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Lp-SOLVABILITY AND HÖLDER REGULARITY FOR STOCHASTIC

TIME FRACTIONAL BURGERS’ EQUATIONS DRIVEN BY

MULTIPLICATIVE SPACE-TIME WHITE NOISE

BEOM-SEOK HAN

Abstract. We present the Lp-solvability for stochastic time fractional Burgers’ equations
driven by multiplicative space-time white noise:

∂α
t u = aijuxixj + biuxi + cu+ b̄iuuxi + ∂β

t

ˆ t

0

σ(u)dWt, t > 0; u(0, ·) = u0,

where α ∈ (0, 1), β < 3α/4 + 1/2, and d < 4 − 2(2β − 1)+/α. The operators ∂α
t and

∂β
t are the Caputo fractional derivatives of order α and β, respectively. The process Wt

is an L2(R
d)-valued cylindrical Wiener process, and the coefficients aij , bi, c and σ(u) are

random.
In addition to the existence and uniqueness of a solution, we also suggest the Hölder

regularity of the solution. For example, for any constant T < ∞, small ε > 0, and almost
sure ω ∈ Ω, we have

sup
x∈Rd

|u(ω, ·, x)|
C

[

α
2 ((2−(2β−1)+/α−d/2)∧1)+

(2β−1)−
2

]

∧1−ε
([0,T ])

< ∞

and
sup
t≤T

|u(ω, t, ·)|
C(2−(2β−1)+/α−d/2)∧1−ε

(Rd)
< ∞.

The Hölder regularity of the solution in time changes behavior at β = 1/2. Furthermore,
if β ≥ 1/2, then the Hölder regularity of the solution in time is α/2 times the one in space.

1. Introduction

This article investigates the existence, uniqueness, Lp-regularity, and maximal Hölder
regularity of a solution to stochastic time fractional Burgers’ equations (STFBEs) driven
by space-time white noise. We consider

∂αt u = Lu+ b̄iuuxi + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
σ(u)dWt, (ω, t, x) ∈ Ω× (0,∞) × R

d; u(0, ·) = u0, (1.1)

where α ∈ (0, 1), β < 3
4α + 1

2 , and d < 4 − 2(2β−1)+
α . The operators ∂αt and ∂βt are the

Caputo fractional derivatives of order α and β, and the operator L is the second order
random differential operator defined as follows:

(Lu)(ω, t, x) = aij(ω, t, x)uxixj + bi(ω, t, x)uxi + c(ω, t, x)u.
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The random coefficients aij , bi, and c are predictable, differentiable (or continuous), and
bounded functions. The diffusion coefficient σ(u) = σ(ω, t, x, u) is a predictable and mea-
surable function satisfying growth conditions and Lipschitz continuity in u. The detailed
conditions on aij, bi, c, and σ are described in Assumptions 3.1 and 3.3. The random
measure dWt is induced from an L2(R

d)-valued cylindrical Wiener process Wt.
When α = β = 1 in equation (1.1), the equation is said to be a stochastic Burgers’

equation (SBE) of form

∂tu = Lu+ b̄uux + σ(u)Ẇ , (ω, t, x) ∈ Ω× (0,∞) × R; u(0, ·) = u0, (1.2)

where Ẇ is the space-time white noise. Numerous studies have been conducted on the
equation (1.2), but we only refer to the reader to [13, 14, 29]. In [13], the author proved
the uniqueness, existence, and continuity of a solution to a semilinear equation, including
an equation of type (1.2) on the unit interval (0, 1). Additionally, the same properties of a
solution on R were obtained in [14] when the L2 bounded conditions on σ(u) were imposed.
In [29], the authors investigated the Hölder regularity and moment estimates of the random
field solution to (1.2) with L = ∆ and b̄ = −1.

In contrast, (deterministic) partial differential equations with Caputo fractional deriva-
tives have been used in many fields, such as electrochemical processes [5, 19], dielectric
polarization [33], viscoelastic materials [32], biology [31], and physics [11, 18]. Especially,
equation (1.1) with α ∈ (0, 1) and σ(u) = 0 is called a time fractional Burgers’ equa-
tion (TFBE), which describes the propagation of waves through viscous media ([1, 2]).
Indeed, various researches have been conducted on numerical analysis for the TFBE (see
[3, 9, 10, 20, 30]). From a mathematical standpoint, it is reasonable to wonder whether it
is possible to demonstrate the uniqueness and existence of a solution to STFBE (1.1), and
also to obtain the Hölder regularity of the solution. To the best of our knowledge, [36] is
the only study that answers this question. The authors of [36] demonstrate the existence,
uniqueness, and regularity of the mild solution to SBEs with fractional derivatives in time
and space on a bounded domain D ⊂ R

d.
In this paper, we provide the Lp uniqueness, existence, and regularity of a strong solution

to equation (1.1) with random second order differential operator L on the whole spatial
domain R

d. Additionally, we achieve the Hölder regularity of the solution in time and
space. In detail, if u(ω, t, x) denotes the solution to equation (1.1), then for any bounded
stopping time τ ≤ T and small constant ε > 0, almost surely,

sup
x∈Rd

|u(ω, ·, x)|
C

[

α
2 ((2−(2β−1)+/α−d/2)∧1)+

(2β−1)−
2

]

∧1−ε
([0,τ ])

<∞,

sup
t≤τ

|u(ω, t, ·)|
C(2−(2β−1)+/α−d/2)∧1−ε(Rd)

<∞.
(1.3)

where a+ = (|a| + a)/2, a− = (|a| − a)/2, and Cγ(D) is the Hölder spaces. Observe that
the behavior of the Hölder regularity of the solution in time changes from β = 1/2. For
example, if β ≥ 1/2, then the Hölder regularity of the solution in time is α/2 times that
of the regularity in space. Additionally, we can recover the the Hölder regularity results
of SBEs by letting α, β ↑ 1. These results are consistent with the well-known results of
stochastic heat equations driven by space-time white noise (e.g. [26, Remark 8.7] or [16,
Corollary 3.1]). In contrast, if β < 1/2, the Hölder regularity in time gains additional
regularity by as much as 1/2− β. (Remark 3.11).
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Several remarks about the proof are made. The proof strategy for the main theorem
(Theorem 3.5) is based on [16]. However, some differences exist because since it is not
certain that Itô’s formula and the maximum principle hold for STFBE (1.1).

Thus, the proof proceeds as follows. As in [16], we focus on proving the uniqueness and
existence of the Lp solution in each (large) p > 2, and the main difficulty is to demonstrating
the existence of the solutions. Hence, we consider the cut-off form of equation (1.1) to obtain
local solutions. Afterward, we construct a global solution candidate u by pasting the local
solutions (Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4). A uniform Lp bound of u is required to show that
our the candidate u is a global solution; thus, we divide the local solution into two parts:
the noise-dominating and the nonlinear-dominating part. To estimate the noise-dominating
parts, we employ the Lp bound of the diffusion coefficient σ(u) (Lemma 4.5). In contrast,
to control the nonlinear-dominating part (Lemma 4.8), we employ an inequality similar to
the chain rule (Lemma 4.6) and a version of the Grönwall inequality including the Caputo
fractional derivatives (Theorem 4.7).

To obtain the maximal Hölder regularity of the solution to equation (1.1), we require two
components: the Hölder embedding theorem for the solution space Hγ

p(τ) (Theorem 2.16)
and the uniqueness of the solution in p (Theorem 3.9). Indeed, when the Lp existence and
uniqueness of a solution are given, we have the Hölder regularity of the solution in each
(large) p > 2 by employing the Hölder embedding theorem for the solution space (Theorem
2.16 and Theorem 3.5). The Hölder regularity of the solution becomes larger as a large p
is chosen; thus, we have to select p that is as large as possible. Therefore, we require the
uniqueness of solutions in p because p varies.

This article is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the definitions and properties
of space-time white noise, fractional calculus, and stochastic Banach spaces. Additionally,
we present the Hölder embedding theorem for the solution space Hγ

p(τ). Section 3 states
the main results of this article and suggests some remarks. The proof of the main results
is presented in Section 4. Next, Section 5 proves the Hölder embedding theorem for the
solution space Hγ

p(τ).
We finish this section with an introduction to the notation used in this paper. The sets

N and R are sets of natural and real numbers, respectively. The set R
d denotes the d-

dimensional Euclidean space of points x = (x1, . . . , xd) for xi ∈ R. Throughout this paper,
we assume Einstein’s summation convention on i, j, k ∈ N. We use := to denote a definition.
For a real-valued function f , we set the following:

f+ :=
|f |+ f

2
and f− :=

|f | − f

2
.

For a normed space F , a measure space (X,M, µ), and p ∈ [1,∞), a space Lp(X,M, µ;F )
is a set of F -valued Mµ-measurable functions such that

‖u‖Lp(X,M,µ;F ) :=

(
ˆ

X
‖u(x)‖pFµ(dx)

)1/p

<∞.

A set Mµ is the completion of M with respect to the measure µ. For γ ∈ (0, 1] and
k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , a set Ck+γ(Rd) is the set of R-valued continuous functions u = u(x) such
that

|u|Cγ+k(Rd) := sup
x∈Rd,|β|=k

∣

∣

∣
Dβu(x)

∣

∣

∣
+ sup

x,y∈Rd,x 6=y
|β|=k

∣

∣Dβu(x)−Dβu(y)
∣

∣

|x− y|γ
<∞,
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where β is a multi-index. Similarly, for γ ∈ (0, 1] and 0 < T < ∞, the set Cγ([0, T ];F ) is
the set of F -valued continuous functions u such that

|u|Cγ ([0,T ];F ) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

|u(t)|F + sup
t,s∈[0,T ],

s 6=t

|u(t)− u(s)|F
|t− s|γ

<∞.

For a, b ∈ R, we set a∧b := min{a, b} and a∨b := max{a, b}. Let S = S(Rd) denote the set
of Schwartz functions on R

d. Let N = N(a1, a2, ..., ak) be a generic constant if N depends
only on a1, a2, ..., ak. The constant N can vary line by line. For functions depending on ω, t,
and x, the argument ω ∈ Ω is omitted. Finally, for x ∈ R

d, x̄i := (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xd).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the definitions and properties of space-time white noise,
fractional calculus, and stochastic Banach spaces. Throughout this paper, (Ω,F , P ) is
a complete probability space equipped with a filtration {Ft}t≥0. Let {Ft}t≥0 denote a
filtration satisfying the usual conditions. Let P be the predictable σ-field related to {Ft}t≥0.

First, we present the space-time white noise Ẇ to understand the stochastic part of (1.1).

