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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL
STOCHASTIC VISCOUS NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS

RUOYUAN LIU

ABSTRACT. We study well-posedness of viscous nonlinear wave equations (VINLW) on the
two-dimensional torus with a stochastic forcing. In particular, we prove pathwise global
well-posedness of the stochastic defocusing vVINLW with an additive stochastic forcing D&,
where a < % and & denotes the space-time white noise.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Viscous nonlinear wave equations. In this paper, we consider the following non-
linear wave equation (NLW) on the two-dimensional torus T? = (R/Z)?, augmented by
viscous effects:

(u, Opu) |¢=0 = (ug,u1), (1.1)

where p > 1, D = |[V| = V=A, a < %, and ¢ denotes the (Gaussian) space-time white
noise on Ry x T2. Our main goal in this paper is to prove pathwise global well-posedness of
(CI) in C(R4; H*(T?)) for some o < oy, and s > s;,, where H*(T?) is the L?-based Sobolev
space on T? with regularity s (see Section [ for more details).

{ O?u+ (1 — Ayu + Doy + [uP~tu = D¢

In [21], Kuan-Cani¢ proposed the following viscous NLW on R?:
O*u — Au+ 2uDdyu = F(u), (1.2)

where ¢ > 0 and F'(u) is a general external forcing. This equation typically shows up in
fluid-structure interaction problems, such as the interaction between a stretched membrane
and a viscous fluid. The viscosity term 2uD0yu in (L2]) comes from the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator typically arising in fluid-structure interaction problems in three dimensions. See
[21] and [23] for the derivation of (L2]). It is easy to see that, when p > 1, the equation
([C2) is purely parabolic (see [23], 26]). On the other hand, when 0 < p < 1, the viscous
NLW (L2) exhibits an interesting mixture of dispersive effects and parabolic smoothing.
Since the precise value of 0 < p < 1 does not play an important role, we simply set p = %
In addition, we consider a defocusing power-type nonlinearity of the form

F(u) = ~[ulu,

for positive real numbers p > 1. This power-type nonlinearity has been studied ex-

tensively for nonlinear dispersive equations (see, for example, [40]). With p = % and

F(u) = —|ul[P~'u, the general form of vNLW (L.2)) becomes the following version of vNLW:
O*u — Au+ Doy + |ulPlu =0 (1.3)

We now consider the analytical aspects of vNLW (I.3]). Note that as in the case of the

usual NLW:
Ofu— Au+ [ufPtu =0,
the viscous NLW (L3) on R? enjoys the following scaling symmetry: u(t,z) > uy(t,z) :=
AT u(At, A\x). Namely, if u is a solution to (I.3]), then wu) is also a solution to (L3]) for any
A > 0 with rescaled initial data. This scaling symmetry induces the scaling critical Sobolev
regularity Sgcaling on R? given by
2
Sscaling = 1 — ]Tl

such that under this scaling symmetry, the homogeneous Sobolev norm on R? remains
invariant. While there is no scaling symmetry on T2, the scaling critical regularity Sscaling
still plays an important role in studying nonlinear partial differential equations in the
periodic setting, especially for dispersive equations. Namely, in both periodic and non-
periodic settings, a dispersive equation is usually well-posed in H® for s > Sqaling and
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is usually ill-posed in H?® for s < Sealing. On the one hand, there is a good local well-
posedness theory for dispersive equations above the scaling regularities (see [3, 3], B8] for
the references therein). Moreover, we show in this paper that vNLW (3] is locally well-
posed in H*(T?) for all s > s (With a strict inequality when p = 3), where s¢i; is defined
by
2

Serit = MaX(Sscaling, 0) = max <1 — 1?1, 0>, (1.4)
for a given p > 1. See Appendix[Al Here, the second regularity restriction 0 is required to
make sense of powers of u. On the other hand, many dispersive equations are known to be
ill-posed below the scaling critical regularity. Among these ill-posedness results, many of
them are in the form of norm inflation (see [10, [0} 8 20, 31, 36} 9], B7) 41l B3, 13]), which
is a stronger notion of ill-posedness. In [21], Kuan-Cani¢ proved norm inflation for vNLW
(@3) in H*(R?) for 0 < s < Sscaling and any odd integers p > 3. Moreover, they pointed
out that the viscous term has the potential to slow down the growth of the H® norm, i.e.
to slow down the speed of the norm inflation. For details, see [2I]. Also, it is of interest to
see if norm inflation for vNLW holds in negative Sobolev spaces. See [12].

Let us now turn our attention to the viscous NLW with a stochastic forcing. In [22],
Kuan-Cani¢ studied the stochastic viscous wave equation with a multiplicative noise on R%,
d=1,2:

O*u — Au+ Doy = f(u)g,

where f is Lipschitz and ¢ is the (Gaussian) space-time white noise on Ry x R2. In [26], T.
Oh and the author studied (the renormalized version of) SYNLW (1)) with a = 3. When
a= %, the solution is not a function but is only a distribution and thus a renormalization on
the nonlinearity is required to give a proper meaning to the dynamics (which in particular
forces us to consider |u[P~'u only for p € 2N + 1 or u* for an integer k > 2). See [26]
for details. In the cubic case, we proved pathwise global well-posedness. For an odd
integer p > 5, we also used an invariant measure argument to prove almost sure global
well-posedness with suitable random initial dataE In this paper, our goal is to investigate
further well-posedness of SYNLW (LT]) with an additive forcing D%*¢ and, in particular,
prove pathwise global well-posedness for any p > 1, where the range of a < % depends on
the degree p > 1 of the nonlinearity.

1.2. SYNLW with an additive stochastic forcing. Let us first consider SYNLW (L]).
We say that u is a solution to SYNLW (ILLT]) if u satisfies the following Duhamel formulation

of (II)):
t
w(t) = V() (ug, ua) —/ St — ) (JuP " u) ()t + . (15)
0
Here, V(t) is the linear propagator defined by

sin(t[[D]])) up + e_%t%ul

V(t)(up,u1) = e_%t<cos(t[[D]]) + (1.6)

D
2[D]

1Strictly speaking, almost sure global well-posedness holds for the noise \/§D%£ , which makes the Gibbs
measure for the standard NLW invariant under the SYNLW dynamics. For pathwise global well-posedness,
a precise coefficient in front of the noise Déf does not play any role.
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and S(t) is defined by
_%tsin(t[[D]])

S(t)=e 2" ——=, (L.7)
[D]
where
[D] = /1 -2A,
and ¥ denotes the stochastic convolution defined by
t
V=0, = / St —t)D¢(dt). (1.8)
0

A standard argument shows that ¥ belongs to C'(R4; W%_a_e’w('ﬂe)) almost surely, where

¢ > 0 is sufficiently small; see Lemma below. In particular, when a < %, U is a
well-defined function on Ry x T2.

We first state a local well-posedness result for SYNLW (L.TJ).

Theorem 1.1. Letp > 1 and a < % Define q, v, and o as follows.

(i) When 1 <p <2, setq=2+0,r = 41+—+25‘5, and o = 0, for some sufficiently small
0> 0.

(ii) Whenp>2, setq=p+9d,r=2p, ando =1— ﬁ — % for some arbitrary 6 > 0.

Let s > o. Then, SUNLW (1)) is pathwise locally well-posed in H*(T?). More precisely,
given any (ug,uy) € H*(T?), there exists T = T,,(ug,u1) (which is positive almost surely)
and a unique solution u to (L)) with (u,du)|i=0 = (uo,u1) in the class

U+ C([0,T]; H?(T?)) N L([0, T]; L"(T?)).

