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INVARIANT MANIFOLDS FOR STOCHASTIC PARTIAL
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN CONTINUOUSLY EMBEDDED
HILBERT SPACES

RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

ABsTrRACT. 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 Itd 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], [ [3], 14} [15], B9, 40, 411, [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 Ito
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 [L.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 [(.3)). Using this connection, we will also
contribute new invariance results for finite dimensional SDEs (see, in particular
Theorems [0 and [[.TH). 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 C H as sets, and that the embedding

operator from (G, | - ||¢) into (H, || - ||z) is continuous. Consider an SPDE of the
form
4Y, = L)t + A(Y,)dW;
(1.1) v,
0 Yo

driven by a R*°-Wiener process W with continuous coefficients L : G — H and
A: G — (*(H); we refer to Section 2 for further details. We emphasize that SPDEs
of the type ([LI)) in particular cover the following two types of SPDEs:

e Semilinear SPDEs of the type

dYy = (BY:+a(Yy))dt +o(Y)dW;
(12) { Yo = o,

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

(1.3) lylle = \/llyllz + 1Byl v <G,

and the coefficients in (I.T]) are given by L = B+« and A = ¢. 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 for more details.

e The above mentioned It6 type SPDEs (see [33][34]), where the pair (G, H) of
continuously embedded Hilbert spaces is given by Hermite Sobolev spaces
G = Z11(RY) and H = 7,(R?) for some p € R, and the coefficients
L:G — Hand A: G — (?(H) are given by second and first order
differential operators of the form

d d
(1.4 L) =5 3 (o)lon) )ity — > (i),
(1.5) Al(y) = — Z@g’, y)diy, jeEN.

where b; € 7,1 1)(R?) for i = 1,....d and o] € (1) (R?) for i =

1,...,d and j € N, and where (-, -) denotes the dual pair on Y_(pﬂ)(Rd) X
Fp+1(R?). We refer to Section 6.3 for further details.

Let .# C H be a finite dimensional C?>-submanifold of H. We are interested in local
invariance of .#, which means that for each starting point yg € .# there exists a
local solution Y to the SPDE (1)) with Yy = yo such that Y7 € .#, where the
positive stopping time 7 > 0 denotes the lifetime of Y. Let us first recall a known
result for semilinear SPDEs of the type (L2). If 0/ € C'(H) for each j € N, then
the following statements are equivalent:

(i) # is locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE (2).
(ii) We have

(1.6) M C D(B),
(1.7) ol g €M), jEN,
1S S
(1.8) Bla+ala— 521)0—] 0| g e DT M).

j=1



INVARIANT MANIFOLDS IN CONTINUOUSLY EMBEDDED HILBERT SPACES 3

Here I'(T.#) denotes the space of all vector fields on .#; that it, the space of all
mappings A : # — H such that A(y) € T, for each y € .4, where T,,.# denotes
the tangent space to .# at y. Furthermore, for each j € N we denote by Do’ - 07| 4
the mapping y +— Do’ (y)o? (y), y € A .

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 [I1],
the conditions (7)) and (LJ) above are called “Nagumo type consistency” condi-
tions. However the term 3222, Do’ - o7 in condition (L) can also be viewed as
a “Stratonovich” correction term, which requires smoothness of the volatilities o7,
jeN.

When dealing with the more general SPDE (1), the smoothness of the coeffi-
cients A7, j € N becomes problematic, since they are defined between two different
Hilbert spaces A7 : G — H. In particular, for It6 type SPDEs with coefficients of
the form (L) and (3], the volatilities A7, j € N are typically not of class C* (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 (L8] for these SPDEs.

This leads to a geometric framework where we consider (G, H)-submanifolds.
More precisely, a C?-submanifold .# of H is called a (G, H)-submanifold of class
C?if # Cc Gand Ty N A = 76N M, where Ty and 7¢ denote the topologies
of H and G. In our main result we will show that for such a submanifold .# the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) A is locally invariant for the SPDE (LI).
(ii) We have

(1.9) A4 el(TH), jeEN,
1 .
(1.10) [Ll.alrr.ay — 3 Z[AJL/{,AJVZ]J/Z = [0]r(1.2)-
j=1

We refer to Theorem for the precise result and further details. The condition
(CI0) is an equation in the quotient space A(.#)/T(T.#), where A(.#) denotes
the space of all mappings A : .# — H. Furthermore, for each j € N the element
[A7]. 4, A| 4] arises from the quadratic variation term in It6’s formula, when
we realize the solutions Y of the SPDE (L) on .# as the image ¥ = ¢(X) of a
finite dimensional process X and a local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N .# of the
submanifold .#; we refer to Definition [£1] for more details. The advantage in this
formulation is clearly that it does not require smoothness of the vector fields A7,
j € N, which is also seen in subsequent results; see, for example Theorem .21

In particular, our main result applies to semilinear SPDEs of the type (L2,
where o is only assumed to be continuous. Recalling that G = D(B) endowed with
the graph norm (3], in this situation we will show that for a finite dimensional
C2-submanifold .# of H the following statements are equivalent:

(i) # is locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE (2).
(ii) .# is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C?, which is locally invariant for the
semilinear SPDE (2)).
(iii) . is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C?, and we have

(1.11) oy eT(TAH), jEN,
1N, .
(1.12) [(B+a)l.aleea -5 > (07w 0’ |a)a = Olr(rar).
j=1

Furthermore, if 07 € C*(H) for each j € N, then condition (LI2) is equivalent to
(CY). We refer to Theorem [5.16l 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 [B5.171

Note that in the aforementioned result for semilinear SPDEs we only assume
that .# is a finite dimensional C?-submanifold of H, whereas in our main result
we assume that ./ is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C?. Indeed, as the previous
equivalences (i)—(iii) show, for semilinear SPDEs the submanifold .# 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 (L3]).

Our main result also applies to It type SPDEs (ILT]), where the coefficients are of
the form (L4) and (LH), and where we recall that G = .%,1(R?%) and H = .7, (R?)
for some p € R. Then, for any ® € G the submanifold

M = {1,®: x € RY}

is locally invariant for the SPDE (I1J), where (7),cre denotes the group of trans-
lation operators on H. This shows that the solutions to the Ité type SPDE (L)
are translation invariant; that is, we have Y = 7x® for some R¢%valued diffusion
X; see also [33].

We will generalize this result to SPDEs ([ILT]) with a general pair of continuously
embedded Hilbert spaces (G, H) be as follows. Let T = (T'(t));ere be a multi-
parameter Co-group on H, let .4 be an m-dimensional C?-submanifold of R for
some m < d, and consider the submanifold

(1.13) M ={T(t)yo:te N}
for some g € G. Denoting by ¢ : R? — H the orbit map 1 (t) := T(t)yo for t € R,

we will show that the following statements are equivalent:

(i) A is locally invariant for the SPDE (LT)).
(ii) 4 is locally invariant for the R%-valued SDE

dX; = b(Xp)dt+a(X,)dW;
Xo = o,
where & : A — (2(R?) and b : .4 — R are the unique solutions of the
equations
1A d_
(114) L|//l = 5 Z (66T)ij 01/171|//l Bij|//g —|— sz O’lp71|//[ Bl|//l,
i,j=1 i=1
(1.15) Ag=>5loy " .4Bila jEN
i=1

We refer to Theorem for the precise statement. Note that the structures of
the coeflicients in ([4) and (L) are particular cases of (II4)) and (LIH). This
result is a consequence of a more general result for arbitrary (G, H)-submanifolds,
which we establish in this paper; see Theorem EI0 Moreover, we will show that
the structure (LI3) of the submanifold .# appears naturally with coefficients of the
kind (II4) and (LI5) in case of local invariance; see Theorem for the precise
result.

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

XO = Xo

with coefficients b : RY — R? and o : R? — ¢2(R%). 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 g > % we have b; € 7 (RY) fori=1,...,d
and o/ € .7, (R?) for i = 1,...,d and j € N. Let .4 be an m-dimensional C*-
submanifold of R? for some m < d. We set G := %_((R%), H := .7_(,11)(R?),
define the coeflicients of the SPDE (L)) as (L4), (LI) with p := —(¢+ 1), and
consider the submanifold

M=y € NY,

where 9§, denotes the Dirac distribution at point z. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) A is locally invariant for the SPDE (LT).
(if) 4 is locally invariant for the SDE (ILI6).

We refer to Theorem [.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 .# for the SPDE (L)) 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

(1.17) by € T(TH),
(1.18) oy eT(TH), j€EN

and where we are interested in finding an additional condition ensuring that .4~
is locally invariant for the SDE (ILI6). In this regard, we will show that under
conditions (LI7)) and (II8)) the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) A is locally invariant for the SDE (I.I6).
(ii) We have
(A Las AN)owr = [A (A ), ) Ieoa) = Olrcroays

=1
where, in accordance with (LX), we have set

d
Ay, z) === (0],2)0y, jeN
i=1
We refer to Theorem [.6] for further details. A consequence of this result is that the
conditions

bly e T(TN),
o/|y e (TN), jeN,

where T (T'.#") denotes the space of all locally simultaneous vector fields on A,
are sufficient for local invariance of .#” for the SDE (I.I€)); see Proposition[7.71 This
is a generalization of the result that an affine submanifold .4 is locally invariant if
and only if we have (LI7) and (IIX). We also establish such a result in the general
framework for SPDEs of the type (LI)); see Corollary F.11

Another application of the connection between invariance of submanifolds for
SDEs and SPDEs occurs in the situation, where the submanifold .4 is given by
the zeros of smooth functions. More precisely, we assume that the dimension of .4
is given by m = d — n, where n < d, and that there exist an open subset O C R¢
and a mapping f : R — R™ such that

N ={xe€O: f(x) =0}
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Concerning the components of f we assume that fi, € Z41(R?) forallk =1,...
As we will show, then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold .4 is locally invariant for the SDE (L16).
(ii) For all k =1,...,n we have

d

d
1 T 2
(;biaifk +5 > (oo )ijaijfk) ‘W =0,

1,7=1
d
§ J
a; 0; fx
=1

For this result, we refer to Theorem We illustrate the latter result with the
example of the unit sphere S?~! (Corollary [7.I71and Example [Z.I8) 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 Bl is devoted to calculus
on such submanifolds. In Section we consider submanifolds generated by the
infinitesimal generator of a multi-parameter strongly continuous group. In Section
M we present our main result concerning invariant manifolds. Afterwards, in Section
[Blwe present consequences for quasi-semilinear SPDEs, which includes the particular
case of semilinear SPDEs. In Section [6]l we study the invariance of manifolds which
are generated by orbit maps; this includes It6 type SPDEs. In Section [[] 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 [Alis devoted to results on
multi-parameter groups and Appendix [Blto results on Hermite Sobolev spaces. This
includes a proof of the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces.

=0, jeN
N

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 = (WY) ey a standard R>-Wiener process if (W7);en
is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Wiener processes on some sto-
chastic basis.

For a Hilbert space H we denote by ¢2(H) the Hilbert space of all H-valued
sequences y = (y7)jen such that

o] 1/2
Wllesqany = (Z ||yﬂ||%1) < 0.
=1

2.2. Proposition. Let W = (W7);en be a standard R*-Wiener process on a sto-
chastic basis (Q, F,(F)ier, . P), let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let A be a
predictable (?(H)-valued process such that we have P-almost surely

t
0

Then the process (fot AgdWs)ier, given by

t St t
(2.2) / AgdW, = Z/ AldWI, teRy
0 =170
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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 MZ(H) the space of all H-valued
square-integrable martingales M = (M¢);e[o, 1], Which, endowed with the norm

1/2
||M||OO=E[ sup ||Mt||%{] .M e MA(H)
te[0,T)

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

M| = E[|Mr|%]"?, M e M2(H).

Concerning the predictable process A, we first suppose that

T
E|:/O ||As||?2(H)d8:| < 0.

Then by the It6 isometry and the monotone convergence theorem we have

oo T 00 T T
Sou|| [ asawy| | =S 6] [C1atias| =] [ 14| <
= 0 = 0 0

and hence the series Y > fOT AJdWI converges in M2(H). The situation with a
general predictable process A satisfying ([ZI) follows by localization, and, by the
definition of the norm ||- ||, the convergence is in probability, uniformly on compact
intervals. (|

2
H

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 C H as sets.

(2) The embedding operator 1d : (G, || - ll¢) = (H, || - ||lm) is continuous; that is,
there is a constant K > 0 such that

|zllg < K||z||lg  for all z € G.

2.4. Definition. Let Hy, ..., H, be normed spaces. Then we call (Hy,...,H,) con-
tinuously embedded normed spaces if for each k = 1,...,n—1 the pair (Hy, Hp+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 — (*(H) be continuoud] mappings. Then for
each j € N the component A7 : G — H is continuous.

2.5. Definition. Let yo € G be arbitrary. A triplet (B,W,Y) is called a local
martingale solution to the SPDE ([I1l) with Yo = yo if the following conditions are
fulfilled:

(1) B = (%,(%)ier,,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.

IMore precisely, here and in the sequel, we call a mapping L : G — H continuous if L :
(G, - le¢) — (H, || - ||r) is continuous. The continuity of A is understood analogously.
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(3) Y is a G-valued adapteﬂ process such that for some strictly positive stop-
ping time T > 0 we have P-almost surely

tAT
(23) | 000+ AT s < o0, e R

and P-almost surely

tAT tAT
(2.4) Yinr = y0+/ L(Ys)ds+/ A(Y)dW,, teR,,
0 0

where the stochastic integral is defined according to (22). The stopping time
T is also called the lifetime of Y.

If we can choose T = oo, then (B, W,Y) is also called a global martingale solution
(or simply a martingale solution) to the SPDE ({I1]) with Yo = yo.

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, ||ller). 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 ({I1l) can generally not be warranted. If there exists a martingale
solution Y, then its sample paths are continuous with respect to the norm || - || u,
but they do not need to be continuous with respect to the norm || - ||a.

2.7. Remark. LetB be a stochastic basis. In our situation, there are two reasonable
ways to define what it means that a G-valued process Y s adapted; namely:
(1) We regard Y as a process taking its values in the subspace G of the Hilbert
space (H, ||-||g) and call it adapted if for each t € Ry the mapping Y; : Q —
G is F-PB(H)q-measurable, where B(H ) denotes the trace o-algebra

PBH)ec={BNG:BecHBH)}.
(2) We regard Y as a process taking its values in the Hilbert space (G, | - |la)
and call it adapted if for each t € Ry the mapping Yy : Q — G is Fy-
PB(G)-measurable.

However, by Kuratowski’s theorem (see, for example |29, Thm. 1.3.9]) we have
B(G) = B(H)g, showing that these two concepts of adaptedness are equivalent.

2.8. Remark. The SPDE (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 W be an U-valued Q- Wiener process for some nuclear,
self-adjoint, positive definite linear operator Q € LT (U); see, for example [T, Def.
4.2]. There exist an orthonormal basis {e;}jen of U and a sequence (A;)jen C (0, 00)
with 375 Aj < 00 such that

Qe; = Nje; for all j € N.
The space Uy := QY/?(U), equipped with the inner product

(u, )y, == (Q Y ?u, Q" ?v)y, wu,ve U
is another separable Hilbert space. We fix the orthonormal basis {g;};en of Uy given
by g; == \/Aje; for each j € N, and we denote by LY(H) := La(Uy, H) the space of
all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from Uy into H. Note that Ly(H) = (*(H), because

T — (Tg;)jen is an isometric isomorphism. By [T, Prop. 4.3] the sequence (W7);en
defined as

2See Remark 7 for details about this notion.
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is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Wiener processes. Hence W =
(W7)jen 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 W
(see, for example [24, Prop. 2.4.5]), the SPDE ({I1l) can be expressed as

(2.5)

{dYt = L(Y3)dt + A(Y;)dW,;
Yo = wo

where the continuous mapping A : G — LY(H) is given by

o0

A(y) = Z<.’gj>U0 Aj(y)a y € G,

j=1

and, vice versa, the SPDE (Z3) can be expressed by the SPDE (1)), where the
continuous mapping A : G — (2(H) is given by

Aly) == (A(y)gj)jen, y€G.

2.9. Remark. In the particular case G = H = R? the SPDE (1) is rather an
SDE, and a martingale solution (B,W,Y") is a weak solution. If, in this case, the
continuous mappings L : R? — R? and A : R — (2(R?) satisfy the linear growth
condition, then for each yo € R? there eists a global weak solution (B, W,Y) to the
SDE ({I1l) with Yy = yo. Indeed, taking into account Remark[Z.8, this follows from
[I7, Thm. 2] (or [16l Thm. 3.12]), applied with H = H_; = R™ and J = Idgm.

2.10. Remark. The situation where the Wiener process W is R"-valued is covered
by choosing A7 =0 for all j > r. If we are additionally in the situation of Remark
229, 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 (I.1]) with Yo = yo.

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

2.12. Definition. The subset 4 is called locally invariant for the SPDE {I1) if
for each yo € M there exists a local martingale solution Y to the SPDE ({I1]) with
Yo = yo and lifetime T > 0 such that Y™ € .# up to an evanescent sefd.

2.13. Definition. The subset 4 is called globally invariant (or simply invariant)
for the SPDE ([{I1) if for each yo € A there exists a global martingale solution Y
to the SPDE ([I1]) with Yy = yo such that Y € .4 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
B we provide the preliminaries about submanifolds in Hilbert spaces, and later
on we introduce submanifolds in embedded Hilbert spaces. In Section we deal
with submanifolds given by orbit maps of group actions, in particular in Hermite
Sobolev spaces.

3A random set A C Q xRy is called evanescent if the set {w e N: (w,t) € Afor some ¢t € Ry}
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 = NU {oo}, which means that k¥ = oo is allowed.

3.1. Definition. Let V. C R™ be an open subset, and let ¢ € Ck(V;H) be a
mapping.
(1) Let o € V be arbitrary. The mapping ¢ is called a C*-immersion at xq if
D¢(xg) € L(R™, H) is one-to-one.
(2) The mapping ¢ is called a C*-immersion if it is a C*-immersion at xo for
each xg € V.

3.2. Definition. A subset .# C H is called an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of
H if for every y € .# there exist an open neighborhood U C H of y, an open set
V C R™ and a mapping ¢ € C¥(V; H) such that:

(1) The mapping ¢ : V — U N A is a homeomorphism.
(2) ¢ is a C*-immersion.

The mapping ¢ is called a local parametrization of .# around h.
For what follows, let .# be an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H.

3.3. Lemma. [12, Lemma 6.1.1] Let ¢; : V; — U; N, i = 1,2 be two local
parametrizations of M with W := Uy NUs N.# # (). Then the mapping

pri=¢1 02y (W) = ¢ (W)
is a C*-diffeomorphism.

3.4. Definition. Let y € .# be arbitrary. The tangent space of .4 to y is the
subspace

Ty M = De(x)R™,

where = ¢~ (y), and ¢ : V. — U N .4 denotes a local parametrization of M
around y.

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

3.6. Remark. Lety € .# be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V — U N A4 be a local para-
metrization of A around y. Then D(x) € L(R™, T, ) is a linear isomorphism,
where x := ¢~ (y) € V.

3.7. Remark. Let U C H be an open subset such that UN.# # 0. Then My =
UN . is also an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H, and we have

TyMy =TyM forallye Ay.

3.8. Definition. The tangent bundle of .# is defined as
TAM = |_| TyM :={(y,z):y€ M and z € Ty }.
yeM

3.9. Definition. A mapping A : # — H is called a vector field on 4 if

Ay) €e Tyt for eachy € M,
that is

{(v. Ay) :ye A} CT M.

We denote by T(T.#) the space of all vector fields on M .
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3.10. Definition. Let z € .4 be arbitrary. A mapping A : M4 — H is called a local
vector field on 4 around z if there is an open neighborhood U C H of z such that

Aly) e TyM  for eachy e UN M,
that is
{(, A(w)):yeUna} CT M.
We denote by T (T #) the space of all local vector fields on A around z.

3.11. Definition. A mapping A : A4 — H is called a locally simultaneous vector
field on A if for each y € M there exists an open neighborhood U C H of y such
that

Aly) € T,/ for each z € UN A,
that is
{(z,A(y)):zeUNA} CT M.
We denote by T*(T.#) the space of all locally simultaneous vector fields on A .
3.12. Definition. Let ¢ : V — U N4 be a local parametrization of A .
(1) For a mapping a: V — R™ we define ¢.a:UN M — H as
(¢+a)(y) := Do(z)a(z), yeUnN.,

where x := ¢~ (y) € V.
(2) Similarly, for two mappings a,b: V — R™ we define ¢.i(a,b) : UNA — H
as
(6s(a,0))(y) := D*¢()(alx),b(z)), yeUNA,

where x := ¢~ (y) € V.
(3) Setting My = U N .M, for a vector field A € T(T.My) we define ;1A :
V —-R™ as

(01 A)(x) == Do(z) "' Aly), eV,
where y :=¢(x) eUN A .

