a(r,z)|qdzdr (3.14)
t Jo Jr
t

<o [ al
x/ooo {cos (“—2”) [\1+|z|\‘“+\1—|z|y‘“] (3.15)

—2cos (atan™"(2)) [1 + 2°] %} dz.

10
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By Lemma A.1 in the Appendix A, C1_,(r, z) can be bounded by

Ir+ 121"+ |r = |2+ [ +z2}_% if |z| =7,

r(|z|2—r2)_§_l if |2| ~ 0.

|(/’1*0¢(Ta Z)| S {
Thus, in order to make sure (3.14) is bounded, we need
1
ag<l, (a+2)g>1e0<a< -, (3.16)

q

and
1 2
gld—a—-14+-)>-1>1-—+a. (3.17)
q q
Therefore, to prove part (i) of the proposition we only need to show
BTy (r )o@y < Cllol%oery, i=1,2,3,4.

This is objective of Lemma B.1, proved in the Appendix B under the following
condition:

2 1 1
p>ﬁ,1——+a<6‘<H+a—§, 1—H<a<1—§. (3.18)
Therefore, when p > 7, we can choose a such that 1 - H < a<l1l-— %, and then
we see (3.12), (3.13), and (3.18) are satisfied since & > m if H < 5. Thus we
have proved (i) of the proposition for ®;(t,x), ®2(t,x). The cases for <I>3(t, x) and
®4(t,z) can be proved similarly. Thus, we complete the proof of part (i) of the

proposition.

Step 2: Let us now consider part (ii) of the proposition. In order to obtain the
desired decay rate of N%_Hq)(t, x), we still use the equation (3.10) to express ®(¢t, x)
by Jéci. Recall our notation ©,® (¢, z) := ®(¢t,x + h) — ®(¢,x) and same notations
for DK (t — 1, 2), @hJéCi (r,z). Then

DpP(t, x sm (6m) Z/ / PP TIDL Kt — rw — 2) N (r, 2)dzdr

~ Z/O /R(t_r)e_l’@i(t_r’x_Z):DthKi(T,Z)dzdr’ (3'19)

with the choice of K and K defined by (3.8) and (3.9). Invoking Minkowski’s
inequality and then Holder’s inequality we get

1

sup (/ |©h<1>(t,x)|2|h|2H2dh>

t,x

<sup Z(

t—r‘g 1K, (t—r,x—2)

2

N[

X Dy Jy (r, 2)dzdr

<sup ;/Ot/R(t—r)G_vai(t—r,x—z)|

t,x
11

. |h|2H—2dh>
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2 3
X (/ ‘@hJéci(r,z)‘ |h|2H—2dh> d=dr
R
t i
<Z<sup / /rq(el)‘l@(r,z)‘qdzdr)
t 0 JR
2 % »

/ /U }@hJ;Ci(r,z)} |h|2H‘2dh] dzdr

R

x (J2) (3.20)

_ (J(l))l
The first factor (Ji(l))% in (3.20) is finite if we require that «, 0, p, ¢ satisfy (3.12)

and (3.13). Therefore we only need to focus on the second factor (Ji(z))% in (3.20).
By Lemma B.2, we see

IE/R [/R’@h(]g@(r,z) ’

under the conditions

P
|h|2H—2dh:| zdz S OT@,Q,“)HUHPZP

(T)°

1 3 1
p>—,1-2/g+a<l<2H+a-1, -—2H<a<l--. (3.21)

H 2 p
Ifp > 4H 7, then we can choose o such that § —2H < a<1l-— %, and then we
see (3.12), (3.13) and (3.21) are satisfied since ;72— > + when H < 1. Thus, we
complete the proof of part (ii) of the proposition. O

3.2. Uniform moment bounds of the approximate solutions. We approxi-
mate the noise W by the following smoothing of the noise with respect to the space
variable. That is, for € > 0 we define

0
SoWelti) = [ peta = )W (t.dy). (322)
€ R
where p.(z) = \/217r—€ exp(—% ) The regulated noise W, induces an approximation
of mild solution
t
uslte) = ot,a) + [ [ Gioslo = pas, sl ) Welds,dy). (323)
o Jr

where the stochastic integral is understood in the Ito6 sense. Due to the regularity
in space of the noise, the existence and uniqueness of the solution u. (¢, z) to above
equation is standard (even the higher dimensional case were known (e.g. [10, 15]
and references therein).

The lemma below asserts that the approximate solution {u.(t,z),e > 0} is uni-
formly bounded in the space ZP(T'). More precisely, we have

Lemma 3.4. Let H € (4, 2) Assume that o(t,z,u) satisfies the hypothesis (H1)
and assume that Iy(t,x) is in ZP(T). Then the approzimate solutions u. satisfy

SUp f[ucl|zo(ry := sup [lue(t, lzpr) +sup flue(t, )l zy(r) < oo (3.24)

Proof. For notational simplicity we assume o(t, z,u) = o(u) without loss of gener-
ality because of hypothesis (H1). We shall use some thoughts similar to those in
[11]. To this end, we define the Picard iteration as follows:
uZ(tz) = Io(t, @),
12
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and recursively forn =0,1,2,---,

u 1 (t,x) = Io(t,z) + /0 /RGt,S(x —y)o(ul(s,y))We(ds,dy) . (3.25)

From [9, Lemma 4.12] it follows that for any fixed e > 0 when n goes to infinity,
the sequence u”(t, ) converges to uc(t,z) a.s. In the following steps 1 and 2, we
shall first bound ||ul || z»(7) uniformly in n, and . Then, in step 3 we use Fatou’s
lemma to show (3.24).

In the following, we will continue to use the notations ©p, f (¢, ) and O, 1 f (¢, x)
previously defined in (1.5) and (1.6).
Step 1. In this step, we bound the LP(Q2 x R) norm of u?*1(¢,z) by the Z” norm
of u(t,z). Rewrite (3.25) as

W, ) _Io(t,x)+/0t/R [(Gt,s(x_.)a(ug(s,-))) *GE} (y)W (ds, dy) .

Using e~<I¢" < 1 and the condition (2.11) on o, we have from the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality (2.5)

E[|ul " (t, )]

p
2

<ClIo(t, )P + C,E (/Ot/R [F[Ge e = Jolus(s, )] (g)fe—alﬁl2|g|l—2Hdgds)

t
<Cy|Io(t, )P + c,,m(/ /
0 R2

Gi—s(x —y—h)o(ul(s,y+ h))

r
2

2
— Geelo = photu () 102 2anayas

p
2

<Gy [[Io(t, 2)l” + 105" 1, )| + 125" 1, )] | (3.26)

where we have used the notations D" (t,z) and D5"(¢,z) similar to (B.2) and
(B.3), namely,

R A B e I
and
D3"0) = [ [ 16O +) 22y,
This means
.
o s = ([ Bl )P )ao)
< Gy [Io(t,2) 3 aery + DT 0 + DE )], (3:27)

where D" (t) and D5"(t) are defined and can be bounded similar to the argument
used in the proof of Lemma B.1:

(NS}

2
DE (1) = D ar) <c ' _ N2H|,n 2 ds. (3.28)
() = R| 1 (tx)]? d SUpH o(t s) ”us(sv')”LP(QxR) S, A9
13
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and

D™ (t) (/|D€"tx

The above bounds on D" (t), D3" (t) together with (3.27) yield

l\)l'E

2 t
dw) < Cp7H/ (t — s) [NI_HPUQ(S) 2ds. (3.29)
0 2

t
||u?+1(t, ')H%p(ssz) < Cpu (”Io(tax)”%p(nxua) +/0 (t—s)* [[uZ (s, ')H%P(QXR)dS

+ /Ot(t —s) [NgH,pu?(s)rds) . (3.30)

Step 2. Next, we bound N¥ pu?“(t) by the ZP norm of u”(¢,z). Similar to
1—H,
(3.26) we have

E[|®nul ™t (t, 2)|P] <CplIo(t,z) — Io(t, + h)|"

+CIE(//W

— DpGi—s(x — 2)o(ug (s, z))’ |y|2H_2dzdyds>

DnGrs(x—y —2)o(ul(s,y +2))

(NS

SC;D [IO(tv €, h) + Iig)n(tu xz, h) + Ig)n(ta Zz, h)] s

where

To(t,z, h) := |Io(t, x) Io(t,a:+h)|p,

¢
7" (t, @, h) :—E(//
0 Jr?

and

¢
3" (t,x, h) :—E(//
o Jr?

Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality we have

P

2 2 B 2
19,0 e (s, 2)) Py dedyds) ,

DpGi—s(x —y—2)

P

2 2\ 12H—2 2
Jo(ue(s,2)) [y 2 dzdyds

Oy nGi—s(z — 2)

2
[N;H’pugﬂ(ﬂ] :/thu?ﬂ(t’I)H%P(Rxﬂﬂmmﬂdh

2
<c, Z/ (/ Tt h)d:c) " R[2H2dn
=:Jo+ J1 + Jo.

For the term Jy, it is clear that

e 2
Jonp/R (/R‘@hfo(t,x)‘pd:r> |h|2=2dh = [NngﬁpIo(t)} . (3.31)

We can deal with the term J; in the similar manner as that when we deal with
(B.14) in the proof of Lemma B.2. An application of Minkowski’s inequality and
14
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then an application of Parseval’s formula yield

t 2
Jy gcp,H/ / ‘:tht_s(z)} |h|2H~2dhdz
0 R2

x /R (/RIE“CDyu?(t,;v)]p}d:c)§|y|2H_2dyds (3.32)

¢ 2
SCP’H/O (t —s)*H [Ng_H)pu?(s)} ds.