Definition 2.1 (Space-time white noise). A generalized random field Ẇ is said to be the
space-time white noise if it is a centered Gaussian random field such that its covariance is
given by

E Ẇ (h) Ẇ (g) =

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rd

h(t, x)g(t, x)dxdt, ∀h, g ∈ L2((0,∞) × R
d).

Remark 2.2. We employ a series of Itô’s stochastic integral to interpret the stochastic part
of equation (1.1). More precisely, let {ηk : k ∈ N} be an orthonormal basis on L2(R

d). If
we define

wk
t :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

ηk(x)Ẇ (ds, dx)

using the Walsh integral (see [35]), then {wk
t : k ∈ N} is a set of one dimensional indepen-

dent Wiener processes. Then, if we set (see [26, Section 8.3], and [23, Section 7])

Wt :=
∞
∑

k=1

ηkwk
t ,

then Wt is an L2(R
d)-valued cylindrical Wiener process and dWt =

∑

k η
kdwk

t . Thus,
equation (1.1) can be rewritten as

∂αt u = Lu+ b̄iuuxi + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
σ(u)ηkdwk

t , (ω, t, x) ∈ Ω× (0,∞)× R
d; u(0, ·) = u0.

Next, we review the facts of fractional calculus. For more information, we refer to the
reader to [6, 17, 21, 32].

Definition 2.3. Let α > 0, and for ϕ ∈ L1((0, T )), the Riemann-Liouville fractional
integral of the order α is defined as follows:

Iαt ϕ(t) := (Iαt ϕ)(t) :=
1

Γ(α)

ˆ t

0
(t− s)α−1ϕ(s)ds for all t ∈ (0, T ),

where Γ(α) :=
´∞
0 tα−1e−tdt.
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Remark 2.4. For any q ∈ [1,∞], by Jensen’s inequality

‖Iαϕ‖Lq((0,T )) ≤ N(α, p, T )‖ϕ‖Lq ((0,T )). (2.1)

Therefore, Iαt ϕ(t) is well-defined and finite for almost all t ≤ T . Additionally, Fubini’s
theorem implies that, for α, β ≥ 0, we have

Iα+βϕ(t) = IαIβϕ(t).

Definition 2.5. For α > 0, let n ∈ N be a nonnegative integer such that n − 1 ≤ α < n.
Suppose ϕ(t) is a real-valued function on [0, T ] such that ϕ is (n − 1)-times differentiable
and ( d

dt)
n−1ϕ is absolutely continuous on [0, T ].

(i) The Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative Dα
t ϕ is defined as

Dα
t ϕ(t) :=

1

Γ(n− α)

dn

dtn

ˆ t

0
(t− s)n−α−1ϕ(s)ds.

(ii) The Caputo fractional derivative ∂αt ϕ is defined as

∂αt ϕ :=
1

Γ(n− α)

ˆ t

0
(t− s)n−α−1ϕ(n)(s)ds

:=
1

Γ(n− α)

d

dt

ˆ t

0
(t− s)n−α−1

[

ϕ(n−1)(s)− ϕ(n−1)(0)
]

ds.

Remark 2.6. (i) For any α, β ≥ 0, Dα
t D

β
t ϕ = Dα+β

t ϕ and

Dα
t I

β
t ϕ = Dα−β

t ϕ1α>β + Iβ−α
t ϕ1α≤β .

Additionally, if α ∈ (0, 1), I1−α
t ϕ is absolutely continuous, and I1−α

t ϕ(0) = 0, then the
following equality holds:

Iαt D
α
t ϕ(t) = ϕ(t).

(ii) By the definition of fractional derivatives, if ϕ(0) = ϕ(1)(0) = · · · = ϕ(n−1)(0) = 0,
then Dα

t ϕ = ∂αt ϕ.

Below we recall the definitions and properties of stochastic Banach spaces (for more
detail, see [12, 25, 26, 27]). The solution space Hγ

p(T ) and embedding theorems for Hγ
p(T )

are suggested.

Definition 2.7. Let p > 1 and γ ∈ R. The space Hγ
p = Hγ

p (Rd) is the set of all tempered
distributions u on R such that

‖u‖Hγ
p
:=
∥

∥

∥
(1−∆)γ/2u

∥

∥

∥

Lp

=
∥

∥

∥
F−1

[

(1 + |ξ|2)γ/2F(u)(ξ)
]∥

∥

∥

Lp

<∞.

Similarly, Hγ
p (l2) = Hγ

p (Rd; l2) is a space of l2-valued functions g = (g1, g2, · · · ) such that

‖g‖Hγ
p (l2) :=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
(1−∆)γ/2g

∣

∣

∣

l2

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
F−1

[

(

1 + |ξ|2
)γ/2

F(g)(ξ)
]∣

∣

∣

l2

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

<∞.

Remark 2.8. Let d ∈ N and γ ∈ (0,∞). A nonnegative smooth function Rγ(x) exists on

R
d such that, for u ∈ C∞

c (Rd),
(

(1−∆)−γ/2 u
)

(x) =

ˆ

Rd

Rγ(y)u(x− y)dy

and
|Rγ(x)| ≤ NAγ,d(x)1|x|≤2 +Ne−|x|/21|x|≥2,
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where N = N(γ, d) is a positive constant and

Aγ,d(x) =











|x|γ−d + 1 +O(|x|γ−d+2) for 0 < γ < d,

log(2/|x|) + 1 +O(|x|2) for γ = d,

1 +O(|x|γ−d) for γ > d.

For more detail, see [12, Proposition 1.2.5].

We introduce the space of point-wise multipliers in Hγ
p .

Definition 2.9. Fix γ ∈ R and α ∈ [0, 1) such that α = 0 if γ ∈ Z and α > 0 if |γ| + α is
not an integer. Define

B|γ|+α =











B(R) if γ = 0,

C |γ|−1,1(R) if γ is a nonzero integer,

C |γ|+α(R) otherwise,

B|γ|+α(ℓ2) =











B(R, ℓ2) if γ = 0,

C |γ|−1,1(R, ℓ2) if γ is a nonzero integer,

C |γ|+α(R, ℓ2) otherwise,

where B(R) is the space of bounded Borel functions on R, C |γ|−1,1(R) represents the space
of |γ| − 1 times continuous differentiable functions whose derivatives of the (|γ| − 1)th
order derivative are Lipschitz continuous, and C |γ|+α is the real-valued Hölder spaces. The
space B(ℓ2) denotes a function space with ℓ2-valued functions instead of real-valued function
spaces.

Below we collect the properties of Bessel potential spaces.

Lemma 2.10. Let γ ∈ R and p > 1.

(i) The space C∞
c (Rd) is dense in Hγ

p .
(ii) Let γ − d/p = n + ν for some n = 0, 1, · · · and ν ∈ (0, 1]. Then, for any k ∈

{0, 1, · · · , n}, we have

|Dku|C(Rd) + |Dnu|Cν(Rd) ≤ N‖u‖Hγ
p
, (2.2)

where Cν(Rd) is the Zygmund space.

(iii) The operator Di : H
γ
p → Hγ+1

p is bounded. Moreover, for any u ∈ Hγ+1
p ,

∥

∥Diu
∥

∥

Hγ
p
≤ N‖u‖

Hγ+1
p

,

where N = N(γ, p).

(iv) For γ1, γ2 ∈ R, and u ∈ Hγ1+γ2
p , we have

‖∆γ1/2u‖Hγ2
p

≤ N‖u‖
H

γ1+γ2
p

,

where N = N(γ1, γ2).
(v) For γ ∈ (0, 1), and u ∈ Hγ

p , we have

‖(1−∆γ)u‖Lp ≤ N
(

‖u‖Lp + ‖(−∆)γu‖Lp

)

,

where N = N(γ, p).

(vi) For any µ, γ ∈ R, the operator (1−∆)µ/2 : Hγ
p → Hγ−µ

p is an isometry.
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(vii) Let

ε ∈ [0, 1], pi ∈ (1,∞), γi ∈ R, i = 0, 1,

γ = εγ1 + (1− ε)γ0, 1/p = ε/p1 + (1− ε)/p0.

Then, we have

‖u‖Hγ
p
≤ ‖u‖ε

H
γ1
p1
‖u‖1−ε

H
γ0
p0

.

(viii) Let u ∈ Hγ
p . Then, we have

‖au‖Hγ
p
≤ N‖a‖B|γ|+α‖u‖Hγ

p
and ‖bu‖Hγ

p (ℓ2) ≤ N‖b‖B|γ|+α(ℓ2)
‖u‖Hγ

p
,

where N = N(γ, p) and B|γ|+α, B|γ|+α(ℓ2) are introduced in Definition 2.9.

Proof. The above results are well known. For (i), (iii), (vi), and (vii), see Theorems 13.3.7
(i), 13.8.1, 13.3.7 (ii), and Exercise 13.3.20 of [27], respectively. In the case of (ii) and (iv),
see [34]. For (v), see Theorems 1.3.6 and 1.3.8 of [12]. For (viii), we refer the reader to [26,
Lemma 5.2].

�

Definition 2.11 (Stochastic Banach spaces). Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time, p ≥ 2,
and γ ∈ R. Set |(0, τ ]] := {(ω, t) : 0 < t ≤ τ(ω)} and define

H
γ
p(τ) := Lp

(

|(0, τ ]],P, dP × dt;Hγ
p

)

,

H
γ
p(τ, l2) := Lp

(

|(0, τ ]],P, dP × dt;Hγ
p (l2)

)

,

Uγ
p := Lp

(

Ω,F0,H
γ
p

)

.

We write u ∈ H
γ
p if u ∈ H

γ
p(τ) exists for any bounded stopping time τ . Additionally, if

γ = 0, then we use L instead of H, ‖f‖Lp(τ) := ‖f‖H0
p(τ)

. The norm of each space is defined

naturally, for example,

‖f‖Hγ
p(τ) :=

(

E

ˆ τ

0
‖f(t, ·)‖p

Hγ
p
dt

)1/p

.

Lemma 2.12 exhibits the relation between the stochastic and fractional integrals, which
is employed when Iαt or Dα

t is applied to the stochastic part of the SPDEs.

Lemma 2.12. Let T <∞ be a constant.

(i) Let α ≥ 0 and h ∈ L2(Ω × [0, T ],P; l2). Then, the equality

Iα

(

∞
∑

k=1

ˆ ·

0
hk(s)dwk

s

)

(t) =

∞
∑

k=1

(

Iα
ˆ ·

0
hk(s)dwk

s

)

(t)

holds for all t ≤ T almost surely and in L2(Ω× [0, T ]), where the series on both sides
converge in probability.

