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REGULARITY THEORY FOR A NEW CLASS OF FRACTIONAL
PARABOLIC STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

KRISTIN KIRCHNER AND JOSHUA WILLEMS

ABSTRACT. A new class of fractional-order stochastic evolution equations of
the form (9 + A)YX(t) = WR(t), t € [0,T], v € (0,00), is introduced, where
— A generates a Cp-semigroup on a separable Hilbert space H and the spa-
tiotemporal driving noise W< is an H-valued cylindrical Q-Wiener process.
Mild and weak solutions are defined; these concepts are shown to be equiva-
lent and to lead to well-posed problems. Temporal and spatial regularity of
the solution process X are investigated, the former being measured by mean-
square or pathwise smoothness and the latter by using domains of fractional
powers of A. In addition, the covariance of X and its long-time behavior are
analyzed. These abstract results are applied to the cases when A := Lf and
Q = L~ are fractional powers of symmetric, strongly elliptic second-order
differential operators defined on (i) bounded Euclidean domains or (ii) smooth,
compact surfaces. In these cases, the Gaussian solution processes can be seen
as generalizations of merely spatial (Whittle—)Matérn fields to space—time.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and background. Gaussian processes play an important role for
modeling in spatial statistics. Typical applications arise in the environmental sci-
ences, where geographically indexed data is collected, including climatology [3, 65],
oceanography [9], meteorology [38], and forestry [8, 43, 53]. More generally, hier-
archical models based on Gaussian processes have been used in various disciplines,
where spatially dependent (or spatiotemporal) data is recorded, such as demogra-
phy [29, 61], epidemiology [48], finance [33], and neuroimaging [55].

Since a Gaussian process (X (j));jez is fully characterized by its mean and its
covariance function, second-order-based approaches focus on the construction of
appropriate covariance classes. In the case that the index set Z is given by a spatial
domain in the Euclidean space T = D C R% the Matérn covariance class [53] is an
important and widely used model. The Matérn covariance function is given by

o(z,y) = 2'7"*[C(W)] " (sllz — yllra) Ky (kllz = yllpa), 2.y €D, (1.1)

where K, denotes the modified Bessel function of the second kind. It is indexed by
the three interpretable parameters v, k, 02 € (0,00), which determine smoothness,
correlation length and variance of the process. It is this feature that renders the
Matérn class particularly suitable for making inference about spatial data [68].
When considering spatiotemporal phenomena, the following two difficulties occur:
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1. It is desirable to control the properties of the stochastic process named above
(in particular, smoothness and correlation lengths) separately in space and
time. For this reason, considering (1.1) in d 4+ 1 dimensions is not expedient
and it is a difficult task to construct appropriate spatiotemporal covariance
models, see e.g. [23, 34, 36, 63, 64, 69].

2. Second-order-based approaches require the factorization of, in general, dense
covariance matrices, causing computational costs which are cubic in the num-
ber of observations. The two common assumptions imposed on spatiotempo-
ral covariance models to reduce the computational costs—separability (fac-
torization into merely spatial and temporal covariance functions) and sta-
tionarity (invariance under translations)—have proven unrealistic in many
situations, see [24, 54, 69]. In particular, Stein [69] criticized the behavior of
separable covariance functions with respect to their differentiability.

Owing to these problems, the class of dynamical models has gained popular-
ity. The name originates from focusing on the dynamics of the stochastic process
which are described either by means of conditional probability distributions or by
representing the process as a solution of a stochastic partial differential equation
(SPDE). The latter approach was originally proposed in the merely spatial case,
motivated by the following observation made by Whittle [72]: A stationary process
(X ())zep indexed by the entire Euclidean space D = R? which solves the SPDE

(52— A)’X(2) = W(x), zeD, (1.2)

has a covariance function of Matérn type (1.1) with v = 28 — d/2. Here, A denotes
the Laplacian and W is Gaussian white noise. This relation gave rise to the SPDE
approach proposed by Lindgren, Rue, and Lindstrém [49], where the SPDE (1.2)
is considered on a bounded domain D C R? and augmented with Dirichlet or Neu-
mann boundary conditions. Besides enabling the applicability of efficient numerical
methods available for (S)PDEs, such as finite element methods [12, 14, 15, 22, 40, 49]
or wavelets [17, 39], this approach has the advantage of allowing for

(a) nonstationary or anisotropic generalizations by replacing the operator x2 — A
in (1.2) with more general strongly elliptic second-order differential operators,

(Lv)(z) = k*(2)v(x) — V - (a(z) Vo(z)), =€ D, (1.3)
where k: D — R and a: D — REX? are functions [7, 12, 14, 15, 22, 35, 40, 49];

sym

(b) more general domains, such as surfaces [16, 40] or manifolds [39].

In the SPDE (1.2) the fractional exponent /3 defines the (spatial) differentiability
of its solution, see e.g. [22]. A realistic description of spatiotemporal phenomena
necessitates controllable differentiability in space and time. This motivates to con-
sider the space—time fractional SPDE model

{(at + 19 X(t,2) = W(t,x), te[0,T], zeD,

X(0,2) = Xo(x), =z €D, (1.4)

where L in (1.3) is augmented with boundary conditions on 0D, (Xo(x))zep is the
initial random field, W denotes space—time Gaussian white noise, and T' € (0, 00) is
the time horizon. Whenever 8 = v = 1, the SPDE (1.4) simplifies to the stochastic
heat equation and this spatiotemporal model had already been mentioned in [49]
and it was used for statistical inference in [19, 66]. The novelty and sophistication
of the SPDE model (1.4) lies in the fractional power v € (0,00) of the parabolic
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operator. Notably, it is the interplay of the parameters 8 and v that will facilitate
controlling spatial and temporal smoothness of the solution process. For D = R?
this has recently been investigated via Fourier techniques in [6], see also [4, 20, 44].
Besides the aforementioned benefits of the SPDE approach and in contrast to the
SPDE (9] + LP) X = W, considered for instance in [18, 30], the SPDE model (1.4)
furthermore exhibits a long-time behavior resembling the spatial model (1.2).

1.2. Contributions. We introduce a novel interpretation of (1.4) with Xo = 0
as a fractional parabolic stochastic evolution equation, and correspondingly define
mild and weak solutions for it. To this end, we first give a meaning to fractional
powers of an operator of the form 0; + A, where —A generates a Cy-semigroup.
Generalizing the approach taken for v = 1 in [26, Chapter 5], we prove that mild
and weak solutions are equivalent under natural assumptions, and we investigate
their existence, uniqueness, regularity, and covariance. Our main findings are that
the problem (1.4) is well-posed, and the properties of its solution X with respect to
smoothness and covariance structure generalize those of the spatial Whittle-Matérn
SPDE model (1.2) and relate to the parameters 8,7 € (0,00) in the desired way.
Restricting the analysis to a zero initial field is justified by our primary interest in
regularity related to the dynamics of (1.4) and the long-time behavior of solutions.

In comparison with [10, 11, 50, 56, 70]—the only previous works on an equation of
the form (0;+L)7u = f known to the authors—the main contributions of this work,
besides considering a stochastic right-hand side, are the fractional power 3 in (1.4)
and the method of proving regularity using semigroups. As opposed to the extension
approach in [10, 11, 50, 56, 70], this setting does not require a Euclidean structure.

1.3. Outline. Preliminary notation and theory will be introduced in Section 2. In
Section 3 we give a meaning to the parabolic operator 9; + A and its fractional pow-
ers in order to introduce well-defined mild and weak solutions of (1.4) with X, = 0,
which we analyze in terms of spatiotemporal regularity. Section 4 is concerned with
the covariance structure of solutions. Finally, in Section 5 we apply our results to
the space-time Whittle-Matérn SPDE (1.4) considered on a bounded Euclidean
domain or on a surface. This article is supplemented by two appendices: Appen-
dix A contains several technical auxiliary results used in the proofs of Section 3.
Appendix B collects necessary definitions and results from functional calculus.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. The sets N :={1,2,3,...} and Ny := NU {0} denote the positive
and non-negative integers, respectively. We write s At (or s V t) for the minimum
(or maximum) of two real numbers s,t € R. The real and imaginary parts of a
complex number z € C are denoted by Re z and Im z, respectively; its argument,
denoted arg z, takes its values in (—m, 7). We write 1p for the indicator function
of a set D. The restriction of a function f: D — E to a subset Dy C D is denoted
by flp,: Do — E; the image of Dy under a linear mapping T is written as T'D.
Given two parameter sets £, 2 and two mappings #,9: ¥ x 2 — R, we use
the expression Z (p,q) Sq 9(p,q) to indicate that for each ¢ € 2 there exists
a constant C, € (0,00) such that F#(p,q) < C,;¥9(p,q) for all p € &. We write
F(p,q) =q 9(p,q) if both relations, 7 (p,q) Sq Y(p.q) and 4(p,q) Sq F (. ),
hold simultaneously.
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2.2. Banach spaces and operators. If not specified otherwise, £ or F' denote
separable Banach spaces. We instead write H or U if we work with separable
Hilbert spaces and wish to emphasize this. The scalar field K is either given by the
real numbers R or the complex numbers C. A norm on E will be denoted by || - || g
and an inner product on H by (-, -)g. We write I for the identity operator. The
notation F — F indicates that E is continuously embedded in F, i.e., there exists
a bounded injective map from F to F. The dual space of E is denoted by E*. We
write FOE for the closure of a subset Ey C E with respect to the norm on F; the
superscript may be omitted when there is no risk of confusion. The Borel o-algebra
of E is denoted by B(FE).

We write T' € .Z(E; F) if the linear operator T: E — F' is bounded. Whenever
E = F, we abbreviate Z(F) := Z(E; E), and this convention holds also for all
other spaces of operators to be introduced. The space Z(E; F) is rendered a Banach
space when equipped with the usual operator norm; the space of Hilbert—Schmidt
operators % (U; H) C £ (U; H) is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product
(T, 9) 2,y = >_jen(Tej, Sej)u, where (ej);en is any orthonormal basis for U.
We write T* € Z(F*; E*) for the adjoint operator of T € Z(E; F). In the case
that T € Z(U; H), we identify U* = U and H* = H via the Riesz maps, so that
T* € Z(H;U). An operator T' € .Z(H) is said to be self-adjoint if 7* = T', non-
negative if (T'z,z)y > 0 holds for all x € H, and strictly positive if there exists a
constant 6 € (0,00) such that (Tz,z)y > 6|z||% holds for all x € H.

A linear operator A on E with domain D(A) is denoted by A: D(A) CE — FE
and its range by R(A). We call A closed if its graph G(A) := {(z, Az) : x € D(A)}
is closed with respect to the graph norm ||(z, Az)|ga) = l|zll& + ||Az||E, and
densely defined if D(A) is dense in E. The definition |z|pa) = [|(z, A7)|lg(a)

yields a norm on D(A). If G(A) C G(g) for another linear operator A on E, then
A is called an extension of A and we write A C A. If G(A) is the graph of a linear
operator, then we call this operator the closure of A, denoted A.

2.3. Function spaces. Let a measure space (S,S, u) be given. We abbreviate the
phrases “almost everywhere” and “almost all” by “a.e.” and “a.a.”, respectively.

We say that a function f: S — E is strongly measurable if it is the p-a.e. limit
of measurable simple functions. For p € [1, 00|, the Bochner space of (equivalence
classes of) strongly measurable, p-integrable functions is denoted by LP(S; E). Tt
is equipped with the norm

U IF®IE du@) i p e [1,00),
1 lleis;m = {esssuptes If@®le  ifp=oo,

where esssup denotes the essential supremum. The norm on L*(S; H) is induced
by the inner product (f,g)r2(s;m) := [g(f(t), 9(t))m dpu(t).

Now let S be an interval S := J C R, equipped with the Borel o-algebra and the
Lebesgue measure. The space of continuous functions from J to F will be denoted
by C(J; E) or C%°(J; E) and be endowed with the supremum norm. For « € (0, 1],
we consider the space C%%(.J; E) of a-Holder continuous functions with norm

7o i) 3= fleoe i+ ey, where [fleve e i= | sup  MG=fle
,s€J, s

is the a-Holder seminorm. For n € Ny and 0 < a < 1, the space C™%(J; E) consists
of functions whose nth derivative exists and belongs to C%%(J; E). On this space



ANALYSIS OF FRACTIONAL PARABOLIC STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 5

we use the norm || fllcne () = 1™ |coe e + Yo 1F¥ o), where &)
denotes the kth derivative of f. Moreover, we define C*(J; E) :=(,,cy C™°(J; E).
We say that f € C™%(J; E) is compactly supported if the support of f, defined by

supp f = {t € J: f(t) # O}J7 is compact. The space consisting of such functions
is denoted by C»*(J; E). If f vanishes at a point ¢ € J, then we use the notation
f € Cyiy (i E). The spaces C2°(J; E) and G5, (J; E) are defined analogously.
For an open interval J, we say that u € L?(J; E) belongs to H!(J; E) if there ex-
ists a function v € L*(J; E) such that [, v(t)¢(t)dt = — [, u(t)¢'(t) dt holds for all

¢ € C°(J;R). The function dyu := v is called the weak derivative of v and the norm
on HY(J;E) is |[ull g (s;p) = (Hu||2L2(J;E) + H5tu||%2(J;E))l/2 The completion of
C°((0,00); E) with respect to || - || g1(0,00;) defines the space H017{0}(O, oo; F). El-
ements of H(},{o} (J; E) are restrictions of functions in H&,{o} (0,00; E) to J C (0,00).

Whenever the function space contains functions mapping to £ = R, we omit the
codomain, e.g., we write LP(S) := L?(S;R) for the Lebesgue spaces.

2.4. Vector-valued stochastic processes. Throughout this article, (2, 7, P) de-
notes a complete probability space that is equipped with a normal filtration (F;):>o,
i.e., Fo contains all elements B € F with P(B) =0 and F; = ﬂs>t Fs for all ¢ > 0.
Statements which hold P-almost surely are marked with “P-a.s.”.