Next, we bound J2. By the condition (2.11) (Jo(u)| < |u|) and by a change of
variable z — = — z, we obtain

2

t
IS*”(t,x,hmcpE( / / |Dts<z,y,h>|2|u?<s,x—z>|2|y|2HQdydzds)
0 R2

In a similar way to that when we deal with (B.15) in the proof of Lemma B.2, we

have
J2 Z:/
R

t
< Gt [ [ 1B, P2y 2dn
0 R¢

2
X (/ Elul(s,x — z)|pdx) " ds
R

t
< Cp,H/O (t— 5)4H_1||“?(57 ')”%P(QXR)dS'

2
b |h|2H—2dh

/I;"(t, x, h)dx
R

(3.33)

Thus, we obtain

2 2 t 2
Ni g it (0)] < Con N1, o] + Con /O (t =)™ [ NGy ui(s)] ds

t
+ Cp,H/O (t— 3)4H_1||U?(57 ')”%p(ssz)dS- (3.34)
Step 3. Set
2
(L) 1= 2t ey + [N g2 (1))
Then combining the estimates (3.30) and (3.34) yields

t
V) < Cpprr (nfon%pm A s>4H-1w:<s>ds) |

Now it is relatively easy to see by fractional Gronwall lemma (similar to [2, Lemma
A.2))

supsup sup V() < Crpp < 00.
e>0n>1te[0,T)

Thus, by the same argument as in the proof of [11, Lemma 4.5], we have that
sup sup |luc(t, )| Lrxr) and sup sup ./\/Iinus(t) are finite.
$-H,

€>0t€[0,T >0 t€[0,T]
In conclusion, we have proved sup,.. ||uc||z»(7) := sup sup |Juc(t,-)||Lr(oxr)+
e>01t€]0,T)
sup sup Ni‘inus(t) is finite. O

e>0+¢tgf0,7] 2
15
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4. HOLDER CONTINUITY AND WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we obtain some estimations which imply the Holder regularity of
the stochastic convolution with respect to our noise W. Then the similar estima-
tions of the solution to SWE (1.1) follow in a routine way. These estimations are
devoted to prove the tightness associated with the solution to (1.1).

4.1. Holder continuity of stochastic convolution. We have the following reg-
ularity results for stochastic convolution ®(¢,z) defined by (3.1) and the approxi-
mated solution u. defined by (3.23).

Proposition 4.1. Let v(-,-) € ZP(T) and let the stochastic convolution ®(t,x) be

defined by (3.1). We have the following Hélder regularity in the space and time
variables for ®(t,x):

(i) If p> & and0<7<H—%,then

I sup @(t+ h,x) — (t,2)|| 1) < Crporra b0l zoery . (41)
t,t+hel0,T],z€R

(i) If p> and0<7<H—1—17,then

H sup |D(t,x) — q)(t7y)|HLp(Q) < COrpaqylr— yl”l\vllzmn . (4.2)
t€[0,T),z,yER

Proof. Step 1: In this step, we concentrate on the analysis of the following quantity
(we denote sup; 4, pejo,7],0er PY SUP; ;)

sup |Ap®(t,z)| :=sup |®(t+ h,z) — P(t, z)| .
t,x t,x

Assuming h € (0,1) and ¢ € [0,T] such that ¢t + h < T, then by the representation
formula (3.10) and the triangle inequality we have

And(t, z) = Z sin(70)

™

t+h
[/ /(t—l—h—r)e*lfi(t—l—h—r,:z:—z)JéCi(r,z)drdz
0 R
t J—
- / /(t — )Rt = x — z)JéCi (r,z)drdz
o Jr

S sz(tvhvx) )

j=1

where

Ty(t, how) =Y I{ (¢, h,x)

t
=5 [ Rl = = )8 2
;. Jo JR
with Ah(t — T‘)e_l = (t +h— 7‘)9_1 _ (f . T)G_l;
To(t, hyx) =Y Ty (t, h,z)

t
= Z/ /(t+ h—r)! T AGK(t = o — 2)Jy (r, 2)drdz,
. Jo JR

16
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with ApKi(t —ryx —2) =Kt +h—r,x —2) — K;(t —r,z — 2); and
Ty(t,hoa) = > I (t h,x)

t+h
Z/ /(t—l—h—r)e*lfi(t—i—h — @ — 2)J) i (r, 2)drdz.
—Ji R

Our goal is to show that

H stup Ij(ta h?‘r)HLP(Q) < CT1P1H77|h|’Y|‘U||ZP(T) ; ] = 15 2735 (43)
under the conditions
1 1 1
— 1-H 1— - H——. 4.4
P> <a<l-—, < ” (4.4)

We shall first treat Z; (¢, h, z) and Z3(t, h, ). The term Zy(¢, h, x) is more compli-
cated and shall be handled lastly.
For the term Z (¢, h, x), it is easy to see that for any fixed v € (0, 1),

Ap(t— r)e_l =|t+h-— r)e_l —(t— r)0_1| N r|9_1_7hv. (4.5)

Then by Holder’s inequality with 1/p+ 1/¢ =1 and Lemma B.1, under conditions
(3.18) we have for i = 1,--- ,4

I 262

t 1/q
< (sup [ |Ah<t—r>9-1|q|E<t—r,x—z>|qdzdr) < ol 2o
0 R

t,x

t 1/q
< (sw [ [ WO s ollznry 00
0 R

where in the last inequality of (4.6) we have used the change of variables r — ¢t —r
and z — z + x. Now we only need to show

t
sgp / /|r|(‘9—1_7)q|ﬁi(r,z)|qdzd7°<+oo.
o Jr

We shall only discuss the situation ¢ = 1. Other cases i = 2,3,4 can be treated
similarly. For ¢ = 1, we have K1 = Cqy, K1 = S1_, as defined in (3.3). Hence, by
changing variable r — rz we have

t
sup / /|T|(9717’Y)q|317a(7”,Z)|qdzdr
t 0 JR

t o] q
<sup / |r|(O—1=Mat1=eqg,. . / ‘(1 +12])7 +segn(1 — |2))|1 — |2|| 7| d=.
t Jo 0
Then by the same argument as in the proof of part (i) of Proposition 3.3, we have
l sup Li(t, 0, @) || ) < Crpotry B0l 20y

under the conditions (3.18) and (#—1—+)g+1—aqg > —1, which can be summarized
as the following conditions

1
P>+

1 2 1
1-H 1—- 1 — - 0 < H - —. 4.7
I <a< pE + q+”y< <Hta-g3 (4.7)

17
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Since p > % > 2 implies v < H — 1/p < H +2/q — 3/2 it is clear that one can
choose « and 6 satisfying (4.7) under conditions (4.4).

Now let us deal with the term Z3. Using Holder’s inequality, Lemma B.1 and
the change of variables z — z 4+ x and » — r —t — h, we have

I stuf Zs(t, hv‘r)HLP(Q)

h 1/q
< Z </0 /quw-nmi(r, z)|qdzdr> x |0l zv (1)
i 1/q
=3 (W) x ollzery (4.8)

1/

; q
We want to show that (Iél)(h)) < hYfori=1,---,4 with p, «, 7 satisfying

(4.4). As before, we only consider the case i = 1, i.e. K; = Cq, K1 = Si_o. The
other cases can be handled in similar way. In this case we have

1/q h 1/q
(SupI?()l) (h)) = </ /Tq(9_1)|81_a(7°,2)|qd2d7°>
t,x 0 R
h
< </ ra@=D+1—qa g,
0

oo 1/a
[ st — il

1
< [|h|q(9,1)+27m} /e <K (4.9)

if (4.7) is satisfied (and hence so does (4.4)). We have similar bound for Ig(i) (h) for
i = 2,3,4. Combing these bounds with (4.8) we have

H StuP I?’(t’h’x)HLP(Q) < Crp [0l ze(ry

if p, «a, 7 satisfy (4.4).
Lastly, we are going to deal with Zs, which is much more complicated. By
Hoélder’s inequality,

t 1/q
I(t,h,z) < Z (/ /(t +h =) DAL (- — z)|qdzd7°)
7 o Jr

1/p

T
x</0 | IS, 2) ||’£F(R)dr> . (4.10)

The second factor inside the summation in (4.10) can be bounded by a multiple of
lv]| zv(ry via Lemma B.1 under the condition (3.18). By the change of variables
18
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r—t—r, 2 —T— 2z, We see

H Stuf Io(t, h, x)HLP(Q)

t 1/q
< Z (sup / /(T + h)q(971)|AhKi(T7 z)|‘1dzdr> X ||’U||Zp(T)
Z t Jo Jr

0 e
=3 (swZ @) follzvy

7

Thus, we shall need to show that for ¢ = 1,2,3,4
supZS (¢, h) = sup / / (r 4 B)1O=D|ALK (r, 2)|%dzdr < Crp g |h|7%, (4.11)
t t Jo Jr
to obtain
I sup Ig(t,h,:v)HLp(Q) < Crpaq R |Jv] 201y - (4.12)
Now, we shall deal with Iéi) (t,h) for : = 1,2, 3,4 term by term.

Case i=1. Recall that K1(r,2) = S1_4(r, 2) and K1(r, 2) = Ca(r, 2) are defined by
(3.3). We shall show

sgpIél)(t, h) < Crpoalh|™®, where

. (4.13)
I2(1)(t7 h) =/ /(r—i—h)q(971)|AhSl_a(r,z)|qdzdr
o Jr

for p, v and « satisfying (4.4). Set Ay := [|z| < r], A2 := [|z|] > r + 2h] and

Az == [r < |z| <7+ 2h]. For fixed n € (0,1), we see
Aplr 4|27 = [lr + |2l + 27 = |r + [T S |r + |27 7RI, on R;
Aplr = |z][7* = llr = [z + b7 = |r = |27 S r = |2l 77 A7, on Ay ;
Aplr = |zl[7* = lr = [z + b7 = |r = |27 S [[z| =7 = A|7*7"[R[",  on As.
(4.14)

Then we have

.14 _ q
Sl < Al (27| Ak = ol [+ 1]
q
e [ R E [ A F [ e O
< 4 |z||Cemmlapma 4| — |g||(CaTmlapea g

+|z| =7 — h|(—a—n3)qhn3q 14,

S LR s S e 1 e OV
19
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for some 11, 72,n3 € (0,1). Therefore,

t
79 (t, h)S / /(r + RO |y ||| pma gy
0 R
t
(r+ h)q(0_1)|r - |z||(_o‘_"2)qh"2q 14, dzdr
R

Iy
t
b [ [ e = e 1 dear
0 JR
t
+/ I
4

(r+ h)q(e_l) Hr—i— h—lz||7%+|r— |z||_a‘q 1 4,dzdr
(¢, h) . (4.15)
2k .