We present the proof of Theorem [Tl in Section Bl The proof of Theorem [I.1]is based on
the following first order expansion ([28] 5, [11]):

u=v+ Y, (1.9)
where the residual term v satisfies the following equation:

{@2@ + (1 = A)v+ Do + v+ V[P~ (v 4+ ¥) =0

(v, 04v) |t=0 = (up, u1). (1.10)

See Proposition B.1] for the pathwise local well-posedness result at the level of the residual
term v using the homogeneous Strichartz estimates for the viscous wave equation (Lemma
2.8).

The main idea of the proof of pathwise local well-posedness of SYNLW ([LI]) comes from
[23]. Note that the nonlinearity |u[P~!u in SYNLW (L)) is not necessarily algebraic for
general p > 1, which creates a difficulty for obtaining the difference estimate when applying
the contraction argument. To deal with this issue, we apply the idea from Oh-Okamoto-
Pocovnicu [32] using the fundamental theorem of calculus.

Remark 1.2. (i) Using the same argument, the proof of Theorem [Tl works for both the
defocusing case (with the nonlinearity |u|P~'u) and the focusing case (with the nonlinearity
—|ulP~1u, i.e. with the negative sign).

The proof of Theorem [[1] also works for SYNLW with nonlinearity «*, where & > 2 is an
integer. In fact, a simple argument based on Sobolev’s inequality can be applied to prove
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local well-posedness of SYNLW with nonlinearity u* in the class W + C([0, T]; H*(T?)) for
s > 1. See, for example, Proposition 3.1 in [26].

(ii) As it is written in Theorem [[LI] we point out that the regularity of initial data can
be lowered to the subcritical case, i.e. s > sy (with a strict inequality when p = 3),
where sqit is the critical regularity as defined in (I4]) (note that sy < o with o defined
in Theorem [[T]). See Theorem [A.6] and Remark [A.7] for details.

(iii) One can also directly prove local well-posedness of (II)) for v € L4([0,T]; L" (T?))
for some appropriate ¢, > 2. Specifically, in the Duhamel formulation (LX), the linear
term V' (t)(ug,u1) can be estimated by the Strichartz estimate (Lemma 2.§]), the nonlinear
perturbation term fg St —t)(JulP~tu)(¥')dt’ can be estimated by the Schauder estimate
(Lemma [277)) along with Young’s convolution inequality, and the stochastic convolution ¥
can also be bounded in L4([0,7]; L"(T?)) (Lemma F). This approach yields a stronger
uniqueness result since the solution does not depend on any specific structure such as (L.9]).

Nevertheless, this paper is meant to be a continuation of the work in [26], and so we
choose to study (ILI)) from a dispersive point of view. Due to the assumption that the
initial data lies in the Sobolev space H*(T?) for some s > 0, it is more natural to construct
the solution in C([0, T]; H*(T?)) for T > 0. The Strichartz spaces L4([0, T]; L™ (T?)) can be
viewed as “helper” spaces that allow us to show local well-posedness for rough initial data
(i.e. with s > 0 as small as possible).

We now turn our attention to pathwise global well-posedness of SYNLW (1)), and we

restrict our attention to the defocusing case. Our pathwise global well-posedness result
reads as follows.
Theorem 1.3. Let p > 1 and o < min(%,p%l —3). Let 0 = max(0,1 — Iﬁ - %) for
some arbitrary 6 > 0 and let s > o. Then, SUNLW (I.1l) is pathwise globally well-posed in
H*(T?). More precisely, given any (ug,u1) € H*(T*®), there exists a unique global-in-time
solution u to (1)) with (u,0pu)|t=0 = (ug,u1) in the class

U+ C(Ry; HO(T?)).

In Theorem [[3], the uniqueness holds in the following sense. For any tg € R, there
exists a time interval I(tg) 3 to such that the solution u to (LIJ) is unique in

W+ C(I(to); H(T?)) N LA(I(to); L' (T?)),

where g, > 2 are as in Theorem [I1]

As stated in Theorem [[L3] when 1 < p < 3, we have the condition a < %; when p > 3,
we have the condition a < p%l — % As p — o0, the condition for a becomes o < —%. Note
that when 1 < p < 5, we can prove pathwise global well-posedness of SVNLW (LL1]) with
the space-time white noise (i.e. a =0).

We prove Theorem [L.3] by studying (IL.I0)) for the residual term v in Section @l From the
proof of Theorem [L.1], we see that pathwise global well-posedness follows once we control
the H!-norm of #(t) := (v(t), dyv(t)). For this purpose, we study the evolution of the energy

1 1 1
E(@) = 3 /EQ(U2 + |Vo|?)dz + 3 /TQ(aw)zda: + ) lv|PTda, (1.11)
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which is conserved under the (deterministic) usual NLW:
OPu+ (1 — A)u+ [ufP ™ u = 0.

Note that for our problem, we proceed with the first order expansion (.9, where the
residual term v = W — v only satisfies (ILI0). In this case, the energy E(%) is not conserved
under the equation (II0) because of the perturbative term v+ ¥|P~! (v +¥) — |v[P~1v. For
our problem, we first follow the globalization argument by Burq-Tzvetkov [7] and establish
an exponential growth bound on F(¥), which works in the sub-cubic case 1 < p < 3. For
the super-cubic case p > 3, this argument no longer works due to the high homogeneity
of the non-linearity. When 3 < p < 5, we use an integration by parts trick introduced by
Oh-Pocovnicu [34]. In the super-quintic case p > 5, we use a trick involving the Taylor
expansion, where the idea comes from Latocca [24].

One important prerequisite for studying the evolution of the energy F(¥) is that the
local-in-time solution & lies in H'(T?), which is not guaranteed by the pathwise local well-
posedness result (Theorem [[T]) as it is written. Nonetheless, due to the dissipative nature
of the equation, we show that #(t) indeed belongs to H'(T?) for any ¢ > 0 by using the
Schauder estimate (Lemma [2.7]) along with Theorem [Tl See Section [ for details.

We conclude our introduction by stating several remarks.

Remark 1.4. (i) We point out that Theorem [Tl and Theorem [[3] also hold if we have
—A instead of 1 — A in (I.I]) by using an essentially identical proof.

(ii) In [26], T. Oh and the author studied SYNLW (L) with a = 3. In this case, due to
o= %, the stochastic term ¥ defined in (L.§)) turns out to be merely a distribution, so that
we studied a renormalized version of (II)) and proved pathwise global well-posedness in
the cubic case. Because of the singular nature of the stochastic convolution in this setting,
the standard Gronwall argument does not work, and so we used a Yudovich-type argument
to bound the corresponding energy.

In the same paper, we also proved almost sure global well-posedness of (1)) with p €
2N + 1 and with random initial data, using the formal invariance of the Gibbs measure.
However, the argument only works for a = %,
a < % in this paper. Instead, in this paper, we establish pathwise global well-posedness of

SvNLW ([LI)).