We call every strongly measurable function Z: Q — E a (vector-valued) random
variable, and the expectation of Z € L1(Q; E) is defined as the Bochner integral
E[Z] := [, Z(w)dP(w). An E-valued stochastic process X = (X (t));c[o,r) indexed
by the interval [0,7], T" € (0,00), is called integrable if (X (t));ej0,r) S LP(Q; E)
holds for p = 1, and square-integrable if this inclusion is true for p = 2. It is said
to be predictable if it is strongly measurable as a mapping from [0,7] x Q to E,
where the former set is equipped with the o-algebra generated by the family

{(S,f]XF520§S<t§T,FSEfS}U{{O}XFolFoefo}.

Given another E-valued process X = ()?(t))te[o);p], we call X a modification of X,
provided that P(X (£) = X (t)) = 1 holds for all t € [0, T]. Moreover, X and X are
said to be indistinguishable if P(Vt € [0,T] : X (t) = X (t)) = 1.

For a self-adjoint strictly positive operator Q € Z(H), (W?(t))¢>o denotes a
cylindrical @-Wiener process with respect to (F;);>o which takes its values in H,
cf. [51, Proposition 2.5.2]; if Q = I, we omit the superscript and call (W (¢))¢>0 a
cylindrical Wiener process.

3. ANALYSIS OF THE FRACTIONAL STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATION

The aim of this section is to define and analyze solutions to the following sto-
chastic evolution equation of the general fractional order v € (0, 0):

(0 + A X (t) =W2(@1), telo,T], X(0)=0. (3.1)

We interpret this as an abstraction of (1.4) with X, = 0. As noted in the in-
troduction, we restrict the discussion to a zero initial field, since we are primarily
interested in properties resulting from the dynamics of the SPDE (1.4), respec-
tively (3.1), and the long-time behavior for 0 < T < oo of its solution. We also
note that imposing non-zero boundary data for fractional problems is, in general,
highly non-trivial, see e.g. the recent works [1, 5] on the fractional Laplacian.
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In Subsection 3.1 we investigate the parabolic operator B, which is defined as
the closure of the sum operator 9; + A on an appropriate domain. In particular,
we consider the Cy-semigroup generated by —B, which is used to define fractional
powers BY for v € R. Interpreting the expression (0; + A)Y appearing in (3.1)
as B, we use this result to define mild solutions in Subsection 3.2. In this part,
we furthermore introduce a weak solution concept for (3.1), and prove equivalence
of the two solution concepts as well as existence and uniqueness of mild and weak
solutions. Spatiotemporal regularity of solutions is the subject of Subsection 3.3.

3.1. The parabolic operator and its fractional powers. In this subsection we
define the parabolic operator B and fractional powers B?. We start by formulating
several assumptions on the linear operator A, to which we shall refer throughout
the remainder of this work. For an overview of the theory of Cy-semigroups, we
refer the reader to [31] or [60]. The complexification of a normed space or operator
is indicated by the subscript C; see Subsection B.2.1 in Appendix B for details.

Assumption 3.1. Let H be a separable Hilbert space over the real scalar field R.
We assume that the linear operator A: D(A) C H — H satisfies

(i) —A generates a Cy-semigroup (S(t))i>o0-

Sometimes we additionally require one or more of the following conditions:

(i) (S(t))i>o0 is (uniformly) bounded analytic, i.e., the mapping ¢t — Sc(¢), where
Sc(t) :=[S(t)]c, extends to a bounded holomorphic function on an open
sector £, C C for some angle w € (0, ) (see Definition B.1 in Appendix B);

(ili) Ac admits a bounded H*°-calculus with wge(Ac) < 7, see Definition B.3;

(iv) A has a bounded inverse.

Under Assumption 3.1(i), Lemma B.6 allows us to use several results from [31,
37, 60] for Cy-semigroups and their generators on complex spaces also for (S(t)):>0
and —A. For instance, by [31, Theorem I1.1.4] and [60, Chapter 1, Theorem 2.2] the
operator A is closed and densely defined, and the Cop-semigroup (S(t))¢>0 satisfies

M € [1,00), weR:  [|S(t)|zm) = 1Sc(t)| 2(me) < Me™" ¥t>0. (3.2)

If the conditions (i), (ii) and (iv) are satisfied, then (3.2) holds for some w € (0, 00),
see e.g. [60, p. 70]. In this case, (S(t))i>0 is said to be exponentially stable. More-
over, we note that Assumption 3.1(ii) is equivalent to the operator A¢ being secto-
rial with w(Ac) < § by Theorem B.2, and that consequently condition (iii) implies
(ii) since w(Ac¢) < wye=(Ac) by Remark B.5. Whenever the conditions (i) and (ii)
are satisfied, we have the following useful estimate (see [37, Proposition 3.4.3]):

Vee [,00):  |A°S()| i = [AESe(D)l o Se ¢ Vi (0,00).  (33)

~C

As a first step towards defining the parabolic operator B, we define the Bochner

space counterpart A: D(A) C L?(0,T; H) — L?(0,T; H) of A by
[Av](¥) := Av(d), v e D(A), aa. ¥ € (0,T), 5.0
D(A) = L*(0,T;D(A)) := {v € L*(0,T; H) : || Av(+ )| 20,7,y < 00} '

The Cp-semigroup (S(t))i>0 on H, generated by —A, can be associated to a family
of operators (S(t));>0 on L?(0,T; H) in a similar way:

[S(t)w](9) == St)w(®¥), t>0, ve L2(0,T; H), aa. 9 € (0,T). (3.5)
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It turns out that (S(t))i>0 C L(L?(0,T; H)) is again a Cop-semigroup, with infini-
tesimal generator —A, see Proposition A.3 in Appendix A.
In addition, we consider the family of zero-padded right-translation operators
(T(t))i>0 on L?(0,T; H), defined by
[T(t)w](9) :=v(I9 —t), >0, veLl*0,T;H), aa. v e (0,T), (3.6)
where ¥ € L?*(—o00,T; H) denotes the extension of v by zero to (—oo,T). As
shown in Proposition A.5 in Appendix A, also (7 (t));>0 C Z(L?(0,T;H)) is a
Cy-semigroup and its infinitesimal generator is given by —0;, where
at: D(at) - L2(07T7 H) - L2(07T5H)7 D(at) = H&,{O}(OaTaH)v (37)
denotes the Bochner—Sobolev vector-valued weak derivative. We point out that the
domain D(9;) = Hé,{o} (0, T; H) encodes the zero initial condition of the SPDE (3.1).
Furthermore, note that it readily follows from the definitions in (3.5) and (3.6) that,
for all t > 0, every v € L?(0,T; H), and a.a. ¥ € (0,7T),
[SEOT @))(?) = [T@)S(t)v](9) = SE)v(? —1),
i.e., the semigroups (S(¢)):>0 and (7 (¢))i>0 commute.
We now define the sum operator 9; +.A: D(9; +.A) C L?(0,T; H) — L*(0,T; H)

on its natural domain, that is
(0 + A)v := v + Av, v € D(9; + A) = H (4,(0,T; H) N L*(0,T;D(A)), (3.8)

with A and 0; as given in (3.4) and (3.7), respectively. The next proposition shows
that the closure of —(9; +.A) again generates a Cy-semigroup, namely the product
semigroup of (S(t))i>0 and (7 (t))>o0-

Proposition 3.2. Let Assumption 3.1(i) be satisfied. The closure B := 0y + A of
the sum operator 0y + A defined in (3.8) exists and —B generates the Cy-semigroup
(SE)T(t))e>0 on L*(0,T; H), which satisfies

I1SOlz if0<t<T,
0 ift>T,

where (S(t))i>0 and (T (t))e>0 are defined as in (3.5) and (3.6), respectively.

ISOT Oll.zz20.1:m)) = ITESE) 2 L2 0,1:m0)) = {

Proof. By the commutativity of the semigroups (S(¢));>0 and (7 (¢));>0, we may
conclude that (7 (t)S(t)):>0 is a Cy-semigroup whose generator is an extension of
—(0+.A), and the domain of the generator contains H&,{o} (0,T; H)NL?(0,T;D(A))
as a subspace that is dense with respect to the graph norm, see [31, Example I1.2.7].
Subsequently, Lemma A.2 shows that the generator is the closure of —(9; + A).

Fix t € [0,T). The inequality || 7(t)S(t)||l.2r2(0,1:m)) < [1S(E)||l 2 sy follows by
the contractivity of 7 (¢) and the operator norm isometry from Lemma A.1(a). Now
we turn to the reverse inequality. By definition of the operator norm on .Z(H), there
exists a normalized sequence (2, )nen in H such that ||S(t)zn |z > |S@)||l2n — £
holds for all n € N. Correspondingly, define the sequence (v, )nen in L?(0,T; H)
by v (9) := (T — t)~"*1 (g, 7—4)(9),, for every ¥ € (0,T) and all n € N. Note that
lvnllz20,r;m) = 1 for every n € N, and

T (&)S(t)vnllL20,m;m) = (T — t)il/zl(t,T)”L?(O,T)Hs(t)anH > S|l — +-

As this holds for all n € N, we conclude that || 7 (t)S(t)[| .« (L20,7;1)) > 152 (m)-
The final assertion for t > T follows from the fact that 7(¢) =0 for ¢t > T O
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Remark 3.3. The closure B = 9, + A appearing in Proposition 3.2 raises the ques-
tion of when the sum operator actually is closed. The answer is intimately related to
the subject of maximal LP-regularity, see e.g. [47, Chapter 12]. In the Hilbert space
setting, the sum turns out to be closed under Assumptions 3.1(i),(ii). Indeed, [0]c
has a bounded H®°-calculus with wpye([0¢]c) < § since (T (t))s>0 and (Tc(t))i>o0
are contractive, see Definition B.3 in Appendix B and [42, Theorem 10.2.24]. By
Assumption 3.1(ii) and Theorem B.2, we have w(Ac) < 5, and the same follows for
Ac by applying Lemma A.1(a) to its resolvent operators. Thus, we may conclude
with [47, Theorem 12.13] that [9; + A]c is closed, so that the same holds for 9; + A.

We are now in the position to define fractional powers of the parabolic operator.
For v € (0, 00) we work with the following representation (see Appendix B.2.2):

= 005771 $)T (s S,L Tsvfl )T (s)ds
5 F(V)/o S(s)T(s)d r(fy)/o S(s)T(s)ds. (3.9)

Note that, for any v € (0, 00), this definition yields a well-defined bounded linear
operator on L?(0,T; H), since the product semigroup (S(¢)7 ())¢>0 was seen to be
exponentially stable (in fact, eventually zero) in Proposition 3.2.

The next result shows that the pointwise evaluation of B~7f at ¢ € [0,7] is
meaningful, provided that v > %

Proposition 3.4. Suppose Assumption 3.1(i) and let p € (1,00),v € (Y/p,0). Then

f=>Bypf,  [Bypfl(t) = F(lfy)/o (t—s)7"1S(t—s)f(s)ds Vt€[0,T], (3.10)

defines a bounded linear operator, mapping f € LP(0,T; H) into Cy 10([0,T]; H).
In particular, if v € (1/2,00), we have for the negative fractional parabolic oper-
ator B~ defined by (3.9) when acting on f € L?>(0,T; H) the pointwise formula

1 t
BT fI(t) = [By2f](t) = W/ (t—s)""1S(t —s)f(s)ds Vte[0,T]. (3.11)
0
Proof. By [26, Proposition 5.9], for p € (1,00) and « € (1/p, c0), the operator %, ,
defined by (3.10) maps continuously from L?(0,T; H) to Cy 103 ([0,77; H).
Next, note that for all f € L?(0,T; H) and a.a. t € [0,T], we obtain by (3.9)

5200 = g [ SOTOA0 A= 55 [ 580 5)ds
L t vl —3)f(s)ds =
~ 57 [ =S = 970 ds = 12,110)

Thus, by the first part of this proposition, for every v € (1/2,00), we have that
R(B™7) € Cy,103([0, T]; H) and the above identities hold pointwise in ¢ € [0,T]. O

Remark 3.5. Propositions 3.2 and 3.4 require only Assumption 3.1(i), i.e., that —A
generates the Cp-semigroup (S(t));>0. Exponential stability or uniform bounded-
ness of (S(t))¢>o are not needed, since we consider linear operators on L?(0,T; H)
(instead of L?(0,00; H)), allowing us to use uniform boundedness of (S(t));>0 on
the compact interval [0,T] to derive exponential stability of (S(¢)7 (£))¢>o-

In what follows, we may also consider the adjoint operator B~7* := (B~7)*
More specifically, we will use it in the next section to define a weak solution to the
fractional parabolic SPDE (3.1). The following lemma provides useful results for
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the adjoint B~7* which are analogous to those for B~7 in Proposition 3.4. For ease
of presentation, the proof has been moved to Subsection A.3 of Appendix A.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose Assumption 3.1(1) and let v € (1/2,00). The adjoint negative
Jfractional parabolic operator B~7* maps g € L*(0,T; H) into Co (7y([0,T); H), and
1 T
[B=7g](s) = W/ (t —s)""HS(t — s)]*g(t)dt Vs € [0,T]. (3.12)
Finally, we note that B~7* = (B*)~7. To see that the fractional power on the
right-hand side is indeed well-defined, we use [60, Chapter 1, Corollary 10.6] and
conclude that —B* is the generator of the Cp-semigroup ([S(¢)7T (¢)]*)i>0, which
clearly inherits the exponential stability from (S(¢)7 ()):>0 since their norms are
equal. The identity is then obtained as follows,

B — <F(17) /0 T 1S(5)T(s) ds>* - ﬁ /0 S () T(s)]* ds = (B,

where the first and last identities are due to (3.9) and the second is a consequence
of the general ability to interchange Bochner integrals and duality pairings.

3.2. Solution concepts, existence and uniqueness. We now turn towards
defining solutions to (3.1) for fractional powers v € (0,00). Recall from Section 2
that (Q,F,P) is a complete probability space equipped with a normal filtration
(Fi)t>0, and that (W9(t));>0 is a cylindrical Q-Wiener process on H with respect
to (Ft)i>0, where Q € Z(H) is self-adjoint and strictly positive.

Having defined and investigated the parabolic operator B, its domain and its
fractional powers, we are now in particular able to invert the fractional parabolic
operator B7. Equation (3.11) suggests the following definition of a fractional sto-
chastic convolution as a mild solution to (3.1).