3.13. Remark. Note that for every vector field A € T(T.#) and every local para-
metrization ¢ : V. — U N A there exists a unique mapping a : V — R™ such that
AlUﬁ//l = ¢*a-

3.14. Proposition. Let D C H be a dense subset. Furthermore, let yo € # be

arbitrary. There exist a local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N A around yo and a
bounded linear operator 1 € L(H,R™) of the form

w = <C) >H = ((Cl; '>H7 ceey <C’m7 >H)
with (1,...,¢m € D such that ¢~ = |yn.n and we have

(3.1) DY(y)|r,.x = Dp(z)™" forallye UN.#,
where x := (y) € V.
Proof. This follows from [12] Prop. 6.1.2 and Lemma 6.1.3]. O

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

3.15. Definition. Every mapping v € C*((—¢,¢€); H) for some € > 0 with v(t) € A
for all t € (—¢,€) is called a curve.

3.16. Proposition. For each y € .# we have
Tyt ={we H:v0) =y and v (0) = w for some curve v : (—€,€) — M }.



12 RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

Proof. Let w € Ty.# be arbitrary. Furthermore, let ¢ : V. — U N .# be a local
parametrization around y, and set x := ¢~ 1(y) € V. There exists v € R™ such that
w = D¢(x)v. Moreover, there exists € > 0 such that x +tv € V for each ¢t € (—¢,¢).
Hence, the curve v : (—e,e) = U N .4 given by

v(t) = ¢(x +tv), t€ (—¢€¢€)

is well-defined, and we have v(0) = ¢(z) = y as well as v/(0) = Do(z)v = w.

Now, let w € H be such that v(0) = y and 7/(0) = w for some curve 7y : (—¢, €) —
A . By Proposition [3.14] there exist a local parametrization ¢ : V — UN.# around
y and a bounded linear operator 1 € L(H,R™) such that ¢! = 9|y.». We may
assume that e > 0 is small enough such that y(t) € UN .# for all t € (—e, €). Now,
we define ¢ : (—e,e) — V as ¢ := 1 o. Then we have ¢ € C((—¢,¢€); R™) with
¢(0) = ¥(y) = x as well as v = ¢ o ¢. Therefore, we obtain

w =7(0) = Dé(x)c' (0) € T4,
completing the proof. O

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 .# be a (d—n)-dimensional C*-submanifold of R%, where d,n €
N are such that n < d. Suppose there exist an open subset O C R and a mapping
f € CY(O;R™) such that

M ={ye0: f(y) =0}
Let y € M be such that Df(y)RY = R"™. Then we have
Ty M =ker Df(y).

Proof. Let w € Ty.# be arbitrary. By Proposition there exists a curve ~ :
(—e,€) = A such that v(0) = y and +/(0) = w. We have f(y(t)) = 0 for all
t € (—e¢,€). Therefore, we have 4 f(v(t)) = 0 for all t € (—e,€), and hence, in
particular

0= (fo7)(0)=Df((0)7'(0) = Df (y)w,
proving the inclusion

Ty M C ker Df(y).

Moreover, by the rank-nullity theorem we have dimker D f(y) = d — n, completing
the proof. 0

For two normed spaces X and Y and an integer n € N we denote by L™(X,Y)
the space of all continuous n-multilinear maps 7' : X™ — Y.

3.18. Lemma. Let X,Y,Z be normed spaces, and let U C X and V CY be open
subsets. Let f € C*(U;Y) with f(U) CV and g € C*(V; Z) be mappings. Then we
have go f € C?(U; Z), and for each x € U we have
D*(go f)(x) = D*g(f(x)) o (Df(x), Df(x)) + Dy(f(x)) o D*f(x) .
— =

€L?(X,Z) €L2(Y,Z)  €eL(X,Y)xL(X,Y) €L(Y,Z) €eL?(X,Y)

Proof. This follows from the higher order chain rule; see [Il, pages 87, 88|. O

Now, we turn back to the situation where .# be an m-dimensional C*-submanifold
of the Hilbert space H.
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3.19. Lemma. Suppose k > 2. Let ¢; : V; — U; N4, 1 = 1,2 be two local
parametrizations of M with UN# # 0, where U := UyNUs. Then for ally € UN.#
and wy,wy € Ty M we have

D?¢1 (1) (v1,v2) — D*¢pa(x2)(ur,us) € Tyt ,

where T; = (b;l(y) € Vi and v; := D¢y(x1) wi,u; == Doo(xa) tw; € R™ for
i=1,2.

Proof. By assumption we have W := UN.# # (). Thus, by Lemma[3.3] the mapping
pi=drioda iy (W) = o (W)
is a C*-diffeomorphism. By the usual chain rule, we have

Da(x2) = D(¢1 0 ¢)(x2) = D1 (1) Dep(x2),
and hence
Do(29) = D1 (x1) " Do (x3).

Therefore, by the second order chain rule (Lemma BI8]) we obtain

D23 (w2)(u1,uz) = D*(¢1 © p)(w2)(u1, u2)

= D?¢1(21)(Dp(a2)ur, Dp(2)uz) + Do (x1) D*p(w2) (ur, u2)

= D?¢1(21)(v1,v2) + D (1) Do (2) (ur, us).
Since Dy (z1)D?p(z2)(ur,u2) € Ty, this completes the proof. O

Now, let G be another Hilbert space such that (G, H) is a pair of continuously
embedded Hilbert spaces. Denoting by 7 and 75 the respective topologies, we have
7 NG C 7¢. Recall that .# denotes an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H. If
M C G, then we have g N A C 17 N .M.

3.20. Definition. We call .# an m-dimensional (G, H)-submanifold of class C* if
MCGandTgN M =10 .

3.21. Proposition. Let .# be an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H. Then the
following statements are equivalent:
(i) A is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C*.
(ii) A C G and the identity Id : (A, || - ||u) — (A,| - ||a) is continuous.
(i) A C G and the identity1d : (A, ||-|la) — (A, ||||c) is a homeomorphism.
(iv) A4 C G and each local parametrization ¢ : V — U N A is also a homeo-
morphism ¢ : V. = (UNA, || - |la).
(v) Each local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N A satisfies ¢ € C(V;G) N
Ck(V;H).
(vi) For eachy € M there exists a local parametrization ¢ : V. — UNA around
y, which satisfies ¢ € C(V;G)NCH(V; H).
(vii) A4 C G and for each y € .# there exists a local parametrization ¢ : V. —
UN.# around y, which is also a homeomorphism ¢ : V. — (UNA, |- ||lc)-

If any of the previous conditions is fulfilled, then we have T.# C G x H.

Proof. The equivalences (i) < (ii) < (iii) are obvious.

(iii) = (iv): By hypothesis, ¢ : V. — (UN A, || - |lu) = U N A, - |c) is a
homeomorphism.

(iv) = (v) = (vi): These implications are obvious.

(i) = (vii): ¢ : V. - (UNA,| - lg) = (UNA,| - |lc) is a homeomorphism,
because ¢ € C(V; G).

4More precisely, here in the following statements we mean a local parametrization of the C*-
submanifold .# of H.



14 RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

(vil) = (iii): Let y € 4 be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V. — U N .# be a local parame-
trization around y, which is also a homeomorphism ¢ : V — (UN ., || - ||¢). Then
the restricted identity

N ¢
v : (U0 - Nlw) —V — (UNA | lc)
is homeomorphism.
The additional statement T.# C G x H is a direct consequence of (vi). O

3.22. Remark. If ./ is an m-dimensional (G, H)-submanifold of class C*, then,
according to Proposition [T.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 .# is an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H. Now, let (Ho, Hy, ..., Hy_1, Hy)
be continuously embedded Hilbert spaces such that G = Hy and H = H.

3.23. Definition. We call A4 an m-dimensional (Hy, . .., Hy)-submanifold of class
C* if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) A is an m-dimensional (G, H)-submanifold of class CF.
(2) A is an m-dimensional C?-submanifold of H; for each j =1,... k.

3.24. Proposition. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) A is an m-dimensional (Hy, ..., Hy)-submanifold of class C*.
(ii) 4 is an m-dimensional (G, Hj)-submanifold of class C? for each j =
1,...,k.
(iii) For each y € . there exists a local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N Wk
around vy, which satisfies ¢ € ﬂ?:o Ci(V; Hy).
If any of the previous conditions is fulfilled, then we have T.# C G x Hy.
Proof. (i) = (ii): This implication follows because 7y N .4 = 7 N .4 implies
T, VM =716 N A forall j=1,... k.
(ii) = (iii): Let y € 4 be arbitrary, and let ¢ : Vi — Ui N .4 be a local
parametrization of the C*-submanifold .# around y. By Proposition .21 we have
dr € C(Vi; G) N C*(Vi; H). Let j € {1,...,k — 1} be arbitrary, and let ¢; : V; —
U; N A be a local parametrization of the C7-submanifold .# of H; around y.
Of course, .# is also a C7-submanifold of H, and ¢y : Vi — Ui N .4 is a local
parametrization around y. The mapping ¢; : V; — U; N .# is also such a local
parametrization around y, because

qﬁj:‘/j—>(Ujﬂ-//a”'HHj)_)(Ujm%all'”H)

is a homeomorphism, because 7y N A = Ty, N A . Setting W; := U, NU; N4, by
Lemma [3.3] the mapping

pj =05 o gk o (Wy) — 67 (W)
is a CY-diffeomorphism, and hence we have ¢k|¢;1(Wj) = ¢jop; € CI(p~1(W;); H;).
Therefore, setting V := ﬂf;ll ¢~ (W;) and ¢ := ¢y|yv, we obtain

k
¢ () C/(ViHjy).

Jj=0

5Also here we mean a local parametrization of the C*-submanifold .# of H.
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(iii) = (i): By Proposition 82T we have .# C G and Ty N =1 NM . Let y € A
be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V' — U N.# be a local parametrization around y such that
¢ € My_yC/ (Vi Hj). Let j € {1,...,k — 1} be arbitrary. Then

o:V=>UNA |- Nu) = UNA,| - ,)

is a homeomorphism, because 74 N .# = 7g; N .4 . Furthermore ¢ € Ci(V; Hy) is
a CJ-immersion, because ¢ € C*(V; H) is a C*-immersion. This proves that ./ is
a CJ-submanifold of H;.

The additional statement T.# C G x H; is a direct consequence of (iii). O

For what follows, let Hy be another Hilbert space such that (G, Hy, H) are
continuously embedded Hilbert spaces. We assume that .# is an m-dimensional
(G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C2. By Proposition we have T.# C G x Hy.
For the following result, recall the notation from Definition

3.25. Proposition. Let A : Hy — H and B : G — Hy be continuous mappings,
and let ¢ : V. — U N be a local parametrization. Setting My = U N M, we
assume that Al g, , Bl.ay, € U(TMy). We define a,b:V — R™ as a := ¢ Al g,
and b := ¢;'B|.y, . Then the following statements are true:
(1) If A € CY(Ho; H), then we have a € CY(V;R™), b € C(V;R™) and the
decomposition

(3.2) DA - B|.g, = ¢«(Da-b) + dux(a,b).

(2) Suppose there is a mapping A € C*°(Hy x G; H) such that A(y) = A(y,y)
for all y € G and A(-,2)|.4, € U(T My) for each z € My. We define
a:VxV = R"asa:= ¢;'A. Then we have a,b € C(V;R™), a €
CLO(V x V;R™), and the decomposition

(3.3) D1A - B|.g, = ¢«(D1a - b) + ¢ux(a,b).
In particular, if A(-,z) € L(Hy,H) for each = € G, then we have the
decomposition

(34) A(B(), )oay = ¢+(Dra - b) + ¢us(a, b).

(3) Suppose there is a mapping A € CY(Ho x Hy; H) such that A(y) = A(y,y)
for ally € G and A(+,2)|.4y, € T(T M) for each z € M. We define a :
VXV = R™ asa:=¢; A. Then we have a € CH(V;R™), b€ C(V;R™),
a€ CHV x V;R™), and the decomposition

(3.5) DA By, = ¢+(Dsa-b) + D1 A By, .
In particular, if A(-,z) € L(Ho, H) for each z € G, then we have the
decomposition

(3.6) DA - Bl.gy, = ¢«(D2a-b) + A(B(-), ") .azy, -

3.26. Remark. Before we proceed with the proof, let us clarify some notation. In
general, the symbols D1 and D5 denote the partial derivatives with respect to the first
and the second coordinate. We use the notation DA - B| 4, for the mapping My —
H, y— DA(y)B(y), and the mapping Da - b is defined analogously. Furthermore,
we use the notation D1 A - B| 4, for the mapping My — H, y — D1A(y,y)B(y),
and the mapping D@ - b is defined analogously. The mapping ¢7 A :V x V — R™
is defined as

(67 A)(@,€) == Do(z) T Aly,2), z €V,
where y = ¢(x) e UNMA and z:= ¢(§) e UN A .
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Proof of Proposition[3.24. By Proposition 3.24] we have
¢ C(V;G)NCHV;Hy)NC*(V; H).

Therefore, we have Ao ¢ € CY(V;H) and Bo ¢ € C(V; Hp), and hence, by |12
Prop. 6.1.1] we deduce that a € C1(V;R™) and b € C(V;R™). Let y € U N .4 be
arbitrary and set x := ¢~!(y) € V. There exists € > 0 such that

x+tb(x) €V forallt € (—e,e).
Consequently, the curve
vi(—6e) 2 UNA, ()= oz +tb(z))
is well-defined and satisfies v(0) = y. Since ¢ € C1(V; Hp), we have

d
v € C'((—e¢,€); Hy) and EW(mt:O = D¢(z)b(x) = B(y),
because b = ¢ ' B| 4, . Therefore, since A € C'(Hy; H), by the chain rule we have
Aoy € CH(—¢,€); H) and

4 AGE) =0 = DAWB(W).

On the other hand, since A| 4, = ¢.a, we have
A(/(1) = Dol + th())alw + th(x)), T € (—e,e).
Thus, noting that D¢ € C*(V; L(R™, H)), by the Leibniz Rule we have

d

SAGO) im0 = 5D + thia))ala + th(w)i=o
= Do(a)(Dala)b(a)) + D*6(a)(a(x). o))

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;R™) and
a€ OOV x V;R™). Let y,2 € UN.# be arbitrary, and set z := ¢~ !(y) € V and
€= ¢~1(2) € V. By the decomposition ([B.2]) we have

D1 A(y, 2)B(y) = Do(x)(Dra(z, £)b(x)) + D*¢(x)(a(x, €), b(x)).

With y = 2 this in particular proves the decomposition [B3). If A(-,2) € L(Ho, H)
for each z € G, then the decomposition ([34) is a direct consequence.

Now, suppose that the additional assumptions from the third statement are
fulfilled. Similar as above, by [I2, Prop. 6.1.1] we deduce that a € C*(V;R™),
be C(V;R™) and a € CY(V x V;R™). Let T : R™ — R™ x R™ = R?*™ be the
linear operator T'(x) = (z,x). By the chain rule and [I| Prop. 2.4.12.ii|, for allz € V
and v € R™ we have

Da(x)v = D(aoT)(x)v = Da(T(z))DT (x)v = Da(T (z))Tv
= Da(Tx)(v,v) = Dia(Tx)v 4+ Dea(Tx)v = Dya(z, x)v + Daa(x, x)v.
Therefore, for all x € V' we have
Da(x)b(x) = Dia(z, x)b(x) + Dea(z, z)b(x).
Hence, by the decompositions B2) and B3] for all y € U N .# we obtain
DA(y)B(y) = Do(x)(Dra(z, x)b(x)) + Do(a)(D2a(x, 2)b(x))
+D?(x)(a(x), b(x))
= D¢(x)(D2a(w, x)b(x)) + D1A(y, y)B(y),
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where x := ¢~ !(y) € V, proving the decomposition @.5). If A(-,z) € L(Ho, H) for
each z € G, then the decomposition ([B.6]) is a direct consequence. [l

3.27. Definition. We say that an m-dimensional C*-submanifold .# of H has one

chart if there exists a parametrization ¢ € C*(V; H) such that ¢(V) = .4 . In this
case, we call the mapping ¢ : V — A a global parametrization of ./ .

For what follows, let d € N be a positive integer such that m < d, and let .4 be
an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of R%. The following definition generalizes the
concept of an immersion from Definition [B.11

3.28. Definition. Let X C R? be an open subset such that X N A # 0, and let
Y € C*(X; H) be a mapping.
(1) Let o € X N.A be arbitrary. The mapping v is called a C*-immersion on
N at xo if DY(wo)|r,, v € L(Tyy N, H) is one-to-one.
(2) The mapping 1 is called a C*-immersion on A if it is a C*-immersion on
N at xg for each point xg € X NN .

For what follows, we fix a mapping v € C*(R%; H). Thus, we consider the situ-
ation X = R

3.29. Lemma. Let xg € A be arbitrary, let {vi,...,vm} be a basis of Tp, N, and
let hy, ..., h,, € H be such that the matriz

(37) ((D’L/J(.To)’ui, hj)H) S RMxmM
is invertible. Then 1) is a C*-immersion on A at xg.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the vectors Di(ag)v;, ¢ = 1,...,m are linearly
independent. For this purpose, let c1, ..., ¢, € R be such that

Z CiD’lb(wo)’Ui =0.
i=1

Then for each j = 1,...,m we have
Zci<D1/}($O)Ui7hj>H = <ZCZ‘D’I/)(ZL'O)’UZ',}LJ'> = 0,
i=1 i=1 H
and by invertibility of the matrix 1) we deduce that ¢; = ... =¢;, =0. [

3.30. Lemma. Let zg € A be such that v is a C*-immersion on N at xo. Then
there exists an open neighborhood Wy C R% of ¢ such that:

(1) The submanifold Wo N A" has one chart.
(2) Y|lworny : WoN A = p(Wo N A) is a homeomorphism.
(3) ¢ is a C*-immersion on Wy N A .

Proof. Let ¢ : V. — W N A be a local parametrization around zo. We set &, :=
o Yxo) € V and ¢ := 1) o . Then by the chain rule we have ¢ € C*(V; H)
and D¢ (&) = Dy(xo)Dp(&y), showing that ¢ is a C*-immersion at . By [12]
Prop. 6.1.1] and the Local Injectivity Theorem (see [I, Thm. 2.5.10]), there exists
an open neighborhood Vi C V of & such that ¢|y, is an injective C*-immersion
and ¢|v, : Vo = ¢(Vp) is a homeomorphism. Since ¢ is a homeomorphism, there
is an open neighborhood Wy C W of zg such that ¢(Vy) = Wy N A4". Hence, the
submanifold WyN.4" has one chart with global parametrization |y, : Vo — WoNA',
and Y = o=t : WoN A — p(WyN.A) is a homeomorphism. Furthermore, by
the chain rule, for each x € Wy N A4 we have

Dy(a)|r,.x = DP(§)Dp(§)™" € L(TwN', H),
where ¢ := ¢~ !(x) € V, showing that v is a C*¥-immersion on Wy N A", (|
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3.31. Lemma. Suppose that V| : N — Y(A) is a homeomorphism, and that ¥
is a C*-immersion on A . Then the following statements are true:

(1) A :=p(N) is an m-dimensional CF-submanifold .# of H.

(2) For each local parametrization ¢ : V. — W NN of N there exists an open
subset U C H such that the mapping ¢ := o : V. — UN A is a local
parametrization of M .

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

H and ¢ € ﬂ?:o CI(R%; Hy), then A is a (Ho, ..., Hy)-submanifold of
class C*.

Proof. Let ¢ : V. — W N A be a local parametrization of .4, and set ¢ := 1 o .
Since 9| 4 is a homeomorphism, there exists an open subset U C H such that
Y(WNA)=UnN.A. Hence, the mapping ¢ : V — U N .4 is a homeomorphism.
Furthermore, by the chain rule, for each £ € V we have D¢(§) = Dy(z)Dyp(§),
where z := ¢(£) € W N .4/, showing that ¢ is a C*-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 .# as in LemmalZZ is induced by
(1, A).

From now on, we assume that ¢| 4 : A4 — ¥(A) is a homeomorphism, and
that 1 is a C*-immersion on .#. According to Lemma .31} let .# be the m-

dimensional C*-submanifold of H, which is induced by (3, .#). The structure of
local parametrizations is illustrated in the following diagram:

un.#
i
VEZswnua

3.33. Lemma. If the submanifold A has one chart, then the submanifold .# has
one chart, and if ¢ :' V. — A is a global parametrization of A, then ¢ := Y o :
V — A is a global parametrization of A .

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma [3.31] O

3.34. Lemma. Lety € ./ be arbitrary, and set v := =1 (y) € A". Then we have
Tyl = Dyy(z)Tp N .

Proof. Let ¢ : V — W N A be a local parametrization around xz. By Lemma B.3T]
there exists an open subset U C H such that the mapping ¢ :=vop:V = UNAZ
is a local parametrization around y. Setting & := ¢~!(z) € V, by the chain rule we
obtain

Tyt = DH(E)R™ = Dyp(x) Dp(§)R™ = Dip(x) TN,
completing the proof. O

For the upcoming result, let ¢ : V.— W N A4 be a local parametrization of A4,
and let ¢ := 1 oyw : V — UN.# be the corresponding local parametrization of
M ; see Lemma B.3T] For a mapping a : V — R™ we define ¢.a : UN.#Z — H and
v.a: WNA — R according to Definition 312 and for a mapping b : WN.4" — R?
we define .0 : U N.# — H analogously.

3.35. Lemma. The following statements are true:
(1) For a mapping a: V — R™ we have ¢.a = P.p.a.
(2) If k > 2, then for two mappings a,b:V — R™ we have

¢** (a’ b) = 1/1**((,0*0/; (,D*b) + w* 90**(@, b)
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Proof. Lety € UN.# be arbitrary. We set € := ¢~ (y) € V and x := ¢(§) € WNA.
Then we also have z = ) ~1(y). By the usual chain rule we obtain
(¢xa)(y) = Do(&)a(§) = D o p)(§)a(§) = Dip(x) De(&)a(€)
= Dip(z)(pxa)(x) = (Yuipra)(y),

and, if k > 2, then by the second order chain rule (see Lemma B.I8]) we obtain

(
(dsx(a, 1)) (y) = D?¢(€)(al€),b(€)) = D*(¢ 0 ) (€)(a(€), b(€))
= D*)(x)(Dp(€)a(€), Dp(€)b(E)) + Dip(x) D*p(€)(al§), b(€))
= D) (2)((pxa)(x), (0:0)(2)) + Do(2) s (a, ) (x)
= (ux (@20, 0:0)) (y) + (Pupu(a, b)) (y),
completing the proof. O

For the following auxiliary result, recall the Definition .10 of a local vector field,
and the Definition B.IT] of a locally simultaneous vector field.