(iii) We can also consider the vNLW with randomized initial data:

so it does not apply to our problem with

2 _ p—1, _
{atu+(1 A)u+ Do+ |ulP~ u =0 (112)

(u, Oru) =0 = (ug, uf)-
Here, the randomization (uf,uY’) of the initial data (ug,u1) is defined by
(uf,uf) : < > gnolw e gnalw m'x>, (1.13)
nez? nez?

where for j = 0,1, @;(—n) = a;(n) for all n € Z? and {gn j}nez2 is a sequence of mean
zero complex-valued random variables such that g_,, ; = g, ; for all n € Z2. Moreover, we
assume that go ; is real-valued for j = 0,1, {goj,Re gn j,Im gy jnez j—0,1 are independent
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with Z = (Z4 x {0}) U (Z x Z), and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that on the
probability distributions u,, ; of g, j, we have

/ Ty (x) < e, =01 (1.14)

for all v € R? when n € Z2\ {0} and all ¥ € R when n = 0. Note that (I.I4)) is satisfied for
standard complex-valued Gaussian random variables, standard Bernoulli random variables,
and any random variables with compactly supported distributions.

The randomization (LI3]) allows us to consider almost sure global well-posedness of
(L12) for (up,w1) living in negative Sobolev spaces. For almost sure local well-posedness,
we consider the following first order expansion similar to (L9):

uUu=v-+z,
where z is the solution of the linear viscous wave equation with initial data (ug,u):
2(t) = 29(t) := V() (ug, u7)

with V(¢) defined as in (L.6)). By using the Schauder estimate (Lemmal[2.7]), we can establish
similar (but stronger) probabilistic Strichartz estimates for z and (V)~'0;z as in [34] [35].
This enables us to prove almost sure local well-posedness of (I.12]) using a similar argument
as for proving Theorem [} as long as (ug,u1) € H*(T?) with s > —%. On the other hand,
the proof for almost sure global well-posedness of (II2) is much simpler than that for
Theorem [[3] since z(t) is smooth for ¢ > 0 thanks to the parabolic smoothing. We omit
details since this is not the main focus in this paper.

2. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

In this section, we discuss some notations and lemmas that are necessary for proving our
well-posedness results.

We use A < B to denote A < CB for some constant C' > 0, and we write A ~ B if
A < Band B < A. Also, we use a+ (and a—) to denote a + ¢ (and a — €, respectively) for
arbitrarily small € > 0. In addition, we use short-hand notations to work with space-time
function spaces. For example, CrHS = C([0, T]; H*(T%)).

2.1. Sobolev spaces and Besov spaces. Let s € R. We denote H*(T?) as the L?-based
Sobolev space with the norm:

[ull s (pay = 1) @)z 24y,
where u(n) is the Fourier coefficient of v and (-) = (14| - |)% We then define H*(T?) as
HE (T = H*(T?) x H~H(TY).
Also, we denote W*P(T%) as the LP-based Sobolev space with the norm:
lallwesrey = [|F2 () @)y

where F~! denotes the inverse Fourier transform on T¢. When p = 2, we have H*(T%) =
WS’2(Td).



8 R. LIU

Let ¢ : R — [0,1] be a bump function such that ¢ € Co([-%,%]) and ¢ =1 on [-3, 2].
For ¢ € R?, we define ¢g(¢) = ¢(|¢]) and

2i(€) = o(5) — o(z)

for j € Z4+. Note that

Y wil®=1 (2.1)

JE€Z>o
for any ¢ € R For j € Z>q, we define the Littlewood-Paley projector P; as
Pju=F 'p;a).
Due to (2I]), we have

o0
u="> Pju. (2.2)
j=0
We also recall the definition of Besov spaces B;;’,q(Td) equipped with the norm:

[ullps  (re) = H2SjHPju||L§(’]I‘d)Hg;l_(ZZO)'

Note that H*(T?) = Bj o(T%).

We then recall the definition of paraproducts introduced by Bony [4]. For details, see
[T, 16]. For given functions u and v on T? of regularities s; and s9, respectively. By (2.2,
we can write the product uv as

w =uu+udv+udv
= Z PjuPyv + Z PjuPjv + Z P;uPv.
j<k—2 li—k|<2 k<j—2

The term u®v (and the term u®w) is called the paraproduct of v by u (and the paraproduct
of u by v, respectively), and it is well defined as a distribution of regularity min(sz, s1 + s2)
(and min(sy, s1 + s2), respectively). The term u©wv is called the resonant product of v and
v, and it is well defined in general only if s; 4+ s5 > 0.

With these definitions in hand, we recall some basic properties of Besov spaces.

Lemma 2.1. (i) Let 51,82 € R and 1 < p,p1,p2,q < 0o which satisfies % = p% + p%. Then,
we have

lu@vll gz pay S lull e ey [0l 32 ray- (2.3)
When s1 + so > 0, we have
“u®v|’B;}q+52(Td) S HUHB;},(I(W)H”HB;g)q(Td)- (2.4)
(i1) Let s1 < sy and 1 < p,q < co. Then, we have
”UHB;}Q(W) S llullwsz e a). (2.5)

In particular, when q = oo, we have

”UHB;}OO(W) S HUHWSLP(W)- (2.6)
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See [1,130] for the proofs of (Z.3]) and (Z4]) in the R? setting, which can be easily extended
to the T¢ setting. The embedding (Z5]) follows from the LP boundedness of P; and the
£4-summability of {2(51_32)j }j 2oy’ and the embedding (2.6 follows easily from the LP

boundedness of P;.
Using (2.3]) and (2.4]), we get the following product estimate.

Corollary 2.2. Let s > 0,1 <p,q <00 and 1 < p1,p2,q1,q2 < 00 satisfying

1 1 1 1 1
— = — 4+ — =,
b1 q1 b2 q2 b

Then,
el sy, cray < Nl raylolloncray + el oaeay ol s, oy

Next, we recall the following chain rule estimates.

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a smooth function on T%, s € (0,1), r > 2. Let F' denote the function
F(u) = [u|""'u or F(u) = |u|".

(i) Let 1 < p,p1 < 00 and 1 < py < oo satisfying % = pll + p%. Then, we have
()| ysp ey S HUHWS’PI(’]Td)WU‘T_IHLPQ(Td)' (2.7)
(ii) Let 1 < p,q < 0o and 1 < p1,pa < oo satisfying % = pil + p%. Then, we have

V) may S Ml emay [l ™| sy (2.8)

P1.9

The estimate (2.7) follows immediately from the fractional chain rule on T¢ in [14]. For
the proof of (Z.8), see, for example, Lemma 3.5 in [24] in the R? setting, which can be easily
extended to the T? setting.

Lastly, we recall the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality.

Lemma 2.4. Let p1,ps € (1,00) and s1,82 > 0. Let p > 1 and 0 € (0,1) satisfying

S1 1 1 82) 0
——+-=01-0)| —— = |+— and s1 <(1—0)so.
d p ( )<p1 d)  p2 1= (=0
Then, for u € W*2P1(T4) N LP2(T9), we have

-0 0
Hu”WslvP(Td) S HUH%/VSQ,Pl(’]Td)HUHLPZ(Td)’

This inequality follows from a direct application of Sobolev’s inequality on T¢ (see [2])
and then interpolation.

2.2. On the stochastic term. In this subsection, we discuss the regularity properties of
the stochastic term W defined in (L8). Given N € N, we denote ¥y = 7wy ¥ as the truncated
stochastic convolution, where 7y is the frequency cutoff onto the spatial frequencies {|n| <
N}. Then, we have the following regularity result for W.

Lemma 2.5. For any ¢ >0 and T > 0, ¥y converges to ¥ in C([0, T]; Wi=2a==0(T2))
almost surely. In particular, we have

U € C([0,T]; W2~25°°(T?))

almost surely.
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The proof of Lemma follows from a straightforward modification of the proof in [18|
Lemma 3.1], and so we omit details. See also [I7, Proposition 2.1].