(ii) If α ≥ 0 and hn → h in L2(Ω× [0, T ],P; l2) as n→ ∞, then

∞
∑

k=1

(

Iα
ˆ ·

0
hkndw

k
s

)

(t) →
∞
∑

k=1

(

Iα
ˆ ·

0
hkdwk

s

)

(t)

in probability uniformly on [0, T ].
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(iii) If α > 1/2 and h ∈ L2(Ω×[0, T ],P; l2), then
(

Iα
∑∞

k=1

´ ·
0 h

k(s)dwk
s

)

(t) is differentiable
in t and

∂

∂t

(

Iα
∞
∑

k=1

ˆ ·

0
hk(s)dwk

s

)

(t) =
1

Γ(α)

∞
∑

k=1

ˆ t

0
(t− s)α−1hk(s)dwk

s

(a.e.) on Ω× [0, T ].

Proof. See Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3 of [7]. �

Fix a small κ0 > 0. For α ∈ (0, 1) and β < α+ 1/2, set

c0 :=
(2β − 1)+

α
+ κ01β=1/2. (2.3)

Next, we introduce the solution spaces (for more detail, see Definitions 2.9 and 2.12 in
[25]).

Definition 2.13 (Solution spaces). Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time, α ∈ (0, 1),
β < α+ 1/2, γ ∈ R, and p ≥ 2.

(i) For u ∈ H
γ
p(τ), we write u ∈ Hγ

p(τ) if u0 ∈ Uγ
p , f ∈ H

γ−2
p (τ), and g ∈ H

γ−2+c0
p (τ, l2)

such that

∂αt u(t, x) = f(t, x) + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
gk(s, x)dwk

s , 0 < t ≤ τ ; u(0, ·) = u0

in the sense of distribution. In other words, for any φ ∈ S, the equality

(u(t, ·), φ) = (u0, φ) + Iαt (f, φ) + Iα−β
t

∞
∑

k=1

ˆ t

0
(gk(s, ·), φ)dwk

s (2.4)

holds for a.e. (ω, t) ∈ Ω × [0, τ ]. If α − β ∈ (−1/2, 0), we regard Iα−β
t as ∂

∂tI
α−β+1
t .

The norm in Hγ
p(τ) is defined as follows:

‖u‖Hγ
p (τ) := ‖u‖Hγ

p(τ) + ‖u0‖Uα,γ
p

+ inf
f,g

{

‖f‖
H

γ−2
p (τ)

+ ‖g‖
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

}

. (2.5)

(ii) We say u ∈ Hγ
p,loc(τ) if there exists a sequence τn ↑ τ such that u ∈ Hγ

p(τn) for

each n. We write u = v in Hγ
p,loc(τ) if a sequence of bounded stopping times τn ↑ τ

exists such that u = v in Hγ
p(τn) for each n. We omit τ if τ = ∞. In other words,

Hγ
p,loc = Hγ

p,loc(∞).

Remark 2.14. If α− β ≥ 0, the stochastic part of (2.4) is considered

Iα−β
t

∞
∑

k=1

ˆ t

0
(gk(s, ·), φ)dwk

s =

∞
∑

k=1

Iα−β
t

ˆ t

0
(gk(s, ·), φ)dwk

s .

Otherwise, if α − β ∈ (−1/2, 0), we regard Iα−β
t as ∂

∂tI
α−β+1
t . Then, by Lemma 2.12 (iii),

the stochastic part of (2.4) is

Iα−β
t

(

∞
∑

k=1

ˆ t

0
(gk(s, ·), φ)dwk

s

)

=
∂

∂t

(

Iα−β+1
∞
∑

k=1

ˆ t

0
(gk(s, ·), φ)dwk

s

)

=
1

Γ(α− β + 1)

∞
∑

k=1

ˆ t

0
(t− s)α−β+1(gk(s, ·), φ)dwk

s .
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Below, we provide the properties of the solution space Hγ
p(τ).

Theorem 2.15. Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time.

(i) For ν ∈ R, the map (1−∆)ν/2 : Hγ+2
p (τ) → Hγ−ν+2

p (τ) is an isometry.
(ii) If γ ∈ R, α ∈ (0, 1), β < α + 1/2, and p ≥ 2, then Hγ

p(τ) is a Banach space with the
norm ‖ · ‖Hγ

p (τ).

Proof. Despite the fact that the definition of Uγ
p is distinct, the proof is a repeat of [25,

Theorem 2.14] with τ instead of T .
�

Next, we suggest the Hölder embedding theorems for u ∈ Hγ
p(τ). The proof of Theorem

2.16 is contained in Section 5.

Theorem 2.16. Let τ ≤ T be the bounded stopping time, γ ∈ R, α ∈ (0, 1), β < α + 1/2,
and

p > 2 ∨
1

α
∨

1

α− β + 1/2
. (2.6)

Suppose u ∈ Hγ
p(τ). Assume α, β, µ, and ν satisfy

1

αp
< µ <

(α(ν + c0/2)− β) ∧ 1/2 + 1/2

α
and

1

αp
< ν < 1−

c0
2
, (2.7)

where c0 is the constant introduced in (2.3). Then, for u ∈ Cαµ−1/p([0, τ ];Hγ−2ν
p ) almost

surely and
E‖u‖p

Cαµ−1/p([0,τ ];Hγ−2ν
p )

≤ N‖u‖p
Hγ

p (τ)
, (2.8)

where N = N(α, β, γ, d, p, T ).

Remark 2.17. Theorem 2.16 is consistent with the previous results ([26, Theorem 7.2]).
In other words, if we let α, β ↑ 1 in Theorem 2.16, conditions (2.6) and (2.7), and the result
(2.8) approach those of the case of α = β = 1.

By combining Lemma 2.10 (ii) and Theorem 2.16, we have the Hölder embedding results

of solution space H
(2−c0−d/2)∧1
p (τ) which is a preparation to obtain the maximum Hölder

regularity of solutions.

Corollary 2.18. Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time, α ∈ (0, 1), β < α + 1/2, and
0 < γ < (2 − c0 − d/2) ∧ 1, where c0 is introduced in (2.3). Suppose p satisfies (2.6) and
u ∈ Hγ

p(τ). If α, β, γ, ν, d, and p satisfy

1

αp
< µ <

(α(ν + c0/2)− β) ∧ 1/2 + 1/2

α
and

1

αp
< ν <

(

γ

2
−

d

2p

)

∧
(

1−
c0
2

)

, (2.9)

then u ∈ Cαµ−1/p([0, τ ];Cγ−2ν−d/p) almost surely and

E‖u‖p
Cαµ−1/p([0,τ ];Cγ−2ν−d/p(Rd))

≤ N‖u‖p
Hγ

p (τ)
,

where N = N(α, β, γ, d, p, T ).

Proof. For the proof, we employ Lemma 2.10 (ii) and Theorem 2.16. Then, we have

E‖u‖p
Cαµ−1/p([0,τ ];Cγ−2ν−d/p(Rd))

≤ E‖u‖p
Cαµ−1/p([0,τ ];Hγ−2ν

p (Rd))
≤ N‖u‖p

Hγ
p (τ)

.

Thus, the corollary is proved. �
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3. Main Results

This section presents the uniqueness, existence, Lp-regularity, and Hölder regularity of
the solution to the following equation:

∂αt u = Lu+ b̄iuuxi + ∂βt
∑

k

ˆ t

0
σ(u)ηkdwk

s , t > 0; u(0, ·) = u0, (3.1)

where Lu = aijuxixj + biuxi + cu. The coefficients aij , bi, and c are P ×B(Rd)-measurable,
b̄i is P × B(Rd−1)-measurable, and aij , bi, c, and b̄i (and their derivatives) are uniformly
bounded (see Assumption 3.1). Additionally, we assume the coefficient b̄i is independent
of xi. Indeed, because b̄i is independent of xi, we can employ the fundamental theorem
of calculus to control the nonlinear term b̄iuuxi (see Remark 3.2). Moreover, the diffusion
coefficient σ(u) is dominated by an Lp function h (see Assumption 3.3) and it is used to
obtain a uniform Lp bound of the local solutions (see Remark 3.4).

In Theorem 3.5, we obtain the existence and uniqueness of a solution in Hγ
p , where

γ ∈ (0, 2 − c0 − d/2) ∧ 1. The components of equation (3.1) affect the properties of the
solution u. For example, if α, β, d, and p are given, the regularity γ is determined. Remarks
3.6, 3.7, and 3.8 provide explanations for these relations.

Additionally, we have the maximal Hölder regularity of the solution in Corollary 3.10. We
employ the Hölder embedding theorem for solution spaces (Corollary 2.18). Furthermore,
depending on the range of β, the behavior of the Hölder regularity of the solution in time
varies. In detail, when β ≥ 1/2, then the Hölder regularity of the solution in space is α/2
times of the Hölder regularity of the solution in time. Moreover, if we consider the case
α, β ↑ 1, then the Hölder regularity in time and space approaches 1/4 and 1/2, which are
the results of the SPDEs driven by space-time white noise (e.g. [26, Remark 8.7] or [16,
Corollary 3.1]). In the case of β < 1/2, 1/2− β of the Hölder regularity in time is obtained
due to the regularity of the stochastic integral (Remark 3.11).

The following are assumptions on coefficients.

Assumption 3.1. (i) The coefficients aij = aij(t, x), bi = bi(t, x), and c = c(t, x) are
P × B(Rd)-measurable.

(ii) The coefficient b̄i(t, x̄i) = b̄i(t, x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xd) is P × B(Rd−1)-measurable.
(iii) There exists K > 0 such that

K−1|ξ|2 ≤ aij(t, x)ξiξj ≤ K|ξ|2 for all (ω, t, x) ∈ Ω× [0,∞) × R
d, ξ ∈ R

d, (3.2)

and
∑

i,j

∣

∣aij(t, ·)
∣

∣

C2(Rd)
+
∑

i

∣

∣bi(t, ·)
∣

∣

C2(Rd)
+ |c(t, ·)|C2(Rd) +

∑

i

∣

∣b̄i(t, ·)
∣

∣

C2(Rd−1)
≤ K (3.3)

for all (ω, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞).

Remark 3.2. To prove the existence of a global solution, we need to acquire a uniform Lp

bound of the local solutions. Thus, we separate the local solutions into two parts: noise-
dominating and nonlinear-dominating parts. In this remark, we consider the nonlinear-
dominating parts related to b̄iuuxi.

