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SCHAUDER REGULARITY RESULTS IN SEPARABLE HILBERT SPACES

DAVIDE A. BIGNAMINI, SIMONE FERRARI*

ABSTRACT. We prove Schauder type estimates for solutions of stationary and evolution equa-
tions driven by weak generators of transition semigroups associated to a semilinear stochastic
partial differential equations with values in a separable Hilbert space.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a real separable Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) and associated norm ||-||.
Let {W(t)}:>0 be a X-cylindrical Wiener process defined on a normal filtered probability space
(Q,F,{F}+>0,P). Consider the stochastic partial differential equation

{ dX (t,x) = [AX(t,x) + RG(X (t,z))]dt + RAW (t), t>0;
X(0,z) =z €X,

where A : Dom(A) C X — X is a linear (possibly) unbounded operator, R : X — X is a linear and
continuous operator and G : X — X is a smooth enough function, and consider its mild solution
{X(t,z)}+>0, which exists under suitable conditions. Semilinear stochastic partial differential
equations are widely studied in the literature, see for example [11 2, [9], 28] [46], [45]. Under suitable
assumptions (L) has a unique mild solution {X (¢, z)}+>0 (see Definition [Z2]) and the associated
transition semigroup {P(¢)};>o defined as

P(t)f(z) = E[f(X(t,2))],  t>0, z€X, (1.2)
where f: X — R is a Borel measurable function, is well defined. Moreover {P(t)};>¢ is a weakly
continuous semigroup (in the sense of [I3] Appendix B]) in BUC(X), the space of real-valued,

bounded and uniformly continuous functions. Its weak generator N : Dom(N) C BUC(X) —
BUC(X) is the unique closed operator whose resolvent is given by

(1.1)

R\ N)f(z) = /;00 e MP(s)f(x)ds, A>0, z€X, fecBUC(X).

We recall that the operator N acts on bounded, real-valued, cylindrical and smooth enough
functions ¢ as

Nep(z) = %Trace[RQZDng(x)] + (x, A*Dp(x)) + (RDG(x), Dyp(x)), z e X,

see, for example [30]. In this paper we investigate Schauder type estimates for the function

u(z) == R(A\,N) f(x); A>0, ze€X, feBUC), (1.3)
namely for the solution of the stationary equation
A — Nu = f, A >0, feBUC). (1.4)

Moreover we will also study Schauder regularity results for the function

v(t,x) = P(t)f(z) —l—/o P(t —s)g(s,-)(x)ds, T>0,te(0,T], z€X, (1.5)
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where f, g belong to suitable Holder space. The function v is the mild solution of the evolution
equation driven by N, namely for T > 0

v(0,z) = f(z), zeX. (1.6)

{ Ly(t,z) = No(t,z) + g(t,z), te(0,T], z€X;
We recall that, even in finite dimension, if IV is an operator with unbounded coefficients, then the
function v in (LH) do not gain any regularity with respect to the time variable (see, for example,
[41]). So we will prove a Schauder regularity result only for the spatial variable (historically, in
finite dimension, such type of results were first obtained in [33] B34], for operator with bounded
coefficients, while the first result for the case of unbounded coefficients can be found in [42]). The
use of Holder continuous functions reveals to be useful in several problems scuh as uniqueness in
law, pathwise uniqueness and uniqueness of the martingale problem for some stochastic partial
differential equations. An important tool to prove the above mentioned Schauder type estimates
will be a Bismut-Elworthy-Li type formula for (I2) along the directions of R(X) (see Theorem
BEID).

In the finite dimensional setting Schauder estimates are widely studied, see for example [29] [33]
[34] 37, B8], for the bounded coefficients case and [21] [41] for the case of unbounded coefficients,
while the theory for the infinite dimensional case is less developed. In [I2] and [22, Section 6.4.1]
the authors study the case G = 0 and R = Idyx. In this context, the authors benefit from these
three elements: the Mehler representation of the semigroup {P(t)}:>0, the fact that for every

¢ > 0 it holds e*4(X) C Q}/*(X) and
1Q; 22| < Kt~ V2|z||, t>0, z€X, (1.7)

for some K > 0, where Q; := fot e?$4ds, for any t > 0, and an interpolation result (see [12]).
Using these facts the authors of [12] and [22] Section 6.4.1] prove a optimal Schauder regularity
result, namely if f is a a-Holder continuous function with o € (0,1), then the function w given
by (L3) is twice Fréchet differentiable with a-Holder continuous second order derivatives. In [19]
the author considers the same framework in the case that G is not identically zero. Compared
to the previous situation, one cannot exploit the Mehler representation of the semigroup. In
[15] the case of the classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup is considered, i.e. A = —(1/2)Idxy,
G =0 and R = Q'/? where @ is a trace class operator. In this case (I7) is not satisfied, and in
fact the authors of [I5] prove Schauder type theorems replacing the standard notions of Fréchet
differentiability and Holderianity with a differentiability and Holderianity along Q'/2(X), which
is the Cameron—Martin space of the Gaussian measure with mean zero and covariance operator
Q. In general if (7)) is not verified, it is not possible to obtain a optimal Schauder regularity
result with respect to the standard Holderianity and Fréchet differentiability (see, for instance,
[44]), barring a few specific cases (see, for example, [I3 Section 5.5]).

The aim of this paper is to unify and extend the results of [I2, [I5 [19] and of [22] Section
6.4.1]. To do so we will prove a Bismut-Elworthy—-Li type formula for (L2) with respect to a
suitable differentiability notion (Theorem [B.I)). Accordingly we will study a notion of Gateaux
differentiability for the mild solution of (LI} (Definition B3] and we will prove a chain rule
associated to this type of differentiability (Corollary [£H]), which will be fundamental in the proof
of the Bismut—Elworthy—Li formula. Using this formula some sharp estimates for the derivatives of
the transition semigroup {P(t)};>0 will be proved (Propositions[5.2] [ and [5.5]). Another result
we will prove in order to obtain the Schauder type estimates of this paper is an interpolation
theorem (Theorem B.3)), similar to the one in [I2], which is interesting on its own. The previously
mentioned results allow us to prove the optimal Schauder regularity for the solutions u and v of
(C4) and (TG), respectively (see Theorems 2.9] and [635) Moreover, exploiting Theorem 2.9
we will prove a Schauder type estimates for the solution of a stationary equation driven by an
operator which is not necessarily the weak generator of a transition semigroup (Proposition [6.6]).
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We remark that the results of this paper can be applied to stochastic partial differential

equations such as

dX (t,x) = [AX(t,z) + (—A)VG(X(t,x))]dt + (—A)"dW (t), t>0; 18

X(0,2) =z € L2([0,1]%), (18)
where v > 0, A is a realization of the Laplacian operator in L?([0, 1]¢) with appropriate boundary
conditions, and d € N. This example is not covered by the theory developed in [12] [15, [19]. We
stress that (L8] is widely studied in other contexts (see, for example, [, 45| [46] [47] and [I8]
Chapter 4]). In Section [ the SPDE (L8] is studied within a more general example, for which
() is not verified unless v = 0.

We wish to point out that in [44] the linear non-local case is considered; [T1 22] (0, 53] the
Gross Laplacian and some of its perturbations are considered; [I4] the case of reaction-diffusion
equations are studied and [16] the non-autonomous linear case is investigated. For other related
results see also [4, 5 58].

The paper is organized in the following way: in Section 2l we introduce our hypotheses and state
the main results of this paper. In Section Bl we show an interpolation result which is interesting
on its own and crucial for the proof of our results. Section [l is dedicated to the proof of some
estimates for the derivatives of the mild solution of (L)) which will be used in Section H to
estimate the derivatives of P(t)f given by (L2)). In Section [6l we provide the proofs of our main
results (Theorems [2.9] and [63). In Section [ we provide a large class of operators A and R
satisfying our assumptions. We conclude with Appendix [A] where we give the proof of a result
about uniformly continuous functions we use throughout the paper.

Notations. Let (2,7, {Ft};>0,P) be a filtered probability space. We say that {Jt};>¢ is a normal filtration if

Fo=[(1Fs t=0
s>t
and Fo contains all the elements A € F such that P(A) = 0. Let X be a separable Banach space and let £ : Q@ — K
be a random variable (with respect to the o-algebra F and the o-algebra of the Borel measurable subsets of X).
We denote by

El¢] := /Q £(w)P(dw) = /K 2[P o £V (da),

the expectation of £ with respect to P. In this paper when we refer to a K-valued process we mean an adapted
process defined on (2, F, {F+t};>0,P) with values in X. We say that a K-valued process {Y (t)}¢>¢ is continuous if
the map (Y (+))(w) : [0, 400) — K is continuous for P-a.e. w € Q. We refer to [48] and [57] for notations and basic
results reguarding stochastic processes.

Let X1 and K2 be two real Banach spaces equipped with the norms [|-[[5, and [|-||, , respectively. We denote by
By (K1;X2) the set of the bounded and Borel measurable functions from X1 to Ka. If X2 = R, then we simply write
By(X1). We denote by Cp,(K1;XK2) (BUC(X1;XK2), respectively) the space of bounded and continuous (uniformly
continuous, respectively) functions from X; to K2. We consider Cy(K1;XK2) and BUC(K1;K2) with the norm

[flloo = sup [If(@)llx,-
zeXy

If K2 = R we simply write C,(KX1) and BUC(X1), respectively. Let k& € N and let f : X1 — X2 be a k-times
Fréchet (Gateaux, respectively) differentiable function we denote by DF f(z) (D f(x), respectively) its Fréchet
(Gateaux, respectively) derivative of order k at x € X.

For k € N we denote by L(k)(le; XK2) the space of continuous multilinear maps from fK'f to Ko, if k =1 we
simply write £(X1;X2), while if K1 = Ko we write £F)(K1).