Remark 2.6. One can use an integration by parts to write

\/I}(t,n) — _/0 Bn(t')% . (e—g(t—s)w‘n‘a)dt/

almost surely, which allows us to compute that

[n| _lIn

t
0 (t.n) = / <_ 10l 51 gin (¢ — ¢ [n])
0
+ e~ '3 (=t cos((t — t')[[n]])) In|*dB,(t')
almost surely. Using a similar argument as in [I8, Lemma 3.1] or [I7, Proposition 2.1],

we have 0, ¥ € C([0,T7; W_%_O‘_’OO(Tz)) almost surely. This will be useful in the proof of
pathwise global well-posedness of SYNLW (ILT)) in Subsection

2.3. Linear estimates. In this subsection, we show some relevant linear estimates and
the Strichartz estimates that are used to prove our well-posedness results.
Let
P(t) = ezt
be the Poisson kernel with a parameter %, which appears in the viscous wave linear prop-
agator V(t) defined in (L6). We first recall the following Schauder-type estimate for the
Poisson kernel P(t). For a proof, see Lemma 2.3 in [26].

Lemma 2.7. Let 1 <p < g<o0 and > 0. Then, we have
_B_d(i_1
ID° P(t)@llo ey S 177516 o ey
for any 0 <t < 1.

Next, we turn our attention to the Strichartz estimates for the homogeneous linear viscous
wave equation on T¢. We recall that the linear propagator V(t) is defined in (I6).

Lemma 2.8. Given s > 0, suppose that 2 < q < o0, 2 < r < oo satisfy the following
scaling condition:

1 d d
5—#;:5—3. (2.9)
Then, we have
|V (&) (b0, d1)llcqo, 115351 (1)) S (Do, 1) llags (ray (2.10)
and
IV (&) (b0, &1) || Lao, ;27 (rayy S 11(P0s 1) l245 (1) (2.11)

for all0O <T < 1.

Proof. The bound (2I0) can be immediately seen from the definition of the H*-norm and

the fact that e~ 3 <1, |cos(t[n])| <1, and |sin(t[n])| < 1.

To prove (ZI1]), we use the T7* method. We first consider the case when s = 0. Let

Vi(t) = e 2tcos(t[D]),  Valt) = e 2'———sin(¢t[D]),

2[D]
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so that
V(t)(¢o, #1) = Vi(t)go + Va(t)do + S(t) 1.
Let L : L?(T4) — L&L"(T9) be the linear operator given by L¢ = V;(t)¢. Note that L* is
the linear operator given by
T
s = [ Vs
0

for any space-time Schwartz function f. By Minkowski’s integral inequality, the Schauder

estimate (Lemmal[Z7) twice, the scaling condition (23], and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality, we have

T
D /
ILL fllpary < /0 le= = cos(t[D]) cos (' [D]) f ()], dt’ .
L
T 1 D /
S| [ g lle B con(tlD]) cos(¢IDD (¢ |
o |t—t*=77) oLy
r 1 / /
S /W”f(t)HLg'dt \
0 |t—t|" L
©
= — 1o fE, e dt’
| = ten s Ol )
5 HfHLg:L;/

Thus, by a standard duality argument, we obtain

IVi(#)@ollLa Lz (ray S ll¢ollL2(ray-
By using similar arguments, we obtain
Va(t)boll a1y (ay S l1doll L2, 1S@®)d1llLa rr < lldoll -1 (ray,
so that we have
V(&) (0, d1)ll 2.1 (ray S [1(D0; @1) [0 (pay- (2.12)
When s > 0, by Sobolev’s inequality, the scaling condition (2.9), and (212]), we obtain

V&) (@0, 0 lg.1p S IVOUVY G0, VIOV, aesty

= IVOUDY 60, (60 gy
SV do, (V)71) [l
= ||(¢07¢1)H7‘[57
as desired. 0

Remark 2.9. (i) Compared to the Strichartz estimates for the usual linear wave equations
([15, 25, 19 17]), the Strichartz estimates for the homogeneous linear viscous wave equation
on T hold for a larger class of pairs (g,), thanks to the parabolic smoothing effect.

(ii) In [21], Kuan-Canié¢ proved the Strichartz estimates for the homogeneous linear viscous
wave equation on R?. They used the method from Keel-Tao [19], so that their result requires
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(g,7) to be o-admissible for some o > 0, i.e. (¢,r,0) # (2,00,1) and

2 20

-+ —<o

q T
We point out that the 77* method we use in the proof also works on R% and does not have
this og-admissible restriction on ¢ and r. However, our proof works only for s > 0.

We complete this subsection by establishing the following inhomogeneous linear esti-
mates.

Lemma 2.10. Let p > 2 and let S(t) be as in (LT). Then, given 6 > 0, we have
t

‘ / St —tYF()dt
0

for any 0 < T < 1.

S F 2 o,17,2(2)) (2.13)
Lr+5([0,T]; L3P (T2))

Proof. We let

so that (p + 0, 2p, s) satisfies the scaling condition in Lemma 2.8 By Minkowski’s integral
inequality and Lemma 2.8, we obtain

/St—t t')dt’

T
< /0 1140()S(t — VP (W) gy 2t

T
< / | E ()] ot
0 xT

< |1l s,

so that (2Z13) follows. O

Lg:ﬂngP

Lemma 2.11. Let S(t) be as in (LT). Then, given s < 1, we have

[ov-an
at/St—t t)dt'

for any 0 <T < 1.

SEl o,z 2y, (2.14)
C([0,T);H5(T2))

SIEN L qory2(ry) (2.15)
C([0,T];HS~1(T2))

Proof. The estimate ([2I4) follows from (L7) and Minkowski’s integral inequality. The
estimate (2.I5]) follows similarlly by noting that

at/o St —tF(t)dt :/O St —tF(t)dt,

0S(t) = e~ 5t (cos(t[[D]]) - 2[[%]] sin(t[[D]])).

where
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3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF SVNLW

In this section, we prove Theorem [[T] pathwise local well-posedness for SYNLW (LLT]).

As mentioned in Subsection [[.2], we consider the following vNLW:
O2v+(1—Aw+ Do+ Flv+¥)=0
(3.1)

(v, 0pv)|t=0 = (uo,u1)

for given initial data (ug,u1) € H¥(T?), F(u) = |u/P~tu, and ¥ is the stochastic convo-
lution defined in (L8). By Lemma 25, we can fix a good w € Q such that ¥ = ¥(w) €
C([O,T];W%_a_e"x’(Tz)) for & < } and sufficiently small € > 0, so that (1) becomes a
deterministic equation. Then, we have the following pathwise local well-posedness of (B.).

Proposition 3.1. Let p > 1 and a < % Define q, v, and o as follows.

(i) When1l <p <2, setq=2+0,r= 4?—&, and o = 0, for some sufficiently small
4> 0.
iil) Whenp>2,setq=p+09,r=2p, ando =1— - — L for some arbitrary § > 0.
pHd b
Let s > 0. Then, [B1)) is pathwise locally well-posed in H*(T?). More precisely, given any
(ug,u1) € H*(T?), there exists 0 < T = T,,(up,u1) < 1 and a unique solution ¥ = (v, )
to (B.1)) in the class

(v,0v) € C([0,T); H°(T?)) and v e LI([0,T]; L"(T?)).

Note that Theorem [Tl follows immediately from Proposition Bl The main idea of the
proof of Proposition B.1] comes from [23].

