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Chapter 1

Introduction and Preliminaries

This mini-course aims to serve as a brief introduction to the study of stochastic partial differ-
ential equations. The main goal of these notes is to provide a useful resource for both PDE
and stochastic analysts. We aim to demonstrate both how some standard PDE techniques
can be extended to the stochastic setting and how the tools of stochastic analysis can be
extended to infinite dimensional settings, common to the analysis of PDE. The main focus of
this course is on the variational method for coercive-monotone SPDE. The tools we introduce
along the way should be familiar to researchers in both areas and hopefully this provides a
sufficiently broad base of tools for applications to problems beyond the scope of this course.
In Chapter 4 we give a brief introduction to the pathwise approach to SPDE, which has been
a topic of significant research in recent years, sparked by the development of novel approaches
to singular SPDE, [Hai09, GIP15].

The variational method for SPDE stems from early work by E. Pardoux, [Par72], which
extended the variational approach to PDE developed by J. Lions, [Lioll]. The variational
approach to SPDE has been developed in a number of directions and we refer to [LR17, PR07]
for a more comprehensive treatment of the literature and material. In particular, however,
we mention the early works by I. Gyongy & N. Krylov, [GK8la, GK81b, Gy682] in which
the authors extend the results presented here to the case of general semi-martingale drivers.
Alongside the variational approach there are broadly two other, non-pathwise, frameworks
for solving SPDE; the perspective of martingale problems, [MV88, Par07] and the semi-group
approach, [DPZ14, Hai09]. We also wish to mention the book by F. Flandoli, [Flall] that
focuses on stochastic perturbations of fluid equations, the collected work, [DKM*09], that
contains an overview of a number of different problems in the field of SPDE and the book
by L. Zambotti on stochastic obstacle problems, [Zam17].

These notes were written to accompany a 6 hour mini-course delivered at the University
of Oxford in April 2021. The four chapters broadly follow the material presented across
four lectures, with more background, references and details to some arguments. In the
remainder of this chapter we first list some conventions, notation and terminology that we
use throughout, Subsection 1.0.1. Then in Section 1.1 we give some background on various
motivations for studying SPDE problems, focussing in particular on a presentation of a
simplified version of the Kraichnan model for a passive scalar in a turbulent fluid. In the
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second half of that section, Subsection 1.1.2, we give a worked example of the variational
method that is presented abstractly in Chapter 3. The remainder of the first chapter is
dedicated to recalling some necessary background material and developing the theory of
stochastic integration in Hilbert spaces. In Chapter 2 we return to deterministic problems and
present a summary of J. Lions variational approach to coercive PDE. Chapter 3 contains the
main focus of the course, the variational approach to coercive-monotone SPDE. We present
the abstract method along with an extension of the worked example given in Subsection 1.1.2.
Finally in Chapter 4 we give a short introduction to the pathwise approach to non-singular
SPDE, using a stochastic Burger’s equation with white noise forcing as an example.

Acknowledgements A.M. would like to thank the Centres for Doctoral Training in PDEs
and The Mathematics Random Systems at the University of Oxford through which this
lecture course was originally given. I would also like to thank M. Veraar and Y. Han for
comments, corrections and suggestions on improvements to the manuscript.

1.0.1 Conventions, Notation and Terminology

Throughout these notes we use the conventional notation for stochastic equations, that is we
use the shorthand

¢ ¢
duy = A(ue) dt + B(ug) AWy, <= wy = up + / A(ug) ds + / B(us)dW,.  (1.0.1)
0 0

Furthermore, when we refer to weak solutions for problems such as (1.0.1), we mean a weak
solution in the PDE sense, that is we ask (1.0.1) to hold in the sense of distributions. This
is not to be confused with the notion of weak solution in stochastic analysis, which typically
means a solution not adapted to a given filtration. The solutions we consider will always be
weak PDE solutions but strong stochastic solutions. We adopt a slightly unusual convention
and write [X]; for the quadratic variation of a stochastic process, instead of the usual angle
brackets. This is to avoid confusion with the standard notation for inner products on Hilbert
spaces and duality pairings between Banach spaces.

Unless otherwise specified, all Banach and Hilbert spaces are separable and whenever we refer
to a basis (eg)r>1 of a Hilbert space we mean a complete, orthonormal system. For a Banach
space E and a Hilbert space U we typically write || - || g for the norm on £ and |- |y, (-, - )u
for the norm and inner product on U. If such an expression appears without an explicit label
it will always be explained what is meant. We write E* for the dual of E, the set of bounded,
linear functionals ¢ : E — R. We say that a sequence (u,),>1 C E converges weakly in F,
if (¢(un))n>1 C R converges in R for every ¢ € E*. We say that a sequence (¢y,),>1 C E*
converges in weak-x if the evaluations (¢,(u)),>1 C R are a convergent sequence for every
u € E. Through the Riesz representation theorem we identify the dual of a Hilbert space
with itself, so that we say a sequence (uy),>1 C U converges weakly if ((h, u,)y)n>1 C R is
convergent for every h € U. We say that a map [0,00) > ¢t — w; € E is continuous if it is
continuous with respect to the strong topology on E. Given a T" > 0, we equip the space of
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continuous maps u : [0,7] — E with the structure of a Banach space, by defining the norm

lullerei=sup |lule.
te[0,7

Given a measure space (E,B(E), i), a measurable space (F,B(F')) and a measurable map
X : E — F, the push-forward of u by X, X#u = u(X*( -)) defines a measure on F and
for any integrable function g : F' — R and A € B(F'), we have the identity

/ o) dX #u() = / 9(X(2)) dpu(x).
A X-1(A)

Given a family of sets {A}, we write o({A}) for the smallest o-algebra containing the collec-
tion. Given a measurable space (E,B(F)) we write P(E) for the set of probability measures
on E. We say that a sequence of probability measures (u,),>1 C P(E) converges weakly to
pe PE)f [, fdu" — [, fduforall f: E— R, continuous and bounded. We say that
a sequence of random variables converges weakly if their laws converge weakly. The strong
topology on P(F) is the topology induced by the total variation distance.

For two scalars, s, t € R, we use the notation s At to denote their minimum and s V t to
denote their maximum. Typically we use this when considering functions u : [0,00) — FE,
where we write usns to mean the value of v at the minimum of s, . For functions of multiple
variables, u : R? — R, we use standard multi-index notation to denote partial derivatives,
i.e for k € N4 0%u denotes the |k|"® partial derivative in the coordinates describe by the
multi-index k = (K1, ..., kq). If we write D* we mean the vector of all possible |k|™ order
derivatives.

1.1 Randommness in PDE

In very abstract terms we may think of a typical PDE problem as being constituted of
the following elements; a finite dimensional metric space, I', a partial differential operator
L(u, Du,...), acting on functions u : I' — R”, a non-linear functional, F'; and some data g
defined on the boundary OI'. The associated PDE problem is to find u, solving

Lu = F(u, Du, D*u,...), inside T
( ) ) ) ) (1.1.1>
ulor= g,
in a suitable way. The distinction between the linear part, L, and non-linear part, F', is not
necessary but provides a useful framing for the equations considered in these notes.

In this setting there are essentially four ways in which noise can be included in a PDE prob-
lem; through the linear operator L, through the non-linearity F', through the domain, I'
or the boundary data u|sr= g. We will not explicitly consider the latter two cases; some
treatment of random data equations can be found in [Flal7, Tzv16] while some treatment of
equation on random domains can be found in [XT06, HPS16]. In fact we will mostly restrict
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ourselves to cases where randomness occurs in the right hand side of the equation, F'.

Motivations for studying SPDE come from many directions in both mathematics and the
applied sciences. To mention only a few references, they have found applications in: con-
structive quantum field theory, [DH87, GH18, Hail4b, Kup18]; the study of disordered media,
[Lab19, AC15]; non-linear filtering, [Zak69, Par79]; population dynamics, [Daw72, Fle75] and
stochastic fluid dynamics including models of turbulence, [Kra68, Flall]. In particular we
refer to the introductions of [DPZ14, Par07, DKM™09] for more detailed summaries of some
of these applications along with others not mentioned here. In order to motivate this course
a little better we proceed to describe how an SPDE model can arise in the study of a passive
scalar transported by a turbulent flow. This model is related to the Kraichnan model of
turbulence, [Kra68], mentioned above.

1.1.1 Passive Scalar in a Turbulent Vector Field

We present a simplified version of a model developed by separately by R. Kraichnan, [Kra68§]
and A. Kazantsev [Kaz68|, both of which were inspired by the work of G. Batchelor on
turbulence, [Bat00, Mof02]. More detailed presentations and analysis of this model and its
variants can be found among the non-exhaustive references, [Flall, FL19, FGL21, GY21,
MK99, CDGO07]. We will use SPDE related to this model as recurring examples throughout
the course.

Let us imagine that we are interested in the diffusion of a given concentration in a two
dimensional fluid. We may model this situation by the simple transport equation, on [0, c0) X
R? with 'y C R? closed, bounded, dT'y sufficiently smooth, and (v;)¢>o a family of divergence
free vector fields,

{atut —u Vu; =0, inT 112)
U|pm0= o Lro-

The solution u; : I' — R describes the concentration at time ¢ > 0. Formally speaking,
due to the divergence free assumption, for any solution to (1.1.2), one has ﬁ Jpuo(z) dz =
ﬁ fF ug(x) dr. That is mass cannot be lost during the evolution, but the local density may

vary. For simplicity, let us assume that I' = T?, the two dimensional torus and as a toy
example let us consider the simple vector fields,

v, y) = {_ﬂ 0,

for t — 60, € R a differentiable function. The characteristics of (1.1.2) are the system of
ODEs,

d d
{EXt = Y, (1.1.3)

Ay _ d

E}/;f - _Xtaet'
Provided the paths ¢t — 6; € R are sufficiently regular (and we ignore the issue of boundary
data) we can hope to solve (1.1.3) and using a flow map then give the solution to (1.1.2) as
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u(t,z,y) = uo(X; (), Y, H(y)), where (X;1,Y,") denotes the backwards flow associated to
1.1.3), see [Eval0, Sec. 3.2].

Now we imagine that there is some uncertainty over the coefficient ;. For example the
concentration might be a dye diffusing far out at sea and we only have intermittent readings
on the local fluid velocity. Alternatively, as in [Kra68], we might intentionally introduce some
randomness to model a turbulent velocity field. We can account for both situations by fixing
a probability space (€2, F,P) and now considering random coefficients, given by a measurable
map, (w,t) — 0;(w) € R. We can also see the map 2 5 w — 6(w) as a random mapping into
the space of paths. If we assume that for P-a.a. w € Q, we still have §(w) € C'(R;R), then
we may replace (1.1.3) with the random system of characteristics,

2 X (w) = Yi(w) £0,(w),
{%Y;(w> = _Xt(w)%et(w)_ (114)

Again, up to solving this system, we provide a solution the random PDE,

{atut(w) — v (w) - Vay(w) =0, in T2 (1.1.5)

1
u|t:0— W]IFO'

By integrating over w € () we can now answer more nuanced questions regarding the evo-
lution of u. For example we could study the expected density in a certain region, or the
expected time to total mixing. The idea is that if the random coefficients are described by
a sufficiently rich probability space, and of a form suitable to some statistical properties of
the situation at hand, then our model can be made robust to many realised scenarios.

To this end, we note that the model considered so far is very simple and unlikely to describe
many situations of interest sufficiently well. In order to enrich the model let us first develop
the form of vector fields we consider. We now define,

ol y) ==Y ool y)oy, m(a:,y):[‘;y_‘bj’“)], of ~ 0, iid, (1.1.6)
k=1

with (ag,bg)ek>1 C I' given centres of rotation, the coefficients o, chosen so as to ensure
the sum converges suitably, P-a.s. (note that this is possible since we specified that I" be
bounded) and (6F)>1 a family of i.i.d random scalar paths. Without loss of generality we
may assume that E[0F] = 0 for all k, ¢. This superposition of random, divergence free, vector
fields now gives a lot of scope to accommodate an expected fluid flow and with randomness
built in to account for uncertainty. In the Kraichnan model the spatial features of the vector
field flow is achieved in a different manner, but the end results are qualitatively similar, see
[CDGO7, Sec. III} and [GY21, Sec. 5] for presentations of this more detailed model.

While the spatial properties of the flow (1.1.6) can now be adjusted to a large extent, the
time dependence is constrained by requiring that ¢ — 0F be at least C*. For example, if we
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choose the o}, so that the series is ¢? convergent, we have,

Ellv,(z,y) — (2. y)I) = D oplop(a,y) PE[6] — 65]°]
k=1

< ilileH@té’fF]lt = s*lo.v. (2, ).

That is, the values v (z,y) and vg(z, y) must be relatively well correlated. So if we expect the
vector fields at a given location to oscillate faster than linearly in time we will be unable to
capture this by our current model. Following similar considerations, in [Kra68|, Kraichnan
proposed an extension, allowing for arbitrarily short correlation times for the vector flows.
In order to achieve this one can replace the (6%);>; with less regular trajectories, a common
choice being Brownian motions, (W*);1, where one has,

E[[W/) — W] = |t - s|.

More pertinently, when we consider the characteristic equations, we replace %Qt with the
differential dW,; and if we compute the covariation between dW; and dW, we formally have,

E[dW, dW,] = §(t — 5).

So we see that replacing (6%),>; with (W*),>; allows for a fluid flow with arbitrarily small
correlation times. While this extreme may also not be physically well justified it provides
more flexibility than the previous regularity requirements, gives way to a mathematically
rich theory and can be further adapted to more physically relevant settings.

The price to pay for introducing vector fields with this more singular behaviour is that the
ODEs, (1.1.4), are no longer trivially well-posed. In particular, one has that P-a.s., the
paths ¢ — W} are only almost 1/2-Hélder continuous and so ¢ — dW} represents a proper
distribution. In order to solve (1.1.4) in this case then we require a definition of integrals
fg X, dWE for paths t — X, of no better regularity than ¢ — W,. This is a primary aim of
stochastic analysis, which the remainder of this chapter is dedicated to. While we refer to
(1.1.5) as a random PDE, we refer to,

{dut — >0 opvg - Vuy dWE =0, in T, (117)

U|t:0= Uo,

as a stochastic PDE (SPDE). This is to emphasise the fact that one requires some additional
theory in order to handle the time integral in (1.1.7).

1.1.2 A Worked Example of the Variational Method

In the final subsection of this introductory portion of the notes let us present a model example
of the variational method that we will cover in more detail in the rest of the course. This ex-
ample serves both as a motivation for the model described at the end of Chapter 3 and an ex-
ample walk through of the abstract method in a relatively simple case. Let (Q, F, (F)t>0, P)
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be a filtered probability space, carrying (W;)so a standard, R? valued Brownian motion. We
consider the semi-linear, parabolic SPDE, for simplicity on the d-dimensional torus, T¢,

{du = Audt + /oVu-dW,, on R, x T, (1.18)

U|4=0= uo.
Remark 1.1.1. Note that (1.1.8) has the structure of a diffusive equivalent of the transport

equation (1.1.2) with v, = dW,. This can be generalised to the superposition example
discussed in that context v, = >, /o, v, dWE.

For the sake of presentation we restrict to the one dimensional case here, although the method
applies almost mutatis mutandi in higher dimensions. Let (ej)gez be the standard Fourier
basis of L?(T). Then defining ug; := (uy, ex), we derive from (1.1.8) the system of SDEs,

dup,y = —(27k) 2 upy At — 2/omikug, AW, upo = (uo, ex). (1.1.9)

The linear system, (1.1.9), is seen to be well-posed by a stochastic analogue of the standard
Cauchy—Lipschitz theory, see [Oks13, Thm. 5.2.1]. Granting that for any n > 1, we have
global, unique solutions, (ug)}_,, we set

un;t:E Uk;t€ky,  Un;0 ZZE Uk;0€k,
|k|<n |k|<n

So, at least formally, u,, is a smooth approximation to w solving (1.1.8). The question is
whether we can really take the limit and define a solution to (1.1.8) as u := lim,,_,, u,. The
key is to obtain a suitable a priori bound on the solutions wu,, uniform in n > 1. By the
usual Parseval’s identity, it holds that

||un;t||%2(11‘): Z|Uk;t|2-
Ik <n
Applying Itd’s formula (the chain rule for It processes, see [Oks13, Thm. 4.1.2 & 4.2.1] and
Section 3.1 below), we see that for each k = 1,...n, |ug,|? solves the SDE,
d‘U/k;t|2 = 2Uk;t dU/k;t + d[Uk]t

= —2(27k ) up iy At + 2v/0 (27Kt upy AW, + o(2mikug,)? dt

= 28muk;tuk;t dt + 2\/58$uk;tuk;t th + a|8xuk;t|2dt.
Here [ug]; denotes the quadratic variation of the process t — uy.,, in our case this is just
4om?|up|?t, since [W], = t. For more details see [Oks13, Ex. 2.17] and Section 3.1 below.

Summing these equations up, or equivalently applying It6’s formula directly to the PDE, and
converting to integral form, we get the identity,

t t
letmel 2= emol 2+ / (2Ot tn) + 0 {Dttes Dyttnss)) ds + 21/ / (tnses Do) IV,
0 0

The final integral may, at this stage be understood, as a finite dimensional stochastic integral.
Integrating by parts in the first term and applying the product rule in the final term we write,

t t
lemlZa= lmol 2o — (2 — o) / 1Ostings22ds + Vo / / Oy (tuns (@) de W, (1.1.10)
0 0 T
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We see that the last term contains the integral of a derivative on T and so it disappears for
all w € € such that the integral is well defined, that is,

/ /0 Ups(2))? dz dWy(w) =0 for P-a.a. w € Q. (1.1.11)

This is no accident and will also be true in higher dimensions if this term is of the form
V - (vpuy) AW, with V - v, = 0. However, in many cases, even if the stochastic integral does
not vanish P-a.s. it will be zero in expectation, so long as it is well-defined. In this case a
stopping time argument can be run under the expectation.

With this in hand, we now define, for f € C°°(T), the norm || f||3.:= [|f]|72+/0. f]|72, and
rewrite (1.1.10) as

t t
eml 22 — o) / tmssl 2 s = [fmol22(2 — o) / ts 22, (1.1.12)
0 0

which by (1.1.11) holds for P-a.a. w € Q. So now, if (2 — ) > 0 and we fix some 7" > 0, we
may apply Gronwall’s inequality, to obtain the estimate,

sup |[tny||7.+(2 -0 / s || 21 ds < [[tinol| 2 3 (1.1.13)
t€[0,T]

So, assuming (2 — o) > 0, we have shown,
u,(w) € C([0,T]; L*(T)) N L*([0, T]; H'(T)), for P-a.a. w € €.

Furthermore, the quantity [|u,(w)||cpr2+[|un(w)|z2 g1 depends only on |tn0l|72 - which we
assume to be deterministic for ease. Now if ug € L?(T) we easily have,

lunollza= D lugol*< ZW of*= lluollZ--

|k|<n

Therefore the bound (1.1.12), and hence the norm |[u,(w)||cpr2+||un(w)|l L2 g1 is controlled
independently of n > 1. Concretely,

sup (I|un(w>!|cTLz+||un(w>y|L2TH1) < [luo| 27
n_

This uniform bound is essentially enough to obtain a weak solution to (1.1.8) as the limit
u, — u. We will detail this final step in the Chapter 3 since it requires some functional
analysis which we present in a more general setting.

The main takeaway, however, is that the above argument applies only for /o < /2. Philo-
sophically, this strategy is based on the ellipticity of the operator u — (—A dt++/cV - dW;)u
which we have seen does not hold for /o > V2. In fact, using the notion of a Stratonovich
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integral (a stochastic integral which does obey the usual chain rule), we can re-write (1.1.8)
in the form,

(1.1.14)
u|i—0= up.

{dut =(1-2)Audt+ /o6 VuodW,; onR; x T

Now if we take o > 2 we see that the deterministic part of (1.1.14) becomes a backwards
heat equation.

In the second half of this introductory chapter we recall some standard material and prepare
some preliminaries that we need throughout the course. The majority of this background
material is presented without proof and in general we refer to [Brell, Eval0, DPZ14, CE15]
for details where they are omitted.

1.2 Bounded Operators on Infinite Dimensional Spaces

Given Banach spaces F, F' we write L(E; F') for the set of bounded, linear operators O :
E — F. We define the operator norm of O by the expression

Ox F
10llon@ry= sup [Oallr=sup 12202,
|zl p<1 ecr |75

L(FE; F) is itself a Banach space, although non-separable if both F, F' are infinite dimensional.

Definition 1.2.1 (Finite Rank and Compact Operators). Given Banach spaces, E, F' we say
that an operator O € L(E; F) has finite rank if O(F) is a finite dimensional subspace of F'.
We say that an operator O € L(E; F) is compact if for any bounded set B C E, O(B) C E
is compact.

By definition, any finite rank operator is also compact. The following theorem says that in
fact all compact operators can be approximated by finite rank operators.

Theorem 1.2.2 (Representation of Compact Operators). An operator O € L(E;F) is
compact if there exists a sequence (Op)n>1 C L(E;F) of finite rank operators such that
|O = Oxllope;ry— 0. If U, H are a Hilbert spaces and O € L(U; H) is compact, then there
exist orthonormal families, (éx)k>1 of U and (fk)k21 of H, and a sequence of real numbers,
(Ak)k>1, which if they converge must converge to zero, such that

Ox = Z)\k<l’, ék>U_]Ek, fOT all x € U. (121)
k=1
Proof. See [Brell, Ch. 6] in particular Corollary 6.2 and Theorem 6.8. O

Note that the families (éx)g>1, ( .fk)kzl need not be complete, in the sense that they need not
form bases of U, H. Consider O a finite rank operator, for example. If U, H are Hilbert
spaces and O € L(U; H), then there is an operator O* € L(H;U) such that,

(Oz,h)g = (x,O*h)y, forallxze U, he H.
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The operator O* is known as the adjoint (or Hermitian adjoint) of O. If O € L(H) :=
L(H; H) is such that O = O*, then O is said to be self-adjoint. If O is a compact, self-
adjoint operator then there exists a representation of the form (1.2.1) with (fx)e>1 = (€x)r>1
an orthonormal basis of H. See [Brell, Thm. 6.11].

An operator O € L(H) is said to be positive if for any h € H,
(Oh,h) > 0.

The class of non-negative, symmetric operators O € L(H) will be of particular importance.
To every non-negative operator, O € L(H), there exists a second non-negative operator,
O'Y2 € L(H), known as the square root of O, such that O = OY2(0'?)*. See [LR17, Thm.
3.1.28]. If O € L(H) is symmetric and non-negative, then O/2 = (OY/2)* € L(H).