3.36. Lemma. For every mapping a : A — R? the following statements are true:
(1) Let A: A4 — H be the mapping A := a. If a € T(TN), then we have
AeT(THA).
(2) Let A: . # x .# — H be a mapping such that for each z € .# the mapping
A, := A(-,2) is of the form

A.(y) == Dy(z)a(€), ye A,
where x == VY~ 1(y) € A and € ==Y~ (2) € . If a € T*(T.N), then we
have A, € T (T #) for each z € M .

Proof. For the proof of the first statement, let y € .# be arbitrary, and set = :=
1~ Y(y) € A . By Lemma 334 we obtain

A(y) = Dy(z)a(x) € DY(x)Tp N =Ty M.

We proceed with the proof of the second statement. Let z € .# be arbitrary, and set
¢ :=171(z) € 4. Since a € I'*(T./¥), there exists an open neighborhood W C R¢
of x such that

a(§) € TyV foreachz e WNA.
Therefore, by Lemma [B.34] for each y € U N .# we obtain
A, (y) = D(x)a(€) € DY(x)Tp N =Ty M,
where z := ¢~ (y) e W N A O

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 B.21l

3.37. Proposition. Let A, : H D D(4;) —» H, i = 1,...,d be closed operators,
and set G := D(A") for some n € N. Let .# be an m-dimensional C*-submanifold
of H. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) A is an m-dimensional (G, H)-submanifold of class C*.
(i) # C G and for all j =1,...,n and o € {1,...,d}? the restricted operator
A% g (A - ) — (H, | - ||zr) is continuous.
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Proof. By Proposition B.21] the submanifold .# is a (G, H)-submanifold of class
C* if and only if .# C G and the identity Id : (A, | - |u) = (A, - [[p(an)) is
continuous. Therefore, by the definition (A.2)) of the norm || - || p(an), the claimed
equivalence follows. O

Now, let T' = (T'(t));ere be a multi-parameter Co-group on H with generator A;
see Appendix[A] for details. As a consequence of Lemmas [3.30} B.31 and Proposition
[A-17] we obtain the following examples of submanifolds generated by the orbit maps
of the group T.

3.38. Examples. Let ® € D(AF) be arbitrary, let 1 = &3 : R? — H be the orbit
map given by (t) = T(t)® for each t € R, and let A be an m-dimensional
CF-submanifold of R?. Then the following statements are true:

(1) If ¢ is a C*k-immersion on A at xo for some xo € AN, then there exists
an open neighborhood Wy C R of 2y such that M = p(WoN.A) is an m-
dimensional (D(AF), ... H)-submanifold of class C* with one chart, which
is induced by (¢, N).

(2) If is a C*-immersion on A such that |y : N — (A is a homeomor-
phism, then M = (N") is an m-dimensional (D(A¥), ..., H)-submanifold
of class C*, which is induced by (1, 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 B.2Il Recall that H denotes the Hermite
operator.

3.39. Proposition. Let p € R and | € N be arbitrary. We set G = %, 1(R?)
and H := 7, (RY). Let .4 be an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) A is an m-dimensional (G, H)-submanifold of class C*.
(i) .# C G and the restriction H!| 4 : (M, - |u) — BL(A),| - ||u) is a
homeomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition B21] the submanifold .# is a (G, H)-submanifold of class
CF if and only if .# C G and the identity Id| 4 : (A&,] - ||x) — (A,] - ||c) is a
homeomorphism.

()= @Q): 1d: (A, lug) = (A,]| -|lc) is a homeomorphism, then by Lemma
B8 the restriction

1d H'
H'l g (AN lu) == (A, - o) — @A), |- [|u)

is a homeomorphism as well.

(i) = (): U H .z : (A, - ||n) = (H' (A),]| - ||&) is a homeomorphism, then by

Lemma [B.8] the identity

l

1 (- ) 2 @), |- ) B (] L)

is a homeomorphism as well. (I

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 7 = (7;),cgre from Appendix [B} see in
particular Lemma [BI0l For each i = 1,...,d we define the family 7¢ = (7%),cr as

i
Ty i= Tge;s & € R.
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Let p € R be arbitrary. Then 71,...,7¢ are commutative Cy-groups on .7,(R?),
and we have

— 1 d d
Ty =Ty ©...07T, , = €R"

For each i = 1,...,d we denote by A, ; : %(RY) D D(4,,) — 7, (R?) the genera-
tor of the Co-group 7% on .%,(R%). Then A, = (A, 1,. .., Ap.q) is the generator of the
multi-parameter Cy-group 7. The following result shows that for each : =1,...,d
the subspace .7, 1 (R9) is contained in the domain D(A4, ), and that it is even a

large subspace of D(A, ;) in the sense that it is a core for A4, ;.
3.40. Theorem. For each p € R and each i =1,...,d the following statements are
true:

(1) We have Yp+%(Rd) C D(A,,).

(2) yp+%(Rd) is a core for Ap;.

(3) We have Ap;® = —0;® for each ® € 7}, 1 (R9).
Proof. Let ® € .7, 1 (R9) be arbitrary. By Lemma [B.11] there exists a continuous
mapping R : R x R — .7,(R?) with R(x,0) = 0 for all # € R such that

Tin®=TL® — hO;Ti® — hR(x,h), z,h€R

in the space .7, (R%). Thus, denoting by &5 : R — ol (R9) the orbit map given
by &5 (z) = 7i® for each z € R, we have
Eo(x + h)® = &5 (x) — hdilh(z) — hR(x,h), z,h€R

in the space .7,(R%). By Taylor’s theorem (see [I, Thm. 2.4.15]) we obtain &} €
CHR; Z(RY)) with & = —9;¢%. We deduce that ® € D(4,;) and A,,;® = —0;P.

Furthermore, the subspace .7, , 1 (R%) is || - || ,-dense in .7, (R?) and invariant under
the group 7%; see Lemma [B.I0l Therefore, by virtue of [I0, Prop. I1.1.7] the space
S il (R%) is a core for A, ;. O

3.41. Lemma. Let p,q € R withp < q andn € Ny be arbitrary. Then the following
statements are true:

(1) We have D(Ay) C D(Ap).

(2) We have AG® = A3 ® for all m € No with m <n and o € {1,...,d}™.

Proof. Let ® € D(A?) be arbitrary. Then, by Proposition [A.10 we have o €
C"(R%;.7,(R?)), where &g : R — .7, (R?) denotes the orbit map given by &g () =
7.® for each € R? Taking into account Lemma [B2] we deduce that &5 €
C™(R%.7,(RP)), and hence, by Proposition [AT0 we have ® € D(AZ). Further-
more, taking into account Lemma [B.2] again, we obtain Ag® = Ap® for all m € Ny
with m <n and a € {1,...,d}™. O

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

(1) The pair
(3-8) (Fp+3 (RY), D(A]))

consists of separable Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding.
(2) For allm € Ny withm <n and a € {1,...,d}"™ we have

(3.9) AJ® = (=1)"0"®  for each ® € Sy n (RY).
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Proof. By induction we prove .%},; = (R?) C D(A7) and the identity (3.3) for each
n € N. For n = 1 this is a consequence of Theorem [3.401 We proceed with the
induction step n — 1 — n: By induction hypothesis and Lemma [B.41] we have

reg(RY) = Sy apt R € D(AT) € DA™,

Now, let ® € yp+%(Rd) be arbitrary. By Lemma [3.41] and induction hypothesis,
for all a € {1,...,d}" ! we have

AP = A7, 0= (-1)" 100 e Zpr1(RY) C D(4y),

and hence ® € D(A}). 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. O

The following result generalizes [32, Prop. 1.4].
3.43. Proposition. Let p € R, n € Ny and ® € Yerg(]Rd) be arbitrary. Then the

following statements are true:
(1) We have

o € ) C*R% 7, ne (RY),
k=0
where £ : R — yp+%(Rd) denotes the orbit map given by &g(x) = 7, P
for each x € RY.
(2) In particular, we have £ € C™(R%;.7,(RY)), and for each m € Ny with
m < n we have

Dép(xyo = ()" Y 9%e(x)va, xR andv e (R)™,

ae{l,...,d}™
where we use the notation vy 1= Vo, - ... " Va,, -
Proof. This is a consequence of Propositions [A. 1], 3.42 and Lemma [B.5 O

For the next result, recall that every finite signed measure p on (R, Z(R%)) may
be regarded as a distribution p € .7,(R?) for each p < —%; see Lemma [B.13

3.44. Proposition. Let p € R and k € N be such that p + % < —%, and let
uwe yp_,_g (R%) be a finite signed measure on (R4, B(R)) with compact support and
w(RY) # 0. Furthermore, let 1 := &, : RY — 7,(R?) be the orbit map given by
W(x) = Tpp for x € RE. Then 1p : R — (RY) is a homeomorphism and 1 is a
C*-immersion.

Proof. First, we show that 1 is injective. Let 2,y € R? be such that (z) = ¥(y).
Then we have 7,4 = 7, 4. Since supp(u) is compact, by Lemma [B.1] there exists a
Schwartz function ¢ € .%(R?) such that ¢(x + 2) =z + 2 and p(y + 2) = y + 2 for
all z € supp(ut). By Lemma [B.13] we obtain

0= (0la) = ¥l) ) = [ (6l +) ol +)u(d2)
= /Rd ((z+2) = (z +y)u(dz) = (x — y)p(RY).

Since p(R?) # 0, we deduce that = = y.

Next, we show that ¢ : R? — ¢(R?) is a homeomorphism. For this purpose,
let ()neny € R? and z € RY be such that ¥ (z,) — ¥(x). We will show that
Zn — x. First, note that the sequence (z,,)nen is bounded. Indeed, suppose, on the
contrary, that (z,)nen is unbounded. Then there is a subsequence (x,, )ren such
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that |z, | — oo for k — co. Since supp(u) is compact, by Lemma [B.] there exists
a Schwartz function ¢ € .%(R?) with compact support such that ¢(z + x) = 1 for
all z € supp(u). Therefore, by Lemma [B.13] we obtain

(¥(x), ) = /R o(z 4+ 2)pu(dz) = p(RY) # 0.

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

(V(Tn, ), @) = /Rd o(z + xn, )u(dz) =0 for k — oo.

On the other hand, we have ¢ (z,,) — t¥(x), and hence the contradiction

(WW(xn,), o) = (W(x),0) 0 for k — oc.

Hence, the sequence (, )nen is bounded. Since 9 (z,) — ¥(x), by Lemma [B13) for
each ¢ € .7(R%) we have

[, (e ) = ol + 0)ud) = () = (@), ) 0.

Since the sequence (Zy)nen is bounded and supp(u) is compact, by Lemma [B]
there exists a Schwartz function ¢ € .7 (R9) such that ¢(z + ) = z + z for all
z € supp(p) as well as ¢(z + x,) = z + x, for all z € supp(p) and all n € N. This
gives us

[ (ot —ole+ outd) = [ (4 w0) = (e )t

= (zn — 2)u(R?)

for each n € N. Since u(R%) # 0, we deduce that x,, — z, showing that ¢ : RY —
¥(R?) is a homeomorphism.

Now, we prove that v is a C*-immersion. By Proposition we have ¢ €
C*(RY; . 7,(R%)). Let 29 € R be arbitrary. Since supp(u) is compact, by Lemma
Bl for each j = 1,...,d there exists a Schwartz function p; € .#(R%) such that
(2 + xo) = z; for all z € supp(u). Therefore, by Proposition and Lemma
B I3l for alli,5 = 1,...,d we have

(D(zo)ei, pj) = —(0iTao bty 05) = (Tao iy Ditpj)
= [ 0ios(e+ aohutdz) = 8(R.
Since u(R9) # 0, by Lemma 329 it follows that 1 is a C*-immersion at z. O

For the next results, recall that every polynomial f : R? — R in several variables
with deg(f) = n for some n € Ny may be regarded as a distribution f € .7,(R%)
for each p < —% — Z: see Lemma [B.14

3.45. Lemma. Let p € R and n € N with n < d be such that p < f% — 5. Let
f € 7 (R%) be the polynomial
f:RY SR, fl@)=x1-... z,.

Then for each z € R? there exists a Schwartz function ¢, € .7 (R%) such that for
each © € R? we have

(tafypz)y = (21— 1) -« o+ (20 — T4),
<ai7’zf, Sﬁz> = (2’1 — 561) LT (Zi,1 — 1'1',1) . (ZiJrl — .TiJrl) LA (Zn — ZL'n)
foralli=1,...,d.
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Proof. Let ¢ € .7(R?) be the density of a d-dimensional standard normal distribu-
tion; that is

1 lylI? d
@(Q)ZWGXP — 5 ) y € R%

Now, let z € R? be arbitrary. We set ¢, := 7.p. Then ¢, is the density of the
d-dimensional normal distribution N(z,Id). Now, let ¥ ~ N(z,1d) be a normally
distributed random vector. Then, for all z € R¢ we have

(rafope) = [ Fly = a)pu )y = B0 —a0) ..o (¥, = )
=E[Y1—a1]-... E[Y, —z] = (21 —21) - ...+ (20 — Zn).
Now, let i = 1,...,d be arbitrary. Note that
Bip=(y) = —(yi — 2:)p=(y), yE€RY,
E[(Y; — 2:)(Y; — 2)] = E[(Yi — 2)?] 4 (2 — z)E[Y; — 2] =1, 2 €R%L
Therefore, for all z € R? we obtain
Ouraf.pu) = ~(raf 00 = [ Flu= o — 200 )y
=E[(Y1—x1) ... (Yo — ) (Vi — 2)]

= (Zl — 561) L. (Zi,1 — 1'1',1) . (ZiJrl — SCZ'+1) LR (Zn — ZL'n>,
completing the proof. O
For m € N with m < d we denote by R™ x {0} C R? be the subspace R™ x {0} :=
lin{ey,...,em}, where e, ..., e, € R? 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+ % < f% — 5. Let f € Yerg(Rd) be the polynomial

fiRY SR, f@)=21-... T,
and let ¢ = & : RT — 7, (R?) be the orbit map given by (x) = 7. f for v € R
Set N :=R™ x {0}. Then |y : N — PY(A) is a homeomorphism and ¢ is a
CF-immersion on N .
Proof. First, we show that ¢| 4 is injective. Let z,y € A4 be such that ¥(z) = ¥(y),
that is 7, f = 7, f. By Lemma we have
(z1—a1) - (zn—@a) = (21— 01) - (20 —¥n), 2zE€R™

Taking partial derivatives with respect to z, inductively we deduce that x = y.
Next, we show that 9| 4 : A — (A") is a homeomorphism. Let (2, )men C R”
and x € R™ be such that ¢ (z,,) — ¢¥(z). By Lemma we have

(21— Tma) - (Zn = Tmm) = (21 —21) oo (20 — ), 2€RL

Taking partial derivatives with respect to z, inductively we deduce that x,, — x.
Now, we prove that v is a C*-immersion on .4". By Proposition we have
P € CFRY.7,(RY)). Let 29 € A be arbitrary. We set z; :== 1 + 29 —e; € N
for j = 1,...,m, where 1 := > " e; = (1,...,1,0,...,0) € 4. Then for all
i,7=1,...,m we have z;; — x9; = 1 — 0;;, and by Lemma [3.45] we obtain

(D(x0)es, 0z;) = —(0iTuo fr0z;) = —0ij.
Therefore, by Lemma, it follows that ¢ is a C*-immersion on .4 at x. O

For the next result, recall that .7,(R?) C C¢(R?) for each p > 2 + 1; 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 + % > % + %, and let
pE 5’“% (Rd) be arbitrary. Let n € N with m < n < d be arbitrary, let A be an
m-dimensional C*-submanifold of R, and let E C R be an n-dimensional subspace

such that T/ C A x E. Suppose there are vy,...,v, € E and z1,...,2, € R?
such that the matriz

(3.10) (Dvi‘P(Zj))i,j:1 . € RV

is invertible. Let 1 := &, : RY — 7, (R?) be the orbit map given by 1(x) = T, for
x € RY. Then | 4 : N — (A is a homeomorphism and v is a C*-immersion
on N .

Proof. First, we show that 1 is injective. Let x,y € R? be such that ¥ (x) = ¥(y).
Then we have 7,¢ = 7,¢. Suppose that x # y. Then for all z € R? we have

Pz — o) = (02, Twp) = (02, Typ) = (2 — y).
We set A :=y — x # 0. Inductively, for all z € R? and n € Ny we obtain
pz—z)=p(z—z—A)=...=p(z —z —nA).

Since the matrix (3I0) is invertible, we have ¢ # 0. Hence, there exists z € R? such
that ¢(z — x) # 0. However, by Theorem [B.19 we have ¢ € C3(R%), and hence, we
obtain the contradiction

lim p(z — 2z —nA) =0,

n—o0
showing that 1 is injective.

Next, we show that ¢ : R? — 9(R?) is a homeomorphism. Let (z,,),eny C R?
and = € R be such that ¥(x,) — 1(z). We will show that z,, — x. First, note that
the sequence (z,,)nen is bounded. Indeed, suppose, on the contrary, that (z,)nen is
unbounded. Then there is a subsequence (zy,, )ken such that |z, | — oo for k — oo.
Since ¢ # 0, there exists z € R? such that ¢(z — x) # 0. Since Tan, P — Talps We
have

lim ¢(z — zp,) = lUm (05, 70, @) = (3, Tw) = p(z —x) # 0.
k—oc0 k—o0 k

However, by Theorem [B.I9 we obtain the contradiction ¢ € C§(R?), showing that
the sequence (z,,)nen is bounded. Now, let (ng)ren be an arbitrary subsequence.
Since (xn, )ken is bounded, there exists another subsequence (ng,)ien such that

limyyo0 @, = y for some y € R?. This gives us w(znkl) — ¥(y), and hence
Y(x) = ¥(y). By the injectivity of ¢ we deduce that = y. Therefore, we have
limy o0 Tny, = T. Since the subsequence (ng)gen was arbitrary, we deduce that

r, — x, showing that 1 : R? — 1(R%) is a homeomorphism.

Now, we show that v is a C*-immersion on .#. By Proposition we have
¥ € CHRY .7, (RY)). Let g € A be arbitrary. We set ®; := 0gy4., forj =1,...,n.
By Proposition and Lemmas [B.9 [B.12] for all 4,5 = 1,...,n we have

d

d
(D(@o)vi, B5) = = > 0it{OiTao®, Ongtz) = — D vadip(z:) = —Du,(2;).
=1 =1

Since the matrix [B.I0) is invertible, by Lemma B.29 we deduce that v is an im-
mersion on 4 at xg. O

As an immediate application of Lemma B.3T] Proposition .43 and our previous
findings (Propositions B.44] 340 and B47T), 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 A be an m-dimensional C*-
submanifold of RY. We assume that ® € 5’”% (RY) with a suitable p € R belongs
to one of the following three types:

o We choose p € R such that p + % < —%, and let ® = u, where p is a finite
signed measure on (R%, B(R9)) with compact support such that u(R?) # 0.

o We choose p € R such thathr% < —%—% for somen € N withm <n <d,
and let ® = f be the polynomial f : RY — R given by f(x) = 1 ...  Tp.
Furthermore, we assume that 4 C R™ x {0}.

o We choose p € R such thatp+§ > %+ %, and let ® = p € prr%(Rd) be
arbitrary. We assume there are n € N with m < n < d, an n-dimensional
subspace E C R? such that T/ C A x E, and elements vq,...,v, € E
and z1,...,z, € R% such that the matriz (Dy,;0(2))ij=1,...n € R™*™ ig
invertible.

Let ¢ := & : R4 — yp+§(Rd) be the orbit map given by V(x) = 7,® for x € R
Then A := (A) is an m-dimensional (prr%(Rd), ey Tp(RY))-submanifold of
class OF, which is induced by (¢, A).

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 (L1]) with con-
tinuous mappings L : G — H and A : G — (?(H). Let .# be a (G, H)-submanifold
of class C?. We denote by A(.#) be the linear space of all mappings A : .# — H.
Recall that T'(T.#) denotes the subspace of all vector fields on .#; see Definition
B3 In the following definition we consider the quotient space A(.#)/T(T.#), and
for each A € A(.#) we denote by [A]p(r.4) the corresponding equivalence class.

4.1. Definition. Let A, B € T'(T.#) be two vector fields on .#. We define the
mapping
(A, Bl.w € A(A)|T(TA)
as follows. For each local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N a local representative of
[A,Bl.y on UN . is given by
¢xx (05 ' Alun.ar, 0 ' Blun.a),
where we recall the notation from Definition [3.12.

4.2. Remark. Note that, according to Lemmal[3 19, the Definition[{.]] of [A, Bl.«
does mot depend on the choice of the parametrization.