Proof. We first consider the case when p > 2. We write (3.I)) in the Duhamel formulation:
t
v(t) = T(v) := V(¢)(ug,u1) — / St —t"F(v+ W) (t)dt (3.2)
0
where V (t) and S(t) are as defined in (L8] and (7)), respectively. Let ['(v) = (I'(v), 9,T'(v))
and ¥ = (v, 0v). Given 0 < T < 1, we define the space X (T') as
X(T) = &7(T) x &5 (T),
where
X{(T) := C((0, T H(T*) 0 LPF((0, T); L*7(T)),
X5 (T) := O([0,T); H7~(T%)).
Here, § > 0 is arbitrary and ¢ = 1 — Iﬁ — %. Note that this choice of ¢ along with the
L§+6L52,;p norm satisfies the scaling condition in Lemma 2.8 Our goal is to show that T is
a contraction on a ball in X?(T") for some 0 < T" < 1.

By (32), Lemma 28] (L), Lemma 210, Lemma 2TT] and Sobolev’s inequality with the
fact that |T?| = 1, we have

IT ()|l xe (1) S (w0, ur) |2 + ||[o + \IJ‘pHLlTL%
0
S o) e + 7 (1012 + 1917120 (3.3)

< o, ) + 7 (1510 ry + 1917y, )

x
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for some 6 > 0 and sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

For the difference estimate, we use the idea from Oh-Okamoto-Pocovnicu [32]. Noticing
that F’(u) = plu[P~!, we use (32), Lemma 28 Lemma 210, Lemma ZIT] the fundamental
theorem of calculus, Minkowski’s integral inequality, Holder’s inequality, and Sobolev’s
inequality to obtain

IE(v) = Fw)ll ey S 1F (0 +¥) = F(w + )| 11 12

:H/wa+@+7@_w»@_wm7

Lhr2
/ o+ 0+ 700 = w2 oy 0 = wll g dr (3.4)

0
< T <”U”Lp+6L2p + HwHLP+6L2p + H\PHLP+6L2P) HU - 'w”L;;réLach

0= —p— -1 S,
ST (Wl + Wty + NI )= @
TVWax

for some 6 > 0 and sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

Thus, by choosing T' = T,, (|| (uo, u1)|]2¢s) > 0 small enough, we obtain that T is a contrac-
tion on the ball Bgr C X7(T) of radius R ~ 1 + ||(ug, u1)||s- Note that at this point, the
uniqueness of the solution v only holds in the ball Bg, but we can use a standard continuity
argument to extend the uniqueness of v to the entire X7 (7).

For the case when 1 < p < 2, we may have p + § < 2, so that Lemma 2.8 may not work
for the L’:’FML?EP norm. Instead, we consider the L%L;, norm with ¢ =246 and » = ﬁ—?,
where § > 0 is small enough so that r is close enough to 4. We also set ¢ = 0, so that
that this choice of o along with this L1.L? norm satisfies the scaling condition in Lemma
281 Note that we also need to modify the definition of X{(T’) using this L%.L? norm. We
then modify ([B3) as follows. By ([B.2)), Lemma 2.8, (L6), Lemma 210, Lemma 2Tl and

Sobolev’s inequality, we have

IF@lrogry < uosu)llen + o+ 7] 1y 1o
T
< o)l + 77 (3 + 191 )

< o, wn) e + 7 (1ol + 17y, )
T

x

for some 6§ > 0. Here, we can ensure that 2p < r = % for any 1 < p < 2 by choosing

5 = 4(p) > 0 small enough. A similar modification can be applied to ([B:4]) to obtain a
difference estimate, which then allows us to close the contraction argument. O

Remark 3.2. We point out that the local well-posedness result of vNLW (B.I) can be
improved using the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates. In particular, we can show that
() is locally well-posed in H*(T?) as long as s > sei¢ (with a strict inequality when

p = 3), where sqjt is the critical regularity as defined in (I4]). For details, see Theorem
[A.6]l and Remark
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4. GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF SVNLW

In this section, we aim to prove Theorem [[3] i.e. pathwise global well-posedness of
SvNLW (II)). As mentioned in Subsection [[.2] we prove Theorem [[3 by studying the
equation (LI0Q) for v with (v, v)|=0 = (uo,u1), for given initial data (ug,u;) € H*(T?) of
(T10).

Fix an arbitrary T' > 1. In view of Proposition Bl in order to show well-posedness of
BI) on [0,T1, it suffices to show that the H7-norm of the solution ¥(t) = (v(t), v (t)) to
(B7) remains finite on [0, 7], where o is as defined in Proposition Bl This will allow us to
iteratively apply the pathwise local well-posedness result in Proposition Bl

In fact, we show that the solution #(¢) belongs to H!(T?). Let 0 < ¢t < 1. From Lemma

27l we have
IV () (w0, wr) 2 S (1487 (w0, wr) e (4.1)

Then, let 0 < Ty < 1 be the local existence time as in the proof of Proposition Bl Thus,
given s > o, by (3.:2)), ([4.1I), Lemma 21T Holder’s inequality, and Sobolev’s inequality, we
have that for 0 < t < Tp,

[FOle < (147 (w0, un) e + 10 + 9P 11y, 12

— o 0 (42)
< O+ o wnlbes + T8 (el + 10174 ).
o T

o W
where 0 > 0, ¢ > 0 are sufficiently small, § > 0, and ¢, r are as defined in the statement of
Proposition B.Il Here, due to Lemma 2.5] we can fix a good w € 2 such that ¥ = ¥U(w) €
([0, Tol; W%_O‘_E’OO(']IQ)) for a < 1 and sufficiently small ¢ > 0, so that we know from
@2) that ||7(t)]|1 < oo. A standard argument then shows that ¥ € C((0,Tp); H'(T?)).
Thus, our main goal is to control the H!-norm of #(¢) on [0,7] by bounding the energy
E(7) defined in (LIT)).

For the following computation, we need to work with the smooth solution (vy, dvn) to
the truncated equation with initial data (wnvg, myv1), where 7y is the frequency trunca-
tion onto the frequencies {|n| < N}. After establishing an upper bound for E(¥(t)) with
the implicit constant independent of N, we can take N — oo by using Proposition B.1]
(specifically, the continuous dependence of a solution on the initial data). Here, we omit
details and work with (v, 9;v) instead for simplicity. See, for example, [34] for a standard
argument.

4.1. Case 1 < p < 3. In this case, we follow the globalization argument by Burqg-Tzvetkov
[7]. For simplicity of notation, we set E(t) = E(9(t)).
Given T' > 0, we fix 0 < ¢t < T. By (L.11I]) and (I.10), we have

O E(t) = /2 O (0fv + (1 — A + [vP~v)dz
T

IN

—/ O (v + TP (v + ) — [vP~v)da.
T2
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Let F(u) = |u|P~u, so that we can compute F'(u) = p|u|P~!. Thus, by the fundamental
theorem of calculus, we have

v+ U o+ W) — [p]P~ o = F(v+ ) — F(v)
1
:\I// F'(v+70)dr (4.4)
0
S |l + [P,

Combining (4.3]) and ([44]) and then applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain

HE(t) < |V / BollolP~tdz + / 00| TP da
T2 T2

guwuLgo( / <atv>2da:)2( / rv12<p—1>d:c)2+|rwi&< / <atv>2dx)
T2 T2 ® T2

< C(V)E(®),

=

(4.5)

as long as 2(p — 1) < p+ 1, or equivalently, p < 3. By Gronwall’s inequality on (LX), we
get