The procedures of dealing terms Iz(llz (t,h), k =1,2,3, 4 require standard but careful
computations which are included in Appendix C. By Lemma C.1, for any p > %,
v < H-— %, I;l,z(t, h) (k=1,2,3,4) can be bounded by 77 if o, 0 satisfy (I1.1) and
e, k= 1,2,3 satisfy (C.1).

Case i=2. In this case, we have Ka(r,z) = C1_4(r, z) defined by (3.3). We want
to show when @ = 2, i.e.

supZS (t,h) < Crpo.alh[79,  where
t

: (4.16)
Iéz) (t,h) :/ /(r + h)1O=D|ALC o (r, 2)|%dzdr
o Jr

with parameters p, v and « satisfying (4.4).
For fixed n € (0,1), it is not hard to verify

Ca _a_ +£&h)-h K
A (12 73| < (2 2\~ % (1-n) (r
’ h(T + || ) ~ (7‘ + |2 ) [(T+§h)2+|z|2]a/2+l
S 02+ ) T EOT 2 T oy
L F B e UK (4.17)
" NEN
z
A t 4.18
hcos<a an~ ( ))‘ CEr (4.18)
Then by the above two inequalities (4.17) and (4.18), and the inequalities in (4.14),
we have

q
AnCicalr )| Sl + ][Oy o o1,
+|z| —r— h|(*0¢*773)11h773q 14,

+ I+ b= 27+ = 2] 70] " 14,
|Z|775¢I|h|775l1

(r2 + 2z2)ms0

6
:ZM,?)(T, z). (4.19)

k=1

P TET (o mymafae
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Substituting this bound into (4.16), we see that,

supI(Q) (t,h) < sup ZIQQZ t,h),

k=1
where
t
T3t h) :/ /(r+h)Q<9*1>M,§2>(r,z)dzdr, k=1,---,6. (4.20)
The first four terms Ié?,g(t, h), k=1,---,4 are treated in the same way as Case

i=1 and require conditions (I1.1) and (C.1) to guarantee

sgpIé?,z(t,h)ﬂhW, k=1, 4.

We shall deal with the Z4 (¢, h) and Z{5(t, h) in Appendix C. By Lemma C.3,
supI2(2,2 (t,h)<|h|7? for k = 5,6 under conditions (II.1) and (C.6).
P L,

As a result, for any p > %, v < H - %, we have supIézlz(t,h)ﬂth for k =
2
1,---,6, if o, 0 satisfy (IL.1) and n, (k= 1,---,6) satisfy (C.1) and (C.6).

Case i=3. In this case we have K3(r,2) = £(r, 2) = %ﬂ-r;ﬁ and

+h r a

ALE 9~ " —
| h (T72)| (T+h)2+22 T‘2+Z2

B h . 1 _ 1 4

C(r+ h)2 4+ 22 (r+h)2+22 r2+422

q q.|ple. q
< h T |h| |2T—|—h| . (4'21)
P+ 22| TR+ 2 T

By Hélder’s inequality with L + 1 =1 and [2r + h|? < 27|r + h|?, we obtain

t
I (8, h) = / / (r + )1~V |ALE(r, 2)|? dzdr
0 JR

t
h
< pa@-u____ "
S A K e e
IR
Bl : dzd
+1nl //|r+h 2y 220 g o2
o—1 |n|?
//r—i—hq( )(r—f—h) 2|qdzdr

P+ \™ /t/ e\, 1"
hl|? . dzd . R R S
i [//( crnp ) UL L\ )

1/m 1/n
=), h) + )7 [T, m)] T [T e m] (4.22)
21

q
dzdr
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By the change of variable z — (r+h)z in I2(31) (t,h) and 1532) (t,h), and by the change

of variable z — rz in Iz(gg (t,h), we have

t
1
73 <|ple / / pla(0-1D+1-2q dzd
2 N| | 0 R|r+ | (1_|_22)q zar

1 1
t 1+mqgb—2gm ™ 1—n n
[+ hjrmao—2s 1] (e
h|? - dzd dzd
+| | |:‘/0 ‘/R< |1+Z2|mq zar |1+Z2|nq 2ar

t t m t
s | |r+h|q0+1-3wr+|hlq'[/ [r o+ BJmat zq’”‘”} [/ lr|1"”‘”}
0 0 0

S|h|q(0_1)+2_q + |h|q(9—1)+2/m _ |h|q(9—1)+2—q + |h|q(0—1)+2—2/n 5 |h|q'y7

under condition

2 2
—>q 0—7>2——. (4.23)
n q

Then Z8V (¢, h) < Cr.p.p.~ b under (4.23).
Case i=4. In this case we use K4(r, 2) = S(r,2) = 21{],|<}. Since (r+h)1-1 <

T‘J(G_l), we see

¢
I§4) (t,h) '—“/ /(7” + h)a6-1 ’1{z|<r+h} - 1{|z|<r+h}‘q dzdr

/ / (r+h) a(6—1) dzdr—i—/ / (r+ h)q(ﬁ Ddzdr
(r+h)

_/ 2h(r 4+ )10 Var < h/ 2r10=Dqp < ||,
0 0

where the last inequality requires
g6—1)> —1, 5 < 2 (4.24)
Then under (4.24), we have
sup 7,V (¢, h) S|P,

Toconclude,Withthechoiceofl—H<o<<1—%7 p > %, O<7<H—%,we
see that the condition (3.18) to guarantee

T 1/p
<‘/0 H JéCI(TVZ) H;l[),p(]R) dT) 5 HU||ZP(T) (Z = 1727374)

and the conditions listed in Case i=1,2,3,4 to guarantee (4.11) are all satisfied,
so we have

lIsup Zo(t, b, 2)ll o (@) < Crp, by R 10l 207 -

This finishes the proof of (i).
Step 2: In this step, we deal with

sup | ®(t, ) — @(t.y)| -
te(0,T],z,yER
22
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By (3.19) in the proof of part (ii) of Proposition 3.3, we have

! sin(6
/ / (t—rx—2z)
—Kit—ry— )]JO (r,z)dzdr
4 1/q
Z </ / q(9 D ‘@,LJC (t—r, 2 ‘qdzdr)

=1
T 1/17
X (/0 ||JéCl (Ta ')|;217(R)dr> ) (425)

where h := |z — y| and DpK;(t — 1, 2) = K;(t — 7,2 + h) — K;(t — r, z). Without
loss of generality, we can suppose that > y and h = |x — y| < 1 is sufficiently

@t x) — @t y)| =

1/p
small. The term fOT | (r )||LP(R) ) in (4.25) can be estimated via Lemma
B.1 which requires (3.18). Thus, we need to show for i =1,--- /4

tsup j(Z) (tv xz, y) S OT7P7H1’7|h|Vq ’ (426)
STy
where sup is the is abbreviation for sup and
t,z,y te[0,T],z,yER
T (t,z,y) / /rq(e b ’@;:JC r,z)|" dzdr . (4.27)

We are going to bound 7 for i = 1,2, 3,4 separately.

Case i=1. In this case K;(r,z) = Si_q(r, 2) which is defined by (3.3). We shall
show that

sup J(l)(t,x Y) sup/ / a(6-1) |DrS1—a(r, 2)| dzdr < Crp |79, (4.28)

tx,y t,x,y

with «, p and v satisfying (4.4). We split 7 (¢, z,v) into two parts:

t
TD(t,2,y) :/ /Tq(efl) |©h/€1(r,z)‘qdzdr
h JR

h
+/ /rq(e_l) ‘@hlﬁl(r,z”qdzdr
o Jr

=70 (t,2,9) + T3 (2, y)
Let us treat the term Jl(l)(t, x,y) first. In this case, —r + h < r — h. Set

Bi=[z<—-h-r], Ba=[z>r+h], Bs=[-r+h<z<r—Ahl;
By=[-r—h<z<-r+h], Bs=[r—h<z<r+h.
(4.29)
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By the triangle inequality and the inequalities (4.14), we have

[DrS1_alr,2)|T = |(r + |2+ k)~ +sgn(r — |2z + ﬁmr — |z 4+ ﬁ|’70¢

q

— (r+|2) 7 = sgu(r — |2])|r — |2
S|Or(r + 12) 7 + [Dulr = 121)™*|" - (g, + 15, + 18,)
+|(r=lz+ )"+ (r—|z)"*|" - (1B, + 18,)
S+ |zt
+ [|r — 2| (1, 4 1)+ | — B [2]| 7O 1,

| =z BT+ (= [2)) 7" (L, + 1B,)

Nt y) (4.30)

I
Mw

~
Il
—

Then
3
twy SZ 1)tacy Z//qu 1)N1)t:vy)dzdr (4.31)
k=1

By Lemma C 4, tsup Jle (t,z,y)<|h[7? for k = 1,2, 3 if we require (II.1) and (C.9).
Next, we shallydyzal with j2(1)(t, x,y). In this case, —r + i > r — h. Setting
Ci=[z<—-r—h], Co=[z>r+h], Cs3=[-r—h<z<r+Hh, (4.32)
then by the inequalities (4.14),

[DrS1_a(r,2)|T =~ |(r + |z + h)) " +sgn(r — |z + ﬁ|)|r — |z 4+ ﬁ||7a
a
= (r+21)" = sgn(r — [z)|r — 2] "
< [l + D70+ [Dar ) (e, +1e,)
L= L2+ B+ e 1,
<l AT 2 (1, +1c,)
L=l 4+ B+ e 1o,

3
::ZNQ(},C)(t,:E,y). (4.33)
k=1

Thus
3

j (t,a: y) < ZJ;) t,z,y) Z/ / a(0- 1)]\7 1) (t,x,y)dzdr. (4.34)

=1

By Lemma C.5, sup Jz(lk)(t,x,y)ﬂhﬁq for k = 1,2,3 under conditions (I1.1) and
t,z,y ’
(C.14).
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As a result, for any p > 7, v < H — p we know that (4.28) holds if «, 6 satisfy
(TL.1) and ng, k=1,--- ,4 sat1sfy (C.9) and (C.14).