Let B : Dom(B) C X1 — K1 be a linear operator and let E be a subspace of X1. The part of B in E, denoted
by Bpg, is defined as

Bgx := Bz, z € Dom(Bg) := {z € Dom(B) N E | Bz € E}.
Let H be a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product (-, -) ;. We say that Q € L(H) is non-negative (positive)
if for every z € H \ {0}
(Qz,z)g >0 (> 0).
On the other hand, @ € L(H) is a non-positive (resp. negative) operator, if —() is non-negative (resp. positive).
Let Q € £L(H) be a non-negative and self-adjoint operator. We say that @ is a trace class operator if
—+oo

Trace[Q] := Z(Qen,en)H < o0, (1.9)

n=1
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for some (and hence for all) orthonormal basis {en }nen of H. We recall that the trace operator, defined in (L3,
is independent of the choice of the basis. We refer to [27] and [54] for notations and basic results about linear

operators and Banach spaces. All the integrals appearing in the paper are integrals in the sense of Bochner (see

241).
2. HYPOTHESES AND MAIN RESULTS
We start by introducing the hypotheses we will assume throughout the paper.

Hypotheses 2.1. We assume that the following conditions hold true.

(i) R e L(X) is a positive and self-adjoint operator.

(ii) A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup {e*}i>o on X.
(ili) There exists n € (0,1) such that for any T > 0

T
/ " Trace[e!* R2e! |dt < +o0.
0

(iv) G : X — X is a continuous, three times Fréchet differentiable map, with uniformly con-
tinuous derivatives, and there exists a positive constant M such that for any x € X and
hl, hg, hg cX

DG (z)hal < Mllhal];
ID?G(x)(h1, ha)|| < M|ha[[he];
ID3G(x)(has hay ha)|| < M [l ha|ll|Rs |-

By [23, Theorem 7.5], Hypotheses 2] ensure that the mild solution {X (¢,x)};>0 of (L)) exists,
is unique and has P-a.e. continuous trajectories.

Definition 2.2. For any x € X we call mild solution of (1)) a process {X (t,x)}i>0 such that
foranyt >0 andxzeX

t t

X(t,z) = eta + / e=ARG(X (s,2))ds + / eARAW (s). (2.1)
0 0

We want to point out that Hypothesis 2I[v)) is stronger than the conditions required in [23]

Theorem 7.5], but in order to obtain our results we will need it.

Proposition 2.3. Assume Hypotheses [21Il) hold true. The space Hr := R(X) is a separable
Hilbert space if endowed with the inner product

(,y)p == (R 'z, R"'y),  x,y€ Hpg. (2:2)
The associated norm to Z2) is ||z|| 5 := [|[R™'z||. Furthermore Hg, is a Borel measurable space,

continuously embedded in X and, for any h € Hg, it holds ||h|| < ||R|| ¢ cx)||P|l my -

We refer to [32, Theorem 15.1] and [40, Appendix C], for the proof of Proposition [Z3] and some
basic properties of the space Hg. We now state some additional hypotheses we will use throughout
the paper.

Hypotheses 2.4. Assume that Hypotheses[21] hold true, that the part of A in Hg, denoted by
ARg, generates a strongly continuous semigroup on Hg and that there exists (g € R such that,
for every x € X and h € Dom(AR)

([Ar + RDG(2)|h, h) p < Crl Bl (2:3)
It is easy to see that if there exists wr € R such that, for any « € Dom(Ag), it holds
(Agz,z)r < wrz|,

then Z3) is verified with (g = wgr + ||R||z(x)M, where M is the constant introduced in Hy-
pothesis 2IKIv)). We stress that in [12] [15] [19] and [22] Section 6.4.1], (g is negative, while in this
paper we do not assume any sign on (g.
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Remark 2.5. We want to point out that in general the stochastic convolution

t
{/ e<tS>ARdW(s)} :
0 t>0

is a Hp-valued continuous process. Hence it is not possible to solve (L)) in Hp.

Now we define the functional spaces which will play a main role in this paper. The following
notion of differentiability first appeared in [31] and [36].

Definition 2.6. Assume Hypothesis [Z10) holds true. We say that a function ® : X — R is
Hp-differentiable at x € X, if there exists L, € L(Hp;R) such that
|®(x +h) — P(x) — Loh|

0.
]l =0 Al &

If it exists, L, is unique and we set Dp®(x) := L,. We say that @ is twice Hp-differentiable at
x € X if the map Dr® : X — L(Hpg;R) is Hg-differentiable at the point x € X, namely there
exists a unique B, € L(Hg; L(Hp;R)) such that
1
lim ——||DrP(x+h)— DrP(x) — B.h Rr) = 0.
[l ;=0 ||h||R || ( ) ( ) HL(HR,R)
We call second order Hp-derivative of ® at the point x € X the unique symmetric continuous
bilinear form D?®(x) : Hgr x Hr — R defined by

D%&(x)(h, k) := (B,h)k, r€X, hk € Hg.

For any k > 2, we define in the same way a k-times Hg-differentiable functions ® and we denote
by D ®(z) its Hp-derivative of order k. Observe that D%®(z) beglongs to L®) (Hp;R). Since
for R =1dy, the Hp differentiability coincide with the standard Fréchet differentiability, in this
case we will drop the subscript R.

Remark 2.7. Let f : X — R be a Hg-differentiable function. Since Hg is a Hilbert space, by
the Riesz representation theorem, for any x € X there exists a unique l, € Hgr such that

'DRf(ZE)h: <lz,h>R, h € Hg.
We call I, the Hr-gradient of f at x € X and we denote it by Vi f(x).

This notion of Hg-differentiability is a sort of Fréchet differentiability along the directions of Hp
and it was already considered in various papers (see, for example, [3] [7} [8, [15] [I6]). The proof of
the following result follows the same arguments used in the proof of [7, Proposition 17].

Proposition 2.8. Assume Hypothesis [ZIIl) holds true. If f: X — R is a Fréchet differentiable
function with continuous derivative operator, then f is also Hpg-differentiable with continuous
H g-derivative operator and, for every x € X, it holds Vi f(z) = RV f(z).

Let Y be a Banach space endowed with the norm |-||,, and a € (0,1). We define the space of
Y -valued, bounded and uniformly continuous Hoélder functions along the directions of Hp as

o x+h)— f(z
BUCR(GY) 1= § 1 € BUCCO) | Mlavegeran = swp LRI < poc b )
helﬂfli\{o} R

endowed with the norm

[ fllBuce (xiv) = Il + [flBUCSY (2;v)-

As usual, if Y = R we simply write BUC%(X).
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For k € N, we denote by BUC’IC%(DC) the space of bounded, uniformly continuous and k-
times Hp-differentiable functions f : X — R such that DY f € BUC(X; £ (Hg;R)). We endow
BUCH,(X) with the norm

k
I suc o = 171 + 3500 1Dk @)oo aram
i=1"
For k € N and a € (0,1), we denote by BUCKT(X) the subspace of BUC(X) of functions
f:X — R such that Dk f € BUCS(X; L*¥) (Hp; R)). We endow BUCKT(X) with the norm

||f||BUC’;+“(x) = ||f||BUC’j%(DC) + [szf]BUC%(x;uk)(HR;R)),

where the seminorm [-]gyce (x;c () (f15:w)) is defined in @2.4). If R = Idx, then we will simply omit
the subscript R from the notations.
Now we can state one of the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.9. Assume Hypotheses[2.4) hold true. For any A >0, ac € (0,1) and f € BUCRZ(X)
the solution u of (L), introduced in (L), belongs to BUCH *(X), and there exists a positive
constant C' depending only on \ and « such that

lullguczre) < Cllflsucg@)- (2.5)

Theorem [Z9] says nothing about the case f € BUC(X), i.e. « = 0. To study this case we will
introduce an appropriate Zygmund space. Indeed the second main result we will show (Theorem
[62) states that if Hypotheses[ZA4lhold true and f belongs to BUC(X), then the solution u of (4]
is bounded, uniformly continuous and H p-differentiable with bounded and uniformly continuous
Hp-gradient Dgu such that

IDru(z 4+ 2h) — 2D gu(x 4+ h) + Dru(z)||r

sup
i

< 400,
zeX
he Hr\{0}

namely D ru satisfies a Zygmund type condition along Hg.

Moreover we show Schauder type regularity results (Theorem [6H]) for the mild solution v,
introduced in (LX), of the evolution equation (L6]). Finally in Proposition we will prove a
Schauder regularity results for the solution u of the stationary equation

M — Lu— (F,Dru)r = f, A>0, feBUCR(X),

where F' is a function belonginig to BUC%(X; Hgr) with suitable small norm, and L is the weak
generator in BUC(X) of the transition semigroup associated to

dX (t,z) = AX(t,z)dt + RAW (t), t > 0;
X(0,z) =z € X,

where A and R satisfy Hypotheses 2.4

Remark 2.10. In [I5] the authors study the case with A = —(1/2)Idx, G = 0 and R = Q'/?,
where Q is a non-negative, self-adjoint and trace class operator, hence R = Q'/? is not necessary
injective. Without the injectivity of R we are not aware of a result similar to Proposition
and this may give problems in the proof of Theorem [51], particularly in the step from (&4 to
ER). Instead in [15] they can exploit the Mehler representation formula of the semigroup to avoid
this problem. In [15], again exploiting the Mehler representation formula of the semigroup, they
obtain estimates similar to the ones in Proposition [543, without the use of Theorem [3.3. Doing
so they are able to prove (see [I5, Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.6]) results similar to Theorem[2.9
replacing the BUC(X) space with Cy(X). Unfortunately, we are not able to prove the estimates in
Proposition [5.0 without the results of Section[3. Furthermore, we do not know whether Theorem
holds true if we replace BUC(X) by Cp(X).
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3. AN INTERPOLATION RESULT

In the following we will prove an interpolation result which will be fundamental in the next
sections. A similar result appears in [12], but we stress that the derivative operator considered
in [I2] is different from the one introduced in this paper (Definition Z6). Let X be the set of
functions ¢ belonging to BUC(X) such that they are H g-differentiable and

Drelloo = sup IDrp(2)] ¢ (2155R) < +00.
xre

We endowed X with the norm ||¢]|x := ||¢]lco + |Dr®]co-
Proposition 3.1. Assume Hypothesis [ZIH) holds true. (X,|-||y) is a Banach space.

