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INVARIANT MANIFOLDS FOR STOCHASTIC PARTIAL

DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN CONTINUOUSLY EMBEDDED

HILBERT SPACES

RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

Abstract. We provide necessary and sufficient conditions for stochastic in-
variance of finite dimensional submanifolds for solutions of stochastic partial
differential equations (SPDEs) in continuously embedded Hilbert spaces with
non-smooth coefficients. Furthermore, we establish a link between invariance
of submanifolds for such SPDEs in Hermite Sobolev spaces and invariance of
submanifolds for finite dimensional SDEs. This provides a new method for
analyzing stochastic invariance of submanifolds for finite dimensional Itô dif-
fusions, which we will use in order to derive new invariance results for finite
dimensional SDEs.

1. Introduction

The problem of finding invariant submanifolds of solutions of stochastic partial
differential equations (SPDEs) arises, for example, in connection with stochastic
models in finance wherein the submanifolds offer the possibility of finite dimen-
sional realizations of the solutions which are otherwise infinite dimensional (see, for
example [5, 4, 3, 14, 15, 39, 40, 41, 42]). The problem, related to the computability
of “interest rate term structure models”, is also known as the “consistency prob-
lem” for such models; see [12]. In this paper we study the mathematical problem
of finding invariant submanifolds for a general class of SPDEs that includes apart
from quasi-semilinear and semilinear SPDEs (see, for example [11, 28, 41]) a more
recent class of SPDEs studied in [33, 34]. We will refer to this latter class as Itô
type SPDEs.

In this paper, we develop a general framework, which covers the aforementioned
types of SPDEs, and we present an invariance result for finite dimensional subman-
ifolds, which generalizes existing results in this direction. In particular, the usual
assumption that the volatilities must be smooth, is not required in our framework
(see Theorem 4.3). Furthermore, we establish a link between invariance of subman-
ifolds for such SPDEs in Hermite Sobolev spaces and invariance of submanifolds
for finite dimensional SDEs (see Theorem 7.3). Using this connection, we will also
contribute new invariance results for finite dimensional SDEs (see, in particular
Theorems 7.6 and 7.15). As we will see, our results are stable under the dimension
of the driving noise, which may in particular be infinite dimensional.
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In order to outline our findings, let (G,H) be a pair of continuously embedded
separable Hilbert spaces; this means that G ⊂ H as sets, and that the embedding
operator from (G, ‖ · ‖G) into (H, ‖ · ‖H) is continuous. Consider an SPDE of the
form

{
dYt = L(Yt)dt+A(Yt)dWt

Y0 = y0
(1.1)

driven by a R
∞-Wiener process W with continuous coefficients L : G → H and

A : G→ ℓ2(H); we refer to Section 2 for further details. We emphasize that SPDEs
of the type (1.1) in particular cover the following two types of SPDEs:

• Semilinear SPDEs of the type
{
dYt = (BYt + α(Yt))dt+ σ(Yt)dWt

Y0 = y0,
(1.2)

where B : H ⊃ D(B) → H is a densely defined, closed operator, and
α : H → H and σ : H → ℓ2(H) are continuous mappings. Here the Hilbert
space G is given by the domain G := D(B), equipped with the graph norm

‖y‖G =
√

‖y‖2H + ‖By‖2H , y ∈ G,(1.3)

and the coefficients in (1.1) are given by L = B+α and A = σ. This includes
SPDEs in the framework of the semigroup approach (see, for example [7,
16]), which also arise for the modeling of interest rate curves. We refer to
Section 5.2 for more details.

• The above mentioned Itô type SPDEs (see [33, 34]), where the pair (G,H) of
continuously embedded Hilbert spaces is given by Hermite Sobolev spaces
G = Sp+1(R

d) and H = Sp(R
d) for some p ∈ R, and the coefficients

L : G → H and A : G → ℓ2(H) are given by second and first order
differential operators of the form

L(y) :=
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(〈σ, y〉〈σ, y〉⊤)ij∂
2
ijy −

d∑

i=1

〈bi, y〉∂iy,(1.4)

Aj(y) := −
d∑

i=1

〈σji , y〉∂iy, j ∈ N.(1.5)

where bi ∈ S−(p+1)(R
d) for i = 1, . . . , d and σji ∈ S−(p+1)(R

d) for i =

1, . . . , d and j ∈ N, and where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual pair on S−(p+1)(R
d)×

Sp+1(R
d). We refer to Section 6.3 for further details.

Let M ⊂ H be a finite dimensional C2-submanifold of H . We are interested in local
invariance of M , which means that for each starting point y0 ∈ M there exists a
local solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 such that Y τ ∈ M , where the
positive stopping time τ > 0 denotes the lifetime of Y . Let us first recall a known
result for semilinear SPDEs of the type (1.2). If σj ∈ C1(H) for each j ∈ N, then
the following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE (1.2).
(ii) We have

M ⊂ D(B),(1.6)

σj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,(1.7)

B|M + α|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Dσj · σj |M ∈ Γ(TM ).(1.8)
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Here Γ(TM ) denotes the space of all vector fields on M ; that it, the space of all
mappings A : M → H such that A(y) ∈ TyM for each y ∈ M , where TyM denotes
the tangent space to M at y. Furthermore, for each j ∈ N we denote by Dσj ·σj |M
the mapping y 7→ Dσj(y)σj(y), y ∈ M .

For this result we refer to [11, 28]; see also [13], where the more general situation
with jump-diffusions and submanifolds with boundary has been treated. In [11],
the conditions (1.7) and (1.8) above are called “Nagumo type consistency” condi-
tions. However the term 1

2

∑∞
j=1Dσ

j · σj in condition (1.8) can also be viewed as

a “Stratonovich” correction term, which requires smoothness of the volatilities σj ,
j ∈ N.

When dealing with the more general SPDE (1.1), the smoothness of the coeffi-
cients Aj , j ∈ N becomes problematic, since they are defined between two different
Hilbert spaces Aj : G → H . In particular, for Itô type SPDEs with coefficients of
the form (1.4) and (1.5), the volatilities Aj , j ∈ N are typically not of class C1 (see
Remark 6.9). Therefore, one of the principal challenges that we deal with in this
paper is to find a suitable generalization of condition (1.8) for these SPDEs.

This leads to a geometric framework where we consider (G,H)-submanifolds.
More precisely, a C2-submanifold M of H is called a (G,H)-submanifold of class
C2 if M ⊂ G and τH ∩ M = τG ∩ M , where τH and τG denote the topologies
of H and G. In our main result we will show that for such a submanifold M the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) We have

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,(1.9)

[L|M ]Γ(TM ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M = [0]Γ(TM ).(1.10)

We refer to Theorem 4.3 for the precise result and further details. The condition
(1.10) is an equation in the quotient space A(M )/Γ(TM ), where A(M ) denotes
the space of all mappings A : M → H . Furthermore, for each j ∈ N the element
[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M arises from the quadratic variation term in Itô’s formula, when
we realize the solutions Y of the SPDE (1.1) on M as the image Y = φ(X) of a
finite dimensional process X and a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M of the
submanifold M ; we refer to Definition 4.1 for more details. The advantage in this
formulation is clearly that it does not require smoothness of the vector fields Aj ,
j ∈ N, which is also seen in subsequent results; see, for example Theorem 4.21.

In particular, our main result applies to semilinear SPDEs of the type (1.2),
where σ is only assumed to be continuous. Recalling that G = D(B) endowed with
the graph norm (1.3), in this situation we will show that for a finite dimensional
C2-submanifold M of H the following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE (1.2).
(ii) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2, which is locally invariant for the

semilinear SPDE (1.2).
(iii) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2, and we have

σj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,(1.11)

[(B + α)|M ]Γ(TM ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[σj |M , σj |M ]M = [0]Γ(TM ).(1.12)

Furthermore, if σj ∈ C1(H) for each j ∈ N, then condition (1.12) is equivalent to
(1.8). We refer to Theorem 5.16 and Remark 5.17 for further details. These findings
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are a consequence a more general result for so-called quasi-semilinear SPDEs, which
we establish in this paper; see Theorem 5.11.

Note that in the aforementioned result for semilinear SPDEs we only assume
that M is a finite dimensional C2-submanifold of H , whereas in our main result
we assume that M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2. Indeed, as the previous
equivalences (i)–(iii) show, for semilinear SPDEs the submanifold M is automati-
cally a (G,H)-submanifold in case of local invariance, which is due to the fact that
G = D(B) endowed with the graph norm (1.3).

Our main result also applies to Itô type SPDEs (1.1), where the coefficients are of
the form (1.4) and (1.5), and where we recall that G = Sp+1(R

d) and H = Sp(R
d)

for some p ∈ R. Then, for any Φ ∈ G the submanifold

M = {τxΦ : x ∈ R
d}

is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), where (τx)x∈Rd denotes the group of trans-
lation operators on H . This shows that the solutions to the Itô type SPDE (1.1)
are translation invariant; that is, we have Y = τXΦ for some Rd-valued diffusion
X ; see also [33].

We will generalize this result to SPDEs (1.1) with a general pair of continuously
embedded Hilbert spaces (G,H) be as follows. Let T = (T (t))t∈Rd be a multi-
parameter C0-group on H , let N be an m-dimensional C2-submanifold of Rd for
some m ≤ d, and consider the submanifold

M = {T (t)y0 : t ∈ N }(1.13)

for some y0 ∈ G. Denoting by ψ : Rd → H the orbit map ψ(t) := T (t)y0 for t ∈ Rd,
we will show that the following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) N is locally invariant for the R

d-valued SDE
{
dXt = b̄(Xt)dt+ σ̄(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0,

where σ̄ : N → ℓ2(Rd) and b̄ : N → Rd are the unique solutions of the
equations

L|M =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(σ̄σ̄⊤)ij ◦ ψ
−1|M Bij |M +

d∑

i=1

b̄i ◦ ψ
−1|M Bi|M ,(1.14)

Aj |M =

d∑

i=1

σ̄ji ◦ ψ
−1|M Bi|M , j ∈ N.(1.15)

We refer to Theorem 6.2 for the precise statement. Note that the structures of
the coefficients in (1.4) and (1.5) are particular cases of (1.14) and (1.15). This
result is a consequence of a more general result for arbitrary (G,H)-submanifolds,
which we establish in this paper; see Theorem 4.10. Moreover, we will show that
the structure (1.13) of the submanifold M appears naturally with coefficients of the
kind (1.14) and (1.15) in case of local invariance; see Theorem 6.6 for the precise
result.

Diffusions on manifolds in Rd is a well studied topic (see for a partial list [20,
8, 9, 18, 19, 38]). In this paper, we will also establish new results concerning the
invariance of finite dimensional submanifolds for Rd-valued diffusions of the type

{
dXt = b(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0
(1.16)

with coefficients b : Rd → Rd and σ : Rd → ℓ2(Rd). Our essential assumption is
that these coefficients belong to a Hermite Sobolev space with sufficient regularity.
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More precisely, we assume that for some q > d
4 we have bi ∈ Sq(R

d) for i = 1, . . . , d

and σji ∈ Sq(R
d) for i = 1, . . . , d and j ∈ N. Let N be an m-dimensional C2-

submanifold of R
d for some m ≤ d. We set G := S−q(R

d), H := S−(q+1)(R
d),

define the coefficients of the SPDE (1.1) as (1.4), (1.5) with p := −(q + 1), and
consider the submanifold

M := {δx : x ∈ N },

where δx denotes the Dirac distribution at point x. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) N is locally invariant for the SDE (1.16).

We refer to Theorem 7.3, which establishes the announced link between the invari-
ance of submanifolds for SPDEs in Hermite Sobolev spaces and the invariance of
submanifolds for finite dimensional SDEs. In particular, in some situations it turns
out that locally invariance of M for the SPDE (1.1) is easier to prove, which is the
key for providing new invariance results for finite dimensional SDEs.

One application of this connection appears in the situation, where we consider
the conditions

b|N ∈ Γ(TN ),(1.17)

σj |N ∈ Γ(TN ), j ∈ N,(1.18)

and where we are interested in finding an additional condition ensuring that N

is locally invariant for the SDE (1.16). In this regard, we will show that under
conditions (1.17) and (1.18) the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) N is locally invariant for the SDE (1.16).
(ii) We have

∞∑

j=1

(
[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M − [Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M ]Γ(TM )

)
= [0]Γ(TM ),

where, in accordance with (1.5), we have set

Āj(y, z) := −
d∑

i=1

〈σji , z〉∂iy, j ∈ N.

We refer to Theorem 7.6 for further details. A consequence of this result is that the
conditions

b|N ∈ Γ(TN ),

σj |N ∈ Γ∗(TN ), j ∈ N,

where Γ∗(TN ) denotes the space of all locally simultaneous vector fields on N ,
are sufficient for local invariance of N for the SDE (1.16); see Proposition 7.7. This
is a generalization of the result that an affine submanifold N is locally invariant if
and only if we have (1.17) and (1.18). We also establish such a result in the general
framework for SPDEs of the type (1.1); see Corollary 4.7.

Another application of the connection between invariance of submanifolds for
SDEs and SPDEs occurs in the situation, where the submanifold N is given by
the zeros of smooth functions. More precisely, we assume that the dimension of N

is given by m = d − n, where n < d, and that there exist an open subset O ⊂ Rd

and a mapping f : Rd → R
n such that

N = {x ∈ O : f(x) = 0}.
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Concerning the components of f we assume that fk ∈ Sq+1(R
d) for all k = 1, . . . , n.

As we will show, then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE (1.16).
(ii) For all k = 1, . . . , n we have

( d∑

i=1

bi∂ifk +
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(σσ⊤)ij∂
2
ijfk

)∣
∣
∣
∣
N

= 0,

d∑

i=1

σji ∂ifk

∣
∣
∣
∣
N

= 0, j ∈ N.

For this result, we refer to Theorem 7.15. We illustrate the latter result with the
example of the unit sphere Sd−1 (Corollary 7.17 and Example 7.18) and recover an
earlier result of Stroock.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces SPDEs in the framework
of continuously embedded Hilbert spaces. In Section 3 we introduce the notion
of a submanifold in embedded Hilbert spaces. Section 3.1 is devoted to calculus
on such submanifolds. In Section 3.2 we consider submanifolds generated by the
infinitesimal generator of a multi-parameter strongly continuous group. In Section
4 we present our main result concerning invariant manifolds. Afterwards, in Section
5 we present consequences for quasi-semilinear SPDEs, which includes the particular
case of semilinear SPDEs. In Section 6 we study the invariance of manifolds which
are generated by orbit maps; this includes Itô type SPDEs. In Section 7 we provide
the link between the invariance of submanifolds for finite dimensional SDEs and the
invariance of submanifolds for SPDEs in Hermite Sobolev spaces, and provide new
invariance results for finite dimensional SDEs. Appendix A is devoted to results on
multi-parameter groups and Appendix B to results on Hermite Sobolev spaces. This
includes a proof of the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces.

2. Stochastic partial differential equations in continuously

embedded Hilbert spaces

In this section we provide the required prerequisites about SPDEs in continuously
embedded Hilbert spaces.

2.1. Definition. We call W = (W j)j∈N a standard R
∞-Wiener process if (W j)j∈N

is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Wiener processes on some sto-
chastic basis.

For a Hilbert space H we denote by ℓ2(H) the Hilbert space of all H-valued
sequences y = (yj)j∈N such that

‖y‖ℓ2(H) :=

( ∞∑

j=1

‖yj‖2H

)1/2

<∞.

2.2. Proposition. Let W = (W j)j∈N be a standard R∞-Wiener process on a sto-
chastic basis (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈R+

,P), let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let A be a
predictable ℓ2(H)-valued process such that we have P-almost surely

∫ t

0

‖As‖
2
ℓ2(H)ds <∞, t ∈ R+.(2.1)

Then the process (
∫ t

0
AsdWs)t∈R+

given by
∫ t

0

AsdWs :=

∞∑

j=1

∫ t

0

AjsdW
j
s , t ∈ R+(2.2)
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is a well-defined H-valued continuous local martingale, and the convergence is in
probability, uniformly on compact intervals.

Proof. Let T > 0 be arbitrary. We denote by M2
T (H) the space of all H-valued

square-integrable martingales M = (Mt)t∈[0,T ], which, endowed with the norm

‖M‖∞ = E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Mt‖
2
H

]1/2

, M ∈M2
T (H)

is a Hilbert space. Furthermore, by Doob’s martingale inequality, an equivalent
norm is given by

‖M‖T = E
[
‖MT‖

2
H

]1/2
, M ∈M2

T (H).

Concerning the predictable process A, we first suppose that

E

[ ∫ T

0

‖As‖
2
ℓ2(H)ds

]

<∞.

Then by the Itô isometry and the monotone convergence theorem we have

∞∑

j=1

E

[∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ T

0

AjsdW
j
s

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H

]

=

∞∑

j=1

E

[ ∫ T

0

‖Ajs‖
2
Hds

]

= E

[ ∫ T

0

‖As‖
2
ℓ2(H)ds

]

<∞,

and hence the series
∑∞
j=1

∫ T

0 AjsdW
j
s converges in M2

T (H). The situation with a

general predictable process A satisfying (2.1) follows by localization, and, by the
definition of the norm ‖·‖∞, the convergence is in probability, uniformly on compact
intervals. �

2.3. Definition. Let G and H be two normed spaces. Then we call (G,H) continu-
ously embedded normed spaces (or normed spaces with continuous embedding) if
the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) We have G ⊂ H as sets.
(2) The embedding operator Id : (G, ‖ · ‖G) → (H, ‖ · ‖H) is continuous; that is,

there is a constant K > 0 such that

‖x‖H ≤ K‖x‖G for all x ∈ G.

2.4. Definition. Let H1, . . . , Hn be normed spaces. Then we call (H1, . . . , Hn) con-
tinuously embedded normed spaces if for each k = 1, . . . , n− 1 the pair (Hk, Hk+1)
is a pair of continuously embedded normed spaces.

Now, let (G,H) be separable Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding. Fur-
thermore, let L : G → H and A : G → ℓ2(H) be continuous1 mappings. Then for
each j ∈ N the component Aj : G→ H is continuous.

2.5. Definition. Let y0 ∈ G be arbitrary. A triplet (B,W, Y ) is called a local
martingale solution to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 if the following conditions are
fulfilled:

(1) B = (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈R+
,P) is a stochastic basis; that is, a filtered probability

space satisfying the usual conditions.
(2) W is a standard R∞-Wiener process on the stochastic basis B.

1More precisely, here and in the sequel, we call a mapping L : G → H continuous if L :
(G, ‖ · ‖G) → (H, ‖ · ‖H ) is continuous. The continuity of A is understood analogously.
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(3) Y is a G-valued adapted2 process such that for some strictly positive stop-
ping time τ > 0 we have P-almost surely

∫ t∧τ

0

(
‖L(Ys)‖H + ‖A(Ys)‖

2
ℓ2(H)

)
ds <∞, t ∈ R+(2.3)

and P-almost surely

Yt∧τ = y0 +

∫ t∧τ

0

L(Ys)ds+

∫ t∧τ

0

A(Ys)dWs, t ∈ R+,(2.4)

where the stochastic integral is defined according to (2.2). The stopping time
τ is also called the lifetime of Y .

If we can choose τ = ∞, then (B,W, Y ) is also called a global martingale solution
(or simply a martingale solution) to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0.

2.6. Remark. As it is apparent from the integrability condition (2.3), the stochastic
integrals appearing in (2.4) are understood as stochastic integrals in the Hilbert space
(H, ‖·‖H). Therefore, the right-hand side of (2.4) is generally H-valued, whereas the
left-hand side is G-valued. This indicates that the existence of martingale solutions
to the SPDE (1.1) can generally not be warranted. If there exists a martingale
solution Y , then its sample paths are continuous with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖H ,
but they do not need to be continuous with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖G.

2.7. Remark. Let B be a stochastic basis. In our situation, there are two reasonable
ways to define what it means that a G-valued process Y is adapted; namely:

(1) We regard Y as a process taking its values in the subspace G of the Hilbert
space (H, ‖·‖H) and call it adapted if for each t ∈ R+ the mapping Yt : Ω →
G is Ft-B(H)G-measurable, where B(H)G denotes the trace σ-algebra

B(H)G = {B ∩G : B ∈ B(H)}.

(2) We regard Y as a process taking its values in the Hilbert space (G, ‖ · ‖G)
and call it adapted if for each t ∈ R+ the mapping Yt : Ω → G is Ft-
B(G)-measurable.

However, by Kuratowski’s theorem (see, for example [29, Thm. I.3.9]) we have
B(G) = B(H)G, showing that these two concepts of adaptedness are equivalent.

2.8. Remark. The SPDE (1.1) can also be realized as an SPDE driven by a trace
class Wiener process, as considered, for example in [7, 16]. Indeed, let U be a sepa-
rable Hilbert space, and let W̄ be an U -valued Q-Wiener process for some nuclear,
self-adjoint, positive definite linear operator Q ∈ L++

1 (U); see, for example [7, Def.
4.2]. There exist an orthonormal basis {ej}j∈N of U and a sequence (λj)j∈N ⊂ (0,∞)
with

∑

j∈N
λj <∞ such that

Qej = λjej for all j ∈ N.

The space U0 := Q1/2(U), equipped with the inner product

〈u, v〉U0
:= 〈Q−1/2u,Q−1/2v〉U , u, v ∈ U0

is another separable Hilbert space. We fix the orthonormal basis {gj}j∈N of U0 given

by gj :=
√
λjej for each j ∈ N, and we denote by L0

2(H) := L2(U0, H) the space of

all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U0 into H. Note that L0
2(H) ∼= ℓ2(H), because

T 7→ (Tgj)j∈N is an isometric isomorphism. By [7, Prop. 4.3] the sequence (W̄ j)j∈N

defined as

W̄ j :=
1

√
λj

〈W̄ , ej〉U , j ∈ N

2See Remark 2.7 for details about this notion.
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is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Wiener processes. Hence W =
(W̄ j)j∈N is a standard R∞-Wiener process. As a consequence of the series repre-
sentation of the stochastic integral with respect to the trace class Wiener process W̄
(see, for example [24, Prop. 2.4.5]), the SPDE (1.1) can be expressed as

{
dYt = L(Yt)dt+ Ā(Yt)dW̄t

Y0 = y0
(2.5)

where the continuous mapping Ā : G→ L0
2(H) is given by

Ā(y) :=

∞∑

j=1

〈•, gj〉U0
Aj(y), y ∈ G,

and, vice versa, the SPDE (2.5) can be expressed by the SPDE (1.1), where the
continuous mapping A : G→ ℓ2(H) is given by

A(y) := (Ā(y)gj)j∈N, y ∈ G.

2.9. Remark. In the particular case G = H = Rd the SPDE (1.1) is rather an
SDE, and a martingale solution (B,W, Y ) is a weak solution. If, in this case, the
continuous mappings L : Rd → R

d and A : Rd → ℓ2(Rd) satisfy the linear growth
condition, then for each y0 ∈ Rd there exists a global weak solution (B,W, Y ) to the
SDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0. Indeed, taking into account Remark 2.8, this follows from
[17, Thm. 2] (or [16, Thm. 3.12]), applied with H = H−1 = Rm and J = IdRm .

2.10. Remark. The situation where the Wiener process W is R
r-valued is covered

by choosing Aj ≡ 0 for all j > r. If we are additionally in the situation of Remark
2.9, then the existence of global weak solutions also follows from [19, Thms. IV.2.3
and IV.2.4].

2.11. Remark. If there is no ambiguity, we will simply call Y a local martingale
solution or a global martingale solution to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0.

Now, let M ⊂ G be a subset. In this paper, the subset M will typically be a
finite dimensional submanifold.

2.12. Definition. The subset M is called locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1) if
for each y0 ∈ M there exists a local martingale solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with
Y0 = y0 and lifetime τ > 0 such that Y τ ∈ M up to an evanescent set3.

2.13. Definition. The subset M is called globally invariant (or simply invariant)
for the SPDE (1.1) if for each y0 ∈ M there exists a global martingale solution Y
to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 such that Y ∈ M up to an evanescent set.

3. Finite dimensional submanifolds in embedded Hilbert spaces

In this section we provide the required background about finite dimensional
submanifolds in embedded Hilbert spaces. It is divided into two parts. In Section
3.1 we provide the preliminaries about submanifolds in Hilbert spaces, and later
on we introduce submanifolds in embedded Hilbert spaces. In Section 3.2 we deal
with submanifolds given by orbit maps of group actions, in particular in Hermite
Sobolev spaces.

3A random set A ⊂ Ω×R+ is called evanescent if the set {ω ∈ Ω : (ω, t) ∈ A for some t ∈ R+}
is a P-nullset, cf. [22, 1.1.10].
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3.1. Finite dimensional submanifolds in Hilbert spaces

In this section we deal with finite dimensional submanifolds in Hilbert spaces. Let
H be a Hilbert space. Furthermore, let m ∈ N and k ∈ N be positive integers. Here
we use the notation N = N ∪ {∞}, which means that k = ∞ is allowed.

3.1. Definition. Let V ⊂ Rm be an open subset, and let φ ∈ Ck(V ;H) be a
mapping.

(1) Let x0 ∈ V be arbitrary. The mapping φ is called a Ck-immersion at x0 if
Dφ(x0) ∈ L(Rm, H) is one-to-one.

(2) The mapping φ is called a Ck-immersion if it is a Ck-immersion at x0 for
each x0 ∈ V .

3.2. Definition. A subset M ⊂ H is called an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of
H if for every y ∈ M there exist an open neighborhood U ⊂ H of y, an open set
V ⊂ Rm and a mapping φ ∈ Ck(V ;H) such that:

(1) The mapping φ : V → U ∩ M is a homeomorphism.
(2) φ is a Ck-immersion.

The mapping φ is called a local parametrization of M around h.

For what follows, let M be an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of H .

3.3. Lemma. [12, Lemma 6.1.1] Let φi : Vi → Ui ∩ M , i = 1, 2 be two local
parametrizations of M with W := U1 ∩ U2 ∩ M 6= ∅. Then the mapping

ϕ := φ−1
1 ◦ φ2 : φ−1

2 (W ) → φ−1
1 (W )

is a Ck-diffeomorphism.

3.4. Definition. Let y ∈ M be arbitrary. The tangent space of M to y is the
subspace

TyM := Dφ(x)Rm,

where x := φ−1(y), and φ : V → U ∩ M denotes a local parametrization of M

around y.

3.5. Remark. By Lemma 3.3 the Definition 3.4 of the tangent space does not
depend on the choice of the parametrization.

3.6. Remark. Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and let φ : V → U ∩ M be a local para-
metrization of M around y. Then Dφ(x) ∈ L(Rm, TyM ) is a linear isomorphism,
where x := φ−1(y) ∈ V .