1.2.1 Trace Class and Hilbert—Schmidt Operators

We refer to [DPZ14, App. C] for more details on much of the material in this subsection.
Definition 1.2.3 (Trace Class Operators). Let E, F' be Banach spaces and T' € L(E; F'). We
say that T is a trace class (or nuclear) operator, if there exist two sequences, (ax)g>1 C
B (bk>k21 C F, such that

> llal

k=1

E* bk||F< oQ,

and for any x € F,
k=1

We write Li(FE; F) for the set of trace class operators and equip this space with the norm,

|7 ,:= inf {Z||ak||E*||bk||F< 00 : Tz = Zak(x)bk} , (1.2.2)
k=1 k=1

under which L (F; F') becomes a Banach space.
Let U, H be Hilbert spaces and T' € Ly(U; H), then by making the identification, U* = U,
there exist sequences (ay)r>1 C U, (bg)g>1 C H such that, for all x € U,
Tr = Z(ak,x)bk
k=1

T e L(H):=L(H;H), and (ex)r>1 C H is a basis of H, then we define the trace of T
by the expression,

TrT =Y (Teper) €R. (1.2.3)
k=1
It is relatively straightforward to check that the definition of Tr7' is independent of the
choice of basis (ex)r>1 C H, see [DPZ14, Prop. C.1], and that |Tr T'|< ||T"||z,. The following
proposition says that the equality |TrT|= ||T||1, holds when T" € Li(H) is symmetric and
non-negative. In this case, the property of finite trace is equivalent to being trace class.
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Proposition 1.2.4 (Symmetric Non-negative Trace Class Operators). Let T € L(H), be
symmetric and non-negative. Then T € Li(H) if and only if, for some (equivalently any)
basis (ey)r>1 C H,

T T|=TeT = (Tey, ) < 0.
k=1

Furthermore, in this case, Tr'T = ||T||L,.

Proof. Let T2, denote the non-negative square root of T, and (e;)r>1 be a basis of H, so
that for any = € H,

o0

TV = Z(Tl/Qx, k) ek-
k=1

Therefore, for any x € H and N > 1,

N 2

TV — Z T1/2x er)e
k=1

Z (T2, ep) [P < Jaf? Z 1T eI

H  k=N+1 k=N+1

o0

=lal* Y (Tex,en)

k=N+1
< |zfTxT.

It follows that 7%/? is the limit in operator norm of a sequence of finite rank operators
and so T2 is a compact operator and hence T = TV/2T'/? is also compact. Therefore,
by Theorem 1.2.2, there exists a basis (fi)r>1 C H and a sequence of non-negative, real
numbers, (Ag)r>1 C Ry, accumulating to 0, such that

To=> Mz, fu) fi (1.2.4)
k=1

Using this formula, we have that (Tey, ex) = > o Me{ex, fr)? and so,
TeT = (Teer) = > > Mllex, i)]’= ZM < 0o.
k=1 k=1 i=1

Thus we have shown that 7' € Li(H), with sequences (ag)r>1 = (fi)r>1 and (bp)p>1 =
(Mefrk)k>1, and that Tr T > ||T||,,. Hence Tr T' = ||T|| 1, - O

Definition 1.2.5 (Hilbert—Schmidt Operator). Let U, H be Hilbert spaces with bases (ex)r>1, (fr)e>1
respectively. Then T' € L(U; H) is said to be a Hilbert—Schmidt operator, if,

ITII7,:= ZHTekHH ZZ Tey, i)t = Z||T*fl||U< 00. (1.2.5)

k=1 l=1
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Remark 1.2.6. The space Lo (U; H) is a separable Hilbert space when equipped with the norm
|T||, and scalar product,

Z Tek,Sek for T, S € LQ(U; H),
k=1

and the sequence (e, ® fi)r>1 C U ® H provides a complete orthonormal basis for Ly(U; H).
It follows that L(U; H) is densely embedded in Lo(U; H).

Remark 1.2.7. Tt follows from (1.2.5) that the definition of |||, is independent of the choice
of bases for U, H and that |T%||,= ||T| L,

We see that T' € L(H) is trace class if and only if |T|"/2:= (TT*)"/? € Ly(H). Furthermore,
since both trace class and Hilbert—Schmidt operators are seen to be compact, from Theorem
1.2.2,forany T' € Lo(U; H) and TT* € L, (H), there exist bases (e;)r>1 C U and (f)r>1 C H
and a sequence of positive real numbers, (\g)r>1 such that, for allz € U, h € H,

Te = VAlz,en)ufs,
k>1

(TT*Yh = Awh, fu)u i

k>1

(1.2.6)

1.2.2 Pseudo Inverses of Linear Operators

In the following sections we turn to the study of Gaussian random variables and Wiener pro-
cesses taking values in infinite dimensional spaces. Instead of being described by a covariance
matrix these random variables are described by covariance operators. In developing the the-
ory of stochastic integration with respect to generalised Wiener processes, Subsection 1.5.5,
we will be particularly concerned with the pre-images of these operators. It will therefore
be useful to recall some facts regarding the images and pre-imagines of linear operators and
their pseudo-inverses. Throughout we let U, H be two Hilbert spaces and recall that L(U; H)
is the set of bounded linear operators from U to H.

Lemma 1.2.8. Let O € L(U; H) and R > 0. Then,

e the set O (BU(O,R)) ={0Ox € H : z €U, |z|luv< R} is convex and closed,

o the set O 1 (BH(O,R)> ={z €U : ||Ozx||g < R} is convex and closed.

Proof. Convexity of both sets follows from linearity of O. We only show that O (BU(O, R))

is closed, since it follows directly by continuity of O that O~! (BH(O, R)), as the pre-image
of a closed set, is closed. Recall that a convex subset of a Hilbert space is closed if and
only if it is weakly compact. By the Banach—Alaoglou theorem, any bounded set in U is
weakly compact, and since O is strongly, and therefore also weakly, continuous, the image
of a weakly compact set under O is also weakly compact in H. It therefore follows from

convexity that O <BU(0, R)) is also closed. O
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For h € H \ {0}, let us define the set,
O Yh):={x €U : Ox=h}.

It follows from Lemma 1.2.8 that O~!(h) is convex and closed. By continuity of O it also
does not contain 0 € U. Therefore, there is a unique element of O~*(h) that minimizes the
distance to 0 € U. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 1.2.9 (Pseudo-inverse). Let O € L(U; H) and the map H \ {0} > h — O~'h be
defined by setting,

07 h:={y €07 (h) : lylu< allv. Yo € O~ ()}

Then O~! € L(H \ {0};U) is the pseudo-inverse of O.
Recall that for a linear operator O € L(U; H), we define Ker(O) :={z €U : Ox=0¢€ H}

and Ker(O)t ={y e U : (z,y)y = 0,Va € Ker(O)} = O*(H).
Proposition 1.2.10. Let O € L(U; H) and O~! be its pseudo-inverse.

i) The space O(U) is a Hilbert space when equipped with the inner product,
(h,9)ow) = (O h, O h)y,  for all h, g € O(U).

i) Let (eg)r>1 be a basis of Ker(O)*. Then, (Oey)y>1 is a basis of (O(U), (-, - )ow))-

Proof. Both conclusions are a consequence of the fact that O : Ker(O)* — O(U) is an
isometry when Ker(O)* is equipped with the inner product of U and O(U) is equipped with
the inner product (-, -)o«) defined above. O

Proposition 1.2.11. Let (Uy, (-, - )1), (Ua, (-, - )2) be two Hilbert spaces and O, € L(Uy, H),
O, € L(Uy, H). Then the following both hold,

i) If there exists a ¢ > 0 such that for all h € H, ||O7h|1< ¢||O3h]|o then
{O1z : 2z € Uh, |lz[h<1} S {02y : y € Uy, [zf]2< 1}
In particular, ImO; C ImQOs,.

ii) If for all h € H, ||Oth|1= ||O3h|l2, then ImO; = Im(Os) and for all h € ImO,,
10T hll= 1|03 Al
Proof. See the proof of [PR07, Prop. C.0.5] O

Corollary 1.2.12. Let O € L(U; H) and set Q = OO* € L(H). Then it holds that,
ImQY? = ImO, and ||Q™?h|g= |0~ h|ly, for all h € ImO,
where Q=2 is the pseudo-inverse of Q2.

Proof. First note that Q'/? is well defined since OO* is always a non-negative operator.
Furthermore, since Q'/? is symmetric, for all h € H, we have that

@) hliz= Q" 2hllz= (Qh. h)ar = (OO h, by = [ O" A3

Therefore, the conclusion follows by Item ii) of Proposition 1.2.11. O
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1.3 Lebesgue and Bochner Integration

We very briefly recall the construction of the Lebesgue and Bochner integrals. We will build
the stochastic integral in a similar manner as we build the Lebesgue integral below. The
expectation of infinite dimensional random variables gives a recurring example of a Bochner
integral in our analysis.

Let (E,B(FE), i) be a topological, measure space, equipped with its Borel sigma algebra,
B(E). We define the set of simple functions, &, to be all functions, g : E — R of the form

N
g = ch]lAk7 cx €ER, A, € B(E), N € N.
k=1

Define the integral of g € £ by the expression

[ 9@ dnta) = 3 euntar) € R
E k=1

and then note that for any p € [1, 00], the space £ equipped with the norm,

N
Z|Cl€|p|Ak7 pe [17OO>
lgllzr= 4 k=1
sup |ex|, p= oo,

defines a complete, normed, vector space. We set LP(11) to be the completion of £ under the
norm || - || z» and the Lebesgue integral of a measurable function f : E — R as the equivalence
class of limit points of all simple approximating sequences g, — f € LP(u). Extending to
vector valued functions can be done component by component.

A similar notion of integral can be defined for maps taking values in infinite dimensional
spaces, this is the Bochner integral. Let (V.|| - ||) be a Banach space and define by &y the
set of V' valued simple maps g : £ — V of the form

N
g:ZCk]lAk, Cké‘/,AkEB(E),NGN,

k=1

and we now set
N
[ 9@ (o) = S cntae) € v,
E k=1

This is mutatis mutandi the same construction as for the Lebesgue integral. However, in
order to extend to general measurable maps f : £ — V we now say that f is Bochner
integrable if there exists a sequence of simple function (g,)n,>1 C v such that

tim [ @) - gu(a) v du(a) = .
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where each integral is understood as the Lebesgue integral of the map £ 3 = — || f(x) —
gn(z)|v € R.

A version of the dominated convergence theorem holds for the Bochner integral.

Theorem 1.3.1 (DCT for Bochner Integrals). Let (E,B(E), i) be a topological measure
space and V' be a Banach space, f : E — V be Bochner integrable and (f,)n>1 a sequence
of Bochner integral maps, such that for p-a.e x € E, f(z) = lim, o fn(x). Then, if there
exists a real, integrable function g € L'(u;R) such that for p-a.e x € E, || fo(x)|lv< g(z), it
holds that

iy [ 1 = Fullv e =0,
n o E

/Efndu—>[Efdu.

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence of the DCT for Lebesgue integrals, since by
assumption || f,(z)|lv— || f(x)||v€ R for p-a.e x € E. The second assertion follows from the
first and the discussion above regarding construction of the Bochner integral. O

and so

1.4 Probability and Random Variables

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space, consisting of an abstract measurable space (€, F),
equipped with P a probability. We also assume we are given, (E, B(E)) a measurable, sepa-
rable, Banach space, with B(E) the Borel sigma algebra induced by the norm || - || g. We will
assume both these to be in place without further comment. We say that a measurable map
X :Q — FEis an E valued random variable. We write £(X) := X4P € P(E) that is, for any
A e B(E),

LX)(A)=Pwe: X(w)eA]

We say that a property holds P-a.s. if the P measure of the set where the property does
not hold is zero. The following proposition says that the Borel o-algebra, B(FE) is generated
by the cylinder sets of E*. We recall that given a family of sets A € 2 the notation o(A)
denotes the smallest o-algebra containing A.

Proposition 1.4.1. Let (E,B(E)) be a separable, Banach space equipped with its Borel o-
algebra. Firstly, there exists a sequence (@, )n>1 C E* such that,

Jelle= suplgn(e)l. for any € E. (14.)

As a result,
B(E)=c({zeFE : ¢p(x) <R, RER, p € E*}), (1.4.2)

and so X is an E valued random variable, if and only if ¢(X) is a real random variable for
all p € E*.
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Proof. We show (1.4.1) first. Let (x,),>1 C E be a dense set. By the Hahn-Banach theo-
rem, [Brell, Thm. 1.1], for all n > 1 there exists a ¢,, € E* such that ¢, (z,) = ||z,||r and
lonl|z+= 1. We show that the sequence (p,,),>1 has the property (1.4.1). Fix x € E and since
llonllz+< 1 it holds that |@,(z)|< ||z|g for each n > 1 and therefore sup,,~|en(2)|< ||| £
On the other hand, for any ¢ > 0, there exists an x,, such that ||z — 2,|[z< ¢ and so
lon(z) = ||zl E|= |@n(x — x,)|< €. Therefore, |p,(x)|> ||z||g—2¢, and since € was arbitrary
we conclude that (1.4.1) holds.

We use (1.4.1) to prove (1.4.2). It follows from (1.4.1), that for a € E, R > 0,

Bp(a,R)={z€ E : |lz —al|p< R} = ({2 € E : |pu(z) — pula)|< R}.

n>1

Therefore, the smallest o-algebra containing all sets of the form {z € E : p(z) < R, R €
R, ¢ € E*} contains the closed balls of £ and thus contains B(F). On the other hand, every
¢ € E* is a continuous map from (F,B(F)) — (R, B(R)) and so is measurable. Therefore,
the reverse inclusion holds from which (1.4.2) follows. Since a map X : Q@ — E is an F
valued random variable if and only if it is measurable with respect to F and B(E), the final
assertion follows since (1.4.2) is equivalent to the statement B(E) = o({p € E*}). O

The following corollary of Proposition 1.4.1 allows us to turn some questions regarding F
valued random variables into questions regarding real valued random variables through the
dual mapping w — ¢(X(w)) for ¢ € E*.

Corollary 1.4.2. Let (E,B(FE)) be a separable Banach space equipped with its Borel o-
algebra. Then the following all hold,

i) The set of E valued random variables is a vector space. That is, if X, Y are E valued
random variables, then for any o, f € R, aX 4+ Y is an E valued random variable.

it) If (Xn)n>1 is a sequence of E valued random variables such that X, (w) = X(w) € E,
P-a.s. then X : Q — E is an E valued random variable.

iii) If X is an E valued random variable, then Q 5 w — || X (w)|| g is a real random variable.

w) If X, Y are two E valued random wvariables. Then X =Y, P-a.s. if and only if
o(X) =p(Y) P-a.s. for all p € E*.

Proof. Ttems i) and ii) follow from Proposition 1.4.1 and the fact that both properties hold
for real random variables. Item iii) follows from the fact that by definition || ||g€ E*. In
order to show item iv), by linearity of the space E it suffices to show that if p(X) =0 € R,
P-a.s. for all ¢ € E*, then X = 0 € E, P-a.s.. Let, (¢n)n>1 be the sequence from (1.4.1),
then if by assumption ¢, (X) = 0, P-a.s. it holds that sup,,~,|o.(X)|= || X||= 0, P-a.s., which
implies the conclusion. - O
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We say that an E valued random variable, X, is simple if there exists an N > 1 and sequences
(rp)N_, C B, (Ay)Y_, C F, such that,

= Zxk]lAk(w), for P-a.a. we Q. (1.4.3)

It follows from, Corollary 1.4.2, that for any sequence of simple random variables (X,),>1
converging, weakly or strongly, to X € F, defines an E valued random variable. Conversely,
it also holds that to any E valued random variable, there exists a sequence of simple random
variables converging strongly to it. We give this result in the more general setting of separable
metric spaces.

Proposition 1.4.3. Let (F, pg) be a separable metric space and X be an E valued random
variable. Then there exists a sequence of simple random variables (X, )n>1, of the form,
(1.4.3), such that lim,_,, pp(X(w), X,(w)) — 0, P-a.s..

Proof. Let (zx)k>1 C E be a countable dense set. Then for every n > 1 and P-a.a. w € Q,
we define

pn(w) = min{p(X(w), ), k= 1,...,n},

kn(w) = min{k < n : po(w) = p(X (W), zx)},

Xn(w) = Ty (w)-
The random variables X,, are simple, since each X,, takes values only in the set {z1,...,z,}.
Furthermore, since the sequence (zy)g>1 is dense, one has that lim, . pp(w) = 0, P-a.s.
Since p,(w) = pr(X(w), X, (w)), the conclusion follows. O

For a simple random variable we define the Bochner integrals,

/X ) dP(w ZExk [k,

and

E[ll Xl 2] ZE [kl 2] P[AR]
By completeness of (E, || ||g), an E Valued random variable is Bochner integrable if and
only if

/Q X (@)]| dP(w) < oo.

Therefore, using Proposition 1.4.3 we may extend the Bochner integral, E[X], to all £ valued
random variables, as the limit of the Bochner integral along a sequence of approximating
simple random variables. For p € [1, 00| we define the spaces LP(Q); E) as the completions of
the simple random variables under the norms,

E[IXE]", if p € [1,00),

esssup|| X (w)||g, if p=oc.
weN

X p:=
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Note that E[X] € E while E[|| X ||%] € R. For concision and where it will not cause confusion
we sometimes write the Bochner integral as

/QXdIP ::/QX(W) dP(w).

The Bochner integral of a random variable obeys analogues of the dominated convergence
and monotone convergence theorems for the Lebesgue integral. Let (F,||-|z) be a second
separable Banach space and consider a linear operator A : D(A) C E' — F. Recall that we
say A is closed if the set,

graph(A) .= {(z,y) e EX F : x € D(A), y = Ax},

is closed in the product space E x F. We equip D(A) with the graph norm, ||z||pay:=
|z||5+||Az|| z. We have the following result regarding D(A) C E valued random variables.

Theorem 1.4.4. Let E, F' be separable Banach spaces and A : D(A) C E — F be a closed
operator such that D(A) € B(E). If X : Q — E is P-a.s. D(A) valued, then AX is an F
valued random variable and X is a D(A) valued random variable (seen as a Banach space
equipped with the graph norm). If X is Bochner integrable and

/Q JAX ()] sdP(w) < oo,

then

A /Q X (w) dP(w) = /Q AX (w) dP(w). (1.4.4)

Proof. The first statements essentially follow from the definitions, using the fact that (D(A), || - || p(a))
is itself a Banach space. To prove (1.4.4) consider a sequence of simple random variables
(Xpn)n>1 C D(A) approximating X in D(A), that is

X = Xullogay= IX = Xallp+ AX — AX, [l 0.
It follows directly that we have
/Q 1X (@) = X (@)l o0y dBw) — 0.

Thus, by definition of the Bochner integral, we have that both

/Q X, (w) dP(w) — /Q X (w) dP(w), /Q AX,(w) dP(w) — /Q AX (W) dP(w).

However, it also follows from the definition of the Bochner integral of simple random variables
that

| A% () dP@) = A [ X, (0) dP)

therefore (1.4.4) follows from the closedness of A. O
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Remark 1.4.5. It follows from 1.4.4 that ¢ € L(E, F) and if X is E valued random variable
that is Bochner integrable then,

o ([ x@ ) = [ oo ape)

That is (E[X]) = E[p(X)]. In fact, the expectation is characterised as the unique element
x € E such that,
¢(r) = Elp(X)], forall p € £

In the sequel we employ the notion of a conditional expectation, in particular when studying
martingales taking values in Hilbert spaces. Existence and uniqueness of the conditional
expectation for E valued random variables follows in a similar manner as in the finite dimen-
sional case.

Theorem 1.4.6. Let X be a Bochner integrable, E valued random variable and let G C F be
a sub sigma-algebra of F. Then there exists a unique, up to a P measure zero set, integrable,
E valued random variable, Z, that is G measurable and such that

/XdIP’ = / ZdP, for all A€ G. (1.4.5)
A A

We write E[X|G] for the random variable Z and refer to it as the conditional expectation of
X with respect to G.

Remark 1.4.7. Often, we wish to talk about the conditional expectation of a random variable,
X, with respect to another random variable Y. In this case we use the abuse of notation
E[X|Y] by which we really mean E[X|o(Y)], where o(Y) is the o-algebra generated by Y.

Proof of Theorem 1.4.6. We begin by showing uniqueness. Assume that there exists two
random variables Z, Z such that both equal E[X |G]. Therefore, using Remark 1.4.5 it holds
that for any ¢ € E*,

A@(Z)sz@(AZdIP) :/A<p(X)dIP’, for all A € G.

Similarly, [, o(Z)dP = S, ¢(X)dP. Therefore, for all ¢ € E*, p(Z), ©(Z) both equal the
real, conditional expectation E[p(X)|G]. Since uniqueness holds for the finite dimensional
conditional expectation we have p(Z) = p(Z) for all ¢ € E* and so by Item iv) of Corollary
1.4.2 we have Z = Z P-a.s.

To prove existence, let X = Zsz1 x,1 4, be a simple random variable, then we define,

N
Z = xPlAG],

k=1
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where P[A;|G] is the usual conditional probability of Ay with respect to G. It is clear that Z
satisfies (1.4.5) and by the law of total expectation we have

N
E[|Z)15] < Y Elllze ]l s]P[Ax] = E[| X]|5]. (1.4.6)
k=1
Now let (X,),>1 be a sequence of simple random variables, approximating X and Z, =
E[X,|G]. So then for n, m € N, by (1.4.6), we have
EllZn — Znlle] < E[| X — Xinllg] = 0, asn, m — occ.

Therefore Z,, is a Cauchy sequence in L'(Q,G,P; E) and thus there exists a G-measurable
random variable Z := lim,,_,, Z,, which by continuity of the Bochner integral also satisfies
(1.4.5). O

1.4.1 Gaussian Measures on Hilbert Spaces

Recall that a real random variable X : 2 — R is called Gaussian if there exist m € R,
q € [0,00) such that for any A € B(R),

LIX)(A) = PX € A] = \/41T0/,46_— dz.