E(t) S eC(\Il)t
forany 0 <t <T.
4.2. Case 3 < p < 5. In this case, we follow the idea introduced by Oh-Pocovnicu [34].
See also [39] 27], 29] for similar arguments. In this setting, we let o < p%l — %, the reason

of which will become clear in the following steps.
By (II)), (II0)), and Taylor’s theorem, we have

OE(t) = / &gv(@fv +(1-A)wv+ |v|p_1v)dx
T2
=— | ow(jo+ 9P v+ ) —|pPlv)d —/ D2ow)%d
/T2 tv(\v P~ (v ) — vl v) i . ( tv) i (4.6)
< —p/ o - [oP Wda — ZM/ O - v+ TP (v + A0V dx
T2 2 T2
= Al +A27

where 6 € (0,1). To estimate As, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Cauchy’s inequal-
ity, we have

|A2| S /2 |6t’U|(|’U|p—2\IJ2 + \pr)dl‘
T

1/2 1/2
S </ (3tv)2dx> (nyuiw/ yvy2<p—2>dx+uw21;p> (4.7)
T2 * Jr2 Ly
S A+ 1Wllze) E() + 11272,
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where in the last inequality, we need 2(p — 2) < p + 1, which is equivalent to p < 5. To
estimate Aj, for 0 < t; <ty < T, by integration by parts and Young’s inequality, we have

12 t2
/ Aydt’ = / 8t(|v|p L) Udzdt
t1

t1

/ [o(te) P~ u(ts) W (ty) da;+/ lo(t) [P~ ot W (¢ )da
+ / [P~ (8, W) dxdt’ (4.8)
t1 T2
S 6||v(t2)||pp+1 + —II‘I’(tz)IILpH + Hv(h)ll’;}cfil + II‘I’(tl)Hi;l
to
+/ [P~ (8, W)dzdt,
t1 T2

where 0 < ¢ < 1. We see in Remark [2.0] that 0, ¥ € C([0,T7; W_%_a_’w(’]I'Q)). By duality,
Hélder’s inequality, Lemma 23] (i), and Lemma [2.4] we obtain

to
/ /|v|p Lo (0, W) dzdt’

/ tz/ Ot (julP o) (V) 7270 (8,0) dadt!

3oty —5—a— / !
o R T Y 1 e LT PR OY)
< |60 B (VY o] o
S 110 IICTW;;M,OO . @)Vl L vl i dt
t2
10,y [ B,
:cé t1
where we require that
L2
_ o =
2 p—1’

which is equivalent to o < p%l — . By combining (6], (7)), (X)), and (J), we have

t2

E(ty) < (1+C1(0) [ E)dt + C(¥,v(ty)).

t1
By Gronwall’s inequality, we get
E(t) SJ eC(\I/)t

forany 0 <t <T.

4.3. Case p > 5. In this case, we follow the idea by Latocca [24]. In this setting, we also
let a < 1% — %

We need the following lemma to close the energy estimates in the Gronwall argument.
We define 8, := [p—g?ﬂ, F(u) := [u[P~u, and s, := f)%i’.
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Lemma 4.1. For any 0 <t <T and every integer 1 < k < 8, we have

/ FOD (1) T (£)F L0, (£)dar
T2
< 91| oo 0,77 ) s ||<V>_18t‘1’||L°°([0,T};Y))(1 + E(t)),
where g is a polynomial with positive coefficients, and
X = L®(T*) N B,.i" (T?) and Y = L(T?) N B, (T?).
2 K
Note that given a < p%l — %, by Lemma [Z5] Remark [2:6] and Lemma [ZT] (ii), we have
9% o 0,773 (V) 71000 || oo 0,797 ) < 00
almost surely.

Let us first assume Lemma [4.1] and work on the energy bound. As in the case when
p > 3, we can compute that for 0 <t < T,

OE() < — [ Ow(F(v+V¥)— F(v))dx. (4.10)
T2

For our convenience we compute that for k € Z,

(k) (u) = CprlulP~" tu for k even,
| Conlul for k odd.

By Taylor’s formula at the point v(¢, z) with integral remainder up to the order 5, = [1%3],
we have
Bp .
1 v+¥ p(Bp+1)
Flo+ W) = F(v) =Y F®(@)u* + / 0 4w - 7yar.
k! B!
k=1 v p
Let 0 < t; <ty <T. By integrating (dI0) from ¢; to t2, we can write
By
E(ts) < E(t) + Y Cily + CpR, (4.11)
k=1

where

to
I, = —/ atvF(k) (v)\IJkdxdt' for 1<Ek<pBp,
t1 T2

to v+
R := —/ / / 8tUF(Bp+1)(T)(U + U — T)dededt/.
t1 T2 Jov

We first estimate R. Note that for 7 € [v,v + U], we have

|F(Bp+1)(7-)| < JoP~B =t PPt
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Thus, by Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

to
R,§/ /atu(|v|p—ﬂp—1|\1/|ﬂp+1+|\If|p)d:ndt'
t1 T2

. =1 Bpt1 2 2
/ / —Pp— / / /
S [ 1@ o5 IO, o + [ o)
1 1

(4.12)
+ H\I}H 2pL2p
Bp—i-l % p= 51)1*1 ,
< ||\P||L2pL2p + 11+ ||‘If|| LGt max P dt’,
where 7, satisfies % + p_pﬁ% + r— = 1. Since 5p = TS ]1>2 ;3 we have P—pljfl—l < %’ o

that

t2
Bp+1
RNt (11900 ) [ B,

We now estimate I;. By Fubini’s theorem and integration by parts in time, we have

t2
.| = ' — / Oy (F*=1) (p)) Wk dt da:
T2 Jty

<

F(k_l)( (t2))UF (to)dx| +

‘/T FOD (o110 (11 ) da

/ / FED (") B (10,0 (¢)dt' da

T Jt

5/ [o(t2)[PFH W (t)[* + [o(tn) P W (1) P de
T2

to
+‘ / / FED ()@ ()1 0,0 () dadt!
t1 T2

= Jy + K.

(4.13)

To handle Ji, by Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we obtain

p—k+1
Jo < Blt2) 7 [[2(t2) [} + B(h) T H‘I’(tl)HLpH
< eB(ty) + C1E(t1) + Co| | W|PT!

LIt

where 0 < € < 1. To deal with K, by Lemma [AT]

(4.14)

to
K, < g(I1% o o.19:x): (V) 7 009 oo 0,777 <1 + E(t/)dt/) (4.15)

t1

By combining (@IT), (@12), @I3), [@Id), (@EIF5), we obtain

1
Blt2) 5 (14 1912700+ 901 o0 109 0 o)

to
(Lt [ B )+ 10y 19+ )

We can then use Gronwall’s inequality to get the desired bound.

We now provide the proof of Lemma [A.T]
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Proof of Lemma[{.1 Recall that s, = g%i’. We first consider the case when k& > 2. By the
Fourier-Plancherel theorem, we have

/ F(k_l)(v(t))\I/(t)k_lat\I/(t)dx
’]1‘2

t))\If(t)k_l)Pj+j/(at\1f(7f))d$

Ji=—1 >0
33 / 2, (7D (1) () [P (0,9 0 (419
J>2

iy / P (P (u(t)) W (1)) [P (0,0 (1))
=0T
=11 + 5.