3.7. Remark. Let U ⊂ H be an open subset such that U ∩ M 6= ∅. Then MU :=
U ∩ M is also an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of H, and we have

TyMU = TyM for all y ∈ MU .

3.8. Definition. The tangent bundle of M is defined as

TM :=
⊔

y∈M

TyM := {(y, z) : y ∈ M and z ∈ TyM }.

3.9. Definition. A mapping A : M → H is called a vector field on M if

A(y) ∈ TyM for each y ∈ M ,

that is

{(y,A(y)) : y ∈ M } ⊂ TM .

We denote by Γ(TM ) the space of all vector fields on M .
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3.10. Definition. Let z ∈ M be arbitrary. A mapping A : M → H is called a local
vector field on M around z if there is an open neighborhood U ⊂ H of z such that

A(y) ∈ TyM for each y ∈ U ∩ M ,

that is

{(y,A(y)) : y ∈ U ∩ M } ⊂ TM .

We denote by Γz(TM ) the space of all local vector fields on M around z.

3.11. Definition. A mapping A : M → H is called a locally simultaneous vector
field on M if for each y ∈ M there exists an open neighborhood U ⊂ H of y such
that

A(y) ∈ TzM for each z ∈ U ∩ M ,

that is

{(z, A(y)) : z ∈ U ∩ M } ⊂ TM .

We denote by Γ∗(TM ) the space of all locally simultaneous vector fields on M .

3.12. Definition. Let φ : V → U ∩ M be a local parametrization of M .

(1) For a mapping a : V → Rm we define φ∗a : U ∩ M → H as

(φ∗a)(y) := Dφ(x)a(x), y ∈ U ∩ M ,

where x := φ−1(y) ∈ V .
(2) Similarly, for two mappings a, b : V → Rm we define φ∗∗(a, b) : U∩M → H

as

(φ∗∗(a, b))(y) := D2φ(x)(a(x), b(x)), y ∈ U ∩ M ,

where x := φ−1(y) ∈ V .
(3) Setting MU := U ∩ M , for a vector field A ∈ Γ(TMU ) we define φ−1

∗ A :
V → Rm as

(φ−1
∗ A)(x) := Dφ(x)−1A(y), x ∈ V,

where y := φ(x) ∈ U ∩ M .

3.13. Remark. Note that for every vector field A ∈ Γ(TM ) and every local para-
metrization φ : V → U ∩ M there exists a unique mapping a : V → R

m such that
A|U∩M = φ∗a.

3.14. Proposition. Let D ⊂ H be a dense subset. Furthermore, let y0 ∈ M be
arbitrary. There exist a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M around y0 and a
bounded linear operator ψ ∈ L(H,Rm) of the form

ψ = 〈ζ, ·〉H :=
(
〈ζ1, ·〉H , . . . , 〈ζm, ·〉H

)

with ζ1, . . . , ζm ∈ D such that φ−1 = ψ|U∩M and we have

Dψ(y)|TyM = Dφ(x)−1 for all y ∈ U ∩ M ,(3.1)

where x := ψ(y) ∈ V .

Proof. This follows from [12, Prop. 6.1.2 and Lemma 6.1.3]. �

As we will see now, tangent spaces can also be characterized by means of curves.

3.15. Definition. Every mapping γ ∈ C1((−ǫ, ǫ);H) for some ǫ > 0 with γ(t) ∈ M

for all t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ) is called a curve.

3.16. Proposition. For each y ∈ M we have

TyM = {w ∈ H : γ(0) = y and γ′(0) = w for some curve γ : (−ǫ, ǫ) → M }.
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Proof. Let w ∈ TyM be arbitrary. Furthermore, let φ : V → U ∩ M be a local
parametrization around y, and set x := φ−1(y) ∈ V . There exists v ∈ Rm such that
w = Dφ(x)v. Moreover, there exists ǫ > 0 such that x+ tv ∈ V for each t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ).
Hence, the curve γ : (−ǫ, ǫ) → U ∩ M given by

γ(t) := φ(x+ tv), t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ)

is well-defined, and we have γ(0) = φ(x) = y as well as γ′(0) = Dφ(x)v = w.
Now, let w ∈ H be such that γ(0) = y and γ′(0) = w for some curve γ : (−ǫ, ǫ) →

M . By Proposition 3.14 there exist a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩M around
y and a bounded linear operator ψ ∈ L(H,Rm) such that φ−1 = ψ|U∩M . We may
assume that ǫ > 0 is small enough such that γ(t) ∈ U ∩M for all t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ). Now,
we define c : (−ǫ, ǫ) → V as c := ψ ◦ γ. Then we have c ∈ C1((−ǫ, ǫ);Rm) with
c(0) = ψ(y) = x as well as γ = φ ◦ c. Therefore, we obtain

w = γ′(0) = Dφ(x)c′(0) ∈ TyM ,

completing the proof. �

In the next result we consider the particular situation of submanifolds in Eu-
clidean space which are the zeros of smooth functions.

3.17. Lemma. Let M be a (d−n)-dimensional Ck-submanifold of Rd, where d, n ∈
N are such that n < d. Suppose there exist an open subset O ⊂ Rd and a mapping
f ∈ C1(O;Rn) such that

M = {y ∈ O : f(y) = 0}.

Let y ∈ M be such that Df(y)Rd = Rn. Then we have

TyM = kerDf(y).

Proof. Let w ∈ TyM be arbitrary. By Proposition 3.16 there exists a curve γ :
(−ǫ, ǫ) → M such that γ(0) = y and γ′(0) = w. We have f(γ(t)) = 0 for all
t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ). Therefore, we have d

dtf(γ(t)) = 0 for all t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ), and hence, in
particular

0 = (f ◦ γ)′(0) = Df(γ(0))γ′(0) = Df(y)w,

proving the inclusion

TyM ⊂ kerDf(y).

Moreover, by the rank-nullity theorem we have dimkerDf(y) = d− n, completing
the proof. �

For two normed spaces X and Y and an integer n ∈ N we denote by Ln(X,Y )
the space of all continuous n-multilinear maps T : Xn → Y .

3.18. Lemma. Let X,Y, Z be normed spaces, and let U ⊂ X and V ⊂ Y be open
subsets. Let f ∈ C2(U ;Y ) with f(U) ⊂ V and g ∈ C2(V ;Z) be mappings. Then we
have g ◦ f ∈ C2(U ;Z), and for each x ∈ U we have

D2(g ◦ f)(x)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈L2(X,Z)

= D2g(f(x))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈L2(Y,Z)

◦ (Df(x), Df(x))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈L(X,Y )×L(X,Y )

+Dg(f(x))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈L(Y,Z)

◦ D2f(x)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈L2(X,Y )

.

Proof. This follows from the higher order chain rule; see [1, pages 87, 88]. �

Now, we turn back to the situation where M be anm-dimensional Ck-submanifold
of the Hilbert space H .
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3.19. Lemma. Suppose k ≥ 2. Let φi : Vi → Ui ∩ M , i = 1, 2 be two local
parametrizations of M with U∩M 6= ∅, where U := U1∩U2. Then for all y ∈ U∩M

and w1, w2 ∈ TyM we have

D2φ1(x1)(v1, v2)−D2φ2(x2)(u1, u2) ∈ TyM ,

where xi := φ−1
i (y) ∈ Vi and vi := Dφ1(x1)

−1wi, ui := Dφ2(x2)
−1wi ∈ Rm for

i = 1, 2.

Proof. By assumption we have W := U∩M 6= ∅. Thus, by Lemma 3.3 the mapping

ϕ := φ−1
1 ◦ φ2 : φ−1

2 (W ) → φ−1
1 (W )

is a Ck-diffeomorphism. By the usual chain rule, we have

Dφ2(x2) = D(φ1 ◦ ϕ)(x2) = Dφ1(x1)Dϕ(x2),

and hence

Dϕ(x2) = Dφ1(x1)
−1Dφ2(x2).

Therefore, by the second order chain rule (Lemma 3.18) we obtain

D2φ2(x2)(u1, u2) = D2(φ1 ◦ ϕ)(x2)(u1, u2)

= D2φ1(x1)(Dϕ(x2)u1, Dϕ(x2)u2) +Dφ1(x1)D
2ϕ(x2)(u1, u2)

= D2φ1(x1)(v1, v2) +Dφ1(x1)D
2ϕ(x2)(u1, u2).

Since Dφ1(x1)D
2ϕ(x2)(u1, u2) ∈ TyM , this completes the proof. �

Now, let G be another Hilbert space such that (G,H) is a pair of continuously
embedded Hilbert spaces. Denoting by τG and τH the respective topologies, we have
τH ∩ G ⊂ τG. Recall that M denotes an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of H . If
M ⊂ G, then we have τH ∩ M ⊂ τG ∩ M .

3.20. Definition. We call M an m-dimensional (G,H)-submanifold of class Ck if
M ⊂ G and τH ∩ M = τG ∩ M .

3.21. Proposition. Let M be an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of H. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class Ck.
(ii) M ⊂ G and the identity Id : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (M , ‖ · ‖G) is continuous.
(iii) M ⊂ G and the identity Id : (M , ‖·‖H) → (M , ‖·‖G) is a homeomorphism.
(iv) M ⊂ G and each local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M

4 is also a homeo-
morphism φ : V → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖G).

(v) Each local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M satisfies φ ∈ C(V ;G) ∩
Ck(V ;H).

(vi) For each y ∈ M there exists a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩M around
y, which satisfies φ ∈ C(V ;G) ∩ Ck(V ;H).

(vii) M ⊂ G and for each y ∈ M there exists a local parametrization φ : V →
U ∩M around y, which is also a homeomorphism φ : V → (U ∩M , ‖ · ‖G).

If any of the previous conditions is fulfilled, then we have TM ⊂ G×H.

Proof. The equivalences (i) ⇔ (ii) ⇔ (iii) are obvious.
(iii) ⇒ (iv): By hypothesis, φ : V → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖H) → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖G) is a
homeomorphism.
(iv) ⇒ (v) ⇒ (vi): These implications are obvious.
(vi) ⇒ (vii): φ : V → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖H) → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖G) is a homeomorphism,
because φ ∈ C(V ;G).

4More precisely, here in the following statements we mean a local parametrization of the Ck-
submanifold M of H.
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(vii) ⇒ (iii): Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and let φ : V → U ∩ M be a local parame-
trization around y, which is also a homeomorphism φ : V → (U ∩M , ‖ · ‖G). Then
the restricted identity

Id|U∩M : (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖H)
φ−1

−→ V
φ

−→ (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖G)

is homeomorphism.
The additional statement TM ⊂ G×H is a direct consequence of (vi). �

3.22. Remark. If M is an m-dimensional (G,H)-submanifold of class Ck, then,
according to Proposition 3.21, it is also an m-dimensional topological submanifold
of G.

Recall that (G,H) denotes a pair of continuously embedded Hilbert spaces, and
that M is anm-dimensional Ck-submanifold ofH . Now, let (H0, H1, . . . , Hk−1, Hk)
be continuously embedded Hilbert spaces such that G = H0 and H = Hk.

3.23. Definition. We call M an m-dimensional (H0, . . . , Hk)-submanifold of class
Ck if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) M is an m-dimensional (G,H)-submanifold of class Ck.
(2) M is an m-dimensional Cj-submanifold of Hj for each j = 1, . . . , k.

3.24. Proposition. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is an m-dimensional (H0, . . . , Hk)-submanifold of class Ck.
(ii) M is an m-dimensional (G,Hj)-submanifold of class Cj for each j =

1, . . . , k.
(iii) For each y ∈ M there exists a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M

5

around y, which satisfies φ ∈
⋂k
j=0 C

j(V ;Hj).

If any of the previous conditions is fulfilled, then we have TM ⊂ G×H1.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): This implication follows because τH ∩ M = τG ∩ M implies
τHj

∩ M = τG ∩ M for all j = 1, . . . , k.
(ii) ⇒ (iii): Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and let φk : Vk → Uk ∩ M be a local
parametrization of the Ck-submanifold M around y. By Proposition 3.21 we have
φk ∈ C(Vk;G) ∩ Ck(Vk;H). Let j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1} be arbitrary, and let φj : Vj →
Uj ∩ M be a local parametrization of the Cj-submanifold M of Hj around y.
Of course, M is also a Cj -submanifold of H , and φk : Vk → Uk ∩ M is a local
parametrization around y. The mapping φj : Vj → Uj ∩ M is also such a local
parametrization around y, because

φj : Vj → (Uj ∩ M , ‖ · ‖Hj
) → (Uj ∩ M , ‖ · ‖H)

is a homeomorphism, because τH ∩M = τHj
∩M . Setting Wj := Uk ∩Uj ∩M , by

Lemma 3.3 the mapping

ϕj := φ−1
j ◦ φk : φ−1

k (Wj) → φ−1
j (Wj)

is a Cj -diffeomorphism, and hence we have φk|φ−1

k
(Wj)

= φj◦ϕj ∈ Cj(φ−1(Wj);Hj).

Therefore, setting V :=
⋂k−1
j=1 φ

−1(Wj) and φ := φk|V , we obtain

φ ∈
k⋂

j=0

Cj(V ;Hj).

5Also here we mean a local parametrization of the Ck-submanifold M of H.
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(iii) ⇒ (i): By Proposition 3.21 we have M ⊂ G and τH ∩M = τG∩M . Let y ∈ M

be arbitrary, and let φ : V → U ∩M be a local parametrization around y such that

φ ∈
⋂k
j=0 C

j(V ;Hj). Let j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1} be arbitrary. Then

φ : V → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖H) → (U ∩ M , ‖ · ‖Hj
)

is a homeomorphism, because τH ∩ M = τHj
∩ M . Furthermore φ ∈ Cj(V ;Hj) is

a Cj-immersion, because φ ∈ Ck(V ;H) is a Ck-immersion. This proves that M is
a Cj-submanifold of Hj .
The additional statement TM ⊂ G×H1 is a direct consequence of (iii). �

For what follows, let H0 be another Hilbert space such that (G,H0, H) are
continuously embedded Hilbert spaces. We assume that M is an m-dimensional
(G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2. By Proposition 3.24 we have TM ⊂ G ×H0.
For the following result, recall the notation from Definition 3.12.

3.25. Proposition. Let A : H0 → H and B : G → H0 be continuous mappings,
and let φ : V → U ∩ M be a local parametrization. Setting MU := U ∩ M , we
assume that A|MU

, B|MU
∈ Γ(TMU). We define a, b : V → R

m as a := φ−1
∗ A|MU

and b := φ−1
∗ B|MU

. Then the following statements are true:

(1) If A ∈ C1(H0;H), then we have a ∈ C1(V ;Rm), b ∈ C(V ;Rm) and the
decomposition

DA · B|MU
= φ∗(Da · b) + φ∗∗(a, b).(3.2)

(2) Suppose there is a mapping Ā ∈ C1,0(H0 ×G;H) such that A(y) = Ā(y, y)
for all y ∈ G and Ā(·, z)|MU

∈ Γ(TMU) for each z ∈ MU . We define
ā : V × V → Rm as ā := φ−1

∗ Ā. Then we have a, b ∈ C(V ;Rm), ā ∈
C1,0(V × V ;Rm), and the decomposition

D1Ā · B|MU
= φ∗(D1ā · b) + φ∗∗(a, b).(3.3)

In particular, if Ā(·, z) ∈ L(H0, H) for each z ∈ G, then we have the
decomposition

Ā(B(·), ·)|MU
= φ∗(D1ā · b) + φ∗∗(a, b).(3.4)

(3) Suppose there is a mapping Ā ∈ C1(H0 ×H0;H) such that A(y) = Ā(y, y)
for all y ∈ G and Ā(·, z)|MU

∈ Γ(TMU ) for each z ∈ MU . We define ā :
V × V → Rm as ā := φ−1

∗ Ā. Then we have a ∈ C1(V ;Rm), b ∈ C(V ;Rm),
ā ∈ C1(V × V ;Rm), and the decomposition

DA · B|MU
= φ∗(D2ā · b) +D1Ā ·B|MU

.(3.5)

In particular, if Ā(·, z) ∈ L(H0, H) for each z ∈ G, then we have the
decomposition

DA · B|MU
= φ∗(D2ā · b) + Ā(B(·), ·)|MU

.(3.6)

3.26. Remark. Before we proceed with the proof, let us clarify some notation. In
general, the symbols D1 and D2 denote the partial derivatives with respect to the first
and the second coordinate. We use the notation DA ·B|MU

for the mapping MU →
H, y 7→ DA(y)B(y), and the mapping Da · b is defined analogously. Furthermore,
we use the notation D1Ā · B|MU

for the mapping MU → H, y 7→ D1Ā(y, y)B(y),
and the mapping D1ā · b is defined analogously. The mapping φ−1

∗ Ā : V × V → Rm

is defined as

(φ−1
∗ Ā)(x, ξ) := Dφ(x)−1Ā(y, z), x ∈ V,

where y := φ(x) ∈ U ∩ M and z := φ(ξ) ∈ U ∩ M .
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Proof of Proposition 3.25. By Proposition 3.24 we have

φ ∈ C(V ;G) ∩ C1(V ;H0) ∩ C
2(V ;H).

Therefore, we have A ◦ φ ∈ C1(V ;H) and B ◦ φ ∈ C(V ;H0), and hence, by [12,
Prop. 6.1.1] we deduce that a ∈ C1(V ;Rm) and b ∈ C(V ;Rm). Let y ∈ U ∩ M be
arbitrary and set x := φ−1(y) ∈ V . There exists ǫ > 0 such that

x+ tb(x) ∈ V for all t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ).

Consequently, the curve

γ : (−ǫ, ǫ) → U ∩ M , γ(t) := φ(x + tb(x))

is well-defined and satisfies γ(0) = y. Since φ ∈ C1(V ;H0), we have

γ ∈ C1((−ǫ, ǫ);H0) and
d

dt
γ(t)|t=0 = Dφ(x)b(x) = B(y),

because b = φ−1
∗ B|MU

. Therefore, since A ∈ C1(H0;H), by the chain rule we have
A ◦ γ ∈ C1((−ǫ, ǫ);H) and

d

dt
A(γ(t))|t=0 = DA(y)B(y).

On the other hand, since A|MU
= φ∗a, we have

A(γ(t)) = Dφ(x + tb(x))a(x + tb(x)), t ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ).

Thus, noting that Dφ ∈ C1(V ;L(Rm, H)), by the Leibniz Rule we have

d

dt
A(γ(t))|t=0 =

d

dt
Dφ(x + tb(x))a(x + tb(x))|t=0

= Dφ(x)(Da(x)b(x)) +D2φ(x)(a(x), b(x)).

Combining the latter two identities we obtain the decomposition (3.2).
Now, suppose that the additional assumptions from the second statement are

fulfilled. Similar as above, by [12, Prop. 6.1.1] we deduce that a, b ∈ C(V ;Rm) and
ā ∈ C1,0(V × V ;Rm). Let y, z ∈ U ∩M be arbitrary, and set x := φ−1(y) ∈ V and
ξ := φ−1(z) ∈ V . By the decomposition (3.2) we have

D1Ā(y, z)B(y) = Dφ(x)(D1ā(x, ξ)b(x)) +D2φ(x)(ā(x, ξ), b(x)).

With y = z this in particular proves the decomposition (3.3). If Ā(·, z) ∈ L(H0, H)
for each z ∈ G, then the decomposition (3.4) is a direct consequence.

Now, suppose that the additional assumptions from the third statement are
fulfilled. Similar as above, by [12, Prop. 6.1.1] we deduce that a ∈ C1(V ;Rm),
b ∈ C(V ;Rm) and ā ∈ C1(V × V ;Rm). Let T : Rm → Rm × Rm = R2m be the
linear operator T (x) = (x, x). By the chain rule and [1, Prop. 2.4.12.ii], for all x ∈ V
and v ∈ Rm we have

Da(x)v = D(ā ◦ T )(x)v = Dā(T (x))DT (x)v = Dā(T (x))Tv

= Dā(Tx)(v, v) = D1ā(Tx)v +D2ā(Tx)v = D1ā(x, x)v +D2ā(x, x)v.

Therefore, for all x ∈ V we have

Da(x)b(x) = D1ā(x, x)b(x) +D2ā(x, x)b(x).

Hence, by the decompositions (3.2) and (3.3) for all y ∈ U ∩ M we obtain

DA(y)B(y) = Dφ(x)(D1ā(x, x)b(x)) +Dφ(x)(D2ā(x, x)b(x))

+D2φ(x)(a(x), b(x))

= Dφ(x)(D2ā(x, x)b(x)) +D1Ā(y, y)B(y),
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where x := φ−1(y) ∈ V , proving the decomposition (3.5). If Ā(·, z) ∈ L(H0, H) for
each z ∈ G, then the decomposition (3.6) is a direct consequence. �

3.27. Definition. We say that an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold M of H has one
chart if there exists a parametrization φ ∈ Ck(V ;H) such that φ(V ) = M . In this
case, we call the mapping φ : V → M a global parametrization of M .

For what follows, let d ∈ N be a positive integer such that m ≤ d, and let N be
an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of Rd. The following definition generalizes the
concept of an immersion from Definition 3.1.

3.28. Definition. Let X ⊂ Rd be an open subset such that X ∩ N 6= ∅, and let
ψ ∈ Ck(X ;H) be a mapping.

(1) Let x0 ∈ X ∩N be arbitrary. The mapping ψ is called a Ck-immersion on
N at x0 if Dψ(x0)|Tx0

N ∈ L(Tx0
N , H) is one-to-one.

(2) The mapping ψ is called a Ck-immersion on N if it is a Ck-immersion on
N at x0 for each point x0 ∈ X ∩ N .

For what follows, we fix a mapping ψ ∈ Ck(Rd;H). Thus, we consider the situ-
ation X = Rd.

3.29. Lemma. Let x0 ∈ N be arbitrary, let {v1, . . . , vm} be a basis of Tx0
N , and

let h1, . . . , hm ∈ H be such that the matrix
(
〈Dψ(x0)vi, hj〉H

)
∈ R

m×m(3.7)

is invertible. Then ψ is a Ck-immersion on N at x0.

Proof. It suffices to show that the vectors Dψ(x0)vi, i = 1, . . . ,m are linearly
independent. For this purpose, let c1, . . . , cm ∈ R be such that

m∑

i=1

ciDψ(x0)vi = 0.

Then for each j = 1, . . . ,m we have
m∑

i=1

ci〈Dψ(x0)vi, hj〉H =

〈 m∑

i=1

ciDψ(x0)vi, hj

〉

H

= 0,

and by invertibility of the matrix (3.7) we deduce that c1 = . . . = cm = 0. �

3.30. Lemma. Let x0 ∈ N be such that ψ is a Ck-immersion on N at x0. Then
there exists an open neighborhood W0 ⊂ R

d of x0 such that:

(1) The submanifold W0 ∩ N has one chart.
(2) ψ|W0∩N : W0 ∩ N → ψ(W0 ∩ N ) is a homeomorphism.
(3) ψ is a Ck-immersion on W0 ∩ N .

Proof. Let ϕ : V → W ∩ N be a local parametrization around x0. We set ξ0 :=
ϕ−1(x0) ∈ V and φ := ψ ◦ ϕ. Then by the chain rule we have φ ∈ Ck(V ;H)
and Dφ(ξ0) = Dψ(x0)Dϕ(ξ0), showing that φ is a Ck-immersion at ξ0. By [12,
Prop. 6.1.1] and the Local Injectivity Theorem (see [1, Thm. 2.5.10]), there exists
an open neighborhood V0 ⊂ V of ξ0 such that φ|V0

is an injective Ck-immersion
and φ|V0

: V0 → φ(V0) is a homeomorphism. Since ϕ is a homeomorphism, there
is an open neighborhood W0 ⊂ W of x0 such that ϕ(V0) = W0 ∩ N . Hence, the
submanifoldW0∩N has one chart with global parametrization ϕ|V0

: V0 →W0∩N ,
and ψ = φ ◦ ϕ−1 : W0 ∩ N → ψ(W0 ∩ N ) is a homeomorphism. Furthermore, by
the chain rule, for each x ∈ W0 ∩ N we have

Dψ(x)|TxN = Dφ(ξ)Dϕ(ξ)−1 ∈ L(TxN , H),

where ξ := ϕ−1(x) ∈ V , showing that ψ is a Ck-immersion on W0 ∩ N . �
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3.31. Lemma. Suppose that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism, and that ψ
is a Ck-immersion on N . Then the following statements are true:

(1) M := ψ(N ) is an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold M of H.
(2) For each local parametrization ϕ : V →W ∩N of N there exists an open

subset U ⊂ H such that the mapping φ := ψ ◦ ϕ : V → U ∩ M is a local
parametrization of M .

(3) If (H0, . . . , Hk) are continuously embedded Hilbert spaces for such that Hk =

H and ψ ∈
⋂k
j=0 C

j(Rd;Hj), then M is a (H0, . . . , Hk)-submanifold of

class Ck.

Proof. Let ϕ : V → W ∩ N be a local parametrization of N , and set φ := ψ ◦ ϕ.
Since ψ|N is a homeomorphism, there exists an open subset U ⊂ H such that
ψ(W ∩ N ) = U ∩ M . Hence, the mapping φ : V → U ∩ M is a homeomorphism.
Furthermore, by the chain rule, for each ξ ∈ V we have Dφ(ξ) = Dψ(x)Dϕ(ξ),
where x := ϕ(ξ) ∈ W ∩N , showing that φ is a Ck-immersion. Hence, the first two
statements follow, and the third statement is a consequence of Proposition 3.24. �

3.32. Definition. We say that a submanifold M as in Lemma 3.31 is induced by
(ψ,N ).

From now on, we assume that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism, and
that ψ is a Ck-immersion on N . According to Lemma 3.31, let M be the m-
dimensional Ck-submanifold of H , which is induced by (ψ,N ). The structure of
local parametrizations is illustrated in the following diagram:

U ∩ M

V W ∩ N
ϕ

φ
ψ

3.33. Lemma. If the submanifold N has one chart, then the submanifold M has
one chart, and if ϕ : V → N is a global parametrization of N , then φ := ψ ◦ ϕ :
V → M is a global parametrization of M .

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 3.31. �

3.34. Lemma. Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and set x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N . Then we have
TyM = Dψ(x)TxN .