In the multivariate case we say that an R? valued random variable is Gaussian if there exist
m € R? and Q € R¥? a non-negative, symmetric matrix such that for any A € B(R?),

‘C(X)(A> = P[X S A] = e—%<Q71(w—m),x—m> dz

7iwa )
(4m)42y/det Q Ja

In both cases, if the variance is zero we interpret the measure, £(X), as a dirac mass centred at
m. Both definitions can also be concisely given in terms of characteristic functions (Fourier
transforms) of measures. A measure u € P(R?) is a Gaussian measure if and only if its
characteristic function R? 3 \ = fi(\) := E[e?™X)] is given by the expression

f(N) = MmN @AN for all A € RY, (1.4.7)

where m € R? and Q € R%*? is a symmetric, non-negative matrix. We say that an R? valued
random variable is Gaussian if its law, £(X) is a Gaussian measure in this sense.

These definitions motivate the notion of Hilbert space valued random variables in possibly
infinite dimensions. We fix a separable, Hilbert space U and identify U* with U from now
on. As a result we change notation from the previous section, instead of writing g(h) for

g € U*, f € U, we write (f,g), where the inner product is understood as the inner product
on U.

Definition 1.4.8 (U-Valued Gaussian Random Variable). Let X be a U-valued random vari-
able. Then we say that X is Gaussian if and only if (X, g) is a real Gaussian random variable,
for every g € U. We say that a measure u € P(U) is Gaussian if u(A) = P[X € A] for a
Gaussian random variable X.
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It follows from the Riesz representation theorem, that given a Gaussian measure p € P(U),
there exists m € U and ) : U — U, such that for all h, g € U,

(m, ) = / (e, h) dpu() = E[{X, b,

(1.4.8)
(Qh.g) = / (. h) (z, g) dp(x) = E[(X, h) (X, g)].

From now on we only deal with centred Gaussian measures, that is measures for which m = 0.
By linearity one may always translate a centred measure to a non-centred measure. It is im-
mediate that @) is linear, symmetric and non-negative. We will shortly demonstrate that in
fact () defines a trace class operator from U to itself.

At this point we remark that much of the theory presented below for Gaussian measures
on Hilbert spaces extends quite naturally, to the more general setting of separable, reflex-
ive Banach spaces, satisfying either a 2-martingale or uniform martingale difference (UMD)
property, see [VNVWO07] for an overview on these topics. A benefit of the theory of stochastic
integration in UMD Banach spaces is that it leads to maximal regularity of the constructed
integrals. On the other hand, the theory presented here can be implemented to develop a
theory for Banach space valued integrals at the price of a small loss in regularity, see [Hai09,
Sec. 5]. For an approach to SPDEs valued in L> based spaces, such as C*, W** we refer
to the pathwise approach briefly presented in Chapter 4 here.

For a measure, p, on a Hilbert space U, we define the characteristic function U 2 h — fi(h) €
C, by the expression,

Alh) = / £ dpu(g).

It follows from Definition 1.4.8 and (1.4.8) that for p a centred, Gaussian measure on U, one
has

f(h) = e 2@ forall h e U. (1.4.9)

To see this, use the fact that by definition, there exists a U valued random variable, X,
such that (X, h) is a one dimensional Gaussian and the expression (1.4.7) for the Fourier
transform of finite dimensional Gaussian measures. In fact, Theorem 1.4.12 below, shows
that any measure with characteristic function of the form (1.4.9) is a Gaussian measure.

We say that two measures, p, v € P(U) are equal, if u(A) = v(A) for all A € B(U). A
useful extension of Item iv) of Corollary 1.4.2 shows that the characteristic function uniquely
determines the measure. We note that the following sequence of results hold directly on
separable Banach spaces, not only Hilbert spaces provided one appropriately defines /i in
terms of elements of E*.

Proposition 1.4.9. Let p, v € P(U) be two measures on a Hilbert space U. Then = v if
and only if ii(g) = v(g) for allg € U.
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Proof. By linearity, it suffices to show that if i = 0 then = 0. For i € P(R) and ¢ € C*(R)

one s [ et = o [ [ o0 acutan = 5- [ oo ac

Therefore, approximating any continuous and bounded function by smooth functions we see
that the Fourier transform uniquely determines one dimensional probability measures. The
infinite dimensional case then follows from Item iv) of Corollary 1.4.2. O

So far we have not in fact shown that measures satisfying Definition 1.4.8 in fact exist.
In order to do so we establish some a priori properties of Gaussian measures. Recall that
given an angle § € [0,27) a vector in U? is rotated under the map Ry(h,g) := (hcosf —
gsin @, hsinf + gcosf). By extension we define the rotation of € P(U) by 0, as the image
of 4 ® p under the map,

Ry : P(U)@PU) — PU)@PU)
URV— Ry#(n @)

Lemma 1.4.10. Let pu be a Gaussian measure on U. Then for any 6 € [0,27), one has
Ro(p X p) = p @ pu.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 1.4.9 that is enough to check that the identity,
(@) oR;' = 1 ® p: U2 — C2, holds for the characteristic functions. This can be checked
using the explicit expression (1.4.9). O

A consequence of this rotation invariance is a bound on exponential moments of Gaussian
measures known as Fernique’s theorem. Note that the theorem holds for all measures that
are invariant by rotations of 7 /4 degrees, not just Gaussian measures.

Theorem 1.4.11 (Fernique’s Theorem). Let p € P(U) be a probability measure such that
Rra(p @ p) = p @ p. Then there exists an oo > 0 such that

/ MG dpu(h) < oo.
U

Proof. Let 7, 0 > 0. Then by 7 /4-rotation invariance we have that

ullllo< T)plllgllo> o) = (Hh s <7)“<%”)

" Jis /!! L, M)

By the triangle inequality we see that

min{||2[|v, lgllv} = 5 Mh+mw4m gllo)
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and so it follows that together, the conditions, ||h — g||[y< V27 and ||h + g||y> V20, that
min{||h||v, ||9]lv} > %75 S0 using the above equality, we have that

/ ) du(g) = (||h||U> T‘“)z.

V2

Since ||hl|y< oo p-a.s., there exists some o > 0 such that u(||h||y< o) > 2. So now we set

to = o to be the mlnlmal value such that this holds and for n > 0 we deﬁne t, = "f} Z. So
it follows that

u(lhllo< Du(lgllo> o) < /

g
p(llpllo< o)

% <||h||U> e
p(l[hllo> tha) <

) 1
< Sulhl> t)*

Therefore, defining the shorthand, k,, := 3u(||h|lu> t,), we have shown the recursion ky 41 <
k% with ko < % Repeatedly applying this inequality gives the bound u(||h|jy> t,) < 372"

On the other hand, one can check explicitly that t, = f\; o < 2"2(2 ++/2)0 so that in

particular ¢, < 2"/554. Therefore in combination we have

2

_tn+1
u(l[pllo> ta) < 372507

ot
So it follows that there exists a universal constant & > 0 such that u(||h||p> t) < e_QcTt,
holds for every ¢ > o. So integrating by parts we have that

&bl o, 2 (%
e (S0 Y au < e 25 [0 it ot

< et +2a / te~* ¢
1

< 00,
which is the stated result with a = &/o. O

It follows from Fernique’s theorem that Gaussian measures have finite moments of all orders.
In fact one can show an even stronger result, namely that the second moment of a Gaussian
measure controls all higher moments. We postpone this proof to Chapter 4 since we do not
make use of it here. We employ Theorem 1.4.11 here to give the following characterisation
of Gaussian measures on a Hilbert space.

Theorem 1.4.12. Let U be a Hilbert space. A measure p € P(U) is Gaussian if and only if
there exist m € U and QQ € Ly(U) such that

() = eitmm=z@mh) - for all b € U. (1.4.10)
Furthermore one has the identity,
/||h||§]du(h) =TrQ. (1.4.11)
U

Finally, if p = L(X) then we say that X ~ N (m, Q).
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Proof. As above, without loss of generality we may prove the result only for centred Gaus-
sian measures, so we set m = 0. Furthermore, we have already seen in (1.4.9) that given a
Gaussian measure there exists a linear, non-negative, symmetric operator ) : U — U such
that (1.4.10) holds. Therefore, in one direction it suffices to show that this operator @ is in
fact trace class and in turn that the expression (1.4.11) is finite.

It follows from Theorem 1.4.11 that given a Gaussian measure, a priori one has the bound

1
[ nliutny < 2 [ et auin) < oo
U o Juy

Now let (e,)n>1 C U be a basis, so that applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence in the
first step, we have,

mewngém@wwm=2@%mzﬂg

k=1

That is, if a measure, u € P(U), satisfies (1.4.8), then @ € Ly(U).

To prove the converse, let ) € L1(U) so that by (1.2.4) there exists a basis (e,,),>1 C U such
that Qe, = \,e, for a summable sequence (\,)n>1 C R>o. Then, let (3,),>1 be a family of
i.i.d, real valued standard normal random variables, which exist by Kolmogorov’s extensions
theorem. By definition, > ., \E[32] = Tr@ and so the series Y. -, vV AufBne, is finite in
mean square and so there exists a subsequence of partial sums converging P-a.s. in U. It
follows that X := ZZO>1 VA Brern defines a U valued Gaussian random variable in the sense
of Definition 1.4.8.

In both cases the form of the characteristic function, (1.4.10), can be computed explicitly. O

In the case of Banach space valued Gaussian random variables, one can instead show that
the covariance operators is a compact operator. See [Hai09, Ex. 3.16].

1.4.2 Generalised Gaussian Random Variables

One may wonder if we can allow for more general covariance operators. An example of
particular interest is the white-noise, otherwise known as a cylindrical Gaussian random
variable. Let U be as above, (ex)r>1 be any orthonormal basis and (fx)r>1 be i.i.d, real,
standard normal, random variables. Then consider the random variable defined by the formal
sum,

W= Brex. (1.4.12)
k=1

This corresponds to formally setting () = Idy, the identity map on U. Since the identity
map is not trace-class, W, cannot be a U valued Gaussian random variable. However, if we
consider W as a random variable taking values in a suitable space larger than U, it turns out
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to be perfectly well defined Gaussian random. For example, consider the Hilbert—Schmidt
extension, Uy, of U, defined to be the completion of U under the norm,

=1
2|7, = Zﬁ«c,em
k=1

The inclusion map ¢ : U — U,y is Hilbert—Schmidt and since U C Uy, for any h € U, the
action (W, h)y., is well defined. Interpreting all inner products in the only admissible sense,
we then have, for h, g € F,

E[(W,h)] =0, E[W,h)(W,g)] = (h,9).

Thus we may treat W as defining a Gaussian random variable on U, which takes values
almost surely in Us. This leads us to the following definition.

Definition 1.4.13 (Generalised Gaussian Random Variable). Given a Hilbert space, U, we
say that a linear map h — X}, defines a generalised Gaussian random variable, if X}, is a real
Gaussian random variable for every h € U and if h,, — h € U,

E [|X) — X3,]?] = 0.

Consider the example of the white noise, W, above. The map h — (W, h) =: W), is linear and
defines a family of real, Gaussian random variables. Furthermore, for (h,),>1 C U converging
to h € U we have,

E [[Wh = Wi, [*] = [[hn = k= 0.

It follows from the definition of a generalised Gaussian random variable, that there exists a
bi-linear form, K : £ x E — R and a symmetric, non-negative operator () : £ — FE such
that,

E [ X, X,] = K(h,g9) = (Qh,g), forallh, geU.

As before, we call ) the covariance operator of X. In the case of the white noise, W, the
covariance operator is the identity on U. In fact, all generalised Gaussian random variables
can be written formally as

X =Y 5Q", (1.4.13)

k=1

where (8)g>1 are a family of i.i.d, real, standard normals, (ey)g>1 is an orthonormal basis of
U and @ € L(U) is a symmetric and non-negative operator. Note that () need not be trace
class, however, since it is symmetric and non-negative it admits an invertible, square root.
From this we define the reproducing kernel space of X.

Definition 1.4.14 (Reproducing Kernel Space). Let X be a generalised Gaussian random
variable on a Hilbert space U, with covariance (). Then, we define the reproducing kernel of
X to be the space Uy := Q/2(U). Note that Uy is itself a Hilbert space, with inner product

(h, 9yv, = (@ 2h, Q" ?g)y.

This definition allows us to give proper meaning to the generalised Gaussian random variables
as defined in (1.4.13).
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Proposition 1.4.15. Let U, U; be Hilbert spaces and QQ € L(U) be such that QY*(U) =:
Uy C Uy, with Hilbert-Schmidt embedding 1Q'Y? : U — U,. Then the sum on the right
hand side of (1.4.13) defines a generalised Gaussian random variable on U in the sense
of Definition 1.4.153. Furthermore, the definition of X as a generalised Gaussian random
variable on U is independent of the choice of Uy and v. Finally, defining Q1 := tQt*, one has
that QY2 : U — Q}/Q(Ul) defines an isomorphism

Proof. Almost sure convergence of the sum (1.4.13) in U; follows from the bound,

> EBHQY e, @er)y, = > (1Q"er, 1Q Per)y,

k>1 k>1
= (1Quex, ex)
k>1
=TrQi" < oco.

Where the last bracket is understood as the duality bracket between U and U;. Recall that
since ¢Q'/? is Hilbert-Schmidt, (Q¢* is trace class by definition. It therefore follows that
X = Br@QY%e;, defines a U; valued Gaussian random variable, on U in the sense of
Definition 1.4.8. Furthermore, it is readily checked that for X defined in this way, the map,

Ush— Xh = Zﬁk<Q1/2€k7€k> <h, 6k>,
k=1

defines a generalised Gaussian random variable, with zero mean, in the sense of Definition
1.4.13. Furthermore, since the choice of ¢, U; does not play a role in the action h — X}, they
do not affect the definition, provided the embedding :Q'/? : U — U; is Hilbert-Schmidt.

To see that ¢Q'/? defines an isomorphism between U and Qi/ 2(U1), we first note that since
Q1 = (1Q)(1QY?)*, by Corollary 1.2.12, we have QV/*(Uy) = 1(Up). Furthermore, from the
same result we have that ||Q1_1/2h1]|U1: e uy ||y, for all by € «(Up). However, since the
mapping ¢ : Uy — U, is surjective, we may replace hy by thg for any hy € Uy and the final
claim is shown. O

In the case of the white noise, W, defined above, the Hilbert—Schmidt extension of U provides
an example of U;. However, due to the final assertion of Proposition 1.4.15, the definition
of the white noise is independent of the choice of U;, provided the embedding ¢ : Uy — U; is
Hilbert—Schmidt.

Ezample 1.4.16. Let U = L*([0,T]) and W be a white noise defined on U. Then, define the
real process, t — W, := (W, 1jo4). For any ¢, s € [0,7T] we have,

E[W,] =0, E[W,W,]=tAs.

The mapping [0,7] > t — W, € R is by definition P-a.s. continuous. Finally, if we consider
the filtration (F;).cjo,r) generated by (W,)icpo,r), then by linearity, for any ¢t > s we have

E[W,|F,] = E[W, + W,_,|F,] = W,.

So by Levy’s characterisation, t — W, defines a real Brownian motion.
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1.5 Stochastic Analysis in Infinite Dimensions

The main purpose of this chapter is to build up a theory of stochastic analysis in infinite
dimensional Hilbert spaces. In Chapter 3 we will use this theory to understand a certain
class of SPDE as infinite dimensional stochastic evolution equations. We first develop some
theory of abstract martingales in Banach spaces, after which we turn to the specific case
of Gaussian processes in Hilbert spaces and conclude by developing a theory of stochastic
integration for these processes.

Definition 1.5.1 (Stochastic Processes). Given a Banach space F, equipped with its Borel
o-algebra and (2, F,P) an abstract probability space, we say that a measurable map X :
[0,00) X Q@ — E'is an E valued stochastic process.

We typically suppress the dependence of X on w € 2 and use the notations (X;)icp,00) and
[0,00) 3t — X, to denote these processes.

Definition 1.5.2 (Modifications of Stochastic Processes). Let X, Y : [0,00) X  — E be two
stochastic processes. Then we say that Y is a modification of X if for all ¢ € [0, 00), one has

P[X, =Y, = 1.

In what follows we often deal with stochastic processes restricted to an interval [0,77] for
T € (0,00). In this case these definition only change up to modifying the interval of definition.

1.5.1 Banach Space Valued Martingales

As in finite dimensional stochastic analysis, the class of Martingale processes will play a
central role. We introduce the concept of a filtered probability space. We say that a family
(Fi)e>0, of o-algebras is non-decreasing if Fy C F; for all 0 < s < t < co. We also introduce
the notations,

Fip =(Fe Fo=[)F

s>t s<t

Definition 1.5.3 (Filtered Probability space). We say that a tuple, (2, F, (Ft)i>0, P), con-
sisting of the the usual triple; state space €2, o-algebra, F, and probability measure, P, and
in addition a non-decreasing family of sub-c-algebras, (F;):>0 is a filtered probability space.
We say that a filtration is normal if F{ contains all P-null sets of F and if

Fir=F forallt>0.

Given a filtered probability space, we define the notion of an (F;);>¢-martingale.

Definition 1.5.4 (Martingales). Let (M;);>0 be a stochastic process, taking values in £ and
(Fi)e>0 be a filtration on (2, F,P). Then we say that (M;);>¢ is an (F;)i>o-martingale if,

1. E[||M;||g] < oo for all t > 0,
2. M, is F; measurable for all ¢ > 0,

3. E[M; | Fs] = M P-as. forall 0 < s <t < oo.
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We say that a stochastic process is a sub-martingale if the final property is replaced with
the inequality E[M;|Fs] > M, and a super-martingale if it is replaced by the inequality
E[M;|Fs] < M.

Given a filtered probability space (€2, F, (Ft)i>0, P), we recall the notion of a stopping time.

Definition 1.5.5 (Stopping Times). We say that a random variable 2 3 w — 7(w) € R} is
an (F¢)t>o stopping time, if for any ¢ > 0,

{lwe: 7(w) <t} € F.

Remark 1.5.6. If (F;)¢>0 is normal, in the sense of Definition 1.5.3, then any deterministic
time 7" > 0 is an (F})¢>0 stopping time.

Remark 1.5.7. We will mostly be concerned with so called hitting times, that is given an F
valued process, (X¢)i>0, for R > 0 and ¢ € E*, we define

Tr = inf{t > 0 : |p(X})|> R}.

If t — X, is almost surely continuous and (F;):>o is normal then any random time of this
form is an (F;)¢>0 stopping time.

The following example shows that in some cases the requirements of being a true martingale
in the sense of Definition 1.5.4 are too stringent.

Ezxample 1.5.8. Let (Q, F, (Fi)i>0,P) be a filtered probability space carrying two random
variables, £ which is F; measurable, takes values in R, and such that E[¢{] = co and 1 which
is Fy measurable, independent of F,_ and takes values £1 each with probability 1/2. We
define the process [0,00) 5 t — X; := 1;59n€. It follows immediately that E[| Xs|] = E[{] = oo
so that X cannot be a martingale. However, we can define the sequence of stopping times,
for R > 0,
{R if ¢ <R,
TR ‘—
1 if¢&>R.

Since £(w) < oo P-ass., 7r * 0o P-a.s. and for every n > 0, X™® := X, . is a bounded
martingale.

This leads us to the definition local martingales, which will be recurring objects in our
analysis. In particular the stochastic integrals we define in Subsections 1.5.4 & 1.5.5 will
only be local martingales for the integrands we typically consider.

Definition 1.5.9 (Local Martingale). We say that an E valued stochastic process (M;)i>o
is a local martingale, if there exists a sequence of (F;):>o stopping times (7,,),>0 such that
T, — 00, P-a.s. and for any n > 0, the stopped process (M;™);>o := (M, at)1>0 is a martingale

in the sense of Definition 1.5.4. Local sub/super-martingales are defined analogously. The
sequence (7,),>0 is called a localising sequence for the local martingale M.

As in the previous section we make a connection to real martingales.

Proposition 1.5.10. Let (M;)i>o be an E valued stochastic process such that E[||My||g] < oo
for allt > 0 and (F)i>0 be a filtration as in Definition 1.5.4. Then (M;)i>o is an E valued
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martingale if and only if ((My, h))i>o is a real, (Fi)i>o-martingale for allh € E. Furthermore,
if (My)eso is an (Fy)iso-sub-martingale, then (|| M:||'%)i0 is a real (Fi)i>o-sub-martingale for
any p € [1,00).

Proof. To prove the equivalence, it is clear that if (M;):>o is an E valued (F;):>o-martingale
then ((My, h))i>o is a real (F;)i>o-martingale for all h € E. On the other hand, if (M, h)
is F; measurable for all ¢ > 0 and h € E then the element M; € E must be F, measurable
for every t > 0. To show the martingale property it suffices to recall the construction of the
conditional expectation in Hilbert spaces from Theorem 1.4.6.

To show that the norm is a real martingale, recall that by Hahn-Banach there exists a
sequence of elements (hy)r>1 such that |[M;|g= supys,(M;, hi). Therefore, from the first
equivalence, P-a.s., we have that

E[[[ M| g Fs] > sup E[(My, hi) | Fs] = sup(Ms, hi) = || My -
k>1 k>1
This proves the claim for p = 1, to show the same for p > 1 it suffices to apply Jensen in the
first inequality. O

We have the following version of Doob’s maximal inequality.

Theorem 1.5.11. Let (M,)icpo,r) be a right continuous, E valued (F¢).cjo.r1-martingale. Then
for any p > 1,

==

E

te[0,T

_p
sup ||Mt||%] < FE[HMTH%] ~

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 1.5.10 and the same result for real valued, non-
negative sub-martingales. See [CE15, Thm. 4.5.6] O

From now on we will focus in particular on the square integrable, continuous, martingales,
i.e E valued, continuous, (F)scpo,rj-martingales such that

1Ml ppz:= sup E[||M]5] = E [[|Mr[l] < oo (1.5.1)

te[0,7T

Identifying M2 (FE) as a space as a subspace of the Banach space L?(Q; C([0,T7]; E)) it follows
that M%(E) is itself a Banach space if it can be shown to be closed. However, by construction
of the conditional expectation, it is easy to show that even convergence in L'(Q; C([0,T7]; E))
preserves the martingale property and so M2(E) is a Banach space, with norm given by
(1.5.1). Note that finiteness of (1.5.1) is not enough to ensure that a local martingale, M, is
a true martingale, so that we may also speak of continuous, square integrable, local martin-
gales and we write M7, (E) for this space.

Our ultimate goal in this chapter is to build the stochastic integral with respect to a given
element of MZ(E), concretely a Q-Wiener process. In order to do so we proceed in analogy
with the construction of the Lebesgue integral. We first identify a suitable space of simple
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processes, for which the integral is naturally defined. We then show that this integral is
an isometry from the simple processes, equipped with a suitable norm, to the space M?2.
We then define the stochastic integral as the limit under approximation by simple processes.
From now on we keep as implicit a filtered probability space (€2, F, (Fi)icjo,r; P) and assume
that all martingales are with respect to (E)te[O,T]. We also assume without further comment
that all martingales are zero at t = 0.