If coefficient b̄i is independent of xi, coefficient b̄i can be taken out of the integral for
xi. Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus to xi, the nonlinear term b̄iuuxi is elimi-
nated in the Lp estimate of the nonlinear-dominating part of the local solutions. Thus, the
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nonlinear-dominating parts are controlled by the initial data and diffusion coefficient σ(u)
(for more information, see Lemma 4.8).

To introduce the assumptions on the diffusion coefficient, we may assume p ≥ 2.

Assumption 3.3 (p). (i) The coefficient σ(t, x, u) is P × B(Rd)× B(R)-measurable.
(ii) There exists a constant K such that

|σ(t, x, u) − σ(t, x, v)| ≤ K|u− v| for all (ω, t, x) ∈ Ω× [0,∞) × R
d, u, v ∈ R.

(iii) There exists a P × B(Rd)-measurable function h ∈ Lp such that

|σ(t, x, u)| ≤ |h(t, x)| for all (ω, t, x) ∈ Ω× [0,∞) × R
d, u ∈ R. (3.4)

Remark 3.4. As mentioned in Remark 3.2, we divide the local solutions into two parts, and
the nonlinear-dominating parts are controlled by the initial data u0 and diffusion coefficients
σ(u). Then, to deal with the noise-dominating term and the terms including σ(u), we employ
the function h(t, x) introduced in Assumption 3.3 (p) (iii). Indeed, the terms related to the
diffusion coefficient σ(u) are controlled by the initial data and h so that a uniform Lp bound
of u is obtained (see Lemmas 4.5 and 4.8).

Next, we introduce the main results.

Theorem 3.5. Let

α ∈ (0, 1), β <
3

4
α+

1

2
, d < 4− 2c0, 0 < γ < (2− c0 − d/2) ∧ 1 (3.5)

and

p = 2k for some k ∈ N and p > 2 ∨
1

α
∨

1

α− β + 1/2
∨

2 + αd

αγ
∨

d

1− γ
, (3.6)

where c0 are the constants introduced in (2.3). Suppose Assumptions 3.1 and 3.3 (p) hold.
If u0 ∈ Uγ

p , then there exists a unique solution u ∈ Hγ
p,loc satisfying (3.1). Furthermore, for

µ and ν satisfying (2.9), and bounded stopping time τ ≤ T , we have

u ∈ Cαµ−1/p([0, τ ];Cγ−2ν−d/p) and ‖u‖
C

αµ− 1
p ([0,τ ];Cγ−2ν−d/p)

<∞ (3.7)

almost surely.

Proof. See Proof of Theorem 3.5 in Section 4. �

Remark 3.6. (i) We assume

α ∈ (0, 1)

because an inequality acting like the chain rule is employed to deal with the nonlinear-
dominating part of the local solution (see Lemma 4.6).

(ii) The conditions

β < 3α/4 + 1/2 and d < 4− 2c0

are expected to obtain the uniqueness and existence of solutions to SPDEs with Caputo
time fractional derivatives and space-time white noise even for the semilinear case. For
example, see [23, Section 7]. Additionally, observe that the choice of α and β allows
d = 1, 2, 3, where c0 is the constant introduced in (2.3).
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Remark 3.7. (i) For the existence and uniqueness of local solutions, we impose

γ ∈ (0, 2 − c0 − d/2). (3.8)

Heuristically, if u is a measurable, continuous, and bounded solution to equation (3.1),
then for given T <∞, we can define a bounded stopping time as follows:

τm := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : sup
x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| ≥ m

}

∧ T.

Then, the solution u satisfies the localized version of equation (3.1) on (0, τm). In
other words,

∂αt u = Lu+
1

2
b̄i
(

(|u| ∧m)2
)

xi + ∂βt
∑

k

ˆ t

0
σ(u)ηkdwk

s (3.9)

holds on 0 < t < τm with u(0, ·) = u0. Then, as (3.9) is a semilinear equation, (3.8)
has to be satisfied by [23, Theorem 7.1] (for more detail, see [23, Section 7] and [25,
Section 5].

(ii) The following condition

γ ∈ (0, 1) (3.10)

is assumed due to the nonlinear term b̄iuuxi lowering the regularity of the solution.
Even for SBEs (α = β = 1), the condition in (3.10) is required (for more information,
see [13, 14, 15, 16, 29]).

Remark 3.8. (i) To obtain the local solution, we employ the Lp theory for the semilinear
equation (see [26, Theorem 5.1]). When we control the nonlinear term b̄iuuxi in the

Lp estimate, the kernel of (1−∆)−
γ−1
2 has to be controlled. Hence,

p >
d

1− γ

is imposed (see Lemma 4.3).
(ii) We require R-valued continuous solutions to consider the cut-off version of equation

(3.1). Therefore, we assume

p > 2 ∧
1

α
∧

1

α− β + 1/2
∧
2 + αd

αγ

which is required to apply the Hölder embedding theorem for Hγ
p (see Theorem 2.16

and Corollary 2.18).
(iii) As mentioned in Remark 3.6 (i), we employ an inequality similar to the chain rule.

To apply (4.13) instead of chain rule for the Caputo fractional derivative, we assume

p = 2k

for some k ∈ N.

To achieve the maximal Hölder regularity, we require the uniqueness of the solution in p.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose all the conditions of Theorem 3.5 hold. Let u ∈ Hγ
p,loc be the

solution of equation (3.1) introduced in Theorem 3.5. If q > p, u0 ∈ Uα,γ
q , and Assumption

3.3 (q) hold, then u ∈ Hγ
q,loc.

Proof. See Proof of Theorem 3.9 in Section 4. �
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Finally, we obtain the maximal Hölder regularity of the solution by combining Theorems
3.5 and 3.9. Recall that c0 is introduced in (2.3).

Corollary 3.10. Suppose α, β, d, and γ satisfy (3.5), and u0 ∈ ∩p>2U
(2−c0−d/2)∧1
p , and

h ∈ ∩p>2Lp satisfies (3.4). Then, for any bounded stopping time τ ≤ T , (1.3) holds almost
surely.

Proof. When α, β, d, and γ are given in (3.5), we choose p as in (3.6). For each p, there
exists a unique solution up ∈ Hγ

p,loc to equation (3.1). Due to Theorem 3.9, up ∈ Hγ
q,loc for

any q ≥ p so that we write u instead of up and u is independent of p. Thus, by letting p
large in (3.7), we have (1.3). Thus, the corollary is proved. �

Remark 3.11. (i) If 1/2 ≤ β < α+1/2, the Hölder regularity in space is α/2 times that
in time. Furthermore, we can recover the Hölder regularity results of SBEs (α = β = 1)
by considering the case α, β ↑ 1. We cite [29, Proposition 5.1] or [16, Corollary 3.1]
for reader’s convenience.

(ii) If β < 1/2, then the Hölder regularity in time obtains additional regularity by as much
as 1/2 − β. This phenomenon is caused by the stochastic integral of equation (3.1)

adding the Hölder regularity of noise in time almost 1/2, and ∂βt reducing the regularity
of the noise by β.

4. Proof of Theorems 3.5 and 3.9

We assume that all conditions in Theorem 3.5 hold for the remainder of this section.
To establish the existence of a global solution, we need to obtain the uniqueness and

existence of local solutions (Lemma 4.3). With these local solutions, we build a candidate
for a global solution. More precisely, we paste the local solutions and demonstrate that the
local existence time explodes almost surely (Lemma 4.9). To prove that the local existence
time explodes almost surely, we demonstrate that a uniform Lp bound of local solutions
exists. In detail, we separate the local solution into noise- and nonlinear-dominating parts.
The noise-dominating part is affected by the stochastic part of the equation, and the other
part is influenced by the nonlinear term biuuxi . When we deal with the noise-dominating
part of the solution, the dominating function of the diffusion coefficient provides a uniform
Lp bound for the noise-dominating part of the local solutions (see Assumption 3.3 (p) (iii)
and Lemma 4.5). The other part is controlled by employing a version of the chain rule and
Grönwall inequality (see Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8 and Theorem 4.7).

First, we introduce the uniqueness and existence theorem for semilinear SPDEs.

Assumption 4.1 (τ). (i) The functions f(t, x, u) and gk(t, x, u) are P ×B(Rd)×B(R)-
measurable functions satisfying the following:

f(t, x, 0) ∈ H
γ
p(τ) and g(t, x, 0) = (g1(t, x, 0), g2(t, x, 0), . . . ) ∈ H

γ+1
p (τ, l2).

(ii) For any ε > 0, there exists a constant Nε such that for any u, v ∈ H
γ
p(τ),

‖f(u)− f(v)‖p
H

γ−2
p (τ)

+ ‖g(u) − g(v)‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

≤ ε‖u− v‖p
H

γ
p(τ)

+Nε‖u− v‖p
H

γ−2
p (τ)

,

where c0 is the constant introduced in (2.3).
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Lemma 4.2. Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time. Suppose Assumption 4.1 (τ) hold.
Then, for initial data u0 ∈ Uγ

p , the following equation:

∂αt u = Lu+ f(u) + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
gk(u)dwk

t , 0 < t ≤ τ ; u(0, ·) = u0 (4.1)

has a unique solution u ∈ Hγ
p(τ). Moreover,

‖u‖p
Hγ

p (τ)
≤ N

(

‖u0‖
p
Uγ
p
+ ‖f(0)‖p

H
γ−2
p (τ)

+ ‖g(0)‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

)

, (4.2)

where N = N(α, β, γ, d, p,K, T ) and c0 is the constant introduced in (2.3).

Proof. Theorem 5.1 of [26] is the motivation of the proof. The case τ ≡ T is obtained by
[25, Theorem 2.18]; thus, we only consider the case τ ≤ T .

(Step 1). (Existence) Set

f̄(t, u) := 1t≤τf(t, u) and ḡ(t, u) := 1t≤τg(t, u).

Additionally, f̄(u) and ḡ(u) satisfy Assumption 4.1 (T ). Then, by [25, Theorem 2.18], there
exists a unique solution u ∈ Hγ

p(T ) such that u satisfies equation (4.1) with f̄ and ḡ, instead
of f and g, respectively. As τ ≤ T , we have u ∈ Hγ

p(τ) and u satisfies equation (4.1) and
estimate (4.2) with f and g.