Proof. The proof is standard, we just give a brief sketch. The fact that X is a normed space

is obvious. Now let (¢n)nen € X be a Cauchy sequence in X. Let ¢ € BUC(X) and L : X —

L(Hp;R) be the uniform limit of (¢, )nen and of (Dryp)nen. By [B5, Theorem 7.11] we get that
[p(x +h) —p(x) — L(x)h| _ lon(z + h) — on(x) — Drepn(2)h]

= lim lim

Ikl R0 1Al r [l r—0 n—+o0 1Al e
- -D
n—-+00 ||| r—0 17|l R
This conclude the proof. O

We introduce a modification of the Lasry—Lions approximating procedure introduced in [39].

Proposition 3.2. Assume Hypothesis[Zl[) holds true and let f € BUC%(X) for some o € (0,1).
For every € > 0, we consider the function

o . 1 2 Lo
fw = sw e {f@rn-g+ LR - TR aex @D
For every € > 0, the function f. belongs to X and for any x € X
[felloo < 11 flloo- (3.2)
Furthermore there exists a positive constant ¢, depending only on «, such that
2/2—« « —«
0< (&) = fola) < cal fIfSCa =™ weX, (3.3)
and
1/(2—« o— —«
1D Rfelloe < 2v2e2[fIyian i@/ 7). (3.4)

Proof. Throughout the proof we fix £ > 0. We start by showing that ([B.:2]) holds true. Indeed, for
any x € X, ot holds

feto) = sup {int Lot h= b+ ookl | - 20l

heHp (k€HR
1 1
< sup {0) + oo hl = 2Rl | < £0) < 11 (35)
heHR 9 5

In a similar way, for every = € X, we get

1 1
pete) = sup { vt {1+ 100} - Zinl
. 1
> inf { a0+ oIk} > <1l 36)

By B3) and B.6) we get [(3.2).
Now we prove that fe is uniformly continuous. Since f is uniformly continuous we know that
for every n > 0 there exists 6 := §(n) > 0 such that for every z,y € X with |z —y| < § it
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holds |f(z) — f(y)] < n. Let z,y € X satisfying |z — y| < §, then for every o > 0 there exists
he, ks € Hgi such that

1 1
@)= 1) < i {7+ ho =)+ oIl | = Sl + o

R

1 1
— inf he — k) + —||k||2 —|lhs]|?
it {7+ e =+ IRl |+ 2l
1 1
S @ ho = ko) + o-llkolli = fy+ ho — ko) = 5-llko 7 + 20
<n-+2o.

In a similar way we get that f.(z) — f-(y) > —n — 20. So f. is uniformly continuous.
It is now time to prove (B3). Let « € X, for every n > 0 there exists k,, € Hr such that

0% f(o) - o) < 70 - ing {70+ 51l

keH
1
< fl@) = flo—ky) = [k 17 +n

o 1
< [flsucy oIkl — 2:”’%”%1 +1. (3.7)
Before proceeding we need to estimate ||k, | z. By B7) we get

1kl % < 2e[flBucy o0 llknll% + 267
By the Young inequality, for every ¢ > 0

a9/, 2 -« 1 a
Il < 5 e knllf + = —7a=ay 2elflBucy () 7 + 2en.
Now taking ¢ = a~*/2 we get
«@ — —a 2/(2—« —a
kgl < (2 — a)a/ @292/ o) [fI (L0 62/ (=) 4 gep, (3.8)

Now using 1) and ) we get, for any z € X
a —a —a —« —a a/2
0 < f(@) = £-(2) < [flpucy o (2 — )a®/ G022/ [ HE.0 2/@=0) 4 4ep)®2 4y

Since the above estimate holds for every n > 0 we get ([B3).

The proof of the existence of the Hg-derivative of f. is based upon a known result that state
that if a function u is both semiconvex and semiconcave, then w is Fréchet differentiable with
Lipschitz continuous Fréchet derivate operator (we refer to [35, Theorem 3.1] for a proof of this
result). The proof follows the same lines of the one in [39, p. 264] replacing the function u_
with the function h — f.(xz 4+ h). This is due to the fact that, for every z € X, if we consider
Uy, : Hp — R defined as

uz(h) == f(z + h), h € Hg,
then, for every 2 € X, the function k — f.(z + k) coincides with the classical Lasry—Lions
approximation of the function w,, defined in [39], evaluated at k. This gives us that Dpf.(x)
exists for every « € X and it satisfies

|Drfe(x +h) — Drfe(x + k)l cmpr) < Lk — k||, h,k € Hg, (3.9)

for some positive constant L, independent of h, k € Hpg.
We are now in the position to prove [8.4). Let € X and observe that for every o > 0 there
exists h, € Hgi such that

. 1 1
o) < ing {5+ o =00+ gLbIE | = Zlnal + o

A straightforward calculation gives us

1 1
“llhollR < f(z) = fe@) + o+ llholk, weX.
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So by ([B3) we obtain

2/(2—« —a
”hcr”%% < QCa[f]B/écg(gc)éj/(Q ) + 2¢0. (3.10)
By BIQ) we get for z € X and h € Hp
. 1 1
fe(@ +h) = fe(z) < inf {f(z +h+hy —k)+ 2—€||k||23} — g||hg||23 +o

. 1 2 1 2
7kleIgR {f(:c+h+hg —k)+ 2—5||k||R} + g||h+hg||R

1 1 1 2
= —||h+hs . he 7 = —||h|* —(h, hy
b+ holls = Zllhollz + o = Zllhllz + Z(h ho)r + o
1 2 2/(2—a —a
< g||h||%5+ g||h||R(2ca[f]Bﬁﬁcg(gc)sz/(Q ) 4 2e0)? + 0. (3.11)

Since (BI1)) holds for every o > 0, taking the infimum we get for any x € X and h € Hg

1 —o a— —a
fel@+h) = fel@) < ZIInI% + 20 Al R(2eal /g0 e,

A standard argument concludes the proof. g

We shall use the K method for real interpolation spaces (see, for example, [43] [56]). Let Ky
and X be two Banach spaces, with norms [|-[|5 and [|-[|s,, respectively. If Ko C Ky with a
continuous embedding and both of them are continuously embedded in a Hausdorff topological
vector space V, then for every » > 0 and x € K1 + Ky we define

K(r,2) = inf {Jlalle, +rlbllsc, |z = a+ b, a € %1, be Ko},
For any 9 € (0, 1), we set

(iKl, Kg)ﬁyoo = {ZL' S iKl =+ j(:g

||:c||(g<17g<2)19m = su%)rf’sK(r, x) < +oo} . (3.12)
>

It is standard to show that (X1, %2)y,cc endowed with the norm |[-[| 4, 4,), . is a Banach space.

9,00

Theorem 3.3. Assume Hypothesis [Z1) holds true and let a € (0,1). Up to an equivalent
renorming, it holds (BUC(X), X)a,00 = BUCR(X).

Proof. We start by showing that (BUC(X), X)qa,0co € BUCE(X). For every ¢ € (BUC(X), X)a,00
and any r,e > 0 there exist f,. € BUC(X) and g, . € X such that
(,0(,@) = fT,E(x) + gr,a(-r)a reX;

and

[ frelloo +7llgrellz < llellBuc) 2, + & (3.13)
So by the mean value theorem and [BI3]) we get for x € X and h € Hp

(@ +h) — ()] < 2[|frelloc + lgr.e(z + 1) = gre(2)]
< 2[[frelloo + I DRYrelloc [Pl 7

< 2r(lollBuc(),x)a. T 26 + 7 el BUCE),%)a.w 17l 7 + 277 | R]| R
(3.14)

Now letting € tend to zero in (BI4]) and setting r = ||h|| g we get
[o@+h) = 9@ < 3l pucea. . IhlE  weX, he He.

This gives us the continuous embedding (BUC(X), X)qa,0c0 € BUCR(X).

Now we prove that BUCE(X) C (BUC(X), X)q,00- Let ¢ € BUCR(X) and for every € > 0 let
e be the function defined in (BI). For r» € (0,1) we consider the functions f, : X — R and
gr : X — R defined as

fT(‘T) = (,0(,@) - 907“2*“(1')’ gT(x) = SDTQ*Q(x); x e X.
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By ([B.3) we get that there exists a constant k1 = k1 («, ) > 0 such that
[ frlloo < Far®.
By B2) and [B4), there exist a constant ko = ka(c, ) > 0 such that
lgrllx = llora-alloc + [ DR@r2-alloo < kar® ™!
So for every r € (0,1)
K(r,p) < (k1 + ko)re.

Observe that the above estimate is trivial in the case that r > 1. Recalling [312) we get the
thesis. 0

Remark 3.4. We stress that (39) does not guarantee the uniformly continuity of the Hp-
derivative operator with respect to x. On the other hand if R = Idx then, by B3), the Lasry-
Lions type approzimants f. belongs to BUC(X). Hence Proposition and Theorem [Z.3 hold
true with X replaced with BUCY(X). This result was already present in [12).

We conclude this section by recalling a classical interpolation result that we will use in the
paper (see [10, Theorem 1.12 of Chapter 5] for a proof).