Proof. Let ϕ : V → W ∩ N be a local parametrization around x. By Lemma 3.31
there exists an open subset U ⊂ H such that the mapping φ := ψ ◦ϕ : V → U ∩M

is a local parametrization around y. Setting ξ := ϕ−1(x) ∈ V , by the chain rule we
obtain

TyM = Dφ(ξ)Rm = Dψ(x)Dϕ(ξ)Rm = Dψ(x)TxN ,

completing the proof. �

For the upcoming result, let ϕ : V → W ∩ N be a local parametrization of N ,
and let φ := ψ ◦ ϕ : V → U ∩ M be the corresponding local parametrization of
M ; see Lemma 3.31. For a mapping a : V → Rm we define φ∗a : U ∩ M → H and
ϕ∗a :W∩N → Rd according to Definition 3.12, and for a mapping b : W∩N → Rd

we define ψ∗b : U ∩ M → H analogously.

3.35. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) For a mapping a : V → Rm we have φ∗a = ψ∗ϕ∗a.
(2) If k ≥ 2, then for two mappings a, b : V → Rm we have

φ∗∗(a, b) = ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a, ϕ∗b) + ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a, b).
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Proof. Let y ∈ U∩M be arbitrary. We set ξ := φ−1(y) ∈ V and x := ϕ(ξ) ∈ W∩N .
Then we also have x = ψ−1(y). By the usual chain rule we obtain

(φ∗a)(y) = Dφ(ξ)a(ξ) = D(ψ ◦ ϕ)(ξ)a(ξ) = Dψ(x)Dϕ(ξ)a(ξ)

= Dψ(x)(ϕ∗a)(x) = (ψ∗ϕ∗a)(y),

and, if k ≥ 2, then by the second order chain rule (see Lemma 3.18) we obtain

(φ∗∗(a, b))(y) = D2φ(ξ)(a(ξ), b(ξ)) = D2(ψ ◦ ϕ)(ξ)(a(ξ), b(ξ))

= D2ψ(x)(Dϕ(ξ)a(ξ), Dϕ(ξ)b(ξ)) +Dψ(x)D2ϕ(ξ)(a(ξ), b(ξ))

= D2ψ(x)((ϕ∗a)(x), (ϕ∗b)(x)) +Dψ(x)ϕ∗∗(a, b)(x)

= (ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a, ϕ∗b))(y) + (ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a, b))(y),

completing the proof. �

For the following auxiliary result, recall the Definition 3.10 of a local vector field,
and the Definition 3.11 of a locally simultaneous vector field.

3.36. Lemma. For every mapping a : N → Rd the following statements are true:

(1) Let A : M → H be the mapping A := ψ∗a. If a ∈ Γ(TN ), then we have
A ∈ Γ(TM ).

(2) Let Ā : M ×M → H be a mapping such that for each z ∈ M the mapping
Āz := Ā(·, z) is of the form

Āz(y) := Dψ(x)a(ξ), y ∈ M ,

where x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N and ξ := ψ−1(z) ∈ N . If a ∈ Γ∗(TN ), then we
have Āz ∈ Γz(TM ) for each z ∈ M .

Proof. For the proof of the first statement, let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and set x :=
ψ−1(y) ∈ N . By Lemma 3.34 we obtain

A(y) = Dψ(x)a(x) ∈ Dψ(x)TxN = TyM .

We proceed with the proof of the second statement. Let z ∈ M be arbitrary, and set
ξ := ψ−1(z) ∈ N . Since a ∈ Γ∗(TN ), there exists an open neighborhood W ⊂ R

d

of x such that

a(ξ) ∈ TxN for each x ∈ W ∩ N .

Therefore, by Lemma 3.34 for each y ∈ U ∩ M we obtain

Āz(y) = Dψ(x)a(ξ) ∈ Dψ(x)TxN = TyM ,

where x := ψ−1(y) ∈W ∩ N . �

3.2. Finite dimensional submanifolds generated by orbit maps of group

actions

In this section we deal with finite dimensional submanifolds given by orbit maps
of group actions, in particular in Hermite Sobolev spaces. Let H be a separable
Hilbert space. We also fix positive integers k ∈ N and m, d ∈ N such that m ≤ d.
If G is the higher-order domain of closed operators, then there is another criterion
for a (G,H)-submanifold, which adds to Proposition 3.21.

3.37. Proposition. Let Ai : H ⊃ D(Ai) → H, i = 1, . . . , d be closed operators,
and set G := D(An) for some n ∈ N. Let M be an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold
of H. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is an m-dimensional (G,H)-submanifold of class Ck.
(ii) M ⊂ G and for all j = 1, . . . , n and α ∈ {1, . . . , d}j the restricted operator

Aα|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (H, ‖ · ‖H) is continuous.
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Proof. By Proposition 3.21 the submanifold M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class
Ck if and only if M ⊂ G and the identity Id : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (M , ‖ · ‖D(An)) is
continuous. Therefore, by the definition (A.2) of the norm ‖ · ‖D(An), the claimed
equivalence follows. �

Now, let T = (T (t))t∈Rd be a multi-parameter C0-group on H with generator A;
see Appendix A for details. As a consequence of Lemmas 3.30, 3.31 and Proposition
A.11, we obtain the following examples of submanifolds generated by the orbit maps
of the group T .

3.38. Examples. Let Φ ∈ D(Ak) be arbitrary, let ψ := ξΦ : Rd → H be the orbit
map given by ψ(t) = T (t)Φ for each t ∈ Rd, and let N be an m-dimensional
Ck-submanifold of Rd. Then the following statements are true:

(1) If ψ is a Ck-immersion on N at x0 for some x0 ∈ N , then there exists
an open neighborhood W0 ⊂ Rd of x0 such that M := ψ(W0 ∩N ) is an m-
dimensional (D(Ak), . . . , H)-submanifold of class Ck with one chart, which
is induced by (ψ,N ).

(2) If ψ is a Ck-immersion on N such that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomor-
phism, then M := ψ(N ) is an m-dimensional (D(Ak), . . . , H)-submanifold
of class Ck, which is induced by (ψ,N ).

Now, we turn to Hermite Sobolev spaces; see Appendix B for further details. For
submanifolds in Hermite Sobolev spaces, there is another criterion for a (G,H)-
submanifold, which adds to Proposition 3.21. Recall that H denotes the Hermite
operator.

3.39. Proposition. Let p ∈ R and l ∈ N be arbitrary. We set G := Sp+l(R
d)

and H := Sp(R
d). Let M be an m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of H. Then the

following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is an m-dimensional (G,H)-submanifold of class Ck.
(ii) M ⊂ G and the restriction H

l|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (Hl(M ), ‖ · ‖H) is a
homeomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 3.21 the submanifold M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class
Ck if and only if M ⊂ G and the identity Id|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (M , ‖ · ‖G) is a
homeomorphism.
(i) ⇒ (ii): If Id : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (M , ‖ · ‖G) is a homeomorphism, then by Lemma
B.8 the restriction

H
l|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H)

Id
−→ (M , ‖ · ‖G)

H
l

−→ (Hl(M ), ‖ · ‖H)

is a homeomorphism as well.
(ii) ⇒ (i): If Hl|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (Hl(M ), ‖ · ‖H) is a homeomorphism, then by
Lemma B.8 the identity

Id : (M , ‖ · ‖H)
H

l

−→ (Hl(M ), ‖ · ‖H)
H

−l

−→ (M , ‖ · ‖G)

is a homeomorphism as well. �

For the rest of this section, we will present examples of submanifolds in Hermite
Sobolev spaces which are generated by the orbit maps of the translation group. For
this purpose, recall the translation group τ = (τx)x∈Rd from Appendix B; see in
particular Lemma B.10. For each i = 1, . . . , d we define the family τ i = (τ ix)x∈R as

τ ix := τxei , x ∈ R.
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Let p ∈ R be arbitrary. Then τ1, . . . , τd are commutative C0-groups on Sp(R
d),

and we have

τx = τ1x1
◦ . . . ◦ τdxd

, x ∈ R
d.

For each i = 1, . . . , d we denote by Ap,i : Sp(R
d) ⊃ D(Ap,i) → Sp(R

d) the genera-
tor of the C0-group τ i on Sp(R

d). Then Ap = (Ap,1, . . . , Ap,d) is the generator of the
multi-parameter C0-group τ . The following result shows that for each i = 1, . . . , d
the subspace Sp+ 1

2
(Rd) is contained in the domain D(Ap,i), and that it is even a

large subspace of D(Ap,i) in the sense that it is a core for Ap,i.

3.40. Theorem. For each p ∈ R and each i = 1, . . . , d the following statements are
true:

(1) We have Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) ⊂ D(Ap,i).

(2) Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) is a core for Ap,i.

(3) We have Ap,iΦ = −∂iΦ for each Φ ∈ Sp+ 1
2
(Rd).

Proof. Let Φ ∈ Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) be arbitrary. By Lemma B.11 there exists a continuous

mapping R : R× R → Sp(R
d) with R(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ R such that

τ ix+hΦ = τ ixΦ− h∂iτ
i
xΦ− hR(x, h), x, h ∈ R

in the space Sp(R
d). Thus, denoting by ξiΦ : R → Sp+ 1

2
(Rd) the orbit map given

by ξiΦ(x) = τ ixΦ for each x ∈ R, we have

ξiΦ(x+ h)Φ = ξiΦ(x) − h∂iξ
i
Φ(x)− hR(x, h), x, h ∈ R

in the space Sp(R
d). By Taylor’s theorem (see [1, Thm. 2.4.15]) we obtain ξiΦ ∈

C1(R;Sp(R
d)) with ξ̇iΦ = −∂iξiΦ. We deduce that Φ ∈ D(Ap,i) and Ap,iΦ = −∂iΦ.

Furthermore, the subspace Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) is ‖ · ‖p-dense in Sp(R

d) and invariant under

the group τ i; see Lemma B.10. Therefore, by virtue of [10, Prop. II.1.7] the space
Sp+ 1

2
(Rd) is a core for Ap,i. �

3.41. Lemma. Let p, q ∈ R with p ≤ q and n ∈ N0 be arbitrary. Then the following
statements are true:

(1) We have D(Anq ) ⊂ D(Anp ).
(2) We have AαqΦ = AαpΦ for all m ∈ N0 with m ≤ n and α ∈ {1, . . . , d}m.

Proof. Let Φ ∈ D(Anq ) be arbitrary. Then, by Proposition A.10 we have ξΦ ∈

Cn(Rd;Sq(R
d)), where ξΦ : Rd → Sq(R

d) denotes the orbit map given by ξΦ(x) =
τxΦ for each x ∈ Rd. Taking into account Lemma B.2, we deduce that ξΦ ∈
Cn(Rd;Sp(R

p)), and hence, by Proposition A.10 we have Φ ∈ D(Anp ). Further-
more, taking into account Lemma B.2 again, we obtain AαqΦ = AαpΦ for all m ∈ N0

with m ≤ n and α ∈ {1, . . . , d}m. �

3.42. Proposition. Let p ∈ R and n ∈ N be arbitrary. Then the following state-
ments are true:

(1) The pair
(
Sp+n

2
(Rd), D(Anp )

)
(3.8)

consists of separable Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding.
(2) For all m ∈ N0 with m ≤ n and α ∈ {1, . . . , d}m we have

AαpΦ = (−1)m∂αΦ for each Φ ∈ Sp+n
2
(Rd).(3.9)
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Proof. By induction we prove Sp+n
2
(Rd) ⊂ D(Anp ) and the identity (3.9) for each

n ∈ N. For n = 1 this is a consequence of Theorem 3.40. We proceed with the
induction step n− 1 → n: By induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.41 we have

Sp+n
2
(Rd) = S(p+ 1

2
)+n−1

2

(Rd) ⊂ D(An−1
p+ 1

2

) ⊂ D(An−1
p ).

Now, let Φ ∈ Sp+ n
2
(Rd) be arbitrary. By Lemma 3.41 and induction hypothesis,

for all α ∈ {1, . . . , d}n−1 we have

AαpΦ = Aαp+ 1
2

Φ = (−1)n−1∂αΦ ∈ Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) ⊂ D(Ap),

and hence Φ ∈ D(Anp ). Furthermore, using Theorem 3.40 we obtain (3.9). Finally,
by Lemma B.5 the pair (3.8) consists of separable Hilbert spaces with continuous
embedding for each n ∈ N. �

The following result generalizes [32, Prop. 1.4].

3.43. Proposition. Let p ∈ R, n ∈ N0 and Φ ∈ Sp+n
2
(Rd) be arbitrary. Then the

following statements are true:

(1) We have

ξΦ ∈
n⋂

k=0

Ck(Rd;Sp+n−k
2

(Rd)),

where ξΦ : Rd → Sp+ n
2
(Rd) denotes the orbit map given by ξΦ(x) = τxΦ

for each x ∈ R
d.

(2) In particular, we have ξΦ ∈ Cn(Rd;Sp(R
d)), and for each m ∈ N0 with

m ≤ n we have

DmξΦ(x)v = (−1)m
∑

α∈{1,...,d}m

∂αξΦ(x)vα, x ∈ R
d and v ∈ (Rd)m,

where we use the notation vα := vα1
· . . . · vαm

.

Proof. This is a consequence of Propositions A.11, 3.42 and Lemma B.5. �

For the next result, recall that every finite signed measure µ on (Rd,B(Rd)) may
be regarded as a distribution µ ∈ Sp(R

d) for each p < − d
4 ; see Lemma B.13.

3.44. Proposition. Let p ∈ R and k ∈ N be such that p + k
2 < − d

4 , and let

µ ∈ Sp+ k
2
(Rd) be a finite signed measure on (Rd,B(Rd)) with compact support and

µ(Rd) 6= 0. Furthermore, let ψ := ξµ : Rd → Sp(R
d) be the orbit map given by

ψ(x) = τxµ for x ∈ Rd. Then ψ : Rd → ψ(Rd) is a homeomorphism and ψ is a
Ck-immersion.

Proof. First, we show that ψ is injective. Let x, y ∈ R
d be such that ψ(x) = ψ(y).

Then we have τxµ = τyµ. Since supp(µ) is compact, by Lemma B.1 there exists a
Schwartz function ϕ ∈ S (Rd) such that ϕ(x+ z) = x+ z and ϕ(y + z) = y+ z for
all z ∈ supp(µ). By Lemma B.13 we obtain

0 = 〈ψ(x) − ψ(y), ϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

(
ϕ(z + x) − ϕ(z + y)

)
µ(dz)

=

∫

Rd

(
(z + x)− (z + y)

)
µ(dz) = (x− y)µ(Rd).

Since µ(Rd) 6= 0, we deduce that x = y.
Next, we show that ψ : Rd → ψ(Rd) is a homeomorphism. For this purpose,

let (xn)n∈N ⊂ Rd and x ∈ Rd be such that ψ(xn) → ψ(x). We will show that
xn → x. First, note that the sequence (xn)n∈N is bounded. Indeed, suppose, on the
contrary, that (xn)n∈N is unbounded. Then there is a subsequence (xnk

)k∈N such
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that |xnk
| → ∞ for k → ∞. Since supp(µ) is compact, by Lemma B.1 there exists

a Schwartz function ϕ ∈ S (Rd) with compact support such that ϕ(z + x) = 1 for
all z ∈ supp(µ). Therefore, by Lemma B.13 we obtain

〈ψ(x), ϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

ϕ(z + x)µ(dz) = µ(Rd) 6= 0.

Since ϕ has compact support, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we
deduce that

〈ψ(xnk
), ϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

ϕ(z + xnk
)µ(dz) → 0 for k → ∞.

On the other hand, we have ψ(xnk
) → ψ(x), and hence the contradiction

〈ψ(xnk
), ϕ〉 → 〈ψ(x), ϕ〉 6= 0 for k → ∞.

Hence, the sequence (xn)n∈N is bounded. Since ψ(xn) → ψ(x), by Lemma B.13 for
each ϕ ∈ S (Rd) we have

∫

Rd

(
ϕ(z + xn)− ϕ(z + x)

)
µ(dz) = 〈ψ(xn)− ψ(x), ϕ〉 → 0.

Since the sequence (xn)n∈N is bounded and supp(µ) is compact, by Lemma B.1
there exists a Schwartz function ϕ ∈ S (Rd) such that ϕ(z + x) = z + x for all
z ∈ supp(µ) as well as ϕ(z + xn) = z + xn for all z ∈ supp(µ) and all n ∈ N. This
gives us

∫

Rd

(
ϕ(z + xn)− ϕ(z + x)

)
µ(dz) =

∫

Rd

(
(z + xn)− (z + x)

)
µ(dz)

= (xn − x)µ(Rd)

for each n ∈ N. Since µ(Rd) 6= 0, we deduce that xn → x, showing that ψ : Rd →
ψ(Rd) is a homeomorphism.

Now, we prove that ψ is a Ck-immersion. By Proposition 3.43 we have ψ ∈
Ck(Rd;Sp(R

d)). Let x0 ∈ Rd be arbitrary. Since supp(µ) is compact, by Lemma
B.1 for each j = 1, . . . , d there exists a Schwartz function ϕj ∈ S (Rd) such that
ϕj(z + x0) = zj for all z ∈ supp(µ). Therefore, by Proposition 3.43 and Lemma
B.13 for all i, j = 1, . . . , d we have

〈Dψ(x0)ei, ϕj〉 = −〈∂iτx0
µ, ϕj〉 = 〈τx0

µ, ∂iϕj〉

=

∫

Rd

∂iϕj(z + x0)µ(dz) = δijµ(R
d).

Since µ(Rd) 6= 0, by Lemma 3.29 it follows that ψ is a Ck-immersion at x0. �

For the next results, recall that every polynomial f : Rd → R in several variables
with deg(f) = n for some n ∈ N0 may be regarded as a distribution f ∈ Sp(R

d)

for each p < − d
4 − n

2 ; see Lemma B.14.

3.45. Lemma. Let p ∈ R and n ∈ N with n ≤ d be such that p < − d
4 − n

2 . Let

f ∈ Sp(R
d) be the polynomial

f : Rd → R, f(x) = x1 · . . . · xn.

Then for each z ∈ Rd there exists a Schwartz function ϕz ∈ S (Rd) such that for
each x ∈ Rd we have

〈τxf, ϕz〉 = (z1 − x1) · . . . · (zn − xn),

〈∂iτxf, ϕz〉 = (z1 − x1) · . . . · (zi−1 − xi−1) · (zi+1 − xi+1) · . . . · (zn − xn)

for all i = 1, . . . , d.
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Proof. Let ϕ ∈ S (Rd) be the density of a d-dimensional standard normal distribu-
tion; that is

ϕ(y) =
1

(2π)d/2
exp

(

−
‖y‖2

2

)

, y ∈ R
d.

Now, let z ∈ Rd be arbitrary. We set ϕz := τzϕ. Then ϕz is the density of the
d-dimensional normal distribution N(z, Id). Now, let Y ∼ N(z, Id) be a normally
distributed random vector. Then, for all x ∈ Rd we have

〈τxf, ϕz〉 =

∫

Rd

f(y − x)ϕz(y)dy = E[(Y1 − x1) · . . . · (Yn − xn)]

= E[Y1 − x1] · . . . · E[Yn − xn] = (z1 − x1) · . . . · (zn − xn).

Now, let i = 1, . . . , d be arbitrary. Note that

∂iϕz(y) = −(yi − zi)ϕz(y), y ∈ R
d,

E[(Yi − xi)(Yi − zi)] = E[(Yi − zi)
2] + (zi − xi)E[Yi − zi] = 1, x ∈ R

d.

Therefore, for all x ∈ Rd we obtain

〈∂iτxf, ϕz〉 = −〈τxf, ∂iϕz〉 =

∫

Rd

f(y − x)(yi − zi)ϕz(y)dy

= E[(Y1 − x1) · . . . · (Yn − xn) · (Yi − zi)]

= (z1 − x1) · . . . · (zi−1 − xi−1) · (zi+1 − xi+1) · . . . · (zn − xn),

completing the proof. �

Form ∈ N with m ≤ d we denote by Rm×{0} ⊂ Rd be the subspace Rm×{0} :=
lin{e1, . . . , em}, where e1, . . . , em ∈ Rd denote the first m unit vectors.

3.46. Proposition. Let p ∈ R and k,m, n ∈ N with m ≤ n ≤ d be such that
p+ k

2 < − d
4 − n

2 . Let f ∈ Sp+ k
2
(Rd) be the polynomial

f : Rd → R, f(x) = x1 · . . . · xn,

and let ψ := ξf : Rd → Sp(R
d) be the orbit map given by ψ(x) = τxf for x ∈ R

d.
Set N := Rm × {0}. Then ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism and ψ is a
Ck-immersion on N .

Proof. First, we show that ψ|N is injective. Let x, y ∈ N be such that ψ(x) = ψ(y),
that is τxf = τyf . By Lemma 3.45 we have

(z1 − x1) · . . . · (zn − xn) = (z1 − y1) · . . . · (zn − yn), z ∈ R
d.

Taking partial derivatives with respect to z, inductively we deduce that x = y.
Next, we show that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism. Let (xm)m∈N ⊂ R

n

and x ∈ Rn be such that ψ(xm) → ψ(x). By Lemma 3.45 we have

(z1 − xm,1) · . . . · (zn − xm,n) → (z1 − x1) · . . . · (zn − xn), z ∈ R
d.

Taking partial derivatives with respect to z, inductively we deduce that xm → x.
Now, we prove that ψ is a Ck-immersion on N . By Proposition 3.43 we have

ψ ∈ Ck(Rd;Sp(R
d)). Let x0 ∈ N be arbitrary. We set zj := 1 + x0 − ej ∈ N

for j = 1, . . . ,m, where 1 :=
∑m

i=1 ei = (1, . . . , 1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ N . Then for all
i, j = 1, . . . ,m we have zj,i − x0,i = 1− δij , and by Lemma 3.45 we obtain

〈Dψ(x0)ei, ϕzj 〉 = −〈∂iτx0
f, ϕzj 〉 = −δij .

Therefore, by Lemma 3.29 it follows that ψ is a Ck-immersion on N at x0. �

For the next result, recall that Sp(R
d) ⊂ C1

0 (R
d) for each p > d

4 + 1
2 ; see the

Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces (Theorem B.19).
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3.47. Proposition. Let p ∈ R and k ∈ N be such that p + k
2 > d

4 + 1
2 , and let

ϕ ∈ Sp+ k
2
(Rd) be arbitrary. Let n ∈ N with m ≤ n ≤ d be arbitrary, let N be an

m-dimensional Ck-submanifold of Rd, and let E ⊂ Rd be an n-dimensional subspace
such that TN ⊂ N × E. Suppose there are v1, . . . , vn ∈ E and z1, . . . , zn ∈ Rd

such that the matrix
(
Dviϕ(zj)

)

i,j=1,...,n
∈ R

n×n(3.10)

is invertible. Let ψ := ξϕ : Rd → Sp(R
d) be the orbit map given by ψ(x) = τxϕ for

x ∈ Rd. Then ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism and ψ is a Ck-immersion
on N .

Proof. First, we show that ψ is injective. Let x, y ∈ Rd be such that ψ(x) = ψ(y).
Then we have τxϕ = τyϕ. Suppose that x 6= y. Then for all z ∈ Rd we have

ϕ(z − x) = 〈δz , τxϕ〉 = 〈δz, τyϕ〉 = ϕ(z − y).

We set ∆ := y − x 6= 0. Inductively, for all z ∈ Rd and n ∈ N0 we obtain

ϕ(z − x) = ϕ(z − x−∆) = . . . = ϕ(z − x− n∆).

Since the matrix (3.10) is invertible, we have ϕ 6= 0. Hence, there exists z ∈ Rd such
that ϕ(z − x) 6= 0. However, by Theorem B.19 we have ϕ ∈ C1

0 (R
d), and hence, we

obtain the contradiction

lim
n→∞

ϕ(z − x− n∆) = 0,

showing that ψ is injective.
Next, we show that ψ : Rd → ψ(Rd) is a homeomorphism. Let (xn)n∈N ⊂ Rd

and x ∈ Rd be such that ψ(xn) → ψ(x). We will show that xn → x. First, note that
the sequence (xn)n∈N is bounded. Indeed, suppose, on the contrary, that (xn)n∈N is
unbounded. Then there is a subsequence (xnk

)k∈N such that |xnk
| → ∞ for k → ∞.

Since ϕ 6= 0, there exists z ∈ Rd such that ϕ(z − x) 6= 0. Since τxnk
ϕ → τxϕ, we

have

lim
k→∞

ϕ(z − xnk
) = lim

k→∞
〈δz, τxnk

ϕ〉 = 〈δz , τxϕ〉 = ϕ(z − x) 6= 0.

However, by Theorem B.19 we obtain the contradiction ϕ ∈ C1
0 (R

d), showing that
the sequence (xn)n∈N is bounded. Now, let (nk)k∈N be an arbitrary subsequence.
Since (xnk

)k∈N is bounded, there exists another subsequence (nkl)l∈N such that
liml→∞ xnkl

= y for some y ∈ R
d. This gives us ψ(xnkl

) → ψ(y), and hence

ψ(x) = ψ(y). By the injectivity of ψ we deduce that x = y. Therefore, we have
liml→∞ xnkl

= x. Since the subsequence (nk)k∈N was arbitrary, we deduce that

xn → x, showing that ψ : Rd → ψ(Rd) is a homeomorphism.
Now, we show that ψ is a Ck-immersion on N . By Proposition 3.43 we have

ψ ∈ Ck(Rd;Sp(R
d)). Let x0 ∈ N be arbitrary. We set Φj := δx0+zj for j = 1, . . . , n.

By Proposition 3.43 and Lemmas B.9, B.12, for all i, j = 1, . . . , n we have

〈Dψ(x0)vi,Φj〉 = −
d∑

l=1

vil〈∂lτx0
ϕ, δx0+zi〉 = −

d∑

l=1

vil∂lϕ(zi) = −Dviϕ(zj).

Since the matrix (3.10) is invertible, by Lemma 3.29 we deduce that ψ is an im-
mersion on N at x0. �

As an immediate application of Lemma 3.31, Proposition 3.43 and our previous
findings (Propositions 3.44, 3.46 and 3.47), we obtain the following examples of
submanifolds generated by the orbit maps of the translation group.
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3.48. Examples. Let k ∈ N be arbitrary, and let N be an m-dimensional Ck-
submanifold of Rd. We assume that Φ ∈ Sp+ k

2
(Rd) with a suitable p ∈ R belongs

to one of the following three types:

• We choose p ∈ R such that p+ k
2 < − d

4 , and let Φ = µ, where µ is a finite

signed measure on (Rd,B(Rd)) with compact support such that µ(Rd) 6= 0.
• We choose p ∈ R such that p+ k

2 < − d
4−

n
2 for some n ∈ N with m ≤ n ≤ d,

and let Φ = f be the polynomial f : Rd → R given by f(x) = x1 · . . . · xn.
Furthermore, we assume that N ⊂ Rm × {0}.