(Step 2). (Uniqueness) Let u, v ∈ Hγ
p(τ) be two solutions of equation (4.1). Then, [25,

Theorem 2.18] yields there exists a unique solution v̄ ∈ Hγ
p(T ) satisfying

∂αt v̄ = Lv̄ + f̄(v) +
∞
∑

k=1

∂βt

ˆ t

0
ḡk(v)dwk

t , 0 < t ≤ T ; v̄(0, ·) = u0. (4.3)

Notice that in (4.3), f̄(v) and ḡ(v) are used instead of f̄(v̄) and ḡ(v̄), respectively. Set
ṽ := v − v̄. Then, for fixed ω ∈ Ω, we have

∂αt ṽ = Lṽ, 0 < t ≤ τ ; ṽ(0, ·) = 0.

By the deterministic version of [25, Theorem 2.18], we have ṽ = 0 in Lp((0, τ ]×R
d) almost

surely. Additionally, it implies v(t, ·) = v̄(t, ·) in Lp((0, τ ] × R
d) almost surely. Thus, in

equation (4.3), we can replace f̄(v) and ḡ(v) with f̄(v̄) and ḡ(v̄). Therefore, v̄ ∈ Hγ
p(T )

satisfies equation (4.1) on (0, T ] with f̄ , ḡ instead of f, g, respectively. Similarly, by following
word for word, there exists ū ∈ Hγ

p(T ) such that ū satisfies equation (4.1) on (0, T ] with
f̄ and ḡ instead of f and g. Thus, by the uniqueness result in Hγ

p(T ), we have ū = v̄ in
Hγ

p(T ), which implies u = v in Hγ
p(τ). Thus, the lemma is proved. �

Next, we provide the uniqueness and existence of a local solution to equation (3.1). As an
auxiliary function, we choose ρ(·) ∈ C∞

c (R) such that ρ(z) ≥ 0 on z ∈ (−∞,∞), ρ(z) = 1
on |z| ≤ 1, ρ(z) = 0 on |z| ≥ 2, and d

dzρ(z) ≤ 0 on z ≥ 0. We define the following:

ρm(z) := ρ(z/m). (4.4)

Lemma 4.3. Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time. For m ∈ N, there exists um ∈ Hγ
p(τ)

such that

∂αt um = Lum + b̄i
(

u2mρm(um)
)

xi + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
σ(t, x, um)ηk(x)dwk

t , 0 < t ≤ τ ; um(0, ·) = u0,
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where ρm is the function introduced in (4.4). Furthermore, um ∈ C([0, τ ];C(Rd)) almost
surely and

E sup
t≤τ

sup
x∈Rd

|um(t, x)|p ≤ N‖um‖p
Hγ

p(τ)
<∞ (4.5)

almost surely.

Proof. Due to Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 2.18, it suffices to show that Assumption 4.1 (τ)
holds. Because σ(t, x, 0) ≤ h(t, x) for all ω, t, x and h ∈ Lp, Assumption 4.1 (i) is satisfied.

In the case of Assumption 4.1 (ii), notice that for u, v ∈ R, we have
∣

∣u2ρm(u)− v2ρm(v)
∣

∣ ≤ Nm|u− v|.

Then, for u, v ∈ H
γ
p(τ), by Remark 2.8 and Lemmas 2.10 (viii) and (iii), we have

∥

∥b̄i
(

(u(t, ·))2ρm(u(t, ·)) − (v(t, ·))2ρm(v(t, ·))
)

xi

∥

∥

p

Hγ−2
p

≤ N
∥

∥(u(t, ·))2ρm(u(t, ·)) − (v(t, ·))2ρm(v(t, ·))
∥

∥

p

Hγ−1
p

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

(
ˆ

Rd

|R1−γ(x− y)|
(

(u(·))2ρm(·, u(·)) − (v(·))2ρm(·, v(·))
)

(t, y)dy

)p

dx

≤ Nm

(
ˆ

Rd

|R1−γ(x)|dx

)p ˆ

Rd

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)|pdx

(4.6)

and

‖σ(u)η − σ(v)η‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (l2)

≤

ˆ

Rd

(

∑

k

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(x− y)| (σ(·, u(·)) − σ(·, v(·)))(t, y)ηk(y)dy

)2
)p/2

dx

≤

ˆ

Rd

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(x− y)|2 (σ(t, y, u(t, y)) − σ(t, y, v(t, y)))2 dy

)p/2

dx

≤ Kp

ˆ

Rd

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(y)|
2 (u(t, x− y)− v(t, x− y))2dy

)p/2

dx

≤ Kp

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(y)|
2 dy

)p/2 ˆ

Rd

|u(t, x)− v(t, x)|pdx

(4.7)

on almost every (ω, t) ∈ |(0, τ ]]. Due to Remark 2.8, we have
ˆ

Rd

|R1−γ(y)| dy +

ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(y)|
2 dy <∞.

By integrating with respect to (ω, t) to (4.6) and (4.7), employing Lemma 2.10 (vii), and
Young’s inequality, we have

∥

∥b̄i
(

u2ρm(u)− v2ρm(v)
)

xi

∥

∥

p

H
γ−2
p (τ)

+ ‖σ(u)η − σ(v)η‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

≤ Nm‖u− v‖p
Lp(τ)

≤ ε‖u− v‖p
H

γ
p(τ)

+Nm‖u− v‖p
H

γ−2
p (τ)

.

(4.8)

To obtain the second assertion, we employ Corollary 2.18. The lemma is proved.
�
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Remark 4.4. We introduce a candidate for a global solution. Let T < ∞. For m ∈ N, let
um ∈ Hγ

p(T ) be the solution introduced in Lemma 4.3. Then, for R ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, define
a stopping time τRm

τRm := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : sup
x∈R

|um(t, x)| ≥ R

}

∧ T. (4.9)

Observe that

τRR ≤ τmm (4.10)

Indeed, if R = m, (4.10) is obvious. If R < m, we have um ∧m = um ∧m ∧ R = um ∧ R
for t ≤ τRm. Therefore, um and uR are solutions to equation

∂αt u = Lu+ b̄i
(

u2ρR(u)
)

xi + σ(u)ηkdwk
t , 0 < t ≤ τRm ; u(0, ·) = u0.

In contrast, uR ∧R = uR ∧R ∧m = uR ∧m for t ≤ τRR . Thus, um and uR are solutions to
equation

∂αt u = Lu+ b̄
(

u2ρm(u)
)

xi + σ(u)ηkdwk
t , 0 < t ≤ τRR ; u(0, ·) = u0.

Observe that the uniqueness and continuity results in Lemma 4.3 yields that um = uR for
all t ≤ (τRm ∨ τRR ). Therefore, for t ≤ τRm,

sup
s≤t

sup
x∈R

|uR(s, x)| = sup
s≤t

sup
x∈R

|um(s, x)| ≤ R,

and this implies τRm ≤ τRR . Similarly, τRm ≥ τRR ; thus,

τRR = τRm

almost surely. Moreover, we have τRm ≤ τmm because m > R. Therefore, we have (4.10).
Further, we define

u(t, x) := um(t, x) on t ≤ τmm

and set

τ∞ := lim sup
m→∞

lim sup
T→∞

τmm . (4.11)

It should be remarked that u(t, x) is well-defined on Ω × [0,∞) × R
d and the nontrivial

domain of u is Ω× [0, τ∞)× R
d.

To obtain a uniform Lp bound of the local solution um, we separate um into noise- and
nonlinear-dominating parts. Lemma 4.5 provides the existence, uniqueness, and estimate
of noise-dominating parts of um.

Lemma 4.5. Let T <∞. Then, there exists v ∈ Hγ
p(T ) such that

∂αt v = Lv + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
σ(s, x, u)ηk(x)dwk

s , 0 < t ≤ T, u(0, ·) = u0

Furthermore, v ∈ C([0, T ];C(Rd)) almost surely, and

E sup
t≤T

sup
x∈Rd

|v(t, x)|p + E sup
t≤T

‖v(t, ·)‖pLp
≤ N‖v‖p

Hγ
p (T )

≤ N‖u0‖
p
Uγ
p
+N‖h‖p

Lp(τ)
,

where N = N(α, β, γ, d, p,K, T ).
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Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.3, it is enough to show that Assumption 4.1 (τ)
holds. Set η = (η1, η2, . . . ). Then, by Remark 2.8, for t ≤ T

‖σ(t, ·, u(t, ·))η‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (l2)

=

ˆ

Rd

(

∞
∑

k=1

(
ˆ

Rd

R−γ+2−c0(x− y)σ(t, y, u(t, y))ηk(y)dy

)2
)p/2

dx

=

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(x)|
2dx

)p/2 ˆ

Rd

|σ(t, y, u(t, y))|pdy

≤

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(x)|
2dx

)p/2 ˆ

Rd

|h(t, y)|pdy

≤ N‖h(t, ·)‖pLp
.

(4.12)

Therefore,

‖σ(u)η‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (T,l2)

≤ E

ˆ T

0
‖σ(t, ·, u(t, ·))η‖p

H
γ−2+c0
p (l2)

dt ≤ N‖h‖p
Lp
.

Thus, the lemma is proved by Lemma 4.2. �

Next, we control the nonlinear-dominating parts of the local solutions. The following two
lemmas are crucial in obtaining uniform Lp bounds. Lemma 4.6 functions as a chain rule,
and Theorem 4.7 is a version of the Grönwall inequality.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose α ∈ (0, 1) and k ∈ N. For any ψ ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞) × R

d), we have

∂αt (ψ(·, x))
2k (t) ≤ 2kψ(t, x)|ψ(t, x)|2

k−2∂αt ψ(t, x), (4.13)

for all (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R
d.

Proof. We employ the mathematical induction. The results and proof are motivated by
(4.2) of [8].

(Step 1). First, we consider the case k = 1. Although the proof is in the proof of [8,
Proposition 4.1], we include the proof for the completeness of this paper.

Let ψ ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞) × R

d) and t ∈ (0,∞) and x ∈ R
d. For s ∈ (0, t], set

F1(s) :=
1

2
|ψ(s, x)|2, F2(s) := ψ(s, x)ψ(t, x),

and

F (s) :=
1

2

(

|ψ(s, x)|2 − |ψ(t, x)|2
)

− (ψ(s, x)− ψ(t, x))ψ(t, x).

Further,

F (s) =
1

2
|ψ(s, x) − ψ(t, x)|2 ≥ 0

on s ≤ t, and the equality holds for s = t. Notice that the integration by parts implies that
ˆ t

0
(t− s)−α(F ′

1(s)− F ′
2(s))ds =

ˆ t

0
(t− s)−αF ′(s)ds ≤ 0.