Theorem 3.5. Let Ko, K1, Ho,H1 be Banach spaces such that Hog C Ko and Hy C Ky with
continuous embeddings. If T is a linear mapping such that T : Ko — K1 and T : Hog — Hy and
for some Ny, N3¢ > 0 it hold

1Tz, < Nacllzllxo, x € Ko;
ITyllsc, < Nocllyllsces v € Ho,
then, for every ¥ € (0,1), T maps (Ko, Ho)v,0o in (K1,H1)9 0o and

T2l (51,3000 < Mo "Nzl (xo,3t0)0 0 @ € (Ko, Ho)v,00-

4. Hp REGULARITY OF THE MILD SOLUTION {X (¢,2)}>0

In this section we are interested in investigate the differentiability properties of the mild
solution of (LI]). For every x € X, by Hypotheses 2Tl and |23, Theorem 7.5], (L)) has a unique
mild solution {X (¢, z)}:>0. Recall that the map = — X (-,x) is Lipschitz continuous uniformly
with respect to the time variable (see [0, Proposition 3.13] or [47, Proposition 3.7] for a proof).
More precisely, for every T > 0, there exists a positive constant n = n(7T') such that

sup || X(t,z) — Xyl <nlle—vyll, zyeX (4.1)
te[0,T]

By [19L Section 2] (still using Hypotheses BI]) for any ¢ > 0 and for P-a.e. w € Q the map
x> X(t,2)(w) is three times Gateaux differentiable and if we set for x, h,k,j € X and t > 0

51 (t,x) == Da X (t, x)h;
SRt ) == DEX (L, 2)(h, k);
5§LJ€J (t, 1') = @%X(t, ZL')(h; k,j),

then the processes {80 (t, z)}i>0, {00°F (¢, 2)}i>0 and {6g’k’j(t,x)}t20 are the mild solutions of

dst(t,z) = [A+ RDG(X (t, )00 (t, x)dt, t>0; 49
{6?(0,z>h; (42)

Aoy " (t,x) = ([A+ RDG(X (t,x))]0n " (t,x)
+RD?*G(X (t,x)) (67 (t, ), 6F (t,2)))dt, ¢ > 0; (4.3)

531]6(0’ 1') =0;
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dsy* (t,x) = ([A + RDG(X (t,x))]05" (t, )
+RD2G(X (t, x)) (6 (t, ), 5“(15,95))
+RD2G(X (t,2))(85” (t, z), 0F (¢, ) (4.4)
+RD2G(X (t,2)) (8" (t, = 5%’%,3@)_ ‘
+RD3G (X (t,2)) (60 (¢, ) Pt x),07(t,2)))dt, t>0;

58730, 2) = 0.

The first proposition we will prove concerns some uniform estimates, with respect to x € X,
of the processes {67 (t, ) }e0, {0877 (t,2) }i>0 and {607 (¢, 2)}>o0.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that Hypotheses hold true. For every x € X and h,k,j € Hg the
processes {60 (t,2)} =0, {0577 (t,2)} 10 and {05777 (¢, 2) }4>0 are Hp-valued. Moreover there exist
two positive constants Ms and Ms such that for every x € X, h,k,j € Hr and t > 0, it holds
P-a.e.

63 (t, )| < <R |A] g3 (4.5)
I65% (¢, 2) || r < MaK1(t, Cr) Rl 51Kl 3 (4.6)
185757 (t, )| < MsKa(t, Cr) [P gl 117 5 (4.7)
where
_ CRlettr(er — 1), (R #0;
Ki(t,Cr) := { t,R = 0: (4.8)
2\=1,tCRr (ptCrR _ tCr _ .
Fatt Go) o= {| SR DRI G D A )

Proof. All estimates in this proof are meant almost everywhere with respect to P. The fact that
the processes {8!(t,z)}i>0, {057 (t,2)}4>0 and {5g’k’j(t,z)}t20 are Hp-valued are easy conse-
quences of the mild form of ([@2), ([E3) and [@4). So we just need to prove the estimates (L3,
(D) and (@D,

If {67 (t, 2) } 150, {0877 (t, 2) }is0 and {0577 (, ) },1>0 are equal to zero, then @X), [@B) and @)
are obvious, so we can fix t > 0, # € X and h, k,j € Hp such that the processes {6%(¢, z)}i>0,

{60%(t, 2)}>0 and {5§’k’j(t,z)}t20 are non-zero. We assume that the processes {62(¢,z)}i>0,
{60%(t, 2)}4>0 and {5§’k’j(t,x)}t20 are strict solutions of ([@2]), (£3)) and (£4) respectively, oth-
erwise we proceed as in [6] or [I3} Proposition 6.2.2] approximating {67 (, 2)}i>0, {62°F(t, ) }i>0
and {62%7 (¢, 2)} >0 by means of sequences of more regular processes.

We start by proving (£H). Fix ¢ > 0 and = € X, scalarly multiplying the uppermost equation

in [@2) by 6%(¢,z) and using (Z3) we obtain

;jtllyl(t )% = ([A+ RDG(X (t, )|} (t,2), 67 (t,2)) r < Crllo7 (t, 2)|I%-

By a standart argument we obtain (£3]).
Now we take care of the proof of [6]). Fix ¢t > 0 and x € X, scalarly multiplying the uppermost

equation in @3) by 62% (¢, z) and using Hypothesis ZI(), 23) and @) we get

<%5;,k(t, 2), 605 :c>> — ([A + RDG(X(t, )82 (1, 2), 85 (t,2)
R

+ (RD2G(X (t,2)) (0% (£, ), 0% (t,2)), 34* (¢, 2)
< CRllBE™ (1, 2)1% + MIRIZ oy 1Al ol 165" (1, 2)l| . (4.10)

where M is the constant appearing in Hypothesis ZII[iv)). Recalling that, for every z € X and
h,k € Hg, by [I3, Proposition A.1.3], the map t — [|05°"(t,2)|| g is differentiable, we can divide

@IO) by 165" (¢, )| & to get
d . . hk hok
1027t 2l R < Crlldy ™ (8 @)l + M||R||% )€™
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By a standard comparison result we obtain ([A6]) with M, := M||R||%(x).
It is now time to prove [@1). Fix t > 0 and = € X, scalarly multiplying the uppermost equation

of @A) by 057 (t,z), and then using Hypothesis 1), Z3), @) and EB) we obtain

<%é§”“’j<t, x), 84, :c>> = ([A+ RDG(X (t,2))}35 ™ (¢, 2), 855 (¢, 2))
R

1 ); )R
0y (t,2), 67 (t,2)), 65 (t, 7))

1(tx), 65" (¢, ), 05 (1 2))
01 (t, ), 01 (t,2), 8] (t,)), 0™ (t, 2))

< Crllo3 ™ (¢, @) I
+ M R|% r) (35 Mo (¢, Cr) + || Rll e ooy ™)1l I 1151 1165 (¢ 2) | 5.
where M, My and K;(t,(r) are the objects appearing in Hypothesis ZII[v), (£6) and (&3],
respectively. Recalling that for every « € X and h, k, j € Hpg, by [13, Proposition A.1.3], the map
t > [|62%7 (¢, 2)|| g is differentiable, we can divide @IT) by |65 (£, z)|| r to get
D531, ) <CallOh 1, 2) 1
+ M||R||Z ) (3¢ M2 K (¢, Cr) + || Bllo ()€ || el K| 215 =
By a standard comparison result we obtain ([@6]) with M3 := M max{3Ma, ||R||L(x)}||R||%(x). O
We left the complex dependence on ¢ in the constants K7 and Ko, defined in (L)) and (&3],

for the sake of completeness. For the rest of the paper we will just need the following simpler
estimate. The proof is standard and it is left to the reader.

Corollary 4.2. Assume that Hypotheses hold true. If (g # 0, then for anyt >0
1+ [Cr|
Ch

where K1 and Ky are introduced in (LX) and [@3), respectively.

ma‘X{Kl (ta CR)) K2 (ta CR)} S ma'X{etCRa €3t§R }7

Now we need to introduce a Gateaux type derivation along Hg. This notion of derivability was
already considered in [§] and it will be fundamental to prove a chain rule type result (Corollary

[£5).

Definition 4.3. Assume Hypothesis Z@) holds true. We say that a function ® : X — X is
Hp-Gateaux differentiable if for every x € X and h € Hp there exists €5, > 0 such that the
function oz (—€4.n,€x.n) — X defined as

0z n(r) :=®(x +rh) — ®(x), x€X, h€ Hp, 7 € (—€x.h,€x.1);
is Hp-valued and there exists T, € L(Hp) such that for every h € Hg

= 0.
R

1
— 0y —T.h
e ()

lim
r—0

T, is called Hr-Gateaux derwative of ® at the point x € X and we denote it by Dg rP(x).
For any k € N, in a similar way we can define a k-times Hpr-Gateauz differentiable map, and
we denote by 'DER@(:E) the Hgr-Gateauz derivative of ® of order k at x € X. We remark that

D g ®(x) belongs to L®) (Hp).

The derivation introduced in Definition is the correct type of derivation that we will need
in the following result.
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Proposition 4.4. Assume that Hypotheses hold true. For any t > 0 the map x — X (t,x)
is three times Hp-Gateauz differentiable P-a.e. and its first, second and third Gateaux derivative
operators are DX (t,z), DEX (t,x) and DL X (t,x), respectively. Moreover for any i = 1,2,3
and t > 0 the map DX (t,-) : X — LO(Hg) is uniformly continuous, almost everywhere with
respect to PP.

Proof. All estimates in this proof are meant almost everywhere with respect to P. We prove
the statements for the first Hp-Gateaux derivative, the proof for the second and the third Hp-
Gateaux derivative operator are similar. We start by proving that, for any ¢ > 0, the map
x +— X (t,x) is Hr-Gateaux differentiable P-a.e. and its Hp-Gateaux derivative at € X in the
direction h € Hp is DX (t, x)h. We recall that by Hypotheses 24 and [26] Proposition 1.5.5]
there exist B > 1 and 0 € R such that

HetA”L(HR) < Be™, t>0. (4.11)

So by 21, (I2) and (I it holds
HX(t,:c—i—rh)—X(t,x)

—DeX(t,z)h

t
SB/ efs
0

Hence, by the fact that, for every ¢ > 0, the map = — X(¢,z) is Gateaux differentiable and
the fact that G is a three times Fréchet differentiable function with bounded and continuous
derivative operators, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to obtain for any z € X
and h € Hp

r

R
G(X(s,x+rh)) — G(X(s,x))

ds.

— @G(X(s,z))@gX(s,z)h‘

X(t,x+rh)— X(t,x)

r

= 0.
R
So, for any t > 0, the map x — X (¢, ) is Hr-Gateaux differentiable (in the sense of Definition
[13) and its Hp-Gateaux derivative operator is Do X (¢, x).