• We choose p ∈ R such that p+ k
2 >

d
4 + 1

2 , and let Φ = ϕ ∈ Sp+ k
2
(Rd) be

arbitrary. We assume there are n ∈ N with m ≤ n ≤ d, an n-dimensional
subspace E ⊂ Rd such that TN ⊂ N × E, and elements v1, . . . , vn ∈ E
and z1, . . . , zn ∈ Rd such that the matrix (Dviϕ(zj))i,j=1,...,n ∈ Rn×n is
invertible.

Let ψ := ξΦ : Rd → Sp+ k
2
(Rd) be the orbit map given by ψ(x) = τxΦ for x ∈ Rd.

Then M := ψ(N ) is an m-dimensional (Sp+ k
2
(Rd), . . . ,Sp(R

d))-submanifold of

class Ck, which is induced by (ψ,N ).

4. The general invariance result

In this section we provide the general invariance result. Let (G,H) be separable
Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding, and consider the SPDE (1.1) with con-
tinuous mappings L : G→ H and A : G→ ℓ2(H). Let M be a (G,H)-submanifold
of class C2. We denote by A(M ) be the linear space of all mappings A : M → H .
Recall that Γ(TM ) denotes the subspace of all vector fields on M ; see Definition
3.9. In the following definition we consider the quotient space A(M )/Γ(TM ), and
for each A ∈ A(M ) we denote by [A]Γ(TM ) the corresponding equivalence class.

4.1. Definition. Let A,B ∈ Γ(TM ) be two vector fields on M . We define the
mapping

[A,B]M ∈ A(M )/Γ(TM )

as follows. For each local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M a local representative of
[A,B]M on U ∩ M is given by

φ∗∗(φ
−1
∗ A|U∩M , φ−1

∗ B|U∩M ),

where we recall the notation from Definition 3.12.

4.2. Remark. Note that, according to Lemma 3.19, the Definition 4.1 of [A,B]M
does not depend on the choice of the parametrization.

4.3. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) We have

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,(4.1)

[L|M ]Γ(TM ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M = [0]Γ(TM ).(4.2)

(iii) The mappings

A|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (ℓ2(H), ‖ · ‖ℓ2(H)),(4.3)

L|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (H, ‖ · ‖H)(4.4)

are continuous, and for each y0 ∈ M there exists a local martingale solution
Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 and lifetime τ such that Y τ ∈ M up to
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an evanescent set and the sample paths of Y τ are continuous with respect
to ‖ · ‖G.

4.4. Proposition. Suppose that the submanifold M is locally invariant for the
SPDE (1.1). If the submanifold M has one chart with a global parametrization
φ : V → M , and the open set V is globally invariant for the Rm-valued SDE

{
dXt = ℓ(Xt)dt+ a(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0,

where the continuous mappings ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) are the unique
solutions of the equations

Aj |M = φ∗a
j , j ∈ N,(4.5)

L|M = φ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj),(4.6)

then the submanifold M is globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).

4.5. Remark. Choosing G = H = Rd, we see that Theorem 4.3 and Proposition
4.4 cover the well-known situation of finite dimensional SDEs.

Before we provide the proofs of Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.4, let us state
some consequences of these results. Consider the conditions

L|M ∈ Γ(TM ),(4.7)

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N.(4.8)

We are interested in finding an additional condition which ensures such that M is
locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).

4.6. Proposition. Suppose that conditions (4.7) and (4.8) is fulfilled. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) We have

∞∑

j=1

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M = [0]Γ(TM ).

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem 4.3. �

We say that the submanifold M is affine if for any local parametrization φ :
V → U ∩ M we have D2φ = 0.

4.7. Corollary. Suppose the submanifold M is affine. Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(i) M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) We have (4.7) and (4.8).

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.6. �

4.8. Remark. Consider the situation G = H and Aj ∈ C1(H) for all j ∈ N. If
∑∞

j=1DA
j(y)Aj(y) converges for each y ∈ H, and the mapping

∑∞
j=1DA

j · Aj is

continuous, then we can rewrite the SPDE (1.1) in Stratonovich form as
{
dYt = K(Yt)dt+A(Yt) ◦ dWt

Y0 = y0,
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where K : H → H is given by

K = L−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

DAj ·Aj .

If we have (4.1), then by the decomposition (3.2) from Proposition 3.25 we have

[K|M ]Γ(TM ) = [L|M ]Γ(TM ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M ,

and hence condition (4.2) is equivalent to

K|M ∈ Γ(TM ).

We will present a corresponding result for continuously embedded Hilbert spaces with
an additional intermediate space later on; see Theorem 4.20 below.

We can express the statement of Theorem 4.3 in local coordinates as follows.

4.9. Proposition. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) For each local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M there are continuous map-

pings ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) which are the unique solutions of
the equations

Aj |U∩M = φ∗a
j , j ∈ N,(4.9)

L|U∩M = φ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj).(4.10)

(iii) For each y ∈ M there exist a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩M around
y and continuous mappings ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) which are the
unique solutions of the equations (4.9) and (4.10).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3. �

In the following two results we assume that the submanifold M is induced
(ψ,N ), where N is an m-dimensional C2-submanifold of Rd, and ψ ∈ C2(Rd;H)
is a C2-immersion on N such that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism; see
Definition 3.32.

4.10. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE

{
dXt = b(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0,
(4.11)

where the continuous mappings6 b : N → Rd and σ : N → ℓ2(Rd) are the
unique solutions of the equations

Aj |M = ψ∗σ
j , j ∈ N,(4.12)

L|M = ψ∗b+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ
j , σj).(4.13)

6If the SDE (4.11) is locally invariant, then it suffices to specify the coefficients b and σ on the
submanifold N .
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Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and let ϕ : V → W ∩ N be a local
parametrization around x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N . By Lemma 3.31 there exists an open
neighborhood U ⊂ H of y such that φ := ψ ◦ ϕ : V → U ∩ M is a local parametri-
zation around y. Furthermore, by Proposition 4.9 there are continuous mappings
ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) which are the unique solutions of the equa-
tions (4.9) and (4.10). We define the continuous mappings b : W ∩ N → Rd and
σ : W ∩ N → ℓ2(Rd) as

σj := ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N,

b := ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj).

Since y ∈ M was arbitrary, by Proposition 4.9 we deduce that the submanifold N

is locally invariant for the SDE (4.11). Furthermore, by Lemma 3.35 we obtain

Aj |U∩M = φ∗a
j = ψ∗ϕ∗a

j = ψ∗σ
j , j ∈ N

as well as

L|U∩M = φ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj)

= ψ∗ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

(
ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a

j , ϕ∗a
j) + ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a

j , aj)
)

= ψ∗b +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ
j , σj).

Since the element y ∈ M was arbitrary, this procedure provides us with continuous
mappings b : N → Rd and σ : N → ℓ2(Rd) which are the unique solutions of the
equations (4.12) and (4.13).
(ii) ⇒ (i): Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and let ϕ : V →W ∩N be a local parametriza-
tion around x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N . By Lemma 3.31 there exists an open neighborhood
U ⊂ H of y such that φ := ψ ◦ϕ : V → U ∩M is a local parametrization around y.
Since N is locally invariant for the SDE (4.11), by Proposition 4.9 there are con-
tinuous mappings ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) which are the unique solutions
of the equations

σj |W∩N = ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N,

b|W∩N = ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj).

By Lemma 3.35 we obtain

Aj |U∩M = ψ∗σ
j |W∩N = ψ∗ϕ∗a

j = φ∗a
j , j ∈ N

as well as

L|U∩M = ψ∗b|W∩N +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ
j |W∩N , σj |W∩N )

= ψ∗ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

(
ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a

j , ϕ∗a
j) + ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a

j , aj)
)

= φ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj).
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Therefore, by Proposition 4.9 the submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE
(1.1). �

For the next result, recall that the submanifold M has one chart if N has one
chart; see Lemma 3.33.

4.11. Proposition. If the submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1)
and the submanifold N has one chart with a global parametrization ϕ : V → N ,
then for continuous mappings ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) are the unique solutions of the equations
(4.5) and (4.6).

(ii) ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm) are the unique solutions of the equations

σj = ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N,(4.14)

b = ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj),(4.15)

where the continuous mappings b : N → R
d and σ : N → ℓ2(Rd) are the

unique solutions of the equations (4.12) and (4.13).

If any of the previous two conditions is fulfilled and the open set V is globally
invariant for the Rm-valued SDE

{
dΞt = ℓ(Ξt)dt+ a(Ξt)dWt

Ξ0 = ξ0,

then the submanifold M is globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), and the subma-
nifold N is globally invariant for the SPDE (4.11).

Proof. By Lemma 3.33 the submanifold M has one chart with global parametriza-
tion φ := ψ ◦ ϕ : V → M .
(i) ⇒ (ii): Taking into account Lemma 3.35, by (4.12) and (4.5) we obtain

σj = ψ−1
∗ ψ∗σ

j = ψ−1
∗ Aj |M = ψ−1

∗ φ∗a
j = ψ−1

∗ ψ∗ϕ∗a
j = ϕ∗a

j , j ∈ N,

and by (4.13) and (4.6) we obtain

b−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj) = ψ−1

∗ ψ∗

(

b−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

= ψ−1
∗

(

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

(
ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a

j , ϕ∗a
j) + ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a

j , aj)
)
)

= ψ−1
∗

(

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

= ψ−1
∗ φ∗ℓ = ψ−1

∗ ψ∗ϕ∗ℓ = ϕ∗ℓ.

(ii) ⇒ (i): Taking into account Lemma 3.35, by (4.12) and (4.14) we obtain

Aj |M = ψ∗σ
j = ψ∗ϕ∗a

j = φ∗a
j , j ∈ N,
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and by (4.13) and (4.15) we obtain

L|M = ψ∗b+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ
j , σj) = ψ∗b+

1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a
j , ϕ∗a

j)

= ψ∗b+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

(
φ∗∗(a

j , aj)− ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

= ψ∗

(

b−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj)

= ψ∗ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj) = φ∗ℓ+

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj).

The additional statement is a consequence of Proposition 4.4. �

Now, we approach the proofs of Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.4. For this
purpose, we prepare some auxiliary results. For normed spaces X1, . . . , Xn and
Y we denote by L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) the space of all continuous n-multilinear maps
T : X1 × . . .×Xn → Y .

4.12. Lemma. Let X,Y, Z be Banach spaces. Then the following statements are
true:

(1) The mapping

Φ : L(X,Y )× ℓ2(X) → ℓ2(Y ), (T, x) 7→ (Txj)j∈N

belongs to L(L(X,Y ), ℓ2(X); ℓ2(Y )), and we have ‖Φ‖ ≤ 1.
(2) The mapping

Ψ : L(X,Y ;Z)× ℓ2(X)× ℓ2(Y ) → ℓ1(Z), (T, x, y) 7→
(
T (xj , yj)

)

j∈N

belongs to L(L(X,Y ;Z), ℓ2(X), ℓ2(Y ); ℓ1(Z)), and we have ‖Ψ‖ ≤ 1.
(3) The mapping

z′ : ℓ1(Z) → Z, z 7→
∞∑

j=1

zj

belongs to L(ℓ1(Z), Z), and we have ‖z′‖ ≤ 1.

Proof. For all (T, x) ∈ L(X,Y )× ℓ2(X) we have

‖Φ(T, x)‖2ℓ2(Y ) =

∞∑

j=1

‖Txj‖2 ≤
∞∑

j=1

‖T ‖2‖xj‖2 = ‖T ‖2‖x‖2ℓ2(X).

Furthermore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all (T, x, y) ∈ L(X,Y ;Z) ×
ℓ2(X)× ℓ2(Y ) we have

‖Ψ(T, x, y)‖ℓ1(X) =

∞∑

j=1

‖T (xj, yj)‖ ≤
∞∑

j=1

‖T ‖‖xj‖‖yj‖ ≤ ‖T ‖‖x‖ℓ2(X)‖y‖ℓ2(X)

Moreover, for all z ∈ ℓ1(Z) we have

‖z′(z)‖ =

∥
∥
∥
∥

∞∑

j=1

zj
∥
∥
∥
∥
≤

∞∑

j=1

‖zj‖ = ‖z‖ℓ1(Z),

completing the proof. �

Recall the notation introduced in Definition 3.12. More generally, for a mapping
a : V → ℓ2(Rm) we can define φ∗ : U ∩ M → ℓ2(H), and for a mapping A :
U ∩ M → ℓ2(H) with Aj ∈ Γ(TMU) we can define φ−1

∗ : V → ℓ2(Rm).
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4.13. Lemma. Let φ : V → U ∩ M be a local parametrization of M , and set
MU := U ∩ M . Then following statements are true:

(1) If a : V → ℓ2(Rm) is continuous, then φ∗a : (MU , ‖ · ‖H) → ℓ2(H) is
continuous.

(2) If a, b : V → ℓ2(Rm) are continuous, then the mapping

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , bj) : (MU , ‖ · ‖H) → H

is well-defined an continuous.
(3) If A : (MU , ‖ · ‖G) → ℓ2(H) is continuous with Aj ∈ Γ(TMU ) for each

j ∈ N, then φ−1
∗ A : V → ℓ2(Rm) is continuous.

(4) If A ∈ Γ(TMU) is a vector field, then we have φ∗φ
−1
∗ A = A.

Proof. The first three statements follow Lemma 4.12, and the last statement is
easily checked. For the proof of the third statement we also take into account [12,
Prop. 6.1.1], and that by Proposition 3.21 we have φ ∈ C(V ;G). �

Now, let φ : V → U∩M be a local parametrization of M , and set MU := U∩M .
We assume there exists ψ ∈ C1(H ;Rm) such that φ−1 = ψ|MU

, and we have

Dψ(y)|TyM = Dφ(x)−1 for all y ∈ MU ,(4.16)

where x := ψ(y) ∈ V . For a mapping A : U ∩ M → ℓ2(H) we define ψ∗A : V →
ℓ2(Rm) as ψ∗A := (ψ∗A

j)j∈N with

(ψ∗A
j)(x) := Dψ(y)Aj(y), x ∈ V,

where y := φ(x) ∈ U ∩ M .

4.14. Lemma. If A : (MU , ‖ · ‖G) → ℓ2(H) is continuous, then ψ∗A : V → ℓ2(Rm)
is continuous.

Proof. By Proposition 3.21 we have φ ∈ C(V ;G). Therefore, the assertion is a
consequence of Lemma 4.12. �

4.15. Proposition. For a mapping A : MU → H the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) We have A ∈ Γ(TMU).
(ii) We have A = φ∗ψ∗A.

If any of the previous two conditions is fulfilled, then we have ψ∗A = φ−1
∗ A.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Noting (4.16), we see that ψ∗A = φ−1
∗ A. Therefore, using Lemma

4.13 we obtain

φ∗ψ∗A = φ∗φ
−1
∗ A = A.

(ii) ⇒ (i): Taking into account the definition of φ∗, we obtain

A = φ∗ψ∗A ∈ Γ(TMU ),

completing the proof. �

4.16. Proposition. Suppose that ψ ∈ L(H,Rm). Then for all mappings A,B :
U ∩ M → H we have

ψ∗φ∗∗(ψ∗A,ψ∗B) = 0.
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Proof. Note that ψ ◦φ = IdV and that D2ψ = 0, because ψ is linear. Therefore, by
the second order chain rule (Lemma 3.18), for each x ∈ V we have

Dψ(y) ◦D2φ(x) = D2(ψ ◦ φ)(x) = 0,

where y := φ(x) ∈ U ∩M . We set a := ψ∗A and b := ψ∗B as well as C := φ∗∗(a, b).
Let x ∈ V be arbitrary, and set y := φ(x) ∈ U ∩ M . Then we obtain

(ψ∗φ∗∗(ψ∗A,ψ∗B))(x) = (ψ∗C)(x) = Dψ(y)C(y) = Dψ(y)D2φ(x)(a(x), b(x)) = 0,

completing the proof. �

4.17. Lemma. Let E ⊂ G be a subset, let K : (E, ‖ · ‖G) → (H, ‖ · ‖H) be a
continuous function, let y0 ∈ G be arbitrary, let τ > 0 be a positive constant, and
let Y : [0, τ ] → (E, ‖ · ‖G) be a continuous mapping with Y0 = y0 such that

∫ t

0

K(Ys)ds = 0 for all t ∈ [0, τ ].

Then we have K(y0) = 0.

Proof. Let y ∈ H ′ be an arbitrary continuous linear functional. By assumption we
have

∫

[0,t]

y′(K(Ys))ds = 0 for all t ∈ [0, τ ].

By a monotone class argument, we even have
∫

B

y′(K(Ys))ds = 0 for each B ∈ B([0, τ ]),

and therefore

y′(K(Ys)) = 0 for λ-almost all s ∈ [0, τ ].

By the continuity of the mapping y′ ◦K ◦ Y : [0, τ ] → R we deduce that

y′(K(Ys)) = 0 for all s ∈ [0, τ ],

and hence, in particular y′(K(y0)) = 0. Since the functional y′ ∈ H ′ was arbitrary,
we arrive at K(y0) = 0. �

4.18. Lemma. Let E ⊂ G be a subset, let L : (E, ‖ · ‖G) → (H, ‖ · ‖H) and
A : (E, ‖ · ‖G) → (ℓ2(H), ‖ · ‖ℓ2(H)) be continuous mappings, let y0 ∈ G be arbitrary,
let Y be an E-valued process with Y0 = y0 such that the sample paths are continuous
with respect to ‖ · ‖G, and let τ > 0 be a positive stopping time such that P-almost
surely

∫ t∧τ

0

L(Ys)ds+

∫ t∧τ

0

A(Ys)dWs = 0 for all t ∈ R+.

Then we have L(y0) = 0 and A(y0) = 0.

Proof. We define the H-valued processes B and M as

Bt :=

∫ t∧τ

0

L(Ys)ds, t ∈ R+,

Mt :=

∫ t∧τ

0

A(Ys)dWs, t ∈ R+.

Then we have B +M = 0 up to an evanescent set. Let ζ ∈ H be arbitrary. In
the terminology of [22, Def. I.4.21.b] the process 〈ζ, B〉H + 〈ζ,M〉H is a special
semimartingale with predictable finite variation part 〈ζ, B〉H and local martingale
part 〈ζ,M〉H . Since 〈ζ, B〉H + 〈ζ,M〉H = 0 and the decomposition of a special
semimartingale is unique (see [22, Cor. I.3.16]), we deduce that 〈ζ, B〉H = 0 and
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〈ζ,M〉H = 0 up to an evanescent set. Since ζ ∈ H was arbitrary, by separability of
H we infer that B = 0 and M = 0 up to an evanescent set. Using Lemma 4.17 we
deduce that L(y0) = 0. Furthermore, we also have 〈M〉 = 0 up to an evanescent set,
where 〈M〉 denotes the quadratic variation according to [16, Def. 2.9]. Therefore,
by Remark 2.8 and [16, Thm. 2.3] we obtain P-almost surely

∫ t∧τ

0

‖A(Ys)‖
2
ℓ2(H)ds = 0, t ∈ R+.

By Lemma 4.17 it follows that

‖A(y0)‖ℓ2(H) = 0,

and hence A(y0) = 0, completing the proof. �

Now, we consider the Rm-valued SDE
{
dXt = ℓ(Xt)dt+ a(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0
(4.17)

with continuous mappings ℓ : V → Rm and a : V → ℓ2(Rm).

4.19. Lemma. Every open subset V ⊂ R
m is a C∞-submanifold of Rm, which is

locally invariant for the SDE (4.17).

Proof. It is obvious that V is a C∞-submanifold of Rm. Let x0 ∈ V be arbitrary.
Since V is open, there exists a compact, convex neighborhood K ⊂ V of x0. Let
PK : Rm → K be the orthogonal projection on K. We consider the SDE

{
dX̄t = ℓ̄(X̄t)dt+ ā(X̄t)dWt

X̄0 = x0,
(4.18)

where the coefficients are given by

ℓ̄ := ℓ ◦ PK : Rm → R
m,

ā := a ◦ PK : Rm → ℓ2(Rm).

Note that ℓ̄ and ā are continuous and bounded. Hence, by Remark 2.9 there exists
a global weak solution (B,W, X̄) to the SDE (4.18) with X̄0 = x0. Now, we define
the positive stopping time τ > 0 as

τ := inf{t ∈ R+ : X̄t /∈ K}.

Setting X := X̄τ , we have Xτ ∈ K ⊂ V , and, since ℓ|K = ℓ̄|K and a|K = ā|K ,
the triplet (B,W,X) is a local weak solution to the SDE (4.17) with X0 = x0 and
lifetime τ . �

Now, we are ready to provide the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let y0 ∈ M be arbitrary. According to Propo-
sition 3.14 there exist a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M around y0 and a
bounded linear operator ψ ∈ L(H,Rm) such that φ−1 = ψ|U∩M and we have

Dψ(y)|TyM = Dφ(x)−1 for all y ∈ U ∩ M ,

where x := ψ(y) ∈ V . By Proposition 3.21 we have φ ∈ C(V ;G) ∩C2(V ;H). Now,
let y ∈ U ∩ M be arbitrary, and set x := ψ(y) ∈ V . Since the submanifold M is
locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), there exist a positive stopping time τ > 0 and
a local martingale solution Y to (1.1) with Y0 = y and lifetime τ such that Y τ ∈ M

up to an evanescent set. Since U is an open subset of H and the sample paths of
Y are continuous with respect to ‖ · ‖H , we may assume that Y τ ∈ U ∩ M up to
an evanescent set. Now, we define the continuous Rm-valued process X := ψ(Y ).
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Then we have Xτ ∈ V , and since ψ is linear, the process X is a local weak solution
to the SDE

{
dXt = (ψ∗L)(Xt)dt+ (ψ∗A)(Xt)dWt

X0 = x

with lifetime τ . The sample paths of Y τ = φ(Xτ ) are continuous with respect to
‖ · ‖G, because φ ∈ C(V ;G). Since also φ ∈ C2(V ;H), by Itô’s formula (see [12,
Thm. 2.3.1]) we obtain that the process Y is a local martingale solution to the
SPDE
{
dYt =

(
(φ∗ψ∗L)(Yt) +

1
2

∑∞
j=1 φ∗∗(ψ∗A

j , ψ∗A
j)(Yt)

)
dt+ (φ∗ψ∗A)(Yt)dWt

Y0 = y

with lifetime τ . On the other hand, the process Y is a local martingale solution to
the original SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y and lifetime τ . We set MU := U ∩ M . By
Lemmas 4.13 and 4.14, the mappings

φ∗ψ∗A|MU
: (MU , ‖ · ‖G) → (ℓ2(H), ‖ · ‖ℓ2(H)),

φ∗ψ∗L|MU
+

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(ψ∗A
j |MU

, ψ∗A
j |MU

) : (MU , ‖ · ‖G) → (H, ‖ · ‖H)

are continuous. Therefore, and since the sample paths of Y τ are continuous with
respect to ‖ · ‖G, we may apply Lemma 4.18, which gives us

Aj |MU
= φ∗ψ∗A

j |MU
, j ∈ N,

L|MU
= φ∗ψ∗L|MU

+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(ψ∗A
j |MU

, ψ∗A
j |MU

).

Therefore, by Proposition 4.15 we deduce that

Aj |MU
∈ Γ(TMU ), j ∈ N.

Furthermore, using Proposition 4.16 we obtain

L|MU
−

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(ψ∗A
j |MU

, ψ∗A
j |MU

)

= φ∗ψ∗

(

L|MU
−

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(ψ∗A
j |MU

, ψ∗A
j |MU

)

)

.

Therefore, by Proposition 4.15 we deduce that

L|MU
−

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(φ
−1
∗ Aj |MU

, φ−1
∗ Aj |MU

) ∈ Γ(TMU).

Since the point y0 ∈ M chosen at the beginning of this proof was arbitrary, we
deduce (4.1) and (4.2).
(ii) ⇒ (iii): Let y0 ∈ M be arbitrary, and let φ : V → U ∩M be an arbitrary local
parametrization around y0. By Proposition 3.21 we have φ ∈ C(V ;G) ∩C2(V ;H).
We set x0 := φ−1(y0) ∈ V . By Lemma 4.13 the mappings

a := φ−1
∗ A|MU

: V → ℓ2(Rm)

ℓ := φ−1
∗

(

L|MU
−

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

: V → R
m

are continuous. Therefore, by Lemma 4.19 the open set V is locally invariant for the
SDE (4.17). Hence, there exist a stopping time τ > 0 and a local weak solution X to
(4.17) with X0 = x0 and lifetime τ such that Xτ ∈ V up to an evanescent set. We
define the M -valued process Y := φ(X). Then we have Y τ ∈ U ∩M . Furthermore,
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since φ ∈ C(V ;G), the sample paths of Y τ are continuous with respect to ‖ · ‖G.
Taking into account Lemma 4.13, the mapping

A|MU
= φ∗φ

−1
∗ A|MU

= φ∗a : (MU , ‖ · ‖H) → (ℓ2(H), ‖ · ‖ℓ2(H))(4.19)

is continuous. Furthermore, taking into account Lemma 4.13 we have

L|MU
−

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj) = φ∗φ

−1
∗

(

L|MU
−

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

= φ∗ℓ,

and hence, by Lemma 4.13 the mapping

L|MU
= φ∗ℓ+

1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj) : (MU , ‖ · ‖H) → (H, ‖ · ‖H)(4.20)

is continuous. Moreover, by Itô’s formula (see [12, Thm. 2.3.1]) and relations (4.19),
(4.20) we obtain that Y τ is a local martingale solution to the SPDE

dYt =

(

(φ∗ℓ)(Yt) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj)(Yt)

)

dt+ (φ∗a)(Yt)dWt

= L(Yt)dt+A(Yt)dWt,

which is just the original SPDE (1.1), with Y0 = y0 and lifetime τ . This proves that
M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(iii) ⇒ (i): This implication is obvious. �

Proof of Proposition 4.4. This follows from inspecting the proof of the implication
(ii) ⇒ (iii) from Theorem 4.3. �

Now, let H0 be another separable Hilbert space such that (G,H0, H) are contin-
uously embedded, and suppose that M is a (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2.

4.20. Theorem. Suppose that for each j ∈ N we have Aj ∈ C(G;H0) with an
extension Aj ∈ C1(H0;H), and that for each y ∈ M the series

∑∞
j=1DA

j(y)Aj(y)
converges in H. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) We have

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,(4.21)

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

DAj ·Aj |M ∈ Γ(TM ).(4.22)

(iii) The mappings (4.3) and (4.4) are continuous, and for each y0 ∈ M there
exists a local martingale solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 and
lifetime τ such that Y τ ∈ M up to an evanescent set and the sample paths
of Y τ are continuous with respect to ‖ · ‖G.