4.3. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The submanifold A s locally invariant for the SPDE (I1]).
(ii) We have

(4.1) Al g eT(TH), jEN,
1S, .
(4.2) [Ll.alrcr.ay — 3 Z[AJL/{,AJVZ]J/Z = [0]r(1.2)-
j=1

(iii) The mappings
(4.3) Al = (A - Nl) = (CH) - Nl
(4.4) Lla (AN M) — (H - 1)

are continuous, and for each yy € M there exists a local martingale solution

Y to the SPDE (1)) with Yo = yo and lifetime T such that Y™ € A up to
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an evanescent set and the sample paths of Y7 are continuous with respect
to -l
4.4. Proposition. Suppose that the submanifold 4 is locally invariant for the

SPDE (IL1). If the submanifold .# has one chart with a global parametrization
¢:V — M, and the open set V is globally invariant for the R™-valued SDE

dXt = E(Xt)dt + G(Xt)th
Xo = o,

where the continuous mappings £ : V. — R™ and a : V — (2(R™) are the unique
solutions of the equations

(45) AJ|J/1 = d)*aj; JE Na
1 o
(4.6) Ll.w= ¢l + 3 Zlfb**(aj,aj),
‘7:

then the submanifold A is globally invariant for the SPDE ({I1.1]).

4.5. Remark. Choosing G = H = R%, we see that Theorem [[.3 and Proposition
[£.4) cover the well-known situation of finite dimensional SDEs.

Before we provide the proofs of Theorem (4.3 and Proposition 4] let us state
some consequences of these results. Consider the conditions
(4.7) Ly eT(TH),
(4.8) Al 4 eT(TH), jeN.

We are interested in finding an additional condition which ensures such that .Z is
locally invariant for the SPDE (I.1)).

4.6. Proposition. Suppose that conditions (£.7) and ({f.8) is fulfilled. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

() A is locally invariant for the SPDE (11]).
(ii) We have

o0

Z[Aj|//!af4j|//l]//l = [Olr(z.a)-

Jj=1

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem O

We say that the submanifold .# is affine if for any local parametrization ¢ :
V — U N .# we have D?¢ = 0.

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

(1) A is locally invariant for the SPDE ({I1]).
(ii) We have {£.7) and {{-8).

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem [£.3] and Proposition O

4.8. Remark. Consider the situation G = H and A’ € CY(H) for all j € N. If
Py DA (y)AI(y) converges for each y € H, and the mapping Py DAV - AV s
continuous, then we can rewrite the SPDE ({I1]) in Stratonovich form as
{ dY; = K(Y)dt+ A(Y:) o dW,
YO = Yo,
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where K : H — H is given by

1 — S
K:Lf§ZDAJ~AJ.

j=1

If we have ({4.1)), then by the decomposition (32) from Proposition we have

1N . 4
[Kl.ale.a) = [Llalee.a) = 5 SN a A i) s
j=1
and hence condition (£.2) is equivalent to
Kl|.g € D(T.4).

We will present a corresponding result for continuously embedded Hilbert spaces with
an additional intermediate space later on; see Theorem [[.20 below.

We can express the statement of Theorem [£.3]in local coordinates as follows.

4.9. Proposition. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SPDE (I1).
(ii) For each local parametrization ¢ : V- — U N A there are continuous map-
pings £ 1V — R™ and a : V — (2(R™) which are the unique solutions of
the equations

(49) Aleﬁ//l = ¢*aja .7 S Na
1 o
(4.10) Llvna = ¢ + 5 2; hur(a?,a?).
iz

(iii) For each y € A there exist a local parametrization ¢ : V — U N A around
y and continuous mappings £ :V — R™ and a : V — £2(R™) which are the

unique solutions of the equations ([{.9) and (.10).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem (.3l O

In the following two results we assume that the submanifold .# is induced
(¢, A), where 4 is an m-dimensional C2-submanifold of R%, and ¢ € C%(R%; H)
is a C2-immersion on .4 such that v| 4 : A4 — (4 is a homeomorphism; see
Definition

4.10. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:
(1) The submanifold A s locally invariant for the SPDE (I1]).
(ii) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SDE

Xo = o,

where the continuous mapping;@ b: N =R and o : N — (2(RY) are the
unique solutions of the equations

(4.12) Al g =9u0’, jEN,
1 — o
(4.13) L|%:¢*b+izl¢**(oj,oj).
‘7:

61f the SDE (£I1) is locally invariant, then it suffices to specify the coefficients b and o on the
submanifold 4.
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Proof. (i) = (ii): Let y € .# be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V. — W N .4 be a local
parametrization around z := ¢~ 1(y) € 4. By Lemma [3.31] there exists an open
neighborhood U C H of y such that ¢ := Yo :V — UN.#Z is a local parametri-
zation around y. Furthermore, by Proposition there are continuous mappings
¢:V — R™and a : V — ¢*(R™) which are the unique solutions of the equa-
tions ([EJ) and (@I0). We define the continuous mappings b : W N .4 — RY and
o WA — 2R as

ol =g.a’, jeN,
1 o
. Z i i
b.—@*€+221@**(a,a).
i=

Since y € .# was arbitrary, by Proposition 4.9 we deduce that the submanifold .4
is locally invariant for the SDE (@I1]). Furthermore, by Lemma [B:35 we obtain

Aj|Uﬁ//l = d)*aj = w*w*aj = w*aj, JEN

as well as

1S o
Ll = ¢l + 5 ;¢**(ajaaj)
i

= upul + B Z ("/’**(‘P*aja ©xa?) + Yupus(a’, aj))

j=1
bt LS oo,
2 & ’

Since the element y € .# was arbitrary, this procedure provides us with continuous
mappings b : A4 — R? and o : A — (2(R?) which are the unique solutions of the

equations ([@I2) and ([EI3).

(ii) = (i): Let y € & be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V.— W N .4 be a local parametriza-
tion around x := ¢ ~1(y) € 4. By Lemma [3.31] there exists an open neighborhood
U C H of y such that ¢ :=vop:V — UN.# is alocal parametrization around y.
Since 4 is locally invariant for the SDE (@I1]), by Proposition [£9] there are con-
tinuous mappings ¢ : V — R™ and a : V — £2(R™) which are the unique solutions
of the equations

UJ|WH./V:90*G/]5 jENa

1S o
b|Wﬁ~/V:(p*£+§Z(P**(aJan)'

j=1
By Lemma [3.35] we obtain
Aj|Uﬁ//l = 1/}*O—j|WﬁJV = 1/}*80*aj = d)*aj; j eN
as well as

1 — ; .
L|Uﬂ//l = 1/}*b|WﬁJV + 5 Z¢**(UJ|WW/V; OJ|WI’X/V)
j=1

= upul + Z Vs (0 7‘P*aj)+7/)*50**(ajvaj))

l\3|H

= ¢l + = Z aJ aJ
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Therefore, by Proposition [£.9] the submanifold ./ is locally invariant for the SPDE

@D). O

For the next result, recall that the submanifold .# has one chart if .4 has one
chart; see Lemma [3.33]

4.11. Proposition. If the submanifold .# is locally invariant for the SPDE (1.1)
and the submanifold A has one chart with a global parametrization p : V. — N,
then for continuous mappings £ : V. — R™ and a : V — (2(R™) the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) £:V = R™ and a:V — £2(R™) are the unique solutions of the equations

#-2) and (4-6).

(i) £:V = R™ and a:V — 2(R™) are the unique solutions of the equations

(4.14) ol =p.al, jEN,
1 & o
(4.15) b=l + ijglgp**(aﬂ,aa),

where the continuous mappings b: A — R? and o : A — (2(R?) are the
unique solutions of the equations [{.12) and {£.13).

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

{ dEt = E(Et)dt + G(Et)th
EO = £Oa

then the submanifold .# is globally invariant for the SPDE (I1l), and the subma-
nifold A is globally invariant for the SPDE ({.11]).

Proof. By Lemma [3.33] the submanifold .# has one chart with global parametriza-
tion p:=pop:V = A.
(i) = (ii): Taking into account Lemma B35, by (£12) and (£H) we obtain

o’ = w;lw*vj = 7/);114”//{ = 7/);1¢*aj = w;lw*w*aj = @*aj; JEN,

and by ([{I3) and ([£.0) we obtain

1o - 1 & o
b_§z(p**(aj’aj):w*lw*(b_§ZW**(aJan))
j=1 j=1
1 , . o
= 1/);1 <L|.//Z - 5; (1/}**(50*(1],@*(],]) +1/}*80**(QJ,GJ)))

= 7/);1 <L|//l - %;Qb**(aj,aj)) = 7/);1‘15*6 = 7/};17/}*50*6 = ul.

(ii) = (i): Taking into account Lemma B35, by (#12) and (£I4) we obtain

Ay = tuo! = upud = ¢ua?, jEN,
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and by ([@I3) and [@I5) we obtain
1 & o 1 & . .
Llw = b+ 5 Zw**w,aﬂ) = b+ 5 Zw**(s@*a%w*cﬂ)
j=1 j=1
1 o o
=Y+ 5 D (0407, 0)) = Yugpun(a? 0?))
j=1

1 o 1 o
zw*(b5;¢**<aﬂ,aﬂ>>+5;¢**<aﬂ,aﬂ>

1 — o 1 — o

= Uupel 4 53 Gunl0),0)) = 0ul 4 5 Y bunlel, ).
j=1 Jj=1

The additional statement is a consequence of Proposition [£.4] O

Now, we approach the proofs of Theorem and Proposition €4l For this

purpose, we prepare some auxiliary results. For normed spaces Xi,..., X, and

Y we denote by L(Xjy,...,X,;Y) the space of all continuous n-multilinear maps
T: X1 x...xX, =Y.

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

(1) The mapping
: LX,Y)x (X) = 2(Y), (T,x)— (Ta))jen
belongs to L(L(X,Y),02(X); £2(Y)), and we have ||®| < 1.
(2) The mapping
U L(X,Y;2) x (X)) x C(Y) = 0(Z), (T,z,y)— (T(a?, yj))jeN
belongs to L(L(X,Y; Z),0%(X),2(Y);£*(Z)), and we have ||¥| < 1.
(3) The mapping

2 N2 — 2, zHsz
j=1

belongs to L({X(Z),Z), and we have ||2'|| < 1.
Proof. For all (T,z) € L(X,Y) x £*(X) we have

12(T, 2)lI72 3y = Z 1T ||* < Z TN = 1T 1Pl 2 ) -
Jj=1
Furthermore, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, for all (T,z,y) € L(X,Y;Z) x
2(X) x £2(Y) we have

(T, 2, 9) e x) = D ITE )< Y IT N Y1 < 1T N2l ecollyllexo
j=1 j=1
Moreover, for all z € ¢1(Z) we have

12 (2)1l = Z

Jj=1

Z 1271 = lIzller (),

completing the proof. O

Recall the notation introduced in Definition More generally, for a mapping
a:V — 2(R™) we can define ¢, : U N .# — (*>(H), and for a mapping A :
UN# — (2(H) with A7 € T(T.#y) we can define ¢, : V — £2(R™).
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4.13. Lemma. Let ¢ : V. — U N .# be a local parametrization of #, and set
My :=UN M. Then following statements are true:

(1) If a : V — [2(R™) is continuous, then ¢.a : (My,| - |u) — *(H) is
continuous.
(2) If a,b:V — £2(R™) are continuous, then the mapping

Z¢**(ajabj) : ('/{U’ H ) HH) —H
=1

is well-defined an continuous.

(3) If A: (My,| - |lc) — (*(H) is continuous with A7 € T(T.4y) for each
j EN, then ¢ ;1A :V — (2(R™) is continuous.

(4) If A € (T #y) is a vector field, then we have ¢.dp; 1A = A.

Proof. The first three statements follow Lemma 12l 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 B2l we have ¢ € C'(V; G). O

Now, let ¢ : V. — UN.# be a local parametrization of ., and set A4y :=UN.# .
We assume there exists ¢ € C1(H;R™) such that ¢! = 1| 4,, and we have

(4.16) DY(y)|r,.x = Dp(z)™" forally € Ay,

where z := 9(y) € V. For a mapping A : UN.# — (*>(H) we define 1, A : V —
2(R™) as A = (A7) jen with

(¥eA?)(2) = Dp(y) A’ (y), z €V,
where y := ¢(x) e U N M.

4.14. Lemma. If A: (My,| - |lc) — (*>(H) is continuous, then A : V — £2(R™)
18 continuous.

Proof. By Proposition B2l we have ¢ € C(V;G). Therefore, the assertion is a
consequence of Lemma, (4. 12 O

4.15. Proposition. For a mapping A : .#y — H the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) We have A € T'(T.#y).
(ii) We have A = ¢.1p.A.

If any of the previous two conditions is fulfilled, then we have ¥, A = ¢ 1 A.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Noting ([@.I6]), we see that 1. A = ¢ 1 A. Therefore, using Lemma
we obtain

(b*?/)*A = ‘b*‘b;lA = A
(ii) = (i): Taking into account the definition of ¢.,, we obtain

completing the proof. O

4.16. Proposition. Suppose that v € L(H,R™). Then for all mappings A, B :
UN.# — H we have
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Proof. Note that 1) 0 ¢ = Idy and that D21 = 0, because % is linear. Therefore, by
the second order chain rule (Lemma [BI8), for each 2 € V' we have

Di(y) o D*¢(x) = D*(¢ 0 §)(x) =0,

where y := ¢(z) e UNA. We set a := 1, A and b := ¢, B as well as C := ¢,.(a,b).
Let € V be arbitrary, and set y := ¢(z) € U N 4. Then we obtain

(¥ dur (Y A, 2 B)) (2) = (.C)(x) = DY(y)C(y) = D(y)D?*¢(x)(a(x), b(w)) =0,
completing the proof. (I

4.17. Lemma. Let E C G be a subset, let K : (E,| - |lg) — (H,| - |lx) be a
continuous function, let yo € G be arbitrary, let 7 > 0 be a positive constant, and
let Y :[0,7] = (E,| - lg) be a continuous mapping with Yo = yo such that

t
/K(Ys)ds:o for allt €10, 7].
0

Then we have K (yo) = 0.

Proof. Let y € H' be an arbitrary continuous linear functional. By assumption we
have

/ Y (K(Ys))ds =0 forall t € [0, 7].
[0,2]
By a monotone class argument, we even have
/ y' (K(Ys))ds =0 for each B € %([0,7]),
B

and therefore
y' (K(Ys)) =0 for M\-almost all s € [0, 7].
By the continuity of the mapping ' o K oY : [0, 7] — R we deduce that
y' (K(Ys)) =0 forallse[0,7],

and hence, in particular y' (K (yo)) = 0. Since the functional y’ € H’ was arbitrary,
we arrive at K(yo) = 0. O

4.18. Lemma. Let E C G be a subset, let L : (E,| - |la) = (H,| - ||l#) and
A (E |- lle) = (B(H), |- |le2(ary) be continuous mappings, let yo € G be arbitrary,
letY be an E-valued process with Yy = yo such that the sample paths are continuous
with respect to || - ||a, and let 7 > 0 be a positive stopping time such that P-almost
surely

tAT tAT
/ L(Yy)ds +/ A(Y;)dWs =0 for allt € Ry.
0 0
Then we have L(yo) = 0 and A(yo) = 0.

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

tAT
Bt = / L(}/S)dS, te R+,
0

tAT
Mt::/ A(Y)dW,, teR,.
0

Then we have B + M = 0 up to an evanescent set. Let ( € H be arbitrary. In
the terminology of [22] Def. 1.4.21.b] the process (¢, B)y + ((, M)y is a special
semimartingale with predictable finite variation part (¢, B)y and local martingale
part ({, M)y. Since (¢,B)y + ((, M)y = 0 and the decomposition of a special
semimartingale is unique (see [22, Cor. 1.3.16]), we deduce that ({, B)y = 0 and
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(¢, M)y = 0 up to an evanescent set. Since ¢ € H was arbitrary, by separability of
H we infer that B =0 and M = 0 up to an evanescent set. Using Lemma .17 we
deduce that L(yp) = 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

tAT
| 1A s =0, ters.

By Lemma [£17] it follows that

[ AYo)lle2(ry = 0,
and hence A(yg) = 0, completing the proof. O
Now, we consider the R™-valued SDE
Xo = @

with continuous mappings £: V — R™ and a : V — (2(R™).

4.19. Lemma. FEvery open subset V. C R™ is a C*-submanifold of R™, which is
locally invariant for the SDE ({.17).

Proof. Tt is obvious that V' is a C'°°-submanifold of R™. Let x¢g € V be arbitrary.
Since V' is open, there exists a compact, convex neighborhood K C V of zy. Let
Pk : R™ — K be the orthogonal projection on K. We consider the SDE

(418) {d))_{g = U(Xy)dt + a(X)dW,
0o = Xo,

where the coefficients are given by
{:=loPg:R™ - R™,
@:=ao Pg:R™ = (2(R™).
Note that £ and @ are continuous and bounded. Hence, by Remark 29 there exists

a global weak solution (B, W, X) to the SDE ([@I8) with Xy = zo. Now, we define
the positive stopping time 7 > 0 as

ri=inf{t e Ry : X; ¢ K}.

Setting X := X7, we have X7 € K C V, and, since {|x = f|x and a|x = @k,
the triplet (B, W, X) is a local weak solution to the SDE (@I7) with Xy = x¢ and
lifetime 7. (I

Now, we are ready to provide the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[.3 (i) = (ii): Let yo € .# be arbitrary. According to Propo-
sition [3.14] there exist a local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N .# around yo and a
bounded linear operator 1 € L(H,R™) such that ¢! = 9|y and we have

DY(y)|r,.a = Dé(z)™' forally e UN.#,

where z := 9(y) € V. By Proposition B2I] we have ¢ € C(V;G) N C?(V; H). Now,
let y € U N 4 be arbitrary, and set x := ¢(y) € V. Since the submanifold .# is
locally invariant for the SPDE (L)), there exist a positive stopping time 7 > 0 and
a local martingale solution Y to (ILI]) with Yy = y and lifetime 7 such that Y7 € .#
up to an evanescent set. Since U is an open subset of H and the sample paths of
Y are continuous with respect to || - ||z, we may assume that Y™ € U N .# up to
an evanescent set. Now, we define the continuous R™-valued process X := ¢ (Y).
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Then we have X7 € V', and since v is linear, the process X is a local weak solution
to the SDE
dXe = (VL) (Xe)dt + (. A)(Xe)dWy
XO = T

with lifetime 7. The sample paths of Y7 = ¢(X7) are continuous with respect to
|l - |a, because ¢ € C(V;G). Since also ¢ € C%(V; H), by 1to’s formula (see |12,
Thm. 2.3.1]) we obtain that the process Y is a local martingale solution to the

SPDE

{ dY, = (L) (Ye) + 5 2501 (A 0 AT)(Y))dt + (600, A)(Y2)dW,
Yo Yy

with lifetime 7. On the other hand, the process Y is a local martingale solution to

the original SPDE (1)) with Yy = y and lifetime 7. We set .4y := U N 4. By

Lemmas and .14 the mappings

00 Alay - (Mu, || - la) = (CH), | o))

BTty + 5 D bon ALt A+ () ll6) = (L | )

j=1
are continuous. Therefore, and since the sample paths of Y7 are continuous with
respect to || - ||g, we may apply Lemma [£T8 which gives us

AJ'//ZU = (b*w*AJ'//lua .7 € Na

1 & 4 ,
Lty = otuLlats + 5 D bus (|t 02 4 L).

j=1
Therefore, by Proposition [£.15] we deduce that

Aj|//lU EF(T'%U)a jEN
Furthermore, using Proposition [4.16] we obtain

1 . :
Lty =5 Y bus (0l g, 0 L)

j=1
= Putx <L|//1U - % i ¢**(¢*AJ|//ZU7"/)*AJ|//ZU)>
=1
Therefore, by Proposition we di:duce that
Ll///U - % i ¢**(¢:1Aj|//an¢:1Aj|//lU) € F(T%U)
j=1

Since the point yy € .# chosen at the beginning of this proof was arbitrary, we
deduce (1) and (2.

(ii) = (iii): Let yo € A be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V. — U N .# be an arbitrary local
parametrization around yo. By Proposition B21] we have ¢ € C(V;G) N C%(V; H).
We set xg := ¢~ (yo) € V. By Lemma T3 the mappings

a:=¢; Ay, V — C(R™)
1 — o
1 . m
E—Qb* <L|J/1U521¢**(QJ,GJJ)) V=R
‘7:

are continuous. Therefore, by Lemma 419 the open set V is locally invariant for the
SDE (@I7T). Hence, there exist a stopping time 7 > 0 and a local weak solution X to
(@17) with X = x¢ and lifetime 7 such that X7 € V up to an evanescent set. We
define the .#-valued process Y := ¢(X). Then we have Y™ € UN.# . Furthermore,
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since ¢ € C(V;G), the sample paths of Y7 are continuous with respect to || - |-
Taking into account Lemma .13 the mapping

(4.19) ALy = 6207 ALty = dua s (M, || |l1) = (CH), |- llezary)

is continuous. Furthermore, taking into account Lemma we have
1 & o B 1 o
Ll =5 Y dwlal ) = 66! (LWU -3 Z%(a%cﬂ)) = ¢t
j=1 j=1
and hence, by Lemma T3] the mapping
Iy i g
(4.20) Llay = ¢:t+ 5 > bealal,ad) : (M| - lu) = (H |- [lan)
j=1

is continuous. Moreover, by It6’s formula (see [12, Thm. 2.3.1]) and relations (@19,
(#20) we obtain that Y7 is a local martingale solution to the SPDE

0¥ = (@00 4 5 3 0un (0 a)(0D) )t + (020) ()T

= L(Y:)dt + A(Y;)dW,

which is just the original SPDE (I.T]), with Yy = yo and lifetime 7. This proves that
A is locally invariant for the SPDE (IIJ).
(iii) = (i): This implication is obvious. O

Proof of Proposition [{.4} This follows from inspecting the proof of the implication
(ii) = (iii) from Theorem L3 O

Now, let Hy be another separable Hilbert space such that (G, Hy, H) are contin-
uously embedded, and suppose that .# is a (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C?.