Case i=2. We consider Ka(r, z) = C1_4(r, 2) defined by (3.3). We want to obtain

sup T (¢, z,y) sup/ /rq<9 VI1D5C1_o(r, 2)|? dzdr < Crpu~0|7, (4.35)

t,x,y t,x,y

with parameters p, a, ~ satisfy (4.4). By the triangle inequality,
[DnCr—a(r, 2)|" SIDalr + 2|71 + [Dalr — |2]| 7| + [Da(r® + 2%) " % |

+ [2 D, cos (atan—l ('iT')ﬂq (2 + 22) %
i:f”z (4.36)
(4.3

5), we have

q

Substituting (4.36) into
sup T3 (t, z,y) < supzj,f) ta,y),
t,x,y t,x,y 1

where

t
jk(2)(t7{,[;7y) = / /Tq(eil)N]gQ)('f', Z)dzd’l", k _ 17 L. ,4'
0 JR

For the term Jl(z)(t, x,y), since for fixed m; € (0,1) ,
[Dalr + [2]|7%|7 < |r + |2|| 7@ Fm9|ppme,

similar to the estimation ofIé {(t,h)in (4.15), we have sup «71 (t, x,y)<S|h|7? under
tx,y

the condition (C.2).

It is more complicated to deal with the term J2(2) (t,z,y) since |Dp|r — |2]| 7|4
has different upper bounds on different domains of |z|. Similar to Case i=1, we
split (M (¢, 2, %) into two parts

t
D1, ,y) = / / P00 Dyl — |2]| @ |dzdr
+/ /rq<9*1>|@h|r_|z||*a|qdzdr
0 R

=T33 (t2,y) + Ty 3 (2, ). (4.37)

We first deal with j2 1 (t z,y) when r > & namely —r < r — h. Let us set

Di=[z<—-r—h], Dy=[-r—h<z<-r], Ds=[-r<z<r-~h,
Di=[r—h<z<r], Ds=[r<z<r+h], Deg=[r>z+h.
(4.38)
The first integral of (4.37) can be bounded by

6 + 6
IOt ey / / P00 — (2| fidzdr = 3 T (4 0,y) . (4.39)
=1 0 JD; j=1
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It is not hard to derive that for some n € (0,1)

|r — |z||~* "h", on Dy UD5U Dg;
‘©h|r—|z||_o‘|§ |r — |z + h||~*""h", on Ds;
|r —|z+h||"*+|r—|z||7*, onDyUDy.

Substituting this into (4.39) we obtain

6
Zj2(21)j(t7$ Y) / / ra(@=1) — 2|~ (etm2)am24 g 5 e
j=1 o D1UDs5

+// rq(9*1)|r—|z||*(o‘+”3)qh”3qdzdr

// ra(0=1) — |z +h||” (etna)a ynad g o e
D3

[ e )
0 DoUDy

By Lemma C.6 in Appendix C, we have
sup 753 (1.2, y) S, G =1, 6,
s LY

under conditions (I1.1) and (C.17).

In similar way we can obtain the same bound for j2(722) (t,z,y) by dividing the
domain of |z| into subdomains and estimating each terms. We omit the details
here.

Now we turn to the third and last terms j3(2) (t,x,y) and j4(2) (t,x,y). Anal-
ogously to the obtention of (4.17) and (4.18), it is not hard to obtain for fixed

€ (0,1),

1Da(r? +2%) 7% < (r? 4+ 2%)"ET |z 4+ 7R, (4.40)

1 (E rhp
‘@h COSs (O& tan <7>)’ S m (441)
Then we have

T (t,x,y) + T (¢, 2,)

and

t
§|h|n4q/ / raO=1) (p2 4 22)=(SFm)a), 4 p|1adzdy

154 N
+ |7i|’75q/ /rq(e b 742_7;_22)775”1(1“2 + 2%) " 2%dzdr. (4.42)

By Lemma C.7, sup j3(2)(t, x,y) and sup j4(2)(t, x,y) can be bounded by a multiple
t,x,y t,x,y

of |#|7? under conditions (I1.1) and (C.24).

As a result, for any p > £, v < H — %, sup J P (t,z,y)<|h? if a, 0 satisfy
t,x,y
(T1.1), n, (k=1,---,5) satisfy (C.17) and (C.24).
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Case i=3. In this case K3(r,2) = E(r, 2) = Tlrr2+z2 Then
(6-1) 9 I
//rq ‘@h’C3T‘Z| dzdr—//rq o z—|—h) i dzdr.
(4.43)

The h = |z — y| in (4.43) plays the same role as h in the second term of (4.21).
q
So using the similar method as that in dealing with ’Ah (ﬁ)} in Case i=3 of

t p 1 q
q _
f L o)

ifg—vy>2-— %. Thus, under (4.4) we have
T 1/p
3) Y K y
(j (t,fl?,y)) X ||J.9 (7"7 ')”LP(R)dT = OT,p,H,w|517 - y| ||UHZP(T)
0

Step 1, we have

dzdr < B9,

Case i=4. In this case K4(r, z) = S(r,2) = $1./<,}. Then

t
/ /rq(efl) }’D,&J@(T, z)|qdzdr
0o Jr
t
1 1
0—
:/0 /qu( V5 Mzramylery = 3 izl<n)
t - T t
2/ pa@=1) </ dz—|—/ dz> dr ~ ﬁ/ pa@=1 < pra,
0 y—r—r y—x+r 0

under the conditions ¢(6 — 1) > —1 and v < %. Therefore, under (4.4) we have

q

dzdr

1/p
1/q T
(7(4)@, xz, y)) X </o ||Jéc4(7"7 ')||LP(R)d7”> S OT,p,H,'y|I - yp”””zr'(:r)

In conclusion, with the choice of p > 1 - H<a<l—=,0<vy<H- ,
the conditions listed in Case i=1,2,3,4 to ensure

sup J 9 (t, z,y) S|B9,

t,x,y

and the condition (3.18) to ensure

T 1/P
(/0 ||Jéci(7“,')|Lp(R)dT> Sl ze ()

are all satisfied. Thus, we have

| sup |@(t,2) — @(t,y)| | zr() S Crp,HAT — Y7 ||Vl 20 (1) -
te(0,T],z,yER

This completes the proof of (ii). O
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4.2. Hoélder continuity of the approximate solutions and well-ponsedness.
Analogous to Proposition 4.1 we have the following regularity results for the ap-
proximated solution u. defined in (3.23). The proof is similar and we omit it.

Lemma 4.2. Let u. be the approzimation mild solution defined by (3.23) and
assume that Io(t,x) belongs to ZP(T).

(i) If p> 77—, then

ot H <cC . 4.44
te[os,f}rlfmeuawé el |, q) < Orpailuelze) (4.49)

() If p> 4 and 0 <y < H — 7, then

sup ue(t+ @) —uet@)l|| < Crpng | el 2oy - (4.45)
t,t+he0,T],z€R Lr(Q)

(i) If p> 4; and 0 <~ < H — 3, then

sup |u5(t,x) - us(tvy)|

< Crpaqylr =yl uellzoery.  (4.46)
te[0,T],z,yER

Lr(Q)

Finally, we are in position to prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6. As we know the uniformly Hoélder conti-
nuity of the type specified in Lemma 4.2 is the most important ingredient in the
proof ([11, Theorem 1.5]) of the existence of weak solution to the nonlinear stochas-
tic heat equation. It is also the most important one to show the existence of weak
solution for nonlinear stochastic wave equation (1.1). Hence we omit the details
of the proof of Theorem 2.5. Since the pathwise uniqueness implies the existence
of strong solution by the Yamada-Watanabe theorem (in the SPDEs setting, e.g.
[12, 13]), we only need to focus on the proof of pathwise uniqueness. We follow the
same strategy in [8, 11] together with the crucial estimate (3.6) in Proposition 3.3.

Suppose u(t, z) and v(t, z) are two solution to (1.1). Define the following stopping
times:

T, = inf {t €[0,T]: sup Ni_gu(s,z) >k,
0<s<t,z€R °

or  sup N;_Hv(s,x)zk}, k=1,2,---
0<s<t,z€R *

Recall that the inequality (3.6) in Proposition 3.3 implies that T 1 T" almost surely
as k — oo. This is a key fact to our method. We need to find appropriate bounds
for the following two quantities:

Ji(t) = sugE[l{t«zk}lu(t, z) —v(t, z)|?]
TE
and

J2(t) = supE [/ lpcgay|ult,z) — vt z) —u(t,z + h) +o(t, 2 + h)|2|h|2H_2dh .
z€eR R

By the elementary properties of It6’s integral, we have

1{t<$k} [u(tv .’L‘) - U(tv ,T)]

t
ey / / Gl — 9)Lgsessy [0(5, 5, uls, 9)) — 05,9, v(s, )W (ds, dy)
0
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Therefore, denoting A(t, z,y) := o(t, z,u(t,y)) — o(t, z,v(t,y)) we have
E[l{t<‘2k}|u(ta z) — vt x)m

t
< E(/ /R 1pocty[DnGros( — y)|2[A(s,y,y)]2|h|2H2dhdyds>
0 2
t
+ E(/ / Lseny Gios(@ —y = W)[A(s,y + hyy) — A, y7y)]2|h|2H_2dhdde)
0 R2

t
T E( | [ aeeniG - wlatpy ) - A(s,y,y>]2|h|2H-2dhdyds)
0 JR2
21111—|—112—|—113. (447)

The assumption (2.10) on o can be used to estimate I ;. This is,
Iii < E(/ / liscr} [DnGros(x — Y| u(s,y) — (s,y)|2|h|2H2dhdyds>
S [0 9 Sup [y o) — ol )] ds
0 yeR

:/ (t— 5)2H‘~51(S)d5.
0

Using the property (2.12) of o, we have if |[h| > 1

/j [ag (s,y +h,€&) — ia(sayaﬁ)}

5 |U(S, y) - U(Sa y)|2 .
If |h| <1, with the help of additional property (2.13) we get

/:[6g (o 1,8) — oo, 0,0)| |

o(s,y+mn,&)dnd§

[A(s,y+h,y) — Als,y,y)) =

SIhPlus,y) —v(s,y).
Thus, the term I; 2 in (4.47) is bounded by

Lo §/0t31(s) (/R G2 (x— y)dy> ds < /Ot(t — 8)31(s)ds.