Proof. By the decomposition (3.2) from Proposition 3.25 we have

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M = [DAj · Aj ]Γ(TM ), j ∈ N.

Hence, the result is a consequence of Theorem 4.3. �

In the next result we present sufficient conditions for local invariance under the
assumption that the volatilities Aj , j ∈ N have a quasi-linear structure. Recall that
for any z ∈ M the space Γz(TM ) denotes the space of all local vector fields on M

around z; see Definition 3.10.
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4.21. Theorem. We suppose that for each j ∈ N there exists a continuous mapping
Āj : G×G→ H0 such that

Aj(y) = Āj(y, y), y ∈ G

having a continuous extension Āj : H0×G→ H such that Ājz := Āj(·, z) belongs to
L(H0, H) for each z ∈ G. Furthermore, we assume that for each y ∈ M the series
∑∞

j=1 Ā
j(Aj(y), y) converges in H, and that

Ājz |M ∈ Γz(TM ), z ∈ M , j ∈ N,(4.23)

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M ∈ Γ(TM ).(4.24)

Then mappings (4.3) and (4.4) are continuous, and for each y0 ∈ M there exists
a local martingale solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 and lifetime τ such
that Y τ ∈ M up to an evanescent set and the sample paths of Y τ are continuous
with respect to ‖ · ‖G. In particular, the submanifold M is locally invariant for the
SPDE (1.1).

Proof. Note that condition (4.23) implies (4.1). Furthermore, using the decompo-
sition (3.4) from Proposition 3.25 we obtain

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M = [Āj(Aj(·), ·)]Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,

and hence, condition (4.24) is equivalent to (4.2). Consequently, applying Theorem
4.3 completes the proof. �

4.22. Remark. Suppose that conditions (4.23) and (4.24) from Theorem 4.21 are
fulfilled such that Āj even has an extension Āj ∈ C1(H0 ×H0;H) for each j ∈ N.
Then the submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), and the mapping
Aj ∈ C(G;H0) has an extension Aj ∈ C1(H0;H) for each j ∈ N. If for each y ∈ M

the series
∑∞

j=1DA
j(y)Aj(y) converges in H, then by Theorem 4.20 the invariance

condition (4.22) is satisfied as well. The vector fields in (4.22) and (4.24) do not,
in general, coincide. Using Proposition 3.25, we can determine their difference by
using local coordinates. Namely, if φ : V → U ∩M is a local parametrization, then
by the decomposition (3.6) we have
(

L−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)

)∣
∣
∣
∣
MU

−

(

L−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

DAj · Aj
)∣
∣
∣
∣
MU

=
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗(D2ā
j · aj),

where the notation is analogous to that in Proposition 3.25.

We conclude this section by indicating a result analogous to Theorem 4.3 for
deterministic PDEs of the kind

{
dYt = K(Yt)dt
Y0 = y0

(4.25)

with a continuous mapping K : G → H . Here G and H may be Banach spaces,
and M only needs to be a (G,H)-submanifold of class C1. The proof of following
result is similar to that of Theorem 4.3; indeed the arguments are even simpler.

4.23. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the PDE (4.25).
(ii) We have K|M ∈ Γ(TM ).
(iii) The mapping K|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (H, ‖ · ‖H) is continuous, and for each

y0 ∈ M there exists a local solution Y : [0, T ] → G to the PDE (4.25) with
Y0 = y0 for some deterministic time T > 0 such that Y ∈ M and Y is
continuous with respect to ‖ · ‖G.
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5. Quasi-semilinear stochastic partial differential equations

In this section we investigate invariance of submanifolds for quasi-semilinear
SPDEs. It is organized as follows: In Section 5.1 we treat the general situation, and
in Section 5.2 we draw consequences for semilinear SPDEs.

5.1. The general situation

Let (G,H) be separable Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding, and let L :
G → H and A : G → ℓ2(H) be continuous mappings. Throughout this section, we
assume that the following assumption is satisfied.

5.1. Assumption (Quasi-semilinearity). We suppose that the following conditions
are fulfilled:

(1) G is a dense subspace of H.
(2) There exist a continuous mapping L̄ : G×H → H and a continuous map-

ping α : H → H such that

L(y) = L̄(y, y) + α(y), y ∈ G,

and for each z ∈ H the mapping

L̄z := L̄(·, z) : G→ H

extends to a closed operator L̄z : H ⊃ D(L̄z) → H.
(3) There exist a continuous mapping Ā : G × H → ℓ2(H) and a continuous

mapping σ : H → ℓ2(H) such that

A(y) = Ā(y, y) + σ(y), y ∈ G,

and for each z ∈ H and each j ∈ N the mapping

Ājz := Āj(·, z) : G→ H

extends to a closed operator Ājz : H ⊃ D(Ājz) → H.
(4) For each z ∈ H we have

G = D(L̄z) ∩

( ∞⋂

j=1

D(Ājz)

)

.(5.1)

(5) There is a dense subspace H0 ⊂ H such that for each z ∈ H we have

H0 ⊂ D(L̄∗
z) ∩

( ∞⋂

j=1

D(Āj,∗z )

)

,

and for each ζ ∈ H0 we have Ā∗
zζ := (Āj,∗z ζ)j∈N ∈ ℓ2(H), and the mappings

H → H, z 7→ L̄∗
zζ,(5.2)

H → ℓ2(H), z 7→ Ā∗
zζ(5.3)

are continuous.

In view of condition (5), recall that for a densely defined operator A : H ⊃
D(A) → H the adjoint operator A∗ : H ⊃ D(A∗) → H is defined on the subspace

D(A∗) := {z ∈ H : ξ 7→ 〈Aξ, z〉H is continuous on D(A)},(5.4)

and that it is characterized by the property

〈Ay, z〉H = 〈y,A∗z〉H for all y ∈ D(A) and z ∈ D(A∗).(5.5)

5.2. Proposition. [37, Thm. 13.12] Let A : H ⊃ D(A) → H be densely defined
and closed. Then A∗ is densely defined and we have A = A∗∗.
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If Assumption 5.1 is fulfilled, then we also call the SPDE (1.1) a quasi-semilinear
SPDE. Here are two examples where Assumption 5.1 is satisfied.

5.3. Example. Let T = (T (t))t∈Rd be a multi-parameter C0-group on a separable
Hilbert space H, and denote by B = (B1, . . . , Bd) its generator. We set G := D(B)
and assume that the coefficients L : G→ H and A : G→ ℓ2(H) are given by

L(y) =

d∑

i=1

λi(y)Biy + α(y),

Aj(y) =

d∑

i=1

κji (y)Biy + σj(y), j ∈ N

with continuous mappings λi : H → R, i = 1, . . . , d, α : H → H, κi : H → ℓ2(R),
i = 1, . . . , d, and σ : H → ℓ2(H). By Lemma A.8 and Proposition A.9 we see that
Assumption 5.1 is fulfilled with H0 := D(B∗).

5.4. Example. Let H := Sp(R
d) for some p ∈ R. We set G := Sp+ 1

2
(Rd) and

assume that the coefficients L : G→ H and A : G→ ℓ2(H) are given by

L(y) =

d∑

i=1

λi(y)∂iy + α(y),

Aj(y) =

d∑

i=1

κji (y)∂iy + σj(y), j ∈ N

with continuous mappings λi : H → R, i = 1, . . . , d, α : H → H, κi : H → ℓ2(R),
i = 1, . . . , d, and σ : H → ℓ2(H). By Lemma B.6 we see that Assumption 5.1 is
fulfilled with H0 := S (Rd).

5.5. Definition. Let y0 ∈ H be arbitrary. A triplet (B,W, Y ) is called a local ana-
lytically weak martingale solution to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 if the following
conditions are fulfilled:

(1) B = (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈R+
,P) is a stochastic basis; that is, a filtered probability

space satisfying the usual conditions.
(2) W is a standard R∞-Wiener process on the stochastic basis B.
(3) Y is an H-valued adapted, continuous process such that, for some strictly

positive stopping time τ > 0, for each ζ ∈ H0 we have P-almost surely

(5.6)

∫ t∧τ

0

(
∣
∣〈L̄∗

Ys
ζ, Ys〉H + 〈ζ, α(Ys)〉H

∣
∣

+
∥
∥〈Ā∗

Ys
ζ, Ys〉H + 〈ζ, σ(Ys)〉H

∥
∥
2

ℓ2(H)

)

ds <∞, t ∈ R+

and P-almost surely

(5.7)

〈ζ, Yt∧τ 〉H = 〈ζ, y0〉H +

∫ t∧τ

0

(
〈L̄∗

Ys
ζ, Ys〉H + 〈ζ, α(Ys)〉H

)
ds

+

∫ t∧τ

0

(
〈Ā∗

Ys
ζ, Ys〉H + 〈ζ, σ(Ys)〉H

)
dWs, t ∈ R+,

where for each y ∈ H we agree on the notation

〈Ā∗
yζ, y〉H :=

(
〈Āj,∗y ζ, y〉H

)

j∈N
∈ ℓ2(H),

〈ζ, σ(y)〉H :=
(
〈ζ, σj(y)〉H

)

j∈N
∈ ℓ2(H).

The stopping time τ is also called the lifetime of Y .
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If we can choose τ = ∞, then (B,W, Y ) is also called a global analytically weak
martingale solution (or simply an analytically weak martingale solution) to the
SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0.

5.6. Remark. Note that the integrands in (5.6) and (5.7) are continuous and
adapted by virtue of the continuity of the mappings (5.2) and (5.3).

5.7. Remark. If there is no ambiguity, we will simply call Y a local analytically
weak martingale solution or a global analytically weak martingale solution to the
SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0.

Let M be a finite dimensional C2-submanifold of H .

5.8. Definition. The submanifold M is called weakly locally invariant for the
SPDE (1.1) if for each y0 ∈ M there exists a local analytically weak martingale
solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 and lifetime τ > 0 such that Y τ ∈ M

up to an evanescent set.

5.9. Definition. The submanifold M is called weakly globally invariant (or simply
weakly invariant) for the SPDE (1.1) if for each y0 ∈ M there exists a global
analytically weak martingale solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 such that
Y ∈ M up to an evanescent set.

5.10. Remark. If M is locally invariant (or globally invariant) for the SPDE (1.1),
then M is also weakly locally invariant (or weakly globally invariant) for the SPDE
(1.1).

5.11. Theorem. Suppose that Assumption 5.1 is fulfilled. Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is weakly locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) We have M ⊂ G, the submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE

(1.1), and the mappings

L|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (H, ‖ · ‖H),(5.8)

A|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (ℓ2(H), ‖ · ‖ℓ2(H))(5.9)

are continuous.

Proof. (ii) ⇒ (i): See Remark 5.10.
(i) ⇒ (ii): Let y0 ∈ M be arbitrary. Since H0 is dense in H , by Proposition 3.14
there exist a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩M around y0 and a bounded linear
operator ψ ∈ L(H,Rm) of the form ψ = 〈ζ, ·〉H with ζ1, . . . , ζm ∈ H0 such that we
have φ−1 = ψ|U∩M . Now, let y ∈ U ∩M be arbitrary, and set x := ψ(y) ∈ V . Since
the submanifold M is weakly locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), there exist a
positive stopping time τ > 0 and a local analytically weak martingale solution Y
to (1.1) with Y0 = y and lifetime τ such that Y τ ∈ M up to an evanescent set.
Since U is an open subset of H and the sample paths of Y are continuous, we may
assume that Y τ ∈ U ∩ M up to an evanescent set. Now, we define the continuous
Rm-valued process X := ψ(Y ). Then we have Xτ ∈ V , and since ζ1, . . . , ζm ∈ H0,
the process X is a local strong solution to the SDE

{
dXt = Lζ(Xt)dt+Aζ(Xt)dWt

X0 = x

with lifetime τ , where Lζ : V → Rm and Aζ : V → ℓ2(Rm) are given by

Lζ(z) := 〈L̄∗
φ(z)ζ, φ(z)〉H + 〈ζ, α(φ(z))〉H ,(5.10)

Ajζ(z) := 〈Āj,∗φ(z)ζ, φ(z)〉H + 〈ζ, σj(φ(z))〉H , j ∈ N.(5.11)
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Note that the mappings Lζ and Aζ are continuous by virtue of the continuity of
the mappings (5.2) and (5.3). Since φ ∈ C2(V ;H), by Itô’s formula (see [12, Thm.
2.3.1]) we obtain that the process Y is a local solution to the SPDE

{
dYt =

(
(φ∗Lζ)(Yt) +

1
2

∑∞
j=1 φ∗∗(A

j
ζ , A

j
ζ)(Yt)

)
dt+ (φ∗Aζ)(Yt)dWt

Y0 = y
(5.12)

with lifetime τ , where we recall the notation from Definition 3.12. Let ξ ∈ H0 be
arbitrary. Then we have

〈ξ, Yt∧τ 〉H = 〈ξ, y〉H +

∫ t∧τ

0

〈

ξ, (φ∗Lζ)(Ys) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(A
j
ζ , A

j
ζ)(Ys)

)
〉

H

ds

+

∫ t∧τ

0

〈ξ, (φ∗Aζ)(Ys)〉HdWs, t ∈ R+

On the other hand, the process Y is a local analytically weak martingale solution
to the original SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y and lifetime τ . Therefore, we have

〈ξ, Yt∧τ 〉H = 〈ξ, y〉H +

∫ t∧τ

0

(
〈L̄∗

Ys
ξ, Ys〉H + 〈ξ, α(Ys)〉H

)
ds

+

∫ t∧τ

0

(
〈Ā∗

Ys
ξ, Ys〉H + 〈ξ, σ(Ys)〉H

)
dWs, t ∈ R+.

Thus, taking into account Lemma 4.13 and the continuity of the mappings (5.2)
and (5.3), we have

〈L̄∗
yξ, y〉H =

〈

ξ, (φ∗Lζ)(y) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(A
j
ζ , A

j
ζ)(y)− α(y)

〉

H

,(5.13)

〈(Ājy)
∗ξ, y〉H = 〈ξ, (φ∗A

j
ζ)(y)− σj(y)〉H , j ∈ N.(5.14)

Taking into account Proposition 5.2 and (5.4), we have

D(L̄y) = D(L̄∗∗
y ) = {z ∈ H : ξ 7→ 〈L̄∗

yξ, z〉H is continuous on D(L̄∗
y)}

as well as

D(Ājy) = D((Ājy)
∗∗) = {z ∈ H : ξ 7→ 〈(Ājy)

∗ξ, z〉H is continuous on D((Ājy)
∗)}

for all j ∈ N. This proves y ∈ D(L̄y) and y ∈ D(Ājy) for all j ∈ N. Taking into
account (5.1), we deduce that y ∈ G. Consequently, we have M ⊂ G. By (5.10)
and (5.11) we obtain

Lζ(x) = 〈ζ, L̄φ(x)φ(x)〉H + 〈ζ, α(φ(x))〉H = 〈ζ, L(φ(x))〉H ,

Ajζ(x) = 〈ζ, Ājφ(x)φ(x)〉H + 〈ζ, σj(φ(x))〉H = 〈ζ, Aj(φ(x))〉H , j ∈ N

for each x ∈ V . Furthermore, from (5.13) and (5.14) we obtain

〈ξ, L̄yy〉H =

〈

ξ, (φ∗Lζ)(y) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(A
j
ζ , A

j
ζ)(y)− α(y)

〉

H

,

〈ξ, Ājyy〉H = 〈ξ, (φ∗A
j
ζ)(y)− σj(y)〉H , j ∈ N

for all ξ ∈ H0 and all y ∈ U ∩ M . Since H0 is dense in H , we obtain

L(y) = L̄(y, y) + α(y) = (φ∗Lζ)(y) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(A
j
ζ , A

j
ζ)(y),

Aj(y) = Āj(y, y) + σj(y) = (φ∗A
j
ζ)(y), j ∈ N

for all y ∈ U ∩ M . Since y0 ∈ M at the beginning of the proof was chosen arbi-
trary, by Lemma 4.13 we deduce that the mappings (5.8) and (5.9) are continuous.
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Furthermore, by taking into account (5.12), we see that Y is local strong solution
to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0, proving that M is locally invariant for the SPDE
(1.1). �

5.2. Semilinear stochastic partial differential equations

In this section we present consequences of our previous findings for semilinear
SPDEs of the form

{
dYt = (BYt + α(Yt))dt+ σ(Yt)dWt

Y0 = y0.
(5.15)

Such equations have been studied, for example, in [7, 16, 24, 31]. Here the state
space H is a separable Hilbert space, and B : H ⊃ D(B) → H is a densely defined,
closed operator. Moreover α : H → H and σ : H → ℓ2(H) are continuous mappings.
We endow G := D(B) with the graph norm

‖y‖G :=
√

‖y‖2H + ‖By‖2H , y ∈ G.(5.16)

By Proposition A.7, the pair (G,H) consists of separable Hilbert spaces with con-
tinuous embedding.

5.12. Remark. Note that the semilinear SPDE (5.15) is of the type (1.1) with
L = B + α and A = σ. Furthermore, note that Assumption 5.1 is fulfilled with

L̄(y, z) = B(y) for all y ∈ G and z ∈ H,

Ā = 0,

and H0 = D(B∗). The concept of a local martingale solution (or a global martingale
solution) from Definition 2.5 is just the concept of a local strong solution (or a
global strong solution) for the semilinear SPDE (5.15) in the sense of martingale
solutions. Accordingly, the concept of a local analytically weak martingale solution
(or a global analytically weak martingale solution) from Definition 5.5 is just the
concept of a local weak solution (or a global weak solution) for the semilinear SPDE
(5.15) in the sense of martingale solutions.

5.13. Remark. If B generates a C0-semigroup on H, then we can also consider
mild solutions. However, this is not required for our upcoming results.

Let M be a finite dimensional C2-submanifold of H . Invariant manifolds of weak
solutions to semilinear SPDEs have been studied, for example, in [11, 28]; see also
[13] for the case of jump-diffusions and submanifolds with boundary.

5.14. Lemma. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) M is a finite dimensional (G,H)-submanifold of class C2

(ii) M ⊂ G and the restriction B|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) → (H, ‖ · ‖H) is continuous.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.37. �

5.15. Proposition. For a finite dimensional C2-submanifold M of H the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is weakly locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE
(5.15).

(ii) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2, which is locally invariant for the
semilinear SPDE (5.15).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): By Theorem 5.11 we have M ⊂ G, the submanifold M is locally
invariant for the semilinear SPDE (5.15), and the restriction B|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) →
(H, ‖·‖H) is continuous. Moreover, by Lemma 5.14 the submanifold M is a (G,H)-
submanifold of class C2.
(ii) ⇒ (i): This implication is obvious. �
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5.16. Theorem. Let M be a finite dimensional C2-submanifold of H. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is weakly locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE
(5.15).

(ii) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2, and we have

σj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,(5.17)

[(B + α)|M ]Γ(TM ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[σj |M , σj |M ]M = [0]Γ(TM ).(5.18)

(iii) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2, the mapping B|M : (M , ‖ · ‖H) →
(H, ‖·‖H) is continuous, and for each y0 ∈ M there exists a local martingale
solution Y to the SPDE (1.1) with Y0 = y0 and lifetime τ such that Y τ ∈ M

up to an evanescent set and the sample paths of Y τ are continuous with
respect to the graph norm ‖ · ‖G.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 5.15 and Theorem 4.3. �

5.17. Remark. If we even have σj ∈ C1(H) for all j ∈ N, and for each y ∈ M the
series

∑∞
j=1Dσ

j(y)σj(y) converges in H, then conditions (i)–(iii) are equivalent
to the following:

(iv) M is a (G,H)-submanifold of class C2, and we have (5.17) as well as

B|M + α|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Dσj · σj |M ∈ Γ(TM ).

This is a consequence of the decomposition (3.2) from Proposition 3.25.

5.18. Remark. Let k ∈ N and l ∈ N0 be arbitrary, let M be a Ck-submanifold of H
and assume that σj ∈ Cl(H) for all j ∈ N. Then k is the degree of smoothness of the
submanifold, and l is the degree of smoothness of the volatilities. In the literature,
the following situations have been considered:

(1) In [11] it is assumed that k = 2 and l = 1.
(2) In [28] (which uses the support theorem from [27]) it is assumed that k = 1

and l = 1.
(3) Here, in Theorem 5.16 we assume that k = 2 and l = 0.

Summing up these degrees of smoothness, we see that in our result we have also
achieved k + l = 2.

6. Invariant manifolds generated by orbit maps

In this section we investigate invariance of submanifolds generated by orbit maps.
It is organized as follows: In Section 6.1 we investigate the structure of the coeffi-
cients of the SPDE in case of invariance of such a submanifold, and in Section 6.2
we treat the structure of invariant submanifolds for SPDEs with such coefficients.
In Section 6.3 we apply our findings to SPDEs in Hermite Sobolev spaces.

6.1. Coefficients given by generators of group actions

Let (G,H0, H) be separable Hilbert spaces with continuous embeddings. We con-
sider the SPDE (1.1) with continuous mappings L : G → H and A : G → ℓ2(H).
Let d ∈ N be a positive integer, and let T = (T (t))t∈Rd be a multi-parameter
C0-group on H such that T |G is a multi-parameter C0-group on G, and T |H0

is
a multi-parameter C0-group on H0. We denote by B = (B1, . . . , Bd) the gener-
ator of T ; see Appendix A for further details. We assume that H0 ⊂ D(B) and
G ⊂ D(B2). Furthermore, we assume that Bi|H0

∈ L(H0, H) and Bi|G ∈ L(G,H0)
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for each i = 1, . . . , d. Let y0 ∈ G be arbitrary, and denote by ψ ∈ C2(Rd;H) the
orbit map given by ψ(t) := T (t)y0 for each t ∈ Rd. Let N be an m-dimensional
C2-submanifold of Rd for some m ≤ d, and let M be an m-dimensional (G,H0, H)-
submanifold of class C2, which is induced by (ψ,N ); see Definition 3.32. Recall
that this requires that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism, and that ψ is a
C2-immersion on N .

6.1. Remark. For a multi-dimensional sequence σ = (σ1, . . . , σd) ∈ ℓ2(Rd) ∼=
ℓ2(R)×d we denote by σσ⊤ ∈ Rd×d the matrix with elements (σσ⊤)ik := 〈σi, σk〉ℓ2(R)
for all i, k = 1, . . . , d. If there is an index r ∈ N such that σj = 0 for all j > r,
then we may regard the sequence σ as a matrix σ ∈ Rd×r, and σσ⊤ is just the usual
matrix multiplication with the transpose matrix.

6.2. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the Rd-valued SDE

{
dXt = b̄(Xt)dt+ σ̄(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0,
(6.1)

where the continuous mappings σ̄ : N → ℓ2(Rd) and b̄ : N → R
d are the

unique solutions of the equations

L|M =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(σ̄σ̄⊤)ij ◦ ψ
−1|M Bij |M +

d∑

i=1

b̄i ◦ ψ
−1|M Bi|M ,(6.2)

Aj |M =

d∑

i=1

σ̄ji ◦ ψ
−1|M Bi|M , j ∈ N.(6.3)

Proof. Let y ∈ M be arbitrary, and set x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N . By Proposition A.11
for j ∈ N we have

(ψ∗σ̄
j)(y) = Dψ(x)σ̄j(x) =

d∑

i=1

Biψ(x)σ̄
j
i (x) =

d∑

i=1

σ̄ji (ψ
−1(y))Biy

as well as

(ψ∗b̄)(y) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ̄
j , σ̄j)(y) = Dψ(x)b̄(x) +

1

2

∞∑

j=1

D2ψ(x)(σ̄j(x), σ̄j(x))

=
d∑

i=1

Biψ(x)b̄i(x) +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

d∑

i,k=1

Bikψ(x)σ̄
j
i (x)σ̄

j
k(x)

=
d∑

i=1

b̄i(ψ
−1(y))Biy +

1

2

d∑

i,k=1

σ̄(ψ−1(y))σ̄(ψ−1(y))⊤Biky.

Therefore, applying Theorem 4.10 concludes the proof. �

6.3. Proposition. Suppose that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(2) The submanifold N has one chart with a global parametrization ϕ : V →

N .
(3) The open set V is globally invariant for the Rm-valued SDE

{
dΞt = ℓ(Ξt)dt+ a(Ξt)dWt

Ξ0 = ξ0,
(6.4)
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whose coefficients a : V → ℓ2(Rm) and ℓ : V → Rm are the unique solutions
of the equations

σ̄j = ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N,(6.5)

b̄ = ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj),(6.6)

where the continuous mappings σ̄ : N → ℓ2(Rd) and b̄ : N → Rd are the
unique solutions of the equations (6.2) and (6.3)

Then the submanifold M is globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), and the subma-
nifold N is globally invariant for the SDE (6.1).

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 4.11. �

6.4. Remark. Examples of submanifolds M as in Theorem 6.2 are obtained from
Examples 3.38 with k = 2 and choosing G = D(B2) as well as H0 = D(B).
Moreover, regarding Proposition 6.3, recall that the submanifold M has one chart
if N has one chart; see Lemma 3.33.

6.2. The structure of invariant submanifolds

In the previous we have considered invariant submanifolds which are induced by
(ψ,N ), and shown that the coefficients of the SPDE (1.1) must be of the form
(6.2) and (6.3). In this section, we will show that for such coefficients an invariant
submanifold must, subject to appropriate regularity conditions, necessarily be an
induced submanifold.

Let T = (T (t))t∈Rd be a multi-parameter C0-group on H as in Section 6.1.
Furthermore, let M be anm-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2, which
is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). Suppose that for each j = 1, . . . ,m we have
Aj ∈ C(G;H0) with an extension Aj ∈ C1(H0;H). Let y0 ∈ M be arbitrary. By
Proposition 3.24 there exists a local parametrization φ : V → U ∩ M around y0
such that

φ ∈ C(V ;G) ∩ C1(V ;H0) ∩ C
2(V ;H).

We assume there exists a mapping Λ : V → Rm×d of class C1 such that

A(y) = Λ(x)B(y), y ∈ U ∩ M ,(6.7)

where x := φ−1(y) ∈ V , and where we use the notations A = (A1, . . . , Am) and
B = (B1, . . . , Bd). Then the volatilities A1, . . . , Am are locally of the form (6.3).
We assume that

dim lin{A1y, . . . , Amy} = m for each y ∈ U ∩ M .