Now we show that, for any ¢ > 0, the map = — DeX(t,2) is uniformly continuous. By
Hypothesis ZT[V) the function DG : X — L(X) is uniformly continuous, namely there exists a
continuous and increasing function w : [0, +00) — [0, +00) such that lim,_,o+ w(s) = 0 and

DG(x1) — DG(22) | c(x) < w(llz1 — 22])), x1, w2 € X.

lim
r—0

— DgX(t, .T)h

We claim that, for every T' > 0 and ¢t € [0, T, the map x — DG(X (¢, x)) is uniformly continuous
with a modulus of continuity independent of ¢. Indeed, by {1, for any z1, 22 € X

sup [|[DG(X(t,x1)) — DG(X(t, 22))|lc(x) < sup w([|[X (¢ 21) — X (¢, 22)])
te[0,7] tel0,T]
< w(nlley — a2|]), (4.12)

where 7 is the constant appearing in ([&I]). For simplicity sake we set 07(¢,z) := DX (t,z)h
for every t > 0, h € Hg and x € X. Let h € Hg, 21,22 € X and T > 0. By Hypotheses 2.4,
Proposition 23 and (£2)) for every ¢ € [0,7] we have

8% (1) = 87 (1. 22) 1
t
< [ 1 e DG (5,21))80 5,1) = DX (5,22))87 (5,2) s
0

t
< /O le* ¢ (1) DG (X (5,21)) = DG(X (5, 22)) |l e ) 167 (5, 21) || ds

t
+/0 le* A1l () I DG (X (s, 22)) | £ ) 167 (5, 21) — 87 (5, 22) | ds



14 D.A. BIGNAMINT AND S. FERRARI
By Proposition 23] (£5), (£11) and (#I2)) it holds

T
I < B||R||zx)|hll rew(nllzy — z2||)/ o (O+HCR)s g
0

BJ|R| g (x) (e Fen)T —1)
= e ellz(nllr — ). (4.14)

By Hypothesis 2Ti{ivl), Proposition 23 and 1)) it holds

T
I, < BM||R||L(3¢)/ %60 (s, 21) — 6% (s, 22)| rds. (4.15)
0

Combining (£13), (@14) and ([@I3) we get
- BJ|R| gy (e?+em)T — 1)
- 0+ Cr

T
+BMIRl e [ 180 sm) - 825, 22) .
0

167 (¢, 1) = 87 (¢, 22) | R 1Pl rw (|1 — 22]|)

By the Gronwall inequality there exists a positive constant A(T") independent on h € Hi and on
r1,xy € X such that

167 (¢, 21) = 87 (t, 22) | R < A(D)|[All (]l — 22]) (4.16)

Hence by ([@I6) we conclude that, for every ¢t > 0, the function DgX(¢,-) : X — L(Hg) is
uniformly continuous. The proof of the uniform continuity of the second and third Hpg-Gateaux
derivatives are similar. O

We end this section by stating a chain rule type result which will be used later in the paper.
The proof is standard and can be obtained following the same arguments used in the proof of [T
Corollary 21]. We give it for the sake of completeness.

Corollary 4.5. Assume that Hypotheses[2.7) hold true. If g € CL(X), then for any t > 0 the map
x> (go X)(t,x) is Hp-differentiable. Furthermore for any h € Hr, x € X and t > 0 it holds

(Dr(g e X))(t, x)h = (Drg)(X(t,2))De X (t, x)h.

Proof. Since g € CL(X), by Proposition 28| g is also Hg-differentiable, then for every z € X and
h e Hg

g(x +¢eh) = g(z) + eDrg(x)h + o(e), for e — 0.
We define for any x € X, h € Hr,t >0and € > 0

K (t,z,h) = X(t,x 4+ ch) — X (t,z) —eDcX(t,x)h.
By Proposition [4.1], for any "> 0, x € X and h € Hp

sup E[||K.(s,z,h)||%] = o(e) for e — 0. (4.17)
s€[0,T]

Hence, letting € tend to zero, for any x € X, h € Hr and t > 0 it holds
g(X(t,z+eh)) = g(X(t,x) +eDeX(t,x)h + K (t,z, h))
=g(X(t,z) + (DX (t,2)h +e ' Ke(t,x, h))
= g(X(t,z)) + (Drg)(X(t,2)) (DX (t, 2)h + Kc(t, 2, h)) + of€).

So, letting ¢ tend to zero, by the boundedness of the Hp-derivative operator of g (Proposition
28) and [@I7) we get, for any z € X, h € Hrand T >t >0

0< E[‘g(X(t, z+¢ch)) — g(X(t,z)) — e(Drg)(X(t,x))De X (t, x)hﬂ

< eSEépT]E“g(X(S’x + Eh)) - g(X(S,:C)) - E(QRQ)(X(Svx))gGX(va)hf}
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= sup E[[(Drg)(X(s,2)Ke(s, 2, h)*] +ofe)

s€[0,T]
< <sup ||DRg<y>||L<HR;R>> ( sup E[|Ke<s,x,h>||2}> +o(e)
yeX s€[0,T]

= <1 + sup |DRg(y)|L(HR§R)> o(e)
yeX

This concludes the proof. O

5. Hr REGULARITY OF THE TRANSITION SEMIGROUP {P(t)};>0

In this section we will show that the transition semigroup, introduced in (L2), satisfies some
regularity properties in the sense of Definition The next proposition is a variant of the
Bismut—Elworthy—Li formula (see [25]) adapted to our purposes.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that Hypotheses hold true. If ¢ € BUC(X), then for any t > 0 the
map x — P(t)e(x) belongs to BUC%(X). Moreover for any x € X, h,k,j € Hg andt > 0 it holds

DRP(Op()h = 1B (X (t.2)) [ (DX (s, AW (5) ] (1)

t/2
DRP(0p(a)(h k) = 7B | D (P(t/2p(X (/22 [ <Dcx<s,x>h,RdW<s>>R]

t/2
+%IE P(t/2)<p(X(t/2,x))/O <DQGX(s,x)(h,k),RdW(s)>R]; (5.2)

t/2
DYP(0p(a)(h k. ) = 7B | Dk (P2 (X (t/2.0) (k.3) [ <Dax<s,x>h,RdW<s>>R]

t/2
E |Dr (P(t/2)<P(X(t/2,fE)))k/0 <9%X(87$)(h,j)7RdW(S)>R]

+

N

t/2
E |Dr (P(t/2)<P(X(t/2,fE)))j/O <®éX(va)(h7k),RdW(S)>R1

N

t/2
E P(t/2)<p(X(t/2,z))/0 <®%X(s,z)(h, k,j),RdW(s))R]. (5.3)

N

+

Proof. Observe that once we prove that (&), (B2) and (&3] hold true, then the uniform conti-
nuity follows by (1), (8), (@1) and Proposition [AJ] (with M =X, dye = |||, Y =Q, u =P
and Z = R). By [49) Lemma 2.3], for any ¢ € BUC?(X), t > 0 and = € X it holds

p(X(t ) = P(t)p(x) +/0 (VP(t = s)p(X(s,2)), RAW (s)), (5-4)

and P(t)g belongs to BUC?(X). By Proposition 28 P(t)y is Hg-differentiable and (5.4) becomes
fort >0andx e X

p(X (7)) = P(t)p(a) + / (VRP(t — $)p(X(s,2)), RAW(s)) . (5.5)

By Proposition 1], for any h € Hg, the following process is well defined

{/Ot (@GX(s,x)h,RdW(s)>R} (5.6)

t>0
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Multiplying both sides of (B.5]) by (B8] and taking the expectations we get for ¢ > 0, z € X and
he Hp

E [cp(X(t, x)) /Ot (DaX(s,x)h, RdW(s)>R}
=F {P(t)ap(x) /Ot (DaX(s,)h, RdW(S)>R:|

—i—E[/O (VRP(t—s)@(X(s,x)),RdW(s))R/O (DX (s, 2)h, RAW (s))

Since R : X — Hp is continuous (Proposition Z3)), then {RW (¢)};>0 is a Hpr-cylindrical Wiener
process (see [23, Remark 5.1]). By Proposition 1] for every ¢t > 0, z € X and h € Hp

t
/ E[| DX (s,2)h||}]ds < +oo,
0

so, by [25] Remark 2], the process defined in (5.0]) is a martingale. Hence for any ¢t > 0, z € X
and h € Hg

E[P(t)go(x) /0 (DX (s, 2)hy RAW (s)) | = 0.

We recall that since L?(€2,P) is a Hilbert space, then the polarization identity holds true, namely
for every &1,& € L%(Q,P) it holds

Elei&2] = 1E[l6 + &) - B[ - &) .7
Let <I>( ) = DrP(t — s)<p(X(s x)) and T'(s) := DeX(s,2)h. Now we apply (1) with & =
fo s), RAW (s)) p and & = fo s), RAW (s)) p and using the Ito isometry we get

E[/Ot <cI>,RdW>R/Ot <F,RdW>R]
— iE l(/ot (<I>+F,RdW)R>2] - ilE (/Ot <<I>—F,RdW>R)T
= 1& [ [0+ rias| - 12 [ [ 1o - rias] <& [ [ @] 59)

Recalling that P(t)e is Fréchet differentiable, then by Proposition [Z8 Corollary 5 (with g =
P(t — s)p) and (B.8]) we obtain for t > 0, z € X and h € Hg

E[/O ((VRP(t—s)@)(X(s,x)),RdW(s))R/O (DgX(s,x)h,RdW(s)>R]

= [ [ (VRP(t = )X 5.2)). DX s, 2)0) 5

= E[/ Dr(((P(t—s)p) o X)(s,:c))hds} = /0 DRE[(P(t — s)p 0 X)(s, )] hds.