Definition 3.7. Let Assumption 3.1(i) hold and define the stochastic convolution

Z.,(t) F(lv)/o (t—s)71S(t — s)dWO(s), te [0,T). (3.13)

A predictable H-valued stochastic process Z, := (Z,(t)):ejo,7) is called a mild
solution to (3.1) if, for all ¢ € [0, T, it satisfies Z,(t) = Z.,(t), P-ass.

We first address existence and mean-square continuity of mild solutions. Fur-
thermore, we adapt the Da Prato-Kwapieri-Zabczyk factorization method (see [25],
[26, Section 5.3]) to establish the existence of a pathwise continuous modification.

Theorem 3.8. Let Assumption 3.1(1) be satisfied and suppose that

2
o At < o0 (3.14)

T 1
36 €[0,7): /0 [0S ()Q>

The stochastic convolution Zy(t) in (3.13) belongs to L*(; H) for all t € [0,T) if
and only if (3.14) holds with 6 = 0. In this case, the mapping t — Zv(t) s an
element of C([0,T]; LP(Q; H)) for all p € [1,00); in particular, there exists a mild
solution in the sense of Definition 3.7, and it is mean-square continuous.
Whenever (3.14) holds for some § € (0,7), then for every p € [1,00) there exists
a modification of Zy with continuous sample paths belonging to LP(Q; C([0,T); H)).
In particular, the mild solution has a modification with continuous sample paths.
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Proof. We first consider the case § = 0 in (3.14). By the It6 isometry (see e.g. [51,
Proposition 2.3.5 and p. 32]), we obtain the identity

> 1 T 12
tESEéPT] 12,1720y = W/o (|t 1S(t)Q2H$2(H) dt
Therefore, Z,(t) € L?(Q; H) holds for all t € [0, 7] if and only if (3.14) is satisfied
with 6 = 0. The fact that ¢t — Zv(t) belongs to C([0,T]; LP(Q; H)) for all p € [1, 00)
will be shown in greater generality in Proposition 3.18, see Subsection 3.3.3.

Moreover, note that sz [0,T] x @ — H is measurable and (F;)¢c(o,r]-adapted,
and that mean-square continuity implies continuity in probability, so that we may
apply [62, Proposition 3.21] to conclude that there exists a predictable modification
Z., of 27. Then, Z., is a mild solution to (3.1) in the sense of Definition 3.7.

Now suppose that (3.14) holds for some ¢ € (0,v) and let p € (/s V 1,00). By
the above considerations, Z’y—é and Zy exist as elements of C([0,T]; LP(2; H)).
In particular, Z,Y,(; belongs to LP(0,T; L?(2; H)), hence to LP(Q; LP(0,T; H)) by
Fubini’s theorem. For this reason, there exists a set 9 € F with P(Q) = 0 such
that Z,_s(-,w) € LP(0,T; H) for all w € Q = 2\ Q. We recall the linear operator
Bsp: LP(0,T; H) — Cp0y([0,T]; H) from (3.10) and claim that the process Zy
defined for ¢t € [0, 7] and w € Q by

Z.(t,w) == [%671127*5] (t,w) if (t,w) € [0,T] x Q,
R 0 if (t,w) €[0,7] x Qo,

is the desired continuous modification of Zy. To this end, firstly note that for every
w € Q the mapping t — Ey(t,w) indeed is continuous and 27 e Lr(Q;C([0,T); H));
this follows from Proposition 3.4 since 6 € (1/p,00). In order to show that Z\v is a
modification of Z., we fix ¢t € [0, 7] and employ formulas (3.10) and (3.13) along
with the semigroup property to obtain that

Z,(0) = [BsZ-4] (1) = g5 | (6= 9150t = )Z,-s(5)ds

= G =g J, 00 UOS(S‘T’W‘“S(s—r)de(r) s
= (lfy 0) / / (t—s) 5— 1 7’)7_5‘15(t_7")dWQ(7‘)d3, Poas. (3.15)

T 1 12
We set My := supye o7y 1S ()2 (), Kr = [y [ °S(1)Q* ||2’2(H) d¢ and find

1/2
/[/ ||t755 ! r)”‘slS(tr)QéH?%(H)dr} ds
1/2
<M — )OS (s - d] d
< T/o (t —s)° [/ H (s—m)Q2 r s

B : /2 MyTo K
it [ Hw-l-és<r>@%uzg<mdr} ds < ST < o

This estimate shows that

512 10 ()10, ()(t=9) " (s— )OI S(t = -)Q? € L'(0,T5 L*(0,T; Z5(H))),
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and the stochastic Fubini theorem [62, Theorem 8.14] may be used in (3.15), yielding
= 1

20 = 5= /Ot [/:(t )Pl (s — )it ds} S(t—r)dWO(r), P-as.

Using the change of variables u(s) := $=- and [58, Formula 5.12.1], we derive that
¢ 1
T(y—0)T(s
(t _ r)l—fy/ (t _ 8)6—1(8 _ T)'y—zS—l ds = / (1 _ u)é—lu'y—é—l du = (’7 ) ( )’
T 0 F(’Y)

which shows that Z\v (t) = Zv(t) holds P-a.s. Since t € [0,7] was arbitrary this
implies that Z, is a modification of Z, and completes the proof for p € (1/sV 1, c0).
Finally, the case p € [1,1/5V1] follows from the nestedness of the LP(Q; C([0,T]; H))
spaces. O

In order to provide a more rigorous justification for the Definition 3.7 of a mild
solution to (3.1), we proceed as follows: We seek a further suitable solution concept
of a weak solution, which follows “naturally” from (3.1) using L2?(0,7; H) inner
products, and show that weak and mild solutions are equivalent. For this, we first
define the weak stochastic Ito integral for f: (0,T) — Z(H) and g: (0,T) — H by

/O (F(s) AW O(s), 9(s)) , = / F(s) AW (s), te[0,T),

where fOTHQ%[f(s)}*g(s)HiIds < oo and f;: (0,T) — Z(H;R) is defined by

fo(s)z = (f(s)z,9(s))y Vo € H, Vs € (0,7T),
cf. [51, Lemma 2.4.2].

Definition 3.9. Let Assumption 3.1(i) hold. A predictable H-valued stochastic
process Y, := (Y, (t)):epo,1) is called a weak solution to (3.1) if it is mean-square
continuous and, in addition,

T
Vi € D(B™) s (Yy, BY) ago.raar) = /0 (AWR(1), (1)), P-as.  (3.16)

Remark 3.10. For v = 1, a natural weak solution concept is the formulation given in
[62, Definition 9.11]: A predictable H-valued process (Y1 (t)):c[o, 7] is a weak solution
to (3.1) if sup,eqo py 1Y1(8)[ 2 (0;m) < o and, for all t € [0,7] and y € D(A¥),

(Yi(t),y)u = */0 (Yi(s), A*y)mds + (WO(t),y) . P-as.

Provided that Assumption 3.1(i) and (3.14) are satisfied, by [62, Theorem 9.15] an
H-valued stochastic process is a weak solution in this sense if and only if it is a
mild solution in the sense of Definition 3.7 with v = 1.

In the next proposition we generalize this result to an arbitrary fractional power ~y
and show that, under the same conditions, the mild solution in the sense of Defini-
tion 3.7 is equivalent to the weak solution in the sense of Definition 3.9.

Proposition 3.11. Suppose that Assumption 3.1(1) and (3.14) are satisfied. Then,
a stochastic process is a mild solution in the sense of Definition 3.7 if and only if it
is a weak solution in the sense of Definition 3.9. Moreover, mild and weak solutions
are unique up to modification. If one requires continuity of the sample paths, mild
and weak solutions are unique up to indistinguishability.
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Proof. First, we show that a mild solution Z, is a weak solution. Note that mean-
square continuity follows from Theorem 3.8. Fix an arbitrary ¢) € D(B87*). Then,

T, ot
(Zy, B Y)r20,1m) = ﬁ /0 (/0 (t —s)7ES(t — s) AW 9(s), [BV*w}(t))H dt
= L/ / (Lo (s)(t — 8)771S(t — s) AW (s), BT ¢](t)) , At (3.17)

holds P-a.s. Here, we used that (fo s)dWQ(s),z) fo s)dWQ(s), )y for
all f: (0,T) > Z(H) and z € H, Wthh readlly is derived from the definition of
the weak stochastic integral and the continuity of inner products. We now would
like to apply the stochastic Fubini theorem, see e.g. [62, Theorem 8.14], in order to
interchange the inner weak stochastic integral and the outer deterministic integral.
Again by the definition of the weak stochastic integral we have, for a.a. t € (0,7),

T T
/ (Lo (5)(t— )7 1S (t — ) AW(s), [B4](1)) ,, = / W(s,t)dWO(s), P-as.,
0 0
where the integrand ¥(s, t): H — R is deterministic and, for s,¢ € (0,T), defined by
(s, t)z = (L (s)(t — )7 S(t — s)z, [B¢](t)), VzeH. (3.18)

Thus, the usage of the stochastic Fubini theorem is justified if ¢ — ¥( - J)Qé is in
LY0,T; L*(0,T; % (H;R))). Given an orthonormal basis (g;);en for H, we obtain

}2

1w (s,)Q% 7, (i) Z{ 0. (3)(t = )18t = 5)Q2g;, BT Y1),

— 12 % 2
< H1<o,t> 8)(t = )71 S(t = $)Q2 || oy 41 1B 10|57
by the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality on H. From this, it follows that

1/3
[t = \Ij("t)Q%HLl(O,T;Lz(O,T;Ez(H;R))) :/ (/ [2(s, )@ ds ) dt

<[] tH(t—s>’*‘15<t—s)@i!!;H)!\[B”*w](t)!!ifds)w a

1

- /oT </ot||3715(8)@5 H?%(m ds) /2|| (B 9](t)|, dt

T /2
* _ 12
S T1/2||B’Y w||L2(0,T;H) </0 Hs’y 1S(8)Q2H$2(H) d8> < 00,

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on L2(0,T) in the last step. Owing
to (3.14), the integral in the final expression is finite. Applying the stochastic Fubini
theorem to (3.17), taking adjoints in (3.18) and using the continuity of (-, - )i gives

(Zy, BT ) 200,15m) = / / (s,t) dtdW?(s)

T
- Q —_g)r1 V¥
-/ (dW ”rm [ - tse- o)
T T
_ /O (AW2(s), [B~7 B y](s)) , = /O (AW9s),(5)),;,  Pas,

2> (HR)
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where we used (3.12) in the third line. Therefore, Z., is a weak solution.
Conversely, suppose that Y., is a weak solution, let an arbitrary ¢ € L2(0,T; H)
be given and set ¢ := B~7*¢ € D(B"*). Substituting this into (3.16) gives

T
(¥y, &) 12000t = / (@WR(), [B-6)(1)),,. P-as.

Let (Z,(t))tefo,r) be the stochastic convolution in (3.13). Since the condition for
the stochastic Fubini theorem still holds after replacing B"*¢ by ¢ in (3.18), the
proof of the previous implication can be read backwards to see that

Vo € L(0,T: H) : P((Ys,8)120.1:m) = (Zy, &) r20m31)) = 1.

By separability of H, also P(Y, = Zy in L2(0,T; H)) = 1 holds so that by Fubini
Y, = Z, in L2(0,T; L*(Q; H)) follows. Since both Y, and Z, are mean-square
continuous, this shows that, for all ¢ € [0,T7], Y, (¢) = Zy(t) in L?(Q; H). Therefore,
for all ¢ € [0,T], we have that Y, (¢) = FZVV(t), P-a.s., i.e., Y, is a mild solution.

It thus suffices to prove uniqueness only for mild solutions. By Definition 3.7,
mild solutions are modifications of the stochastic convolution Zﬁy in (3.13), hence
of each other. If two mild solutions are moreover known to have continuous sample
paths, then they are indistinguishable by [62, Proposition 3.17]. |

3.3. Spatiotemporal regularity of solutions. We now investigate spatiotem-
poral regularity of the mild solution Z, in Definition 3.7. We start by stat-
ing our main results, Theorem 3.12 and Corollary 3.13, in Subsection 3.3.1. In
Subsection 3.3.2 we derive a simplified condition for spatiotemporal regularity,
which is easier to check in applications and sufficient whenever A satisfies As-
sumptions 3.1(i),(iii),(iv), see Proposition 3.14. In addition, we explicitly discuss
the setting of a Gelfand triple V. <— H = H* — V™ in the case that the operator
A is induced by a (not necessarily symmetric) bilinear form a: V x V' — R which
is continuous and satisfies a Garding inequality. Subsection 3.3.3 is devoted to the
proof of Theorem 3.12.

3.3.1. Main results. In Theorem 3.12 below, temporal regularity is measured by the
differentiability n € Ny as well as the Holder exponent 7 € [0,1). Spatial regularity
is expressed by means of vector spaces which are defined in terms of fractional
powers of A (see Subsection B.2.2 in Appendix B) as follows:

HS = D(AO/Q), (x,y)HZ = (AG/Q:E,A”/Zy)H, o € 10,00).

For o € (0,00), H is a Hilbert space provided that Assumptions 3.1(1),(ii),(iv) are
satisfied. In this case, we have the embeddings HG < Hg < H for all o' > o > 0.
Note, in particular, that we do not need to assume that A is self-adjoint.

Theorem 3.12. Suppose that Assumptions 3.1(i),(ii) are satisfied and let n € Ny,

0 €10,00) andy € (%5~ +n,00), where r € [0, 0] is such that Qz € Z(H;HY). In

the case that o € (0,00), suppose furthermore that Assumption 3.1(iv) is fulfilled.
Under the condition

T
/0 [ SMQ2 |2y gy It < 0, (3.19)

the mild solution Z. (or, equivalently, the weak solution Y, ) in the sense of Defi-
nition 3.7 (or 3.9) belongs to C™°([0,T]; LP(Q; HG)) for every p € [1,00).
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If additionally v > n+ 7+ % and A"*"*%*’YQ% c ﬁg(H;Hf:;) hold for some
7 € (0,1), then we have Z,, € C™7([0,T); LP(%; HY)) for every p € [1,00).

An application of the Kolmogorov—Chentsov continuity theorem, see e.g. [21,
Theorem 3.9], allows us to (partially) transport the temporal regularity result of
Theorem 3.12 to the pathwise setting, as seen in the next corollary.