4.20. Theorem. Suppose that for each j € N we have A7 € C(G; Hy) with an
extension A7 € C*(Ho; H), and that for each y € A the series Y 7| DA (y) A’ (y)
converges in H. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The submanifold A s locally invariant for the SPDE (I1]).
(ii) We have

(4.21) Al g eT(TH), jEN,
1 — o
(4.22) Ll —5 ;DAJ A gy e T(T ).

(i) The mappings (£.3) and ([f.4) are continuous, and for each yo € A there
exists a local martingale solution Y to the SPDE (I1) with Yo = yo and
lifetime T such that Y™ € A up to an evanescent set and the sample paths
of Y™ are continuous with respect to | - || g-

Proof. By the decomposition (2] from Proposition [3.25] we have
(At Al = [DA - Alvcr.ay, €N
Hence, the result is a consequence of Theorem 43| Il

In the next result we present sufficient conditions for local invariance under the
assumption that the volatilities A7, j € N have a quasi-linear structure. Recall that
for any z € .# the space I',(T.#) denotes the space of all local vector fields on .#
around z; see Definition
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4.21. Theorem. We suppose that for each j € N there exists a continuous mapping
AV : G x G— Hy such that

Aly)=Al(yy), yeq

having a continuous extension A’ : Hyx G — H such that AL := AJ(-, z) belongs to
L(Hy, H) for each z € G. Furthermore, we assume that for each y € # the series
Sy AV(A(y),y) converges in H, and that

(4'23) A;l///GFZ(T%), zed, jeEN,
1T o
(124) =3 LA WO €TI0,

Then mappings ({.3) and {{4]) are continuous, and for each yo € A there exists
a local martingale solution Y to the SPDE (I1]) with Yy = yo and lifetime T such
that YT € .# up to an evanescent set and the sample paths of Y™ are continuous
with respect to || - ||g. In particular, the submanifold .# is locally invariant for the

SPDE ().

Proof. Note that condition ([@23) implies (@I]). Furthermore, using the decompo-
sition (34 from Proposition .25 we obtain

(A, A .a)aw = A (A () ey, TEN,

and hence, condition ([£24]) is equivalent to (£2]). Consequently, applying Theorem
[4.3] completes the proof. O

4.22. Remark. Suppose that conditions (4.23) and {{-24) from Theorem [{-2]] are
fulfilled such that A’ even has an extension A7 € CY(Hy x Hy; H) for each j € N.
Then the submanifold # is locally invariant for the SPDE (I1]), and the mapping
AV € C(G; Hy) has an extension A7 € CY(Hy; H) for each j € N. If for eachy € .M
the series 3~ DAY (y) Al (y) converges in H, then by Theorem[].20 the invariance
condition (£.22) is satisfied as well. The vector fields in ({.22) and (£.Z4) do not,
in general, coincide. Using Proposition [3.28, we can determine their difference by
using local coordinates. Namely, if ¢ : V. — U N A is a local parametrization, then
by the decomposition ([3.8) we have

(-3 ira)| - (-3Eow-o) 3w

My My
where the notation is analogous to that in Proposition [3.23.

We conclude this section by indicating a result analogous to Theorem [43] for

deterministic PDEs of the kind
dY, = K(Y,)dt

4.25
(425) { Yo = wo
with a continuous mapping K : G — H. Here G and H may be Banach spaces,
and . only needs to be a (G, H)-submanifold of class C. 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 A is locally invariant for the PDE ([7.29)).
(ii) We have K| 4 e (T #).
(i) The mapping K|z : (A, - \a) = (H,| - &) is continuous, and for each
Yo € A there exists a local solution Y : [0,T) — G to the PDE ({J.25]) with
Yo = yo for some deterministic time T > 0 such that Y € .4 and Y is
continuous with respect to || - ||a-
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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 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 — (*(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. B
(2) There exist a continuous mapping L : G x H — H and a continuous map-
ping o : H — H such that

L{y) = L(y.y) + o(y), y€G,
and for each z € H the mapping
L,=L(,2):G—H
extends to a closed operator L. : H D D(L.) — H.

(3) There erist a continuous mapping A : G x H — (*(H) and a continuous
mapping o : H — (2(H) such that

Aly) = A(y,y) +oy), y€G,
and for each z € H and each j € N the mapping

A=Al 2):G—H

extends to a closed operator AJ : H D D(AJ) — H.
(4) For each z € H we have

(5.1) G=D(L.)N ( N D(Ag)).
j=1
(5) There is a dense subspace Hy C H such that for each z € H we have
e oen (00,
j=1

and for each ¢ € Hy we have A%C := (A%*()jen € (*(H), and the mappings
H— H, =z L,
(5.3) H — ?(H), zw A%
are continuous.

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

(5.4) D(A*):={z€ H: &~ (A, z) g is continuous on D(A)},
and that it is characterized by the property
(5.5) (Ay,z)g = (y, A*z)g for all y € D(A) and z € D(A").

5.2. Proposition. [37, Thm. 13.12] Let A : H D D(A) — H be densely defined
and closed. Then A* is densely defined and we have A = A**.
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If Assumption [BJ]is fulfilled, then we also call the SPDE (L1]) a quasi-semilinear
SPDE. Here are two examples where Assumption [5.1]is satisfied.

5.3. Example. Let T = (T'(t));cre be a multi-parameter Co-group on a separable
Hilbert space H, and denote by B = (B, ..., Bg) its generator. We set G := D(B)
and assume that the coefficients L : G — H and A : G — (*>(H) are given by

ZA zy+a )

Hy) = Z’f{(y)Bz'eraj(y), jeN

with continuous mappings \; : H - R, i=1,....d, a: H— H, k; : H — (*(R),
i=1,...,d, and o : H — (*>(H). By Lemma[A.8 and Proposition [A.4 we see that
Assumption 5] 4s fulfilled with Hy := D(B*).

5.4. Example. Let H := 7,(R%) for some p € R. We set G := St 41
assume that the coefficients L : G — H and A : G — (2(H) are given by

(RY) and

Z)\ )0y + a(y),

ZH )0y +a’(y), jEN

with continuous mappings \; : H - R, i =1,...,d, o : H— H, r; : H — (*(R),
i=1,...,d, and 0 : H — (*(H). By Lemma[B.8 we see that Assumption [51 is
fulfilled with Hy := . (R%).

5.5. Definition. Let yo € H be arbitrary. A triplet (B, W,Y) is called a local ana-
lytically weak martingale solution to the SPDE (1) with Yo = yo if the following
conditions are fulfilled:
(1) B = (2,7, (%t)ter,,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 T > 0, for each ¢ € Hy we have P-almost surely

I <|<L;S<,YS>H (G alY) ]
0

(5.6)
+HA §Y>H+<§a ( HH@2(H))dS<OOa tERJr
and P-almost surely
tAT
<CaY;5/\T>H = <§ay0>H +/ (<E;‘/SC3Y;>H + <Caa(Ys)>H)dS
(5.7) 0

+ /OMT (A3, ¢, Yy + (¢ o(Ye))u)dWs, teRy,
where for each y € H we agree on the notation
(A C v = (A Cym) oy € C(H),
(CoW)u = ({C.o? (W)n) ey € C(H).

The stopping time T is also called the lifetime of Y.
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If we can choose T = oo, then (B,W,Y) is also called a global analytically weak
martingale solution (or simply an analytically weak martingale solution) to the
SPDE (I1) with Yo = yo.

5.6. Remark. Note that the integrands in (58) and (Z7) are continuous and
adapted by virtue of the continuity of the mappings (22) and (23).

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) with Yo = yo.
Let .# be a finite dimensional C?-submanifold of H.

5.8. Definition. The submanifold .# is called weakly locally invariant for the
SPDE (I1) if for each yo € M there exists a local analytically weak martingale
solution 'Y to the SPDE (1)) with Yo = yo and lifetime 7 > 0 such that Y™ € A

up to an evanescent set.

5.9. Definition. The submanifold .4 is called weakly globally invariant (or simply
weakly invariant) for the SPDE (I1) if for each yo € M there exists a global
analytically weak martingale solution Y to the SPDE (I.1]) with Yo = yo such that
Y € 4 up to an evanescent set.

5.10. Remark. If # is locally invariant (or globally invariant) for the SPDE ({I1]),
then A is also weakly locally invariant (or weakly globally invariant) for the SPDE

(L1).

5.11. Theorem. Suppose that Assumption 5] is fulfilled. Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:
(i) The submanifold A is weakly locally invariant for the SPDE ([I1)).
(ii) We have # C G, the submanifold A is locally invariant for the SPDE
(L), and the mappings

(5.8) Lla : (A - Nle) = (H - #),
Al = (A Nr) = (D, e ary)

are continuous.

Proof. (ii) = (i): See Remark (.10

(i) = (ii): Let yo € A be arbitrary. Since Hy is dense in H, by Proposition B.14]
there exist a local parametrization ¢ : V' — U N.# around yy and a bounded linear
operator ¥ € L(H,R™) of the form ¢ = (¢, )y with (1,...,(n € Hp such that we
have ¢~! = 9|y z. Now, let y € UN.# be arbitrary, and set = := 1(y) € V. Since
the submanifold .# is weakly locally invariant for the SPDE (L)), there exist a
positive stopping time 7 > 0 and a local analytically weak martingale solution Y
to (L) with Yy = y and lifetime 7 such that Y7 € .# 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 Y7 € U N .# up to an evanescent set. Now, we define the continuous
R™-valued process X := ¢(Y"). Then we have X" € V, and since (1, ...,(n € Ho,
the process X is a local strong solution to the SDE

dX, = Lo(Xp)dt + Ac(X,)dW,

XO = T
with lifetime 7, where L¢ : V — R™ and A¢ : V — (2(R™) are given by
(5.10) Le(2) = (L ()G d(2))u + (¢ al(2) m

(5.11) A(z) = (A C 000w + (G0 (B()wr, G €N,
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Note that the mappings L¢ and A¢ are continuous by virtue of the continuity of
the mappings (5.2) and (5.3). Since ¢ € C?(V; H), by Itd’s formula (see [12, Thm.
2.3.1]) we obtain that the process Y is a local solution to the SPDE

(5.12) { Ay = ((6:L)(Ye) + 3 X532 G (AL AD(Y))di + (6 A¢) (Ye)dW,
Yo =y

with lifetime 7, where we recall the notation from Definition Let £ € Hy be

arbitrary. Then we have

(& Yinr)m = (& y)u + /OMT <§ (¢ Le)(Y- Z(b** (AL, AL)( ))>Hds

+ 6 (G A) V) wd W, 1€ R,
0

On the other hand, the process Y is a local analytically weak martingale solution
to the original SPDE (1)) with Yy = y and lifetime 7. Therefore, we have

(€Yo = (€l + | C(L3.6. Vb + (6. a(Ya)) i )ds

tAT B
+/ ((AV.&, Yo m + (€, 0(Ye))m)dWs, teR,.
0

Thus, taking into account Lemma I3 and the continuity of the mappings (G.2)
and (B3], we have

(5.13) <L;;§,y>H<§ (6L Zaﬁ** (41, A7) (y) — a<y>>,

(5.14) (A0 &, yhm = (€ (0 AL (y) — o (y)>H, jEN.
Taking into account Proposition and (5.4), we have
D(Ly) = D(Ly*) ={z € H : £ = (L}, 2) i is continuous on D(L;)}
as well as
D(flj) = D((/Ij)**) ={zeH: ¢ ((/Ij)*f,z)H is continuous on D((fl{/)*)}

for all j € N. This proves y € D(L,) and y € D(AJ) for all j € N. Taking into
account (B.II), we deduce that y € G. Consequently, we have .# C G. By (&.10)
and (B.IT)) we obtain

LC(‘r) = <Cal_’¢ ¢( )>H + <Ca (¢( ))>H = <CaL(¢($))>Ha
Al(w) = (G AL d@) i + (G o7 (@) = (G A (@@))m, jEN
for each z € V. Furthermore, from (5.13]) and (5.14) we obtain

<£,Eyy>H=<£ (6.L)(y Z% (AL, AL)(y) — a<y>>H,

(& ATy = (& (6. AL () — Uj(y)>H, jEN
for all £ € Hy and all y € U N .. Since Hj is dense in H, we obtain

L(y) = L(y,y) + a(y) = (¢ Lc)(y Z%A A (y),

Al(y) = A (y,y) + 07 (y) = (6. AD)(y), jEN

for all y € U N .#. Since yg € .4 at the beginning of the proof was chosen arbi-
trary, by Lemma [£.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 (L)) with Yy = yo, proving that .# is locally invariant for the SPDE

@D). O

5.2. SEMILINEAR STOCHASTIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

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

(5.15) {dYt = (BY, +a(Ys))dt + o(Y:)dW,

Yo = o
Such equations have been studied, for example, in [7, [16, 24} [3T]. Here the state
space H is a separable Hilbert space, and B : H D D(B) — H is a densely defined,

closed operator. Moreover o : H — H and o : H — ¢?(H) are continuous mappings.
We endow G := D(B) with the graph norm

(5.16) Iylle := \/llyllz + 1Byllz, v € G

By Proposition [A7] the pair (G, H) consists of separable Hilbert spaces with con-
tinuous embedding.

5.12. Remark. Note that the semilinear SPDE (513) is of the type (I1l) with
L = B+ «a and A = o. Furthermore, note that Assumption[5.1] is fulfilled with
L(y,z) = B(y) foralye G andz< H,
A=0,

and Hy = D(B*). The concept of a local martingale solution (or a global martingale
solution) from Definition is just the concept of a local strong solution (or a
global strong solution) for the semilinear SPDE ([513) 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 15 just the
concept of a local weak solution (or a global weak solution) for the semilinear SPDE
(Z19) in the sense of martingale solutions.

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

Let .# 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) # is a finite dimensional (G, H)-submanifold of class C*
(ii) A4 C G and the restriction Bl g : (A, - |lxg) — (H, || - ||x) is continuous.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition [3.37 O

5.15. Proposition. For a finite dimensional C?-submanifold .# of H the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold A is weakly locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE
GI9).

(ii) A is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C?%, which is locally invariant for the
semilinear SPDE ([5.17).

Proof. (i) = (ii): By Theorem E.ITl we have .# C G, the submanifold .Z is locally
invariant for the semilinear SPDE (5.15)), and the restriction B| 4 : (A, | - |u) —
(H, || |lz) is continuous. Moreover, by Lemma[5.14 the submanifold .# is a (G, H)-
submanifold of class C2.

(ii) = (i): This implication is obvious. O
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5.16. Theorem. Let .# be a finite dimensional C?-submanifold of H. Then the
following statements are equivalent:
(i) The submanifold A is weakly locally invariant for the semilinear SPDE

(Z13).
(ii) A is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C*, and we have

(5.17) oy eD(TAH), jeEN,
1 . ,
(5.18) [(B+a)l.aleer.a) — 5 > (07,0 L) = Olr .-
j=1

(iii) . is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C?, the mapping B|.z : (A, | - ||u) —
(H, ||| z) ts continuous, and for each yo € A there exists a local martingale
solution'Y to the SPDE (1)) with Yy = yo and lifetime T such that Y™ € #
up to an evanescent set and the sample paths of Y7 are continuous with
respect to the graph norm || - ||a.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition [5.15 and Theorem O

5.17. Remark. If we even have o/ € CY(H) for all j € N, and for eachy € .4 the
series 3.~ Do’ (y)o? (y) converges in H, then conditions (i)—(iii) are equivalent
to the following:

(iv) A is a (G, H)-submanifold of class C?, and we have [517) as well as

1 S
B|%+a|ﬂ—§ZDUJ'O"”%EF(T%).

j=1
This is a consequence of the decomposition (3.2) from Proposition [3.25

5.18. Remark. Let k € N and [ € Ny be arbitrary, let .4 be a CF-submanifold of H
and assume that 7 € C'(H) for all j € N. Then k is the degree of smoothness of the
submanifold, and [ is the degree of smoothness of the volatilities. In the literature,
the following situations have been considered:

(1) In [10] ét 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 | = 1.

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

Summing up these degrees of smoothness, we see that in our result we have also
achieved k + 1 = 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 we investigate the structure of the coeffi-
cients of the SPDE in case of invariance of such a submanifold, and in Section
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, Hy, H) be separable Hilbert spaces with continuous embeddings. We con-
sider the SPDE (LT with continuous mappings L : G — H and A : G — (*(H).
Let d € N be a positive integer, and let T = (T'(t))scge be a multi-parameter
Co-group on H such that T|g is a multi-parameter Cyp-group on G, and T'|g, is
a multi-parameter Cop-group on Hy. We denote by B = (Bjy,...,By) the gener-
ator of T'; see Appendix [Al for further details. We assume that Hy C D(B) and
G C D(B?). Furthermore, we assume that B;|g, € L(Ho, H) and B;|¢ € L(G, Hy)
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for each i = 1,...,d. Let yo € G be arbitrary, and denote by 1 € C?(R%; H) the
orbit map given by (t) := T(t)yo for each t € R%. Let .# be an m-dimensional
C2%-submanifold of R? for some m < d, and let .# be an m-dimensional (G, Ho, H)-
submanifold of class C?, which is induced by (1, .4); see Definition Recall
that this requires that | 4 : A — ¥ (A4) is a homeomorphism, and that 1) is a
C2-immersion on 4.

6.1. Remark. For a multi-dimensional sequence o = (o1,...,04) € (*(R?) =
(2(R)*4 we denote by o' € R™? the matriz with elements (o0 " )ik = (03, Ok)e2(r)
for all i,k = 1,...,d. If there is an index r € N such that o7 = 0 for all j > r,
then we may regard the sequence o as a matriz o € R¥", and oo ' is just the usual
matriz multiplication with the transpose matriz.

6.2. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The submanifold A s locally invariant for the SPDE (11]).
(ii) The submanifold .4 is locally invariant for the R*-valued SDE

dX; = b(Xp)dt+&(Xy)dW,
(6.1)
Xo = wo,
where the continuous mappings  : A — (2(R?) and b : A — R? are the
unique solutions of the equations
1o d_
(6.2) Ll.x = 3 Z (36" )ij o™ . Bijla + Z biot)"'.a Bil.a,
i,j=1 i=1

d
(63)  Alg=> 6loy ' 4Bila JjEN

i=1
Proof. Let y € .# be arbitrary, and set x := ¥ ~!(y) € 4. By Proposition [A11]
for j € N we have

d

d
(.07)(y) = DY(x)a’ (x) = >~ Bi(w)al (x) = Dol (v () By

i=1 i=1

as well as

(b)) + 5 Z i (67,67)(y) = Dip()b(z) + 5 Z D*(2)(07 (x), &7 (x))

Therefore, applying Theorem [4.10] concludes the proof. ([l

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

(1) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SPDE ({I1).
(2) The submanifold A has one chart with a global parametrization ¢ : V. —
N

(3) The open set V is globally invariant for the R™-valued SDE

{ dEt = E(Et)dt + G(Et)th

(64) E0 = 505



INVARIANT MANIFOLDS IN CONTINUOUSLY EMBEDDED HILBERT SPACES 45

whose coefficients a : V — (>(R™) and £ : V — R™ are the unique solutions
of the equations

(6.5) 7 =g, jeN,
_ 1
(6.6) b:(‘p*f—l—i;(p**(aﬂ,aj),

where the continuous mappings  : A — (2(R?) and b : A — R? are the
unique solutions of the equations (63) and (6.3)

Then the submanifold .# is globally invariant for the SPDE (1), and the subma-
nifold AN is globally invariant for the SDE (61]).

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 411} O

6.4. Remark. Erxamples of submanifolds .4 as in Theorem [62 are obtained from
Ezamples with k = 2 and choosing G = D(B?) as well as Hy = D(B).
Moreover, regarding Proposition [6.3, recall that the submanifold 4 has one chart
if / 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
(1, 4), and shown that the coefficients of the SPDE (1) must be of the form
62) and (63)). 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));ere be a multi-parameter Cp-group on H as in Section [6.11
Furthermore, let .# be an m-dimensional (G, Hy, H )-submanifold of class C?, which
is locally invariant for the SPDE (LI). Suppose that for each j = 1,..., m we have
AJ € C(G; Hp) with an extension 47 € C'(Hy; H). Let yo € .# be arbitrary. By
Proposition there exists a local parametrization ¢ : V. — U N .4 around yg
such that

peC(V;G)NCHV; Hy) N C*(V; H).
We assume there exists a mapping A : V. — R™*? of class C! such that
(6.7) Aly) = A)Bly), yeUn,

where  := ¢~ 1(y) € V, and where we use the notations 4 = (A!,..., A™) and
B = (Bi,...,By). Then the volatilities Al,...  A™ are locally of the form (6.3).
We assume that

dimlin{A'y,..., A"y} =m foreachyc UN.#.
By Theorem FE3] we have Al,..., A™ € I'(T.#), and hence
(6.8) T, # =1lin{A'y,...,A™y} foreachyec UN.Z.
6.5. Lemma. There exists a mapping I' : V. — R™*™ of class C* such that
(6.9) Vo(z) =T(x)Ad(z), x€V.