1.5.2 Hilbert Space Valued Wiener Processes

In the context of stochastic evolution equations we will wish to consider noise terms given
by evolving processes of random variables. That is a Hilbert space valued stochastic process.
Given a spatial domain, I' C R? we typically think of U in the previous section, being a
Hilbert space of functions f : I' — R™ and the noise as being a sequence of random elements
in U (or some larger space) indexed continuously by ¢t > 0. We begin by defining the class of
@Q-Wiener processes.

Definition 1.5.12. Given a Hilbert space U and a trace class operator Q) € Li(U), we say
that (W;)i>0 is a standard @Q-Wiener process if,

1. Wo=0€eU,
2. the map Ry >t — W, € U is P-a.s. continuous,
3. for any 0 < s <t < oo, one has

W, — W, ~N(,(t—5)Q) and W, —W, L W,.

The qualification standard here refers to the condition Wy = 0, which entails by the martin-
gale property (see below) that E[(W;, h)] = 0 for all ¢ > 0. Setting W, = m for a deterministic
element m € F gives a non-centred ()-Wiener process. One can also consider random initial
data, provided the independent increments assumption still holds. This can be useful for
example when studying invariant behaviour of stochastic systems, as one may wish to start
the system already from its invariant distribution. From now on we only treat standard
Q-Wiener processes and remove the qualifier from all subsequent statements.

Given Theorem 1.4.12 we can give a characterisation of the )-Wiener processes.

Theorem 1.5.13. Let Q € Li(U) and (ex)r>1, (Ae)k>1 be an orthonormal basis of U gen-
erated by Q) and associated eigenvalues. Then (W;)>o is a Q-Wiener process if and only

if,
Wy =>_ vV MBfer, (15.2)

k>1

where (3%);>; are independent, real, Brownian motions.
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Proof. This result essentially follows from the characterisation of Gaussian random variables
given by Theorem 1.4.12. It follows directly that the random variables (WW;);>o defined in
this way are centred, Gaussian, U-valued random variables. Since () is trace class, the right
hand side of (1.5.2) is square summable in expectation and so by the dominated convergence
theorem we may exchange summation and the expectation. Therefore, independence of the
increments, W, — Wj, follows from independence of the increments 8F — 8¥. finally, almost
sure continuity of the paths follows also from almost sure continuity of the maps t — 3,
although in Chapter 4 we show this more directly by a generalisation of the Kolmogorov
continuity criterion. 0

For the remainder of this chapter, unless otherwise mentioned @ € L,(U). Given a filtered
probability space we define the notion of a ()-Wiener process with respect to a filtration.

Definition 1.5.14. Let (Q, F, (Ft)t>0,P) be a normal, filtered probability space and (W}):>0
be a Q-Wiener process. We say that (W;);>¢ is a Q-Wiener process with respect to (F;)i>o
if

Y

1. W, is F; measurable for every t > 0,

2. Wy — Wy is independent of F; for all 0 < s <t < .

Every ()-Wiener process naturally induces a normal filtration, defined by setting, for all t > 0,
Fo=oWy:s<t), Fi=o(FU{AeF :PA=0}), F =[)F
s>t

From now on we will always consider filtrations generated in this way and so without further
comment we will assume that any ()-Wiener process is adapted to the given filtration. A
probabilistically strong solution to our SPDE will be a stochastic process (u;);>o also adapted
to the given filtration.

As in the finite dimensional case, the ()-Wiener processes are martingales. Let us a fix a
T > 0 and adapt the definitions above accordingly. Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1.5.15. Let (W),c0.11 be a Q-Wiener process and (Fi)ecjo,r be its natural filtration.
Then (Wy)iep,n € M7(U).

Proof. The fact that (W)ieom € M7 (U) follows from the definition of (F3)sepo,r and the
assumption of independent increments of (W;)cr). If we equip U with the orthonormal
basis generated by (), then we have

sup E[[W[|5] = sup E[[(We, Wy)[] = sup E

te[0,7 te[0,7T te[0,T

=T (Qex,ex)
k=1

=TrQT < .

Z|<Wt,ek>|2]

k=1
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1.5.3 Generalised Wiener Processes

As in subsection 1.4.2, it is natural to ask if we can extend the definition of a Wiener process
beyond that of Definition 1.5.12. This leads to the definition of generalised Wiener processes,
which includes the white noise (or cylindrical Wiener) process.

Definition 1.5.16 (Generalised Wiener Process). Given a Hilbert space U, we say that a
family of linear maps [0, 7] x U 3 (t, h) — Wj, € R defines a generalised Wiener process if
for each h € U, t — W), defines a real Wiener process and if for any sequence (hy,)n,>1 C U
converging to h € U we have,

E [|Wh;t - Whn;t

2} — 0, forallt>0.

We employ the same ideas as in Subsection 1.4.2 to understand (Wj.;):>0 as a Wiener process
taking values in a space slightly larger than U. From the definition of a generalised Wiener
process it follows that there exists a bi-linear form K : U x U — R and a symmetric,
non-negative operator ) € L(U) such that for all s, ¢ > 0 and h,g € U,

E[Wh;th;s] =tA SK(h> 9) =tA S<Qha g>.

We write W, as a formal sum,

Wy = BiQex,

k>1

where (8%)>; is a family of i.i.d, standard, real, Brownian motions and (e;)g>; is an or-
thonormal basis of U. As in Subsection 1.4.2 we define the reproducing kernel of W, as
the space Uy := Q'/?(U) and we recall that for any ¢ > 0, h Wi defines a generalised
Gaussian random variable on U and it takes values in any space U; <= U, such that the
embedding ¢ : Uy — U, is Hilbert-Schmidt. Thus, we may consider (Wi )icjo.11,pev as a
U, valued Q)-Wiener process on U and its definition is independent of the choice of U;. By
definition, the generalised Wiener process is an element of M2 (U;).

Ezample 1.5.17 (Space-Time White Noise). A common example of a generalised Wiener
process is the space-time white noise, sometimes called a cylindrical Wiener process. It is
the natural infinite dimensional analogue of the finite dimensional white noise familiar from
classical stochastic analysis. Let I' C R? be a bounded, domain and U := L*(T'). Then
the space-time white noise on [0, 7] x I' is the generalised Wiener process [0, 7] x L*(I") >
(t,h) — Wy such that, for all h, g € U and s, ¢ € [0, 77,

E[Wt;h] =0, E[Wt;th;g] =tA 8<h, g)Lz(p).

One can check that for given a family of i.i.d, standard, real Brownian motions, (3*);>; and
a orthonormal basis of L*(T'), (ex)r>1, the formal sum

Wt = Z 556167

k>1

defines a generalised Gaussian process in the above sense, known as the cylindrical Gaus-
sian process, and that the sum converges in any Hilbert space U; such that the embedding
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¢ : L*(T') — U, is Hilbert-Schmidt. The formal derivative, dW; = Zk21 dpkey, is referred to
as the space-time white-noise.

An alternative approach to defining the space-time white noise is to return to Subsection 1.4.2
and consider the Hilbert space U := LZ([0,T] x ') of square integrable space-time functions,
zero at zero. Then it is an easy exercise to check that the white noise on L([0,T] x T)
coincides with the space-time white noise defined above.

1.5.4 Stochastic Integration Against ()-Wiener Processes

We conclude this chapter by giving meaning to integrals of the form
t
0,73t~ / ws AW, (1.5.3)
0

where (¢¢)ejo,7] is an adapted, suitably regular, operator valued process. We first treat the
case when (W;)cjo,r) is a @-Wiener process from a Hilbert space to itself and treat this case in
the most detail. We follow this by defining the stochastic integral for (W,).cpo,7] a generalised
Wiener process, of which the space-time white noise will be our canonical example.

We fix a Hilbert space, U and assume that W is an U valued Q)-Wiener process. We re-
call the definition of its reproducing kernel, the Hilbert space Uy := Q/?(U) C U equipped
with the inner product (Q~'/2f, Q~2g)y;. We also fix a second Hilbert space, H; we will
subsequently assume (¢;)cjo,r) takes values in a subspace of L(Uy; H), so that the stochastic
integral, (1.5.3), takes values in H.

As in the finite dimensional case we first define the stochastic integral for a suitable class of
simple processes, before extending it to a larger space of integrands.

Definition 1.5.18 (Simple Processes in L(U; H)). We say that a process [0,7] 5t — ¢ €
L(U; H) is simple if, there exist a sequence of deterministic times, 0 =ty < t; < - < t,_1 =
T, and a set of L(U; H) valued, (F;, )" _-measurable, random variables, (,,)"_,, taking
only finitely many values, such that,

n—1
¢t = polyoy(t) + Z Lt i) (£)-
m=0

We write Ep(U; H) for the set of L(U; H) valued simple processes on [0, 7).
We define the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators L(Uy; H) equipped with the norm,

||<P||igiz Tr [(Ql/zw)(Q1/2¢)*} .

Note that since L3 is the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators defined on the image of a
Hilbert—-Schmidt operator QY2 : U — U, it follows that that L(U; H) C L3(U, H) and so
example the simple process Er(U; H) are measurable, L3(Uy, H), valued processes.
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This allows us to define the set of processes that are square integrable with respect to a
Q-Wiener process. For a measurable process [0,T] 3 ¢t — ¢; € LY(Uy, H), we set,

T 3 T
lellgi= | [ ledgs| =B [ 1 [@2p0@ 0] as

If p € &r then, since we specified that the random variables (¢,,)™%_, all take only finitely
many values in L(U; H), it follows directly that ||| »2< oo for simple processes.

We are now able to define the stochastic integral for simple process. We will then show that
the map sending ¢ € Er(U; H) to its stochastic integral, (1.5.3), is an isometry between
Er(U; H) and L*(; H). Given (Wy)eom) we define the linear map,

Er(U; H) — M7(H)

- (1.5.4)
(p = 80 W / SOS dW ngk V[/tk+1/\ Wtk/\ )

k=1

We show in the next proposition that this map does indeed define an isometry from (E, || - || #2)

to the space of square integrable martingales, (M#(H), || - || sz ), where the norm is defined
n (L5.1).

Proposition 1.5.19. Let p € Ep(U; H). Then, (¢+*Wi)ico,r), defined in (1.5.4), is a contin-
uous, square integrable, H-valued martingale, adapted to the natural filtration of (Wy)iejo,n)-
Furthermore, one has that

I Wilae= sup E[flo-Will3] = [l¢ll ez (1.5.5)
te[0,T

Proof. The fact that t — ¢« W, defines a continuous, H-valued martingale is clear from the
definitions. Once can check the martingale property in detail using optional stopping, see
proof of [PRO7, Prop. 2.3.2]. We check square integrabillity by proving (1.5.5) directly. Note
that it suffices to show (1.5.5) for t =t € [0,T]. Let ¢}, := Wy, ,, — W,, so that we have,

n—1 n—1
Elll(¢ - W)ilH] = =E | ) llenCellir| +2E | D (0ri i 0h:Cho)
k=0 kk12<:k12

Considering the first term, taking each summand individually and using the definition of a
(Q)-Wiener process, and (ex)r>1 the basis of Uy associated to the Hilbert—Schmidt operator
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or € LY(Uy, H), and defining o} € Lo(H; Up) to be its adjoint, we have
Ellerell %] ZE (@G em)”] = Y Bl erem) ]
m=1

= (tre1 — 1) Y _[(Q@hem, Phem)|

m=1

= (s — 1) S 1Q%01eml

m=1

= (e — te)ll el

Similarly, by the independence of increments, one has

E[<S0k1<-k17 (pkzclw)] =0, k1 # k.
Putting these two results together and summing over k gives equality (1.5.5). O

We now wish to extend the definition of ¢ « W to the set of all P-a.s. L$-predictable pro-
cesses. Before doing so however, we introduce the predictable o-algebra and the notion of a
predictable process. This is necessary since we will want our stochastic integration to pre-
serve the martingale property and the notion of a predictable process ensures it does not
look into the future. Note that for simple processes this was not a problem, since almost by
definition their integrals were martingales.

Definition 1.5.20. [Predictable o-algebra| Let (F):cpo,r) be a given filtration. Then we define,
P, to be the g-algebra of subsets of [0, 7] x §2 given by,

Pr=c{(s,t] xF :0<s<t<T, FeF}U{{0} x F : F e F}).
Given a Hilbert space, X', we say that a process ¢ : [0,7] x Q — X is predictable if it is

P r-measurable.

Let us define the measure space (21, Pr,Pr) where Qr = [0,7] x €, Pr is as above and
Pr = Ar @ P with Ar the Lebesgue measure on [0,7]. Note that the norm |- || 2 defined
above corresponds to the Bochner integral,

o2z = g len(w) | ZgdPr(t, w).
T

Recall that since L9 is a separable Banach space, this Bochner integral is well defined, see
Section 1.3.

With W fixed, let us define the space of square integrable stochastic integrands - the fact
that they are suitable stochastic integrands will be proved in Theorem 1.5.23.

Definition 1.5.21. [Stochastic Integrands] We say that [0, T]|xQ > (t,w) — ¢(w) € LY(Uy, H)
is stochastically integrable with respect to W if it is &?r measurable with respect to the
natural filtration of W and is such that ||| ,2< co. We denote this space by (W) and

observe that it forms a Hilbert space with inner product (¢, ¢) 2 = fo @1, Pr) g dt
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The following proposition allows us to approximate predictable elements of #%(W) by simple
processes in 2 (W) N Exr.

Proposition 1.5.22. The following statements both hold:

i) If a mapping ¢ : [0,T] x Q — L(U;H) is L(U; H)-predictable, then it is also L$-
predictable.

i) If o € H2 (W) is LY-predictable then there exists a sequence of simple processes (¢™)n>1
such that lim [l — @"[| 2= 0.
n—o0

Proof. To prove i), first recall from Remark 1.2.6 that given bases (eg)g>1, (fx)r>1 of U and
H respectively, the family (e, ® fi)r>1 is a basis of Lo(U; H). So it follows that L(U; H) is
a dense, linear subspace of Ly(U; H). Furthermore, since Q'/?(U) = Uy C U has continuous
image in U, it follows that L(U; H) C Ly(Uy; H) = LY with continuous embedding. By an
adaptation of Theorem 1.4.4 it follows that any L(U; H) valued process is also an L3 valued
process, with continuous image. Since predictability is preserved by continuous transforma-
tions the first claim follows.

As in the proof of i) we use the fact that L(U; H) is densely embedded in L and Proposition
1.4.3 that for Pp-a.e (f,w) € Qp there exists a sequence of simple L(U; H) valued random
variables, (¢, )n>1 C Er such that

Hgot(w) - QOn;t(W)HL(?)—) 0, Pr-a.s..

It follows from the assumptions, that therefore || — ¢, [|,2— 0. Note, however, that we
have not yet treated predictability. So to conclude it suffices to show that any predictable set
A € Pr can be approximated arbitrarily by predictable events in P7. However, this follows
from Dynkin’s lemma, since the predictable sets form a m-system which generates Pr. See
the last paragraph in the proof of [DPZ14, Prop. 4.22] for details. O

Therefore, for fixed (W)e,r), we have defined an isometry, A7 (W) 3> ¢ — (p-W) €
M2(U), on a linear, dense subspace. This allows us to extend the map, first to all of
2 (W) and then to all LY-predictable processes, ¢ such that

T
P [/ HgosH%gds < oo] = 1. (1.5.6)
0
We denote this, the full space of integrands, by 5#7-(1).

Theorem 1.5.23. Given p € J3 (W), the stochastic integral,
t
0,7] 5t — / oo dW, =: - W, (1.5.7)
0

defines a continuous, square integrable, H-valued martingale. Furthermore, if instead ¢ €
(W) then (1.5.7) defines a continuous, local martingale.
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Proof. Combining Proposition 1.5.22 and the isometry property, (1.5.5), for the It6 integral
defined for simple processes, allows us to extend the integral to all of J#2(W) by density.
Since the martingale property and continuity of paths are preserved under convergence in
L?(9), it follows that the integral takes values in MZ(H).

To extend the integral to all of 77(W), we first claim that for 7 an (F;)cjo,r) stopping time
and ¢ € J2(W), it holds that,

T
/ Lon(s)psdWs = @« Win., forallt e [0,T], P-as. (1.5.8)
0

In other words, stopping the integrand at 7 amounts to stopping the integral. Identity
(1.5.8) can be shown by approximating 7 by simple stopping times (stopping times taking
only finitely many values) and ¢ by simple processes and then passing to the limits. For
details see [DPZ14, Lem. 4.24]. So then for ¢ € 7 (W), i.e such that (1.5.6) holds, let us
define,

t
. ::inf{te[O,T] g ||gos||igdszn}, n>0, (1.5.9)
0

with the convention that 7,, = T if the set is empty. Therefore, by (1.5.8), the stochastic
integrals 1y ., 10+ W = @+« W.,;, are well defined. Furthermore, due to (1.5.6), the sequence
(Tn)n>o0 is P-a.s. increasing so for any ¢ € [0,7] and P-a.a. w € Q) there exists an n(w) > 0
such that ¢t < 7,(w). Therefore, the integral t — ¢« W = 1o .,(t)¢ « Wy, with ¢t < 7,,, is P-
a.s. well defined for all ¢ € 77 (1W) and the definition is independent of the chosen sequence
(Tn)n>1 satisfying (1.5.9). Since €7 (W) contains elements which are not stochastically square
integrable on [0, 7], the resulting stochastic integral is only a local martingale, with the
localisation given by a sequence of the form (1.5.9). O

1.5.5 Stochastic Integration Against Generalised Wiener Processes

We recall that given a, non-negative, symmetric, bounded, linear operator @ € L(U),
there exists a generalised Wiener process (W;),cor) on U, with covariance @. Further-
more, there exists a pair of Hilbert spaces Uy := QY?(U), Uy such that Uy — U; and
the embedding (Uy — U; is Hilbert—Schmidt. As a result, the generalised Wiener process,
[0,T] x U 3> (t, h) — Wh, can be seen as taking values in Uy, although the particular choice
of Uy is not important.

As such, we may almost immediately define the stochastic integral with respect to a gener-
alised Wiener process for all predictable, processes, (¢1)icjo.r] € L2(QY?(Uy); H) such that,

T
IP) {A ||¢8||%2(Q1/2(U1);H)ds < 0| = ]_

It suffices to replace Uy with Q/2(U) in the previous section. However, this is unsatisfactory,
since we know that the definition of the generalised Wiener process is independent of the
choice U; and so it would be natural for the integral to retain this property. It turns out that
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we can retain the same space of integrands as in Subsection 1.5.4. Note that Uy := QY2(U)
is still well defined in this case, only now it does not hold that the embedding Uy — U is
Hilbert—Schmidt.

Proposition 1.5.24. Let (e)x>1 be an orthonormal basis of U, (8%)i>1 be a family of
i.i.d, standard, real Brownian motions, @ € L(U) be non-negative and symmetric and
L QYAU) =: Uy — U, define a Hilbert-Schmidt embedding as above. Then, defining
the non-negative, symmetric and trace class operator, Q1 := 1Qu* € L1(Uy), it follows that,

0,T) 3t W, =) Q" ey, (1.5.10)
k=1

defines Q- Wiener process in M2(Uy). Moreover, one has that Q}*(Uy) = «(Up) C Uy and
f07’ all hg € Uy,
~1/2
Iollvo= 11Qr " thollos = llcholl grrays,

where Q1_1/2 is the pseudo-inverse of Q}p, see Definition 1.2.9. In other words, v : Uy —
Q\?Uy is an isometry.

Proof. By assumption, ¢Q/?, defines a trace class operator from U to U; and so it follows
that the right hand side of (1.5.10) defines a U; valued Wiener process. To see that W
defines a generalised Wiener process on U in the sense of Definition 1.5.16 we may apply the
same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 1.4.15. The independence of the definition
on Uy, ¢ also follows from the same arguments and we recall, using, Corollary 1.2.12, that
t:Uy — Q}/2U1 is an isometry. O

Theorem 1.5.25. Let (Wy)cjor) be a generalised Wiener process on U, [0,T] 3 t — ¢ €
Ly(Ug; H) =: LY be a stochastic process, such that,

T
P| [ ladiyt < oo

Then, letting Uy, 1 : Uy — Uy be as above, the stochastic integral defined by setting

=1.

t
0, T2t W, := / (s 00 ) AW, (1.5.11)
0
15 a continuous, H-valued, square integrable, local martingale.

Proof. By Proposition 1.5.24, for 1 = w* € N(U;), we have Q}/Q(Ul) = 1(Up) and by the
polarisation identity, for any g, ¥y € Uy,

(1o, L%)Q}mUl = <Q1_1/2L600>Q1_1/2L¢0>U1 = (0, Y0) Uo-

In particular, given (ey)r>1 a basis of Uy, it follows that (tex)r>1 is a basis of Q}M(Ul). Hence
we have the equivalence,

€ Ly(Uy H) <= o' € Ly(QY*(Uh); H),
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and so the stochastic integral in (1.5.11) is well defined as a continuous, H-valued, square
integrable, local martingale, by the results of Subsection 1.5.4. The independence on the
choice of U; and ¢ is a consequence of the same result for the generalised Wiener process. [

For another approach to the construction of stochastic integrals against generalised Wiener
processes, we refer to [DPZ14, Subsec. 4.2.1]. For more details on this approach, see [PRO7].



Chapter 2

Variational Approach to PDE

In this chapter we present an introduction to the variational approach to partial differential
evolution equations. The method relies on viewing time dependent PDE in spirit as ordinary
differential equations in infinite dimensional spaces. We use this is our starting point for
viewing SPDE as infinite dimensional stochastic differential equations in the next chapter.
A useful outcome of this approach to PDE and SPDE is a natural approach to numerical
analysis of such problems through the finite element method. This approach is also sometimes
known as the Galerkin method.

2.1 Unbounded Operators Between Banach Spaces

We begin by recalling the notion of unbounded operators on Banach spaces. We refer to
[Brell, Sec. 2.6] for more details.

Definition 2.1.1 (Unbounded Linear Operators). Given Banach spaces E, F', an unbounded,
linear operator A from E to F' is a pair (A, D(A)), where D(A) C E is a linear subspace
and A: D(A) — F is a linear map. We write write Z(F; F) for the set of unbounded linear
operators from X to Y, leaving the dependence on defining a domain inside X implicit in
the notation.