Corollary 3.13. Suppose that Assumptions 3.1(i),(ii) are satisfied. Let o € [0,00),
re0,0],v€ (%5, 00) and 7 € (0,1) be such that Q2 € L(H; HY) and > T+1.
If 0 € (0,00), suppose also that Assumption 3.1(iv) holds. If the condition

T
e N _ 12
A +3 ”Qész(H;HZ) +/0 [t 15(75)Q;H$2(H;H2)dt =%

is satisfied, then for all p € [1,00) and every 7' € [0,7) there exists a modification
27 of the mild solution Z. (or, equivalently, of the weak solution Y, ) in the sense
of Definition 3.7 (or 3.9) such that 27 has 7'-Hoélder continuous sample paths and
belongs to LP(2; o7 ([0, T; Hf‘))

Proof. We first invoke Theorem 3.12 with n = 0 and 7 € (0,1) to establish that
Z,, belongs to C%7 ([0, T]; L4(%; H)) for every g € [1,00). The result then follows
by choosing g > 1 sufficiently large, applying the Kolmogorov—Chentsov continuity
theorem (see e.g. [21, Theorem 3.9]), and using nestedness of the L? spaces. O

3.3.2. A simplified condition and its application to the Garding inequality case.
Whenever also Assumption 3.1(iii) holds, it is possible to replace the condition
in (3.19) by one which is simpler to check in practice. In this case, the operator
A satisfies square function estimates (see Subsection B.2.3 in Appendix B), one of
which is used to prove the next result.

Proposition 3.14. Suppose that Assumptions 3.1(1),(iii),(iv) are satisfied. Let
0,0 € [0,00) and v € (% + 6, oo) N [% +0+ %5, oo), where r € [0, 0] is taken such
that Q2 € ZL(H; HY). Then,

/0 Ht’yiliés(t)Q%H?z’z(H;H;)dt ~(7.9) HAM%JYQ%H;(H;H;)'

Proof. Applying Lemma B.7, see Appendix B, with a := v — 6 — 3 € (0,00) and
z:= AST0r3-7Qzy € H for y € H shows that

[l s a Qb at s 470, wen
0

Summing both sides over an orthonormal basis for H and using the Fubini—Tonelli
theorem to interchange integration and summation on the left-hand side yields the
desired conclusion. (]

Remark 3.15. Proposition 3.14 shows that under the additional assumption that A¢
admits a bounded H*°-calculus with wy(Ac) < §, which e.g. is satisfied whenever
A is self-adjoint and strictly positive, it suffices to check that v > n + %,
v >n+ M and that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || A"+7+2-7Qz2 | (.29
is bounded to conclude the regularity results of Theorem 3.12. This conditic?n
coincides with the one imposed in [46, Section 4, Theorem 6] to derive regularity
in the non-fractional case vy =1 for p=2,0 =0, n =0 and 7 < 1/2.



ANALYSIS OF FRACTIONAL PARABOLIC STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 15

Corollary 3.16. Let § € [0,00) and v € (% + 5,00). Suppose that A satisfies
Assumption 3.1(1) and that there exists a constant n € [0, 00) such that A= A+nl
satisfies Assumptions 3.1(1),(iii),(iv) and A*T3-7Q3% € Z(H). Then, the mild
solution Z. in the sense of Definition 3.7 exists and belongs to C([0,T]; L (Q; H))

for every p € [1,00). If § > 0, then for every p € [1,00) there exists a modification
of Z in LP(Q; C([0,T); H)) which has continuous sample paths.

Proof. Note that S(t) = e”té\(t) holds for every ¢ > 0, where (§(t))t20 denotes the

~

Co-semigroup generated by —A. Hence, by Proposition 3.14 we find that

T 12 T sa 12
/0 [ 6S(t)Q2Hgg(H) dt§62nT/0 [k 55(0@5”32(11)&

Stray AT ATHEQE|,

5 (H) < 00.

The claim now follows from Theorem 3.8. |

We illustrate the utility of Corollary 3.16 in the following example. It is con-
cerned with the case that the operator A is induced by a continuous bilinear form
a: VxV — R, where V — H is dense in H, and a is not necessarily coercive on V;
see also [37, Section 7.3.2]. We note that this setting applies to a variety of impor-
tant applications, including symmetric and non-symmetric differential operators of
even orders.

Example 3.17. Let (V, (-, -)v) be a Hilbert space which is densely and continu-
ously embedded in H. Suppose that A: D(A) C H — H is induced by a bilinear
form a: V x V — R which is bounded and satisfies a Garding inequality, i.e., there
exist constants ag, a1 € (0,00) and 7 € [0, 00) such that

la(u, v)| < aq|lullv]v]lv Yu,v €V, (3.20)

a(u, ) > allulld - nllul% Vuev. (3.21)

The Garding inequality (3.21) can be interpreted as coercivity of the bilinear form
a(u,v) := a(u,v) +n(u,v)g on V, associated with A = A+ nl, while (3.20) implies
that a is bounded. The complexified sesquilinear form ac: Ve x Ve — C, which is

defined analogously to (B.2) and induces the operator /T«;, inherits the boundedness
and coercivity from a. Thus, there exist ap,@; € (0,00) such that

lac (u, )| < aflullve [|v]lve Vu,v € Ve,
Reac(u,u) > &0||u||%/(C Yu e V.

Therefore, aollull3, < Reac(u,u) < |ac(u,u)] < afullf, < %Re ac(u, u) follows
for every u € Vg. If Vi # {0}, these estimates imply that ap < a; and

~ 1/2
| Im e (u, w)| = v/Jac(w, w)|? — | Reac(u, u)? < (% - 1) Redc(u,u) Yu e Ve.
0

This shows that —Ac generates a bounded analytic Co-semigroup (§C(t))t20 of
contractions on Hg, cf. [59, Theorem 1.54], where we used that (—oco,0) C p(Ag)
by [59, Proposition 1.22]. Applying [42, Theorems 10.2.24 and 10.4.21] and using
that w(Ac) € [0, %), since (Sc(t))i>o is bounded analytic (see Theorem B.2), we
find that Ac admits a bounded H>-calculus of angle wg~(A¢) = w(Ag) € [0,%).
Thus, we are in the setting of Corollary 3.16. In particular, the existence of a mean-

square continuous mild solution to (3.1) for v > £ follows if ||A\%’7Q% |, ey < 0.
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3.3.3. The proof of Theorem 3.12. We split the proof of Theorem 3.12 into several
intermediate results. Before stating and proving these, we introduce the following
function, which generalizes the integrand in (3.13) used to define mild solutions.
Given a € R, b € [0,00) and & € [0,00), define ®,;: (0,00) — Z(H; HS) by

D, (1) :=t*A’S(1)Q?,  t € (0,00). (3.22)
Note that a mild solution Z, in the sense of Definition 3.7 satisfies the relation
1

t
Ve (0,T]:  Z,(t) = 7/ B 1ot —s)dIW(s), P-as.,
K L(v) Jo 77
where W (t) := Q=3 WQ(t), t > 0, is a cylindrical Wiener process.
The first result quantifies spatial regularity of the continuous-in-time stochastic
convolution with ®,; in LP(2; H])-sense. Recall from Section 2 that (W (t))i>o0
denotes an (arbitrary) H-valued cylindrical Wiener process with respect to (Fy)i>o0.

Proposition 3.18. Let Assumption 3.1(i) hold, and let a € R, b,o € [0,00) and
T € (0,00) be given. If o # 0, then suppose moreover that Assumptions 3.1(ii),(iv)
are satisfied. If the function ®,; defined in (3.22) belongs to L?(0,T; % (H; HY)),
i.e.,

T
/ 18050112, 101, < 00,
then t — fo ap(t — ) AW (s) belongs to C([0,T); LP(; HS)) for all p € [1,00).

Proof. We first note that the assumption ®,, € L?*(0,T;.%(H; HY)), combined
with the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (see [51, Theorem 6.1.2]) and the
continuous embedding

L3 H%) — I HS),  pe(l,2), o€ [0,00), (3.23)
imply that fo ap(t — 5)dW (s) indeed is a well-defined element of LP(Q; H) for
all t € [0,T] and every p € [1,00).

It remains to check the LP(Q; H)-continuity of ¢ — fo ap(t —s)dW(s). For
fixed t € [0,T) and h € (0,T — t], we split the stochastic integrals as follows:

t+h t
/ Bop(t+h — 5) AW (s) — / B ot — ) ATV (s)
0 0

t+h ¢
:/ (I)a,b(t+h75)dW(S)+/0 [@p(t+h —s) — Py p(t — )] AW (s).

For p € [2,00), the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality yields

t+h t
/ D, p(t+h—s)dW(s)+ /0 [Pop(t+h—5)— DPgp(t —s)]dW(s)

LP(Q;HG)
t+h 12
o | [ 1l b= 91 i
1/2
[/ 1Dt +h—s)— @, (—s)|>22ﬂ2(H.Ha)ds}

1/
|:/ H(I)ab )”32 H;HY) du:| [/ ||(I)ab T+ h (T)H?.‘Zz(H,HZ) d’l":| ,
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where u :=t + h — s and r := t — 5. Since ®,;, € L*(0,T;.%(H; H%)) the first
integral tends to zero as h | 0 by dominated convergence. The second term tends
to zero by Lemma A.4, see Appendix A.

For t € (0,T] and h € [—t,0), the difference of stochastic integrals can be

rewritten using fot _ [trh f;_h Thus, we obtain, for every p € [2, 00), the bound

0
o

where we again used the change of variables r := ¢t — s. Both terms on the last line
tend to zero, again by dominated convergence and Lemma A .4, respectively.
Finally, we note that the result for p = 2 implies that for p € [1,2) by (3.23). O

t+h t
/ B ot + h— 5) AW (s) — / By ot — ) ATV (s)
0 0

LP(Q;HZ)

—h 1/2 t 1/2
L1 gy 4|+ | [ 1l 1) = @) i |

Furthermore, we obtain the following result regarding the temporal Holder con-
tinuity of the stochastic convolution with the function @, in (3.22).

Proposition 3.19. Let Assumptions 3.1(i),(ii) hold, let T € (0,00), a € (—3,0),
b,o €[0,00) and 7 € (0,a+ 3] N(0,1). If o # 0, then suppose also that Assump-
tion 3.1(iv) holds. If A=9=2t0+7Q3 € Z5(H; HY) and g, is defined by (3.22),
then t — fot Do p(t — 5) AW (s) belongs to CO7([0,T); L (; HS)) for all p € [1,00).

Proof. For t € [0,T) and h € (0,T — t], we obtain

H /Ot+h Do p(t+h—s)dW(s) — /O t Dy p(t — 5) AW (s)

Lr(HY)
t
< ‘ / [@ap(t+h—5)—Pap(t—s)] dW(s)
0 Lr(HY)
t+h Ly
+ ‘ / Qo p(t+h—s)dW(s) - Swan) hT||ATe 2R ng(H;Hg)
t LP(Q;HY)
by Lemmas A.6 and A.7, see Appendix A. The analogous result for the case that
t € (0,T] and h € [—t,0) follows upon splitting fot = J+h Jrftzrh and applying the
lemmas with £ :=t+h € [0,T) and h := —h € (0,T —t]. O

We now investigate temporal mean-square differentiability. To this end, we need
the following estimate which is implied by (3.3): For all a € R, b € [0, 00), we have
Vee [0,00):  [[@ap(t)z)m Se t*¢|AP Q% VaeD(A'QF).  (3.24)
The next lemma records some information about the derivatives of ®, 3 in (3.22).
Lemma 3.20. Let Assumptions 3.1(i),(ii) be satisfied, and let a € R, b, o € [0, 00).

If o € (0,00), suppose furthermore that Assumption 3.1(iv) holds. Then, the func-
tion O,y defined by (3.22) belongs to C*((0,00); L (H; HY)) with kth derivative

d” i PN L
T Dop(t) =D Cojit®™ " DAMIS(1)Q% = > Cajk®a—(u—iyps(t), (3.25)
j=0 =0

where Cqj = (—1) (’;) Hf:_f(a —(k—j)+1) fora€R, jkeNy, j<k.
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Moreover, if r € [0,2b+ o] is such that Q2 € ZL(H; HY) and n € Ny satisfies
n < a—b— 5%, then @, has a continuous extension in C"([0,00); L (H; HY))
with all n derivatives vanishing at zero.

Proof. Since (S(t))¢>0 is assumed to be analytic, S(-) is infinitely differentiable
from (0, 00) to Z(H), with jth derivative (—A)7S(-) and, for ¢ € (0,00), & := %,

(47 55()] V(1) = [S(- - ) A" 5]V (1)
= (—AYS(t —e)APTES(e) = (—1)T ATTIFES(2).
Here, the limits for the derivatives are taken in the .Z(H) norm. This is equiva-
lent to [A*S(-)]W)(t) = (—1)7 A7t S(t) with respect to the .Z(H; H$) norm. The
expression for the kth derivative of ®,; thus follows from the Leibniz rule.