0
By the very definition of P(t) we know that E[(P(t — s)p o X)(s,z)] = (P(s)P(t — s)p)(z) =
P(t)¢(z). So we conclude for ¢t > 0, z € X and h € Hp

E{@(X(t,:c))/ <ﬂgX(s,z)h,RdW(s)>R] :/ DrP(t)p(x)hds = tDrP(t)p(z)h.
0 0

We have proved (G) for any ¢ € BUC?*(X). Using the same approximation arguments of the
proof of [13, Proposition 4.4.3] it is possible to show that (&) is verified for any ¢ € BUC(X).
So by Proposition [£4] and (&), for any ¢ > 0 and ¢ € BUC(X) the function P(t)e belongs to
BUCK(X). To prove (5.2) observe that for every = € X, h,k € Hg and t > 0 it holds

DRP()p(x)(h, k) = Dr (DrP(t)p(x)h) k = Dr (DrP(t/2)(P(t/2)¢(x))h) k.
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2
e

t/2
Dr <(P(t/2)¢(X(t/2,fE)))/O <®GX(va)thdW(s)>R> k] - (5.9)

So by 1)

DRP()e(x)(h, k)

t/2
(P(t/2)<P(X(t/2,fE)))/O <®GX(va)thdW(5)>R‘|> k

2
-E
t

So, differentiating the product in (59)), we obtain (.2]). By Proposition 4] and (5.2)), for any
¢ € BUC(X) the function P(t)¢ belongs to BUC%(X). (E3) follows by the same arguments. [

Theorem [B.1] allows us to prove some estimates that are useful in general and extremely
important for our results.

Proposition 5.2. Assume that Hypotheses hold true. There exists a positive constant K,
depending only on My, Mz and (g (the constants appearing in Proposition[{.1] and in Hypotheses
[24), such that for any i =1,2,3, ¢ € BUC(X), t > 0 and x € X it holds

; K t!
[DRP)e(@) |l ey (Hpm) < 772 max{la Wa 3t<R} [l oo-
In particular for any i =1,2,3, ¢ € BUC(X), t > 0 and x € X it holds
i egtlgR‘
IDRP@)p(2)l 2 (rpir) < K—775=1€]lso- (5.10)
ti/
Furthermore, for any o € (0,1), t > 0 and ¢ € BUC(X) it holds
e3tI¢R]

[DrP(t)plBucs (. (Ham) < 2' ““Kit(m 75 9lloc- (5.11)

Proof. We begin to prove the statements in the case (g # 0. By Proposition Il and Corollary
[E2] for any t > 0, x € X and h,k,j € H

t |
| [ ID6X (s, 00lds| < el .12
[ [ 1085600 0| < A1 (5:13)
3 -\ (12 2 22
B [ [ 10256010 k)t | < ORI (510

where

o(ty = § max{L, M, 3M3, My} max{1, (1 + [CRI)?ICRI " H(A = €27), (R < 0;
max {1, Ma, 3M3, M3} max{1, (1 + |Cr|)?|Cr| "} (e — 1), (g > 0.

Hence there exists a constant C' := C'(Ma, M3, (r) > 0 such that, for any ¢ > 0
c(t) < C(tx(o,1) + max{l, eGCRt}X[LjLOO)), (5.15)

where X (0,1) and x[1,4oc) denote the characteristic functions of the sets (0,1) and [1,400), re-
spectively. We fix ¢ € BUC(X), t > 0, « € X and h,k,j € Hg. By (&), (E12) and the Itd
isometry we get

[ DRP(t)p(x)h]* < %Ilhllillwlli- (5.16)

By (£2), GI12), (I3), (GI4), the Itd isometry, the Jensen inequality and the contractivity of
P(t) in BUC(X) we obtain

[DRP(E)e) (R <

(4c*(/2) + c(t/2)%) [l kI 7l ol (5.17)
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By B3), GI12), GI13), (I4), (I0), (EI0), the Ito isometry, the Jensen inequality and the
contractivity of P(t) in BUC(X) we obtain
[DRP(#)(w)(h, k. )|
64 2 2 .12
S5 (8(402(t/2) +e(t/2)17) + 8¢ (t/2)t” + C(t/2)t4) IRl %Rl R ells — (5-18)

By (16), (517), (GIX) and (GI5) there exists K := K(My, Ms,(g) > 0 such that for every
rzeXandt>0

i K
IDRPOe@)ll o (rrpimy < 775 max{L, e H o] oo (5.19)

Now we prove the statements in the case (g = 0. By Proposition [£]] there exists a positive
constant C' := C(Ma, Ms3) such that for any x € X and h, k,j € Hr we have

; :
E[ / 96X (s, 2)hlfds | < Celll (5.20)
[ [ 10860100 | < i (520
E[ / DL (s, 2) (h k. ) [3ds| < O + ) B2 1112 (5.22)

We fix ¢ € BUC(X), t > 0, x € X and h, k,j € Hg. By (51)), (5:20) and the Itd isometry we get
C
[ DrP(t)p(x)h|* < ?HhH?%H(pHio‘ (5.23)

By (2), E20), G2T), (23) the Ito isometry, the Jensen inequality and the contractivity of
P(t) in BUC(X) we obtain

w|00

[ DRP(t)e(x)(h, k)I* < 5 (C° + 4CE) | Rl 7Nk 7 o l1%- (5.24)
In a similar way by (&3), (E20), E&21), (IB:ZZI), E23), (B24), the Ttd isometry, the Jensen

inequality and the contractivity of P(t) in BUC(X) we obtain
. 64 1 .
DRPO()(h k. ) < o3 (107 (O +402) + Ot + O + %)) IR N 1
(5.25)
By 23), (5:24) and (5.25) there exists a positive constant K := K (Mo, M3) such that

i K i—
IDRP®)e(@) e (i) < 773 max{1, £}l o- (5.26)
ti/

Combining (519) and (526) we obtain (Z.I0).
To prove (BI1)) observe that for any x € X, h € Hg, ¢ € BUC(X) and ¢t > 0, by (5I0) (with

1=1), we get

egt‘CRl
IPrP(#)e(z +h) = DrP)e(@)llenr < 2K 77514l (5.27)

While for any € X, h € Hg, ¢ € BUC(X) and ¢ > 0, by (5I0) (with i = 2), we get

IDRPWp(e 1 ) — DrPE()] e = H || Dirwete + onin. sio

L(Hpr;R)
3tlCr|

e
<K 121 zllll - (5.28)

Therefore for any a € (0,1), x € X, h € Hg, » € BUC(X) and ¢ > 0, by (527) and (5.2]) we
have

e3t‘<R|

tiCr| -« a
IDRP(Oe(e+ )~ DaP O e < (2K G lole) (K blelielic )
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This conclude the proof. O

For the proof of Theorem 2.9 we also need a relationship between the derivatives of ¢ and the
derivatives of P(t)e.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that Hypotheses [24] hold true. For any ¢ € X, x € X, h,k,j € Hp
andt >0

DrP(t)p(x)h =E[(Dre(x), DaX(t,2)h) gl ; (5.29)

DYPOR(0)(H) = 8 [Dap(X(t0)k [ (DX (s, RAW(s))

+%IE {@(X(t,x)) /O <DgX(s,x)(h,k),RdW(s)>R]. (5.30)

Proof. Differentiating under the integral sign (L2) and (&.1), by Corollary L5 we obtain (5.29])
and (B30), respectively. a

If ¢ belongs to X, thanks to Proposition [5.3] it is possible to prove results similar to the ones
contained in Proposition [5.2] replacing the space BUC(X) with the space X.

Proposition 5.4. Assume that Hypotheses [2.4] hold true. There exists a positive constant K',
depending only on My, M3 and Cgr (the constants appearing in Proposition[{-1] and in Hypotheses
[2), such that for any i =1,2,3, p € X, t >0 andx € X

) K’ ) ) ti—l
7 _ (2—1)(3—1)/2|t¢ 4t¢
DRP) (@)l 2o (mpm) < ey max{e /21tCr - |CR—|ti71,€ R} ol
In particular for anyi=1,2,3, p € X, t >0 and x € X it holds
i , e4t‘<R|
[DRP ) (@)l e (pm) < K WH@HX- (5.31)
Proof. We reprise the same notations of the proof of Proposition[5.2l Let p € X, ¢t >0, z € X
and h,k,j € Hg. By (@A) and (229) we get
2 2
I DrP(t)p(x)h]* < e |hllg el (5.32)

Now let (g # 0. By (12), G13), (&30), (32) the It6 isometry and the Jensen inequality we
obtain

16
2
By (3), 12, E13), &I14), E32), (33), the It6 isometry, the Jensen inequality and the

contractivity of P(t) in BUC(X) we have

IDRPOR) D < Selt/2) (33 (600 + 1) la/2)+ 2+ 1)) IR ol

12
(5.34)
By (13), (532), (533) and (E.34) there exists a constant Cy := Cy(Ma, M3, (r) > 0 such that

IDRPB)¢(@)(h, k)P = — (7 + 1) eIkl 7ol (5.33)

i i —i)(3—i
IDRP @) (@) o (pm) < ey Yo max{e\@ )3 )/2‘t<R,e4tCR} o] (5.35)

Now assume that (g = 0. By (520), (.21), (&30), (532), the It isometry and the Jensen
inequality we obtain

16

[DRP®)(@)(h, k)[* < 5 C (t+1) (R A P (5.36)
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By (3), &20), B21), &22), (32), (E34), the It6 isometry, the Jensen inequality and the

contractivity of P(t) in BUC(X) we have

IDRPOa)h k) < G5 (350 (+) Cot O 4+ O ) IR
(5.37)
So by (532), (534), (5.31) there exists a positive constant Co := Co(Ms, M3) such that
IDRPER) 2otz < Tomg max {1, } gl (539)
Combining (5.39)) and (538) we obtain (5.31]). O

By Theorem .3, Proposition 5.2} Proposition 5.4l and Theorem (with Ko, Ky, H; =
BUC(X), Ho =X, 9 =a and T = D, P(t) for i = 1,2,3) we obtain the following result.