By Theorem 4.3 we have A1, . . . , Am ∈ Γ(TM ), and hence

TyM = lin{A1y, . . . , Amy} for each y ∈ U ∩ M .(6.8)

6.5. Lemma. There exists a mapping Γ : V → R
m×m of class C1 such that

∇φ(x) = Γ(x)Aφ(x), x ∈ V.(6.9)

Proof. Let x ∈ V be arbitrary, and set y := φ(x) ∈ U ∩ M . Noting (6.8), the two
sets

{∂1φ(x), . . . , ∂mφ(x)} and {A1φ(x), . . . , Amφ(x)}

are bases of TyM . Hence, there is a unique matrix Γ(x) ∈ Rm×m such that ∇φ(x) =
Γ(x)Aφ(x). This gives us a mapping Γ : V → Rm×m satisfying (6.9). The mapping
∇φ : V → H is of class C1 because φ ∈ C2(V ;H). Furthermore, the mapping Aφ
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is of class C1 because φ ∈ C1(V ;H0) and Aj ∈ C1(H0;H) for each j = 1, . . . ,m.
Consequently, the mapping Γ is of class C1, which concludes the proof. �

Now, we consider the product Φ := Γ · Λ : V → Rm×d, which is again of class
C1. Furthermore, we set x0 := φ−1(y0) ∈ V . Recall that ψ ∈ C2(Rd;H) denotes
the orbit map given by ψ(t) := T (t)y0 for each t ∈ Rd.

6.6. Theorem. Suppose that Φ has a primitive and satisfies rkΦ(x0) = m. Then
there exist an m-dimensional C2-submanifold N of Rd and an open neighborhood
U0 ⊂ U of y0 such that the submanifold U0 ∩ M is induced by (ψ,N ).

Proof. We may assume that the open set V is a connected neighborhood of x0. By
(6.7) and (6.9) the mapping φ ∈ C2(V ;H) is a D(B)-valued solution to the PDE

{
∇φ(x) = Φ(x)Bφ(x), x ∈ V,
φ(x0) = y0.

By assumption the mapping Φ has a primitive ϕ : V → Rd. We may assume that
ϕ(x0) = 0. Thus, by Proposition A.12 we obtain φ = ψ ◦ ϕ. Since ∇ϕ = Φ and
rkΦ(x0) = m, the mapping ϕ is a C2-immersion at x0. Hence, by Lemma 3.30
there exists an open neighborhood V0 ⊂ V of zero such that ϕ|V0

: V0 → ϕ(V0)
is a homeomorphism and ϕ|V0

is a C2-immersion. Moreover, by Lemma 3.31 the
set N := ϕ(V0) is an m-dimensional C2-submanifold of Rd. Since φ : V → U ∩
M is a homeomorphism, there exists an open neighborhood U0 ⊂ U of y0 such
that φ(V0) = U0 ∩ M , and hence U0 ∩ M = ψ(N ). Note that ψ|N : N →
ψ(N ) is a homeomorphism, because φ|V0

: V0 → ψ(N ) and ϕ|V0
: V0 → N are

homeomorphisms. Furthermore, by the chain rule, for each x ∈ N we have

Dψ(x)|TxN = Dφ(ξ)Dϕ(ξ)−1 ∈ L(TxN , H),

where ξ := ϕ−1(x) ∈ V0, showing that ψ is a C2-immersion on N . �

6.7. Remark. We may assume that the open set V is a simply connected neighbor-
hood of x0. Then Φ has a primitive if and only if

∂Φik
∂xj

=
∂Φjk
∂xi

for all i, j = 1, . . . ,m and k = 1, . . . , d.

6.3. Invariant submanifolds in Hermite Sobolev spaces

In this section we will apply our findings from Section 6.1 in order to construct
examples of invariant submanifolds in Hermite Sobolev spaces; see Appendix B
for further details about Hermite Sobolev spaces. Let p ∈ R be arbitrary and set
G := Sp+1(R

d), H0 := Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) and H := Sp(R

d). Furthermore, let τ = (τx)x∈Rd

be the translation group. Let b ∈ S−(p+1)(R
d;Rd) and σ ∈ ℓ2(S−(p+1)(R

d;Rd)) be
given, where for any q ∈ R we agree on the notation

Sq(R
d;Rd) := Sq(R

d)×d,

which, endowed with the norm

‖f‖q,d :=

( d∑

i=1

‖fi‖
2
q

)1/2

, f ∈ Sq(R
d;Rd),

is also a separable Hilbert space. Furthermore, the norm on ℓ2(Sq(R
d;Rd)) will be

denoted by ‖ · ‖q,ℓ2 . We define the coefficients L : G → H and Aj : G → H0 for
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j ∈ N of the SPDE (1.1) as

L(y) :=
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(〈σ, y〉〈σ, y〉⊤)ij∂
2
ijy −

d∑

i=1

〈bi, y〉∂iy,(6.10)

Aj(y) := −
d∑

i=1

〈σji , y〉∂iy, j ∈ N,(6.11)

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual pair on S−(p+1)(R
d)×Sp+1(R

d); see Lemma B.3 and

also Remark B.4. Furthermore 〈σ, y〉 ∈ ℓ2(Rd) is given by 〈σ, y〉 := (〈σj , y〉)j∈N,
where for c ∈ S−(p+1)(R

d;Rd) we define 〈c, y〉 ∈ R
d as 〈c, y〉 := (〈ci, y〉)i=1,...,d.

Recalling the notation introduced in Remark 6.1, it is obvious that L : G → H is
continuous. In order to analyze the mapping A := (Aj)j∈N, for each j ∈ N we define
Āj : H0 ×G→ H as

Āj(y, z) := −
d∑

i=1

〈σji , z〉∂iy, (y, z) ∈ H0 ×G.(6.12)

Note that

Aj(y) = Āj(y, y) for all y ∈ G and j ∈ N.(6.13)

Moreover, by Lemma B.5 for each j ∈ N the definition (6.12) provides bounded
bilinear operators Āj ∈ L(G,G;H0) and Āj ∈ L(H0, G;H).

6.8. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) The definition (6.12) provides a bounded bilinear operator

Ā ∈ L(G,G; ℓ2(H0)).

(2) The definition (6.11) provides a continuous mapping A : G→ ℓ2(H0).
(3) The definition (6.12) provides a bounded bilinear operator

Ā ∈ L(H0, G; ℓ
2(H)).

(4) The mapping G→ H, y 7→
∑∞

j=1 Ā
j(Aj(y), y) is well-defined and continu-

ous.

Proof. Using Lemma B.5, for all y, z ∈ G we have

‖Ā(y, z)‖2ℓ2(H0)
≤ d

∞∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

|〈σji , z〉|
2‖∂iy‖

2
H0

≤ d

∞∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

‖σji ‖
2
−(p+1)‖z‖

2
G‖y‖

2
G

≤ Cd‖σ‖2−(p+1),ℓ2‖y‖
2
G‖z‖

2
G

with a universal constant C > 0, proving the first statement. Since we have (6.13),
the second statement follows as well. Similarly, using Lemma B.5, for all y ∈ H0

and z ∈ G we have

‖Ā(y, z)‖2ℓ2(H) ≤ d

d∑

i=1

|〈σji , z〉|
2‖∂iy‖

2
H ≤ d

d∑

i=1

‖σji ‖
2
−(p+1)‖z‖

2
G‖y‖

2
H0

≤ Cd‖σ‖2−(p+1),ℓ2‖y‖
2
H0

‖z‖2G

with a universal constant C > 0, proving the third statement. Now, for j ∈ N we
define B̄j : ℓ2(H0)×G→ H as

B̄j(y, z) := Āj(yj , z).

Then B̄ := (B̄j)j∈N provides a bounded bilinear operator

B̄ ∈ L(ℓ2(H0), G; ℓ
1(H)).
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Indeed, using Lemma B.5 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all y ∈ ℓ2(H0)
and z ∈ G we obtain

‖B̄(y, z)‖ℓ1(H) =

∞∑

j=1

‖Āj(yj , z)‖H ≤ C

∞∑

j=1

‖σj‖−(p+1),d‖y
j‖H0

‖z‖G

≤ C‖σ‖−(p+1),ℓ2‖y‖ℓ2(H0)‖z‖G

with a universal constant C > 0. By Lemma 4.12 the mapping ℓ1(H) → H ,
z 7→

∑∞
j=1 z

j belongs to L(ℓ1(H), H). Therefore, and since A : G → ℓ2(H0) is
continuous, the proof is completed. �

6.9. Remark. Note that the mapping A : G → ℓ2(H0) generally does not satisfy
the smoothness assumption imposed in Theorem 4.20, where it is required that for
every j ∈ N the mapping Aj ∈ C(G;H0) admits an extension Aj ∈ C1(H0;H).
Indeed, for this we would need that for all i = 1, . . . , d and all j ∈ N the continuous
linear functional 〈σji , ·〉 : G → R admits a continuous extension 〈σji , ·〉 : H0 → R,
and this is only true if we make the stronger assumption σ ∈ ℓ2(S−(p+ 1

2
)(R

d;Rd)).

Let Φ ∈ G be arbitrary, and denote by ψ ∈ C2(Rd;H) the orbit map given
by ψ(x) = τxΦ for each x ∈ R

d. Due to our results from Section 3.2 we are in
the mathematical setting of Section 6.1. In particular, by Proposition 3.42 we have
H0 ⊂ D(−∂) and G ⊂ D((−∂)2). Let N be an m-dimensional C2-submanifold
of Rd, and let M be an m-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2, which
is induced by (ψ,N ). Recall that this requires that ψ|N : N → ψ(N ) is a
homeomorphism, and that ψ is a C2-immersion on N .

6.10. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the Rd-valued SDE

{
dXt = b̄(Xt)dt+ σ̄(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0,
(6.14)

where the continuous mappings σ̄ : Rd → ℓ2(Rd) and b̄ : Rd → Rd are
defined as

σ̄j := 〈σj , ψ(·)〉, j ∈ N,(6.15)

b̄ := 〈b, ψ(·)〉.(6.16)

Proof. Noting the definitions (6.11) and (6.10), this is a consequence of Theorem
6.2. �

6.11. Proposition. Suppose that the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(2) The submanifold N has one chart with a global parametrization ϕ : V →

N .
(3) The open set V is globally invariant for the Rm-valued SDE (6.4), whose

coefficients a : V → ℓ2(Rm) and ℓ : V → Rm are the unique solutions of
the equations

σ̄j |N = ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N,

b̄|N = ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj),

where the continuous mappings σ̄ : Rd → ℓ2(Rd) and b̄ : Rd → Rd are given
by (6.15) and (6.16)
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Then the submanifold M is globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), and the subma-
nifold N is globally invariant for the SDE (6.14).

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 6.3. �

Now, we will construct some examples of induced submanifolds which are in-
variant for the SPDE (1.1) with coefficients given by (6.10) and (6.11). Recall that
b ∈ S−(p+1)(R

d;Rd) and σ ∈ ℓ2(S−(p+1)(R
d;Rd)), and that 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual

pair on S−(p+1)(R
d)×Sp+1(R

d). In each of the upcoming examples, we will impose

conditions on the choice of p. Also recall that Rm×{0} ⊂ Rd denotes the subspace
Rm × {0} = lin{e1, . . . , em}, where e1, . . . , em ∈ Rd are the first m unit vectors.
The following examples of invariant submanifolds are consequences of Theorem
6.10, Proposition 6.11 and Examples 3.48 with k = 2.

6.12. Example (Distributions given by measures). We choose p ∈ R such that
p + 1 < − d

4 , and let Φ = µ ∈ G be a finite signed measure on (Rd,B(Rd)) with

compact support such that µ(Rd) 6= 0. Furthermore, setting N := Rm × {0} we
assume that for all x ∈ N we have

〈b, τxµ〉 ∈ N ,(6.17)

〈σj , τxµ〉 ∈ N , j ∈ N.(6.18)

Then the set

M := ψ(N ) = {τxµ : x ∈ N }

is an m-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2 with one chart, which is
globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). The global invariance follows from Remark
2.9, because the coefficients a : Rm → ℓ2(Rm) and ℓ : Rm → R

m are bounded by
virtue of Lemma B.13.

6.13. Example (Distributions given by polynomials). We choose p ∈ R such that
p + 1 < − d

4 − n
2 for some n ∈ N such that m ≤ n ≤ d, and let Φ = f ∈ G

be the polynomial f : Rd → R given by f(x) = x1 · . . . · xn. Furthermore, setting
N := Rm × {0} we assume that for all x ∈ N we have

〈b, τxf〉 ∈ N ,(6.19)

〈σj , τxf〉 ∈ N , j ∈ N.(6.20)

Then the set

M := ψ(N ) = {τxf : x ∈ N }

is an m-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2 with one chart, which is
locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). If m = n = 1, which means that N = R×{0}
and f(x) = x1, then M is even globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). Taking
into account Remark 2.9, this follows from Lemma B.15, which ensures that the
coefficients a : Rm → ℓ2(Rm) and ℓ : Rm → R

m satisfy the linear growth condition.

For the next example, recall the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev
spaces (see Theorem B.19).

6.14. Example (Distributions given by C1-functions). We choose p ∈ R such that
p + 1 > d

4 + 1
2 , and let Φ = ϕ ∈ G be arbitrary. Setting N := Rm × {0}, we

assume there are z1, . . . , zm ∈ Rd such that the matrix (∂iϕ(zj))i,j=1,...,m ∈ Rm×m

is invertible, and we assume that for all x ∈ N we have

〈b, τxϕ〉 ∈ N ,(6.21)

〈σj , τxϕ〉 ∈ N , j ∈ N.(6.22)
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Then the set

M := ψ(N ) = {τxϕ : x ∈ N }

is an m-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2 with one chart, which
is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). Note that the invertibility of the matrix
(∂iϕ(zj))i,j=1,...,m is required in order to ensure that ψ is an immersion on N ; see

Proposition 3.47. If bi ∈ L2(Rd) for i = 1, . . . , d and σji ∈ L2(Rd) for i = 1, . . . , d
and j ∈ N, then M is even globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). This follows
from Remark 2.9, because, recalling that L2(Rd) = S0(R

d), by Lemma B.16 the
coefficients a : Rm → ℓ2(Rm) and ℓ : Rm → Rm are bounded.

6.15. Remark. Note that in each of the previous examples we have considered the
submanifold N := Rm×{0}, which ensures that in any case the assumptions from
Examples 3.48 concerning N are fulfilled. Since the submanifold N is a linear
space, in any case the respective conditions (6.17)–(6.18), (6.19)–(6.20) or (6.21)–
(6.22) ensures that N is locally invariant for the SDE (6.14); see Corollary 4.7.
Of course, we can also consider other choices of the submanifold N such that the
assumptions from Examples 3.48 are fulfilled. In particular, noting Theorem 4.3,
in the situation of Example 6.12 we can choose any m-dimensional C2-submanifold
N of Rd such that

σ̄j |N ∈ Γ(TN ), j ∈ N,

[b̄|N ]Γ(TN ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[σ̄j |N , σ̄j |N ]N = [0]Γ(TN ),

where the continuous mappings σ̄ : Rd → ℓ2(Rd) and b̄ : Rd → Rd are defined as

σ̄j(x) := 〈σj , τxµ〉, j ∈ N,

b̄(x) := 〈b, τxµ〉

for each x ∈ Rd.

6.16. Remark. Consider the particular situation m = d, N = Rd and Φ = δ0,
which is covered by Example 6.12. Then, by Lemma B.12 the invariant submanifold
is given by

M = {δx : x ∈ R
d},

and the coefficients of the SDE (6.14) are simply given by b̄ = b and σ̄ = σ.

6.17. Remark. Note that the findings of this section are in accordance with [33,
Lemma 3.6], where it was shown that solutions to the SPDE (1.1) with coefficients
(6.10) and (6.11) can be realized locally as Yt = τXt

Φ with an Rd-valued Itô process
X.

7. Interplay between SPDEs and finite dimensional SDEs

In this section we illustrate how our findings from the previous Section 6.3 can
be used in order to study stochastic invariance for finite dimensional diffusions.
Consider the Rd-valued SDE

{
dXt = b(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt)dWt

X0 = x0
(7.1)

with measurable mappings b : Rd → R
d and σ : Rd → ℓ2(Rd). We assume that for

some q > d
4 we have b ∈ Sq(R

d;Rd) and σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq(R
d;Rd)).
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7.1. Remark. Note that sufficient conditions for the assumption that the compo-
nents of b and σ belong to Sq(R

d) are provided by Proposition B.21 and Corollary
B.22.

7.2. Lemma. The mappings b : Rd → Rd are σ : Rd → ℓ2(Rd) are continuous and
bounded.

Proof. By the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces (Theorem
B.19) the mapping b : Rd → R

d is continuous and bounded, and for each j ∈ N

the mapping σj : Rd → Rd is continuous and bounded. Let x ∈ Rd and j ∈ N be
arbitrary. By Theorem B.19 we have

‖σj(x)‖ ≤ C‖σj‖q,d

with a universal constant C > 0. Therefore, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem the claim follows. �

Consequently, by Remark 2.9 for each x0 ∈ Rd there exists a global weak solution
X to the SDE (7.1) with X0 = x0. Let N be an m-dimensional C2-submanifold of
Rd for some m ≤ d. Taking into account Remark 6.16, our idea is to link invariance
of the submanifold N for the SDE (7.1) with invariance of the submanifold M for
the SPDE (1.1) in Hermite Sobolev spaces, where M is defined in (7.2) below. For
this purpose, we set p := −(q+1). Then we have q = −(p+1) as well as p+1 < − d

4 ,
and hence, we can consider the SPDE (1.1) with coefficients (6.10) and (6.11) in
the framework of the previous Section 6.3 with G = S−q(R

d), H0 = S−(q+ 1
2
)(R

d),

H = S−(q+1)(R
d) and Φ = δ0. As pointed out in Remark 6.16, then the coefficients

of the SDE (6.14) are simply given by b̄ = b and σ̄ = σ, and hence, the SDE (7.1)
from this section coincides with the SDE (6.14). By Lemma B.12, the orbit map
ψ ∈ C2(Rd;H) is given by ψ(x) = δx for each x ∈ Rd. Therefore, by Examples 3.48
with k = 2 the set

M := ψ(N ) = {δx : x ∈ N }(7.2)

is a d-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2, which is induced by (ψ,N ).
The following result shows how local invariance of the submanifold N for the SDE
(7.1) is connected with local invariance of the submanifold M for the SPDE (1.1).

7.3. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold M is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).
(ii) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).

Proof. Taking into account Remark 6.16, this is a consequence of Theorem 6.10. �

7.4. Proposition. Suppose that the submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE
(7.1). Then the following statements are true:

(1) If the submanifold N has one chart with a global parametrization ϕ : V →
N , and the open set V is globally invariant for the Rm-valued SDE (6.4),
whose coefficients a : V → ℓ2(Rm) and ℓ : V → R

m are the unique solutions
of the equations

σj |N = ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N,

b|N = ϕ∗ℓ+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj),

then the submanifold M is globally invariant for the SPDE (1.1), and the
submanifold N is globally invariant for the SDE (7.1).

(2) If the submanifold N is closed as a subset of Rd, then it is globally invariant
for the SDE (7.1).
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Proof. The first statement is a consequence of Proposition 6.11. In the situation of
the second statement, let x0 ∈ N be arbitrary, and let X be a global weak solution
to the SDE (7.1) with X0 = x0. We define the stopping time

τ := inf{t ∈ R+ : Xt /∈ N },

and, since N is closed as a subset of Rd, arguing by contradiction we can show
that P(τ = ∞) = 1; see, for example, the proof of [13, Thm. 2.8]. �

Consequently, when we are interested in proving local invariance of the sub-
manifold N for the SDE (7.1), we can alternatively show local invariance of the
submanifold M for the SPDE (1.1), which turns out to be simpler in certain sit-
uations. We illustrate this procedure in the upcoming two subsections, which are
organized as follows: In Section 7.1 we treat the invariance of submanifolds for co-
efficients given by vector fields, and in Section 7.2 we investigate the invariance of
submanifolds given by the zeros of smooth functions.

7.1. Coefficients given by vector fields

For the following results, consider the conditions

b|N ∈ Γ(TN ),(7.3)

σj |N ∈ Γ(TN ), j ∈ N.(7.4)

We are interested in finding an additional condition ensuring that N is locally
invariant for the SDE (7.1). In the general framework of Section 4, such a condition
is provided by Proposition 4.6. In the present situation, we will establish another
equivalent condition by using the connection to the SPDE (1.1). For the following
auxiliary result, recall the definition (6.12) of Āj for j ∈ N.

7.5. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) For all y, z ∈ M we have

Āj(y, z) = Dψ(x)σj(ξ), j ∈ N,

where x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N and ξ := ψ−1(z) ∈ N .
(2) In particular, we have

Aj |M = ψ∗σ
j |N , j ∈ N.

(3) We have

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M = ψ∗b|N .

Proof. Recalling (6.10) and (6.11), these statements follow from Proposition 3.43,
where for the third statement we note that for each y ∈ M we have

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(y), y) = −
∞∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

〈σji , y〉∂iA
j(y) =

∞∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

〈σji , y〉
d∑

k=1

〈σjk, y〉∂
2
iky

=

d∑

i,k=1

(〈σ, y〉〈σ, y〉⊤)ik∂
2
iky.

This completes the proof. �

Concerning the notation used in equations (7.5) and (7.6) below, we refer to
Definition 4.1.

7.6. Theorem. Suppose that conditions (7.3) and (7.4) are fulfilled. Then the fol-
lowing statements are equivalent:
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(i) N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(ii) We have

∞∑

j=1

[σj |N , σj |N ]N = [0]Γ(TN ).(7.5)

(iii) We have

∞∑

j=1

(
[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M − [Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M ]Γ(TM )

)
= [0]Γ(TM ).(7.6)

Proof. (i) ⇔ (ii): This equivalence is a consequence of Proposition 4.6.
(i) ⇔ (iii): By Lemmas 7.5 and 3.36 we have

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TM ), j ∈ N,

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M ∈ Γ(TM ).

The latter relation shows that

[L|M ]Γ(TM ) −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M

=
1

2

∞∑

j=1

(
[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M − [Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M ]Γ(TM )

)
,

and thus, the stated equivalence is a consequence of Theorem 7.3 and Theorem
4.3. �

If the submanifold N is affine, then it is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1) if
and only if we have (7.3) and (7.4). This is a consequence of Corollary 4.7. More
generally, we have the following result. Recall that Γ∗(TN ) denotes the space of
all locally simultaneous vector fields on N ; see Definition 3.11.

7.7. Proposition. Suppose that

b|N ∈ Γ(TN ),(7.7)

σj |N ∈ Γ∗(TN ), j ∈ N.(7.8)

Then the submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).

Proof. By Lemmas 7.5 and 3.36 we have

Ājz |M ∈ Γz(TM ), z ∈ M , j ∈ N,(7.9)

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M ∈ Γ(TM ),(7.10)

where Γz(TM ) denotes the space of all local vector fields on M around z; see
Definition 3.10. Using the decomposition (3.4) from Proposition 3.25, we obtain

[Aj |M , Aj |M ]M = [Āj(Aj(·), ·)]Γ(TM ), j ∈ N.

Therefore, condition (7.6) is fulfilled, and hence, by Theorem 7.6 the submanifold
N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1). �

7.8. Remark. Once we have established (7.9) and (7.10), alternatively we can also
use Theorem 4.21 and Theorem 7.3 in order to conclude the proof of Proposition
7.7.
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7.9. Remark. Consider the Rd-valued Stratonovich SDE
{
dXt = c(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt) ◦ dWt

X0 = x0
(7.11)

with a continuous mapping c : Rd → Rd. It is well known that the submanifold N

is locally invariant for the Stratonovich SDE (7.11) if and only if

c|N ∈ Γ(TN ),

σj |N ∈ Γ(TN ), j ∈ N,

see, for example [26, Cor. 1.ii]. In Proposition 7.7 we present similar conditions,
namely (7.7) and (7.8), which are sufficient for local invariance of the submanifold
N for the Itô SDE (7.1).

For the following results we will assume that even σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq+ 1
2
(Rd;Rd)). Note

that p+ 1
2 = −(q + 1

2 ) and q + 1
2 = −(p+ 1

2 ), which shows that

H0 = Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) = S−(q+ 1

2
)(R

d).

Furthermore, note that for each j ∈ N the definition (6.12), where 〈·, ·〉 denotes
the dual pair on Sq+ 1

2
(Rd) × S−(q+ 1

2
)(R

d), provides bounded bilinear operators

Āj ∈ L(G,H0;H0) and Āj ∈ L(H0, H0;H).

7.10. Lemma. Suppose that σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq+ 1
2
(Rd;Rd)). Then the following statements

are true:

(1) The definition (6.12) provides a bounded bilinear operator

Ā ∈ L(G,H0; ℓ
2(H0)).

(2) The definition (6.11) provides a continuous mapping A : H0 → ℓ2(H).
(3) The definition (6.12) provides a bounded bilinear operator

Ā ∈ L(H0, H0; ℓ
2(H)).

(4) We have Aj ∈ C1(H0;H) for each j ∈ N, and the mapping G → H,
y 7→

∑∞
j=1DA

j(y)Aj(y) is well-defined and continuous.

Proof. Using Lemma B.5, for all y, z ∈ G we have

‖Ā(y, z)‖2ℓ2(H0)
≤ d

∞∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

|〈σji , z〉|
2‖∂iy‖

2
H0

≤ d

∞∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

‖σji ‖
2
q+ 1

2

‖z‖2H0
‖y‖2G

≤ Cd‖σ‖2q+ 1
2
,ℓ2‖y‖

2
H0

‖z‖2G

with a universal constant C > 0, proving the first statement. Hence, the second
statement follows as well. Similarly, using Lemma B.5, for all y, z ∈ H0 we have

‖Ā(y, z)‖2ℓ2(H) ≤ d

d∑

i=1

|〈σji , z〉|
2‖∂iy‖

2
H ≤ d

d∑

i=1

‖σji ‖
2
q+ 1

2

‖z‖2H0
‖y‖2H0

≤ Cd‖σ‖2q+ 1
2
,ℓ2‖y‖

2
H0

‖z‖2H0

with a universal constant C > 0, proving the third statement. For each j ∈ N

we have Aj ∈ C1(H0;H), because Aj(y) = Āj(y, y) for each y ∈ H0 and Āj ∈
L(H0, H0;H). Now, for j ∈ N we define Φj : ℓ2(L(H0, H))× ℓ2(H0) → H as

Φj(T, z) := T jzj.