We say that A is densely defined if D(A) is a dense subset of E. If A is densely defined from
E to F and continuous on its domain then there exists a unique, continuous extension of A
defined on all of £ — F.

We define the graph of A, G4 := {(z,y) € E® F : y = Ax} and say that A is a closed
operator if G4 C E& F is a closed set. Explicitly, A is closed if and only if for any sequence
{(zn, Azp) }n>0 C E @ F such that z,, — x and Az,, — y, we have z € D(A) and y = T'x.

Ezample 2.1.2. Let C([0,1];R) be the set of continuous, real valued functions on the unit
interval, equipped with the norm || f|loo:= sup,e(o1y|f(z)|. Then, for f € C([0,1];R), define
Af = % f and

D (di) — C'([0,11:R) € C((0, 1),

42
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the set of continuously differentiable maps f : [0,1] — R equipped with the norm || f||c1:=
[ flloot L flloo- It follows that (<,C"([0,1];R)) is an unbounded, linear operator from
C([0,1]; R) to itself in the sense of Definition 2.1.1.

By Stone—Weierstrass, % is densely defined, however, it is also unbounded on its domain and
so cannot be continuously extended to all of C([0,1];R). To see this, define the sequence
fa() := sin(nz), we have || fu||o= 1 but ||-L f,[|cc= 1 — co. On the other hand, it is easy to
see that -L is a closed operator, since if || f — f,,||c1— 0, then by definition || (f — f,,)[|cc— 0.

Ezample 2.1.3 (Dirichlet Laplacian). Let I' C R¢ be a smooth, bounded domain and define
the second order differential operator, for mappings f : [' = R,

d
Af=> 0if.
i=1

We consider A as an unbounded operator on the set,

.....

’Hé(l“) = {f =R ||f||L2(F)+' Supd}||az’f||L2(F)< o0, flor= 0} )

with domain of definition, D(A),

C2(T) = {f :I'=R: sup [|0;jf]lc< 00, supp(f) is compact in F} :
1§ ={1,....d}

The lack of boundedness in Example 2.1.2 arose because we chose too small a target space
for the derivative map. In order that A remain bounded on its domain in this case, we define
HYT) := (H(T))*, which can be explicitly represented as,

H YD) = {h =f+) 0g f. g€ LQ(F;R)} : (2.1.1)

i=1

Then we consider the unbounded operator, A : C*(T") C HL(T) — H~H(T). Tt follows from
the density of C*(T') in H{(T') and the fact that A is continuous as a map from C%*(T) to
H (") that there exists a unique extension of A : H} (') — H~1(T).

Note that by setting g = 0 in (2.1.1), we see that L*(T") € H~Y(T). Furthermore, it is clear
that H(I') € L*(T) and so we have the ordering,

Ho(I) € LX) € HTHI) = (H,(I))"

This is an example of a Gelfand triple, and A : H{(T') — H™YT) defines a continuous,
coercive operator. We explore this setting in more general abstraction in the next section.
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2.2 Linear and Coercive PDE

Let V be a separable, reflexive, Banach space with V' C H a separable Hilbert space. It is
readily checked that for Banach spaces V, H, one has,

VcCH <+« H'CV"
However, for H a Hilbert space, since we also have H = H*, it follows that
VCHZH CV".

The triple, (V, H,V*) is called a Gelfand triple. In what follows we write || - ||y for the
canonical norm on V' and |- |y for the canonical norm on H. We use (-, -) to denote both
the duality pairing between V, V* and the inner product on H and interpret this notation
accordingly wherever it occurs. Since the two expressions agree only when both arguments lie
in H this should not cause too much confusion. We recall the following important theorem,
regarding weak compactness in normed vector spaces.

Theorem 2.2.1 (Banach-Alaoglu). Let E be a normed vector space. Then the closed unit
ball in E* is compact with respect to the weak—x topology. Furthermore, E is reflexive if and
only if the closed unit ball in E is weakly compact.

Proof. See [Brell, Thm. 3.16 & Thm. 3.17]. O

Remark 2.2.2. Tt follows from Theorem 2.2.1, that the closed unit ball of any Hilbert space
is weakly compact.

Let A: D(A) CV — V* be an unbounded linear operator, "> 0 and B € L*([0,T]; V*) be
a square integrable map. Then we consider the deterministic, linear PDE

{&gu—Au:Bt, (22 1)

U|t:0: Uug-

One might be concerned that (2.2.1) does not involve a specified spatial domain. However,
this is intentional and we leave any specification of spatial domain and any boundary condi-
tions to the definition of the spaces V and H. It may be that in particular cases of interest
more care must be taken, for example when considering domains with non-standard geometry
or more involved boundary conditions.

In order to give a proper definition of weak solutions to (2.2.1) on [0, 7] we need a preliminary
definition of weak derivatives in time.

Definition 2.2.3 (Weak Derivative in Time). Let E be a real Banach space and u € L*([0,T7]; ).
Then we say that v € L*([0,T]; E), is the weak derivative in time of u and write v = Zu, if

dt
for any ¢ € C((0,T); R),
T d T
/ — Pl dt = —/ YUt dt - E,
0 dt 0

where both integrals are understood as Bochner integrals.
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We are now in a position to give a meaningful definition of weak solutions to (2.2.1).

Definition 2.2.4 (PDE Weak Solution). We say that u € L*([0,T]; V) is a weak solution to
(2.2.1) if Lu € L*([0,T];V*) and for any v € D(A) C V and t € (0,7], one has the identity,

<%ut,v> — (Aug, v) + (B, v). (2.2.2)

In other words, a weak solution is such that the identity, %u = Au; + By, holds in V'*.

Remark 2.2.5. Note that the duality pairings on the right hand side are all well defined since
by assumption A takes values in V* on V and B € L*([0,T]; V*).

Remark 2.2.6. One could alternatively phrase (2.2.2) in integral form and avoid introducing
Definition 2.2.3 at this stage. This is the perspective that we take in Chapter 3, where the
inclusion of an It6 integral term in the PDE makes the integral form more informative.

Our starting point is to show that under the assumption of coercivity on A, there exists a
unique, weak solution to (2.2.1).

Assumption 2.2.7 (Coercivity I). There exist A, a > 0 such that for anyu € V C H,

2(Au,u) + af|ully-< Aulf (H1)
We will require the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2.8 (Lions-Magenes). Let (V, H,V*) be a Gelfand triple as above and u € L*([0,T]; V)
be such that Lu € L*([0,T];V*). Then u € C([0,T]; H), the map [0,T] > t — |u;|n€ R is

absolutely continuous and

d

d
E|Ut|%{: 2 <aut,ut> s fOT a.a. te [O,T]

Sketch of Proof. The proof follows by first convolving u with a standard mollifier in ¢, to
give u® == u*n. € C*([0,T]; V) and |u®|ge C*°([0,T];R). Since the weak derivative agrees
with the strong derivative when the latter is well defined, the results of Lemma 2.2.8 obtain
directly for u°. Then using the ordering V' C H C V* and assumptions on u, the results also
hold in the limit. For a detailed exposition in the case H = L* V = H} and V* = H! see
[Eval0, Thm. 3; Sec. 5.9.2] O

Theorem 2.2.9. Let T > 0, ug € H and B € L*([0,T];V*) and A € L(V;V*) satisfy
(H1) and be continuously defined from V' — V*. Then there ezists a unique weak solution
ue L2([0,T; V)N C([0,T]; H) to (2.2.1).

Proof. We prove uniqueness of solutions first, using the coercivity assumption.
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Uniqueness: Let u, w be two weak solutions to (2.2.1) in the sense of Definition 2.2.4.
Then by linearity, for any t € (0,7] and v € D(A), we have

<%(ut - wt),v> = (A(u, — w), )

Applying Lemma 2.2.8 and the coercivity assumption, (H1), we see that

+ t
= =2 [ (A = ), = whds <A [ g = e,
0 0

Then applying Gronwall shows that |u; — w|g= 0 for all ¢t € [0,T], from which it follows
that u =w € L*([0,T]; V).

Existence: We obtain existence by a generalisation of the argument described in Subsection
1.1.2. Let {ex}r>1 C V be an orthonormal basis of H. For n > 1 we define,

V,, :=span{ey,...,e,}.

For any n > 1, we consider the finite dimensional system of linear, real, ODEs,

d
&(Un;t, ek) = <Aun;t7 ek> + <Bt7 €k>7

<un;07 €k> = <U0, €k>7

fork=1,...,n. (2.2.3)

For any n > 1, there exists a unique, classical solution to the system of ODEs, (2.2.3).

Furthermore, setting

[0, T] S5t Un;t = Z(un;ta 6k>ek7
k=1

defines a weak solution to (2.2.1) with initial data w,,,. We now derive a strong enough a

priori bound on the family (u,),>1 to allow us pass to the limit. Since w,,o — u and the
right hand side of (2.2.1) is linear this limit will define a weak solution to (2.2.1).

ey (4
dt un;taen - dtun;taen )

where the first derivative is understood as a usual finite dimensional derivative and the second
in the sense of Definition 2.2.3. Therefore, applying Lemma 2.2.8, we observe the identity,

Note that by definition we have

n

t
|un;t|%{: Z(u()a 6k>2 + 2/ <Aun;s + BS> un;s) dS-
0

k=1

So by the coercivity assumption, (H1), the bound (B,v) < || B|
inequality we see that for some A\, a > 0,

v+||v|]|v and Young’s product

t 9 [T o [t t
|un;t|%1+a/ ||un;8||%/d3 < |un;0|%1+a/ ||BS|%/*d3+§/ ||un;8||%/d3+)‘/ |un;5|%{d8.
0 0 0 0
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Absorbing the third term on the RHS into the LHS, applying Gronwall and taking suprema
on both sides, gives the bound
st) e

We note that |u,.o| g < |uo|3 and so the right hand side is bounded uniformly in n > 1. Thus
we also have,

T
«
sup ( sup |unt|H+ / ||un8||vd5) < <|u0|%{+§/ | Bs|
n>1 \ t€[0,T] 0

This shows that the set (u,,)°2, lies in a closed, bounded subset of C'([0, T]; H)NL*([0,T]; V).
Since V' was assumed to be reflexive, from Theorem 2.2.1, there exists a weakly convergent
subsequence (which we do not relabel) such that u,, — v € L*([0,T]; V). Since A : V — V*
is strongly continuous, it is also continuous with respect to the weak topology on V and so
we have Au, — Au € L*([0,T]; V*). Thus, we may pass to the limit in (2.2.3) to see that,

for any v € D(A) C V,
d
<dtut, > = <Aut,7)> + <Bt,U>.

Furthermore, by definition Su, = Au, + B, € V* means that Su € L*([0,T];V*) and so
we may apply the first part of the proof to establish that u defined as the weak limit of (a
subsequence of) the w, is the unique weak solution to (2.2.1). Furthermore, it follows from

Lemma 2.2.8 that u € C([0,T]; H). 0O

sup [ty / lumslds < (|uno|H+ / 1B.]

t€[0,T]

%/*ds) M < 0. (2.2.4)

Ezample 2.2.10. To a linear, self-adjoint, coercive operator A € Z(V;V*) as above, one can
associate a natural scale of L? based function spaces that resemble the Sobolev spaces. For
k € N, one defines HY := D(A¥?) .= {u € L? : A¥?y € L?}. Here AY? : V — L[?is
the operator such that for any u,v € V, (Au,v) = (AY?u, AY/2v). In this scale, a natural
Gelfand triple is given by (HY, L% H;') where H ' := (H})*. Note that when A = A
this scale exactly defines the Hilbertian Sobolev spaces H* and their topological duals. In
the following section where we consider non-linear A(u), it will usually be the case that
A(u) = Aju + As(u) with A satisfying the above assumptions and A, non-linear and of
lower order. In that case one defines the natural scale using Aj.

We now turn to the question of non-linear equations, that is we no longer assume A : V' — V*
to be a linear operator. As remarked above, we typically assume A = Aju+ Asu where A is
linear and coercive and A, is non-linear and often of lower order. The main issue in the above
argument is that even for strongly continuous non-linear operators A : V' — V*, it is not in
general the case that they are also weakly continuous. Since the subsequence we extract is
only weakly convergent we would not be able to conclude that Au,, — Au. To remedy this we
are required to make additional assumptions. We present two general approaches; additional
assumptions on A in the form of monotonicity and regularity, or additional assumptions on
the spaces in question, (V, H, V*).
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2.3 Monotonicity and Weak Continuity

Throughout we do not impose any linearity on A but keep a triple V.C H C V* as in Section
2.2.

Assumption 2.3.1 (Coercivity II). There exist A\, > 0 such that for any u, v € V,
2(A(u), w) + alulf< Mul3. (H1)
Assumption 2.3.2 (Monotonicity). For any A > 0 and u,w € V,
(A(u) — A(w),u —w) < %|u—w|§{ (H2)

Remark 2.3.3. Note that if u,w solve (2.2.1), then they also solve,
ot — AMNw) = By, uMi—o= uo,

where A*u) = e7™M2A(e"™?u) — Ju and u) := "2y, Then it is easily seen that if A
satisfies (H1) and (H2), there exist @ > 0 and v > 0, possibly new, such that for all u,w € V'

2(A%(u), u) + allul[y< 0, (H1')

(AMu) — AMw),u —w) < 0. (H2')

Since this transformation of the equation is a posteriori valid for the solutions we construct,
we in general assume (H1’), (H2') instead of (H1), (H2).

Assumption 2.3.4 (Linear Growth). There exists a ¢ > 0 such that for any u € V,

[A(w)]

v-< e(1+ Jlully). (H3)

Remark 2.3.5. If we replace the term |[Ju||?, with [|u]|%* for m > 2, in (H1), i.e we assume
instead,
2(A(u), u) + allul[F< Aul g+, (H1)

for some a, A\ > 0, then we may also replace (H3) with the m-growth assumption,

[A(w)]

v-< e(1+ Jlullp ™), (H3:)

for some ¢ > 0 and all u € V. In this case the spaces L*([0,T]; V') below should be replaced
by L™([0,T]; V).

Assumption 2.3.6 (Weak Continuity I). For any u,v,w € V, the mapping,
R360~ (A(u+60w),v) € R, (H4)

18 continuous.
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Remark 2.3.7. Note that Definition (H4) is not the usual definition of weak continuity, i.e.
when u,, = win V', one has A(u,) — A(u) € V* . Instead, we ask that the image of a strongly
convergent family u + 6w — u be weakly convergent, under A. Note that this implies the
usual definition of weak continuity. We could rephrase Definition 2.3.6 as requiring that the
mapping A : Viwong — Viear Pe continuous and refer to Assumption 2.3.6 as strong-weak
continuity.

We now consider the non-linear PDE,

{&“ —Al) =By, (2.3.1)

U|t:0= Uo,

and under the above conditions give the following well-posedness result.

Theorem 2.3.8. LetT > 0,ug € H, B € L*([0,T];V*) and A : V — V* satisfy (H1'), (H2'),
(H3) and (H4). Then there exists a unique, weak solution u € L*([0,T); V)N C([0,T); H) to
(2.2.1).

Proof. We proceed in a similar manner as the proof of Theorem 2.2.9, establishing uniqueness
first followed by existence.

Uniqueness: Now that A is not necessarily linear, the assumption of coercivity is not
enough. However, we can make use of monotonicity. Letting u,w € L*([0,T]; V)NC([0,T]; H)
be two solutions to (2.2.1), for any v € V', we have that

<%<ut —w), v> = (A(u) — Aluwy), ),

and therefore by applying Lemma 2.2.8 and (H2'), we have

t
|uy — wy|3= 2/ (A(ug) — A(ws), us — ws) ds < 0.
0

Thus w; = w; in H for all t €10,T]. Since H C V*, this implies u; = w, € V* for all t € [0, T
as well and so dtu = dtw € V*. Then, let X C V C V* be a linear, dense subset of both
spaces. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, which holds also for weak derivatives in

time, and using that u,w € L?([0,T]; V), for any v € X and ¢ € [0,T], we have

(uy — wy, v) = /Ot <%(us — ws)v’U> ds = 0.

So equality in L*([0,T]; V) follows by density.
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Existence: The first steps of the existence proof of Theorem 2.2.9 carry over in much the
same way. We first obtain a sequence (u,),>1 C L*([0,T]; V)N C([0,T]; H), which for any
n > 1 solves the system of ODEs,

d

g Vmits €)= (Alune), ex) + (Be, ex),

(Unso, ex) = (uo, €x),

fork=1,...,n. (2.3.2)

Establishing well-posedness of the ODE system in this case is a little more involved but
mostly technical. The coefficients are continuous and so existence can be shown for example
by a Peano type argument and uniqueness follows using the monotonicity assumption, by a
similar argument as applied to the PDE above. As in Section 2.2, we define,

n

0,T] 3t upy := ZW”?“ ek) ek,

k=1

which is a solution to (2.3.1) with initial data ..

In order to establish the a priori bound, we now apply (H1’) to the identity,

n

t
i = Sty e4)? + 2 / (A(tinss) + Bay i) ds.
0

k=1

in order to obtain, for some a > 0,

2
V*dS.

2 O ! 9 | 2 g
|un;t|H+§ [unsllvds < funolg+—= [ | Bs]
0 @ Jo

Taking suprema over t € [0,7] and n > 1 on both sides, as before, now gives the bound

, a [T 2 ., 2 [T
sup ( sup funfi+5 [ unalfds ) < fuoliee [ 118
n>1 \ te[0,T) 0 @ Jo

It follows from the a priori bound, (2.3.3), and the Banach—Alaoglu theorem, Thm. 2.2.1,
that there exists a weakly convergent subsequence, u,, — u € V, which we do not relabel.
From (H3) we also have that (A(u,)),>1 is a bounded sequence in V* and so in addition up

to extracting a further subsequence, it follows, by the same reasoning, that there exists some
¢ € L*([0,T];V*) such that,

v.ds < o0, (2.3.3)

u, = u i L*[0,T] V),
u, = u in L®([0,T); H),
A(up) — ¢ in L*([0,T]; V*).

So, letting n — oo in (2.3.2), for any v € V and t € [0, 7], we have that

(ug,v) = (uo,v)+/0 (Csyv) ds+/0 (Bs,v) ds. (2.3.4)
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Thus it suffices to conclude that ( = A(u). We proceed in several steps. First we claim the
inequality,
T T
/ (Ct, ug) dt < lim inf/ (A(unst), upy) dt. (2.3.5)
0 0

n—oo

To see this, first note that from (2.3.2) it follows that

T T
i [t = 2 / (A(tn), thg) dt + / (B ),
0 0

and similarly from (2.3.4),

T T
o= / (Covug) it + / (By.ug) di.
0 0

Hence, it also follows that w,.7 — ur in H and so by convexity of the map H 3 p — |p|%; we
have the inequality,

[ur 7ol < Hminf (funr|*—[umol3r) -
n—oo

So (2.3.5) follows from the fact that liminf,, . (B, un) = 0 for all ¢t € [0, T7.

With (2.3.5) in hand, we observe that from (H2'), for all v € L*([0,T]; V) and n > 1,

T
/ (A(unyt) — A('Ut), un;t — 'Ut> dt S 0
0

By weak convergence and applying (2.3.5) in the first inequality below, we have

/0 (G — Avy),up — vy dt = /0 (Cpyug) dt
— lim <A(un;t>v Ut) + <A(Ut)v un;t) dt

n—oo Jq
T
+/ <A(Ut)7vt> dt
0

T
S lim lIlf/ <A(un;t), un;t) dt
0

n—oo

(2.3.6)

— lim (A(tpgt), ve) + (A(vr), Upy) di

n—oo 0

+ /0T<A(vt),vt> dt

n— o0

T
= lim lnf/ <A(un,t) — A(Ut), Up;t — Ut> dt
0
<0.

So now choosing v = u — 6w with 6 > 0, after dividing both sides by €, we have that

/T<Ct — Auy — 0wy, w,) dt < 0.
0
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So from (H4) and taking the limit § — 0, we obtain that
T
/ (¢ — A(ug),w;)dt <0, for all w € L*([0,T]; V).
0

Hence it must be that ¢ = A(u) in L*([0,T]; V*) and this concludes the proof. O
Example 2.3.9. Let m > 3, 6 > 0 and consider the reaction-diffusion equation,
Ou — Au A+ 0lu|"*u =0, ulmo= uo, (2.3.7)

with the Gelfand triple (H!, L?, H~'). Tt is not hard to show that A(u) := —Au + Au|™ u
satisfies (H1,,), (H2), (H3,,) and (H4). Thus, modifying the argument above to allow for
m-growth, there exists a unique, global weak solution to (2.3.7). If instead we consider 6 < 0
then (H2) fails. When 6 > 0 the equation is referred to as focussing and when 6 < 0 as
de-focussing. In the latter case global solutions can be shown only for small initial data and
solutions with large initial data blow-up in finite time. We will come back to a stochastic
version of this equation in the next chapter.

Remark 2.3.10. If one sets m = 2 in (2.3.7) then the resulting equation is linear and is known
as the massive heat equation. It can be solved directly by Fourier analysis or the arguments
of Section 2.2.

2.4 A Compactness Method

In the absence of the above structural assumption, (H2), one can instead make progress using
more functional analytic techniques. We dedicate less space to this approach since we will not
present its stochastic counterpart, instead referring to [Par07, Sec. 2.3.3] for further details.

Note that in the proceeding arguments it was not challenging to establish uniform bound-
edness of (%u,) . C L*([0,T];V*) and (un)n>1 C L*([0,7];V). The difficulty was in
establishing convergence of the non-linear term A(u,) to A(u). In the case that the injection
V — H is compact then we have access to the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.4.1 (Aubin—Lions). Let V and H be such that V' — H is compact. Then, given
(Un)n>1 uniformly bounded in L*([0,T); V) and such that (Lu,),>: is uniformly bounded in

L*([0,T];V*), there exists a non-relabelled subsequence, (uy)n>1, which converges strongly in
L*([0,T7; H).

We define the following set of assumptions, which will replace (H2) and (H4).

Assumption 2.4.2 (Compactness). The injection V — H is compact, i.e.

Any bounded set kK C 'V is a compact in H. (H5)
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Assumption 2.4.3 (Weak Continuity II). A is weakly continuous in the sense that the map

A Vweak N Hstrong — vufeak (H6)
u > Au),

18 continuous.
Under these assumptions we have the following existence result.

Theorem 2.4.4. Let T > 0, up € H, B € L*([0,T];V*) and A : V — V* be an operator, not
necessarily linear, satisfying (H1"), (H3), (H5) and (H6). Then there ezists a weak solution
u € L*([0,T]; H) to (2.2.1).