Then, by the definition of ∂αt (Definition 2.5), we have (4.13) with k = 1.
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(Step 2). Let n ∈ N and assume that the results hold for k = 1, 2, . . . , n − 1. Set

ψ̃(t, x) := (ψ(t, x))2. Since ψ̃(t, x) ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞) × R

d), we have

∂αt (ψ(·, x))
2n (t) = ∂αt (ψ̃(·, x))

2n−1
(t)

≤ 2n−1ψ̃(t, x)
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃(t, x)

∣

∣

∣

2n−1−2
∂αt ψ̃(t, x)

= 2n−1 |ψ(t, x)|2
n−2 ∂αt (ψ(t, x))

2

≤ 2nψ(t, x) |ψ(t, x)|2
n−2 ∂αt ψ(t, x).

The lemma is proved.
�

Theorem 4.7 (Theorem 8 of [4]). Let ψ(t) be a nonnegative integrable function on [0, T ].
For a constant N1, if the function ψ satisfies

ψ(t) ≤ ψ0 +N1I
α
t ψ

on t ∈ [0, T ], then

ψ(t) ≤

(

1 +

∞
∑

k=0

Nk
1

Γ(kα)

(Γ(α)tα)k

kα

)

ψ0

on t ∈ [0, T ].

We consider following lemma to control the remainder of the local solution um.

Lemma 4.8. Let um ∈ Hγ
p(T ) and v ∈ Hγ

p(T ) be functions introduced in Lemmas 4.3 and
4.5, and τmm be the stopping time introduced in (4.9). Then,

‖um(t, ·) − v(t, ·)‖pLp

≤ N sup
t≤T

sup
x∈Rd

|v(t, x)|p sup
t≤T

‖v(s, ·)‖pLp

[

1 +
∞
∑

k=0

(

1 + sups≤t,x∈Rd |v(s, x)|2
)k

Γ(kα)

(Γ(α)Tα)k

kα

]

for all t ≤ τmm almost surely, where N = N(p,K).

Proof. Set
wm := um − v and fm := Lwm + b̄i((um)2ρm(um))xi .

Then, we have fm ∈ H
γ−2
p (T ) since wm, um ∈ H

γ
p(T ) and estimates similar to (4.8). Ad-

ditionally, ∂αt wm = fm. Let (ω, t) ∈ |(0, τmm ]]. Due to [23, Remark 2.9], there exists
wn
m ∈ C∞

c ((0,∞) × R
d) such that wn

m → wm in Lp((0, t);H
γ
p ), and ∂αt w

n
m is a Cauchy

in Lp((0, t);H
γ−2
p ). Define

fnm := ∂αt w
n
m.

Moreover, fm is the limit of fnm as n → ∞ in Lp((0, t);H
γ−2
p ) (see [23, Remark 2.9]).

Choose a nonnegative function ζ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) with a unit integral and set ζε(x) := ε−dζ(x/ε)

for ε > 0. For h ∈ L1,loc(R
d), set h(ε)(x) :=

´

Rd h(y)ζε(x− y)dy.

Next, let ε > 0 and x ∈ R
d. Since w

n(ε)
m ∈ C∞

c ((0,∞) × R
d) and p = 2k, Lemma 4.6

yields
1

p
∂αt

(

wn(ε)
m (·, x)

)p
(t) ≤ fn(ε)m (t, x)wn(ε)

m (t, x)
∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
(4.14)

on t ∈ (0,∞). Additionally, as wn
m(0, x) = 0, we have

wn(ε)
m (0, x) = 0. (4.15)
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Thus, if we take stochastic integral Iαt on both sides of (4.14), we have

1

p

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
≤ Iαt

[

fn(ε)m (·, x)wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]

(4.16)

due to
(

w
n(ε)
m

)p
∈ C∞

c ((0,∞)×R
d), (4.15), and Remark 2.6. Observe that (2.1) with q = ∞

and the Hölder inequality imply that

∥

∥

∥

∥

Iα·

[

fn(ε)m (·, x)wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
− f (ε)m (·, x)w(ε)

m (·, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]
∥

∥

∥

∥

L1((0,t))

≤

ˆ t

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

fn(ε)m (s, x)wn(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
− f (ε)m (s, x)w(ε)

m (s, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

≤ N

ˆ t

0

∣

∣

∣
fn(ε)m (s, x)− f (ε)m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−1
ds

+N

ˆ t

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

f (ε)m (s, x)

[

wn(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
− w(ε)

m (s, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]
∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

≤ N

[

An

∥

∥

∥
wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

2

Lp(0,t)
+BnCn

∥

∥

∥
f (ε)m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

Lp(0,t)

]

∥

∥

∥
wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

p−3

Lp(0,t)
,

(4.17)
where

An =
∥

∥

∥
fn(ε)m (·, x) − f (ε)m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

Lp(0,t)
Bn =

∥

∥

∥
wn(ε)
m (·, x)− w(ε)

m (·, x)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(0,t)
,

and

Cn =
∥

∥

∥
wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

Lp(0,t)
+
∥

∥

∥
w(ε)
m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

Lp(0,t)
.

Moreover,

An, Bn → 0 and Cn → 2
∥

∥

∥
w(ε)
m (·, x)

∥

∥

∥

Lp(0,t)
as n→ ∞ (4.18)

since wn
m → wm and fnm → fm in Lp((0, t);H

γ
p ). Then, by applying (4.18) to (4.17), we

have
∥

∥

∥

∥

Iα·

[

fn(ε)m (·, x)wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣
wn(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
− f (ε)m (·, x)w(ε)

m (·, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]
∥

∥

∥

∥

L1((0,t))

→ 0

as n → ∞. Therefore, there exists a sequence nl such that w
nl(ε)
m (·, x) → w

(ε)
m (·, x) and

Iα·

[

f
nl(ε)
m w

nl(ε)
m

∣

∣

∣
w

nl(ε)
m

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]

→ Iα·

[

f
(ε)
m w

(ε)
m

∣

∣

∣
w

(ε)
m

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]

almost everywhere on [0, t]. Further-

more, the convergence holds everywhere on [0, t] due to the continuity in t. Then, by
considering sequence nl instead of n and letting l → ∞ for (4.16), we have

1

p

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
≤ Iαt

[

f (ε)m (·, x)w(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (·, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
]

.
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Since t ≤ τmm , ρm(um) = 1. By integrating with respect to x, we have

Γ(α)

p

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
dx

≤

ˆ t

0
(t− s)α−1

ˆ

Rd

(Lwm(s, ·))(ε)(x)w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dxds

+

ˆ t

0
(t− s)α−1

ˆ

Rd

[

b̄i(s, x̄i)
(

|wm(s, ·) + v(s, ·)|2
)(ε)

xi (x)
]

w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dxds.

(4.19)
Furthermore, by integration by parts, we obtain

ˆ

Rd

[

(Lwm(s, ·))(ε)(x) + b̄i
(

|wm(s, ·) + v(s, ·)|2
)(ε)

xi (x)
]

w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

≤ −(p− 1)

ˆ

Rd

(

aijwm

)(ε)

xj (s, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)dx

+ (p− 1)

ˆ

Rd

((

2aij
xj − bi

)

wm

)(ε)
(s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)dx

+

ˆ

Rd

((

aij
xixj − bixi + c

)

wm

)(ε)
(s, x)w(ε)

m (s, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

− (p− 1)

ˆ

Rd

b̄i(s, x̄i)
(

(wm(s, ·) + v(s, ·))2
)(ε)

(x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)dx.

(4.20)

Additionally, observe that

∣

∣

∣

(

aijwm

)(ε)

xj (s, x)− aij(s, x)w
(ε)
mxj (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

= ε−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

(

aij(s, x− εy)− aij(s, x)
)

wm(s, x− εy)ζyj (y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ N(K)

ˆ

Rd

|wm(s, x− εy)||y||ζy(y)|dy,

(4.21)

and by (3.2),

−

ˆ

Rd

aij(s, x)w
(ε)
mxi(s, x)w

(ε)
mxj (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

≤ −K−1

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
mx(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
dx.

(4.22)
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Thus, by combining (4.21) and (4.22)

−

ˆ

Rd

(

aijwm

)(ε)

xj (s, x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)

mxi(s, x)dx

= −

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)

[

(awm)
(ε)
xj (s, x)− a(s, x)w

(ε)
mxj (s, x)

]

dx

−

ˆ

Rd

aij(s, x)w
(ε)
mxi(s, x)w

(ε)
mxj (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2 ∣
∣

∣
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

|wm(s, x− εy)||y||ζy(y)|dydx

−K−1

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
mx(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
dx

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
(
ˆ

Rd

|wm(s, x− εy)||y||ζy(y)|dy

)2

dx

−
1

2
K−1

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
mx(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
dx,

(4.23)

where N = N(K). Moreover,

∣

∣

∣

∣

((

2aij
xj − bi

)

wm

)(ε)
(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

(

2aij
yj
(s, y)− bi(s, y)

)

wm(s, y)ζε(x− y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K

ˆ

Rd

|wm(s, y)|ζε(x− y)dy

= K(|wm(s, ·)|)(ε)(x)

(4.24)

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

((

aij
xixj − bixi + c

)

wm

)(ε)
(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K(|wm(s, ·)|)(ε)(x). (4.25)

Thus, by applying Hölder’s inequality, (4.23), (4.24), and (4.25) to (4.20), we have

ˆ

Rd

[

(Lwm(s, ·))(ε)(x) + b̄i
(

|wm(s, ·) + v(s, ·)|2
)(ε)

xi (x)
]

w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

≤ N

ˆ

R

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
(
ˆ

R

|wm(s, x− εy)||y||ζy(y)|dy

)2

dx

−
p− 1

4K

∑

i

ˆ

R

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2 ∣
∣

∣
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
dx

+N
∑

i

ˆ

Rd

(

(|wm(s, ·)|)(ε)(x)
)2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

+N

ˆ

Rd

(|wm(s, ·)|)(ε)(x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−1
dx.

− (p− 1)
∑

i

ˆ

Rd

b̄i(s, x̄i)
(

(wm(s, ·) + v(s, ·))2
)(ε)

(x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)dx,

(4.26)
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where N = N(K). Furthermore, note that

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)dx = 0 for s ≤ t. (4.27)

Indeed, take a nonnegative smooth function φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) such that φ(x) = 1 on |x| < 1,

φ(x) = 0 on |x| > 2, and supx∈Rd |φ′(x)| ≤ 2. Then, integration by parts yields

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)φ(x/n)dx

= −p

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)φ(x/n)dx −

1

n

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
w(ε)
m (s, x)φ′(x/n)dx.