Now let r € [0,2b+0], n € Ng be such that n < a—b— 25~ and Q2 € Z(H; HY).
To prove the second claim, we derive that for all k € {0,1,...,n} and ¢ € (0,00)

dk k s g o—1 r
Hdk%,b(t)H = 3" Coyte D AT (1) AE Q3
t zm:ag) 155 Z(H)
a—k—b—25" 1
Sabk,ro) t = |Q2 L(HHT)

by applying (3.24) to each summand with ¢ := b+ j 4+ %5~ > 0. Furthermore, since
a—k—b—25" > a—n—b—25" > 0, the above quantity tends to zero as ¢ | 0. Hence,
extending t — % ®,.5(t) by zero at t = 0 gives a function in C([0, 00); L (H; HY))
for all k € {0,1,...,n}. Inductively it follows then that the kth derivative of the
zero extension is the zero extension of the original kth derivative. [

Proposition 3.21. Let o € [0,00), and whenever o € (0,00) require additionally
Assumptions 3.1(1),(ii),(iv). Suppose that ¥ € Hé,{o}(O’T;ZQ(H;HZ)) and let O’
denote its weak derivative. Then, for every p € [1,00), the stochastic convolution
t— f(f U(t — s)dW (s) is differentiable from [0,T] to LP(; HY), with derivative

d t t
% Ut —s)dW(s) = / U'(t—s)dW(s) Vtel0,T]. (3.26)
0 0
Proof. For t € [0,T) and h € (0,T — ¢], we can write

}l[/()tM U(t+h—s) dW(s)—/Ot\If(t—s)dW(S)] —/Ot V' (t—s)dW(s)

:/Ot{\ll(t+h—sl1—\ll(t—s

) 't — s):| dW(s) + % /Hh U(t4+h—s)dW(s)
=1+
For t € (0,T] and h € [—t,0), we instead have
t+h t t
% {/0 U(t+h—s)dW(s) — /0 U(t—s) dW(s)} - /0 U/ (t —s)dW(s)

_ /Hh[\ll(t—&—h—sf)L—\IJ(t—s)
0

W s)} AW (s)

1t t - - -
_7/ \IJ(t—s)dW(s)—/ W(t—s)dW(s) = I + 10 + 10"
h’ t+h t+h
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We first deal with the terms I}, Note that ¥ € H{ o (0, T; Z5(H; HY)) implies

U(u) = [, ¥'(r)dr for all u € (0,|h]), see [32, §5.9.2, Theorem 2. In conjunction
with the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (combined with the embedding (3.23)
if p€[1,2)) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, this leads to

hE 1 || ) 1/2
1 araiogy o | ] 1900 iy

1 |k u 2 1/2
I
< m {/0 (/0 | (7’)||32(H;Hg) dr) d“} < ||‘I’/|\L2(o,|h\;$2(H;Hg))'

Moreover, we find that

t 1/2
h™ 2
HIS HLp(Q;Hg) Sp [/t+h W' (t — S)”%(H;H;;) ds]
R 1/2
2
| I gy e = 1 i
Since W' € L2(0,T; % (H; HY)), we have that ||\IJI||L2(O,\h|;££2(H;Hg)) —0ash—=0

by dominated convergence. Thus, it remains to deal with the I {Li terms. For the
case of positive h, we find using the definition of the difference quotient Dy, (see
Equation (A.6) in Subsection A.4 of Appendix A) that

t 2 1/2
+ Ut+h—s)—P(t—s)
I Ny 5o | : W) ds
0 Lo(H;HY)
t 2 1/2
v h)—WU
- [ / (Wt h) =00 gy du]
0 h Z2(H;HY)
= ||Dp¥ — ‘I’/HL?(o,t;fz(H;H;’,))'
For the case of negative h, we arrive at
t+h 2 1/2
- U(t+h—s)—U(t—2s)
HI{L HLT’(Q;HZ) 51) |:/ h —\I//(t_5> ) dS
0 L5 (H;HS)
| w(uth) - ? /2
_ { / (wrh) =20 gy, du}
—h h gz(H;HZ)

= I1DhY = || 12y (150
The convergence limy,_o ||I{’i ”LP(Q-HZ) = 0 follows then from Proposition A.8. [
We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.12.

Proof of Theorem 5.12. We first claim that the mild solution, interpreted as a
mapping Z,: [0,7] — LP(2; HY), is n times differentiable and that, for every
ke€{0,1,...,n} and all t € [0, 7], its kth derivative satisfies

I —
k) (1) — (k)
Z )(t) = @/0 DY o(t —s)dW(s), P-as., (3.27)
where <I’§k_)1,o is the kth derivative of ®.,_; o given by (3.25), and W is the cylindrical
Wiener process W (t) := Q =We (t), t > 0. We prove this by induction with respect



20 KRISTIN KIRCHNER AND JOSHUA WILLEMS

to k. For k = 0, the identity (3.27) follows from Definition 3.7 and (3.22). Now let
ke {0,1,...,n — 1} and suppose that Z, is k times differentiable and (3.27) holds.
Then, the induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.20 show that, for all ¢ € [0, T7,

¢
%Zv(t) (ft ZP(t) = ;t[ (1 )/O % o(t —5)dW(s)
7i£/ Z:C”‘10’7’6‘1%—1—(1%3')4(t*s)dW(s), P-a.s.
F()dt Jo =
Fixing an arbitrary j € {0,1,...,k}, it suffices to verify that ¥ := &, _1_(,_;);

satisfies the conditions of Proposition 3.21, so that (3.26) holds for the cylindrical
Wiener process W. Indeed, having proved this for an arbitrary j, by linearity

dkﬂ 1 / N
a Z " T(y) / ZC—1vjvkq>w—1—(k—j),j(t*S)dW(S)
=0
1 . _
=5 /0 (1 )W (s), Peas,

follows, where the latter identity is an equality of the operator-valued integrands.
Using (3.3) with ¢ := b, the identity A% ®, ,(t) = 2%(¢/2)*A’S(t/2) A% S(t/2)Q2
and a change of variables u := t/2, we observe that

T /2
e s dt
sl St | [ @22 AES/2Q 5

T At
] 1o/ iy 5 | <l

holds for all @ € R and b € [0,00). For ¥ = &, _;_(;,_;) ; we use (3.28) to obtain

(3.28)

(0,742 (H; Hf’))

H‘I’HLz(OTJQ(HH 7)) N(%lw H(I)W 1— kO”LZ(Osz(H H9))

The norm on the right-hand side is finite by (3.19), since k < n—1 < n. Next, noting
that v —1—-k— %5
that ¢ — W(t) has a continuous extension in Cy 10y ([0, T'}; £ (H; H%)). Furthermore,
also by Lemma 3.20, ¥ is differentiable from (0,7) to .Z(H; HY), with derivative

U =(y=1—=(k=3)Py—1—(h—j)=1, — Py—1—(k—yj),j+1-
Applying the triangle inequality and (3.28) then shows that

19l 20,7520 (13 115)) Sevie) |1 ®y—1-G+1),0ll L2020 (112179
where the norm on the right-hand side is finite by (3. 19) as k+1<mn. Since
S (H; HY) < £ (H; H), Lemma A.9 implies that ¥ € H, {0}(0 T; % (H; HY)).
Thus, we may indeed use Proposition 3.21, and the dlfferentlablhty follows.
It remains to show that the nth derivative nyn) is (Holder) continuous, i.e.,
Z,(yn) € CO’T([O,T]'LP(Q'HZ)). To this end, we use (3.27) and (3.25), and write

t
vVt €[0,T]: Z(" = ZCV 1Jn/ 1= (n—j),;(t —8)dW (s), P-a.s.

The case 7 = 0 (i.e., contlnulty) follows after applying, for all j € {0,1,...,n},
Proposition 3.18 with a = v —1—(n—j) and b = j. Note that ®,_;_(,_;) ; indeed
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is an element of L2(0,T; % (H; HY)) for all j € {0,...,n} by (3.19) and (3.28). For
TE ((), y—n— %] N(0, 1), the Holder continuity of Zg”) follows from Proposition 3.19
which we may apply, for all j € {0,1,...,n}, witha=~v—-1—(n—j) and b = j,
since A"tT377Q3 € L (H; HY) is assumed. O

4. COVARIANCE STRUCTURE

In this section, we study the covariance structure of solutions to (3.1). More
specifically, we consider the mild solution process (Z,(t))c[o,r) from Definition 3.7.
The covariance structure of Z, will be expressed in terms of the family of covariance
operators (Qz, (5,t))sejo,r) € £ (H) which satisfies, for all s,t € [0,T], that

(Qz, (s, )z, y)u = E[(Z,(s) — E[Z,(s)], 2) 1 (Z(t) = E[Z (1), y)u] Va,y € H.
Note that this family is well-defined whenever Z, is square-integrable, e.g., under
the assumptions made in Theorem 3.8. Note also that E[Z,(t)] = 0 for all ¢t € [0,T].

We present three results on the covariance operators of the mild solution Z,.
The most general result is Proposition 4.1, which provides an explicit integral rep-
resentation of Q7 (s,t). Corollary 4.2 is concerned with the asymptotic behavior
of the covariance operator Qz. (t,t) as t — oo. Subsequently, in Corollary 4.3 we
consider a situation in which the covariance is separable in time and space, and
prove that the temporal part is asymptotically of Matérn type.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that Assumption 3.1(i) and (3.14) hold. The covariance
operators (Qz,(8,1))s,ccio,1) associated with Z., satisfy the representation

1 sAt - *
T(7)? /0 (s —7)(t — )] 7LS(t — r)Q[S(s — r)]* dr- (4.1)
Proof. Square-integrability of Z, is a consequence of Theorem 3.8 and (3.14). In

order to prove the integral representation (4.1), for s € [0,T], r € (0,s) and x € H,
we define f(s,r;z) € Z(H;R) by

f(s,m2)z = [0V Nz, (s =) S(s —r)]*2)y, z€ H.

We proceed similarly as in [45, Lemma 3.10] and obtain (4.1) from the It6 isometry
combined with the polarization identity:

E{(Zy(s), )1 (Z, (1), y)u] = E [ / " (s, a) AWR(r) | rermawe)

QZ’Y (S,t) =

sAt
= [ Grnn@b Q) gy O

1 sAt 1 i
- o / (s — )t — I (S(E — PIQIS(s — )]z y) s -

Then, (4.1) follows from exchanging the order of integration and taking the inner
product, which is justified since (0, sAt) 3 7+ [(s—r)(t—r)] 7 LS(t—r)Q[S(s—7)]*x
is integrable by (3.14). O

By imposing more assumptions on the operator A, one can obtain explicit repre-
sentations of the asymptotic covariance structure of Z, as t — oo, as the next two
corollaries show. Note that, if (3.14) holds for § = 0 and T' = o0, in Definition 3.7
the stochastic convolution Zy and the mild solution Z, are well-defined on the infi-
nite time interval [0, 00). It is thus meaningful to consider the asymptotic behavior.
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Corollary 4.2. Let Assumptions 3.1(1),(ii),(iv) be satisfied and let v € (1/2,00).
Suppose that (3.14) holds for § = 0 and T = oco. If for everyt € [0,00) the operator
S(t) is self-adjoint and commutes with the covariance operator Q of W<, we have

lim Q7 (1) = D(y = 1/2) 2V/A0 ()] " A"21Q in Z(H).

Proof. Starting from the identity (4.1) for a fixed t = s € [0,00), we recall self-
adjointness of the operators (S(t));>0 and the commutativity with @ to obtain that

R S PP S PR ~dr
o | = nP0s (- -

1

t B gl-2y 2
= EOE /0 (t —r)*72QS(2t — 2r)dr = W/O u?2QS (u) du,

where we also used the semigroup property and the change of variables u := 2(t — r).
Now we interchange the bounded linear operator ) with the integral, and pass to
the limit ¢ — oo in Z(H), which by (B.3) with o := 2y — 1 € (0, 00) gives

lim Q7 (1) = 2'7'T(2y = D[[(7)] 2A"2Q =T(y—1/2)[2V/aT(7)] A 21Q.

The last equality follows by applying the Legendre duplication formula for the
gamma function (see e.g. [58, Formula 5.5.5]) to I'(2y — 1) = T'(2[y — 1/2]). O

C?Z,Y (ta t) =

Corollary 4.3. Suppose the setting of Corollary 4.2 and let A := kI for k € (0, 00).

Then the covariance function of Z., is separable and its temporal part is asymptot-

ically of Matérn type, i.c., there is a function oz : [0,00) x [0,00) = R such that
Vs7t € [Oa OO) : QZ.Y(svt) = QZ.Y(Sat) Qv

| ot
Vh € R\ {O} : tllgolo QZ,Y (t7t+ h) = W(HVN)’Y 2K,y_%(lﬂ3|h|). (42)

Remark 4.4. On the right-hand side of (4.2), one recognizes the Matérn covariance
function (1.1) with smoothness parameter v = v — 1/2, correlation length parame-

ter £ and variance 0% = k! =T (y — 1/2) [2y/7L(v)] -

Proof of Corollary 4.3. For s,t > 0, the integral representation (4.1) yields
1 SAt 1 —klatt_or

fo ] (== e arg = 0, (0)Q,

where we moved the bounded operator Q € Z(H) out of the integral. Next, we fix
h € (0,00), let t € [0,00) and perform the change of variables u := h + 2(t — r),

1—-2v
['(7)?
Thus, by passing to the limit ¢ — oo, we obtain

C?Z,Y (57 t) =

2t+h
oz, (6t 4 1) =0z, (4 ht) = 2 [ [k B = B le du
h

: 21727 > 2 2\V—1 _ku
tlinologzw(t,t+h)w/h (u> = k%) e du
2 2 ERine)
['(v)? L(y)? rkr—z = 72
where L[f](x) denotes the Laplace transform of the function f: [0,00) — R evalu-
ated at k, and the last identity follows from [57, Chapter I, Formula 3.13]. (]

Llu— (02 =52 100 ()] (5) (kh),
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5. SPATIOTEMPORAL WHITTLE-MATERN FIELDS

In this section, we demonstrate how the results of the previous Sections 3 and 4
can be related to the widely used statistical models involving generalized Whittle—
Matérn operators (1.3) on H = L?(X), where X = D C R? is a bounded domain in
the Euclidean space (see Subsection 5.1) or a surface X = M (see Subsection 5.2).

5.1. Bounded Euclidean domains. Throughout this subsection, let () # D C R?
be a bounded, connected and open domain. In order to rigorously define the sym-
metric, strongly elliptic second-order differential operator L, formally given by (1.3),
as a linear operator on L?(D), we make the following assumptions on its coefficients
k:D — Rand a: D — R¥? as well as on the spatial domain D C R,

sym ?
Assumption 5.1 (Euclidean domain—minimal conditions).

(i) D has a Lipschitz continuous boundary 9D;
(ii) a € L™ (D; ]RdXd) is strongly elliptic, i.e.,

sym
36>0: essinf ¢la(z)é > 0|2 VEERY
(iii) k € L*>(D).
Under these assumptions, we introduce the bilinear form
ar: Hy(D) x Hy (D) — R, ar(u,v) == (aVu, Vv)r2(py + (£°u,v) 12(p),

which is symmetric, continuous and coercive. We say that u € H} (D) belongs to
the domain D(L) of the differential operator L if and only if |az (u,v)| Sy [|v]|2(p)
holds for all v € H (D). In this case, we define Lu as the unique element of L?(D)
which satisfies the relation a(u,v) = (Lu,v)2(p) for all v € Hj(D).