Proof. Let x € V be arbitrary, and set y := ¢(z) € U N .#. Noting (6.8)), the two
sets

{81¢(z)ﬂ s 78m¢(x)} and {A1¢($)7 ce aAm¢(z)}

are bases of T,/ . Hence, there is a unique matrix I'(z) € R™*™ such that V¢(z) =
I(z)A¢(x). This gives us a mapping I' : V' — R™*™ gatisfying (69). The mapping
V¢ : V — H is of class C! because ¢ € C?(V; H). Furthermore, the mapping A¢
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is of class C! because ¢ € C1(V; Hy) and A7 € C'(Hy; H) for each j = 1,...,m.
Consequently, the mapping T is of class C', which concludes the proof. O

Now, we consider the product ® :=T'- A : V — R™*?_ which is again of class
C'. Furthermore, we set xo := ¢~!(yo) € V. Recall that 1 € C?(R%; H) denotes
the orbit map given by (t) := T(t)yo for each t € R<.

6.6. Theorem. Suppose that ® has a primitive and satisfies tk ®(xo) = m. Then
there exist an m-dimensional C?-submanifold A of R? and an open neighborhood
Uy C U of yo such that the submanifold Uy N A is induced by (v, A).

Proof. We may assume that the open set V is a connected neighborhood of xy. By
67) and ([G3) the mapping ¢ € C?(V; H) is a D(B)-valued solution to the PDE

{V¢($) = ®(2)Bo(z), xeV,
#(x0) = Yo

By assumption the mapping ® has a primitive ¢ : V — R?. We may assume that
©(xg) = 0. Thus, by Proposition [A.12] we obtain ¢ = 1) o . Since V¢ = ® and
tk ®(z9) = m, the mapping ¢ is a C2-immersion at xo. Hence, by Lemma
there exists an open neighborhood Vj C V of zero such that ¢|y, : Vo — ¢(W)
is a homeomorphism and |y, is a C2-immersion. Moreover, by Lemma B3.31] the
set A 1= ¢(Vp) is an m-dimensional C2?-submanifold of R%. Since ¢ : V. — U N
A is a homeomorphism, there exists an open neighborhood Uy C U of yg such
that ¢(Vo) = Uy N 4, and hence Uy N # = p(A). Note that ¢| 4 : A —
¥(A) is a homeomorphism, because ¢|y, : Vo = ¥(A") and ¢|y, : Vo — A are
homeomorphisms. Furthermore, by the chain rule, for each = € .4 we have

Di(z)|r,.»r = DP(§)Dp(§)~" € L(Tp N, H),

where £ := ¢71(x) € V), showing that v is a C%-immersion on .4 . O

6.7. Remark. We may assume that the open set V' is a simply connected neighbor-
hood of xoy. Then ® has a primitive if and only if
8@% 8@jk

.~ 9 foralli,j=1,....mandk=1,...,d.
Zj €T

6.3. INVARIANT SUBMANIFOLDS IN HERMITE SOBOLEV SPACES

In this section we will apply our findings from Section in order to construct
examples of invariant submanifolds in Hermite Sobolev spaces; see Appendix [Bl
for further details about Hermite Sobolev spaces. Let p € R be arbitrary and set
G = Sp1(RY), Hy := o1 (RY) and H := .7, (R%). Furthermore, let 7 = (7;) yepa
be the translation group. Let b € ._(,11)(R%:RY) and o € £2(.7_ (,41) (R% R?)) be
given, where for any g € R we agree on the notation

Sy (RERY) = 7 (RY) >,

which, endowed with the norm

d 1/2
lflq,d¢<2|fi||§> . fe FRERY,
=1

is also a separable Hilbert space. Furthermore, the norm on ¢2 (S (Rd; R%)) will be
denoted by || - [|;.¢2. We define the coefficients L : G — H and A7 : G — H, for
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j € N of the SPDE (L)) as
d

2 (o9}, ) )ii05y = > (bi,y)dy,

d
(6.10) L(y) :=
ij=1 i=1
d

N | —

(6.11) Al(y)

_Z<0-Zay>alya j € Na
i=1

where (-, -) denotes the dual pair on .%_,11)(R?) x .7,41(R?); see Lemma [B.3 and
also Remark [B.4l Furthermore (o,y) € £2(R?) is given by (0,y) := ({07, y))en,
where for ¢ € .7 (,11)(RGR?) we define (c,y) € R? as (¢,y) := ((ci,y))i=1,....a.
Recalling the notation introduced in Remark [6.1] it is obvious that L : G — H is
continuous. In order to analyze the mapping A := (A7) ,cn, for each j € N we define
Al Hyx G— H as

d
(6.12) Ay, z) = —Z(of,z)@iy, (y,2) € Hy x G.
i=1
Note that
(6.13) Al(y) = Al(y,y) forallye G and j € N.

Moreover, by Lemma B3 for each j € N the definition (GI2) provides bounded
bilinear operators A7 € L(G,G; Hy) and A’ € L(Hy, G; H).

6.8. Lemma. The following statements are true:
(1) The definition (6.12) provides a bounded bilinear operator
A€ L(G,G;*(Hy)).
(2) The definition (6.11) provides a continuous mapping A : G — ¢?(Hy).
(3) The definition (6.12) provides a bounded bilinear operator
A € L(Hy,G;*(H)).
(4) The mapping G — H, y Zjil AV (A (y),y) is well-defined and continu-
ous.

Proof. Using Lemma [BF for all y, 2 € G we have

o d o d
1AW, 21220y <A YD Kol 2P 10ul5, <d DY Nl 2 iz Ny

j=11i=1 j=1i=1
< Cdlo]| 41y 2 llylE 1211

with a universal constant C' > 0, proving the first statement. Since we have (G.13),
the second statement follows as well. Similarly, using Lemma [B.5] for all y € Hy
and z € G we have

d d
1A, gy < dY ol ) P10wllE < A odlIZ gy I lIEN 1,
i=1 i=1
< Cd|lo|2 i) e lyl7n, 211G

with a universal constant C' > 0, proving the third statement. Now, for j € N we
define B’ : (?(Hp) x G — H as

By, z) = Ay, 2).
Then B := (Bj) jen provides a bounded bilinear operator
B € L({*(Hy), G; (' (H)).
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Indeed, using Lemma and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all y € ¢2(H,)
and z € G we obtain

1By, ) lerny = DI Nl < C Y Mo |- any.ally’ a2l

j=1 j=1
< Clloll=@+1),e2 1yl 2o Izl

with a universal constant C' > 0. By Lemma @12 the mapping ¢'(H) — H,
z v+ 302, %) belongs to L(¢'(H), H). Therefore, and since A : G — (*(Hp) is
continuous, the proof is completed. (Il

6.9. Remark. Note that the mapping A : G — (?(Hy) generally does not satisfy
the smoothness assumption imposed in Theorem [{.20), where it is required that for
every j € N the mapping A7 € C(G; Hy) admits an extension A7 € C*(Ho; H).
Indeed, for this we would need that for alli =1,...,d and all j € N the continuous
linear functional (0?,-) : G — R admits a continuous extension (0?,-) : Hy — R,
and this is only true if we make the stronger assumption o € 52(Y_(p+%)(Rd; R%)).

Let ® € G be arbitrary, and denote by 1 € C?(R% H) the orbit map given
by 1 (x) = 7,® for each x € R% Due to our results from Section we are in
the mathematical setting of Section [6.1l In particular, by Proposition we have
Hy C D(-9) and G C D((—9)?). Let 4 be an m-dimensional C?-submanifold
of R?, and let .# be an m-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C2, which
is induced by (v, .4"). Recall that this requires that |y : A — P(A) is a
homeomorphism, and that 1 is a C2-immersion on .4,

6.10. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SPDE (I1).
(ii) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the R?-valued SDE

(6.14) { dX; = b(Xy)dt +a(X.)dWy
Xo = o,
where the continuous mappings & : R? — (2(RY) and b : R — R? are
defined as
(6.15) o/ = (07, ¥(-)), jeEN,
(6.16) b= (b, ().
Proof. Noting the definitions (611)) and (6I0), this is a consequence of Theorem
0.2l O

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

(1) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SPDE ({11).
(2) The submanifold A has one chart with a global parametrization ¢ : V. —
N

(3) The open set V is globally invariant for the R™-valued SDE ([6-4)), whose
coefficients a : V. — (2(R™) and ¢ : V — R™ are the unique solutions of
the equations

6J|~/V:(p*a’j) jENa

oo

_ 1 . .
b|./V = (10*£+ 5 Z@**(ajaaj)a

Jj=1

where the continuous mappings & : R? — (2(R?) and b : R? — R? are given

by (6.13) and (G.16)
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Then the submanifold .# is globally invariant for the SPDE ({1.1), and the subma-
nifold A is globally invariant for the SDE (6.1]).

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition [6.3} O

Now, we will construct some examples of induced submanifolds which are in-
variant for the SPDE (1)) with coefficients given by (610) and (@II]). Recall that
be S (pr1)(REGRY) and o € £2(S (1) (R%GR?)), and that (-,-) denotes the dual
pair on %_(,11) (RY) x p41(R?). In each of the upcoming examples, we will impose
conditions on the choice of p. Also recall that R™ x {0} C R? denotes the subspace
R™ x {0} = lin{ey,...,em}, where e1,..., e, € R? are the first m unit vectors.
The following examples of invariant submanifolds are consequences of Theorem
[6.10, Proposition and Examples with k& = 2.

6.12. Example (Distributions given by measures). We choose p € R such that
p+1<—% andlet ® = p € G be a finite signed measure on (R, B(R?)) with
compact support such that u(RY) # 0. Furthermore, setting A := R™ x {0} we

assume that for all x € A we have
(6.17) (b, Tap) € N,
(6.18) (07 Tou)y €N, jEN.
Then the set
M= (N ) ={Tpp iz €N}
is an m-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C? with one chart, which is
globally invariant for the SPDE {I1l). The global invariance follows from Remark

2.3, because the coefficients a : R™ — (2(R™) and £ : R™ — R™ are bounded by
virtue of Lemma[B 13

6.13. Example (Distributions given by polynomials). We choose p € R such that

p+1<f%f%forsomeneNsuchthatmgngd, and let ® = f € G

be the polynomial f : R — R given by f(x) = x1 - ... - x,. Furthermore, setting
A :=R™ x {0} we assume that for all x € N we have

(6.19) (b, f) € N,

(6.20) (o9, 1. f) e N, jeEN.

Then the set
Mo=(N)={1af :x €N}

is an m-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C? with one chart, which is
locally invariant for the SPDE (IL1). If m = n = 1, which means that /" =R x {0}
and f(x) = x1, then A is even globally invariant for the SPDE (I1l). Taking
into account Remark [2.9, this follows from Lemma [B 15, which ensures that the
coefficients a : R™ — (2(R™) and £ : R™ — R™ 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 C!-functions). We choose p € R such that
p+1>94+1 andlet ® = ¢ € G be arbitrary. Setting A := R™ x {0}, we

assume there are z1,. .., zm € R such that the matriz (0i0(25))ij=1,....m € RT™>*™
is invertible, and we assume that for all x € A we have
(6.21) (b, Tx0) € N,

(6.22) (07, 120y €4, jEN.
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Then the set
Mo=Y(N)={rpp:x €N}

is an m-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C? with one chart, which
is locally invariant for the SPDE (I1]). Note that the invertibility of the matriz
(010(25))i.j=1,...,m 18 required in order to ensure that 1 is an immersion on A ; see
Proposition [377. If b; € L*(R?) fori=1,...,d and sz € L2(R?) fori=1,...,d
and j € N, then M is even globally invariant for the SPDE (I1). This follows
from Remark 29, because, recalling that L*(R?) = % (RY), by Lemma [BI4 the
coefficients a : R™ — (2(R™) and £ : R™ — R™ are bounded.

6.15. Remark. Note that in each of the previous examples we have considered the
submanifold A :=R™ x {0}, which ensures that in any case the assumptions from
Ezamples [348 concerning A are fulfilled. Since the submanifold A is a linear
space, in any case the respective conditions (6.17)-(018), (613)-(620) or (6 Z1))-
(622) ensures that A is locally invariant for the SDE (6.17); see Corollary [{.]
Of course, we can also consider other choices of the submanifold A such that the
assumptions from Ezamples [348 are fulfilled. In particular, noting Theorem [{.3,
in the situation of Example[612 we can choose any m-dimensional C2-submanifold
N of R such that

|y eT(TH), jEN,

_ 1 . .
bl lorsy — 3 > 6wl = O,

j=1
where the continuous mappings & : R? — (2(R?) and b: RY — R? are defined as
oI (x) := (07, o), jEN,
b(z) := (b, Top)
for each x € R?.

6.16. Remark. Consider the particular situation m = d, A = R?* and ® = §,
which is covered by Example[6.12. Then, by LemmalB 12 the invariant submanifold
s given by

M= {0, : x € RY},
and the coefficients of the SDE (6.14)) are simply given by b=1b and & = o.

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 (I1l) with coefficients
(610) and (611) can be realized locally as Y = Tx,® with an R%-valued Ité process
X.

7. INTERPLAY BETWEEN SPDES AND FINITE DIMENSIONAL SDES

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

dXt = b(Xt)dt +O'(Xt)th
(7.1) <
0o = <o

with measurable mappings b : R? — R? and ¢ : R? — ¢?(R%). We assume that for
some ¢ > 4 we have b € .7, (R%;R?) and o € 2(.7, (R4 RY)).
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7.1. Remark. Note that sufficient conditions for the assumption that the compo-
nents of b and o belong to .#,(R%) are provided by Proposition [B.21] and Corollary
B.22.

7.2. Lemma. The mappings b: RY — R? are o : RY — (2(R%) are continuous and
bounded.

Proof. By the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces (Theorem
[B.19) the mapping b : R — R? is continuous and bounded, and for each j € N
the mapping o7 : R — R? is continuous and bounded. Let z € R? and j € N be
arbitrary. By Theorem [B.19 we have

lo? (@)]| < Cllo?[lq.a

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

Consequently, by Remark 9 for each 29 € R? there exists a global weak solution
X to the SDE (7)) with Xy = z¢. Let .4 be an m-dimensional C%-submanifold of
R? for some m < d. Taking into account Remark [6.16] our idea is to link invariance
of the submanifold .4 for the SDE (Z.1)) with invariance of the submanifold .# for
the SPDE (LI) in Hermite Sobolev spaces, where .# is defined in (7.2)) below. For
this purpose, we set p := —(g+1). Then we have ¢ = —(p+1) as wellas p+1 < —4,
and hence, we can consider the SPDE (L)) with coefficients (610) and (@I1)) in
the framework of the previous Section B3 with G = .7_,(R?), Hy = Yf(qu%)(]Rd),
H=5_(441) (R9) and ® = &y. As pointed out in Remark [6.16] then the coefficients
of the SDE (6.14)) are simply given by b = b and & = o, and hence, the SDE (Z.1))
from this section coincides with the SDE (6.14]). By Lemma [BI2] the orbit map
Y € C%(R% H) is given by ¢(z) = §, for each z € R?. Therefore, by Examples
with k = 2 the set

(7.2) Moo= Pp(N) = {0y x €N

is a d-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C?, which is induced by (¢, .4").
The following result shows how local invariance of the submanifold 4" for the SDE
(7)) is connected with local invariance of the submanifold .# for the SPDE (I.1J).

7.3. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SPDE (I1).
(ii) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SDE ([Z1)).

Proof. Taking into account Remark[G.16 this is a consequence of Theorem[G.10 [

7.4. Proposition. Suppose that the submanifold A is locally invariant for the SDE
(Z1)). Then the following statements are true:

(1) If the submanifold A" has one chart with a global parametrization ¢ : V —
A, and the open set V is globally invariant for the R™-valued SDE (6-)),
whose coefficients a : V — (>(R™) and £ : V — R™ are the unique solutions
of the equations

0J|JV:90*GJ5 jENa

1 o
b|./V = (JD*Z + 5 j;go**(ajaa])a
then the submanifold .4 is globally invariant for the SPDE (1), and the
submanifold A is globally invariant for the SDE ([Z1)).
(2) If the submanifold ./ is closed as a subset of R?, then it is globally invariant
for the SDE (71)).
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Proof. The first statement is a consequence of Proposition [6.11l In the situation of
the second statement, let zg € .4 be arbitrary, and let X be a global weak solution
to the SDE (1) with X¢ = 2. We define the stopping time

:lnf{t€R+Xt¢f/V},

and, since .4 is closed as a subset of R%, arguing by contradiction we can show
that P(7 = 00) = 1; see, for example, the proof of [I3] Thm. 2.§]. O

Consequently, when we are interested in proving local invariance of the sub-
manifold .4 for the SDE (I)), we can alternatively show local invariance of the
submanifold .# for the SPDE (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 [T.I] we treat the invariance of submanifolds for co-
efficients given by vector fields, and in Section 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
(7.3) bly e T(TH),
(7.4) ol|ly eT(TH), jEN.

We are interested in finding an additional condition ensuring that .4 is locally
invariant for the SDE (). In the general framework of Section [ such a condition
is provided by Proposition In the present situation, we will establish another
equivalent condition by using the connection to the SPDE (ILI]). For the following
auxiliary result, recall the definition ([G12) of A7 for j € N.

7.5. Lemma. The following statements are true:
(1) For ally,z € M we have

Ay, z) = Dy(x)o’ (€), jeEN,
where x =~ y) € A and £ =71 (2) € N
(2) In particular, we have
Al g =v.0|y, jeEN.
(3) We have
L~ %;MAJ‘(-), Y = bablr-

Proof. Recalling ([@I0) and (G.IT]), these statements follow from Proposition B.43]
where for the third statement we note that for each y € .# we have

o d
> A (AI(y), ) = - ZZ ol )8 A% (y =Zz<af,y> (ol v) Oy

Jj=11i=1 Jj=11i=1 k=1
d
_ 2
= Z o,y){(0,y) )ik Oy
i,k=1
This completes the proof. (I

Concerning the notation used in equations (Zh) and (Z6) below, we refer to
Definition .11

7.6. Theorem. Suppose that conditions (Z.3) and (77)) are fulfilled. Then the fol-

lowing statements are equivalent:
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(1) A is locally invariant for the SDE (71).
(ii) We have

(7.5) Z oy, 0? |yl = Oleern)-
(iii) We have
(7.6) Z ([A ., AN ) — [A (A (), )adIeermy) = Oleer.m-

Jj=1

Proof. (i) < (ii): This equivalence is a consequence of Proposition
(i) < (iii): By Lemmas [(.5] and 3230 we have

Al g eT(TA), jeN,

Lla =3 S F(4(), ) €T(T.A).

j=1
The latter relation shows that
1 . )
LLlrera) = 5 D A A )
j=1

Z (A Al — (A (A (), ) aIr o)

wl»—l

and thus, the stated equivalence is a consequence of Theorem and Theorem

4.3 O

If the submanifold .4 is affine, then it is locally invariant for the SDE (1)) if
and only if we have (73] and (7.4). This is a consequence of Corollary .7l More
generally, we have the following result. Recall that T'*(T'.#") denotes the space of
all locally simultaneous vector fields on .4"; see Definition B.11]

7.7. Proposition. Suppose that

(7.7) by e T(TH),

(7.8) ol|y eT*(TH), jEN.

Then the submanifold A is locally invariant for the SDE ([Z1)).
Proof. By Lemmas and we have

(7.9) Al g €T (T M), 2z, jEN,
1 - .
(7.10) Lla =5 ;AJ(AJ('), Now €TV(TA),

where T',(T.#) denotes the space of all local vector fields on .# around z; see
Definition BI0l Using the decomposition ([34) from Proposition .25 we obtain

(AL, AN ) = (A (A7 (), )eroary, G €N

Therefore, condition (Z6) is fulfilled, and hence, by Theorem the submanifold
A is locally invariant for the SDE (Z1]). O

7.8. Remark. Once we have established (7.9) and (Z10), alternatively we can also
use Theorem [1.21] and Theorem [Z.3 in order to conclude the proof of Proposition
774
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7.9. Remark. Consider the R¢-valued Stratonovich SDE

(7.11) { X = o(Xy)dt + o(X;) o dW,
0o = X9

with a continuous mapping ¢ : R — R, It is well known that the submanifold A
is locally invariant for the Stratonovich SDE (ZI1)) if and only if

cly € (TN,
o/|y eD(TN), jeEN,

see, for example [26, Cor. 1.i]. In Proposition [T we present similar conditions,
namely (Z7) and (Z.8), which are sufficient for local invariance of the submanifold
N for the Ito SDE ({Z1).

For the following results we will assume that even o € ¢2 (“y 41 (R4;RY)). Note
that p + % =—(¢+ %) and q + % =—(p+ %), which shows that
d d
Ho = S 3 (RY) = 7 (g14)RY).
Furthermore, note that for each j € N the definition ([6I2]), where (-,-) denotes

the dual pair on .7 1 (RY) x S (q41 )(Rd), provides bounded bilinear operators
AV € L(G, Hy; Hy) and A7 € L(Hy, Ho; H).

7.10. Lemma. Suppose that o € EQ(YH% (R4 R?)). Then the following statements
are true:

(1) The definition (613) provides a bounded bilinear operator
A € L(G, Ho; *(Hy)).