For the last term I 3 in (4.47), by (2.12) and (2.14) we have

|AGs, g,y +R) = Als, )]
—‘/ (s,y+h)—v(s, y—i—h)]85 o(s,y,0u(s,y+h)+ (1 —0)v(s,y + h))do

1 2
- / [U(S,y) - ’U(Svy)]aﬁé-o(svyu eu(svy) + (1 - H)U(Su y))de
0

Slu(s,y+h) —v(s,y + h) —u(s,y) + v(s,y)|
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+|u(87 y) - U(Sv y)|2 ' [|u(s, Yy + h) - U(S,y)|2 + |U(87 Yy + h) - U(Sv y)|2] .

Thus, we can get

Lis< k/o [J1(s) + J2(s)]ds.

Summarizing the above estimates we have

31(t) <k-Cr /Ot [J1(s) + Ja(s)]ds ,

where C7 > 0 and the constant k& depends on the stopping times Ty.
A similar procedure to the obtention of (3.34) can be applied to estimate term
J2(t) to obtain

Ja(t) S k/ot(t — )" 31(s) 4+ J2(s)]ds.

As a consequence,
i) +32(6) Sk [ (=) [Tuls) + Ja(s)] ds.

Now Gronwall’s lemma implies J1(t) + J2(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,7]. This means we
have
E[l{t<$k}|u(t7 .I) - U(t, I)F} =0.

Thus, we have u(t,z) = v(t, ) almost surely on the set {t < T} for all £ > 1, and
the fact T 1T T a.s as k tends to infinity necessarily indicate u(t, z) = v(t, x) a.s.
for every (t,z) € [0,T] x R.

It is clear that hypothesis (H2) implies the hypothesis (H1). So equation (1.1)
has a weak solution by Theorem 2.5. This combined with the above pathwise

uniqueness yields Theorem 2.6.
O

5. NECESSITY OF H > 1

In Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6, we see that H > % is a sufficient condition
for the solvability of equation (1.1). In this section we shall prove that it is also
necessary for some specific stochastic wave equations, namely, the hyperbolic An-
derson equation (1.3). It is known that if [|[v(t,2)||2(q) < oo the solution admits

the following unique Wiener chaos expansion (see [7, 14]):

v(t,x) =Io(t,x) + > In(gn(t,x)), (5.1)

n=1

where I,, denotes the multiple 1t6-Wiener integrals and g, (¢,z) (n > 1) are defined
by
. 1

gn(S, z3t, -I) = Ethsd(n) (.I - Io’(n)) T GSU(Q)fs(,(l) (xa(2) - IO’(l))IO(S(T(l)7 xa(l)) )
(5.2)

where ¥ = (21,...,2,) and 5 = (s1,...,5,) such that 0 < s,(1) < s502) < -+- <

S4(n) < t for a permutation o. Then to verify the existence and uniqueness of the
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mild solution v(t,x) is equivalent to show that
Ello(t,2)*) = Y nllga(:t,2)lfen < oo, (5:3)

n=0

where §) is defined by (2.1). In terms of Fourier transformation, we have

lgn (3t 2)][Byon = / /
[07t]n n

with p(df) = [T}, &[> dE.
For national simplicity, we abbreviate It (g (¢, z)) as I (¢, z) for k = 1,2, i.e.

Fou(F1t,2)@)| paf)as,

Rt = [ [ Giosle = phls.pWids.dy).
I (t, x) —/0 /RGt,S(x —y) (s, y)W(ds,dy) .

Let us select some special initial conditions ug(z) = e~ and vo(x) = 0 to proceed
our argument. Then

1ot 1
Boltz) =5 [ oo(w)dy + luole +1) + uole ~ o)
r—t1
:% [e—<w+t>2+e—<w—t>2 . (5.4)

We do not consider the simple case ug(z) = 1 and vg(x) = 0. Because in this case,
Io(t,x) is not in the space ZP(T') for any p > 1.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose Iy(t,x) are given in (5.4). Then for H € (0,1/2), there exist
]

positive constants cp g and Cp g such that for any (t,2) € [0,T] x R and h small
enough satisfying 0 < h < 1A %,

com - |hP <E[|DnLi(t,2)|*] < Crop - [BP7 (5.5)
Proof. At first, from (5.4) we see easily that
|Io(t,$)| < Cr, |©[Io(t,$)| <Cr- |l| AL. (56)

Moreover, on the set (¢,x) € [0,T] x [T, T], we have a lower bound for |Io(t, z)|:

Iy(t,z) = [e_(””+t)2 + e_(m_t)z} >ecr. (5.7)
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Now we are in a position to estimate E[|DpI; (¢, x)]

2]. Let us consider the lower
bound first. Recall an elementary inequality: (a + b)? > %

a® — 3b2, then
¢
/ / D,Gi—s(x —y) - Lo(s,y)W(ds, dy)
o Jr

| T
L.

2
— DpGi—s(x —y) - Io(s,y)| - 1> 2dldyds

E[[DnL(t,2)"] = E [

@thfs(I — (y + l)) . I()(S,y + l)

3 [t -
21 / / D04 Ga(y) - Tos, ) - 127~ 2dldyds
0 JR2
t
— 3/ |©th(I — y)|2 . |©l10(5,y)|2 . |l|2H_2dldde .
0 JR2

By Holder’s inequality and (5.6), we see that — sup [, [Di1o(s,y)|*- || ~2dl <
s€[0,T],yeR

Cr,u < oo for H € (0,3). Then
t
/ / D0Gs(w —y)[* - [Dido(s,y)|* - |1[*F 2 dldyds
0 R2

t
< / / 104G (y)? dyds < Cr - |h].
0 R

Moreover, we have

t
/ (018 Gs(y) - To(s, y)|? - |11 2dldyds
0 R2

t
Z// / DG (y)To(s, )] - |27~ 2dldyds .
0 Jy>0Ji>h

Notice that on the set {y > 0} x {l > h}

OGP = [Lyrivni<sy = Lyrii<sy = Lijyrni<sy + Liyi<sy|”
~ |1y picps)<yti+n) — Ly<lsi<y+ny)’
=Lgyti<is|<y+i4+n} + Liy<|s|<y+h} -

Letting h < 1 A % be small enough and noticing the lower bound (5.7), we have

t
// 000G () o (s, )7 - |12~ 2didyds
0 JR2

t s
> / / / 12H2|1y (s, )P dldyds
t Js—nJizh
t s
> / / P o (s, ) Pdyds 2 o - B2
% s—h

Thus, we obtain when H € (0,1/2) and |h| is relatively small

E[|DnLi(t,2)|?] 2 com - B2 — Crp - |h| = com - B2
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The upper bound can be derived by the Fourier transformation. By (5.6), we
have

t
E[lOnL (t, )| < 2 / D0 G o(s. ) - 1127 ~2didyds

+2 / / DrGala — ) - 1Duo(s y)|? - 1112Hdldyds
R2

< / / DGy - 1P 2dldyds + / / 191G (y) 2 dyds
/ /| th§ <Sln(§|§|)> |€|172Hd€d5—|—|h|

< 1 — cos(hl¢])] ——5= €] 7 déds + |h
< [ 1= conthieDl S~ deas + 1
= Cr. - (| + |h))SCr.p - B
for H € (0,1/2) and |h| is sufficiently small. Therefore, we finish the proof. O

Now we begin to prove Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We only need to consider ||I2(t, a:)||%2(9) with some special
initial data (5.4). Let us denote

Fyu(s,y) = Ge—s(z —y) 1 (s,y) -
Noting that
D1 Fra(s,y)? = |Gios(z — y)DnTi(5,y) + DpGis(z — y) L1 (s,y)?
> 2[Gus(e — 9)DuTi(s, )~ 3DAGe s — )i (s,

so we have
E[|L(t )] = E/t /}R2 O F,.0 (s, y)[2|h[22~2dhdyds
0
= %/Ot /R2 |Gis(@ = y)PEIDnL1(s,y)P|nI*" ~?dhdyds  (5.8)
- 3/; » |DhGi—s(z — y)”E|L(s,y)*|h|*P ~2dhdyds . (5.9)

Without loss of generality, we assume ¢t = 2 and estimate term (5.8) first. By
Lemma 5.1 with h < 1A t =1, it is clear that when H < 1

/ / [Gualr — ) PEIDWL (5,) 2 h P~ 2dhdyds
0

2
2] [ 1Gaate = PR o) PP dhdyds
1 JRJ <1

2
z/ // (G s(z — )2 - |B[*F~2dhdyds = oo, (5.10)
1 JRJ|h|<1
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For any H € (0,1/2) we can get that sup, g E|T1 (s, y)[> <s* 4 s in the term (5.9),
thus

2
/ / 1D1Gos(x —y)|*E|L1 (s, ) |*|h|*H 2dhdyds
0 R2

5/02(52H+32)/R<Sin((2|§_| S)|§|)>2|€|1—2Hd§d8

= /2(32H +52)(2 — 5)*Hds < 0. (5.11)
0

Plugging (5.10) and (5.11) into (5.8) and(5.9), we obtain that for ¢ = 2
E [|Ix(t, )] = oo

when H < +. The proof is complete. ([

1
1
APPENDIX A. SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS FOR WAVE KERNEL

In this Appendix, we show some technical lemmas used several times in our work.
Let us start by proving the Fourier transform of £(¢,x), So(t, z) and C1_4(t, z).