Proof. Defining, solving and obtaining a uniform bound on the discrete system (uy,),>; follows
exactly as in Theorems 2.2.9 and 2.3.8. Thus, as in Theorem 2.3.8 we have, up to relabelling,
a sequence, (u,),>1 and a ¢ € L*([0,T]; V*) such that,

u, —~u in L*([0,T];V),
u, = in L>([0,T); H),
A(uy) — ¢ in L*([0,T]; V*).

Recall that the linear growth assumption (H3) allows us to pass the boundedness of (uy,),>1 C
L*([0,T); V) to boundedness of (A(uy))n>1 C L*([0,T];V*), from which we extracted the
convergent subsequence above and also gives a uniform bound on (£u,),>1 C L2([0,T]; V*).
Therefore, since we assumed (H5), we may apply Lemma 2.4.1 to extract a further, not
relabelled subsequence, u, — u € L?([0,T]; H). So now (u,),>1 is convergent in Ve N
Hgtrong. Thus, by (H6) it follows that ¢ = A(u) € L*([0,T];V*) and so we conclude the

existence of a weak solution (2.2.1). O

Remark 2.4.5. Note that in this case one needs some additional ingredient to establish unique-
ness of the weak solution. This could be by imposing additional conditions on A or by ad
hoc methods given a particular equation.

FExample 2.4.6. Consider the following non-linear parabolic PDE which is a toy model for the
Navier—Stokes equations,

{@u—Auzu-Vu, on R, x T,

U|i=0= uo on T<.

Here u : Ry xT?% — R?is an evolving vector field which in the true Navier-Stokes problem rep-
resents the velocity of a fluid. We may identify the non-linear operator A(u) := Au+u-Vu, for
which we may check (H1,,), (H3,,), (H5) and (H6) with the triple (H*(T?), L?(T?), H=*(T%))
and m = 2. To see (H6) observe that if u, — w in Vieak N Hstrong, then the non-linear term
(tn - Vg )p>1 C V* is a product of a strongly convergent sequence with a weakly convergent
sequence, which is always weakly convergent.
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To cover the true Navier-Stokes problem one would need to include the divergence free
condition and work in the space of weakly divergence free vector fields. This programme
was originally carried out by Leray, see [Ler34], and now constitutes an important result
in the wider programme to establish existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the
Navier—Stokes equations. A review of Leray’s work in English can be found in [Farl7] and
the preprint [OP17]. A fuller survey of results concerning the Navier—Stokes equations can

be found in [Serl4a] (available as [Ser14b]).

In the next chapter we turn to the application of these methods to stochastic PDEs. We
focus only on extending the monotone operator approach of Theorem 2.3.8, however a detailed
treatment of the compactness approach can be found in [Par07, Sec. 2.3.3] and the lecture
notes by M. Metivier and M. Viot, [MV8§].



Chapter 3

Variational Approach to Monotone
SPDE

We fix a T > 0 a filtered probability space (€2, F, (F3)icjo,r): P) and a Gelfand triple (V, H, V*)
as in Chapter 2. Our aim is to apply the approach of Chapter 2 to stochastic PDE of the
form,

{dut = A(uy) dt + B(ug) dW, (3.0.1)

U|t:o= Uo,

where A is a suitable operator, W denotes an infinite dimensional, Wiener process and
u+— B(u) is a map taking values in the space of processes that are stochastically integrable
against . These notions will be made more precise below. As in Chapter 2 we leave the
specification of a spatial domain implicit in (3.0.1). For simplicity we consider A, B inde-
pendent of (t,w) € Ry x Q. Extending to include these cases, under natural assumptions,
is relatively straightforward while the extra degrees of freedom also allow for more bespoke
applications and methods. For a treatment in this more general setting see [PR0O7].

We briefly recall some necessary material from Chapter 1, in particular Subsection 1.5.5.
Given U, H, Hilbert spaces and a generalized Wiener process (W})icjo,r) with covariance
Q, defined on U, we say that a predictable process [0,7] x 2 > (t,w) — @(w) € LY =
Ly(QY?U; H) is stochastically integrable if,

T
2 _
P (/0 ||g08||Lgds < oo) =1.

In this case we say ¢ € 7 (W) and recall from Theorem 1.5.25 that its stochastic integral
against W, (¢« Wy)icp 1), defines a square integrable, local martingale. Furthermore, we
can give a concrete representation of the integral. Let U; be a Hilbert space containing Uy
such that the embedding ¢ : Uy — U, is Hilbert—Schmidt. Then, for any ¢ € [0,7] we have
the following identity, which is independent of the choices ¢, Uy, satisfying the necessary
requirements,

t
W, = / (ps 0 ) dW,. (3.0.2)
0

55
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In what follows we will assume B : V. — 5%(W), in the sense that B(u.) € (W) for
any suitable process, [0,7] 3 t — w; € V. In order to discuss stochastic processes of the
form described by (3.0.1) we introduce the notion of a semi-martingale, that is a stochastic
process whose evolution is described by a finite variation process, t — A(u,), in the case of
(3.0.1) and a local martingale term, t — B(u) « W,.

3.1 Semi-Martingales and It6’s Formula

In Chapter 1 we introduced the space of square integrable, continuous, Banach space val-
ued, martingales, M%(E). In this chapter we specify to the case of Hilbert space valued
martingale and we introduce some more properties of these objects, defining their quadratic
variation processes and studying the larger space of semi-martingales through It6’s formula
in both finite and infinite dimensions.

We introduce some notation. Given a 7" > 0 and n > 1, we write m,(7") for any set of the
form 7, (T) = {0 = t§ <t} -- -ty =T} Wedefine |m,(T)|:= sup,—; _,[t; —ti'1|. We say that
a family of partitions (7, (7)),>1 is decreasing if lim,, oo |7, (7")|= 0. Using this definition we
recall what it means for a process to be of finite variation.

Definition 3.1.1 (Finite Variation Process). Let 7' > 0 and ® : [0,7] — H be a measurable
map. We say that v is of finite variation if,

sup Z |t — sl | < o0, (3.1.1)

2 \Istlemn(T)

where the supremum ranges over all partitions for a given n € N. We say that a stochastic
process [0,7] x Q3 (t,w) — Y (w) € H is of finite variation if (3.1.1) holds P-a.s.

Given a Hilbert space H, we recall the definition of L;(H) C L(H; H), as the set of trace
class operators from H to itself, which becomes a Banach space when equipped with the
trace norm, (1.2.2). We say that an L,(H) valued process, [0,7] > t — V; € Li(H) is
non-decreasing if for every s < t € (0,7, V; — Vj is a non-negative operator. If M € H, then
we denote by, M ® M, the non-negative element of L;(H) such that for all h, g € H,

(M & M)h,g) = (M,h)(M,g). (3.1.2)

Definition 3.1.2 (Quadratic Variation). Let M € MA(H). An L(H) valued, non-decreasing
process, (V4):e(o,7], such that Vy = 0, is said to be the quadratic variation of M, if the L, (H)
valued process,

0,T]2t— M, ®@ M, -V, € L1(H), (3.1.3)

is an (Fy)sepo,rj-martingale. Furthermore, given two martingales, M, N € M3.(H), we say
that an L(H) valued process (V;)cjo,r] is the quadratic co-variation of M and N if

[0, T] St Mt & Nt — ‘/t’ (314)

is an (F)teo,r) martingale.
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We demonstrate that to every M € M2 (H) there exists a unique such process for which
we write [0,7] 2 t — [M], € L'(H). Uniqueness here means that for any other process,
(Vi)eepo,m, satistying (3.1.3), [M], = V; P-as., for all ¢ € [0,7]. Given two martingales,
M, N € M%(H) we write [M, N| for their quadratic co-variation. If M, N are local martin-
gales then the same quantities are analogously defined.

Proposition 3.1.3. Let M., (H). Then there exists exactly one, continuous, non-decreasing,
zero at zero process ([My)icio,r) C L1 (H) such that setting V = [M] in (3.1.3) gives a contin-
uous local martingale. Furthermore, for any t € [0,T] and decreasing sequence of partitions
(Wn(t>>n21, it holds that

[M]t = nh_g)lo Z(Mtz - Mtifl) ® (Mtz - Mti71)7 te [07 T]v (315>
i=1

where the limit holds in Ly(H) in probability. For M, N € M%.,,.(H) there exists a unique,
zero at zero, finite variation process, ([M, Nl)wcor) such that setting V = [M, N] in (3.1.4)
gives a continuous, local martingale.

Proof. To prove existence, consider V, V, two processes satisfying (3.1.3) for a martingale
M € MZ2(H). Therefore, for any ¢ € [0,T] we have,

E[V; — Vi] = E[(M; ® My — V;) — (M ® M, — V;)] = 0.

We reduce the proof of existence to considering finite dimensional martingales. Let (ex)r>1
be a basis of H. Then for any k > 1, M, := (M;, ex), defines a real valued martingale. It
follows from [CE15, Thm. 9.1.6 & Def. 11.1.1] that for any k, [ > 1, there exists a unique, real
valued process ([My,, Ml¢)icpo,r) such that ¢ — My, My, —[My, Ml is an (F¢)sepo,r) martingale.
Furthermore, we have the explicit formula,

[Mp, My = Tim D (Mg, = My, ) (Myg, — Myy,_,), €0, 7). (3.1.6)
i=1

Where the sum converges in probability along any decreasing sequence of partitions to a real

valued process. By polarisation we have that

1

[Mk7 Ml] = 4

([My + M| — [My — M]) .
We now show that we can define,

[M], o= Y [My, Miliex, @ e, t€[0,T), (3.1.7)

ki>1

where [My, M;]; € R for each k, 1 > 1 and t € [0,7T], so that if the sum is finite, the right
hand side defines an element of Li(H). We have,

E || (M, Mley®e|| =E E

E>1

|[[My, Mi]|
k,1>1

< > [My + M)+ [M; — M|

E,1>1

] =
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where in the last inequality we used the polarisation identity and that [Mj+M,;] and [M;—M;]
are both non-negative. By definition, E[[M}, + M;]] = E[(My + M;)?] and E[[M;, — M;]] =
E[(My — M;)?]. So by linearity of the expectation (properly employed after truncating the
sums and then taking limits) and applying Young’s product inequality we have

> M > I, ek>|2] < 0.

k>1 k>1

E || [My, Miex ® e =

E>1

SE

Thus the right hand side of (3.1.5) is P-a.s. a well defined element of L(H). Almost sure
continuity of the map [0,7] 3 t — [M]; € Li(H) is easily established using continuity of
[0,7] >t — M, € H. Furthermore, combining (3.1.6) and (3.1.7) shows that [M] as defined
satisfies (3.1.3) and agrees with (3.1.5).

In order to obtain the results for the quadratic co-variation [M, N| between two elements
M, N € MZA(H) it suffices to apply the polarisation identity again, [M, N] = % ([M + N|—[M — NJ)
and the above argument to the quadratic variations [M + NJ|, [M — N]. Uniqueness of
this process holds by an adaptation of the proof of uniqueness for [M]. The fact that
0,7] 5t — [M,N]; € Li(H) is P-a.s. of finite variation follows from the same fact for
finite dimensional quadratic co-variations. O

Remark 3.1.4. Note that the quadratic variation is not the 2-variation in the sense of Defi-
nition 3.1.1, which would be defined as the quantity,

sup [ D [l — sl

ﬂze(ﬁ) [s,tlemn(T)

In contrast the quadratic variation is only the limit along any given decreasing sequence of
partitions.

The following proposition collects some useful facts regarding the quadratic variation that
we give without proof.

Proposition 3.1.5. The following statements all hold,
1) If M € M2%(H) is such that P-a.s. [M] =0 on [0,T], then M = My P-a.s. on [0,T].

2) If M, N € M2(H) are independent martingales, in the sense that My L Ny for all
t €[0,T], then [M, N] =0 P-a.s. on [0,T].

3) Any continuous, finite variation process [0,T] >t — 1y € H, P-a.s. has zero quadratic
variation and the quadratic co-variation, [, M] = 0, P-a.s. for any M € M?2(H).

4) If (My)icjor) is a square integrable, local martingale, then for any (F)icjo.r)-stopping
time, Q 3w T(w) € [0,T], such that [0,T] >t — M] := M, is a true martingale,
P-a.s. one has that [M"], = [M].x for all t € [0,T].
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5) If M € MA(H), then since |[M||gz€ M2(R) there exists a unique, non-decreasing,
continuous, zero at zero process, for which we write [0,T] > t — [[M]]; such that
| M ||%—[[M]] is again a square integrable martingale. Furthermore, [[M]] = Tr[M].

Given an interval [0,7] C Ry and a p € (0,00), we say that an H valued, martingale,
(My)sepm) C H, is p-integrable, if E [SUPte[o,T]HMth < 00. We state a version of the BDG
inequality suited to the particular setting of Hilbert space valued martingales.

Theorem 3.1.6 (Burkholder-Davis-Gundy). Letp € [1,00) and (M;)icpo,r) be a p-integrable,
H walued, local martingale. Then, there exist constants c(p),C(p) > 0 such that for any
(Fi)e>0-stopping time T,

cE [(Tr[MT])%] <E

sup [|M1 | < CE [ (Tilar))t |

tel0,7]

If (My)eepo,m s a continuous, local martingale then the result holds for p € (0, 00).

Proof. For a proof in the case of general finite dimensional martingales, see [CE15, Thm.
11.5.5]. In our case the particular form of the quantities inside the left and right expectations
follows from Item 5) of Proposition 3.1.5. O

By way of an example we exhibit the quadratic variation of stochastic integrals, which from
now on will be our central examples of continuous, local martingales. We state this result
only for stochastic integrals against generalized Wiener processes. Note that stochastic inte-
grals against finite dimensional Wiener processes and ()-Wiener processes are both particular
examples of the generalised cases.

Proposition 3.1.7. Let U, H be two Hilbert spaces, (Wy)icpo,r) be a generalised Wiener pro-
cess defined on U with covariance QQ and ¢ € H#7(W) be a stochastically integrable process.
Then the stochastic integral [0,T] >t — @+ W, € H defined by (3.0.2) is a square integrable,
continuous, local martingale with quadratic variation,

o W], = /0 (TQ V20 (1 Q2. ds. (3.18)

Proof. Let (¢"),>1 be a simple approximation to the L9 valued process ¢ and consider the
approximate stochastic integral,

t k?n
oW = / (oY dW, = S (@l o L) (W, — Wi ),
0 i=1

where (¢7)>1,ic(1,... k.3 are LY valued random variables and where 0 = ¢f < - - - i =t. Using

the independent increment property and the explicit distribution of W; — W, we can compute
the quadratic variation directly, to give, for any n > 1,

kn

" W = (' QP (T QM e (1 — tina).

i=1
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Taking limits on both sides gives the identity (3.1.8), where the right hand side is understood
as a Riemann—Stieltjes integral. O

In the remainder of the chapter we will work with a more general class of processes known
as semi-martingales.

Definition 3.1.8. We say that a stochastic process (Xi)icpr] is a semi-martingale if there
exists a finite variation process (¢¢)co,r) and a martingale (M;)¢cjo,r) such that,

Xt :wt—i_Mt-

It follows from Proposition 3.1.5 that this representation is essentially unique and furthermore
that [X]| = [M] and [[X]] = [[M]]. In the theory of finite dimensional martingales, the well
known result of It0’s formula, shows both that the space of semi-martingales is closed under
composition with twice differentiable functions as well as providing a stochastic version of
the chain rule in Ito calculus. We state this result below, in both the finite and infinite
dimensional settings in the particular case of semi-martingales whose martingale part is
given by a particular stochastic integrals.

Theorem 3.1.9 (It6’s Formula in Finite Dimensions). Let T' > 0, (2, F, (Fi)iejo,r). P) be
a filtered probability space, carrying an RY valued Brownian motion, (W), ¥ € L*(Q x
t

[0, T):RY), o € L2(Qx[0, T): R} and F € C2(R%:R). Then, for a process (X;)iso satisfying,

t t
Xt:X0+/ ¢8ds+/ ps dWs,
0 0

one has,

FIX) = X0 + | - VF(X.)ds + / VX, - dW,
0 0 (3.1.9)

1 t
+ 3 / Tr (o3 V2 F(X,)gy) ds.
0

Sketch of Proof. We only give a sketched proof, details can be found as [@ks13, Thm. 4.2.1].
It suffices to establish the same result for d = 1 and by Stone-Weierstrass for F'(x) a poly-
nomial. First, we let (X;)c0,7), (Y2)icp,r) be two semi-martingales and show that

t t t
&K:%%+/Xﬁn+/ndﬁ+/ﬂxﬂy (3.1.10)
0 0 0

Note that this is the usual integration by parts formula for finite variation process with the
addition of the integral against d[X, Y] - which is an artefact of the It6 integral. To show
(3.1.10), let t € [0,7T] be fixed and m,(t) = {0 = tg,t1,...,txy = t} be a partition of [0,¢].
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Then, P-a.s. we have,

N
XY, = XoYo =Y X, Y, — XY,

i=1

N
= ZXti(Y;fiH - Y;z) + Y;fz (th‘+1 - Xti) + (th‘+1 - Xti)(Y;fiJrl - Y;z)

i=1

t t t
Ni’f’/ Xdeer/ stXer/ d[X,Y]..
0 0 0

If X, Y were finite variation processes the last term can only have zero as a limit and we
recover the usual integration by parts formula. With (3.1.10) in hand, let us assume that

n n ! n—1 ! n—1 n(n B 1) ! 2 vn—2
Xi=Xg+n | ;X" " "ds+n | @, X] " dW, + —5 P X, “ds.
0 0 0

It follows therefore, using that [X, X"|; = [W, W]; = t, that,

+ t
XM = X0+ (n+1) / Vs X ds+ (n+1) / ps Xy AW,
0 0

1 t
+L+2 ) / P2X11 s,
0

Since (3.1.9) holds by definition for F'(x) = 2 we conclude by induction that (3.1.9) holds for
any polynomial and so by Stone-Weierstrass for any C? function. The extension to higher
dimensions follows by arguing component-wise and the identity [W*, W], = §;;t. O

One can see from the proof of Theorem 3.1.9 that if the Brownian motion were a finite
variation process, then the stochastic integral, as defined, would not contribute the third
integral term. Alternatively, if one considers stochastic processes defined by Stratonovich
integrals then it is well known that the usual chain rule also applies in this case. The same is
true in infinite dimensions, see [DPZ14]. Although Stratonovich integrals preserve the usual
chain rule, they are neither predictable processes nor local martingales, informally speaking
they look microscopically into the future.

Remark 3.1.10. One can easily include a time inhomogeneous function F : [0,7] x R? — R
in Theorem 3.1.9 provided t — F(t,z) is continuously differentiable for all z € R?. In this
case one must include the term, f(f 0 F (s, Xs) ds, on the right hand side of (3.1.9). We cover
this in the infinite dimensional setting below without proof.

The It6 formula generalises to the infinite dimensional setting, however,we refer to [DPZ14,
Thm. 4.32] for the proof. Given a Hilbert space H and a functional F' € L(H;R), we
write D)F € L(H;L(H;R)), D> F € L(H ® H; L(H;R)) for the first and second Fréchet
derivatives respectively. For F' : [0,T] — L(H;R) we write O,F for the functional obtained
by taking the time derivative of F'(¢,z) in the first variable for every = € H. We write
C12([0,T] x H;R) for the space of time inhomogeneous functionals, once continuously dif-
ferentiable in time and and twice continuously, Fréchet differentiable in H.
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Theorem 3.1.11 (It6’s Formula in Infinite Dimensions). Let T' > 0, U, H be Hilbert spaces,
(Q, F, (Fo)icpo,r), P) be a filtered probability space, carrying a generalized Wiener process
(Wi)iep,r) defined on U, with covariance @ and assume ¢ € L*(Q x [0,T); H), a La(Up; H)
valued, predictable process, ¢ € #5(W) and Xo € H. Then given F € CY*([0,T] x H;R)
and a stochastic process, (Xi)iwcpo,r), satisfying,

t t
Xt:X0+/ wsds—l—/ s AW,
0 0

it holds that,

F(t,X,) = F(0,X,) + /t (O:F (5, Xs) + (DyF (s, X,), 1)) ds
+/t<D;F(s,XS),<deWS) (3.1.11)

5 T [D2,F (s, X, (0,Q2) (5,@Y)] ds.
2 Jo

Proof. We refer to the proof of [DPZ14, Thm. 4.32] for the general case. Within the proof
of Theorem 3.2.11 we establish identity (3.1.11) in the particular case of [0,7] 3> ¢t — u, € H

is a solution to (3.0.1) and F(t,u;) = %|u|p. O

3.2 Well-Posedness of Monotone and Coercive SPDE

Throughout we assume that we are given a Gelfand triple (V, H,V*), as in Chapter 2, a
fourth Hilbert space U and a white noise process (W;)icpo,r], defined on U. Recall that a
white-noise process is a generalized Wiener process with covariation equal to the identity,
I:U — U, see Example 1.5.17. Furthermore, we assume we are given operators A : V. — V*,
B :V — LY := Ly(U, H) and such that (B(u))iwepo,r] € H#7(W) for all square integrable
processes, [0,7] 3 ¢t — u; € V. Our aim is to establish well-posedness of (3.0.1), which we
interpret as an integral equation,

t
up = ug + / A(us)ds + B(u) « W4, (3.2.1)
0

where the right hand side defines an element of V* for all square integrable processes
(0,7] > t — u, € V. Note that in the above setting we allow for B(u) = B o Q?(u)
for @ € L1(U; H) a trace-class covariance operator and B € Ly(QY?U; H). Thus we cover
the case of W a ()-Wiener process as well.

We retain the conventions from Chapters 1 and 2, writing | - | for the norm on H and for ex-
ample, ||-||v, || - ||z, for the norms on V' and Lo (U; H) respectively. Unless otherwise stated,
the inner product (-, -) will denote the duality pairing between V, V* or the inner product
on H, whichever makes sense.

We list the following additional assumptions, which in some cases are either direct, or anal-
ogous, repetitions of those of Chapter 2 but are kept here for completeness.
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Assumption 3.2.1 (Coercivity). There exist a, A\,v > 0 and v € L*([0, T]; R) such that, for
any u €V,
2(A(u), u) + || B(w) |2, +el[ullF < Mulz+v. (H1)

Remark 3.2.2. The inclusion of the extra, real parameter v > 0 here, compared to Assumption
2.3.1, is to allow for possibly lower order, non-stochastic terms in the equation.