Then Φ := (Φj)j∈N provides a bounded bilinear operator

Φ ∈ L(ℓ2(L(H0, H)), ℓ2(H0); ℓ
1(H)).
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Indeed, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all T ∈ L(ℓ2(L(H0, H)) and z ∈
ℓ2(H0) we obtain

‖Φ(T, z)‖ℓ1(H) =
∞∑

j=1

‖T jzj‖H ≤
∞∑

j=1

‖T j‖L(H0,H)‖z
j‖H0

≤ ‖T ‖ℓ2(L(H0,H))‖z‖ℓ2(H0).

Furthermore, note that

L(H0, ℓ
2(L(H0, H))) ∼= L(H0, H0; ℓ

2(H)).

Indeed, for T ∈ L(H0, ℓ
2(L(H0, H))) we assign φT ∈ L(H0, H0; ℓ

2(H)) as

φT (y, z) =
(
(Ty)jz

)

j∈N
,

which provides an isometric isomorphism. By identification, for each j ∈ N we have
Bj := DAj ∈ L(H0, H0;H), and by the Leibniz rule we obtain

Bj(y, z) = Āj(y, z) + Āj(z, y), y, z ∈ H0.

The series B := (Bj)j∈N provides a bounded bilinear operator

B ∈ L(H0, H0; ℓ
2(H)).

Indeed, using Lemma B.5, for all y, z ∈ H0 we have

‖B(y, z)‖2ℓ2(H) =

∞∑

j=1

‖Bj(y, z)‖2H ≤ 4Cd

∞∑

j=1

‖σj‖2q+ 1
2
,d‖y‖

2
H0

‖z‖2H0

= 4Cd‖σ‖2q+ 1
2
,ℓ2‖y‖

2
H0

‖z‖2H0

with a universal constant C > 0. By Lemma 4.12 the mapping ℓ1(H) → H ,
z 7→

∑∞
j=1 z

j belongs to L(ℓ1(H), H). Therefore, and since A : G → ℓ2(H0) is
continuous, the proof is completed. �

7.11. Lemma. Suppose that σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq+ 1
2
(Rd;Rd)). Then we have σj ∈ C1

0 (R
d)

for each j ∈ N, and the mapping R
d → R

d, x 7→
∑∞

j=1Dσ
j(x)σj(x) is well-defined

and continuous.

Proof. Let j ∈ N be arbitrary. By the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite
Sobolev spaces (Theorem B.19) we have σj ∈ C1

0 (R
d), and for each x ∈ Rd we have

‖σj(x)‖ + ‖Dσj(x)‖ ≤ C‖σj‖S
q+1

2

(Rd;Rd)

with a universal constant C > 0, and hence

‖Dσj(x)σj(x)‖ ≤ ‖Dσj(x)‖ ‖σj(x)‖ ≤ C2‖σj‖2
S

q+1
2

(Rd;Rd).

Hence, the statement follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. �

7.12. Remark. If σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq+ 1
2
(Rd;Rd)), then by Lemma 7.11 the Itô SDE (7.1)

can equivalently be expressed by the Stratonovich SDE (7.11), where the continuous
mapping c : Rd → Rd is given by

c = b−
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Dσj · σj .(7.12)

7.13. Proposition. Suppose that σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq+ 1
2
(Rd;Rd)). Then we have the decom-

position
∞∑

j=1

DAj ·Aj |M =
∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M + ψ∗

( ∞∑

j=1

Dσj · σj |N

)

.(7.13)
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Proof. Let j ∈ N be arbitrary. By the Leibniz rule we have

DAj(y)z = Āj(y, z) + Āj(z, y), y, z ∈ G,

and hence

DAj(y)Aj(y) = Āj(y,Aj(y)) + Āj(Aj(y), y), y ∈ G.

Now, let y ∈ M be arbitrary. Then we have y = δx, where x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N .
Therefore, by duality we obtain

Āj(y,Aj(y)) = −
d∑

i=1

〈σji , A
j(y)〉∂iy =

d∑

i=1

d∑

k=1

〈σji , 〈σ
j
k, y〉∂ky〉∂iy

= −
d∑

i=1

d∑

k=1

〈∂kσ
j
i , y〉〈σ

j
k, y〉∂iy = −

d∑

i=1

d∑

k=1

∂kσ
j
i (x)σ

j
k(x)∂iy

= −
d∑

i=1

〈ei, Dσ
j(x)σj(x)〉∂iy.

Therefore, for all y ∈ M we obtain

∞∑

j=1

DAj(y)Aj(y) =

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(y), y)−
d∑

i=1

〈

ei,

∞∑

j=1

Dσj(x)σj(x)

〉

∂iy.

Consequently, using Proposition 3.43 completes the proof. �

7.14. Proposition. Suppose that σ ∈ ℓ2(Sq+ 1
2
(Rd;Rd)). If conditions (7.3) and

(7.4) are fulfilled, then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(ii) We have

∑∞
j=1Dσ

j · σj |N ∈ Γ(TN ).

(iii) We have c|N ∈ Γ(TN ), where the continuous mapping c : Rd → Rd is
given by (7.12).

If any of the previous conditions is fulfilled, then we have

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M = ψ∗b|N ∈ Γ(TM ),

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

DAj · Aj |M = ψ∗c|N ∈ Γ(TM ),

and the difference is given by
(

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

Āj(Aj(·), ·)|M

)

−

(

L|M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

DAj ·Aj |M

)

=
1

2
ψ∗

( ∞∑

j=1

Dσj · σj |N

)

∈ Γ(TM ).

Proof. Noting Lemma 7.10, the equivalences (i) ⇔ (ii) ⇔ (iii) are a consequence of
Theorem 4.20. The additional statements follow from Lemma 7.5 and the decom-
position (7.13) from Proposition 7.13. �

Consequently, we see the following connection between the coefficients of the
SDE (7.1) and the associated SPDE (1.1). The vector field in (4.24) corresponds to
the drift b, and the vector field in (4.22) corresponds to the Stratonovich corrected
drift c. Furthermore, we have computed the difference between these two vector
fields, which in the general situation has been determined in Remark 4.22.
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7.2. Submanifolds given by zeros of smooth functions

Now, let N be a (d−n)-dimensional C2-submanifold of Rd for some n ∈ N such that
n < d. We assume there exist an open subset O ⊂ Rd and a mapping f : Rd → Rn

such that

N = {x ∈ O : f(x) = 0}.(7.14)

Concerning the components of f we assume that fk ∈ Sq+1(R
d) for all k = 1, . . . , n.

Recalling that q > d
4 , by the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces

(Theorem B.19) we have f ∈ C2(Rd;Rn). We also assume that Df(x)Rd = Rn for
all x ∈ N . Then, by Lemma 3.17 we have

TxN = kerDf(x) for each x ∈ N .(7.15)

We define the operator L : C2(Rd) → C(Rd) as

(L g)(x) :=
d∑

i=1

bi(x)∂ig(x) +
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(σ(x)σ(x)⊤)ij∂
2
ijg(x), x ∈ R

d,

and for each j ∈ N we define the operator A j : C2(Rd) → C(Rd) as

(A jg)(x) :=

d∑

i=1

σji (x)∂ig(x), x ∈ R
d.

7.15. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(ii) For all k = 1, . . . , n we have

L fk|N = 0,(7.16)

A
jfk|N = 0, j ∈ N.(7.17)

Before we provide the proof of Theorem 7.15, let us state some consequences.
Note that we can decompose the operator L as L = L1 + L2, where the first
order operator L1 : C2(Rd) → C(Rd) is given by

(L1g)(x) :=
d∑

i=1

bi(x)∂ig(x), x ∈ R
d,

and the second order operator L2 : C2(Rd) → C(Rd) is given by

(L2g)(x) :=
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(σ(x)σ(x)⊤)ij∂
2
ijg(x), x ∈ R

d.

7.16. Proposition. Conditions (7.3) and (7.4) are satisfied if and only if for all
k = 1, . . . , n we have

L1fk|N = 0,

A
jfk|N = 0, j ∈ N,

and in this case, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) N is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(ii) We have L2fk|N = 0 for all k = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. The first equivalence follows from Lemma 3.17, and in this case, the equiv-
alence (i) ⇔ (ii) is a consequence of Theorem 7.15. �

7.17. Corollary (Unit sphere). Let d ≥ 2 be arbitrary, and consider the unit sphere
Sd−1 = {x ∈ Rd : ‖x‖ = 1}. Then the following statements are equivalent:
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(i) Sd−1 is globally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(ii) Sd−1 is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(iii) For each x ∈ Sd−1 we have

〈x, b(x)〉 +
1

2
tr
(
σ(x)σ(x)⊤

)
= 0,(7.18)

〈x, σj(x)〉 = 0, j ∈ N.(7.19)

Proof. (i) ⇔ (ii): Since Sd−1 is a closed subset of Rd, this equivalence follows from
Proposition 7.4.
(ii) ⇔ (iii): By Lemma B.1 there exists a function f ∈ Sq(R

d) such that

f(x) = ‖x‖2 − 1, x ∈ O,

where O ⊂ R
d denotes the open set O = {x ∈ R

d : ‖x‖ < 2}. Furthermore, the unit
sphere Sd−1 is a (d− 1)-dimensional submanifold having the representation

S
d−1 = {x ∈ O : f(x) = 0}.

For each x ∈ O we obtain the partial derivatives

∂if(x) = 2xi, i = 1, . . . , d,

∂2ijf(x) = 2δij , i, j = 1, . . . , d,

which in particular shows that Df(x)Rd = R for all x ∈ Sd−1. Therefore, applying
Theorem 7.15 completes the proof. �

7.18. Example (Stroock’s representation of spherical Brownian motion). Let Sd−1

be the unit sphere in Rd, and consider the Rd-valued Stratonovich SDE
{
dXt = (Id−XtX

⊤
t ) ◦ dWt

X0 = x0
(7.20)

with an Rd-valued Wiener process W ; see [18, Example 3.3.2]. With our notation,
the volatilities σ1, . . . , σd : Rd → Rd are given by

σj(x) = (δij − xixj)i=1,...,d = ei − xjx, j = 1, . . . , d.

Let us compute the corresponding Itô dynamics. For this purpose, let x ∈ Rd be
arbitrary. Then we have

∂iσ
j(x) = −δijx− xjei, i, j = 1, . . . , d,

and hence, for each j = 1, . . . , d we obtain

Dσj(x)σj(x) =

d∑

i=1

σij(x)∂iσ
j(x) = −

d∑

i=1

(δij − xixj)(δijx+ xjei)

= −
d∑

i=1

(δijx+ δijxjei − xixjδijx− xix
2
jei)

= −x− xjej + x2jx+ x2j

d∑

i=1

xiei = −x− xjej + 2x2jx.

Therefore, we have

d∑

j=1

Dσj(x)σj(x) = −dx− x+ 2‖x‖2x = −(d+ 1− 2‖x‖2)x.
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In particular, for x ∈ Sd−1 we obtain

1

2

d∑

j=1

Dσj(x)σj(x) = −
d− 1

2
x.

Therefore, we may alternatively consider the Rd-valued Itô SDE
{
dXt = − d−1

2 Xtdt+ (Id−XtX
⊤
t )dWt

X0 = x0,
(7.21)

cf., for example, equation (2.1) in [25]. Using Corollary 7.17, we will show that the
unit sphere Sd−1 is globally invariant for the SDE (7.21). First, note that the SDE
(7.21) is of the form (7.1). Let O ⊂ Rd be the open set O = {x ∈ Rd : ‖x‖ < 2}.
By virtue of Lemma B.1 there exist bi ∈ Sq(R

d), i = 1, . . . , d such that

b(x) = −
d− 1

2
x, x ∈ O,

where b = (bi)i=1,...,d, and there exist σij ∈ Sq(R
d), i, j = 1, . . . , d such that

σ(x) = Id− xx⊤, x ∈ O,

where σ = (σij)i,j=1,...,d. Hence, we may assume that the coefficients b : Rd → Rd

and σ : Rd → Rd×d of the SDE (7.1) are given by these mappings with components
from Sq(R

d). Now, let x ∈ Sd−1 be arbitrary. Since the matrix σ(x) is symmetric,
taking into account the identification Rd ∼= Rd×1 we have

σ(x)⊤x = σ(x)x = (Id− xx⊤)x = x− xx⊤x = x(1 − x⊤x) = x(1 − ‖x‖2) = 0.

Furthermore, since x⊤x = ‖x‖2 = 1, we obtain

σ(x)σ(x)⊤ = σ(x)2 = (Id− xx⊤)2 = Id− 2xx⊤ + xx⊤xx⊤

= Id− xx⊤ = σ(x).

Therefore, we have

tr
(
σ(x)σ(x)⊤

)
= tr

(
Id− xx⊤

)
= d− ‖x‖2 = d− 1,

and hence

〈x, b(x)〉 +
1

2
tr
(
σ(x)σ(x)⊤

)
= −

d− 1

2
+
d− 1

2
= 0.

Consequently, by Corollary 7.17 the unit sphere S
d−1 is globally invariant for the

SDE (7.21).

7.19. Remark. Suppose that the submanifold N is globally invariant for the SDE
(7.1), and that its complement Rd \ N consists of two connected components N1

and N2. Then the two sets N1 ∪ N and N2 ∪ N are also globally invariant for
the SDE (7.1), and the submanifold N is an absorbing set in the sense that for
each y0 ∈ Rd we have Y ∈ N up to an evanescent set on [[τ,∞[[, where Y denotes
any weak solution to the SDE (7.1) with Y0 = y0, and τ denotes the stopping time
τ := inf{t ∈ R+ : Yt ∈ N }. Some examples for the submanifold N are as follows:

• Let N be a (d − 1)-dimensional affine hyperplane. Then there are η ∈ Rd

and b ∈ R such that

N = {x ∈ R
d : 〈x, η〉 = b}.

By Corollary 4.7 and Proposition 7.4 the affine hyperplane N is globally
invariant for the SDE (7.1) if and only if conditions (7.3) and (7.4) are
fulfilled. Its complement Rd \ N consists of the two connected components

N1 = {x ∈ R
d : 〈x, η〉 < b} and N2 = {x ∈ R

d : 〈x, η〉 > b}.
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• Let N = Sd−1 be the unit sphere in Rd. By Corollary 7.17 the unit sphere
N is globally invariant for the SDE (7.1) if and and only if conditions
(7.18) and (7.19) are fulfilled for each x ∈ N . Its complement Rd \ N

consists of the two connected components

N1 = {x ∈ R
d : ‖x‖ < 1} and N2 = {x ∈ R

d : ‖x‖ > 1}.

• More generally, let N be a (d − 1)-dimensional submanifold of R
d which

is compact and connected. By the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem its
complement Rd \ N consists of two connected components N1 and N2.

Now, we approach the proof of Theorem 7.15. Recall that ψ ∈ C2(Rd;H) denotes
the orbit map ψ = ξΦ with Φ = δ0. Thus, we have ψ(x) = δx for all x ∈ Rd, and
by Proposition 3.44 the mapping ψ is a C2-immersion, and ψ : Rd → ψ(Rd) is a
homeomorphism. By Examples 3.48 the set

K := ψ(O) = {δx : x ∈ O}(7.22)

is a d-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2 with one chart. Furthermore,
by Examples 3.48 the set

M := ψ(N ) = {δx : x ∈ N }(7.23)

is a (d − n)-dimensional (G,H0, H)-submanifold of class C2, which is induced by
(ψ,N ), and obviously we have M ⊂ K .

7.20. Lemma. The submanifold K is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1).

Proof. Since the open subset O is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1), this is an
immediate consequence of Theorem 7.3. �

For the next auxiliary result note that fk ∈ S−p(R
d) for all k = 1, . . . , n.

7.21. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) We have M = K ∩
⋂n
k=1 ker(〈fk, ·〉).

(2) For each y ∈ M we have TyM = TyK ∩
⋂n
k=1 ker(〈fk, ·〉).

Proof. Let y ∈ K be arbitrary. Setting x := ψ−1(y) ∈ O, we have y = δx. We have
y ∈ M if and only if x ∈ N , and by (7.14) we have x ∈ N if and only if fk(x) = 0
for all k = 1, . . . , n. This is equivalent to 〈fk, δx〉 = 0 for all k = 1, . . . , n, which is
satisfied if and only if y ∈

⋂n
k=1 ker(〈fk, ·〉), proving the first statement.

For the proof of the second statement, let y ∈ M be arbitrary. Setting x :=
ψ−1(y) ∈ N , we have y = δx. By Lemma 3.34 we have

TyM = Dψ(x)TxN ⊂ Dψ(x)Rd = TyK .

Let w ∈ TyK be arbitrary. There is a unique vector v ∈ Rd such that w = Dψ(x)v.
We have w ∈ TyM if and only if v ∈ TxN . By Proposition 3.43 and by duality, for
each k = 1, . . . , n we have

〈fk, w〉 = 〈fk, Dψ(x)v〉 = −

〈

fk,

d∑

i=1

vi∂iy

〉

= −
d∑

i=1

vi〈fk, ∂iy〉

=
d∑

i=1

vi〈∂ifk, y〉 =
d∑

i=1

vi∂ifk(x) = Dfk(x)v.

Therefore, by (7.15) we have v ∈ TxN if and only if w ∈
⋂n
k=1 ker(〈fk, ·〉), com-

pleting the proof. �

Now, we are ready to provide the proof of Theorem 7.15.
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Proof of Theorem 7.15. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let x ∈ N be arbitrary. There exist a global
weak solution X to the SDE (4.17) with X0 = x and a positive stopping time τ > 0
such that Xτ ∈ N up to an evanescent set. Let k = 1, . . . , n be arbitrary. By Itô’s
formula (see [12, Thm. 2.3.1]) we have P-almost surely

fk(Xt∧τ ) = fk(x) +

∫ t∧τ

0

(L fk)(Xs)ds+

∫ t∧τ

0

(A fk)(Xs)dWs, t ∈ R+.

where the continuous mapping A fk : Rd → ℓ2(Rd) is given by A fk = (A jfk)j∈N.
Noting that fk(X

τ ) = 0, we deduce (7.16) and (7.17).
(ii) ⇒ (i): Our strategy is to prove that the submanifold M defined in (7.23) is
locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1) with coefficients (6.10) and (6.11), and then to
apply Theorem 7.3 in order to deduce that the submanifold N is locally invariant
for the SDE (7.1). First, note that for all y ∈ M and all k = 1, . . . , n we have

〈fk, A
j(y)〉 = 0, j ∈ N,(7.24)

〈fk, L(y)〉 = 0.(7.25)

Indeed, let y ∈ M be arbitrary. Setting x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N , we have y = δx. Thus,
taking into account the definitions (6.10) and (6.11) of the coefficients, by duality
for all k = 1, . . . , n we obtain

〈fk, A
j(y)〉 = −

d∑

i=1

〈σij , y〉〈fk, ∂iy〉 =
d∑

i=1

〈σij , y〉〈∂ifk, y〉

=

d∑

i=1

σij(x)∂ifk(x) = A
jfk(x) = 0, j ∈ N

as well as

〈fk, L(y)〉 =
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(〈σ, y〉〈σ, y〉⊤)ij〈fk, ∂
2
ijy〉 −

d∑

i=1

〈bi, y〉〈fk, ∂iy〉

=
1

2

d∑

i,j=1

(σ(x)σ(x)⊤)ij∂
2
ijfk(x) +

d∑

i=1

bi(x)∂ifk(x) = L fk(x) = 0.

Now, let y ∈ M be arbitrary. Setting x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N , we have y = δx. Let
ϕ : V → W ∩ N be a local parametrization around x := ψ−1(y) ∈ N with
W ⊂ O. By Lemma 3.31 there exists an open neighborhood U ⊂ H of y such that
φ := ψ ◦ ϕ : V → U ∩ M is a local parametrization around y. Hence, the mapping
ψ|W∩N : W ∩ N → U ∩ M is a homeomorphism, and noting (7.22) the mapping
ψ|O : O → K is a homeomorphism. Since W ⊂ O, it follows that the mapping
ψ|W :W → U ∩ K is a local parametrization of K around y. By Lemma 7.20 the
submanifold K is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1). Therefore, by Proposition
4.9 there are continuous mappings b̄ :W → R

d and σ̄ : W → ℓ2(Rd) which are the
unique solutions of the equations

Aj |U∩K = ψ∗σ̄
j , j ∈ N,

L|U∩K = ψ∗b̄+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ̄
j , σ̄j).

In particular, we have

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TKU ), j ∈ N,(7.26)
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where KU := U ∩ K . From these equations, it follows that

Aj |U∩M = ψ∗σ̄
j |W∩N , j ∈ N,(7.27)

L|U∩M = ψ∗b̄|W∩N +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(σ̄
j |W∩N , σ̄j |W∩N ).(7.28)

Let j ∈ N be arbitrary. Noting (7.24) and (7.26), by Lemma 7.21 we obtain

Aj |M ∈ Γ(TMU ),

where MU := U ∩ M . Therefore, taking into account (7.27), by Lemma 3.34 we
deduce that

σ̄j |W∩N ∈ Γ(TNW ),

where NW := W ∩ N . Hence there is a continuous mappings a : V → ℓ2(Rm)
whose components are the unique solutions to the equations

σ̄j |W∩N = ϕ∗a
j , j ∈ N.(7.29)

Taking into account Lemma 3.35, by (7.27) and (7.29) we obtain

Aj |U∩M = ψ∗σ̄
j |W∩N = ψ∗ϕ∗a

j = φ∗a
j , j ∈ N.

Furthermore, taking into account Lemma 3.35, by (7.28) and (7.29) we have

(7.30)

L|U∩M = ψ∗b̄|W∩N +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ψ∗∗(ϕ∗a
j , ϕ∗a

j)

= ψ∗b̄|W∩N +
1

2

∞∑

j=1

(
φ∗∗(a

j , aj)− ψ∗ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

= ψ∗

(

b̄|W∩N −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

+
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj).

Taking into account Lemma 7.21, we have φ(V ) ⊂
⋂n
k=1 ker(〈fk, ·〉), and hence

(φ∗∗(a
j , aj))(U ∩ M ) ⊂

n⋂

k=1

ker(〈fk, ·〉) for all j ∈ N.

Thus, noting (7.25), by Lemma 7.21 we obtain

L|U∩M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj) ∈ Γ(TMU).

Therefore, by Lemma 3.34 we deduce that

b̄|W∩N −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj) ∈ Γ(TNW ).

Hence, there is a continuous mapping ℓ : V → Rm which is the unique solution to
the equation

b̄|W∩N −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj) = ϕ∗ℓ.(7.31)

Therefore, using Lemma 3.35, by (7.30) and (7.31) we obtain

L|U∩M −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

φ∗∗(a
j , aj) = ψ∗

(

b̄|W∩N −
1

2

∞∑

j=1

ϕ∗∗(a
j , aj)

)

= ψ∗ϕ∗ℓ = φ∗ℓ.
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Now, by Proposition 4.9 we deduce that the submanifold M is locally invariant for
the SPDE (1.1). Consequently, by Theorem 7.3 it follows that the submanifold N

is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1). �

Appendix A. Multi-parameter strongly continuous groups

In this appendix we provide the required results about multi-parameter strongly
continuous groups. For this purpose, we begin with reviewing one-parameter strongly
continuous groups. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. A family T = (T (t))t∈R of
continuous linear operators T (t) ∈ L(H) is called a strongly continuous group (or
a C0-group) on H if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) T (0) = Id.
(2) We have T (t+ s) = T (t)T (s) for all t, s ∈ R.
(3) For each x ∈ H the orbit map

ξx : R → H, ξx(t) := T (t)x

is continuous.

Let T be a C0-group on H . Recall that the generator A : H ⊃ D(A) → H is the
operator

Ax := ξ̇x(0) = lim
h→0

T (h)x− x

h
, x ∈ D(A),

where the domain is given by

D(A) := {x ∈ H : ξx ∈ C1(R;H)}.

A.1. Remark. According to the generation theorem for groups (see [10, p. 79]) an
operator (A,D(A)) generates a C0-group T if and only if (A,D(A)) and (−A,D(A))
generate C0-semigroups T+ and T−, and in this case there are M ≥ 1 and w ∈ R

such that we have the growth estimate

‖T (t)‖ ≤Mew|t| for all t ∈ R.

A.2. Lemma. [10, Lemma II.1.3] Let x ∈ D(A) be arbitrary. Then for each t ∈ R

we have T (t)x ∈ D(A) and

d

dt
T (t)x = T (t)Ax = AT (t)x.

Now, let d ∈ N be a positive integer.

A.3. Definition. A family T1, . . . , Td of C0-groups on H is called commutative if
for every permutation π : {1, . . . , d} → {1, . . . , d} and every t ∈ R we have

T1(t) ◦ . . . ◦ Td(t) = Tπ(1)(t) ◦ . . . ◦ Tπ(d)(t).

A.4. Lemma. Let T1, . . . , Td be commutative C0-groups. Then for every permuta-
tion π : {1, . . . , d} → {1, . . . , d} and all t1, . . . , td ∈ R we have

T1(t1) ◦ . . . ◦ Td(td) = Tπ(1)(tπ(1)) ◦ . . . ◦ Tπ(d)(tπ(d)).

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Statement I.5.15 on page 44 in [10]. �

A.5. Definition. A family T = (T (t))t∈Rd of continuous linear operators T (t) ∈
L(H) is called a multi-parameter strongly continuous group (or a multi-parameter
C0-group) on H if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) T (0) = Id.
(2) We have T (t+ s) = T (t)T (s) for all t, s ∈ Rd.
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(3) For each x ∈ H the orbit map

ξx : Rd → H, ξx(t) := T (t)x

is continuous.

Let T = (T (t))t∈Rd be a multi-parameter C0-group on H . For each i = 1, . . . , d
we define the family Ti = (Ti(t))t∈R of continuous linear operators Ti(t) ∈ L(H) as

Ti(t) := T (tei), t ∈ R.

Then T1, . . . , Td are commutative C0-groups on H , and we have

T (t) = T1(t1) ◦ . . . ◦ Td(td), t ∈ R
d.(A.1)

A.6. Remark. As a consequence of Remark A.1, there are constants M ≥ 1 and
w ∈ R such that

‖T (t)‖ ≤Mew‖t‖ for all t ∈ R
d.

For the next result, let Ai : H ⊃ D(Ai) → H , i = 1, . . . , d be closed operators.
Setting A := (A1, . . . , Ad), we define the domain

D(A) :=

d⋂

i=1

D(Ai).