Proposition 5.5. Assume that Hypotheses[2) hold true. For every a € (0,1) there exists a pos-
itive constant K., depending only on Mz, Ms, (g and « (the constants appearing in Proposition
[£1] and in Hypotheses[ZF), such that for any ¢ € BUCR(X), i =1,2,3, x € X and t > 0

1DRP®)P() ]| £ (#rm:m)

K. .
o {eu—a)(z—z)(s—z)/u@

- o ti—l
— ¢li—a)/2

4tCr
) ; , € X .
1+ |<R|t171 } ||(p||BUCR(3C)
In particular for any ¢ € BUCR(X), i =1,2,3, x € X and t > 0 it holds

at
IDRPE) (@) o) (mrpmy < Ka;i_%H@HBucyx)- (5.39)
6. THE MAIN RESULTS
This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 2.9 Theorem (.2, Theorem and Propo-
sition These proofs are inspired by those presented in [I5].
The stationary equation. Here we give the proof of Theorem 2.9

Proof of Theorem [Z.4. We start by proving the statement for A > 4|Cg|. Let « € (0,1), f €
BUC%(X) and let u be the function defined in (L3]). For every ¢ > 0, by Theorem 51l P(t)f is
three times H p-differentiable and observe that, by (B39) (with ¢ = 1), for any ¢ > 0, € X and
h € Hg

|P()f(z+h) = P(t)f(x) = DrP(t)f(x)h]

/0 (DrP(t)f(x + ch) — DrP(t)f(x))hdo

2K,
S ez eMerl|In| ]l fllBucs @) (6.1)

where K, is the constant appearing in Proposition 5.5 In a similar way by (539) (with i = 2)
we get for any t > 0, z € X and h,k € Hp
[ DrP(t)f(z + h)k — DrP(t)f(2)k — DRP(t) f(z)(h, k)|
2K,
< g Il alklal flsucge.  (6:2)

where K, is the constant appearing in Proposition 55 Hence, by (61]), (6:2) and the dominated
convergence theorem we get that w is two times H p-differentiable and for every z € X and
A > 4|Cg| it hold

+o0 +oo
Dru(z) = /0 e MDRP(t) f(x)dt; Diu(z) = /0 e NMDLP(t) f(x)dt.
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By the same arguments used in the proof of (6.1]) and ([6.2), we obtain

K JI((1+«)/2
DR ey < 5 g o v o (63)

K.T'(a/2)
1DRu()]| ) (prpmy < Wﬂfﬂmcyx),

where I'(z) = O+°° t*~le~tdt is the Gamma function. The fact that u € BUC%(X) follows by
Theorem B.I] and Proposition [AT] (with M = X, dy = |||, ¥ = (0,400), p is the measure
e Mdt and Z is R or L(Hg;R) or L) (Hg;R) for the uniform continuity of u or Dgu or D{u,
respectively).

It remains to be proven that D%u € BUCH(X; L3 (Hg;R)). For A > 0, x € X and h € Hg we
set

TS +oo
o(z) = /O e MD2P(E) f(a)dt: blx) = /| e~ MD2 P(t) f(x)dt.

Rl
Hence we have

—+oo
D3 + h) — D) e = H / NDLP() (1 ) — DAP(0) f(a)dt

£ (HpR)
< lla(@ + h) —a(z) +b(z +h) = b(@)l co) (g pm)
< lla(z +h) — a(@)ll co (gpm) + 102 +h) = 0(@)| g (15w
=1 + Is. (6.4)
By (39) (with 7 = 2) we obtain

lhll%
B [ e NIDRPO o+ h) - DRPOS @) e
0

IRl P15 o—(A—4CrI)E
< 2/ e M sup | DEP(H) f(y)ll @ (1) dt < 2Ka (/ Wdt> I fllBuce (x)
0 yeX 0
<2K ”hH%t(o"Q)/th _ e
< 2Ka /0 IfllBucg @) = —— IRl fllBucs @), (6.5)

where K, is the constant appearing in Proposition 5.5l Moreover by (5.39) (with i = 3) we have

+oo
Bs [ M IDRPOS ) DRPO S e

—+oo
e
IRlI%

“+o0
< / e sup | DLP) F )| oo (a1l e
1R ]2 yeX

+00 o= (A—4[¢|R)t
<kl [ St | Wl oo

dt

1
/ D3 P(1) f(w + oh)(h, -, )do
L(z)(HR;]R)

0

hl%

oo 2K, N
< Ko </||h|2 te 3)/2dt> Al el fllBUcs () = T a||h||R||f||BUC;;(x), (6.6)
R

where K, is the constant appearing in Proposition [i.5l Combining ([64), (€0) and (66) we get
that D%u belongs to BUCH(X; L2 (Hg; R)).

The proof of the case 0 < A < 4|Cg| use the following perturbation argument. Observe that u
solves

(4/¢r| + 1)y = Nu = f — (A —4[Cr| — 1)u.
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By ([6.3) we know that u € BUCEK(X), consequentely f —(A—4|Cg|—1)u belongs to BUCE(X) and
by the above arguments it follows that u € BUC% (X) and the esitmate (ZH) holds true. [

The case [ € BUC(X). We proceed to analyze the case & = 0. As announced in the introduction
we need to introduce an appropriate Zygmund space.

Definition 6.1. Assume Hypothesis Z1) holds true and let Y be a Banach space with norm
Illy - The space Zr(X;Y") is the subspace of BUC(X;Y) consisting of functions F: X —Y such
that

F(z +2h) — 2F(z + h) + F(z
[Flzp(x;y) == sup (2 ) ( ) ()HY,

zeX h
weih 17l g

is finite.
The space Zr(X;Y) is a Banach space if endowed with the norm
IE N2 vy = 1F Mo + [Flzp(oxiy)-

It is easy to see that every Hp-Lipschitz function belongs to Zr(X;Y'), but, even when X =
Y = Hp = R, there are bounded and continuous functions not belonging to Zz(X;Y") (see, for

example, [50]).

Theorem 6.2. Assume Hypotheses[2.7] hold true. For any A > 0 and f € BUC(X) the solution u
of [T, introduced in [L3), belongs to BUCY(X) and Dpu € Zr(X; Hr). Moreover there exists
a positive constant C, independent of f, such that

1DrUll2 (0 (HR:R)) < Cll fl oo (6.7)

Proof. We prove the statement for A > 3|(g/|, the general case follows using the same ideas used
at the end of the proof of Theorem Following the same ideas of the proof of Theorem
and using (EII) we get u € BUC,(X) for every a € (0,1). In particular Dzu is bounded
and uniformly continuous. To prove that D ru belongs to Zr(X, Hr) we consider the functions
a,b: X — R defined, for any x € X and h € Hp, as

Ih, oo
a(z) = / Y e ND P f(x)dt: b(x) = / e ND R P(E)f () dt.
0 A2,
For any « € X, h € Hr and ¢t > 0, by (&I0) (with ¢ = 1), we have
[a(z 4+ 2h) — 2a(z + h) + a(@)| £ (raw)

IAlI%
< /0 e M| DRP(t)f(x + 2h) = 2DRP() f (2 + k) + DrP(t) f ()| ¢ (11w dt

IBlI7 o~ (A=3[¢rI)t Il 12
<ar( [ e Il <arc [ 2 1)

= 8K |[Al[ Rl flloc, (6.8)

where K is the constant appearing in Proposition 5.2l Before proceeding we need some interme-
diate estimates. First of all observe that for every x € X, h,k € Hg and t > 0

(DRrP(t)f(x + 2h) — DrP(t)f(z + h))k = /O 1 DLP(E) f(z + (1 + 0)h)(h, k)do; (6.9)

(DrP(t)f(x + h) — DrP(t)f(x))k = /O D2 P(t)f(z + oh)(h, k)do. (6.10)

So combining ([69) and (EI0) and using ([EI0) (with ¢ = 3),for any € X, h,k € Hr and t > 0
we get

IDrP()f(x +2h) = 2DrP(t)f(z + h) + DrP () f()|lc(tnir)
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= sup [(DrP(t)f(x +2h) = 2DrP(t)f(x +h) + DrP(t)f(x))k|

lkllr=1
1
~ s / (DLP(1)f (2 + (1 + 0)h) — DLP(E)f(x + oh)) (h, k)do
lkllr=11/0
1 1
= sup / / DLP()f(x + (1 + o)h)(h, b, k)drdo
lklr=11J0 Jo
3 2 egt‘<R| 2
< sup IDRPOfWlew (rm 7R < K=z 7R Flleo, (6.11)
Yy

where K is the constant introduced in Proposition 5.2l By (6.11)) for any « € X, h,k € Hr and
t > 0 we get

16(z +2h) = 2b(z + h) + b(@)[| & (Hpim)

+oo
S /” 67)\t||SDRP(t)f(£E + 2h) — QSDRP(t)f((E + h) + SDRP(t)f(-T)HL(HR,]R)dt

hil%
o0 o= (A=3I¢RI)E , I 2
<k ([ Il < B[t i
Inl1% InlI%
= 2K A&l f (6.12)
where K is again the constant appearing in Proposition 22l Combining (68) and ([GI2) we get
@.1). O

The evolution equation. By a procedure similar to the one described in the proofs of Theorem
and Theorem[G.2] we can obtain similar results for the mild solution v of the evolution equation
(CH), introduced in ([LH). To do so we need to introduce another Banach space.

Definition 6.3. Assume Hypothesis [Z) holds true and let Y be a Banach space with norm
[Illy- For any ac € (0,1), k=0,1,2,... and T > 0 we define BUC%k"'O‘([O,T] x X;Y) as the set
of continuous functions g : [0,T] x X — Y , that are separately uniformly continuous and such
that

||g||BUc%k+ﬂ([o,T]xx;y) = tes[upT llg(t, ')||Buc’;;a(x;y),

0,77
if finite. If Y = R we write BUC%{kJra([O, T] x X).

Forany T > 0,a € (0,1) and k =0, 1,2,... the space BUC%;IHO‘([O, T]x X;Y) is a Banach space
if endowed with the norm ||'||BUC(I)€k+a([01T]><x;Y). Before stating and proving the main result of
this subsection we need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 6.4. Assume Hypotheses[2.4] hold true. For every T > 0, a € (0,1), k =0,1,2,3 and

f € BUCK™(X), the map (t,x) — P(t)f(z) belongs to BUC%’kJra([O,T] x X).