(2) The definition (611]) provides a continuous mapping A : Ho — ¢2(H).
(3) The definition (613) provides a bounded bilinear operator

A€ L(Ho, Hy; 0*(H)).
(4) We have A7 € CY(Ho; H) for each j € N, and the mapping G — H,
Y Z;’il DA (y)AI(y) is well-defined and continuous.
Proof. Using Lemma [B.F for all y, 2 € G we have

1Ay 222 (210 < dZZI ol 2) 10y, < dZZIIUJH N 7

j=11i=1 j=11i=1
< Cdlol7, s eyl 121IE

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, 2 € Hy we have

d d
1A, )y < A Wol, ) Pl0wlle < dd Nlodll2, s 120, Iyl 3,

i=1 =1
< Cdlolyy 1 ellylizm =),

with a universal constant C > 0, proving the third statement. For each j € N
we have A7 € C'(Hy; H), because A%(y) = AJ(y,y) for each y € Hy and A7 €
L(Hy, Ho; H). Now, for j € N we define ®/ : (*(L(Hy, H)) x {*(Hp) — H as

QIT, ) :=T927.
Then & := ($7),cn provides a bounded bilinear operator

® € L(¢*(L(Ho, H)), ¢*(Ho); ¢ (H)).
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Indeed, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for all T € L(¢*(L(Ho, H)) and 2z €
¢?(Hy) we obtain

12(T, 2)ller () = Z 17727 || < Z HTjHL(Ho,H)HZjHHo
— —

S NN ezz (a0, 100 121l 02116 -
Furthermore, note that
L(Ho, ¢*(L(Ho, H))) = L(Ho, Ho; ¢*(H)).
Indeed, for T' € L(Hy,¢*(L(Hy, H))) we assign ¢r € L(Ho, Ho; (>(H)) as
¢r(y.2) = (TyV'2) ey

which provides an isometric isomorphism. By identification, for each j € N we have
BJ := DA’ € L(Hy, Ho; H), and by the Leibniz rule we obtain

Bi(y,z) = Al(y,2) + Al(z,y), y,z € Hy.

The series B := (B7) jen provides a bounded bilinear operator
B € L(Hy, Ho; (*(H)).
Indeed, using Lemma [B.5] for all y, 2 € Hy we have

1By, )72y = ZIIB” Y,z HH<4CdZ”O—j”2+ allyllz 121,

*40d||0||24r eyl 2 IIH0

with a universal constant C > 0. By Lemma 2] the mapping (*(H) —
z v+ 302, % belongs to L(¢*(H), H). Therefore, and since A : G — EQ(HO) is
continuous, the proof is completed. (I

7.11. Lemma. Suppose that o € (*(7 1 (R4 RY)). Then we have o7 € C5(R?)
for each j € N, and the mapping R* — R?, 2 — Z;’;l Do’ (x)o? (z) 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 o7 € C}(R?), and for each x € R? we have

lo? @)l + 11D @) < Cllo? ||, g
with a universal constant C' > 0, and hence
|Do? (z)o? ()| < [|Do? ()] |o? ()| < 02||Jj||2yq+%(Rd;Rd)'
Hence, the statement follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. [

7.12. Remark. Ifo € £2(5ﬁq+%(Rd;Rd)), then by Lemma 711l the Ito SDE ({Z1))
can equivalently be expressed by the Stratonovich SDE ([Z.11)), where the continuous
mapping ¢ : R* — RY is given by

1 & o
(7.12) c:b—§ZD03-03.

7.13. Proposition. Suppose that o € EQ(YH% (R4;RY)). Then we have the decom-
position

(7.13) > DA Al 4= ZAJ (A7(- |,,,+¢*(ZDUJ aa|ﬂ)

j=1 j=1
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Proof. Let j € N be arbitrary. By the Leibniz rule we have
DA (y)z = A (y,2) + A’ (z,y), y.z€G,
and hence
DA (y) A (y) = A (y, A (y)) + A (A(y),y), yeG.

Now, let y € .# be arbitrary. Then we have y = §,, where z := 1 ~(y) € A
Therefore, by duality we obtain

d d d
Ay, A (y) == (o], A W)y =YD (0], (o, v)0ky) 0y
i=1 i=1 k=
d d =
:_ZZ akaz,y ak, ZZ&W x)0y
1=1 k=1 1=1 k=1
d

= Z(ei, Do’ ()0 (2))0;y.

Therefore, for all y € .# we obtain

) d )
ZDAJ z:: NENEDY <ei,;Daj($)aj(x)>8iy.

Consequently, using Proposition 3.43] completes the proof. O

7.14. Proposition. Suppose that o € €2(Yq+%(Rd;Rd)). If conditions (7.3) and
(74) are fulfilled, then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SDE ([Z1)).
(ii) We have 372 Do’ - 07| 4 € T(TN).
(iii) We have c|4 € T(T.A), where the continuous mapping ¢ : R4 — R? is
given by (Z13).

If any of the previous conditions is fulfilled, then we have

Ll — 5 3 B0, ) = by € (T,

j=1

1 — S
L|/,[—§Z;DAJ-AJ|/,[ = Yuc|y € T(TA),
=

and the difference is given by

(£l =3 S F0 e ) - (P~ 3304 )

j=1 j=1

1 > S
= St (ZDO’J -aﬂ|,y> e (T.4).
Jj=1
Proof. Noting Lemma [T.T0] the equivalences (i) < (ii) < (iii) are a consequence of
Theorem [£.20l The additional statements follow from Lemma and the decom-
position ([CI3) from Proposition [[13] O

Consequently, we see the following connection between the coefficients of the
SDE (1)) and the associated SPDE (LI]). The vector field in (£24) corresponds to
the drift b, and the vector field in (£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
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7.2. SUBMANIFOLDS GIVEN BY ZEROS OF SMOOTH FUNCTIONS

Now, let .4 be a (d—n)-dimensional C2-submanifold of R for some n € N such that
n < d. We assume there exist an open subset O C R? and a mapping f : R? — R”
such that

(7.14) N ={ze€O0: f(x) =0}
Concerning the components of f we assume that fj, € .11 (R?) forallk =1,...,n.
Recalling that ¢ > %, by the Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces

(Theorem [B19) we have f € C?(R%;R™). We also assume that Df(z)R? = R" for
all z € 4. Then, by Lemma B.I7] we have

(7.15) T,V =ker Df(x) for each x € 4.
We define the operator . : C2(R?) — C(R9) as

[\

(Z9)@) = Y bi@dig@) + 5 - (@) )ihg(a), @R,

ij=1

and for each j € N we define the operator &7 : C%(R?) — C(R?) as
d
(g) (@) = ol (@)dg(x), xecR™
i=1

7.15. Theorem. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) The submanifold A is locally invariant for the SDE ([Z1]).
(ii) For allk =1,...,n we have
(7.16) Lfely =0,
(7.17) A fyly =0, jeN.
Before we provide the proof of Theorem [T.I5] let us state some consequences.

Note that we can decompose the operator .Z as . = 2 + %, where the first
order operator .#; : C2(R?) — C(RY) is given by

d
(“1g)(z) = Zbi(x)aig(x)v z €RY,

and the second order operator %5 : C%(R%) — C(R?) is given by

d
(%9)@) =3 Y (@) )R g(w), @ ek

7.16. Proposition. Conditions (Z.3) and (7)) are satisfied if and only if for all
k=1,...,n we have

L frly =0,

A frly =0, jeEN,
and in this case, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) A is locally invariant for the SDE (71).
(ii)) We have Lofily =0 for allk=1,...,n.

Proof. The first equivalence follows from Lemma 317 and in this case, the equiv-
alence (i) < (ii) is a consequence of Theorem [7.15 O

7.17. Corollary (Unit sphere). Let d > 2 be arbitrary, and consider the unit sphere
St = {z € R?: ||lz|| = 1}. Then the following statements are equivalent:
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(i) S?=1 is globally invariant for the SDE (Z.1)).
(i) S9! is locally invariant for the SDE (7.1).
(iii) For each x € S~ we have
1
(7.18) (x,b(z)) + §tr(o(x)a(z)T) =0,
(7.19) (x,07(x)) =0, jeN.
Proof. (i) < (ii): Since S~ is a closed subset of R%, this equivalence follows from

Proposition [T.4l
(ii) < (iii): By Lemma [B.I] there exists a function f € .7, (R?) such that

fl@)=alI* -1, z€oO,

where O C R? denotes the open set O = {x € R?: ||z| < 2}. Furthermore, the unit
sphere S ! is a (d — 1)-dimensional submanifold having the representation

t={zc0: f(z) =0}
For each x € O we obtain the partial derivatives
8Zf(z) :2551'; iil,...,d,
O f(x) =265, i,j=1,....d,
which in particular shows that D f(z)R? = R for all 2 € S¥~1. Therefore, applying
Theorem completes the proof. O
7.18. Example (Stroock’s representation of spherical Brownian motion). Let S%1

be the unit sphere in R, and consider the R%-valued Stratonovich SDE

{ dXt = (Id — XtXtT) e} th

(7.20) X — a

with an R%-valued Wiener process W ; see [18, Example 3.3.2]. With our notation,
the volatilities o, ..., 0% : R = R? are given by
O'j(SC) = (5” 7561'1']')1':1 777 d:ei—zjz, ]: 1,...,d.

Let us compute the corresponding Ité dynamics. For this purpose, let x € R? be
arbitrary. Then we have

aiO'j(SC) = 75@'1‘7:6]'61', i,jil,...,d,

and hence, for each j =1,...,d we obtain
d
Do’ (z)o? (x) = Z 0i;(2)0;07 (2) = — Z(éij —z;x5) (i + xje;)
i=1
d
= — Z(éijx + 51']‘.%']‘61' — $il'j5ijl' — $i$?€i)
i=1
d
= - —xe; + x?m + x? Z Tie; = —T — xjej + 290?90.
i=1

Therefore, we have

ZDJJ = —do —z +2||z|%z = —(d+ 1 - 2||z]|?)a.
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In particular, for x € ST we obtain

d
1 . , d—1
3 E Do’ (z)o? (x) = — 5
j=1

Therefore, we may alternatively consider the R%-valued Ité SDE

{ dX; = —%2Xdt+ (Id - X, X,")dW;

(7.21) X —

cf., for example, equation (2.1) in [25]. Using Corollary 717, we will show that the
unit sphere S¥=1 is globally invariant for the SDE ({ZZ1). First, note that the SDE
(ZZ1) is of the form (). Let O C RY be the open set O = {z € R? : ||z|| < 2}.
By virtue of Lemmal[Bl there exist b; € S,(RY), i =1,...,d such that

d—1

b(x) = — 5 x, x€O0,

where b = (b;)i=1.....a, and there exist 0;; € S,(RY), i, =1,...,d such that
o(x)=Id—zz', z€O,

where 0 = (0)i j=1,...a- Hence, we may assume that the coefficients b : RY — R?
and o : R? — R4 of the SDE (7)) are given by these mappings with components
from Z,(R). Now, let x € S¥! be arbitrary. Since the matriz o(x) is symmetric,
taking into account the identification R% = R4 we have

o) z=c@)z=>0d-zz )z =z -2z’ z=2(1—-2"z)=2z(1 - |z|*) = 0.

T

Furthermore, since x'x = ||z||?> = 1, we obtain

ox)o(z) =o(@)?=(Id—zz")? =1d — 2z2 + 2z 2z’
=Id—zz' =o(x).
Therefore, we have
tr(o(z)o(z)") =tr(Id—2z") =d— [|z||* =d - 1,

and hence
1 d—1 d-1
(x,b(x)) + §tr(o(gg)g($)T) = + — = 0.

Consequently, by Corollary [Z17 the unit sphere S*~1 is globally invariant for the

SDE (Z21).

7.19. Remark. Suppose that the submanifold A is globally invariant for the SDE
(Z13), and that its complement R?\ A consists of two connected components N,
and A5. Then the two sets N1 U AN and N U AN are also globally invariant for
the SDE (7)), and the submanifold .4 is an absorbing set in the sense that for
each yo € RY we have Y € A up to an evanescent set on [, 00[, where Y denotes
any weak solution to the SDE ({Z1]) with Yy = yo, and T denotes the stopping time
7:=inf{t € Ry : Y} € A }. Some examples for the submanifold A are as follows:

o Let N be a (d— 1)-dimensional affine hyperplane. Then there are n € RY
and b € R such that
N ={zx € RY: (x,n) = b}.

By Corollary [{.7 and Proposition the affine hyperplane A is globally
invariant for the SDE (Z1)) if and only if conditions (Z3) and (74) are
fulfilled. Its complement R\ A consists of the two connected components

M={recR: (x,n) <b} and A5 ={xcR: (x,n) >b}.
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o Let N =S%1 be the unit sphere in R, By Corollary [Z17 the unit sphere
A is globally invariant for the SDE ([Z1) if and and only if conditions
(718) and (719) are fulfilled for each x € A . Its complement R® \ A
consists of the two connected components

M={zecR?: |z|| <1} and A ={xecR::|z|>1}.

e More generally, let A be a (d — 1)-dimensional submanifold of RY which
is compact and connected. By the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem its
complement R\ A consists of two connected components N, and Ns.

Now, we approach the proof of Theorem [T.I5l Recall that ¢ € C2(R?; H) denotes
the orbit map 1) = & with ® = §y. Thus, we have ¢(z) = 6, for all x € R?, and
by Proposition 3.44] the mapping v is a C%-immersion, and ¢ : RY — (R%) is a
homeomorphism. By Examples .48 the set

(7.22) H = 1(0) = {6, 1z € O}

is a d-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C? with one chart. Furthermore,
by Examples the set

(7.23) M= p(N) =6, x € N}

is a (d — n)-dimensional (G, Hy, H)-submanifold of class C?, which is induced by
(1, 4), and obviously we have .# C ¥ .

7.20. Lemma. The submanifold ¢ is locally invariant for the SPDE ({I1]).

Proof. Since the open subset O is locally invariant for the SDE (), this is an
immediate consequence of Theorem O

For the next auxiliary result note that fi, € %_,(R?) for all k = 1,...,n.

7.21. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) We have A = & N (i, ker({fx,")).
(2) For eachy € M we have Tyt =Ty N\, ker({fx,")).

Proof. Let y €  be arbitrary. Setting x := 1~ !(y) € O, we have y = J,.. We have
y € A if and only if x € A4, and by (LI4) we have z € 4" if and only if fx(z) =0
for all k = 1,...,n. This is equivalent to (fx,d,) = 0 for all k = 1,...,n, which is
satisfied if and only if y € (;_; ker((f%,)), proving the first statement.

For the proof of the second statement, let y € .# be arbitrary. Setting x :=
v~ Y(y) € A, we have y = §,. By Lemma [3.34 we have

Ty M = DYp(2)Tp N C Dp(x)R = T, 7.

Let w € Ty # be arbitrary. There is a unique vector v € R? such that w = Di(x)v.
We have w € T,,.# if and only if v € T,.#". By Proposition[3.43] and by duality, for
each k =1,...,n we have

d
(frsw) = (fr, DY () <fk,2vl y> = il fr, Oiy)
=1

d

Uz afkay szasz(x):ka(z)v

i=1 =1

Therefore, by (ZI5) we have v € T4 if and only if w € (,_; ker({fg,-)), com-
pleting the proof. ([

M&

Now, we are ready to provide the proof of Theorem [7.15]
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Proof of Theorem[Z13 (i) = (ii): Let © € .4 be arbitrary. There exist a global
weak solution X to the SDE ([@I7) with X, = « and a positive stopping time 7 > 0
such that X7 € 4 up to an evanescent set. Let k = 1,...,n be arbitrary. By It6’s
formula (see [I2, Thm. 2.3.1]) we have P-almost surely

tAT

Al = i)+ [ (2R + [ (@R )aWe, e R

where the continuous mapping < fi : RY — (2(R9) is given by o f. = (&7 fi)jen.
Noting that fi(X7) = 0, we deduce (Z.16) and ([Z.I7).

(ii) = (i): Our strategy is to prove that the submanifold .# defined in (T.23) is
locally invariant for the SPDE (L)) with coefficients (€10) and (611]), and then to
apply Theorem [Z.3]in order to deduce that the submanifold .4 is locally invariant
for the SDE (TI). First, note that for all y € # and all k = 1,...,n we have

(7.24) (fi, A(y)) =0, jeN,
(7.25) (f&; L(y)) = 0.

Indeed, let y € .# be arbitrary. Setting = := 1 ~(y) € 4", we have y = J,. Thus,
taking into account the definitions (610) and (EI1) of the coefficients, by duality
for all k =1,...,n we obtain

d d
(fi, A (y)) = *Z<Uz‘j,y><fk,3iy> = Z<Uij7y><aifk7y>
72% )0; fr(z) = o/ fr(x) =0, jEN

as well as

(fr, L(y))

N)I»—l

d d
Z (o )0y y) D)ig (Frs 05) =D (bis y) (fr, D)
=1

d
(o(x)o(x) )0 fulz) + bew)@fk(m:ffk(x):

I
N | =
M= T I

1,7=1

Now, let y € .# be arbitrary. Setting = := ¢~ 1(y) € .4, we have y = J,. Let
@V — W N be a local parametrization around z = ¢~1(y) € A with
W C O. By Lemma [3.3T] there exists an open neighborhood U C H of y such that
¢p:=1op:V = UnN.A is a local parametrization around y. Hence, the mapping
Vlwny : WNA — UN A is a homeomorphism, and noting (7.22)) the mapping
Y|lo : O = X is a homeomorphism. Since W C O, it follows that the mapping
Ylw : W = UnN A is alocal parametrization of £ around y. By Lemma [T.20] the
submanifold J# is locally invariant for the SPDE (I.I). Therefore, by Proposition
A3l there are continuous mappings b : W — R% and & : W — (2 (Rd) which are the
unique solutions of the equations

Alvax =07, jeEN,

N o
L|Uﬂ9£/ :’L/)*b+§zl’(/}**(O'J,O'J).
J:

In particular, we have

(7.26) Al 4 eD(THy), jEN,
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where J#y := U N J¢. From these equations, it follows that

(7.27) Aluna =00 lwow, jEN,
_ 1 » iy
(7.28) Livea = wblwoy +5 Yt (@ w8 lwor).
j=1

Let j € N be arbitrary. Noting (Z.24) and (Z.26), by Lemma [7.2]] we obtain

where 4y := U N .#. Therefore, taking into account (27, by Lemma B34 we
deduce that

5j|Wm</V c F(TJVw),

where A4y := W N 4. Hence there is a continuous mappings a : V — ¢*(R™)
whose components are the unique solutions to the equations

(7.29) Flway = psa’, jEN.

Taking into account Lemma B35 by ((.27) and (Z.29) we obtain
Aluna = 00’ |woy = uped = ¢ua’, jEN.

Furthermore, taking into account Lemma B35, by (Z.28) and (Z.29) we have

_ 1 ) )
Llvn.aw = blway + B ZT/)**(W*‘IJNP*‘IJ)

j=1
1 o
(730) - w*b|WﬁJV + 5 Z ¢** a] a] 7/}*50**((1]7 af]))
_ oo 1 oo
= (b|WmV ~3 Z%* (a?,a) ) 3 Z (a?,a?).

Taking into account Lemma [T.21], we have ¢(V) C (;_; ker((fk, -}), and hence
(ux(a?, ) (U N ) ﬂ ker({fx,-)) for all j € N.
Thus, noting (T25)), by Lemma [[2T] we obtain
1 o
Llvoa = 5 Zlqﬁ**(aj,aj) e I(T.#y).
=
Therefore, by Lemma 334 we deduce that

_ 1 o
_ = i qJ
blwoy — 5 Z%*(a Lal) € D(TMy).
Jj=1
Hence, there is a continuous mapping ¢ : V' — R™ which is the unique solution to
the equation

_ 1 o
(7.31) blwor = 5 D punlal a?) = pul.

j=1

Therefore, using Lemma 335 by (730) and (7.3I)) we obtain

l & o _ 1S o
Llvn.a =5 > ¢unlal,al) = 0. <b|Wm/V ~3 > punld, aJ)) = uipul = Pl
j=1

J=1
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Now, by Proposition [£.9] we deduce that the submanifold . is locally invariant for
the SPDE (LT)). Consequently, by Theorem [Z3]it follows that the submanifold .4
is locally invariant for the SDE (Z.I]). O

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))ter of
continuous linear operators T'(t) € L(H) is called a strongly continuous group (or
a Cy-group) on H if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) 7(0) =1d.
(2) We have T(t + s) = T(t)T'(s) for all t,s € R.
(3) For each x € H the orbit map

§e R — H, &(t):=T(t)z

is continuous.

Let T be a Cy-group on H. Recall that the generator A : H D D(A) — H is the
operator

Az = £,(0) = lim Tz ==

D(A
h—0 h » TE ()’

where the domain is given by
D(A):={xec H:¢ € CY(R; H)}.

A.1. Remark. According to the generation theorem for groups (see [10, p. 79]) an
operator (A, D(A)) generates a Co-group T if and only if (A, D(A)) and (—A, D(A))
generate Cy-semigroups Ty and T—_, and in this case there are M > 1 and w € R
such that we have the growth estimate

|T()| < Me“ ™ for all t € R.

A.2. Lemma. [I0| Lemma I1.1.3] Let x € D(A) be arbitrary. Then for each t € R
we have T'(t)x € D(A) and
d
ET(t)x =T(t)Ax = AT (t)x.
Now, let d € N be a positive integer.
A.3. Definition. A family Ty, ...,Ty of Co-groups on H is called commutative if
for every permutation 7 : {1,...,d} = {1,...,d} and every t € R we have

Ti(t)o...0oTy(t) = Tﬂ.(l)(t) 0...0 Tﬂ.(d)(t).

A4. Lemma. Let Ty,...,T; be commutative Cy-groups. Then for every permuta-
tion w:{1,...,d} = {1,...,d} and all t1,...,tq € R we have

T (tl) o0...0 Td(td) = Tﬂ'(l)(tﬂ'(l)) o...0 Tﬂ'(d) (tﬂ.(d)).
Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Statement 1.5.15 on page 44 in [1I0]. O

A.5. Definition. A family T = (T'(t))scre of continuous linear operators T(t) €
L(H) is called a multi-parameter strongly continuous group (or a multi-parameter
Co-group) on H if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(1) T(0) =1d.