Assumption 3.2.3 (Monotonicity). There exists a A > 0 such that for any u,w € V,
2(A(u) — A(w),u = w) + || B(u) = B(w)||7,< Au— wlj. (H2)
Assumption 3.2.4 (Linear Growth). There exists a ¢ > 0 such that for allu € V,

[A(w)]

ve< (T4 Jlullv). (H3)
Assumption 3.2.5 (Weak Continuity). For any u,v,w € V, the mapping,

R>0~— (Au+0w),v) € R, (H4)
15 continuous.

Remark 3.2.6. Since by definition |u|g< ||ul]y, combining (H1) with (H3) shows that we also
have || B(u)||£,< ¢(1 + ||u|lv), for a possibly different ¢ > 0.

Remark 3.2.7. As in the deterministic case, without loss of generality, we can perform the
transformation v := e~*/2y, which instead solves (3.0.1) with A, B replaced by,

AMNu) = e M2 AN ) — Pk

BMu) := e M2 B(eM ).

As in the previous chapter, it is easily checked that if A, B satisfy (H1) and (H2), then A*, B
satisfy, for a possibly new a,v > 0,

2(A (u), u) + | B (u)|[1, +allull < v, (H1')

and
2(A(u) — A(w),u —w) + || B(u) = B(w)||7,< 0, (H2')
for all u, w € V.

Remark 3.2.8. Again, as in the deterministic case, for m > 2, provided we replace (H1) with,
2(A(u), u) + || B(u) |2, +allully < Aulf+v, (H1n)

we may replace (H3) with,

IA@)Ilv-< e(L + [lully™). (H3,)
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From now on we work under (H1'), (H2'), (H3) and (H4) only. Before stating the main
theorem of this chapter we define the notion of weak solution to the SPDE (3.0.1), which
gives meaning to (3.2.1) as an equality holding in V*.

Definition 3.2.9. Given (V, H, V*) and A, B, W as in the start of the section, we say that
an (F)eepo,m-adapted process [0,7] x Q 3 (t,w) — w(w) € V is a weak solution to (3.0.1), if
there exists a modification, which we do not relabel, such that

u € L2(Qx[0,T]; V), (3.2.2)

and for every v € V and t € [0, 7], P-a.s.

(ug,v) = <u0,v>—|—/0 (A(us),v) d8+/0 (v, B(ug) dW). (3.2.3)

Remark 3.2.10. If we replace (H1), (H3) with (H1,,), (H3,,) for some m > 2 then the condition
u e L*(Q x [0,T];V) in (3.2.2) should be replaced by the condition u € L™(Q2 x [0,T]; V).

We have the following well-posedness result which is an analogue of Theorem 2.3.8. We retain
the general assumptions stated at the beginning of this section on the spaces (V, H, V*) and
a white noise process, (W,)icjo,r), defined on U.

Theorem 3.2.11. Let T > 0, ug € L*(Q%; H) and A, B satisfy Assumptions (H1'), (H2'),
(H3), (H4). Then there exists a unique, weak solution (u;)icpor) to (3.0.1), in the sense of
Definition 3.2.9. Furthermore,

E ( sup ||ut]|§{) < 00.
te[0,7T

Proof. We proceed in a similar fashion to the proof of Theorem 2.3.8, only now we have to
also handle the stochastic term. We prove uniqueness first, using Theorem 3.1.11, followed by
existence. Before tackling these steps we obtain an ad hoc, a priori Itd formula for ¢ — |u|%
for any solution u to (3.0.1).

Ad Hoc Ité6 Formula: Let (u)¢cio,r) be a solution to (3.0.1) in the sense of Definition
3.2.9. Let (ex)52; C V be an orthonormal basis of H and define uy := (u,eg), so that we
have

o o
w7 = Z(ut, er)’ = Zui;t-
k=1 k=1

Taking e, as the test function in (3.2.3), we see that uy, solves,

t t
Upe = (uo, ex) +/ (A(us), ex) ds +/ (e, B(us) dWy).
0 0
Recall that given a basis (fx)r>1 of U, the white noise process has the representation,

W, = Z fkﬁfa

k>1
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where (8%)g>1 is a family of i.i.d, real valued Brownian motions. It follows from the repre-
sentation of (B(ut))iwcp,r) C L2(U; H), (1.2.6) that there exist [0,7] 3 ¢t = (Agz)e>1 C Ry
such that for all x € U,

utx—Z\/Akt fk U€k, tE[O,T]

k>1

Where we may assume that we chose the basis, (ex)r>1 of H, suitably. Note here that
I B()|| ;= D gs1 Akt Since (W, fi) = B, we can formally write the integral term of (3.2.3),
without a test function, as

/0 (us) AW, = Z/ Vkser dBy.

k>1

This is not strictly valid, since we know that P-a.s. W does not take values in U. However,
by considering an additional space U, containing U with a Hilbert—Schmidt embedding
t : U — U, and instead defining the same object for B(u) o :™' we arrive eventually at
the same expression. For concision we do not include this argument in detail and instead
conclude directly, that for any k£ > 1, we now have

Uk = <u0,ek>+/0t<A( s)s €k ds—l—/ \/Edﬁ

This is a one dimensional SDE and so we may apply Theorem 3.1.9. Note that the map
T %|l’|2 has first derivative equal to x and second derivative equal to 1 so that,

1 1 t t 1 t
§\uk;t|2 = §‘uk;0|2—|—/ <A(us), ek)uk;s dS + / \/ )\k;suk;s dﬁf + 5 / >\k;s dS.
0 0 0

So now summing over k we have,
1 1
§|Ut|§1 =3 Z|Ul~c;t|2
—Z|uk0|+2/ US (A3 ukst—FZ/ )\ksuksdﬁ

k>1 k>1 k>1
+ E / )\k st
k>1

So in more compact form,

t t
|3 = |u0\§1+2/ (A(uy), us) ds+2/ (ug, B(ug) dW,)
0 0

+ /0 Tr [B(us)B(us)*] ds.
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Uniqueness: We employ the monotonicity assumption, (H2'). Let u, w € L*(Qx[0,T]; V)
be two solutions to (3.0.1) in the sense of 3.2.9. By assumption,

m~w:43mw—AWJ®+Aﬁmw—ngﬂw

in the sense of definition 3.2.9. Therefore, by a similar argument as we used to prove (3.2),
we obtain the identity

[uy — w3 = 2/0 (Aug) — A(ws), us — wg) ds
+2 /Ot<us — w, (B(us) — B(w,)) dWy) (3.2.4)

+ [ e (B) = B (Bl = B s

By assumption the stochastic integral term is only a local martingale, so it does not directly
vanish under the expectation. Let us define the sequence of stopping times, for R > 0,

t t
T := inf {t € (0,77 : / s ||3-ds \// w2 ds > R} :
0 0

It follows from Remark 3.2.6 that the stopped process [0,7] 3 t — <., B(u) € FZ (W),
i.e it is a square integrable integrand and so the stopped integral,

TRAL t
/ B(uy) IV, = / Iyer, Bluy) dIW,,
0 0

is a true martingale. Therefore applying (3.2.4) at ¢t A 7z for any R > 0, and then taking
expectations on both sides we have that,

EHut/\TR - wt/\‘mﬁi] = 2/0 " E [(A(US) - A(“’S)a Us — w5> + HB(US) - B(“’S)H%g] ds.

So applying (H2') gives that
El[tinry, — Winrg|F] < 0.

Since this holds for any ¢ € [0,7] and limg_,o TR = 00, applying the dominated convergence
theorem, Theorem 1.3.1, we conclude that u = w € L?(2x [0, T]; H) and therefore also P-a.s.
in L2([0,T); H).

Existence: We argue in a similar fashion as in the proof of Theorem 2.3.8 only now the
system of finite dimensional ODE is replaced by a finite dimensional system of SDE. For
n > 1, let us define the process (u.);>0 to be the unique L*(Q x [0,T];V;,) valued solution
to the system,

(Unit, €) = <u0,ek>+/0 (A(uns), ex) ds+/0 (€k, B(uny) dWs), (3.2.5)
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for k=1 ...,n. As with (2.3.2), well-posedness of the system (3.2.5) does not follow directly
from the standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory for SDEs, [@Jks13, Thm. 5.2.1]. However, strong
existence (in a probabilistic sense) and uniqueness can be established using the assumptions
(H1"), (H2') and essentially applying an Euler scheme. The steps are technical but follow
in spirit the same arguments one would make in the deterministic case, only requiring the
additional technicality of a stopping time approximation. Full details can be found in [PRO7,
Sec. 3]. Taking well posedness of the system (3.2.5) as given for now, the next step is to
establish a uniform bound on the family (u,)p>1.

Arguing along the same lines as we did to establish (3.2), but this time only summing up to
k = n we obtain the identity,

n t t
s = 3o, ex)P+2 / (A(tnss)s ) ds + 2 / (ttnses Blttnss) dIV,)
k=1 0 0

n t
+Z/O )\k;sds.
k=1

(3.2.6)

Again, we would like to take the expectation and so remove the stochastic integral, however,
as in the proof of uniqueness we first need to take a sequence of stopping times

t
TR ‘— inf {t c (O,T] : / Hun,sH%/dS Z R} )
0

and consider the stopped process, ty.tn-,, for which we have the bound,

tATR tATR
Ellumtnrg %] < luol%+2E [ | ) ) ds} {E [ / |B<un;s>|%2ds]
0 0

So applying (H2') we obtain,

tATR
E [|unm|z+a / ||un;s||2vds] < luol%+VElt A 7.
0

Thus, since the right hand side is independent of n > 1 and 7 — oo P-a.s, as R — oo we
see that we have,

< 0. (3.2.7)

t
sup sup E [mn;t@,w JA
n>1t€[0,7T) 0

This is almost the a priori bound we want, we only need to exchange the supremum over
t € [0, 7] with the expectation. Since the supremum is a convex function and the expectation
is really an integral, exchanging their order in (3.2.7), is not obviously valid. However, using
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the BDG inequality, Theorem 3.1.6, with p =1 and 7 = T, we have the following,

1

[ n T 2
S CE (Z / \/ )\k;t <un;t> 6k> dt)
k=170

E | sup

te[0,T

t
/ (1t Blitys) dTV)
0

H

r 1
<CE (Z sup |(Ungt, €x \/ \/)\ksdt>
k

1 te[0,7

1
<-E
4

T
+ C’E UO ||B(un;t)]|%2dt} :

SUP [t
te[0,T

The final inequality here follows from Holder and Young’s product inequality. If we take a
supremum over t € [0, 7], before taking the expectation in (3.2.6), we therefore obtain

T T
| sup |un;t\%1] < funlz+28 | [ 1At dlds| + 142078 | 1Bl ds
te[0,T 0 0
1 2
+ =E | sup |unul3| -
2 te[0,7

From which it follows, using (H1’), Remark 3.2.6 and linearity of the expectation, that we
have

sup E

n>1

T
sup \untﬁ{] < |ug|3+ Sg}fE [/0 (1 +C’)Hun;t||%/dt} , (3.2.8)

te[0,7

for a new constant C' > 0 that incorporates the constant v > 0 in (H1’). It follows then from
(3.2.7) that the right hand side of (3.2.8) is finite and so we finally obtain the bound,

sup E

n>1

T
sup |um\H—i—/ ||un;t||%/dt] < 00. (3.2.9)

t€[0,T]

From (3.2.9), (H3) and Remark 3.2.6 it follows that:
1. (up)n>1 is uniformly bounded in L?(2; L>°([0,T]; H)) N L*(Q x [0, T}; V),

2. (A(up))n>1 is uniformly bounded in L?(Q2 x [0, T]; V*),

3. (B(uy))n>1 is uniformly bounded in L*(Q x [0, T]; Ly).

Thus, there exist subsequences, which we do not relabel converging weakly in the following
senses,

u, —u in L*(Q x [0,T];V),
Au,) — €& in L*(Q x [0,T]; V*)
B(u,) —n in L*(Q x [0,T]; Ly).

Furthermore, we have that u, — wu in L*(Q; L=([0,T]; H)). So just as in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.3.8 it is only left to show that ( = A(u) and n = B(u). The argument in this case is
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very similar.

From (H2'), for all v € L*(Q2 x [0,T];V) and n > 1, we have that

E VOT 2 Altna) — A1), s — v0) + | Bltna) — B(vt)||2L2dt] <.

We then claim that we have the inequality,

T T T
EU (Ct,ut>dt+/ ||nt||§2dt] SlinlianE{/ 2<A(un;t),un;t)+||B(un;t)||2L2dt}. (3.2.10)
0 0 oo 0

To see this, we recall from finite dimensional It6 formula, that we have

T
E [|unsr 3= [unol?] ZJE[jC <A(un¢%1u>+-HB(um0H%2dﬂ-

and passing to the limit, n — 0, gives that,

T
B (lurly—fuols] = | [ {Gowd + I, ]
0

By essentially the same reasoning we have that u,.r — uz in L*(Q; H), and so since the map
p— E[|pl%] is convex we have that

E [Jur[3—|uols] < liminf B [[unr(f—|unol5]
n—oo

which is equivalent to (3.2.10). With (3.2.10) in hand, proceeding by a similar passage as in
(2.3.6) we see that

E UO 2C — A(vy), ug — ve) + |1 — B(vt)||L2dt] <0. (3.2.11)

If we set uw = v in (3.2.11) we immediately see that n = B(u). To show that { = A(u), let
v=u— 0w for >0 and w € L*(Q x [0,T]; V). Diving both sides by 6 we see that

E [/OT(Q — A(ug — Owy), wy) dt} <0.
Letting 6 — 0 and appealing to (H4) we deduce that
E [/OT@ — Alug), wy) dt] <0, YweL*Qx[0,T];V),
from which it follows that ¢ = A(u) in L*(Q x [0, T]; V*).
So it follows that u € L2(Q2x [0, T]; V)N L*(Q; L>=([0,T]; H)) is the unique solution to (3.0.1)

in the sense of Definition 3.2.9. Finally, we prove that in fact, P-a.s., v € C([0,T]; H). To
see this we recall that since H is a Hilbert space, if u,, = u € H, and |u,|g— |u|€ R one has

lu, — u|fq: (U — Uy, U — Up) = |u|§1—2<u,un> + |un|2—> 0.
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Therefore, since the ad hoc It6 formula, (3.2) show that for a sequence t; — ¢, it holds
that |u, |p— |we|m, it suffices to show that uw,, — u; € H. Let h € H be arbitrary and
(hn)n>1 C V be a sequence converging to h strongly in H. Let ¢ > 0 and n. > 1 be large
enough such that,

™

sup |ug|g||h — hnlg < =, foralln >n..
te[0,T

[\

So it follows that

|<Ut, h> - <utk:? h>| < |<uta h — hns>|+|<ut — Uy, hns>|+|<utk’ h— h"6>|
< e+ |lug — ug |lve [ A lv-

By definition of the weak form of the equation, we have that u;, — w, strongly in V* and so
we have that,
lim sup|(u, h) — (g, , h)| < e.
n>ne
Hence, by the arbitrariness of € > 0 the necessary convergence holds and we conclude the
proof. O

3.3 Examples

We present three particular examples. We refer to [DPZ14, PR07, Par07, DKM *09] for more
examples of SPDE, some of which are amenable to the method presented here.

Ezample 3.3.1 (A Transport Noise SPDE). Let us fix ' = T¢ and H = L*(T9), V =
HY(TY), V* = HY(T?). By the Poincaré inequality, [Eval0, Subsec 5.8.1], we have the

bound,
1
[u = upal|7:< | Vullfz,  wpe = — [ u(z)da. (3.3.1)
T| Jpa
Therefore we may in principle describe the space H!(T?) to be the set of all functions
u : T — R with square integrable gradient. We see below that this suffices for our ap-

plication.

Then, assume we have a sequence of L*(T¢) basis functions, (e;)p>1 C C°°(T% R?), such
that sup;,||ex||z2= 1. Furthermore, we assume that we have a sequence of non-negative real
numbers (o%)k>1 C R>p, then we consider the SPDE,

{dut = Auydt + 3,0, Varer - Vg dBF, (33.2)

u\tzoz Uo,

where (8%)>1 a family of ii.d, real, Brownian motions. So under the assumption that
Y k1 0k = ||lo|la < oo, writing B(uy) = Y5, \/oker - Vuy we have,

IBu)l7,= D orllerllFa | VurllFa= lloflol|Vue .

k>1
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Note that the quantity ura is (at least formally) preserved by (3.3.2), therefore for simplicity
let us set ug to have zero mean. So we may work in the space of mean free functions and we
truly have |Jul|2< [|Vu|| 2.

Since (3.3.2) is linear, by analogy with the arguments of Chapter 2, we only need to establish
coercivity in the sense of H1’. With A = A, for any « > 0, we directly have

2(Au,u) g2 + [ Bu)llL, +allulin= (lolla -2 + )| Vul 7.

So in order to satisfy (H1") we require the bound ||o||,2< 2. This mirrors the result shown in
Subsection 1.1.2 but now in arbitrary dimensions and with infinite dimensional noise. As in
that case, if we also have dive, = 0 for all £ > 1 then the martingale term arising from Ito’s
formula for ||u;||z2, formally becomes,

So [ [ o) Vauearast =3 % [ [ aw) Vi) s

k>1 k>1
o [ 2 k
2 [ [ Vet ana
E>1 0 Td
=0

So with some care one can show that in this case, the martingale term in fact disappears
P-a.s., not only in expectation.

Before presenting the next two examples, we recall the Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities on
bounded domains, we refer in general to [Eval0, Sec. 5.6 & Subsec. 5.8.1] for this material.
Let I' C R? be a closed, bounded, domain with smooth boundary and for k € N, p € [1, oc],
let WkP(T") denote the space of maps u : I' — R whose first k distributional derivatives are
bounded in LP(T"). We retain the special notation H(T") := W2(T"). We equip these spaces
with the norms,

lullwr:= Y I D™ull .

n<k

Let | < k, g € (p, ] be such that % — % =1 _ L Then one has the bound,

ul

1
q
[ullwra< Jlullwes.

That is lower derivatives, in higher integrabillity are controlled by higher derivatives in lower

integrabillity. As a particular case, for d > 2 and p > d, one always has,

d
lull g < NJullwrn, — for p*:= d?’fp

In the edge case p = d = 2 one in fact also has ||u||2< ||u||wr2 and in fact this embedding
is compact. Furthermore, since T is compact, we also have ||u||pm< ||ul|z» for m < p and so
in the above setting we have

|lul|lpm < ||u||wre  for all m < p*.
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From which it follows that W*?(T') N L™(T") = W*P(T) for all m < dedp.

The Poincaré inequality allows us to control the L” norms of a function by LP norms on its
gradient. These inequalities are related to the spectral properties of the heat semi-group, see
[BGL14]. We recall that for any p € [1, 00] there is a map, known as the trace map,

T : WHP(T) — LP(9T)

u > ular.

For all k > 1, we define WF#(I') = WhP(I') N Ker(T). Then, the classical Poincaré inequality
says that for all p € [1, 00| there exists a C':= C(I', p) > 0 such that for all u € W, (I),

[ull Lo < ClIVu| -

Thus for example we have ||ully1,< (1 + C)||Vul|z» for all p € [1,00]. By considering
u = D¥ v we also have ||u|yx-1.,< (1 + kC)|| D*ul|z». Of particular relevance for us will be
the bound [Jull:= [Jul| 2+ Vul 12< (14 O)||Vul| 2= |Jull33. We furthermore equip #(T)
with the inner product,

(u, V) = /FVu(:c)Vv(x) dz.

Example 3.3.2 (A Reaction-Diffusion SPDE). We fix I' € R? to be bounded with smooth

boundary, m € (2,2%], H = L*(T') and V = H{(T) N L™(T'). By the discussion above
2d

we may consider Hg(I') equipped with the norm |[ul[;a:= [[Vullz2 and for any m < 25
we have HJ(T') € L™(T') so that in our setting H{ N L™(T") = HL(T). Therefore, we may
set V* := H~! described in Example 2.1.3. Let Q € L(L*(T"); L*(T)), # € R, m > 3 and
consider the reaction diffusion SPDE,

{dut = (Auy + Olu|™ %) dt + QY2 AW,

U|4=0= up-
We check the coercivity condition,(H1,,), first. Setting A(u) := Au + 0|u|™2u we have,
(A(u), u) 2 = — ||Vl 2240 |ul T,
so if # < 0 and we set v := ||Q||7., for any « < 2, we have
2(A(u),u) + allullfn < (a = 2)[[Vu|7.< 0,
and so (H1,,) is satisfied with A =0 as in (H1').

To check monotonicity it suffices to use again the fact that |a|™2a? = |a|™ for all m > 2, so
that we have

(Au) — A(w),u —w) = —2||V(u — w)||22+0u|™?u — |w|™ 2w, u — w).
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The first term is always non-positive and for the second, we note that if 8 < 0, since one has
la|™—[b]™> |a — b|™ %(a — b)? = |a — b|™ for all a, b € R, it follows that

O{|u|™u — |w|™ 2w, u — w) < llu —w

T'm< 0.

So in combination we have that A(u) = Au + 0|u|™ ?u satisfies (H2'). The growth esti-
mate, (H3,,) is easy to show and strong-weak continuity of Assumption 3.2.5 follows from
the strong-weak continuity of products in L™ spaces.

The restriction to m € (2, d2Td2] makes the application of the above setting particularly
straightforward. However, one can lift this restriction either by considering the setting of
Example 3.3.3 below, or by applying the pathwise approach presented in Chapter 4. In the
defocussing case, when 6 > 0, since both coercivity and monotonicity are broken one cannot
directly apply this method. Pathwise solutions can be found locally in time, also using the
methods presented in Chapter 4, however, it is easy to show in 1d, for example, that the
SPDE blows-up in finite time almost surely, see [BG09].