Proof. We just show the case k = 0, since the other cases follow by similar arguments. Observe
that the fact that, for every t € [0,T], the map x +— P(t)f(x) is uniformly continuous follows by
the boundness and uniform continuity of f and Proposition [AJ] (with M = X, dy = |||, Y = Q,
=P and Z = R), while the uniform continuity of ¢t — P(t) f(z) follows by its continuity and the
compactness of [0,T]. To obtain that the map (¢,z) — P(t)f(z) belongs to BUC%:Q([O, T] x X)
it is enough to note that for any ¢ > 0

1P < 1Sl (6.13)
and that for any ¢t > 0, x € X and h € Hg, by 3 it holds
[P(t)f(z +h) — P(t) f(2)| = [E[f(X(t, 2 + h)] — E[f(X (¢, 2))]]
SE[|X (2 +h) = X(t,2) |z flBucs ()]
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< €a<Rt[f]Bch(DC)HhH%' (6.14)
Indeed, by (6I3) and ([6I4), letting g(¢, z) := P(t)f(x) for t € [0,T] and = € X we obtain

@) f
9l suces+e o< x) = tes[lér;](llP(t)flloo + [P(t) flsucg o) < max{L, e T} fllpueg -

This concludes the proof. O
The following result is in the same spirit as the main results of [33] and [34].

Theorem 6.5. Assume Hypotheses[ZZ hold true and let T > 0 and o € (0,1). If f € BUCEH*(X)
and g € BUC%O‘([O,T] x X), then the mild solution v of (LA, introduced in ([LH), belongs to
BUC%QJFD‘([O,T] x X) and there exists a positive constant C' = C(T, «), independent of [ and g,

such that
HUHBUC%’H“([O,T]XDC) <C (||f||BUC§;a(x) + ||9||BUc‘g“([o,T]xx)) :

Proof. We just give a sketch of the proof since it is similar to the proofs of Theorems and
By Lemma B4 the maps (¢, z) — P(t)f(z) belongs to BUCY*T([0, T] x X). So we just need
to consider the function

Vit,x) = /0 P(s)g(t — s,)(x)ds, te[0,T], x€X.

By the same arguments used in the proof of Theorem 2.9 we obtain that, for every ¢ € [0, 7], the
map z — V(t,z) belongs to BUC%(X), that

QQRV(t,z) = /0 @%P(s)g(t —s,)(x)ds, te0,T], € X,

and that there exists a positive constant C' = C(T, «, (r) such that

sup ||V (t,- 2 <Clg 0,0 .
s IV oucs o < Clalucge o

The uniform continuity of the map t — V(¢ ), for every x € X, is standard. Finally to prove
that the map » — D%V (¢, x) belongs to BUCH(X; L2 (Hg;R)), for every t € [0,T], we can
argue as in the proof of Theorem [T introducing the functions a,b: X — £ (Hg;R) defined,
for h € Hp and y € X, as

min{t,|[h]I%} t
aly) :== / DLP(s)g(t — s,-)(y)ds, bly) :== / DLP(s)g(t — s,-)(y)ds.
0 min{t,||k]|%}
Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem we get that there exists a positive constant C’ =
C'(T, a, (r) such that

sup [DRV (L, )lpuce (e (s < O sup_lg(t, ) [IBucs (x)-
te[0,7) te[0,7]

This conclude the proof. O
The Hpr-Holder perturbation case. Let A : Dom(A) C X — X and R € £(X) such that they
satisfy Hypotheses 2:4l We consider the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup {7'()}:>0 defined by
T(t)p(x) == / o+ yNO,Q)(dy),  t>0, z€X, peBUC);
X

where, for any t > 0, we let Q; := fot e*AR?e*4"ds and N(0, Q;) is the Gaussian measure on X
with mean zero and covariance operator Q;. The semigroup {T'(t)};>0 is weakly continuous in
BUC(X) (see [13, Appendix B]) and its weak generator L : Dom(L) C BUC(X) — BUC(X) is
the unique closed operator such that

RO\ L)f(z) = /Om e T (s)f(x)ds, A>0, x€X, f€BUCX).
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Let o € (0,1) and let L, : Dom(L,) € BUC%(X) — BUC%(X) be the part of L in BUC%(X).
For F € BUC%(X; Hr) we consider the stationary equation

M — Lou — (F,Dru)p = f, A >0, f € BUCRK(X). (6.15)
We stress that the following stochastic partial differential equation

{ dX (t,x) = [AX(t,x) + F(X(t,z))]dt + RAW (t), t > 0;
X(0,2) =2 €X,

may not be well posed and so we do not know if the transition semigroup (L2]) is well defined.
We refer to [2] for a study of the case when F' = RG for some G € C{*(X; X) and to [20] for the
case in which F' € B,(X;X) and A is a Laplacian type operator. However it is possible to prove
Schauder regularity results for the solution of (G.I3]) using another technique (see, for example,

7).

Proposition 6.6. Let A and R be two operators satisfying Hypotheses[2.4} let o € (0,1) and let
f € BUCR(X). For any A > 0 there exists a constant Co x > 0 such that if | F|[guce x;my) <

Co:k, then [©IR) has a unique solution u belonging to BUCT™(X).

Proof. We start by setting ¢ := Au — L,u. We stress that if u € BUC%(X), then ¢ € BUCR(X).
Now letting T := (F, DrR(\, Lo)) r, then ([GI5) reads as

—Toy=f. (6.16)
By Theorem [Z9, whenever ¢ € BUC%(X), there exists a constant Cy_» > 0 such that
1TVl Bucs (x) < CanllFllBucs (x;mp) 1Y IBUCS (x)-
If | Fllsuce (x:m) < C;lk, then the map 7 : BUC%(X) — BUCH%(X) is a contraction and so

by the contraction mapping theorem (6I5) and (EI6) have unique solutions u and ¢ belong-
ing to BUC%(X). Moreover, since u = R(A, Ly)y = R(A, L)1, by Theorem 2.9, u belongs to

BUCH(X). O

Clearly the condition on the BUC%(X; Hr) norm of F' is very restrictive. We do not know if
it is possible to replicate the technique of [52] to remove this requirement. We intend to study
this situation in a future paper.

7. EXAMPLE

Let Q € L£(X) be a positive, self-adjoint and compact operator. For «, 8 > 0 we set A :=
—(1/2)Q77: Q°(X) C X — X and R := Q°. Let {ex }ren be an orthonormal basis of X consisting
of eigenvectors of @, and let {\;}ren be the eigenvalues of @ associated with {ej}ren. Since @
is a compact and positive operator, there exists ko € N such that 0 < A\ < Ay, for any k£ € N.
Without loss of generality we assume kg = 1. Hence, for any z € Q”(X), we have

—+o0
1. - 1. -
(A, z) =Y oA o) < 507l (7.1)
k=1

Since Q is a compact and positive operator, then {ex}ren € Q?(X) = Dom(A) and Dom(A) is
dense in X, so A generates a strongly continuous, analytic and contraction semigroup in X. Let
A, be the part of A in H, := Hg«, we recall that

Dom(A,) == {z € Q¥(X) N Q*(X) | Az € Q*(X)}.
By (1), for any = € Dom(A,), we have

-« —Q —Q -« [ —Q [
(Az,z), = (Q " Az,Q™"z) = (AQ™"x,Q~"x) < —2 A, "|Qa[” = —5 A "Iz}

Since Q*T#(X) is dense in X and Q™% is a closed operator in X, then Q*T#(X) is dense in
H,,, moreover Q®5(X) = Dom(A4,). Hence A generates a strongly continuous and contraction
semigroup in H,. We refer to [23 Section 5.4-5.5] for a study of the validity of Hypothesis RII).
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So all the results of the paper can be applied in this case, in particular Theorem and
Theorem hold true. Observe that

t

S @ 1 «a — -8

Q= [ Qs = 5@ ),
0

so, arguing as in [16] Example 1], for any ¢ > 0 it holds
1Q; 2t ¢y = CE /P12,

for some positive constant C. So (7)) is verified only for a« = 0. An example of a function
G : X — X is any radial function defined as

G(a) =o(|z]?), z€X,

where @ : [0,+00) — R is a three times differentiable function such that ®'(r) = O(r~1!) for
r — +00.

APPENDIX A. A RESULT ABOUT UNIFORMLY CONTINUOUS FUNCTIONS

We recall a result reguarding uniformly continuous functions that we have used throughout
the paper. The proof is standard and follows the same ideas of the proof of [5I, Lemma 3.3], we
provide it for completeness.

Proposition A.1. Let M be a separable metric space with metric dyg, (Y, ) be a measurable
space (p s a finite, positive and complete measure) and Z be a Banach space with norm ||| ,.
Consider a function F': M XY — Z that satisfies

(i) for any m € M, the map y — F(m,y) is measurable;
(i) for p-a.e. y € Y, the map m +— F(m,y) is uniformly continuous;
(iii) there exists a u-integrable function g:Y — R such that for allm € M and p-a.e. y €Y it
holds || F(m,y)llz < g(y).

The map h : M — Z, defined as

hm) = [ Flmoputdy). me .
Y
is bounded and uniformly continuous.

Proof. The boundedness of h is trivial and its continuity follows by the dominated convergence
theorem (see |24, Theorem 3, p. 45]). So we just need to prove the uniform continuity of h. Let
N CY be such that u(N) = 0 and condition () holds for all y € Y\ N. For any y € Y \ N,
consider the modulus of continuity of the map = — F(x,y) defined as

wry(t) = sup{[|[F(m,y) = F(m',y)l|lz [m,m" € M, dyc(m,m) <t}, >0

Observe that, by the separability of M x M, for every ¢ > 0 there exists a countable set D(t) C
M x M such that

wry(t) = sup {||[F(m,y) — F(m',y)llz| (m,m") € D(t), dy(m,m’) <t},  ¢>0.

The countability of D(t) assures the measurability, with respect to u, of the map y +— wg,(t)
for any ¢ > 0. Moreover a standard computation gives that for any y € Y \ N and ¢ > 0 it holds
wry(t) < 2¢(y). Now let (t,)nen be a sequence of positive real numbers converging to zero. We
have, for any m,m’ € X with dyc(m,m’) < ¢,

Ihm) — h(m')]|z < /Y |F(m.y) — F(',9) | zua(dy) < /Y Wiy (tn)p(dy).

The thesis follows by the dominated convergence theorem (see [24] Theorem 3, p. 45]). 0
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