Lemma A.1. Let E(t,x), So(t,z) and C1_o(t,z) be defined by (3.3). Then they
are all in L'(R), and their Fourier transforms are given by (3.4). Consequently,
the wave kernel Gi_s(x — y) can be expressed as the representation (3.2).

Proof. We treat £(t, ) at first,

E(t.7) = FUE® ) (x) = — /Re-f\f\ewﬁdg _L1_t (A1)

T on w2 422’

which is obviously in L!(R). Similarly, for S, (¢, ),

Salt,z) = F ' [Su(t, )](@) = = / SI(UE]) ot g - 1 /0°° SI) o ([]€) de

“om e JEe T £
_ 1 [*sin ((t + [=])€) 1 [ sin ((t = |=))€)
- 27T/0 &o de + 27r/0 ' ds
_ wcos(%> [+ 1) st — 2Dt - 12)° ], (A2)

where the last equality can be found in 17.33(2) in [6]. For fixed ¢ > 0, if |z| is close
to t, |Sa(t, )| can be bounded by

a—1 a—1
(t+ 1)+t — |||
And when |z| is large enough, |S, (¢, )| behaves like
a—1 a—1
(lal =) = (lal + )",
which can be bounded by ¢(|z| — t)a_2. Therefore, S, (t,z) is in L'(R) since o €

(0,1).
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The last one C;_(t,z) is more involved because of the term F~! [%} But

we can apply the formula 17.34(14) in [6] to get
Cioa(t,w) = F ' [Cialt, )](2)

1 t& o0 o—t[¢]
— 2 [ conta - - [ G contalepa

= % [cos (%) [|t—|— |3:||7a + }t— |x|}7a}

~ 2cos (a tan ! ('%')) (2 + 7] ‘%]. (A.3)

Similarly, when |z is close to ¢, |C1—q(t,x)| can be bounded by

t+ ||| + [t — |=] [t2+x2]_%.

It is more interesting to know the above asymptotics when |z| is large. Since

Ci—a(t, :v)_cos(a )[|t+|x|| St -z a}—2COS( 5 ) [t? + 27]

+2 [cos (%) — cos (atan_l (b—'))} (t2 +22)"%, (A.4)

setting yo = \z\ , then for |z| large enough,

cos (%) — cos (t (g)) -/ L oo (atan! ()] do

Yo

‘—oz

(=3
2

+oo 1
Sa/ —dw >~ Cy t|z| (A.5)
Yo w
Therefore,
[2 cos (a_;r) — 2cos (a tan~! (%—'))] (t? + :62)_% ~ Cy - ta| 1 (t? + $2)_%7
(A.6)

which is integrable with respect to x when |z| is large enough since a € (0,1).
Moreover, since the following important asymptotic behavior holds, which will be
explained in Remark A.2,

6+ |7 + [t = |2]| 7 = 2(j¢> = 3) "% cos {oz tan ! <%>} ~2(lzP =) F,
(A7)
it is clear that
t(|:v|2 +t2)_%_1§ (|:c|2 . tz)—% _ (|$|2 +t2)_%§t(|x|2 . t2)—%—1 '
We see that for a € (0,1), Co(t, ) is also integrable with respect to z when |z|

sufficiently large. As a result, Cy (¢, z) is in L*(R).
Combining (A.1), (A.2) and (A.3), we can conclude (3.2). O

Remark A.2. We provide details of the equation (A.7) we used in the above proof
of Lemma A.1. Noticing that

— 1
arctan(z) = —%ln <Z+j> = —%ln (li—i> ,
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we have

cosfatan!(z)] = xp [tatan™" (2)] + exp [—ratan™!(2)] }

1 1
exp{ L ln<li_iz)]+exp [—La-(—%)ln(li—ii
« 142
51 (1-Lz)]+exp[—am(1-uﬂ}
1+Lz 1—1z 2
1—LZ 14z

(L4222 [(1—uz) ™+ (1+:2)"]}.

”‘“/—/H,—/H,—/HFA—\

N~ NI~ N~ N N

Lt

Letting z = Ta]s We see the equation (A.7) holds.

Lemma A.3. If 1 < a <1, then Cu(t,§) == %@ew and Sy (t,€) = Silllét,‘f‘)

are in L?(R) for any t > 0. Hence, Co(t,x) and Su(t,x) are also in L*(R).

APPENDIX B. LEMMAS FOR PROPOSITION 3.3

Lemma B.1. Ifp> 4, 1-H<a< 1—% and1—-2/g+a<f<H+a—-1/2,
then there exists a constant C independent of r such that

EllJg (r, Moy < Cllolary, i=1,2,3,4, (B.1)

where Je (depending on «,0) and K; (depending on «) are defined by (3.7) and
(3.8) respectively.

Proof. We will prove the above bound (B.1) for i = 1,2, 3,4 separately. We deal
with the term 4 = 1 first. In this case K; = C, and K; = S;_,, as defined by (3.3).
From the definition (3.7) of Jéc ! and from Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality
and the triangle inequality it follows

/E‘Jga(r,z)’pdzg/’Dl(r,z)’%—i—’Dg(r,z)’gdz,
R R

where we have used two notations

Dl(T,Z) = ‘/OT /R2(7° - 3)_29 |©hca(r - Svy)|2

(s, y + 2) |1 2e (o[>~ dhdyds , (B.2)

Darz)i= [ [ =il - s

NDw(5, 2 + )|y [hI2 2 dhdyds (B.3)
36
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Stochastic wave equation

By the definition of Z{(T') in (2.6), we can bound D;(r) := [, [D1(r, 2)|? tdz as
follows.
" 5
ms(//jwwrwmwmuawmwmwwmﬂ < ollg
R
g
520 2H—2
</ /R ’@hc ] Ih| dhdﬁds) % ol ) - (B.4)

In the last line of (B.4), we have applied Parseval’s formula which is legitimate

since Cq(s,-) is in L?(R) when

% <a<l, (B.5)

by Lemma A.3. Through (3.4), we can write (B.4) as
cos(sle]) — =11 |

os([ L
R2 (35
2 z
(/ / ?cos(slel) - Sﬂlwza”%w)>ww%m
o0 z
:(/ 52(H+0‘_0_1)d5-/ gl-2a-2H |cos(§) —e_£|2d§> X ”UH%{'(T)’
0 0

(B.6)

P

1= cos(hle P 2ahacds) o1y

which is finite if

1
1-20—2H<-1,2H+a—-0-1)>-1< a>1-H, 9<H+a—§. (B.7)

Similarly, by the definition of Z§(T') in (2.6), for Dy(r) := [ [Da(r, z)|2 dz,
Parseval’s formula implies

P

([ [t slduds) < ol

:(/0 /st|éa(8’§)|2d§ds) x lolzz - (B.8)

if o satisfies (B.5). Then plugging (3.4), we have
cos(s|¢]) — e=slél

wa( [ Lo

~ 2(a—0)—1 . > —2a _ —s£12 p
_</0 s ds/o £ |cos(s€) — e ’d§> ><||’U||Z§(T), (B.9)

which is finite since 3 <a <1land o> 3 — H +6 > 0 by (B.7).

Thus, with the choice of § < H + a —1/2 and a > 1 — H, we have finished the
proof (B.1) for i = 1.

Now let us deal with the case when ¢ = 2. Similar to the proof in the case i = 1,
now we need to show

d{ds) x ||v]|Z

Z2(T)

—~

(NS

||J(;gcx (r, Z)HI[),P(QxR) < C”’UH%P(T) ‘
37



SHUHUI LIU, YAOZHONG HU, AND XIONG WANG*

From the definition (3.7) of Jy and from Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality it
follows

[NS]

dz

/E|Jésa(7”az)|pd25 / [51(T7ZH% + [52(T72)} 3
R R
where D (r, z) and Dy(r, z) are defined by (B.2) and (B.3), respectively, with Cq
replaced by S,.

By the definition of Z7(T') in (2.6) and Minkowski’s inequality, we have

Di(r) ;:/R ’51(7“, 2)

p
2

dz

b

T 2
S([ =92 usatr = s PP 2dndyds ) x ol
0 JR2 !

oo 5
5(/ S2<H+a_9_l)d5 / gl—?a—?H |Sln(§)|2 dé) ~ ||Uszf(T), (Bl())
0 0

which is finite under the condition (B.7). In a similar way we can get

g
dz

52(7“) :z/R‘ﬁg(r,z)

S( [ =28t = saavas) < follg,
0

oo 5
([ et [T pn@ra) bl By
which is clearly bounded by (B.7) since % <a<landa>46.

Therefore, with the choice of 6 € (1—2/q+«, H+«—1/2), we finish the proof of
(B.1) when ¢ = 2. The remaining parts of (B.1), i.e. the cases K3 =8 and Ky = &
can be completed in the same spirit and we omit the details since they are actually
simpler. ([
Lemma B.2. Ifp > %, %—2H<a<1—% and1—-2/g+a <0 <2H+a—-1,
then there exists a constant C independent of r € [0, T] such that for i =1,2,3,4

i K 2 o2 %
E/R{/R‘Jal(r,z—i-h)—ng(r,z)‘ BPI2an)"dz < ClollB, ). (B12)

where Jéci (depending on «,0) and K; (depending on «) are defined by (3.7) and
(3.8) respectively.