Thus, we have

lim sup
n→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
w

(ε)
mxi(s, x)φ(x/n)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ lim sup
n→∞

2

n(p+ 1)

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p+1
dx = 0

(4.28)
and (4.28) yields (4.27). Then, from the last term of (4.26), by applying (4.27) and the
Hölder’s inequality, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i

ˆ

Rd−1

b̄i(s, x̄i)

ˆ

R

(

|wm(t, ·) + v(t, ·)|2
)(ε)

(x)
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
w

(ε)
mxi(t, x)dx

idx̄i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ N
∑

i

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

|wm(t, ·) + v(t, ·)|2
)(ε)

(x)−
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2 ∣
∣

∣
w

(ε)
mxi(t, x)

∣

∣

∣
dx

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

(

(

|wm(t, ·) + v(t, ·)|2
)(ε)

(x)−
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
)2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx

+
1

8KN

∑

i

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w

(ε)
mxi(t, x)

∣

∣

∣

2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx,

(4.29)
where N = N(K). Then, by applying (4.26) and (4.29) to (4.19), we have

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p
dx

≤ NIαt

ˆ

R

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
(
ˆ

R

|wm(s, x− εy)||y||ζy(y)|dy

)2

dx

+NIαt

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
(|wm(s, ·)|)(ε)(x)

∣

∣

∣

2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
+ (|wm(s, ·)|)(ε)(x)

∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (s, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−1
dx

+NIαt

ˆ

Rd

(

(

|wm(t, ·) + v(t, ·)|2
)(ε)

(x)−
∣

∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

2
)2 ∣
∣

∣
w(ε)
m (t, x)

∣

∣

∣

p−2
dx,
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where N = N(p,K). By letting ε ↓ 0, we have

‖wm(t, ·)‖pLp

≤ NIαt

ˆ

R

|wm(·, x)|p dx+NIαt

ˆ

Rd

(

|wm(·, x) + v(·, x)|2 − |wm(·, x)|2
)2

|wm(·, x)|p−2 dx

≤ NIαt

ˆ

R

|wm(·, x)|p dx+NIαt

ˆ

Rd

|v(·, x)|2 |wm(·, x)|p + |v(·, x)|4 |wm(·, x)|p−2 dx

≤ N

(

1 + sup
s≤t,x∈Rd

|v(s, x)|2

)

Iαt ‖wm(·, ·)‖pLp
+N sup

s≤t
‖v(s, ·)‖2pL2p

.

for all t ≤ τmm . Then, by Theorem 4.7, we obtain

‖wm(t, ·)‖pLp
≤ N sup

s≤t
‖v(s, ·)‖2pL2p

[

1 +

∞
∑

k=0

(

1 + sups≤t,x∈Rd |v(s, x)|2
)k

Γ(kα)

(Γ(α)Tα)k

kα

]

for all t ≤ τmm . The lemma is proved.
�

Finally, we demonstrate that the global solution candidate does not explode in a finite
time.

Lemma 4.9. For any T <∞, we have

lim
R→∞

P

({

ω ∈ Ω : sup
t≤T,x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| > R

})

= 0.

Proof. Let v be the function introduced in Lemma 4.5. Define

τ1(S) := inf
{

t ≥ 0 : ‖v(t, ·)‖Lp ≥ S
}

∧ T, τ2(S) := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : sup
x∈Rd

|v(t, x)| ≥ S

}

∧ T,

and

τ0m(S) := τmm ∧ τ1(S) ∧ τ2(S),
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where τmm is the stopping time introduced in (4.9). Set r := p
p−1 . Then, by Lemmas 4.2 and

2.10, (viii), Hölder inequality, and Minkowski inequality, we have

‖um‖p
Hγ

p (τ0m(S))
−N‖u0‖

p
Uγ
p

≤ N

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

i

b̄i(u2mρm(um))xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

H
γ−2
p (τ0m(S))

+N‖σ(um)η‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ0m(S),l2)

≤ N
∥

∥u2m
∥

∥

p

H
γ−1
p (τ0m(S))

+N‖σ(um)η‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ0m(S),l2)

≤ NE

ˆ τ0m(S)

0

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

R1−γ(y)|um(s, x− y)|2dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dxds

+NE

ˆ τ0m(S)

0

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(y)|
2 |um(s, x− y)|2dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

p/2

dxds

≤ NE

ˆ τ0m(S)

0

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rd

|R1−γ(y)|
r |um(s, x− y)|rdy

∣

∣

∣

∣

p/r

dx

ˆ

Rd

|um(s, x)|pdxds

+NE

ˆ τ0m(S)

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|R−γ+2−c0(x)|
2 dx

)p/2 ˆ

Rd

|um(s, x)|pdxds

≤ N0E

ˆ τ0m(S)

0

[

1 +

ˆ

Rd

|um(s, x)|pdx

]
ˆ

Rd

|um(s, x)|pdxds,

(4.30)

whereN0 = N(α, β, γ, d, p,K, T )

[

(´

Rd |R1−γ(x)|
r dx

)p/r
+
(

´

Rd |R−γ+2−c0(x)|
2 dx

)p/2
]

. Note

that N0 < ∞ due to r < d
d+γ−1 and Remark 2.8. Then, by Lemma 4.8 and the definitions

of τ1(S) and τ2(S),

ˆ

Rd

|um(t, x)|pdx

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

|um(t, x) − v(t, x)|p + |v(t, x)|pdx

≤ N sup
s≤t

sup
x∈Rd

|v(t, x)| sup
s≤t

‖v(s, ·)‖pp

[

1 +

∞
∑

k=0

(

1 + sups≤t,x∈Rd |v(t, x)|2
)k

Γ(kα)

(Γ(α)Tα)k

kα

]

+

ˆ

Rd

|v(t, x)|pdx

< N(p, S,K).
(4.31)

Therefore, by combining (4.30) and (4.31), we have

‖um‖p
Hγ

p(τ0m(S))
≤ N +N‖u0‖

p
Uγ
p
, (4.32)
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where N = N(α, β, γ, d, p, S,K, T ). It should be noted that the right-hand side of (4.32) is
independent of m. Therefore, by Chebyshev’s inequality and Lemma 4.3, we have

P

(

sup
t≤τ0m(S)

sup
x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| > R

)

≤
1

Rp
E sup

t≤τ0m,x∈Rd

|u(t, x)|p

≤
1

Rp
E sup

t≤τ0m,x∈Rd

|um(t, x)|p

≤
1

Rp
‖um‖p

Hγ
p (τ0m)

≤
N

Rp
,

where N = N(u0, α, β, γ, d, p, S,K, T ). In contrast, by Lemma 4.5,

P
(

τ1(S) < T
)

+ P
(

τ2(S) < T
)

≤ P

(

sup
t≤T

‖v(t, ·)‖Lp > S

)

+ P

(

sup
t≤T

sup
x∈Rd

|v(t, x)| > S

)

≤
1

Sp
E sup

t≤T
‖v(t, ·)‖pLp

+
1

Sp
E sup

t≤T,x∈Rd

|v(t, x)|p

≤
1

Sp
N(u0, h, α, β, γ, d, p,K, T ).

Thus,

P

(

sup
t≤T,x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| > R

)

≤ lim inf
m→∞

P

(

sup
t≤τ0m(S),x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| > R

)

+ P
(

τ1(S) < T
)

+ P
(

τ2(S) < T
)

≤
N1

Rp
+
N2

Sp
,

where N1 = N1(u0, α, β, γ, d, p, S,K, T ) and N2 = N2(u0, h, α, β, γ, d, p,K, T ). The lemma
is proved by letting R→ ∞ and S → ∞ in order.

�

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Step 1. (Uniqueness). Suppose u, ū ∈ Hγ
p,loc are nonnegative

solutions of equation (3.1). By Definition 2.13, there are bounded stopping times τn (n =
1, 2, · · · ) such that

τn ↑ ∞ and u, ū ∈ Hγ
p(τn).

Fix n ∈ N. Note that u, ū ∈ C([0, τn];C(Rd)) almost surely and

E sup
t≤τn

sup
x∈Rd

|u(t, x)|p + E sup
t≤τn

sup
x∈Rd

|ū(t, x)|p <∞. (4.33)
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Then, for m ∈ N, define

τ1m,n := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : sup
x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| > m

}

∧ τn,

τ2m,n := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : sup
x∈Rd

|ū(t, x)| > m

}

∧ τn,

and

τm,n := τ1m,n ∧ τ2m,n. (4.34)

Due to (4.33), τ1m,n and τ2m,n are well-defined stopping times; thus, τm,n is a stopping time.

Observe that u, ū ∈ Hγ
p(τm,n) and τm,n ↑ τn as m → ∞ almost surely. Fix m ∈ N. Notice

that u, ū ∈ Hγ
p(τm,n) are solutions to equation

∂αt v = Lv + b̄i
(

v2ρm(v)
)

xi + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
σ(v)dWt, 0 < t ≤ τm,n; v(0, ·) = u0,

where Lv = aijvxixj + bivxi + cv. By the uniqueness result in Lemma 4.3, we conclude that
u = ū in Hγ

p(τm,n) for each m ∈ N. The monotone convergence theorem yields u = ū in
Hγ

p(τn), which implies u = ū in Hγ
p,loc.

Step 2 (Existence.). Let T <∞. For m ∈ N, define τmm and u as in Remark 4.4. Observe
that

P (τmm < T ) ≤ P

(

sup
t≤T,x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| ≥ m

)

.

Indeed, if τmm < T , then supt≤τmm ,x∈Rd |u(t, x)| = supt≤τmm ,x∈Rd |um(t, x)| = m almost surely.
Then, by Lemma 4.9, we have

lim sup
m→∞

P (τmm < T ) ≤ lim sup
m→∞

P

(

sup
t≤T,x∈Rd

|u(t, x)| ≥ m

)

= 0

Since T < ∞ is arbitrary, τmm → ∞ in probability. In addition, we conclude that τmm ↑ ∞
almost surely, because τmm is increasing in m.

Last, set τm := τmm ∧m. Note that (see Remark 4.4)

u(t, x) = um(t, x) for t ∈ [0, τm].

Observe that supx∈Rd |um(t, x)| ≤ m for t ∈ [0, τm]; thus, um satisfies (3.1) almost every-
where t ∈ [0, τm] almost surely. Because u = um for t ∈ [0, τm] and um ∈ Hγ

p(τm), it follows
that u ∈ Hγ

p(τm) and u satisfies (3.1) for all t ≤ τm almost surely. We have u ∈ Hγ
p,loc

because τm ↑ ∞ as m → ∞ almost surely.
To obtain Hölder regularity, we employ Corollary 2.18. The theorem is proved.