By the Lax-Milgram theorem the inverse L™1 € Z(L?*(D); H}(D)) exists and
can be extended to L~! € Z(H}(D)*; H(D)). Moreover, it is a consequence of the
Rellich-Kondrachov theorem (see [2, Theorem 6.3]) that L~! is compact on L?(D).
For this reason, the spectral theorem for self-adjoint compact operators is applicable
and shows that there exist an orthonormal basis (e;)jen for L*(D) and a non-
decreasing sequence (\;) en of positive real numbers accumulating only at infinity
such that Le; = Aje; holds for all j € N. Furthermore, the eigenvalues of L satisfy
the following asymptotic behavior, known as Weyl’s law [28, Theorem 6.3.1]:

\j = j§7% vjeN. (5.1)

In this setting, for two differential operators L and Lon L? (D) with coefficients a, &
and a, k, respectively, we obtain the following corollary from the regularity results in
Section 3 for spatiotemporal Whittle-Matérn fields, where A := L? and Q := L™=

Corollary 5.2. Let a, 3,0 € [0,00), set r := % ANoif f>0andr:=0cif =0,

(c—r)V1
2 )

and suppose that n € Ny, 7 € [0,1) and v € (n + oo) are such that

'yzn—l-w and By>4%—2+8(n+1+2). (5.2)

Let L: D(L) C HY(D) — L2(D) and L: D(L) C H}(D) — L%(D) be symmetric,
strongly elliptic second-order differential operators as defined above, cf. (1.3). Sup-
pose that Assumption 5.1(1) holds for D C R?% and that the coefficients a,r of L
and a,k ofz satisfy Assumptions 5.1(ii),(iil). Assume further that L and L diag-
onalize with respect to the same orthonormal basis (e;)jen for L?(D), i.e., there
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exist non-decreasing sequences (\;)jen, (\j)jen of positive real numbers such that
Le; = \je; and Eej = Xjej for all j € N.

Then, setting A := L? and Q := L=, the mild solution Z+ to (3.1) in the sense of
Definition 3.7, see also (1.4), belongs to C™7([0,T); LP(Q; HS)) for all p € [1,00).
If the above conditions hold withn = 0 and T € (0,1), then for every p € [1,00) and
all " € [0,7) the mild solution Z., has a modification 27 € LP(Q; o7 ([0, T); Hf‘))

Proof. By the spectral mapping theorem for fractional powers of operators, see e. g
[52, Section 5.3], we obtain that Ae; = LPe; = )\ﬂe] and Qe; = L %¢; = )\
In particular, it follows that A inherits the self—adjomtness and strict posmve—
definiteness from L. This readily implies that 0 € p(A). By [42, Proposition 10.2.23]
we see that Ac admits a bounded H°-calculus of angle wge(Ac) = 0, showing
that Assumptions 3.1(i)—(iv) are satisfied for A.

Furthermore, we note that, for every o, s € [0, 00), we have that Hf‘ = Hzﬁ and
the spaces H 7 and H % are isomorphic. The latter fact follows from the asymptotic

behavior (5.1) of the eigenvalues (A )]GN and (/\ )jen, since L and L have the same
eigenfunctions. Thus, we obtain that Qz =L~ % ¢ Z(H;HY) C ZL(H; HY).

Since v € (2 + n, oo) [2 ) is assumed by Proposition 3.14 (see
also Remark 3.15) the condition (3.19) of Theorem 3.12 is equivalent to requiring
that A""‘%_WQ% € XQ(H;HX). Since also v € (”gr ) N [n + 7+ %,oo), we
therefore conclude with Theorem 3.12 that it suffices to check that the quantity

||Ag+n+r+l — HLﬁ gHntr+3—) T

7AYQ ||$2(H) 77||$2(H)

:fJHLB pnrd ) g |2 = 3O AP(E g B

Jj=1

is finite. Indeed, applying Weyl’s law (5.1) to both L and E, it follows that

o\ 28(§+ntr+E-7)7 g - A[8(ntr+152) —Br—g]
>N A S fom) 1 : )
j=1 j=1

so that (5.3) is finite if and only if (5.2) holds, as we assume. Then, for allp € [1, 00),
Theorem 3.8, Theorem 3.12 and Proposition 3.14 yield the existence of a mild
solution Z, € C™7([0,T); L (; HF)), which is unique up to modification. The last
assertion for n =0 and 7 € (0, 1) follows from Corollary 3.13. O

The spatial regularity obtained in Corollary 5.2 is measured using the spaces
Hfl =H f”. It would be more practical to express this in terms of fractional-order
Sobolev spaces H(D), s > 0. This raises the question of how Hj and H*(D) relate.
The answer to this question depends on the smoothness of the coefficients a, k and
of the boundary 9D. We therefore introduce two additional sets of assumptions:
Assumption 5.3 is only slightly more restrictive than the minimal conditions of
Assumption 5.1, whereas Assumption 5.4 requires a high degree of smoothness.
Assumption 5.3 (Euclidean domain—H?(D)-regular setting).

(i) D is convex.

(i) a: D — R¥X4 is Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,

sym

la;j(z) — ai;(y)| S llz —yllge Vz,y € D, Vi,je{l,...,d}.



ANALYSIS OF FRACTIONAL PARABOLIC STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 25

Assumption 5.4 (Euclidean domain—smooth setting).
(i) The boundary 9D is of class C*;

(ii) a;; € C*(D) holds for all i,j € {1,...,d}, i.e., for all entries of a;
(iii) k € C>=(D).

The results of the next lemma are taken from [22, Lemma 2] and [13, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 5.5. Let L: D(L) C H}(D) — L*(D) be a symmetric second-order differ-
ential operator as defined as above, cf. (1.3). Then, the following assertions hold:

(a) If Assumption 5.1 is satisfied, then Hi < H*(D) for all s € [0,1]. Moreover,
the norms || - ||HL and || - || gs(p) are equivalent on H} for s € [0,1]\ {1/2};
(b) If Assumptions 5.1 and 5.3 are fulfilled, then

(HL N - llgry) = (HD) NV HG(D), || - e(py) Vs € [1,2];

(¢) If Assumptions 5.1 and 5.4 are satisfied, then we have Hi < H*(D) for all
s € [0,00), and the norms || - ”HL’ || - |y are equivalent on Hs for every
s €[0,00) \ €, where € := {2k + 1/2: k € Ny} is called the exclusion set.

Combining Lemma 5.5 with the results of Corollary 5.2 shows that the mild
solution Z, is an element of C™7 ([0, T; L?(Q; H?? (D))), provided that o3 € [0, 5],
where s’ € [1,00) is prescribed by the smoothness of the coefficients a, x and the
boundary 9D via Lemma 5.5(a), (b) or (c). Note that we do not have to take the
exclusion set € into account, as we only need the embedding H $ — H*(D).

Lastly, we consider the covariance structure of the mild solution, as treated in
the abstract setting in Section 4. The most illustrative results are the asymptotic
formulas presented in Corollaries 4.2 and 4.3, which we translate to the current
setting in Corollary 5.6. We see that (Whittle-)Matérn operators are recovered as
marginal spatial or temporal covariance operators.

Corollary 5.6. Consider the setting of Corollary 5.2 with L = E, ie, Q:=L"%
Let o, 8 € [0,00) and v € (1/2,00) be such that By > %(g —a+ ﬁ), and let Z,
be the mild solution in the sense of Definition 3.7. Then the asymptotic marginal
spatial covariance of Z., satisfies

lim Q. (t,1) = D(y = 1/2) [2V/AT(7)] L0207 in 2(L*(D)).
For 8 =0, the covariance of Z., is separable in the sense that there exists a function
0z, [0,00) x [0,00) = R such that
Qz,(s,t) =0z, (s,t) L™ Vs,t €0,00),
and for all h € R\ {0} we have
lim Q7 (.t +h) =277 [VaD(y)] A" 2K,y (Ih]) L™ in Z(L*(D)).

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of the mild solution Z, follow from Corollary 5.2
with L = L and n = 7 = ¢ = 0. Recall from its proof that A satisfies Assump-
tions 3.1(i)—(iv). Note also that A = L? is self-adjoint and Q = L=% € .Z(L*(D))
commutes with A, so that it also commutes with S(¢) for all ¢ € [0,00), cf. [37,
Theorem 1.3.2(a)]. All assertions follow thus from Corollaries 4.2 and 4.3. O
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Remark 5.7. The asymptotic results obtained in Corollary 5.6 are in accordance
with the marginal spatial and temporal covariance functions derived in [6, Propo-
sition 3.1 and Corollary 3.3] for the case of the differential operator L = 72 — A
acting on functions defined on all of R? where ~y, € (0,00). Note that, in order to
exploit Fourier techniques, in [6] the “time” variable ¢ is an element of the whole
real axis, t € R, instead of only its non-negative part.

Remark 5.8. Corollaries 5.2 and 5.6 explain and justify the roles of the parameters
a, f and . They control three important properties of spatiotemporal Whittle—
Matérn fields. Besides the temporal and spatial smoothness, measured respectively
by the quantities n + 7 and o, we identify a third degree of freedom: The degree
of separability, expressed by the ratio % € [0,00]. Indeed, if % = o0, i.e. B =0,
we observe that the covariance of the field is separable and that its temporal and
spatial behavior are exclusively governed by the parameters v and «, respectively.
In contrast, if % =0, i.e. = 0, the SPDE is driven by spatiotemporal Gaussian
white noise and the “coloring” of its solution is fully determined by the fractional
parabolic differential operator (at + LA )7.

5.2. Surfaces. In this subsection, we provide a brief demonstration of how the
above results can be extended to spatiotemporal Whittle-Matérn fields on more
general spatial domains. More precisely, we consider a smooth, closed, connected,
orientable and compact 2-surface M immersed in R and endowed with the positive
surface measure v on B(M), induced by the first fundamental form. An important
example of such a surface is given by the 2-sphere, M = S2

On H := L*(M), we consider the following analog of the symmetric, strongly
elliptic second-order differential operator from Subsection 5.1, formally given by

Lu ==V - (aVau) +£%u,  weD(L) C L (M),

where V 5¢ - and V z denote the surface divergence and the surface gradient, respec-
tively. We record the precise conditions on the surface M and on the coeflicients
a, k in Assumption 5.9 below; with regard to smoothness, they are analogous to the
setting of Assumption 5.4 in the case of a bounded Euclidean domain.

Assumption 5.9 (Surface—smooth setting).
(i) aisasymmetric tensor field, i.e., a(x): T, M — T, M is linear and symmetric
for all x € M, where T, M denotes the tangent space of x. Moreover, a is
smooth and strongly elliptic in the following sense:

30>0: VeeM,VEeT,M: € a(z)f > 0|2

(ii) The coefficient x: M — R is smooth and bounded away from zero, i.e., there
exists kg € (0,00) such that |k(x)| > Ko for all x € M.

The conditions in Assumption 5.9 are sufficient to ensure that L: H} — (H})* is
boundedly invertible, and has a compact inverse on L?(M). This allows us to find
an orthonormal basis (e;);jen for L?(M) and a non-decreasing sequence of positive
real eigenvalues (\;j)jeny of L accumulating only at infinity, as in Subsection 5.1.
Moreover, fractional powers L? are well-defined for all 5 € R, the sequence of
eigenvalues still satisfies Weyl’s law (5.1) (with d = 2), and a spectral mapping
theorem holds, cf. [71, Theorems XII.1.3 and XII.2.1]. These facts are sufficient
to repeat the proofs of Corollaries 5.2 and 5.6 yielding the analogous results, with
d = 2 and other obvious modifications to the conditions. In particular, the analog
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of Corollary 5.2 on the surface M implies regularity of the solution process in the
space C™7 ([0, T1; LP(Q; HP7 (M))).

An important difference from the (smooth) Euclidean setting of Assumption 5.4
is that under Assumption 5.9, the Sobolev space H*(M) and H i are isomorphic
for every s € [0,00), see [71, Example XII.2.1]. In other words, the absence of a
boundary OM implies that one does not need to exclude the exception set € from
the admissible exponents s in the analog of Lemma 5.5(c).

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

Throughout this section, H denotes a separable Hilbert space which, if not spec-
ified otherwise, is considered over the real scalar field R.

A.1. Bochner counterparts. The first auxiliary result records relations between
a (possibly unbounded) linear operator A: D(A) C H — H and its Bochner space
counterpart A which is defined on a subspace of L?(0,T; H), where T € (0, c0).

Lemma A.1. Let T € (0,00) and A: D(A) C H — H be a linear operator on a
real or complex Hilbert space H. Consider the associated operator A on L*(0,T; H)
as defined in (3.4). Then, the following hold:

(a) A is bounded if and only if A is bounded, and in that case we have

[ Al z20.1:m) = Al 2m);
(b) A is closed if and only if A is.

Proof. If A is bounded, then the inequality ||All«(z2(0,r;m)) < | Al 2a) is easily
verified. Now suppose that A is bounded. Then for all x € H we have

|Az|| i = 1T~ 10,1 ® Az|| L2 (0,1500) = AT~ 10,7y ® )| L2073 11)
< |l 20,7:mn 1T~ 10,1y @ Tl 220,701y = 1Al 2(L2 00,7580 12| 11-

Here, given f: (0,T7) — R and x € H, the function f®z: (0,7) — H is defined by
[f ®@z](t) :== f(t)z for all t € (0,T). We thus find that A is bounded with operator
norm [|All ¢ my < ||All. (L2 (0,1;#)), Which finishes the proof of (a).

To prove part (b), first let A be closed and let the sequence (v, )nen in D(A) be
such that v, — v and Av,, — y in L?(0,T; H). We need to prove that v € D(A)
and y = Av. Let (vp, )ren be a subsequence such that v,, — v and Av,, — y
in H, a.e. in (0,T), so that by the closedness of A it follows that v(¥}) € D(A) and
y(9) = Av(9) for a.a. ¥ € (0,T). From the latter we obtain that y = Av, which is
meaningful since v,y € L?(0,T; H) yields that v € D(A).

Now let A be closed and let (z,,)nen in D(A) be such that x, — = and Az, — y
in H. This implies the following convergences in L?(0,T; H):

Lo ®z, = 11 ®z,

AL o,1) ® zn) = 10,1 ® Azpy = L0,7) @ ¥.
Since A is closed, we deduce that 17y ®2 € D(A) and 1oy @y = A(1(o,7) @),
from which we may conclude x € D(A) and y = Ax. Hence A is closed. O

The following lemma is generally useful for determining the domain of a generator
of a given Cy-semigroup, and it will subsequently be used to show that the Bochner
space counterpart of a Cy-semigroup is again a Cy-semigroup, see Proposition A.3.