Proof. Recall that ) (r, z) == J) (ryz+h) — JYi(r,z). We still first consider
the case when i =1, i.e. K1 =C,4 and K1 = 81—, defined by (3.3). We only need
to prove that there exists some constant C, independent of r € [0, T}, such that

2 £
/E[/ ‘@hjga(r,z)‘ |h|2H‘2dh] dz
R R

p
2
< ([ 190I8 02 201) < ol

where we employed Minkowski’s inequality in the above first inequality.
38
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Thanks to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, the triangle inequality and then
a change of variable y — z — y, we have

E[|©nJ5e (r, 2)”]
ng(/OT(r —5)7% /R2 {E‘@hca(r —s,z—y—lv(s,y+1)

D4Calr — 5,2 — y)uls, yﬂ ’ |1|2H2d1dyds)

b

2

<O [ = [ 101t = s )Pl + 21 2aayis)
0 R

+C,,</OT(7~—S)—2"/RQ

Therefore, by Minkowski’s inequality

/R DR TG, )2 sy 12l

- /R (/RE“@hJeca (r,2)[7] dz>z Ih2H =2,

< [ [0 = micalr = s PP ahdyds x oy,
0

r
2

2
O01Calr = 5.0)| 191006+ 2) B o 1Pty

T 2
[ ] =92 |Bniatr )| WP 2ddndyds x o1y,
0 Jr3
— i1 2) X [VlZp ey + o, 2) X [0lZeay
Applying (3.4) and Parseval’s formula again, one can find

i)z [ [ =9 ouutr - .0 NP 2andeas
0 R2

5/ 52(H+0‘_9_1)dr-/ 51—2a—2H|cos(§)—e—5|2d§, (B.14)
0 0

which is finite if (B.7) is satisfied. Similarly, we have
R A G
0 Jr3
x [1 = cos(|IEN)][1 — cos(|hE])] - 11> =2|h|*H ~2didhdEds
:/ (r— 5)2(0‘+2H_0)_3d3 . / {2(1_0‘_2H)|COS(§) —e ¢2d¢. (B.15)
0 0

In order to guarantee the integrals in (B.15) converge, we must have

2a+2H —0)—3> -1, 21 —a—2H) < —1

cos ((r — s)[el) — e =2l|”

3
@9<a+2H—1,a>§—2H. (B.16)

Therefore, with the choice of 6 € (1-2/q+ao,2H+a—1) and o € (3 —2H,1— %)
which implies p > %, by noting that ﬁ > % when H < %, then the conditions
(B.7) and (B.16) are satisfied. Thus, we complete the proof of (B.13).
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Now we show (B.12) for i = 2, i.e. Ky =S, and ICo = Ci_q only briefly since
the idea will be similar as in the above case ¢ = 1. We only need to show that there
exists some constant C' independent of r € [0, T], such that

2 4
E| [ D5 (r,2)| |h*72dh|" < C|Jv][%yp - (B.17)
. (T)

Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and then the
triangle inequality, we have the left hand side of (B.17) is bounded by

~ b ~ 5
(716:2))" X N0l + (Far,2)) " x ol -
Applying (3.4) and Parseval’s formula again, one finds

jl(r, 2) ::/ / (r— 8)729|©h8a(7‘ — s, y)|2|h|2H72dhdyds
0o Jr2

s [ et g [Cget i gla, (Bas)
0 0

which is obviously bounded if (B.7) is satisfied. Similarly, we have

Gtre)i= [ [ =57 00Salr = sy - DuSalr = s.0)f
0 R3
x |12 =2 |n*H 2 dildhdyds

~ / (r — 5)2@F2H=0)=3 7 . / g2(A—a=2H) i (¢)|2de (B.19)
0 0

which is finite under (B.16).

Therefore, with the choice 6 € (1 — % +a,2H+a—-1)anda € (3 —2H,1— %)
which implies p > 4, we see the conditions (B.7) and (B.16) are satisfied. So we
finish the proof of (B.17). The other cases of (B.12) when ¢ = 3 and ¢ = 4 can be
done by using the same strategy and we omit them here. ([l

APPENDIX C. LEMMAS FOR PROPOSITION 4.1

Our aim is to show for any p > % and vy < H — %, the temporal-spatial Holder
continuity in Proposition 4.1 hold by selecting appropriate «, 8 and 7. Above all,
we list some conditions which will be used frequently in our technical lemmas.

II.1 1—H<oe<%,oe+”y<%,%<9<H+a—%;

11.2 0>1+o¢—%+277, n>v;
11.3 a+n>%,n>7;
11.4 a+n<%, n> .

Throughout Appendix C, we always assume p > % and v < H — %.
Lemma C.1. Suppose «, 0 satisfy (IL.1) and

m satisfies (I1.2) and (I1.3);
N2 satisfies (I1.2) and (I1.4); (C.1)
n3 satisfies (11.3) .

Then Ié},g(t, h), k=1,2,3,4 in (4.15) can be bounded by |h|79.
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Proof. For Iéll) (t, h), since (r + h)2@=1) < a0=1) it can be bounded by
t
)t h)S hmq./ /qu—l) Cpd(atm)a) | 4 5| (e gzgy

¢
~ pmd / ra0=1 . pl=(atmlag,. ~ pma < pa
0
where we require 7; satisfy
m>v, (a+m)g>1, q@-1)+1-(a+m)g>-1,
which is ) 5
n1>v,a+n1>a,9>1+a—§+m. (C.2)
Similarly, for 12(12) (t,h) we have
t T
1512) (t,h) ~h"9. / / rdO=) ( — ) (a2

t
2hnzq,/ pa@=Dpl=(etn2)ag, ~ p2a < pra.
0

if we require

1 2
772>%a>04+772,9>1+oz—a+772. (C.3)

For Iélg (t, h) we have
I3 (t, h) ~ 19 - / / 90— S(—a=m)aq gy

~ 7134 . / A=) p1=(a+ns)a g, ~ pl—cq < B,
0

under conditions

[y

1 1 1
- >y4+a, a+n>—, 0>1——-=—. (C4)
q q D

(=

For the last term I( (t,h) we have

2,4

thﬁh /rq(e b /|r—|—h 2|7+ [|2] — 7| 7] - 1a,dzdr
0

h 2h
~h- /’I”q(e D / zfo‘qdz—l—/ 2z~ %dz | dr
0 0 0

< p2a / a(0-1) gy ~ p2—a < e
0

if we set ) ) L1 o
a<-—=1—-=, >1—-=-=-, a+y<-<-. (C.5)

q p qa p q g
Notice that once «, 6 satisfy (II.1) and 1, 2 and ns satisfy (C.1), then the condi-
tions (C.2)-(C.5) hold automatically. The proof is complete. O

Remark C 2. We Temark here that the conditions (C.1) for a, 8, n’s are compatible
with p > 77 and v < H — ~. Let us summarize all the restrictions in Lemma C.1:
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(2)1-H<a<g aty<g, ;<0<H+a-j;

(3) m>v, 0>14+a—2+2m, a+m>;
(4) m2>7, 0>14+a—-2+42n, atn<y;
(5) ns >, a+n3<§.

For any (ﬁa:ed)p> , we can choose for (small enough) e, >0 k=1,...,6
1
y=H——-—¢1, a=1—H+ ¢, 0=H —¢3,
p
1 1 1
m=H-——-—¢e4, m=H———¢5, p3=H—-—¢¢.
p p p
For arbitrary (small enough) € > 0 let

€1 ="Te,eg=4e,e3 =¢€,e4 = 3c,65 = 6,645 = b¢.

Then all the restrictions (1)-(5) are satisfied with v arbitrarily close to H— =. The
following lemmas can be verified similarly. We omit the details.

Lemma C.3. Suppose «, 0 satisfy (11.1) and
N4, M5 satisfy (I1.2) and (I1.3) . (C.6)

Then the terms 1525) (t,h) and Ifﬁ) (t,h) in equation (4.20) can be bounded by |h|79.

Proof. For the term 12(252 (t,h), from inequality (4.17) and (r + h)"9 < 17 + B9 it
follows

t [e3
1525) (tvh)g/ /(7‘ + h)a0=1) ‘Ah (2 + |22) 3 q
0o Jr

t o
§hn4q/ /(r + h)q(efl) (r2 + 22)—(7+n4)q (r + h)”4qdzdr

dzdr

t
Sh"“q-/ T‘J(G_l)“‘l_(a"'"“)qdr-/ (1+Z2)*(%+n4)qdz
0 R

t
+h2n4q / Tq(071)+17(a+2n4)qdr_/ (1_'_22)_(%4‘774)(1 dZS By
0 R
if 14 satisfies the following conditions

2 1
na >, 9—2774>1—|—oz—a, oz—|—2774>a. (C.7)

Now we deal with Iz(?g (t,h). For fixed n € (0,1) by (4.18) and then by changing
of variable z — rz,

q(6—1 || |h|™9 2N —%4
th //r—i—h )r2+z)’75‘1(r +z) 2 dzdr

0— —54
<h's q/ /Tq( 1) T2+Z2)n5q (r2—|—z2) 2 gy dr

:hnsq/ pa(0=1)—nsq—aq+l 7. . /ﬂ(l_’_;)*%qd%
0 R (1 +22)m4
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which can be bounded by h7? under conditions (C.2) with n; replaced with 7, i.e.
n5>”y,a+n5>é,9>1+a—§+n5. (C.8)
Therefore, under conditions (C.7) and (C.8), we have for k = 5, 6,
sup T3 (1, ) SI[™
Notice that once a, 6 satisfy (II.1) and n4, 15 satisfy (C.6), then the conditions
(C.7)-(C.8) hold automatically. The proof is complete. O
Lemma C.4. Suppose «, 0 satisfy (11.1) and

n satisfies (I1.2) and (I1.3);
N2 satisfies (I1.3); (C.9)
n3 satisfies (I11.2) and (11.4).

Then the term jl()lk) (t,x,y) in (4.31) can be bounded as

tsup jl()llg) (tv ‘Iv y)SOTﬁDyH,’YViP/q fOT k = 15 27 3
»T,Y

Proof. Similar to the proof of 12(11) in part (i) of Proposition 4.1, Jl(yll) (t,z,y) can be
bounded by |A|7? under the same condition as (C.2) which is implied by conditions
on 7 in (C.9).