Ezample 3.3.3 (A Stochastic Porous Medium Equation). Keep I' C R?, closed, bounded and
with smooth boundary. We now let m € [2,00) and consider the Banach space V = L™(I")
and will work with (H}(T'))* = H~!(T') as our Hilbert space and V* = (L™(T))* as the second
Banach space. Since we are on a bounded domain, we have L2(I'") ¢ L#=-1(T) with L =

_m_ ¢ (1,2]. So it follows that HJ(I') ¢ L*(I') ¢ L™(") and so La-1(I') = (L™(I))* C

—1
“HT). Let Q € Ly(L*(T")) and consider the stochastic porous medium equation,

{dut = V- (Ju| ™2V u,) dt + QY2 dW,

U|t:0: Uug-

From now on we drop the explicit dependence on I in all Banach /Hilbert spaces. Consider the
operator A(u) = = A(Ju|™?u) = V- (Jug|"2Vu,). It follows from the Riesz representation
theorem, that for H} equipped with the inner product (Vu, Vv) 2, for any ¢ € (H})* there
exists a u € H} such that for all v € H},

P(0) = {1y, )y = (—Auig, v) 12 (3.3.3)

Therefore, by linearity the map ¢ — Au, defines an isomorphism (Hj)* — H. However,
since it is also the case that every element u € H} defines a linear we have that the map
A HY — (H})* is an isomorphism. The fact that (H(T))* = H™YT) as described in
Example 2.1.3 is an easy exercise. Thus we identify H} with its dual via the map —A and
we have the Gelfand triple L™ C H™! = H} c (L™)*. Under this identification, we equip
H~! with the inner product,

(u, Vg1 = —(ATV2, ATV20) 1o, (3.3.4)

where (—A)™' : H™! — H} is the inverse isomorphism. Note that when we identify H~! = H}
through the inner product, (u,v), we cannot simultaneously identify (L™)* = L==1, since
the associated Riesz maps are not the same in each identification.
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Before establishing (H1,,)-(H4), for A(u), we show that —A can be continuously extended
as an operator A : Lmn1 — (L™)*. Since |u|™2u € L™ for all u € L7 it follows that
A(u) == A(Ju|™2u) : L™ — (L™)* is a continuous operator. To show the former claim, let
uH}, so that Au € H™' € (L™)* and v € L™ C H ™', so that by the above discussion, we

have

ol

(Au, v) (pmye;pm = (Au, V)1 = /uAU = (u,v)r2 < ||ul

I ml
m—
I

So it follows that, under the above identification, ||Aul[(zm)«< [[ul|, ;. Therefore the map

A : H) — (L™)* extends continuously to a linear isometry A : Lm-1 — (L™)*. Therefore,
the map u — A(|u|™%u) extends continuously to a map L™ — (L™)* and we are in the
required setting.

Coercivity follows almost by definitions, since we have (A(|u|™2u), u)y-—1 = —(|u|™ 2, [u|?) 2 =
—|lu||7% . Monotonicity follows similarly, using the arguments of Example 3.3.2. Assumption
3.2.5 is satisfied again by the strong-weak continuity of products in L™ spaces. Finally, the
growth bound, (H3,,) should be clear.



Chapter 4

Pathwise Approach to SPDE

In this chapter we present a brief introduction to the pathwise approach to SPDE. To motivate
this consideration, recall Examples 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 from the previous Chapter. For these
equations, where the noise enters additively, we had to directly consider a ()-Wiener process,
with trace class covariance. It is natural to ask however, if we could instead consider a
cylindrical Wiener process in these equations. This setting is relevant for example in equations
of stochastic quantisation, where noise that is truly white in space and time is the correct
object to consider. One approach is to use the mild formulation, provided the operator A(u)
is the generator of a sufficiently regular semi-group, see [Hai09]. However, this approach
also has its limitations, as we will see below, when considering non-linear equations whose
solutions must lie in a space of genuine distributions, rather than functions. Methods built on
the pathwise approach and the theory of rough paths, [Lyo98], have recently had great success
at handling these so called, singular SPDE, see for example the now foundational papers,
[Hail4a, GIP15]. We do not discuss these more singular cases here, but instead present, by
way of an example, some of the ideas behind these approaches, which had already been applied
by Giuseppe Da-Prato, Jerzy Zabzyck and collaborators to SPDE problems motivated by
quantum field theory, fluid dynamics and interface models, [DDT94, DD96, PD02, DPDO03].

4.1 Regularity of Stochastic Processes

As in the case of finite dimensional stochastic processes, the Kolmogorov continuity criterion
is a useful tool for establishing P-a.s. regularity statements for infinite dimensional stochastic
processes. This result actually holds in the far more general context of complete metric spaces.

Definition 4.1.1. Given a metric space (E,p), T > 0 and k € (0,1), we say that a map
[0,7] 3 t+— X; € E is k-Holder continuous if,

X, X,
X |lermi= sup M
s#t€[0,T] |t — s

If Kk > 1 we say that X € C*F if and only if [0,7] > ¢t — X; € E is |k| times continuous
differentiable the |k | derivative is kK — |k |-Holder continuous in the above sense.

75
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Theorem 4.1.2 (Kolmogorov Criterion). Assume that (X¢)ejo,1) is a stochastic process tak-
ing values in a complete metric space (E,p) and that there exist constants C > 0, ¢ > 0 and
d > 1 such that for all s, t € [0,T],

E [p(X;, X,)°] < Ot — s|'*=.

Then there exists a version of X (which we do not relabel) such that P-a.s. X € C*E, for all
k<%,
5

Proof. The proof is a natural generalisation of the usual argument for finite dimensional
stochastic processes. See [DPZ14, Thm. 3.3] for details. O

A useful property of Gaussian measures is the following corollary of Theorem 1.4.11. In
short it says that all higher moments of a Gaussian random variable are controlled by its first
moment. This is related to a much more powerful result in the study of Gaussian measures,
known as Nelson’s hypercontractivity estimate, from which it follows that all moments of
iterated integrals of a Gaussian random variable can be controlled by the second moment of
the same iterated integral. This fact is related to the spectral gap of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
semi-group, for an overview see [Nual0O, Ch. 1]. We state the result only for Gaussian random
variables and in the context of separable Hilbert spaces even thought it holds almost without
modification in separable Banach spaces, see [Hai09, Prop. 3.14].

Proposition 4.1.3. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, i € P(H) be a Gaussian measure and
let M = [, ||h||pdp(h). Then there exist constants o, C' > 0 such that for any, f: Ry — Ry

with the property that f(z) < e, one has

/H f (%) du(h) <, C. (4.1.1)

In particular, for any n > 1, it holds that

/ |h||5rdu(h) < n!Ca~™M>". (4.1.2)
H

Proof. We recall from the proof of Fernique’s theorem, Theorem 1.4.11, that we obtained the

bound,
~ h 2 ~ 00 ~
/ exp (%) du(h) < e® + 24 / te~ o dt,
H o 1

_ 2ax?

p ) for all z > o. Therefore,

where, for any o > 0, & > 0 is such that u(||h||g> x) < exp (

(4.1.1) follows after setting o = 4M, for example, and using Chebyshev’s inequality. The

second bound, (4.1.2) follows from Taylor’s theorem which gives the bound ans!zn < e’ for

any a > 0 and n > 1. O

Corollary 4.1.4. It follows that for an H-valued, Gaussian random variable X, and any
p > 1, there exists a constant, C, > 0 such that, E[|| X||%] < C,E[|| X ||%]-



4.1 Regularity of Stochastic Processes Page 77

Proof. From Proposition 4.1.3 and Hélder’s inequality it follows that for any p > 1 there
exists a possibly different C,, > 0 such that E[|| X%, < C,E[||X|/x]. Therefore, controlling
the first moment by its second gives the result. O

To see how the Kolmogorov theorem, 4.1.2 applies along with Corollary 4.1.4, let us consider
an example of a Gaussian process solving a linear SPDE.

Example 4.1.5. Let (W}).c(0,7] denote a cylindrical Gaussian process, see Subsection 1.4.2 and
(ve)tepo,r) denote the solution to the linear, scalar, equation,

{dvt = Avydt +dW,, on [0,7] x T¢, (4.1.3)

V|t=0= 0, on T<.

We can try to apply the method of Chapter 3, however, since we already saw that the
white-noise P-a.s. does not take values in L?(T?) this approach becomes tricky. We recall
the representation of the cylindrical Wiener process, for some basis (ey)r>1 of L*(T¢), W; =
> s €xBE, we may decompose (4.1.3) into the finite dimensional system of real, scalar, SDEs,

dvgy = —|k[Pope dt +dBF, vgo =0, n ez

This defines, for each n € Z?, a real, Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process, which we can solve explic-
itly,
t 2
Uyt = / e IF=2) q g%,
0

We would like to define the solution to (4.1.3) as

V¢ = E Vk;t€k -

kezd

However, this raises the question of convergence of the sum and in tun, what space should we
expect t — v, to live in. We can answer both questions using the Kolmogorov test, Theorem
4.1.2. Recall the scale of Sobolev spaces, for a € R,

H® = H(T%) = {go € (T : pll= S (1 + [K2)| (0, en) < oo} .
kezd

We observe that for each n € Z%, t + vy, is a Gaussian process and so from Corollary 4.1.4,
for any p > 1, there exists a C,, > 0 such that, for all s, t € [0,7],

E ka;t - Uk;8|2p} < G,E ka;t - Uk;smp-
We will use this bound to estimate the L?P(Q; H*) norm of v; — v,. Strictly speaking we

should first truncate the sum, at some N > 0, only considering frequencies with |k|< N,
then obtain uniform bounds in N and take the limit. However, since the calculations are
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essentially the same we work directly with the formal limit v and leave the precise limiting
argument as a technical step. For p > 1 we have,

E (v —villfa] = > H (14 [ki*)°E H|Ukz,t Ugsss| ]
k1,....kp€Zd =1

< Z H 1 + |]{3 ‘ H [‘Uki;t — Ukyss

k1,...,kp€Zd =1

< C Z H 1 + |k5 | H “Uki;t - Uki§5|2] :

k1,...,kp€Zd i=1

B =

2p]

So it suffices to obtain good bounds on E [Jvg,; — vg,;.s|*]. Note that for, 0 < s <t < T and
any k € Z, we have that

s t
R 1)/ e IHE=r) g g +/ e~HE=r) g gk
0 s

So by the usual finite dimensional, [t0 isometry, and the independent increments property of
the Brownian motion, for each i =1, ..., p we have,

1 2 2 2 1 2
21— = (Ml (t—s>_1) (1_ ~2Jki| ) (1_ —2/ki| (t—s)>'
| =omp (e ‘ BT

We can bound this expression using Taylor, so that for any & € [0, 1], we have,

) < Culki 25— s

E ‘/Uki?t — Ukss

E[‘Uki;t = Uky;s

Returning to our bound on the L?P(£2; H*) norm of v; — v,, we now have,

P
E [[lv: — Us”%?a} < Cplt — )™ H H(l + [k R [P0

k1,...kpeZd i=1

= Cpult — 5™ Y ((1+ ) [k[2=D)".

kezd

So provided o < —g + 1 — &, the sum on the right hand side converges to a finite constant.
Applying Theorem 4.1.2 we establish the existence of a modification, which we do not relabel,
such that P-a.s. v € C*"H* for all k, <= § — 2ip. Taking p > 1 arbitrarily large we obtain

that v € C¥H*?* for all @« < —% + 1 and £’ € [0,1).

This approach can be directly adapted to incorporate non-zero initial data, one only need
include a finite variation term in the SDEs and analogous estimates hold, provided v|,—o=
vy € HoT2: . As with the deterministic heat equation, the method can be further extended for
less regular initial data, at the expense of measuring the solution in weighted Hoélder spaces
with prescribed blow-up as ¢ \, 0.

Notice that only for d = 1 is v; a well defined spatial function. For all d > 2, v;, only defines a
distribution on T?. In the next section we will see that this causes an issue when considering
for example, non-linear equations driven by additive space-time white noise in d > 2.
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4.2 Pathwise Approach to SPDE: Stochastic Burger’s
Equation

The above analysis gives us a way into a different perspective on SPDE, that being the
pathwise approach. Instead of viewing solutions to SPDE as infinite dimensional stochastic
processes and applying the tools of stochastic calculus, in the pathwise approach, one views
solutions to SPDE as solutions to PDE driven by random coefficients. The idea is to build
suitable input objects, typically coming from the noise source, a linearised equation or coupled
system, and then solve a non-linear PDE involving these inputs for P-a.a w € €2 independently.
We give an example of this method applied to the stochastic Burger’s equation in one spatial
dimension,

_ 2
{dUt = (Opati + Oy (v7)) dt +dW;,  on [0,T] x T, (4.2.1)

u\t:(): Ug, on T

where (th)te[QT} is a space-time white noise and ug is a specified initial data. This problem
was studied in [DDT94] on the unit interval (0, 1) with Dirichlet boundary data. Although
we work on the torus, mostly for presentational ease, our presentation is very similar to that
of [DDT94].

We note that (4.2.1) does not fall into the class of monotone equations - it can easily be
checked that the non-linear transport term, A(u) := 9,(u)?> = 2ud,u, does not satisfy
(Auy — Aug,uy — ug)zz S ||ug — usl|z2 for any proportionality constant. However, being
a one dimensional analogue of the Navier—Stokes equations, it can be approached using com-
pactness methods, [MV88] and this approach has been used to study more singular version
of the equation, [GP20].

An alternative approach, however, is to treat (4.2.1) as a PDE with random forcing. An
advantage of this approach is that in principle, the tools of PDE analysis, that have been
well developed for deterministic counterparts of such equations can be brought to bear.

We recall that in the previous section, we obtain the solution to (4.1.3) as a stochastic pro-
cess (Ut)te[o,T}, with P-a.s. continuous trajectories taking values in H® for all a < % We do
not expect the non-linear term to increase the regularity of u over v and so we see that we
should look for solutions ¢ — u; € H'Y?~ := N,<10H*. This we can do almost directly by
the Duhamel principle, and obtaining a fixed point locally in time. However, anticipating
that in order to obtain global well-posedness we aim to obtain P-a.s. a priori bounds on the
quantities |||/, (1), we realise that we will need more than 1/2— spatial regularity. There-
fore we do not work with u directly but instead subtract the solution to the linear equation,
(4.1.3) in order to leave behind a more regular remainder.

Observe that if u solves (4.2.1) and we define w := u — v, where v solves (4.1.3), then w
solves,

. 2
{dwt = (Opzw + Op(wy +v;)?)dt, on [0,T] x T, (4.2.2)

w‘t:(): Wo, on T.
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Since any solution to (4.2.2) also defines a solution to (4.2.1) by the formula, u = w + v,
we now attempt to find solutions w in a suitable Sobolev space. Our hope is that having
subtracted the least regular part from w, our solution to (4.2.2) will live in a Sobolev space
of regularity index above one.

It will also be useful to extend the scale of Sobolev spaces introduced above to the scale of
Bessel potential spaces. For « € R and p € (1, 00) we define,

WP = WOr(T) = {go € S'(T) : [l@lras= (14 K2 ¥ (o, en)P< oo} (423
kEZ

We make some remarks regarding the space W*P.

e The definition extends naturally for d > 1.
e For o € N these spaces agree with the usual Sobolev spaces.

e The analogous definition when p = oo defines the scales of Hélder spaces on T for
a € R\ Z, and when a € N and p = oo these spaces agree with the usual W# spaces.

e For a =0 and p € (1,00), we have W?(T) = LP(T). When o # 0 and p = 2 we retain
the notation H*(T).

e The derivative 9, is a bounded linear map from W*?(T) — W LP(T). This is easily
seen through Fourier multipliers.

e For p > q € (1,00) and a € R, one has the Sobolev type inequality,

1 1

lellwaraa< Copall@lwsan, B =a+d (5 _ ]—9) . (4.2.4)

e The heat semi-group, e'®, has the following regularising effect, for all ¢ > p € (1,00)
and f —2 < a eR,

1

_B-a
e Pllwsas Cagpat™ 7 G0 lpllwar. (4.2.5)
For more details on these spaces and the listed properties see for example [BCD11, Ch. 2].

Fix T > 0, a P-null set 4 C Q and an w € Q\ .4, such that v := v(w) € C& H*> for
some £’ € [0,1) and o < 1/2. We drop the explicit dependence on w € 2\ .4 from now on.
By the Sobolev embedding, (4.2.4), for any « € [0,1/2), we have that

2
1—2a’

[llerr < Collvllerne,  p:=

Note that we can chose a € [0,1/2) so as to achieve any p € [0, 00). By Duhamel’s principle,
a solution to (4.2.2) will be given by a fixed point of the map,

t
Vw, = ePwg + / e(t_S)AQc(ws + v,)? ds. (4.2.6)
0
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We introduce the notation, <, to indicate that an inequality holds up to an unimportant

r ~)

constant. If we wish to specify some parameters on which this constant does depend, we
write for example, <g,,.

Theorem 4.2.1. Let p € [2,00) and wyg € LP(T). Then there exists a T, € (0,T] such that
a unique, mild solution, w € Cr, LP, exists for (4.2.2). Furthermore, if p > 4, there exists a
B > 1 such that for any t € (0,T.], ||w| gs< 00.

Proof. The argument for existence and uniqueness is fairly standard and so we only sketch
it. For more details in this particular case see [DDT94, Lem. 2.1].

First we define the unit ball, for any T, € (0,T], we set
By, = {w e C([0, T]; LYT)) : |y, o< 1}

Then, with ¥ defined as in (4.2.6), we have

t
| Wwy|| r < ||etAw0||Lp+/ €792, (w, + v,)?|| v ds
0

ds

[SiS]

t
S5 lwollot [ 160940, 0, + 0,3

t
11
<, lwoll oo+ / (t— 5 F 410, (1, + 0,20 g ds
0

t
_1_1
Sp IIwo||Lp+/(t—S) w72 [ (ws +vs)°|l g ds
0

1_ 1
Sp lwollot sup (llwgll+llvll7,) ¢27 2.
s€[0,t]

This shows both that the right hand side of (4.2.6) is well defined for any w € Br,, and
that choosing T, € (0,T] sufficiently small we have that ¥ : By, — Br,.. Considering
w, w € Br,, and using similar estimates one additionally obtains, for some T, € (0, T..],

sup||Vwy — Vw,|| o< [|w — || ¢y, 1r-
teT,

Applying Banach’s fixed point theorem we obtain a unique fixed point of ¥ in 87+, which
by definition is a mild solution to (4.2.2). It is not difficult to show that this fixed point is
in fact unique in all of Cp, LP which completes the proof of local existence and uniqueness.
From now on we write w € Cr, LP for this solution.

In order to show high regularity at positive times we may use the fact that ||w||c,, »< 1 and
|v]|cprr< 00. Let, p >4 and fix 8 € (1,2 — 4/p), by assumption this interval is non-trivial.
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Therefore, for any t € (0,7}), and with « € (0,1/2) as above,
t
[wel[gs < HetAWOHHBﬂL/ =928, (ws + v,)?|| ods
0
B 141 ! a2y
ot ulls [ (@) o+ Py ds
0

t
_B_1,1 _Bt1_ 241
Sete P“IIoner/(t—S) 27072 (Jlwsl Lo+ lvslZo) ds
0

1___2

-
R [P e (R

O

We proceed to establish an a priori bound on sup,cq, ||w;||ze, for p > 2. First, one needs to
show that the mild solution constructed above is a weak solution, that is for any ¢ € H'(T),
€ (0,7.], one has

(wn, ) = {wo, ) + / (O, Dt} + (On(1s + 0,)7 ) ds.

Since we have already established, w € Cp H? < COr, H', one may argue, either by finite
dimensional approximations or considering an increasing sequence of partitions of [0, ¢], that
we have the identity,

1 t
]3(!|wt||’£p—!|wo||’£p) = —/ (Optws, Byl ™) + ((wy + v5)*, Gl ™) ds. (4.2.7)
0

For details of this kind of argument see [DDT94, Sec. 3], [MW17, Sec. 6]. Taking the identity
(4.2.7) as given we establish the following a priori estimate.

Lemma 4.2.2. Letp>2,T >0 and w € C([0,T); LP(T)) N C((0,T); HY(T)) be a solution
to (4.2.2). Then, for anyt € (0,T), with o € (0,1/2) as above, we have that

[will o Sp.z [[woll Lo +[[vll o pre (4.2.8)

Proof. Integrating by parts on the right hand side of (4.2.7), it follows that, for p > 2 and
even, one has,

1 t
- P _ p — _ p—2 a 2 d
oo =) (wellzo = llwollZ») /0||ws |Opws| || 1 ds

t
- / (WP, Dyws) + 2<w§_1v5, Opws) + <v§, wé’_anwS) ds.
0

We control the final three terms separately: firstly we have

(WP, ywy) = —— /810”“—0
p+1
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for the second, letting ¢ > 1 be unspecified for now, we have

P, Opws) < HUS||L°°|<w§/2=w§/2_18:vw8>‘

(w?
< sl oo s |57 1B 2| B | 2] 2

c 1 _
< §||v5||%w||w5||§p+2—cllw§’ 2105w, 15
and for the third, with ¢ > 1 as above,

(03, wh20pw,) < HUSH%wng/z_lv wg/z_lamwSH

_ons _ 1/2
< JJoslZ e llw? =212, lw? 2| 8pws 2| s

C

4

c 1 _
< sl e+ !|ws||’£p+%||W§ 2|0z ws | -

Putting these together gives that

(Tl < -2 200,21 + /tnw 12, (ello 3t S ) ds
pp— 1 el =lwolli) < === fllwt™ 10w llerds + JHlleslize (elfosllzet

c [t %
AL

Choosing ¢ > 3/2 so that the first term is negative, and applying Gronwall we have that for

all t € T,
cplp—1) [ ol oot
w7, < (IIon’zﬁ%/ Hvsuif;,ds) ot (cllol oo t5)
0

Taking the supremum outside the integral and abstracting the unimportant constants gives
(4.2.8) for p > 2 and even. To obtain the same for p odd one may use the embedding
LP(T) < LP(T) for p > p'. O

With this a priori bound in hand, it is straightforward to demonstrate global well-posedness
for (4.2.2), at least for wy € LP(T), with p > 4. Note that in [DDT94], the same result is
obtained by a more refined version of this method, for p > 2.

Theorem 4.2.3. Let T > 0, p > 4 and wy € LP(T). Then there exists a unique, mild
solution, w € CpLP, to (4.2.2).

Proof. From Theorem 4.2.1, it is clear that for any T € (0, T] and a solution w € C([0, T'); LP(T))
to (4.2.2), then either lim,_,z||w||z»= 0o or w is in fact a solution on all of [0, T]. However,
Lemma 4.2.2 shows that the former cannot be the case and so we may extend the solution
indefinitely. O

It follows that u := w + v defines a global solution to (4.2.1). In [DDT94] it was additionally
shown that for every wy € LP((0,1)), with p > 2, there exists an invariant measure, v,, €
P(LP((0,1))), for (4.2.1). Further results concerning both the Burgers and Navier-Stokes
equations with additive noise, including uniqueness of the invariant measure and exponential
ergodicity, can be found in [GMO05, FM95, DD04]. Some general introductions to ergodic
theory for SPDE can be found in [DPZ96, Hai09, Hai08].
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