28 KRISTIN KIRCHNER AND JOSHUA WILLEMS

Lemma A.2. Let (S(t))t>0 be a Co-semigroup on H with infinitesimal generator
A:D(A) CH— H. If A: D(A) C H — H is a linear operator satisfying A C A
and D(A) is dense in D(A) with respect to the graph norm || - || z), then A = A.

Proof. Let (z, Az) € G(A) and choose a sequence (z,, )nen in D(A) such that z,, —
in D(A). Using A C A, we have (z,, Az,) = (2, Az,) — (z, Az) with respect to

the product norm on H x H, which shows that (x, Az) € G(A). Conversely, for
any (z,y) € G(A) there exists a sequence (,)neny € D(A) such that (z,, Az,) =
(zn, Az,) — (z,y) in H x H. Since A is closed as the generator of a Cp-semigroup,

see [31, Theorem II.1.4], we find that (z,y) € G(A). This proves G(A) = G(4). O

Proposition A.3. Let T € (0,00) and let Assumption 3.1(i) be satisfied. The
family (S(t))i>o0 of operators on L*(0,T; H) given by (3.5) is a Cy-semigroup with
infinitesimal generator —A, as defined by (3.4).

Proof. First note that the operators (S(t)):>o are well-defined in the sense that
they map elements in L?(0,7T; H) to L*(0,T; H). In fact, Lemma A.1(a) shows
that ||S(t)H$(L2(O,T;H)) = ||S(t)H_g(H) for all t > 0.

We now check that (S(t))i>0 is a Cp-semigroup. Clearly, S(0) = I and the
semigroup property holds. Let M > 1 and w € R be as in (3.2), so that

Vhe[0.1]: [[S(h)]l e < Me™™" < Me(=*)V0 = M.
To show strong continuity, let « € H, h € (0,1) and note that
IS(h)x — || F < 2015 (h)=[l3 + 2l|=l|7r < 2(M> + 1) |||

By dominated convergence, limp o [|S(h)v — v|| 20,7,y = 0 for v € L?(0,T; H).
Next we investigate the infinitesimal generator of (S(t)):>0, which we denote by

—A for the time being. We wish to show that A = A. Let 2 € D(A) and consider
2
1
H(S(h)m—x)—&-Ax + 2||Az||%;.

h H
To bound the first term, we use [60, Chapter 1, Theorem 2.4(d)] and note that, for
every h € (0,1), we obtain

1

1 2 1 (" h
‘ :Hh/ S(s) Az ds ﬁ/ 15(s) Az 1 ds
H 0 0

—(S(h)z —x)
The two previous displays show that, for v € L?(0,T;D(A)) and all h € (0,1),

h
/T]. 2
0

—(S(h)v(¥) —v(9)) + Av(ﬂ)‘ dv < 2(M2 + 1)HAU||%2(07T;H) < o0.
H
This justifies the use of the dominated convergence theorem to conclude that

Z < QH;(S(h)x —2)

2
<
H

2
< M?|| Azl

h

s . 1 . 2
—Av—%?gﬁ(S(h)v—v)——Av in L°(0,T;H),
ie., —A C —Aasve D(A) = L%0,T;D(A)) was arbitrary. Since D(A) is dense
in L?(0,T; H) (by density of D(A) in H), and S(¢) maps D(A) to itself for each
t > 0, Proposition 11.1.7 of [31] implies that D(.A) is dense in the domain D(.A)
of the generator of (S(t))>o with respect to the graph norm || - ”D(Z)' Applying

Lemma A.2 and noting that A is closed by Lemma A.1(b) completes the proof. O
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A.2. Translation operators.

Lemma A.4. Let U be a real and separable Hilbert space and let J := (0,T) for
some T € (0,00]. For every u € L2(J;U) we have that

}llii% |u(- +h) —ullz2(s,,0) = 0.

Here, we define for each h € R the interval Jp, := ((=h) V0, T A (T — h)) C J and
u(- + h): J, = U denotes the function u shifted to the left by an increment h.

Proof. Let v € C(J;U) and fix an arbitrary ¢ € (0,00). Choose a compact
interval [a,b] C [0,00) such that supp(v(- + h) —v|s,) € [a,b] for all h € [-1,1].
By the uniform continuity of v, there exists a § € (0, 1) such that, for all h € (=4, 9)
and every t € Jy, the estimate ||v(t + h) —v(t)||v < \/¢/(b— a) holds. Thus,

[o(t +h) = o)1 2,00 <€ Vh € (=6,0).

This shows the desired convergence for functions in the space C$°(J;U), which is
dense in L?(J;U); indeed, since the set of U-valued measurable simple functions is
dense in L?(J;U) [41, Lemma 1.2.19(1)], it suffices to note that the scalar-valued
function space C2°(J) is dense in L?(J) [2, Corollary 2.30]. Combined with the
fact that the translation operator is contractive from L?(J;U) to L?(J,;U) (and
thus bounded, uniformly in h), the result extends to L?(J;U). O

Proposition A.5. Let T € (0,00). The family (T (t))i>0 € Z(L?*(0,T; H)) defined
in (3.6) is a Co-semigroup whose infinitesimal generator is given by —0;, where Oy
is the Bochner—Sobolev vector-valued weak derivative on D(0;) = Hé,{o} (0,T;H).

Proof. Foreacht > 0, it is clear that T (t) is a well-defined contractive linear map on
L?(0,T; H). Furthermore, it follows readily from the definition (3.6) that 7(0) = I
and that the semigroup property is satisfied, since for all s,¢ > 0, v € L?(0,T; H)
and a.a. ¥ € [0,7] we have that

[T T (s)o)(9) = [T(5)0](@ — £) = 50 — t — ) = [T(t + 8)0] (V).

The strong continuity follows from Lemma A.4 for A 1 0.

Next, we turn to the generator of (7(t));>0. To this end, let an arbitrary
v € CX((0,T]; H) be given and note that its extension by zero to (—oo, T], again
denoted by v, is continuously differentiable with classical (and hence weak) deriv-
ative Oy = dyv by the compact support of v in (0,7]. Fix an arbitrary ¢ € [0, T].
The function t — v(¥ — t) is continuously differentiable on [0, 00) with derivative
t— 7519\/1)(19715) by the chain rule. Thus, the fundamental theorem of calculus gives

T@)v() —v() =v(0 —t) —v(9) = —/0 (‘/3:97)(19 —s)ds = —/0 [T (s)0sv](¥) ds
for every t > 0. It follows that
TH)v—v= —/0 T (s)0gv ds.

Furthermore, we know from [60, Chapter 1, Theorem 2.4(b)| that if R denotes the
generator of (7 (t))¢>o0, then we have

THtv—v= R/o T (s)vds,
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hence, combining the previous two displays yields
t t
R/ T(s)vds = —/ T (s)0gv ds. (A1)
0

Set v, ==+ fo s)vds for t € (0,00). It follows that v, — T (0)v = v in L?(0,T; H)
ast |0, see e.g. [60 Chapter 1, Theorem 2.4(a)]. Dividing both sides of (A.1) by
t € (0,00) and passing to the limit ¢ | 0, one obtains

t t
Ruy = R%/ T(s)vds = —%/ T(s)0gvds — =T (0)0yv = —Dyv.
0 0

Since R is assumed to be the generator of a Cy-semigroup, it is in particular closed
by [31, Proposition II.1.4]. Combined with the convergence v; — v and Rv; — —dyv
as t ] 0, this yields v € D(R) and Rv = —9yv, hence —0y|ce((0,7);) € R-

As C((0,T); H) is dense in L?(0,T; H) and T (t)C°((0,T]; H) C C°((0,T]; H)
for all ¢ > 0, we have that C2°((0,T]; H) is dense in D(R) with respect to the graph
norm of R by [31, Proposition II.1.7]. It is evident from the respective definitions
that || - lor) =~ || - |z (0,7;#)- These observations together imply

H(0,T;H)

D(R) = Co=((0, T, H) ) = C=((0, 7] H)

A.3. The proof of Lemma 3.6.

= Hj (0y(0,T;H). O

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Analogously to [26, Proposition 5.9] it can be shown that the
operator defined by the right-hand side of (3.12) maps functions in L2(0,T; H) to
Co,ir1([0,T); H). Now we prove the identity in (3.12). Let f,g € L?(0,T; H) be
arbitrary. By (3.11) and by continuity of the inner product (-, - )z, we find that

T
(B~ f.9) 20m:11) = / (1B £)(8), g(1)) , dt

/T(l/t“@” LS(t— s)f(s)ds, g(t )>Hdt

- / / (Lo, (s)(t — )7 71S(t = 5) f(5),9(t)) , dsdt. (A.2)

Next, we would hke to use Fubini’s theorem to exchange the order of integration. By
(3.2) the semigroup (S(t)):>0 is uniformly bounded on the compact interval [0, T,

My = sup;co. 1 IS ()| 2y < MelmTV0 < o0,

We then use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality on H and on L?(0,T) as well as the
fact that v > % to check that

T T
/ / (Lo (3)(t — 8)71S(t — 5)£(5), 9(1)) | ds dt
<MT/ / M) ds Nlg(t)]|ar e
N T t 12
< e o [ ( [e-97 st> lo(t)] dt

— T
_1 Y
= AL 1l o,msm) / O H gl dt < AL | f] 20, o2 0700
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is finite. This justifies changing the order of integration in (A.2), which gives

(B~ f,9)r2(0,7;m) / / (Lo (t)(t—5)71S(t = 5) f(s), g(t))Hdtds
/ / ) Loy (0t — )77 [S(t — 8)]"g(1)) e s

= f(sLL (t—s)""HS(t — s)]*g(t)dt | ds,
0 L(y) Js H

where we interchanged integrals and inner products as before in the last step. O

A.4. Holder continuity and weak derivatives. Recall from Section 2 that
(W (t))i>0 denotes an H-valued cylindrical Wiener process.

Lemma A.6. Let Assumptions 3.1(1),(ii) be satisfied, let a € (—%, oo), b,o € [0,00)
and T € (0, a+ %] N(0,1). If o # 0, then suppose moreover that Assumption 3.1(iv)
holds. Let ®,4: (0,00) — L (H; HS) be defined by (3.22) and let J := (0,T) for
some T € (0,00]. Then, for allp € [1,00), t €[0,T) and h € J with h <T —t,

/0 [ Bun(t+h— ) — Bt — )] AW (s)

Lr (G HS)
N(WM) hTHAﬂk%H)HQ% ||32(H;Hfg)

Proof. We first use the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (combined with nest-
edness of the LP spaces if p < 2) to bound the quantity of interest I,

I, — / (@t +h—s) — Bay(t — )] dW(s)
0

LP(Q;HY)
t 12
S | [ a1 5) = Bt = )1, g ]

t /2
= [ 1t @ iy ] 1)

where we also applied the change of variables u := ¢t — s. For every u € (0,t),
Lemma 3.20 implies that @, ,(u + -) is differentiable as a function from (0, k) to
Z(H; HY) with derivative @], ,(u + -) and, moreover, r > ||®], ,(u + T>”2’(H;H;§)

is bounded on [0, h]. We conclude that ®,,(u + -) € H'(0,h; Z(H; H%)), so that
by [32, §5.9.2, Theorem 2] the identity

h
Bun(u+ h) = Busu) = [ @ p(utr)dr
0
holds as operators in .Z(H; Hg) We now estimate (A.3) by exploiting this relation,

moving the norm inside the integral, applying formula (3.25) for the derivative
of ®, 1, and using the triangle and Minkowski inequalities, which gives

+ h 2 1/2 + ) 1/2
L Sp [ ; /0 ||<I>;’b(u+r)||$2(H;HZ)dr du} < {/0 [lalF(u) + G(u)|” du

<ol Uot ()2 du} "L Uot IG(w)? du} " (A4)
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where

h
Flu) ;:/0 @01+ 1) i

h
G(u) 12/0 1Pap1(w+ 1)l g, g fg) dr-

Using Minkowski’s integral inequality (see e.g. [67, §A.1]), we obtain
t 1/2 t 2 1/2
[/ |F(u)]? du] = [/ du}
0 0

h t 1/2
< 2 .
_/0 UO ||<I>aLb(u—&-r)”_%(H;Hg)du} dr
h t

1/2
-, U <u+r>2<“—”HA“+%‘Ts<u+r>A‘2’—“—%+b+TQ%H;(md“} v
0 0

h
[ 1o+ Dl gy O
0

Since the semigroup (S(t))¢>0 is assumed to be analytic, by (3.3) the estimate

o

AT 277 S(u+ ) AT QR

—a—21i47 Z _q—i4b4r 1L (A5)
Star) (wtr) 07 2HT||AT 072 Q2’|$2(H)

follows, where we also used the assumption that a + % — 71 > 0. We conclude that

t ) 1/2 Lt L h t yes 1/2
[/O |F(u)| du:| S(a,'r) HA T2 TQ2 fﬂH;HZ)/O |:/0 (U+T) T d’u,:| dr

1 1 h o0 1/2
3HA_Q_§+b+TQ§’|z2(H;Hz)/o U uQT_gdu] a

1 Ca—libyr Al _
:mHA 2+t Q2H$2(H;H;’,)/O T hdr
1 Tl A—a—tabar 1
= —F—=1"4 A Qzng(H;Hg)'

T a-or

Similarly, we can bound the integral f(f |G(u)|? duin (A.4). Again by Minkowski’s
integral inequality and analogously to (A.5), noting that a + % —T7>a+ % —72>0,
we find that

2 1/2
du}

t 1/2 t
U |G(u)|2du} _ U
0 0
h ¢ 1/2
S/ [/ ”q)“’b“(“+”)”?%(H;Hmdu} ar
0 0
1/2

h t
a at+3—7 g _q—1 L2
=/O [/0 (w7r)* AT 2T S (u+ r) AT Q2||$2(H)du] dr

h t 1/2
—a—i4b+r 2 27—3
St [[AT0TEHF Q2H$2(H;HZ)/O [/0 (wtr) du} @
1
D —
T T2 =21

which completes the proof. [

h
| 10l
0

WA
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Lemma A.7. Let Assumptions 3.1(1),(ii) be satisfied, let a € (—%, oo), b,o € [0,00)
and T € (0, 1A (a—&—%)] . If o # 0, then suppose furthermore that Assumption 3.1(iv)
holds. Let J := (0,T) for some T € (0,00]. Then, for all p € [1,00), t € [0,T) and
h e J with h <T —t, the function ®,4: (0,00) — Z(H; HS) in (3.22) satisfies

Proof. We apply the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (combined with nested-
ness of the LP spaces if p < 2), the change of variables u :=t 4+ h — s, and obtain

t+h
/ Py p(t+h—s)dW(s)
¢

—a—14p 1
. Stpar) M| AT 72 HHTQ2 ’|$2(H;HZ)'

t+h 2
H / D, p(t+h—s)dW(s)
t

Lr(Q:HY)
h h
< " ) h—s)|? ds = i) 2 d
~Pp ” a,b(t + S)Hfz(H;H;;) §= 0 || a,b(u)Hn%(H;Hg) U
t

h
1_ g _qa—L1.yp 1,2
- [ st
< ||Afaf%+b+7-Q%H2 . huzq—fl du = LQT HAfaféquJer% ||2 )

~(a,T) L(H:H) [ ~ or 2> (H;HR)'
where we could proceed as in (A.5), since a + % —7 > 0 is assumed. This completes
the proof of the assertion. O

Proposition A.8 provides a useful relation between the weak derivative and the
difference quotient.