Now we deal with «71(,12) (t,x,y). By triangle inequality

t
Tt x,y) =/ /rq<9—1> On(r — |2)~°|" - (15, + 1p, + 1p,) dzdr
h JR

t
<// raO=D|p — |z||(Camm)apn2a gz dy
Jh Jaceron

t
-I—/ / Tq(971)|7"—|z||(7°‘7”2)qh”2qdzdr
h Jz>r+h

t pr—h
_,_/ / rdO=D | — |z||(Camm)a a5 gy
h —r+h
3

=Y 7ty (C.10)
j=1

where By, By and Bs are defined by (4.29).
For the term jl(é)yl(t,x,y) in (C.10), we have

t
‘71(112)71(15,3:,3;) zﬁmq/ Tq(971)/ ylatm)ag, g

0 z>h
t
zhl_(a+"2)q+"2q/ r1O=Dpr ~ gl < pra,
0
under the same conditions as (C.4):

1 1 1
at+y<—,a+np>—,0>-. (C.11)
q q

p
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Similar to Jl(lz)l(t x,y), if the conditions in (C.11) hold, then we have

121 (t,z,y) / / a(6—1) z—r)( a=2)a 24 5 e

fhnzq/ / a(0-1) ,—(a+n2)q 7, 1p

~ pi aq/ rd@=Dgr < pre.
0

To estimate jl(é)yg(t,x,y) in (C.10), letting ng satisfy the conditions (C.3) with
79 replaced by n3, namely,

1 2
773>%a>04+77379>1+04—a+7737 (012)

we have

t 0
\71(,12),3(@ r,y) :/ / Tq(9_1)|7" —h4+ Z|(_O‘_"3)qh"3qdzdr
h J—r+h

t pr—h
_|_/ / pdO=D|p — p — z|(Comm)apmee gy

~ |34 . / / a(0-1) ,(—a=n3)a 1, q1r

< {34 . / 1—(a+n3)g+4a(0-1) 3,. < pm3q < B4
0

Now we proceed to deal with «71(,13) (t,x,y) in (4.30). By the similar way as dealing
with J1(712) (t,x,y), we have with By and Bs defined by (4.29).

t
[ [0 = Jet bl = )" (L + L) o
h JR
_T+
// 0D (| o+ BT+ | — [2]|7°7) dedr

+// P10 (| — |z 4+ 1l 7 |y — ||| ) dzdr
h Jr—h
t rh t r2h
o~ / / rq<071)|z|7°‘qdzdr+/ / rd0=1) | 2| =z dy
h J—h h JO

t
< hl—aq/ 7400=1) 1. < pl—aq < w9,
0

under the same conditions as (C.5):

1 1 1 1
a<-—=1-=,0>=-, a+y<—. (C.13)
q p p q
Therefore, if o, 0 satisfy (I1.1) and 11, 12, 3 satisfy (C.9), then we have our desire
upper bounds for sup jl(lk) (t,z,y) (k=1,2,3). O
tay

Lemma C.5. Suppose «, 0 satisfy (I1.1), and moreover

N4 satisfies (I11.2) and (I1.3). (C.14)
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Then the terms J2(1k) (t,x,y) in (4.34) can be bounded as follows

tsup \72(7]}3(t5Iay)SCT1P1H77|h|’Yq fOT k = 17253'
»T,Y

Proof. Similar to the way when we deal with Iz(l) in the proof of part (i) of Proposi-
tion 4.1, j2(711) (t,x,y) can be bounded by /A7? under the condition (C.2) which holds
under condition (C.14). Let us recall the definitions of C, Cy and Cj in (4.32),

then for j2(112) (t,z,y) we have

h
Jz(,lz)(tal’ay):/ /rq<9*1> |Dn(r —12))7*" - (1c, + 1e,) dzdr
0 R

h
</ / raO=D|p — |z||(Cammagma gz gy
Jo Je<—r—n

h
+/ / raO=Dp — |z||(Camm)apmd gy (C.15)
0 z>r+h

For the first term of the summation in (C.15), we have

/h/ Tq(971)|7" - |z||(7°‘7”4)qﬁ’74qdzdr
0 z<—r—h
h
= h’74‘1/ / Tq(efl)(—z — r)(fo‘fn“)qdzdr
0 z<—r—h

h
:h774(1// ra0=1) (—a—nda g, 1.
0 z>h

h
2ﬁnwhl*(o&m)q/ r20=1) 4.
0

~ hn4q+1—(a+n4)q+1+q(0—1) < K
- ~ b

under the same conditions as (C.2) with 7, replaced by 74.
Similarly, we have for the second term of the sum in (C.15)

h
/ / Tq(971)|7" - |z||(7°‘7”4)qh"4qdzdr
0 z>r+h
h
:/ / rq(efl)(z —T)(fo‘fm)qﬁquzdr
0 z>r+h

h
:hmq// ra0=1) ,—(atna)a g, gr
0 z>h

h
~ hmth*(o&m)q/ ra0=D gy < praati=—(atna)gtite(0-1)
0
which can be bounded by A7 if the condition (C.2) with n; replaced by 74 holds.
For the last term Jz(ylg) (t,z,y), if , 0 satisfy (II.1), then the conditions
1

1 1 2
a<-=1—--,0>-,0>14+a——-+1, (C.16)
q D f5 q
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are satisfied. So we have

h
T35 (tw,y) = / / PO |z B (= [2) " Loy dadr
0 R
h r+h
:// $1O) (= |z B 4 fr (2727 ddr
0 —r—h

Boopr h ok

:/ / rq<9_1)|z|_aqdzdr+/ / rq(0_1)|z|_aqdzdr
o Jo o Jo
B B

~ / pa0=D+l-aqq, o hlfo‘q/ r10= gy
< hzo—aq+q(9—1) < p ’

Thus, the proof is complete. O

Lemma C.6. Suppose «, 0 satisfy (IL.1) and

N2 satisfies (I1.3);
N3 satisfies (I1.4); (C.17)
N4 satisfies (I11.2) and (I1.3).

Then the J2(121)7j(t,x,y), j=1,---,6 in (4.39) can be bounded as follows.
tsup \72(721),] (ta Ia y)§|h|’yq
ST,y

Proof. Let us recall the definitions of Dy,---, Dg in (4.38). Firstly, we deal with
j2(,21),1 and ‘72(,21)75 on D; and Dj5 successively. We have

2 2
\72(,1),1(t5 €T, y) + \72(,1),5(t5 xz, Z/)

t
:|h|n2q/ / T‘J(G_l)(—z—r)_(a+"2)qdzdr
0 Jz<—r—h
t r+h
+ |h|’72q/ / rq(efl)(z — T)f(o‘“”)qdzdr
0 T
t

§|h|ﬂ2Q/ rqw_l)dr-/ (g)—(a+nz)qdz
0 zZ>h

t h
+ |h|"2q/ P gy . / (z)~(atmag, (C.18)
0 0
through changing of variables Z = —z — r and Z = z — r. Thus, it can be bounded
by || if
1
a+ng > 7 n2 > 7. (C.19)

In the same way, we can deal with J2()21)76(t, z,y) by changing of variable z =z — r,

t
|h|n3q/ / Tq(Gfl)(Z _r)f(aJrns)qdzdr
0 z>r+h

t
<|h|n3q/ Tq(Gfl)dT,/ (2)~(@tm)agy<|p|7e,
0 >h
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which requires 73 satisfying the conditions (C.19) and
1
a+mn3 < a, n3 > . (0.20)

Similarly, by changing of variable z — z + /i and then z — rz, we have on D3,

t r—h
j2()21)73(t,x,y)§h"4q/ / 7«q(0—1)|r _ |z 4 h||_(a+"4)qdzdr
0 J—r

t r
Shmq/ / 741(9—1)|7« _ |z||_(o‘+"4)qdzdr
0 —r

t 1
:hmq/ 7411(9*1)*(0t+774)q+1d7a./ 11— |z||~eFm)agz<pra . (C.21)
0 0

which requires the same condition as (C.2) with 7, replaced by 74 here.
As for j2(721))2(t, z,y) and j2(721))4(t, x,y), we have

jzlz(tl’ y)+J214tx Y)

S/ (/ +/ ) rq(0_1)|r — |z + h||”*%dzdr
0 —r—h r—h
t —r T
—|—/ </ —|—/ > Tq(9_1)|7" — |2]| " *dzdr
0 —r—h r—h

) pa0=1) |©h|r — |z||_°‘|qdzdr
h

t A
S / 1 / 2|~ dz <[ TS|, (C.22)
0 0
if we require
1 1 1
0>-, a<=, at+y<-. (C.23)
p q q

Thus, if «, 0 satisfy (I1.1) and if (C.17) holds, then all the restrictions on 7’s are
satisfied. The proof is then complete. (I

Lemma C.7. Suppose a, 0 satisfy (I1.1) and moreover
N4, M5 satisfy (11.2) and (11.3). (C.24)

Then the terms sup Jg(2) (t,x,y) and sup J4(2) (t,x,y) in (4.42) can be bounded by
t,x,y t,z,y

a constant multiple of |h|79.
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Proof. For the term Jg(2) (t,z,y), by (4.40) and the inequality |z + h|™I<|z|Me +
|h|"? | we have

t
J?f2)(t,x,y)§|h|’74‘1/ /Tq(eil)(’lj+22)7(%+n4)q|z|n4qd3dr
0 JR
t
+|h|2mq/ /rq(e_l)(r2+z2)_(%+"4)qdzdr
0 JR
t
:|h|n4Q/ T‘I(efl)*(aJr2774)lI+774q+1dT./(1+22)7(%+774)¢I|Z|774Qd2
0 R

t
_|_|h|2n4q/ rq(e_l)_(a+2"4)q+1dr-/(1+z2)_(%+"4)qdz, (C.25)
0 R

which can be bounded by |A[7? under the following conditions
2 1
174>7,9—2174>1+a—5,04+774>5. (C.26)

As for the term Jf)(t, x,y), by inequality (4.41) and by changing of variable
z = rz,

rhsd

t
IOty [ [ 10 e ) By

t
§|h|n5q/ 741(9*1)777sqfoaz+ld,~,/(14_22)7%11777‘416[27 (C.27)
0 R

which can be bounded by |h|7? under conditions (C.2) with 7; substituted by 75. So
we complete the proof by noticing that (C.26) and (C.2) are implied by (C.24). O
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