Inductively, for each n ≥ 2 we define the higher-order domain

D(An) := {x ∈ D(An−1) : Aαx ∈ D(A) for all α ∈ {1, . . . , d}n−1},

where we use the notation

Aαx = Aα1
◦ . . . ◦Aαn−1

x.

Furthermore, we agree on the notation D(A0) := H . Then for each n ∈ N0 the
space D(An) equipped with the graph norm

‖x‖D(An) =

√
√
√
√

n∑

m=0

∑

α∈{1,...,d}m

‖Aαx‖2H , x ∈ D(An)(A.2)

is a separable Hilbert space. Indeed, the completeness is a consequence of the closed
graph theorem, and the separability follows from considering the linear isometry

D(An) →
n⊕

m=0

⊕

α∈{1,...,d}m

H, x 7→
(
Aαx

)

m=0,...,n

α∈{1,...,d}m
.

Furthermore, by the definition of the norm (A.2) the following result is obvious.

A.7. Proposition. For each n ∈ N the pair (D(An), D(An−1)) consists of separable
Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding.

Now, we return to the multi-parameter group T . For each i = 1, . . . , d let
(Ai, D(Ai)) be the generator of Ti. We call A = (A1, . . . , Ad) the generator of
T

A.8. Lemma. The subspace D(A) is dense in H.

Proof. This is a consequence of [10, II.2.7]. �

A.9. Proposition. The adjoint group T ∗ = (T (t)∗)t∈Rd is also a multi-parameter
C0-group on H, and for each i = 1, . . . , d the generator of T ∗

i is given by A∗
i .

Proof. This is a consequence of [30, Cor. 1.10.6]. �

A.10. Proposition. Let n ∈ N0 be arbitrary. Then the following statements are
true:
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(1) We have

D(An) = {x ∈ H : ξx ∈ Cn(Rd;H)}.

(2) Let x ∈ D(An) be arbitrary. Then for all m ∈ N0 with m ≤ n and all
α ∈ {1, . . . , d}m we have

dα

dtα
T (t)x = AαT (t)x = T (t)Aαx, t ∈ R

d.

Proof. Taking into account Lemma A.2 and the representation (A.1) of the group
T , this follows by induction on n. �

A.11. Proposition. Let n ∈ N0 and x ∈ D(An) be arbitrary. Then the following
statements are true:

(1) We have

ξx ∈
n⋂

k=0

Ck(Rd;D(An−k)).

(2) In particular, we have ξx ∈ Cn(Rd;H), and for each m ∈ N0 with m ≤ n
we have

Dmξx(t)v =
∑

α∈{1,...,d}m

Aαξx(t)vα, t ∈ R
d and v ∈ (Rd)m,

where we use the notation vα := vα1
· . . . · vαm

.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition A.10. �

Now, let V ⊂ Rm be an open set for some m ∈ N, and let Φ : V → Rm×d be a
continuous mapping. A mapping ϕ : V → Rd of class C1 is called a primitive of Φ
if ∇ϕ = Φ, where we use the notation

∇ϕ =






∂1ϕ1 · · · ∂1ϕd
...

. . .
...

∂mϕ1 · · · ∂mϕd




 .

In this case, we have

Φij = ∂iϕj for all i = 1, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . , d.

A.12. Proposition. Let V ⊂ Rm be an open, connected set, let t0 ∈ V be arbitrary,
and let Φ : V → Rm×d be a continuous mapping having a primitive ϕ : V → Rd.
Let x0 ∈ D(A) be arbitrary, and let φ ∈ C1(V ;H) be a D(A)-valued solution to the
PDE

{
∇φ(t) = Φ(t)Aφ(t), t ∈ V,
φ(t0) = x0.

(A.3)

Then we have φ = ξx0
◦ ϕ, where the primitive ϕ : V → Rd is chosen such that

ϕ(t0) = 0.

Proof. Let s ∈ V be arbitrary. The mapping F : V → H given by

F (t) := T (ϕ(s)− ϕ(t))φ(t) = ξφ(t)(ϕ(s)− ϕ(t)), t ∈ V

is of class C1. By the Leibniz rule, Proposition A.10 and the PDE (A.3), for each
t ∈ V we obtain

∇F (t) = ∇T (ϕ(s)− ϕ(t))φ(t)

= −T (ϕ(s)− ϕ(t))Φ(t)Aφ(t) + T (ϕ(s)− ϕ(t))∇φ(t) = 0.
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Therefore, and since V is connected, by [1, Cor. 2.4.9] we deduce that F is constant.
In particular, we obtain

φ(s) = T (0)φ(s) = F (s) = F (t0) = ξφ(t0)(ϕ(s)− ϕ(t0)) = ξx0
(ϕ(s)),

completing the proof. �

Appendix B. Hermite Sobolev spaces

In this appendix we provide the required results about Hermite Sobolev spaces.
References on this topic are, for example, [21], [23] and [2].

We fix a positive integer d ∈ N. Let S (Rd) be the Schwartz space of rapidly
decreasing functions. Note that C∞

c (Rd) ⊂ S (Rd), where C∞
c (Rd) denotes the

space of all C∞-functions ϕ : Rd → R with compact support.

B.1. Lemma. Let f ∈ C∞(Rd) be arbitrary. For each compact set K ⊂ Rd there
exists a function g ∈ C∞

c (Rd) such that f |K = g|K .

Proof. There exists N > 0 such that K ∩ A = ∅, where A ⊂ Rd denotes the closed
set A := {x ∈ Rd : ‖x‖ ≥ N}. By [6, Thm. II.5.1] there exists a smooth function
ϕ ∈ C∞(Rd; [0, 1]) such that ϕ|K ≡ 1 and ϕ|A ≡ 0. We define the product g := ϕ·f ,
which concludes the proof. �

Let S ′(Rd) be the dual space of the Schwartz space, the so-called space of
tempered distributions. Then (S ′(Rd),S (Rd), 〈·, ·〉) is a dual pair, where we use
the notation

〈Φ, ϕ〉 := Φ(ϕ) for all Φ ∈ S
′(Rd) and ϕ ∈ S (Rd).(B.1)

Assigning

〈ϕ, ·〉L2 ∈ S
′(Rd) for each ϕ ∈ S (Rd),

by identification we have S (Rd) ⊂ S ′(Rd), and the bilinear mapping 〈·, ·〉 :
S ′(Rd) × S (Rd) → R extends 〈·, ·〉L2 : S (Rd) × S (Rd) → R. Let p ∈ R be
arbitrary. On the Schwartz space S (Rd) we define the inner product 〈·, ·〉p as

〈Φ, ϕ〉p :=
∞∑

k=0

∑

|n|=k

(2k + d)2p〈Φ, hn〉L2〈hn, ϕ〉L2 , Φ, ϕ ∈ S (Rd),(B.2)

where (hn)n∈Nd
0

are the Hermite functions. The Hermite Sobolev space Sp(R
d) is

defined as the completion of the pre-Hilbert space (S (Rd), ‖·‖p). Then Sp(R
d) is a

separable Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (hpn)n∈Nd
0
, where hpn = (2k+d)−phn

for each k ∈ N0 and each n ∈ N0 with |n| = k. Again by identification, we have

S (Rd) ⊂ Sp(R
d) ⊂ S

′(Rd).

For each p ∈ R the Schwartz space S (Rd) is a dense subspace of Sp(R
d).

B.2. Lemma. For all p, q ∈ R with p ≤ q we have Sq(R
d) ⊂ Sp(R

d) and

‖Φ‖p ≤ ‖Φ‖q for each Φ ∈ Sq(R
d).

In particular, the pair (Sq(R
d),Sp(R

d)) consists of separable Hilbert spaces with
continuous embedding.

Proof. This is a consequence of (B.2). �

Lemma B.2 shows that the family (Sp(R
d))p∈R is a scale of separable Hilbert

spaces. Moreover, we have the identities

S (Rd) =
⋂

p∈R

Sp(R
d), L2(Rd) = S0(R

d), S
′(Rd) =

⋃

p∈R

Sp(R
d),
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and for every p ≥ 0 we have the representation

Sp(R
d) = {f ∈ L2(Rd) : ‖f‖p <∞}.

The topology on S (Rd) is finer than that on Sp(R
d) for every p ∈ R, and for any

p ∈ R the topology on Sp(R
d) is finer than that on S ′(Rd). Furthermore, for each

p ∈ R the space S−p(R
d) is dual to Sp(R

d). More precisely, we have the following
result.

B.3. Lemma. For each p ∈ R there is a unique continuous bilinear mapping

−p〈·, ·〉p : S−p(R
d) × Sp(R

d) → R extending 〈·, ·〉L2 : S (Rd) × S (Rd) → R.
Furthermore, the following statements are true:

(1) For each p ∈ R the triplet (S−p(R
d),Sp(R

d), 〈·, ·〉) is a dual pair.
(2) For each p ∈ R we have

|−p〈Φ, ϕ〉p| ≤ ‖Φ‖−p‖ϕ‖p for all Φ ∈ S−p(R
d) and ϕ ∈ Sp(R

d).

(3) For each p ∈ R we have

−p〈Φ, ϕ〉p = p〈ϕ,Φ〉−p for all Φ ∈ S−p(R
d) and ϕ ∈ Sp(R

d).

(4) For all p, q ∈ R with p ≤ q we have

−p〈Φ, ϕ〉p = −q〈Φ, ϕ〉q for all Φ ∈ S−p(R
d) and ϕ ∈ Sq(R

d).

(5) For each p ∈ R we have

−p〈Φ, ϕ〉p = 〈Φ, ϕ〉 for all Φ ∈ S−p(R
d) and ϕ ∈ S (Rd),

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual pair from (B.1).

Proof. Using the ONBs (h−pn )n∈Nd
0

and (hpn)n∈Nd
0

of S−p(R
d) and Sp(R

d), we obtain

|〈Φ, ϕ〉L2 | ≤ ‖Φ‖−p‖ϕ‖p for all Φ, ϕ ∈ S (Rd),

which completes the proof. Note that for the last two statements we also use Lemma
B.2 and the statements preceding this result. �

B.4. Remark. In the sequel, we will simply write 〈Φ, ϕ〉 whenever Φ ∈ S−p(R
d)

and ϕ ∈ Sp(R
d) for some p ∈ R, which is justified by the last two statements of

Lemma B.3.

Let i ∈ {1, . . . , d} be arbitrary. We extend the differential operator ∂i : S (Rd) →
S (Rd) to an operator ∂i : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) by duality as

〈∂iΦ, ϕ〉 := −〈Φ, ∂iϕ〉 for all Φ ∈ S
′(Rd) and ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

B.5. Lemma. [2, Lemma 2.11.4] For each i = 1, . . . , d and each p ∈ R we have

∂i|S
p+1

2

(Rd) ∈ L
(
Sp+ 1

2
(Rd),Sp(R

d)
)
.

B.6. Lemma. For each i = 1, . . . , d and each p ∈ R the operator ∂i : Sp(R
d) ⊃

Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) → Sp(R

d) is densely defined and closed, and we have S (Rd) ⊂ D(∂∗i ).

Proof. This is a consequence of [2, Lemma 2.11.5 and Lemma 3.2.1]. �

Let i ∈ {1, . . . , d} be arbitrary. We extend the multiplication operator Mi :
S (Rd) → S (Rd) given by

(Miϕ)(x) := xiϕ(x) for all x ∈ R
d

to an operator Mi : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) by duality as

〈MiΦ, ϕ〉 := 〈Φ,Miϕ〉 for all Φ ∈ S
′(Rd) and ϕ ∈ S (Rd).
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B.7. Lemma. [2, Example 2.11.9] For each i = 1, . . . , d and each p ∈ R we have

Mi|S
p+1

2

(Rd) ∈ L
(
Sp+ 1

2
(Rd),Sp(R

d)
)
.

The Hermite operator H : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) is defined as

H := |x|2 −∆ :=

d∑

i=1

(M2
i − ∂2i ).

B.8. Lemma. [35, Prop. 3.1] For each p ∈ R the Hermite operator

H|Sp+1(Rd) ∈ L
(
Sp+1(R

d),Sp(R
d)
)

is an isometric isomorphism.

Let x ∈ Rd be arbitrary. We extend the translation operator τx : S (Rd) →
S (Rd) given by

(τxϕ)(y) := ϕ(y − x) for all y ∈ R
d

to an operator τx : S ′(Rd) → S ′(Rd) by duality as

〈τxΦ, ϕ〉 := 〈Φ, τ−xϕ〉 for all Φ ∈ S
′(Rd) and ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

B.9. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) For each p ∈ R there exists a polynomial Pk of degree k = 2([|p|] + 1) such
that for all Φ ∈ Sp(R

d) and x ∈ Rd we have

‖τxΦ‖p ≤ Pk(|x|)‖Φ‖p.

In particular, we have τxΦ ∈ Sp(R
d).

(2) For each p ∈ R and every Φ ∈ Sp(R
d) the map Rd → Sp(R

d), x 7→ τxΦ is
continuous.

(3) For each x ∈ R
d and each i = 1, . . . , d we have τx∂i = ∂iτx.

Proof. (1) See [35, Thm. 2.1].
(2) The continuity follows from the proof of [36, Prop. 3.1].
(3) See [2, Lemma 2.11.7.iii]. �

B.10. Lemma. For each p ∈ R the family τ = (τx)x∈Rd is a multi-parameter C0-
group on Sp(R

d).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma B.9. �

B.11. Lemma. Let p ∈ R, Φ ∈ Sp+ 1
2
(Rd) and i = 1, . . . , d be arbitrary. Then there

exists a continuous mapping R : R × R → Sp(R
d) with R(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ R

such that

τ ix+hΦ = τ ixΦ− h∂iτ
i
xΦ− hR(x, h), x, h ∈ R

in the space Sp(R
d), where we use the notation τ ix := τxei for each x ∈ R.

Proof. let ϕ ∈ S (Rd) be arbitrary. By Taylor’s formula, for all x0 ∈ Rd we obtain

ϕ(x0 + (x+ h)ei) = ϕ(x0 + xei) + h∂iϕ(x0 + xei)

+ h

∫ 1

0

(
∂iϕ(x0 + (x+ th)ei)− ∂iϕ(x0 + xei)

)
dt, x, h ∈ R.

Therefore, we obtain the equation

τ i−(x+h)ϕ = τ i−xϕ+ hτ i−x∂iϕ+ h

∫ 1

0

(
τ i−(x+th)∂iϕ− τ i−x∂iϕ

)
dt, x, h ∈ R
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in the space S−p(R
d), where the integral is an S−p(R

d)-valued Bochner integral,
which is well-defined by virtue of Lemma B.9. Now, applying 〈Φ, ·〉 we obtain

〈τ ix+hΦ, ϕ〉 = 〈τ ixΦ, ϕ〉 − 〈h∂iτ
i
xΦ, ϕ〉

−

〈

h

∫ 1

0

(
∂iτ

i
x+thΦ− ∂iτ

i
xΦ

)
dt, ϕ

〉

, x, h ∈ R,

where the integral is a Sp(R
d)-valued Bochner integral, which is well-defined by

virtue of Lemma B.9. The mapping R : R× R → Sp(R
d) defined as

R(x, h) :=

∫ 1

0

(
∂iτ

i
x+thΦ− ∂iτ

i
xΦ

)
dt, x, h ∈ R

is continuous by Lemma B.9 and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. Fur-
thermore, we have R(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ R. Since ϕ ∈ S (Rd) was arbitrary, the
claimed identity follows. �

For each x ∈ Rd we define the Dirac distribution δx ∈ S ′(Rd) as

〈δx, ϕ〉 := ϕ(x) for all ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

B.12. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) We have τxδy = δx+y for all x, y ∈ Rd.
(2) In particular, we have τxδ0 = δx for all x ∈ Rd.
(3) For each p < − d

4 and every x ∈ Rd we have δx ∈ Sp(R
d).

(4) For each p < − d
4 the function Rd → Sp(R

d), x 7→ δx is continuous and we
have lim‖x‖→∞ ‖δx‖p = 0.

Proof. This is a consequence of [2, Lemma 2.11.15], [36, Thm. 4.1] and Lemma
B.9. �

More generally, let µ be a finite signed measure on (Rd,B(Rd)). Then we define
a tempered distribution, again denoted by µ, by duality as

〈µ, ϕ〉 :=

∫

Rd

ϕ(y)µ(dy) for all ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

Note that µ ∈ S ′(Rd), because |〈µ, ϕ〉| ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞|µ| for all ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

B.13. Lemma. Let µ be a finite signed measure on (Rd,B(Rd)). Then the following
statements are true:

(1) We have

〈τxµ, ϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

ϕ(y + x)µ(dy) for all x ∈ R
d and ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

(2) For each p < − d
4 we have µ ∈ Sp(R

d).

(3) For each p < − d
4 the function Rd → Sp(R

d), x 7→ τxµ is continuous and
bounded.

Proof. Let x ∈ Rd and ϕ ∈ S (Rd) be arbitrary. By duality we have

〈τxµ, ϕ〉 = 〈µ, τ−xϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

ϕ(y + x)µ(dy).

Now, let p < − d
4 be arbitrary. By Lemma B.12 the function Rd → Sp(R

d), x 7→ δx
is continuous and bounded. Therefore, the Bochner integral

Φ :=

∫

Rd

δyµ(dy) ∈ Sp(R
d)



70 RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

is well-defined. For every ϕ ∈ S (Rd) we obtain

〈Φ, ϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

〈δy, ϕ〉µ(dy) =

∫

Rd

ϕ(y)µ(dy).

Therefore, we have Φ = µ, and hence µ ∈ Sp(R
d). Noting that

τxµ =

∫

Rd

δy+xµ(dy) for all x ∈ R
d,

the continuity and the boundedness of x 7→ τxµ follow from Lemma B.12 and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. �

Let f : Rd → R be a polynomial of several variables. Then we define a tempered
distribution, again denoted by f , by duality as

〈f, ϕ〉 :=

∫

Rd

f(y)ϕ(y)dy for all ϕ ∈ S (Rd).

Note that f ∈ S ′(Rd), because the polynomial f is slowly increasing.

B.14. Lemma. [2, Example 2.11.18] Let f : Rd → R be a polynomial of several
variables with degree n ∈ N0. Then we have f ∈ Sp(R

d) for each p < − d
4 − n

2 .

B.15. Lemma. Let p < − d
4 − 1

2 be arbitrary, and let f : Rd → R be a polynomial
of several variables with deg(f) ≤ 1. Then there is a constant K > 0 such that

‖τxf‖p ≤ K(1 + ‖x‖), x ∈ R
d.

Proof. There are c0, c1, . . . , cd ∈ R such that

f(y) = c0 +
d∑

i=1

ciyi, y ∈ R
d.

For each x ∈ Rd we have

τxf = f −

( d∑

i=1

cixi

)

1.

Indeed, for all ϕ ∈ S (Rd) we have

〈τxf, ϕ〉 = 〈f, τ−xϕ〉 =

∫

Rd

f(y)ϕ(y + x)dy =

∫

Rd

f(y − x)ϕ(y)dy

=

∫

Rd

(

c0 +

d∑

i=1

ci(yi − xi)

)

ϕ(y)dy =

∫

Rd

(

f(y)−
d∑

i=1

cixi

)

ϕ(y)dy

=

〈

f −

( d∑

i=1

cixi

)

1, ϕ

〉

.

Therefore, for each x ∈ Rd we obtain

‖τxf‖p ≤ ‖f‖p +

( d∑

i=1

|ci| |xi|

)

‖1‖p,

proving the claimed linear growth condition. �

B.16. Lemma. Let b, ϕ ∈ L2(Rd) be arbitrary. Then there is a constant K > 0
such that

|〈b, τxϕ〉| ≤ K, x ∈ R
d.
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Proof. Recalling that L2(Rd) = S0(R
d), for each x ∈ Rd we have

|〈b, τxϕ〉| ≤ ‖b‖L2‖τxϕ‖L2 = ‖b‖L2‖ϕ‖L2 ,

completing the proof. �

For the next result, we recall that Sp(R
d) ⊂ L2(Rd) for each p ≥ 0. Also recall

that C0(R
d) denotes the space of all continuous functions f : Rd → R such that

lim‖x‖→∞ f(x) = 0. Equipped with the supremum norm, this space is a Banach
space.

B.17. Lemma. Let p > d
4 and f ∈ Sp(R

d) be arbitrary, and define the mapping

g : Rd → R, g(x) := 〈δx, f〉.

Then we have g ∈ C0(R
d) and f = g almost everywhere.

Proof. By Lemma B.12 we have g ∈ C0(R
d). Furthermore, there exists a sequence

(ϕn)n∈N ⊂ S (Rd) such that ϕn → f in Sp(R
d). Thus, we also have ϕn → f

in L2(Rd), and hence there is a subsequence (nk)k∈N such that ϕnk
→ f almost

everywhere. Therefore, for almost all x ∈ Rd we obtain

f(x) = lim
k→∞

ϕnk
(x) = lim

k→∞
〈δx, ϕnk

〉 = 〈δx, f〉 = g(x),

completing the proof. �

More generally, for each k ∈ N0 the space Ck0 (R
d) denotes the space of all

f ∈ Ck(Rd) such that Dαf ∈ C0(R
d) for each α ∈ Nd0 with |α| ≤ k. The space

Ck0 (R
d) endowed with the norm

‖f‖Ck
0
(Rd) =

∑

|α|≤k

‖Dαf‖∞

is a Banach space.

B.18. Lemma. Let k ∈ N0 and p > d
4 + k

2 as well as f ∈ Sp(R
d) be arbitrary, and

define the mapping

g : Rd → R, g(x) := 〈δx, f〉.

Then the following statements are true:

(1) We have f = g almost everywhere.
(2) We have g ∈ Ck0 (R

d).
(3) For each α ∈ Nd0 with |α| ≤ k we have Dαg(x) = 〈δx, ∂αf〉 for all x ∈ Rd.

Proof. By Lemma B.17 we have f = g almost everywhere. We prove the remaining
statements by induction on k ∈ N0. For k = 0 these follow from Lemma B.17. We
proceed with the induction step k−1 → k. Let β ∈ Nd0 with |β| = k−1 be arbitrary,
and let i = 1, . . . , d be arbitrary. We set α := β + ei. Let x ∈ Rd be arbitrary. By
induction hypothesis we have

Dβg(x) = 〈δx, ∂
βf〉.

Hence, for each h ∈ R with h 6= 0 we have

Dβg(x+ hei)−Dβg(x)

h
=

〈
δx+hei − δx

h
, ∂βf

〉

.

Note that δ0 ∈ S−p+ k
2
(Rd). Hence, by Lemma B.11 (applied with Φ = δ0 and

x = 0) we have

δhei − δ0 = −h∂iδ0 − hR(h), h ∈ R



72 RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

in the space S−p+ k
2
− 1

2
(Rd), where R : R → S−p+ k

2
− 1

2
(Rd) is a continuous function

such that R(0) = 0. Therefore, applying the translation operator τx on both sides,
we obtain

δx+hei − δx = −h∂iδx − hτxR(h), h ∈ R

in the space S−p+ k
2
− 1

2
(Rd). It follows that

lim
h→0

δx+hei − δx
h

= −∂iδx

in the space S−p+ k
2
− 1

2
(Rd). Therefore, we obtain

Dαg(x) = lim
h→0

Dβg(x+ hei)−Dβg(x)

h
= −〈∂iδx, ∂

βf〉 = 〈δx, ∂
αf〉,

and by Lemma B.12 we deduce that Dαg ∈ C0(R
d). �

B.19. Theorem (Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces). For
each k ∈ N0 and p > d

4 + k
2 the pair (Sp(R

d), Ck0 (R
d)) consists of continuously

embedded Banach spaces.

B.20. Remark. Note that the inclusion Sp(R
d) ⊂ Ck0 (R

d) in Theorem B.19 is
meant in the sense that for each f ∈ Sp(R

d) there exists a version g ∈ Ck0 (R
d)

such that f = g almost everywhere.

Proof of Theorem B.19. Let f ∈ Sp(R
d) be arbitrary, and define the mapping

g : Rd → R, g(x) := 〈δx, f〉.

By Lemma B.18 we have f = g almost everywhere, g ∈ Ck0 (R
d) and

‖g‖Ck
0
(Rd) =

∑

|α|≤k

sup
x∈Rd

|Dαg(x)| =
∑

|α|≤k

sup
x∈Rd

|〈δx, ∂
αf〉|

≤
∑

|α|≤k

sup
x∈Rd

‖δx‖−p+ |α|
2

‖∂αf‖
p−

|α|
2

≤ C‖f‖p

with a finite constant C > 0, which does not depend on f . Note that for the last
inequality we have used Lemmas B.5 and B.12. �

Recall that for n ∈ N0 the Sobolev space Wn(Rd) consists of all f ∈ L2(Rd) such
that the weak derivative Dβf ∈ L2(Rd) exists for all β ∈ N

d
0 with |β| ≤ n.

B.21. Proposition. Let m ∈ N0 be arbitrary, and let f ∈ W 2m(Rd) be such that
xαDβf ∈ L2(Rd) for all α, β ∈ Nd0 with |α|+ |β| ≤ 2m. Then we have f ∈ Sm(Rd).

Proof. For each β ∈ N
d
0 with |β| ≤ 2m we have Dβf = ∂βf . Indeed, using Lemma

B.3 for each ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) we obtain

〈∂βf, ϕ〉 = (−1)|β|〈f, ∂βϕ〉 = (−1)|β|〈f,Dβϕ〉 = (−1)|β|〈f,Dβϕ〉L2

= 〈Dβf, ϕ〉L2 = 〈Dβf, ϕ〉.

Moreover, we have

H
mf =

∑

|α|+|β|≤2m

Cαβx
α∂βf

with suitable constants Cαβ ∈ R for all α, β ∈ Nd0 with |α|+ |β| ≤ 2m. By Lemma
B.8 we obtain

‖f‖m = ‖Hmf‖L2 ≤
∑

|α|+|β|≤2m

Cαβ‖x
α∂βf‖L2 <∞,

completing the proof. �
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B.22. Corollary. Let m ∈ N0 be arbitrary. If f ∈ W 2m(Rd) has compact support,
then we have f ∈ Sm(Rd).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition B.21. �

B.23. Remark. Let m, k ∈ N0 be such that m > d
4 +

k
2 . Moreover, let f ∈W 2m(Rd)

be arbitrary.

(1) By the classical Sobolev embedding theorem we have f ∈ Ck(Rd).
(2) If moreover xαDβf ∈ L2(Rd) for all α, β ∈ Nd0 with |α|+ |β| ≤ 2m, then by

Proposition B.21 and the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev
spaces (Theorem B.19) we even have f ∈ Ck0 (R

d).
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