Proposition A.8. Let U be a real and separable Hilbert space and let J := (0,T)
for some T € (0,00]. Suppose that ¥ € H*(J;U) and let ¥’ € L*(J;U) denote the
weak derivative of ¥. For h € R\ {0}, let J, C J be as in Proposition A.4 and
define the difference quotient DpV: J, — U of ¥ by

L W(t+h) - ()
==ty

Then, we have limy,_o [|[Dp¥ — V'|| 12,0y = 0.

[DpT)(¢) : for a.a. t € Jp. (A.6)

Proof. Suppose that ¥ € F, where the space E is given by E := C°°([0,T];U) if
T <ooand E :=C([0,00);U) if T = 00, and fix h € R\ {0}. Then,

Dy U](t) = % / "Wt s)ds Vied, (A7)
0

holds by the fundamental theorem of calculus, where we use the convention that

h 0 . . o
fo =—J , Whenever h € (—t,0). Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

1" > ;!
el < |3 [ 1 sloas < |3 [ sl as

1 h
_ E/ W (t+s)|5ds Vi€
0
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The absolute value can be removed in the last step by the integral sign convention.
Integrating this expression over ¢t € Jj, and using Fubini’s theorem, we obtain that

1D 22,0, = /J DR w](1) 3 dt
h

h h
gl/ / ||qﬂ(t+s)||2Udsdt:1/ / 1 (¢ + 8)||% dt ds.
h Jn J0 h 0 Jh

For all s € (0,h) (resp., s € (h,0) if h < 0), the change of variables r :=t + s gives
[ e oa= [ el < [ R = 19E g,
Jn Jn+s J
Hence, we can bound the inner integral in (A.8) independently of s, which implies

DR %z g0y < 1112 gy < N1 (- (A.9)
This estimate shows that the linear operator Dy, is bounded from (E, || - || g1(,0))
to L2(Jy; U) for all h € R\ {0}. By density of E in H'(J;U) (see [27, XVIIL§1.2,
Lemma 1]), the above estimate holds for all ¥ € H!(.J;U).
Suppose again that ¥ € E. We recall (A.7) and find

[DnY)(t) — W'(t) = ! /h ('(t+s)—U'(t)ds Vte Jp. (A.10)

(A.8)

h

By the compact support of Dy ¥ and ¥’, there exists a bounded interval K C [0, 00)
such that supp(Dp¥ — ¥'|;,) C K for all h € [—1,1]. Furthermore, by uniform
continuity of ¥ € C*°([0,T);U) (resp., ¥ € C°([0,00);U)), for every € € (0, c0),
there exists some ¢ € (0,1) such that ||¥/(§) — V' (n)||lv < e if |¢ — n| < 4. Thus,
I[Dr¥](t) — W' ()|l <& VteJy
follows for all h € (—6,0) by (A.10) and, consequently,
| DrW — V|| 21,00 Sk 1D — 9| Lo,y = 0 as h — 0.

This proves the assertion for functions ¥ € E. The general case for ¥ € H*(J;U)
follows then from density of E and the h-uniform bound (A.9): Given ¢ € (0, c0),
we may choose v € E such that [|[¥ —v| 15,0y < 5, and hg € (0,00) such that

37
| Dnv —v'||p2 4,0y < § for all h € (—hg, ho), Thus, we obtain for all h € (—hq, ho)

D% — W'\ 22,0

< IDr(¥ = )| 2050y + 1Dhv = V'l 220g0) + IV = WllL2 (g0

<2¥ — vl vy + [ Dro = vl p2(s,0) <€ =
Lemma A.9. Let J := (0,T) for some T € (0,00]. Let E and F be real separable
Banach spaces such that E — F. Ifu € H; oy (Ji F) andu, u' € L3(J; E), where u'
denotes the F-valued weak derivative of u, then u € H&){O}(J; E) and its E-valued
weak derivative coincides with v’ almost everywhere in J.
Proof. Let g: LY (J;E) — E and Jr: L*(J;F) — F denote, respectively, the
E-valued and F-valued Bochner integrals over the interval J. Given an arbitrary
¢ € C(J), the assumption u € H(J; F) implies I (pu') = —Fr(¢'u), and we
wish to show g (¢u') = — I (¢d'u). To this end, we claim that S5 and £ coincide
on L (J; E) = LY(J; F) and we apply this fact to ¢u’ and ¢'u. To verify the claim,
fix f € LY(J;E). By definition of ., there exist E-valued measurable simple
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functions (f,)nen satisfying f,, — f in L (J; E) and Zg(f,) — Ze(f) in E. For all
n € N, it readily follows from the respective definitions and the inclusion £ C F' that
fn is an F-valued measurable simple function and ¢ (f,,) = ZE(fn). Since E < F|
we observe that f, — f in L'(J; F) and Ix(f,) = Iu(f.) — Z&(f) in F, hence
Ie(f) = ZE(f). We conclude that u € H!(J; E) and the E-valued weak derivative
coincides with " a.e. in J. Now it remains to prove that u € Hy 1, (J; E). Note
that u € H& {0}(J ; F) is equivalent to the statement that the unique continuous

representative u € C(J; F) of u, which exists by virtue of [32, §5.9.2, Theorem 2],
vanishes at zero, cf. [32, §5.5, Theorem 2]. Similarly, from u € H'(J; E) we obtain
a function @ € C(J; E) < C(J; F) such that v = 4 a.e., hence 4 = % by uniqueness.
In particular, u(0) = 0 and thus u € Hy 10y (J; E). O

APPENDIX B. SECTORIAL LINEAR OPERATORS AND FUNCTIONAL CALCULUS

In this appendix, several definitions and results regarding sectorial linear op-
erators, semigroups and functional calculus are recorded. We refer the reader to
[31, 37, 42, 60] for more details on these topics.

Throughout this section, A: D(A) C H — H denotes a linear operator whose
negative —A generates a Cp-semigroup (S(t));>0 on a separable Hilbert space H.
The corresponding scalar field is given by the complex numbers C in Subsection B.1
and the real numbers R in Subsection B.2.

B.1. Sectoriality and H*°-calculus. Let H be a Hilbert space over the complex
scalar field C.

Definition B.1. We say that A € C belongs to the resolvent set p(A) if and only
if R(\,A) := (M — A)~! exists in ZL(H). The set 0(A) := C\ p(A) is called the
spectrum. A is said to be sectorial if there exists an w € (0,7) such that

o(A)C X, and sup{|[AR\, A)||lzm) : A€ C\ T} < o, (B.1)

where X, := {A € C\ {0} : arg\ € (—w,w)}. The angle of sectoriality w(A) is
defined as the infimum of all w for which (B.1) holds.

Theorem B.2. The operator A is sectorial with w(A) € [0,7/2) if and only if
(S()i>0 is (uniformly) bounded analytic.

Proof. The claim follows from [42, Theorem G.5.2], noting that D(A) is dense in H
since —A generates a Cop-semigroup, see [31, Theorem I1.1.4]. O

Given ¢ € (0,7), we say that a holomorphic function f: ¥, — C belongs to
H§°(X,) if and only if there exist constants a € (0,00) and M € [0, 00) such that
|f(2)] < M(|z]* A |z|7®) for all z € B,. If A is sectorial and ¢ € (w(A), ), then

fA) == [ JORC A feHEES,),

o 271 %,
is well-defined, i.e., the Z(H )-valued Bochner integral is convergent and indepen-

dent of v € (w(A),¢). We call the mapping f — f(A) the Dunford calculus for A;
it is an algebra homomorphism from H§°(X,) to Z(H), see [37, Lemma 2.3.1(a)].

Definition B.3. Let A be a sectorial operator and ¢ € (w(A),w). Then A is said
to have a bounded H*(X,)-calculus if there exists a constant C' € (0, 00) such that
[f (A2 < Csup.ex, [f(2)] for all f € H5(X,). The angle wpy=(A) is defined
as the infimum over all admissable ¢ € (w(A),7) in the above definition.
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For operators acting on a (complex) Hilbert space, the admissibility of a bounded
H*-calculus can be characterized by the following theorem. It is taken from [37,
Theorem 7.3.1]; see [42, Theorem 10.4.21] for a generalization to non-injective A.

Theorem B.4. Let A: D(A) C H — H be injective and sectorial. Then

e dt
2|3 =5 / £y & v n

holds for all non-zero f € Uwe(w(A)’ﬁ) HE*(E,) if and only if A admits a bounded
H>(X,)-calculus for some (or, equivalently, for all) ¢ € (w(A), ).

Remark B.5. Since wpe(A) is defined as an infimum over angles contained in
the interval (w(A),w), any operator admitting a bounded H®°-calculus satisfies
wpge(A) > w(A). This inequality is also true for operators on a Banach space,
defined analogously to Definition B.3. Theorem B.4 implies that reverse inequality
holds for operators on a Hilbert space with a bounded H>(X,)-calculus for some
v € (w(A), 7). Indeed, in this case, the same holds for all ¢ € (w(A4),7), hence
wiree(A) <w(A) upon taking the infimum. We thus have wpe(A) = w(A).

B.2. Complexifications, semigroups and fractional powers. In this subsec-
tion, H denotes a real Hilbert space.

B.2.1. Complexifications. The complexified Hilbert space Hc is defined by equip-
ping the set H x H with component-wise addition and the respective scalar and
inner products

(a + bi)(x,y) := (ax — by, bx + ay), z,y € H; a,b € R,
((‘rvy)v (’LL, U))Hq, = (SCJI,)H + (yav)H +i[(yvu)H - (mvv)H]a x,y,u,v € H. (B2)

In the sequel, we will write = + iy := (x,y) € Hc.

A linear operator A on H similarly gives rise to a complexified counterpart Ac
on H¢ by defining Ac(x + iy) := Az + iAy on D(Ac¢) = {x + iy : z,y € D(4)}.
It follows readily from the above definitions that T — Tc € Z(ZL(H); £ (He))
is an inverse-preserving and isometric algebra homomorphism. Analogous results
hold for unbounded operators, taking natural domains into account. We have the
following relation between semigroups and complexifications.

Lemma B.6. The family (S(t))i>0 C Z(H) is a Cy-semigroup on H if and only
if (Sc(t))i=0 € ZL(Hc) is a Co-semigroup on Hc. In this case, their respective
generators —A: D(A) C H — H and —A: D(;l\) C He — He satisfy Ac = A.
Proof. It (S(t))i>0 is a Cop-semigroup, then clearly Sc(0) = I and Sc(t)Sc(s) =
[S(t)S(s)]c = Sc(t + s) for s,t > 0. Moreover, ||Sc(t)Z — Z||}, = [|S(t)z — ||} +
ISt)y —yll% — 0ast]0for T =ux+iy € Hc. The reverse implication is readily
established by identifying every x € H with = + 10 € Hc.

Suppose that (S(t))¢>0 and (Sc(t))>0 are Co-semigroups with respective gener-
ators —A and —A. Then T = z + iy € D(Ac) is equivalent to the existence of the
limits — Az = limyyo +(S(¢)z — x) and —Ay = limyo +(S(¢)y — y) in H. Thus,

~ . .1 i N N G
AcT = Ax +iAy zltlﬁ)l ;(a:—S’(t)x) + z(y—S’(t)y) 21&101;(1‘—5@(15).’17) = Az,

where the limits in the previous display are taken with respect to || - || m.- O
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B.2.2. Fractional powers. Let a € (0,00) be given. If (S(t));>0 is exponentially
stable, that is, (3.2) holds for some w € (0, 00), then we define negative fractional
powers of A by
1 o0
A7 = —— a-l B.

o /O 12=18(1) dt, (B.3)
non-negative powers by A® := (A=*)~! and A° := I. By using Lemma B.6 and
interchanging the bounded operator [-]¢ with the Bochner integral, we find

1 oo
[A=e = — / 1S () dE = A= Va € (0, 0),
I'(a) Jo ©
and the same relation can be derived for arbitrary powers o € R. This definition
of a fractional-order operator A% is adopted in [60, Chapter 2, Section 6] and is

equivalent to the Dunford-type definition used in [37], see Corollary 3.3.6 therein.

B.2.3. A square function estimate. The following square function estimate is central
to the proof of Proposition 3.14.

Lemma B.7. Let A satisfy Assumptions 3.1(1),(iii),(iv). Then, for a € (0,00),
/ [t 2 A°S(t)||3, dt =, |23 Va € H.
0

Proof. Given a € (0,00) and ¢ € (w(A),7/2), the function f(z) := z*e¢~* belongs
to HG°(X,) and we have the identity f(tAc) = t*AgSc(t) = [t*A%S(t)]c; see the
proof of [37, Proposition 3.4.3], which is applicable to our definition of fractional
powers as remarked in Subsection B.2.2. By invoking Theorem B.4, we thus find

> o Aa o dt o o dt
| earsnealy, S = [ lseacaly, § s el vo e e
Applying this equivalence to x 4 i0 for all x € H finishes the proof. (]
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