(2) We have T(t+ s) = T(t)T(s) for all t,s € R<.
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(3) For each x € H the orbit map
ot R — H, &(t):=T@)z
18 continuous.

Let T = (T'(t));cre be a multi-parameter Cy-group on H. For each i = 1,...,d
we define the family T; = (T;(t)):er of continuous linear operators T;(t) € L(H) as

T;(t) :=T(te;), teR.
Then T3, ...,T; are commutative Cp-groups on H, and we have

(A1) T(t) =Ti(t1)o...0Ty(ty), teR

A.6. Remark. As a consequence of Remark[A 1], there are constants M > 1 and
w € R such that

|T()|| < MeItl for all t € RY.

For the next result, let A; : H D D(A;) = H,i=1,...,d be closed operators.
Setting A := (A, ..., Aq), we define the domain

d
D(A) := ﬂ D(A;).

Inductively, for each n > 2 we define the higher-order domain
D(A™) ;= {z € D(A" ) : A% € D(A) for all @ € {1,...,d}" "'},
where we use the notation
A% = Ay, 0...0A,, 2.

Furthermore, we agree on the notation D(A°) := H. Then for each n € Ny the
space D(A™) equipped with the graph norm

(A.2) Izl peamy = | Y [Aez||3;, x € D(A")

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

DAY P P H - (A%2) meo..m

Furthermore, by the definition of the norm (A2)) the following result is obvious.

A.7. Proposition. For eachn € N the pair (D(A™), D(A"™1)) consists of separable
Hilbert spaces with continuous embedding.

Now, we return to the multi-parameter group 7. For each ¢« = 1,...,d let
(A;, D(A;)) be the generator of T;. We call A = (Ay,...,Aq) the generator of
T

A.8. Lemma. The subspace D(A) is dense in H.
Proof. This is a consequence of [10, 11.2.7]. O

A.9. Proposition. The adjoint group T* = (T(t)*)sere 8 also a multi-parameter
Co-group on H, and for each i =1,...,d the generator of T} is given by A}.

Proof. This is a consequence of [30, Cor. 1.10.6]. O

A.10. Proposition. Let n € Ng be arbitrary. Then the following statements are
true:
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(1) We have
DAY ={x e H: ¢ € C"(RY H)Y.

(2) Let x € D(A™) be arbitrary. Then for all m € Ny with m < n and all
a€{l,...,d}"™ we have

(o3

B )z = AT (t)2 = T(H) A%, t e RY.

dtq
Proof. Taking into account Lemma, and the representation (A of the group
T, this follows by induction on n. (I

A.11. Proposition. Let n € Ny and © € D(A™) be arbitrary. Then the following
statements are true:

(1) We have
&€ () CHRY DAMH)).
k=0
(2) In particular, we have &, € C™(R%; H), and for each m € Ny with m < n
we have
D& (= Y A% (ta, tER? andv e (RY)™,
a€e{l,....d}™
where we use the notation vy 1= Vg, * ... Va,, -
Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition [A. 10l O

Now, let V' C R™ be an open set for some m € N, and let ® : V — R™*? be a
continuous mapping. A mapping ¢ : V — R? of class C' is called a primitive of ®
if Vo = ®, where we use the notation

Oipr -+ O1pa
Vo = : S

8m(P1 e am‘Pd

In this case, we have
@ij:&-gpj forallizl,...,mandj:1,...,d.

A.12. Proposition. Let V' C R™ be an open, connected set, let to € V' be arbitrary,
and let ® : V — R™*9 be a continuous mapping having a primitive o : V — R?,
Let xg € D(A) be arbitrary, and let $ € C*(V; H) be a D(A)-valued solution to the
PDE

Vo(t) = ®@)As(t), teV,
(4.3) { olte) = .

Then we have ¢ = &, o @, where the primitive ¢ : V. — R? is chosen such that
¢(to) = 0.
Proof. Let s € V be arbitrary. The mapping F : V — H given by

F(t) = T(o(s) — o(D)(t) = & (0ls) — p(8)), tEV

is of class C'. By the Leibniz rule, Proposition [A10l and the PDE (A:3)), for each
t € V we obtain

VE(t) = VT((s) — (1)) o(t)
= —T(p(s) = () (1) Ap(t) + T(p(s) — (1)) Vo(t) = 0.



66 RAJEEV BHASKARAN AND STEFAN TAPPE

Therefore, and since V' is connected, by [I Cor. 2.4.9] we deduce that F' is constant.
In particular, we obtain

¢(s) =T(0)¢(s) = F(s) = F(to) = Epr) (0(5) — #(to)) = &ao((s)),
completing the proof. (I

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 .#(R?) be the Schwartz space of rapidly
decreasing functions. Note that C*(R?) C .#(R%), where C2°(R?) denotes the
space of all C*>°-functions ¢ : R? — R with compact support.

B.1. Lemma. Let f € C®(R%) be arbitrary. For each compact set K C R? there
exists a function g € C°(R?) such that flx = g|K-

Proof. There exists N > 0 such that K N A = (), where A C R? denotes the closed
set A :={z € R?: ||z| > N}. By [6 Thm. I1.5.1] there exists a smooth function
@ € C(R%[0,1]) such that ¢|x = 1 and |4 = 0. We define the product g := ¢- f,
which concludes the proof. [l

Let .#/(R%) be the dual space of the Schwartz space, the so-called space of
tempered distributions. Then (.#/(R%),.#(R%), (-,-)) is a dual pair, where we use
the notation

(B.1) (®,9) := B(p) for all ® € .#'(RY) and ¢ € .7 (R?).
Assigning
(p, )2 € . (RY)  for each ¢ € .7 (R?),

by identification we have .#(R?) C .#/(R%), and the bilinear mapping (-,-) :
S'(RY) x S (RY) — R extends (-,-)pz : S(R?) x S(R?) — R. Let p € R be
arbitrary. On the Schwartz space . (R?) we define the inner product (-, -), as

(B.2) (®,0)p =D > (2k+d)*P(®, hn)r2(hn, 0} 2, P, € L (RY),
k=0 |n|=k

where (hn)neNg are the Hermite functions. The Hermite Sobolev space .7,(R?) is

defined as the completion of the pre-Hilbert space (- (R?), || -||,,). Then .#,(R?) is a
separable Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (%), en¢, where hf = (2k+d)"Phy,
for each k € Ny and each n € Ny with |n| = k. Again by identification, we have

S (RY C SH(RY) C 7' (RY).
For each p € R the Schwartz space .7 (R?) is a dense subspace of .7,(R%).
B.2. Lemma. For all p,q € R with p < q we have .7, (R%) C .%,(R?) and
1@l < ®llg  for each & € F4(R7).

In particular, the pair (7,(R?),.7,(R%)) consists of separable Hilbert spaces with
continuous embedding.

Proof. This is a consequence of (B.2). O
Lemma [B:2] shows that the family (.%,(R%)),cr is a scale of separable Hilbert

spaces. Moreover, we have the identities
SR = () ARY), L*RY)=HRY, &R =[] 7R,

pER peR
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and for every p > 0 we have the representation
SR ={f € L*RY) : | f]lp < oo}

The topology on .#(R?) is finer than that on .7,(R?) for every p € R, and for any
p € R the topology on .7, (R%) is finer than that on .#/(R¢). Furthermore, for each
p € R the space .7_,(R?) is dual to .%,(R?). More precisely, we have the following
result.

B.3. Lemma. For each p € R there is a unique continuous bilinear mapping
o)y 0 Sp(RY) x Fp(RY) — R eatending (-,-)p2 : S (RY) x S (RY) — R.
Furthermore, the following statements are true:

(1) For each p € R the triplet (#-,(R?), Z,(R?), (-,-)) is a dual pair.

(2) For each p € R we have

(@, 0] < B pllgll, for all ® € 7, (RY) and g € 7,(RA).
(3) For each p € R we have
o ®,0)y = pl, @), for all ® € S ,(RY) and p € 7, (RY).
(4) For all p,q € R with p < q we have
(D, 0)y = _o(®,0), for all® € S_,(RY) and ¢ € Z,(RY).
(5) For each p € R we have
p(®,0), = (®,0)  for all® €. ,(RY) and ¢ € S (R?),
where (-,-) denotes the dual pair from (BJ]).
Proof. Using the ONBs (h,,?),cna and (h%),,eng of Z_»(R?) and .7, (R?), we obtain
(@, 0)r2| < [|@]|-pllell, for all 2,0 € S (RY),

which completes the proof. Note that for the last two statements we also use Lemma
and the statements preceding this result. O

B.4. Remark. In the sequel, we will simply write (®, ) whenever ® € .7_,(R%)
and ¢ € yp(Rd) for some p € R, which is justified by the last two statements of
Lemmal B3

Leti € {1,...,d} be arbitrary. We extend the differential operator 0; : .7 (R?) —
Z(R?) to an operator 9; : ' (RY) — ./ (R?) by duality as

(0;®, ) := —(®,0;¢) for all ® €. (R?) and ¢ € .7(R?).
B.5. Lemma. [2, Lemma 2.11.4] For each i =1,...,d and each p € R we have
ai|yp+%(Rd) € L(F,y 1 (R, 7(RY)).
B.6. Lemma. For each i = 1,...,d and each p € R the operator 9; : /,(R?) D
yp+%(Rd) — 75 (RY) is densely defined and closed, and we have . (R%) C D(9}).
Proof. This is a consequence of [2| Lemma 2.11.5 and Lemma 3.2.1]. O

Let ¢ € {1,...,d} be arbitrary. We extend the multiplication operator M, :
S (R?) — .#(R?) given by

(Mip)(z) == zs0(z) for all z € R?
to an operator M; : .&'(R%) — ./ (R9) by duality as
(M;®, ) := (®, M) for all @ € .7'(R?) and ¢ € .7 (R?).
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B.7. Lemma. [2, Example 2.11.9] For each i =1,...,d and each p € R we have
Mi|yp+%(Rd) c L(yp-l-% (Rd>, yp(Rd»

The Hermite operator H : .7/ (R%) — .7/(R?) is defined as

d
H:= 2> - A=) (M7 -97).

i=1
B.8. Lemma. [35, Prop. 3.1] For each p € R the Hermite operator
H|s, (i) € L(F41(RY), 7 (RY))
is an isometric isomorphism.
Let z € RY be arbitrary. We extend the translation operator 7, : .#(RY) —
7 (R?) given by
(To0)(y) = p(y —x) for all y € R?
to an operator 7, : ./ (R%) — .#/(R%) by duality as
(T2®, ) := (®,7_,¢p) for all ® € .#'(R?) and ¢ € .7 (R?).
B.9. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) For each p € R there exists a polynomial Py of degree k = 2([|p|] + 1) such
that for all ® € ,(RY) and x € R? we have

172 ®llp < Pz ]p-

In particular, we have T,® € 7,(R?).

(2) For each p € R and every ® € .7,(R?) the map R? — 7,(R?), z > 7,® is
continuous.

(3) For each x € R and each i =1,...,d we have 7,0; = 0;Ts.

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]. O

B.10. Lemma. For each p € R the family 7 = (74)4epra is a multi-parameter Cy-
group on Sp(R%).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma O

B.11. Lemma. Letp e R, & € yp+%(Rd) andi=1,...,d be arbitrary. Then there

exists a continuous mapping R : R x R — 7,(R?) with R(z,0) =0 for all x € R
such that

T;+h<1) =7.® — hOiTi® — hR(x,h), x,h€R
in the space .7,(RY), where we use the notation T¢ := Tye, for each x € R.
Proof. let ¢ € .#(R%) be arbitrary. By Taylor’s formula, for all zo € R? we obtain
o(zo + (x + h)e;) = p(xo + xe;) + hop(xo + ze;)
1
+ h/ (Dip(xo + (z + th)e;) — dip(xo + we;))dt, z,h €R.
0

Therefore, we obtain the equation

1
T (oth)P = Togp + h7l0i0 + h/ (Tz—(z-l-th)ai@ — Tz_maisp)dt, z,heR
0
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in the space .7_,(R?), where the integral is an .#_,(R%)-valued Bochner integral,
which is well-defined by virtue of Lemma [B.91 Now, applying (®,-) we obtain

(T 0 ®,0) = (3@, 0) — (hO;T, @, )
1
— <h/ (&-Tiﬂh@ — &'ri@)dt, <p>, z,h € R,
0

where the integral is a .7}, (R%)-valued Bochner integral, which is well-defined by
virtue of Lemma [B.9 The mapping R : R x R — .7, (R%) defined as

1
R(z, h) = /0 (81-7';_,_,5,1(1) — 81-T;q))dt, z,h € R

is continuous by Lemma [B.9 and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. Fur-
thermore, we have R(z,0) = 0 for all x € R. Since ¢ € .7 (RY) was arbitrary, the
claimed identity follows. (I

For each x € RY we define the Dirac distribution d, € .7'(R?) as
(62,0) == @(x) for all p € L (RY).

B.12. Lemma. The following statements are true:

(1) We have 7,0, = 644y for all x,y € RY.

(2) In particular, we have 7,60 = 6 for all x € R,

(3) For each p < —2 and every x € R? we have §, € 7,(R?).

(4) For each p < —2 the function RY — 7,(R?), z — &, is continuous and we
have hm”m”_mo ||5I||p =0.

Proof. This is a consequence of [2, Lemma 2.11.15], [36, Thm. 4.1] and Lemma
15.9) O

More generally, let 11 be a finite signed measure on (R?, 2(R%)). Then we define
a tempered distribution, again denoted by u, by duality as

(1, ) = /Rd o(y)u(dy) for all ¢ € #(R?).

Note that p € .%'(R%), because |(11, )| < ||¢|loo|p| for all ¢ € .7 (R9).

B.13. Lemma. Let u be a finite signed measure on (R?, 2(R?)). Then the following
statements are true:

(1) We have
(Tapt, @) = / oy +x)u(dy)  for all z € R and ¢ € .7 (RY).
Rd

(2) For each p < —2 we have p € 7,(R%).
3) For each p < —2 the function R¢ — .7,(R?), & +— T, is continuous and
4 P H
bounded.

Proof. Let x € R? and ¢ € .(R%) be arbitrary. By duality we have

(rats) = o) = [ ly+ )uld)

Now, let p < fj be arbitrary. By Lemma [B.12] the function R — .7,(R%), z +— 4,
is continuous and bounded. Therefore, the Bochner integral

o= /]Rd Syu(dy) € Fp(RY)
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is well-defined. For every ¢ € .7 (R%) we obtain

(®,p) = /}Rd@y,@u(dy) = /Rd o(y)u(dy).

Therefore, we have ® = i, and hence u € .%,(R?). Noting that

Tall = / ) Syrap(dy) for all z € RY,
R

the continuity and the boundedness of © — 7,u follow from Lemma [B.12] and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. O

Let f : R — R be a polynomial of several variables. Then we define a tempered
distribution, again denoted by f, by duality as

/ f)e(y)dy for all ¢ € .7 (RY).

Note that f € .%/(R%), because the polynomial f is slowly increasing.

B.14. Lemma. [2| Example 2.11.18] Let f : R — R be a polynomial of several

variables with degree n € No. Then we have f € .%,(R?) for each p < f% - 5.

B.15. Lemma. Letp < —% — % be arbitrary, and let f : R4 — R be a polynomial
of several variables with deg(f) < 1. Then there is a constant K > 0 such that

172 fllp < KA+ |l2ll), = €R?

Proof. There are cg,c1,...,cq € R such that
d

fy)=co+ > ciyi, yeR:

i=1
For each = € R? we have
d

wf=f- (chzi>]l.

i=1

Indeed, for all ¢ € .(R?) we have

(rofo ) = (fy7ap) = /f y+xdy—/ fly — 2)p(y)dy

:/ <co+Zcz Yi > ()dy*/Rd (f(y);cz'%)wydy
@(?mi)l,@.

Therefore, for each 2 € R we obtain

d
7o fllo < 1l + (Zm |zz-|)|n|p,
=1

proving the claimed linear growth condition. (I

B.16. Lemma. Let b, € L*(R?) be arbitrary. Then there is a constant K > 0
such that

[(b, )| < K, =z€ RY.
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Proof. Recalling that L%(R?) = .%(R?), for each x € R? we have

(b, o 0)| < |10l L2llTzpll L2 = [l 2]l ]l 22,
completing the proof. O

For the next result, we recall that .7, (R%) C L?(R?) for each p > 0. Also recall
that Cp(R?) denotes the space of all continuous functions f : R — R such that
lim ;| —o0 f(2) = 0. Equipped with the supremum norm, this space is a Banach
space.

B.17. Lemma. Let p > %l and f € Z,(RY) be arbitrary, and define the mapping
g:R' =R, g(x) = (0, f).
Then we have g € Co(R?) and f = g almost everywhere.

Proof. By Lemma [B.12] we have g € Co(R?). Furthermore, there exists a sequence
(on)nen C Z(RY) such that ¢, — f in 7,(R?). Thus, we also have ¢, — f
in L2(R%), and hence there is a subsequence (ny)ren such that ¢,, — f almost
everywhere. Therefore, for almost all 2 € R¢ we obtain

—00 k—o0
completing the proof. O

More generally, for each k € Ny the space C§(RY) denotes the space of all
f € C*R?) such that Df € Cp(R?) for each a € NZ with |a| < k. The space
Ck(R?) endowed with the norm

1 fllos@ay = D 1D Fllo
lo|<k
is a Banach space.

B.18. Lemma. Letk € Ny andp > % + £ as well as f € 7,(R?) be arbitrary, and
define the mapping

Q:Rd%Rv g(x) := (0, ).
Then the following statements are true:

(1) We have f = g almost everywhere.

(2) We have g € CE(R?).

(3) For each o € N¢ with |a| < k we have D¥g(x) = (§,,0%f) for all v € R?.
Proof. By Lemma [B.17 we have f = g almost everywhere. We prove the remaining
statements by induction on k € Ny. For k = 0 these follow from Lemma [B.17 We
proceed with the induction step k—1 — k. Let 3 € N& with |3| = k—1 be arbitrary,
and let i = 1,...,d be arbitrary. We set a := 8 + ¢;. Let x € R? be arbitrary. By
induction hypothesis we have

DPg(x) = (6,,0°f).
Hence, for each h € R with h # 0 we have
Dlﬁg(.’I] + h@i) — D'ﬁg(m) _ 6m+h€¢ - 6m : a'ﬁf .
h h
Note that 6y € Yprrg(Rd). Hence, by Lemma [B11] (applied with & = &y and
x = 0) we have

She, — 60 = —hd;do — hR(h), heR
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in the space . x_1 (RY), where R: R — T (R9) is a continuous function

such that R(0) = 0. Therefore, applying the translation operator 7,, on both sides,
we obtain

5z+hei - 51 = *haz(sm — hTzR(h), heR
in the space &, x_1 (R9). Tt follows that

lim 751+hei —% = —0;0s
h—0 h

in the space & & _1 (R%). Therefore, we obtain

DPg(x + hei) — Dg(x)

« =1l — (D, By — a
Dg(z) = lim . (0i0z,0” ) = (62,0° f),
and by Lemma [B.12 we deduce that D%g € Cy(R?). O

B.19. Theorem (Sobolev embedding theorem for Hermite Sobolev spaces). For

each k € Ny and p > 4 + £ the pair (7,(R?), C¥(R?)) consists of continuously

embedded Banach spaces.

B.20. Remark. Note that the inclusion /,(R?) C CF(R?) in Theorem is
meant in the sense that for each f € 7,(R?) there exists a version g € C§(R?)
such that f = g almost everywhere.

Proof of Theorem [BI3. Let f € .7,(R%) be arbitrary, and define the mapping
g:R' SR, g(@):= (b, f).
By Lemma [B.I8 we have f = g almost everywhere, g € C¥(R?) and
lglyma = Y sup [Dg(x)| = > sup (62,0 f)]

|a\§kz€]R la| <k zeR
<> sup (16l 1 107 FI] a1 < CIIf]]
laf<k z€Rd “lopts P=3 g

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 O

Recall that for n € Ny the Sobolev space W™ (R?) consists of all f € L?(R?) such
that the weak derivative D f € L2(R%) exists for all 3 € N with |3] < n.

B.21. Proposition. Let m € Ny be arbitrary, and let f € W2™(R?) be such that
z*DPf € L2(RY) for all a, B € N with |a|+|8] < 2m. Then we have f € S, (RY).
Proof. For each 8 € N with |3| < 2m we have D? f = 9° f. Indeed, using Lemma
B3l for each ¢ € C°(R?) we obtain
@7 f.0) = (=1)PI(f,0%) = (=1)PI(f, DPp) = (=1)P°)(f, DP) 12
= <Dﬁfa 50>L2 = <Dﬂfa 50>
Moreover, we have
H'f= Y Copa®d’f
la|+]B|<2m

with suitable constants C,p € R for all «, 8 € N¢ with |a| + |3| < 2m. By Lemma
B8 we obtain
1l = 1H"fl < D Cagla®@’fllre < oo,
laf+|B]<2m

completing the proof. ([
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B.22. Corollary. Let m € Ny be arbitrary. If f € W2™(R?) has compact support,
then we have f € S, (RY).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition [B.211 O

B.23. Remark. Let m, k € Ny be such that m > %—i—%. Moreover, let f € W2™(R9)
be arbitrary.
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