Let r = %. To estimate Iy, by Holder’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality, and
Young’s inequality, we have

k+1
I S U@ @I, Z P00 ()| e

k— 1 —htl
SIN@N (V)™ at‘lf(t)lngoE(t) pHl
p+1
E(t) + H‘I’HLML%W )" 13t‘I’HLooLoo

It remains to estimate I;. By Holder’s inequality, Bernstein’s inequality, and then Holder’s
inequality for series,

LS 20 Py (FE (0() () )| 12752 [P (V) T 0r (8)) | e
j>2
< ||F(k_1)(v(t))‘1f(t)k_lHBi;pH<V>_13t‘1’||32571-
Then, by Corollary 2.2 we have

IEED@EED e SIFED @Dy 1O
1oo LEk-1

R

+ @)~ k“ll e (6 1HBHP

(4.17)

_ p=k+1l _
SIFE D )] - - @5k + E@) 77 [0 e,

pF2—k

where p;, satisfies pik + =kl — 1 By Lemma 23] (i), we have

k— k—
W () 1||B;;s£ < II‘I’(if)\IJ_E;;;;%H‘If(t)llmo2

_ 4.18
<) s 15 (4.18)
o
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By Lemma 23] (ii), Lemma 2] (ii), and Lemma 2.4] we have

k-1 —k
=D ()] g1 Sllv(t)HB%ipmH!v(t)\p I st

pt1
PFI=F >

p—k
SNy e B

— p—k
S Uo7 10O o B() 771,

where 3 € [0, sp] satisfies 1% = 1_25” + 1%’ and so 8 = Z%:l)’ = s,. Thus, we obtain
1— 8 —k 2 —k
I[FED @)l s SE@) = T = BT S14E(E). (419)
pt1
pr2—k >

By combining (4I7), (£I8), and (£I9]), we obtain the desired bound for I;.
For the case when k = 1, after (4.16]), we have the estimate Iy < E(t)+|| <V>_18t\11\|2tolpo.
T “x

For the term I, by the estimate in (£I9]), we have

1 S IF @) 1 | (9) 0l ger | S V) 0 e (1 + B (1)),

2o

as desired. ]

APPENDIX A. ON LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF SUBCRITICAL VNLW

In this appendix, we aim to show that the deterministic viscous NLW is locally well-posed
in H%(T?) with s > seit, where we recall that sej; is defined by

2
Scrit -— ImMax <1 — ]Tl, 0> . (Al)

More precisely, we prove local well-posedness of the following subcritical vINLW:

(A.2)

OPu+ (1 — A)u+ Dopu + |uP~lu =0
(U, 8{“)’,‘,:0 = (UO, Ul),

where (ug, u1) € H*(T?) and s > sui (with a strict inequality when p = 3). To achieve this,
we will need the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates for the linear viscous wave equation
on T2.

A.1. The inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates. In this subsection, we prove the
Strichartz estimates for the inhomogeneous linear viscous wave equation on T%. To achieve
this, we first establish the following estimate for the linear operator S(t) defined in (LT]).

Lemma A.1. Let 1 <p <2< q<o0. Then, we have

_q(i_1
IS®) ¢l a(ray S 7721l 1o ey

forany 0 <t <1
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Proof. By (7)) and applying the Schauder estimate (Lemma [2.7]) twice, we obtain

e_%tsin(t[[D]]) e—§t¢

[[D]] La(T)

sin(t[D]) _»,

N ! ¢
[D]

1S®) @l La(ray =

5 t_d(%_%)

L2(T4)

S e

1—d(:-1
<G8 o ey,

~

as desired. ]

We now establish the Strichartz estimates for the inhomogeneous linear viscous wave
equation on T?. We say that u is a solution to the following inhomogeneous linear viscous
wave equation:

{8?u—|—(1—A)u+D8f,u:f (A.3)

(u, Opu)|t=0 = (b0, #1),

if u satisfies the following Duhamel formulation:

t
u(®) = V()60 01) + [ (e~ t)1(E)at.
0
where V(t) and S(t) are as defined in (L8] and (LT), respectively.

Lemma A.2. Given s > 0, suppose that 1 < ¢ <2< qg< oo, 1 <r<2<r < oo satisfy
the following scaling condition:

1 d d 1 d
-+ —==-——8s==4+=—2. (A4)
q T 2 q T

Then, a solution u to the inhomogeneous linear viscous wave equation (A.3)) satisfies the
following inequality:

[ (w, Ocw)ll cpas (1) + HU”L‘?TL;(W) S 11(0s 1) 1345 (1ay + ”f”Lng(Td)a (A.5)
for all0O < T < 1.
Proof. By (L8], we have

|(V(#)(¢0, $1), 0V (t) (0, P1)) HCTH;(W) S 110905 @1) llags (ray- (A.6)
By Lemma 28], we have

IV (#)(d0, d1)l| 2.1 (ray S (D0, D1)ll245 (1) (A.7)

We then use Lemma 3.5 in [21] (which is in the R? setting, but the proof also works in the
T? setting with Lemma [A1] in hand) to obtain

/t St —t)f(t"at
0

SN 7 ey (A.8)
L9.L5(TY) LLL7E(T)

It remains to show

/t St —t)f(t"dt
0

CTH;(Td)
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and

S ||f||Lg«L§(Td)’ (AlO)

t
‘at/ St —t)f(t"at
0 CprHEH(T)

so that (A.5]) follows from (A.6), (A7), (A.8), (A.9), and (A.I0).

To show that the inequality (A.9) holds, we use the Littlewood-Paley decomposition as
in Lemma 3.6 in [2I]. In view of the proof of Lemma 3.6 in [21], we know that it suffices
to show (A.J) for all £ such that f is supported in {n € Z4 : 211 < |n| < 291} for all
j € Zy (the case for {n € Z?: 0 < |n| < 2} follows in a similar manner) with the underlying
constant independent of j. Fix 0 < t < T. By Minkowski’s integral inequality, Holder’s
inequality in n, Hausdorff-Young inequality, Holder’s inequality in ¢’ (along with the fact
that the number of lattice points inside a ball of radius R in R? is O(R%)), and a change of
variable, we have

H /Ot St —t")f(tat

CrH:
/ <Z )2 |e Inl ¢y sin((¢ [[—nﬁf)[[”]]) Pt n) 2>1/2dt’
nez?
§2(j+1)5/t(t—t 272 (1) <Z F(t',n) >1/2dt’
0 nez?
<260 (= )e 2j*2<t_t”(2““ )| Ft 0|t

< o(+1)(s+2-9) o2 2=t dt v
T 2 ||f||L‘1 L’

1)(s+2-d11 9
< 2(]+ )(s+£ 2+q HfHLng,

By using the second equality in the scaling condition (A.4)), we obtain the desired inequality
with the underlying constant independent of j, and so the inequality (A.9) follows. The
inequality (A.10) follows in a similar manner. O

Remark A.3. As in the case of the homogeneous Strichartz estimates (Lemma 2.8)), the
Strichartz estimates for the inhomogeneous linear viscous wave equation on T¢ also hold
for a larger class of pairs (¢,r) and (¢,7) compared to the Strichartz estimates for the usual
linear wave equations [I5], 25, [19] [I7]. Again, this is due to the parabolic smoothing effect.
Note that this is also true on R? (see [21]).

We complete this subsection by making the following observation. Recall that we are
considering the viscous NLW on T? with nonlinearity |u[P~!u for p > 1. Suppose that we
can find pairs (q,7) and (g, 7) satisfying the scaling condition (A.4]) such that

q>pq and r > pr.

Then, by Hélder’s inequality and the fact that |T?| = 1, we have

[[[ufP™ 1“HLq S T3 qHu”i?pL;‘
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Note that the power of T' is positive when g > pg. The following lemma shows that there
exist such pairs (¢q,r) and (g,7).

Lemma A.4. Let s.y be as defined in (Adl). Given sqi < s < 1, there exist 1 < ¢ <2<
g < oo, 1 <7 <2<r<oo satisfying the scaling condition (A4l such that
q>pq and r > pr. (A.11)

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.3 in [17], given 0 < s < 1, we have

) <q 7‘) 3—s
mn|=,=| < ,
qr 1—s

and the equality holds by taking, for example,

(g,7) = <3_35 2 > and  (4,7) = (5 #> (A.12)

M M 1
1—s 1—3—m 3—8—3

where § = §(s) > 1 is sufficiently close to 1. Moreover, we note that % > p if and only if
s>1- p%l- Thus, as long as sqit < s < 1, there exist pairs (¢,7) and (¢,7) that satisfy

(A.11). O

Remark A.5. In the case when p > 3 and s = st = 1 — p%l > 0, we have

. (q T 3—s
mm\ =, < S =D,
q T 1-s

so that we can only find pairs (q,r) and (g,7) that satisfy ¢ = pq and r = pr instead of
g > pq and r > pr. Such pairs do exist. One can take, for example, (¢,7) and (¢,7) as in
(A.12).

In the case when 1 < p < 3 and s = S¢iy = 0, there does not exist any pair (g,7) that
satisfies 1 < ¢ <2, 1 <7 < 2, and the scaling condition (A4]) (with d = 2) simultaneously.
In this case, the inhomogeneous Strichartz estimates (Lemma [A.2]) no longer applies, so

that an alternative approach is needed to deal with this case.

A.2. Local well-posedness of subcritical vINLW. In this subsection, we prove the
following theorem for the local well-posedness result of vINLW (A.2).

Theorem A.6. Let p > 1 and let sqpy be as in (Adl). Then, (A2) is locally well-posed in
HE(T?) for

(i) p# 3: s> Serit or (il) p = 3: 5> Sepit-
More precisely, given any (ug,u1) € H*(T?), there exists 0 < T = T(up,u1) < 1 and a
unique solution 4 = (u,du) to (A2) in the class

(u, 8yu) € C([0, T; H¥(T?))  and u € L4([0,T); L' (T?)),
for some suitable q,r > 2.

Proof. For the proof, we only consider the case s < 1. We first consider the case s > scpit.
We write (A2)) in the Duhamel formulation:

w(t) = T(u) = V(t)(ug, 1) — /O St — )P (u) ()t (A.13)
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where F(u) = |u[P~tu, V(t) is as defined in (L6), and S(t) is as defined in (LT). Let
T'(u) = (D(u), ;' (u)) and @ = (u, dyu).

Let (¢,7) and (q,7) be as given in Lemma[A.4] which guarantees that ¢ > pq and r > pr.
Given 0 < T < 1, we define the space Y(T) as

YVAT) = Yi(T) x Y5(T),
where
Yi(T) := C([0,T]; H*(T?)) N LY([0, T]; L™ (T?)),
Y5(T) = C([0,T); H*~(T?)),

Our goal is to show that T is a contraction on a ball in Y*(T) for some 0 < T < 1.
By (A13), Lemma [A2] and Holder’s inequality, we have
IE @) lys(ry S o, wn) s + ([l ||z 17
< o, wn)lles + Tl (A.14)
< uo, un)llaee + TP,
for some 6 > 0.
For the difference estimate, we use the idea from Oh-Okamoto-Pocovnicu [32]. Noticing

that F’(u) = plu[P~!, we use (AI3), Lemma [A.2 the fundamental theorem of calculus,
Minkowski’s integral inequality, and Holder’s inequality to obtain

IE () = T(@)lly=(r) < 1F () = F@)ll 5,2

- H /01 F'(v + 7(u— v))(u — v)dr

Lirz
! 1
S [ o rla— ol = vl g pre
0 -1 -1
ST (Il + ol Ylu = vllpg .
0 (1-1p—1 _ip—1 S
ST (Nyntry + 1715y ) 1 = -
for some 6 > 0.

Thus, by choosing T' = T'(|| (uo, u1)||3s) > 0 small enough, we obtain that I is a contrac-
tion on the ball Bp C Y*(T) of radius R ~ 1 + ||(ug, w1)]||3s-

In the case when p > 3 and s = s¢ip = 1— p%l > 0, we can only find pairs (¢, r) and (q,7)
that satisfy ¢ = pq and r = pr (see Remark [AH]). In this case, we modify the argument as
follows. By (A13), Lemma [A2] and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

ITC)llg ey S IV (0o, un)llzgry + [l 7,0
SV @) (o, w)llpg.py + llullye p,
for some 6 > 0 and sufficiently small ¢ > 0. A difference estimate on I'(u) — I'(v)

also holds by a similar computation. By the dominated convergence theorem, we have

HuHIquLT — 0 as T'— 0. Thus, we can choose T' = T'(ug,u;) > 0 sufficiently small such
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that ||V (t)(uo, Ul)”LqTL;: < 37 < 1, so that we can show that I' is a contraction on the ball
of radius 7 in LLL!. Moreover, (A1) gives

lllerms = T lermns S (o, w)llne + ullfy,, < oo,

so that @ = (u, Oyu) € CrHS.

Lastly, we consider the case when 1 < p < 3 and s = s¢yt = 0. Note that s = 0 along with
the L3.L3 norm satisfies the scaling condition (Z9)) in Lemma 28 By (AI3), Minkowski’s
integral inequality, Lemma 2.8, Sobolev’s inequality, and Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

T
IC(Wllzg.rz < IV () (o, ua)llzs s +/0 [0, ()5 =) (Jul” ) ()] 15 15 dt

T
< o)+ [ 1l ) €)1

< oy un) lgeo + [[[l?]] 1 p1v
< (o, wn)llggo + T?ull 3,15

for some 6§ > 0. Also, by (L.6]) and (7)), we easily obtain

o 9
Tl epmg < Nl (wos ur)llzo + T ull g3 13-

Similar difference estimates also hold, so that we can conclude using the standard contrac-
tion argument. This finishes the proof. O

We finish this appendix by stating several remarks.

Remark A.7. (i) At this point, we do not know how to prove local well-posedness for the
cubic VNLW (with p = 3) in L?(T?), i.e. with s = sqq; = 0. It would be of interest to
investigate if spaces of functions of bounded p-variation (i.e. UP- and VP-spaces) such as
those in [3, [32] can be applied to handle the cubic case.

(ii) A slight modification of the proof of Theorem yields local well-posedness of SYNLW
(@) in H*(T?) for all s > sui (With a strict inequality when p = 3), which improves the
local well-posedness result for SYNLW (1)) in Theorem [IT]

(iii) One can compare the local well-posedness result for vNLW ([A.2]) in Theorem [A.6] with
the local well-posedness result for the usual NLW (see Remark 1.4 in [17]):

Ou — Au =+ [ulPlu = 0.

Note that vVINLW enjoys a better local well-posedness result than does the usual NLW,
thanks to the parabolic smoothing effect.

(iv) Note that the global well-posedness result of SYNLW (L)) in Theorem [[3] easily gives
global well-posedness of vNLW ([A.2) in the class H*(T?) for s > max(0,1 — Iﬁ - %),
where § > 0 is arbitrary. However, at this point, we do not know how to prove global

well-posedness of YNLW ([A.2)) in H*(T?) for sei¢ < s < max(0,1 — zﬁ - %) The main
difficulty for this range of s is showing #(t) € H!(T?) for all small enough ¢t > 0, which is

needed to guarantee the finiteness of the energy E(v) defined in (LIII).
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