�

Proof of Theorem 3.9. The proof of Theorem 3.9 is motivated by [26, Corollarly 5.11].
Since q > p, by Theorem 3.5, there exists a unique solution ū ∈ Hγ

q,loc satisfying equation

(3.1). By Definition 2.13, there exists τn such that τn → ∞ almost surely as n → ∞,
u ∈ Hγ

p(τn) and ū ∈ Hγ
q (τn). Fix n ∈ N. Because 2+αd

αγ < p < q, we can define τm,n (m ∈ N)

as in (4.34). Notice that for any p0 > p, we have

u ∈ Lp0(τm,n)
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since

E

ˆ τm,n

0

ˆ

R

|u(t, x)|p0dxdt ≤ mp0−p
E

ˆ τm,n

0

ˆ

R

|u(t, x)|pdxdt <∞.

Observe that b̄iuuxi ∈ H
γ−2
q (τm,n) ⊂ H

−2
q (τm,n). Indeed, similar to (4.6),

E

ˆ τm,n

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2
b̄i(s, ·)

(

(u(s, ·))2
)

xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

q

Hγ−2
q

ds ≤ NE

ˆ τm,n

0

ˆ

R

|u(s, x)|2qdxds <∞.

Additionally, we have

auxx ∈ H
−2
q (τm,n), bux ∈ H

−1
q (τm,n), and cu ∈ Lq(τm,n).

Therefore, because Lq(τm,n) ⊂ H
−1
q (τm,n) ⊂ H

−2
q (τm,n),

aijuxixj + biuxi + cu+ b̄iuuxi ∈ H
−2
q (τm,n). (4.35)

Similar to (4.12), we have

‖σ(u)η‖q
H

γ−2+c0
q (τm,n,l2)

≤ N

ˆ τm,n

0
‖h(t, ·)‖qLq

dt <∞. (4.36)

Thus, we have

σ(u)η ∈ H
γ−2+c0
q (τm,n, l2) ⊂ H

−2+c0
q (τm,n, l2). (4.37)

Due to (4.35), (4.37), and Lemma 4.2, u is in Lq(τm,n) and u satisfies (3.1) for almost

everywhere t ≤ τm,n almost surely. On the other hand, since b̄iuuxi ∈ H
γ−2
q (τm,n) and

σ(u)η ∈ H
γ−2+c0
q (τm,n, l2), Lemma 4.2 implies that there exists v ∈ Hγ

q (τm,n) satisfying

∂αt v = Lv + b̄iuuxi + ∂αt

ˆ t

0
σ(u)ηkdw

k
t , 0 < t ≤ τm,n ; v(0, ·) = u0, (4.38)

where Lv = aijvxixj + bivxi + cv. In (4.38), note that b̄iuuxi and σk(u) are used instead of
b̄ivvxi and σk(v). Moreover, because u ∈ Lq(τm,n) satisfies equation (4.38), v̄ := u − v ∈
Lq(τm,n) satisfies

∂αt v̄ = aij v̄xixj + biv̄xi + cv̄, 0 < t ≤ τm,n ; v̄(0, ·) = 0.

By the deterministic version of Lemma 4.2, we have v̄ = 0 in Lq(τm,n); thus, u = v in
Lq(τm,n). Therefore, u is in Hγ

q (τm,n). As ū ∈ Hγ
q (τm,n) and ū satisfies equation (3.1), by

Lemma 4.3, we have u = ū in Hγ
q (τm,n). The theorem is proved. �

5. Proof of Theorem 2.16

This section provides a proof of the embedding theorem for solution spaces Hγ
p(τ). Con-

sider the following fractional diffusion equation

∂αt u = ∆u t > 0 ; u(0, ·) = u0(·), (5.1)

where α ∈ (0, 1) and u0(·) ∈ C∞
c (Rd). It turns out that a fundamental solution p(t, x) exists

such that

p(t, ·) ∈ L1(R
d) and F(p(t, ·))(ξ) = Eα(−t

α|ξ|2)

(e.g., [24, Theorem 2.1]), and the solution of (5.1) is given by

u(t, x) = (u0 ∗ p(t, ·))(x) =

ˆ

Rd

u0(y)p(t, x− y)dy.
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For convenience, define

qα,β(t, x) :=

{

Iα−βp(t, x) if α ≥ β

Dβ−αp(t, x) if α < β.

We gather some facts related to p(t, x) and qα,β(t, x) (for more information, see [22, 23, 24]).

Lemma 5.1. Let d ∈ N, α ∈ (0, 1), β < α+ 1/2, γ ∈ [0, 2), and σ ∈ R.

(i) For all t 6= 0 and x 6= 0,

∂αt p(t, x) = ∆p(t, x) and ∂tp(t, x) = ∆qα,1(t, x).

Additionally, for each x 6= 0, ∂
∂tp(t, x) → 0 as t ↓ 0. Moreover, ∂

∂tp(t, x) is integrable

in R
d uniformly on t ∈ [δ, T ] for any δ > 0.

(ii) There exist constants c = c(α, d) and N = N(α, d) such that if |x|2 ≥ tα,

|p(t, x)| ≤ N |x|−d exp
{

−c|x|
2

2−α t−
α

2−α

}

.

(iii) Let n ∈ N. Then, there exists N = N(α, γ, n) such that
∣

∣

∣
Dσ

t D
n
x(−∆)γ/2qα,β(1, x)

∣

∣

∣
≤ N

(

|x|−d+2−γ−n ∧ |x|−d−γ−n
)

.

(iv) The scaling properties hold. In other words,

qα,β(t, x) = t−
αd
2
+α−βqα,β(1, xt

−α
2 ),

(−∆)γ/2qα,β(t, x) = t−
α(d+γ)

2
+α−β(−∆)γ/2qα,β(1, xt

−α
2 ).

Proof. To see (i), (ii), and (iii) follow from Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 of [23]. For (iv), see (5.2)
in [23]. �

Remark 5.2. To prove Theorem 2.16, we define the operators. Let φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) and

f ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞) × R

d). Take a function g = (g1, g2, . . . ) satisfying the form

gk(t, x) =

{

∑n
i=1 1 |(τi−1,τi]](t)g

ik(x) for k = 1, 2, . . . , n,

0 for k = n+ 1, . . .
(5.2)

for some n ∈ N, where τi is the bounded stopping time and gik ∈ C∞
c (Rd). Further, we set

T 1
t φ(x) :=

ˆ

Rd

p(t, x− y)φ(y)dy, (5.3)

T 2
t f(t, x) :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

qα,1(t− r, x− y)f(r, y)dyds, (5.4)

T 3
t g(t, x) :=

∑

k

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

qα,β(t− r, x− y)gk(r, y)dydwk
s . (5.5)

It is well-known that T 1
t φ, T

2
t f , and T

3
t g are solutions to

∂αt u
1 = ∆u1; u1(0, ·) = φ, (5.6)

∂αt u
2 = ∆u2 + f ; u2(0, ·) = 0,

∂αt u
3 = ∆u3 + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
gkdwk

s ; u3(0, ·) = 0,
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respectively (for more information, see [22, 23, 24]).

First, we provide a smoothing effect of T 1
t , which implies the continuity of T 1

t φ in t.

Lemma 5.3. Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time and α ∈ (0, 1). If p ∈ (1,∞), θ ∈ [0, α),
φ ∈ C∞

c (Rd), and t ∈ (0, T ), we have

e−t
∥

∥T 1
t φ
∥

∥

H
2θ
α

p

≤ Nt−θ‖φ‖Lp (5.7)

where N = N(α, θ, d, p, T ).

Proof. In the case of θ = 0, by Minköwski’s inequality, we have

‖T 1
t φ‖Lp ≤ ‖p(t, ·) ∗ φ‖Lp ≤ ‖p(t, ·)‖L1‖φ‖Lp ≤ ‖φ‖Lp . (5.8)

Thus, we have (5.7). For θ ∈ (0, α), observe that

‖e−tT 1
t φ‖H2θ/α

p
= ‖(1 −∆)θ/α(e−tT 1

t φ)‖Lp ≤ ‖e−tT 1
t φ‖Lp + ‖(−∆)θ/α(e−tT 1

t φ)‖Lp ,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.10 (v). As e−t ≤ (Nt−θ ∧ 1), we have

∥

∥e−tT 1
t φ
∥

∥

H
2θ/α
p

≤ N

(

t−θ
∥

∥T 1
t φ
∥

∥

Lp
+
∥

∥

∥
(−∆)θ/αT 1

t φ
∥

∥

∥

Lp

)

. (5.9)

By inequality (5.8), we have

t−θ‖T 1
t φ‖Lp ≤ t−θ‖φ‖Lp . (5.10)

On the other hand, Minkowski’s inequality yields

‖(−∆)θ/αT 1
t h‖Lp = ‖(−∆)θ/α(p(t, ·) ∗ φ)‖Lp ≤ ‖((−∆)θ/αp)(t, ·)‖L1‖φ‖Lp . (5.11)

Additionally Lemma 5.1 (iv), (ii), and (iii) imply

‖((−∆)θ/αp)(t, ·)‖L1 =

ˆ

Rd

|((−∆)θ/αp)(t, x)|dx

≤ t−θ

ˆ

Rd

|((−∆)θ/αp)(1, x)|dx

≤ N(α, θ, d, p)t−θ.

(5.12)

Then, by applying (5.12) to (5.11), we have

‖(−∆)θ/αT 1
t φ‖Lp ≤ Nt−θ‖φ‖Lp . (5.13)

Thus, by plugging in (5.10) and (5.13) into (5.9), we have (5.7). The lemma is proved. �

To proceed further, we introduce one of the embedding theorems for Slobodetskii’s spaces.

Lemma 5.4. If µp > 1 and p ≥ 1, for any continuous Lp-valued function φ and γ ≤ ρ, we
have the following:

‖φ(ρ)− φ(γ)‖pLp
≤ N(ρ− γ)µp−1

ˆ ρ

γ

ˆ ρ

γ
1t>s

‖φ(t)− φ(s)‖pLp

|t− s|1+µp
dsdt

(

0

0
:= 0

)

, (5.14)

where N = N(µ, p). In particular,

E sup
0≤s<t≤T

‖φ(t) − φ(s)‖pLp

|t− s|µp−1
≤ N

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s

E ‖φ(t)− φ(s)‖pLp

|t− s|1+µp
dsdt. (5.15)

With the help of Lemma 5.4, we obtain the Hölder continuity of T 1
t φ, T

2
t f , and T

3
t g on

t ∈ [0, T ].
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Lemma 5.5. Let α ∈ (0, 1).

(i) If p ∈ (1,∞), θ ∈ (0, α), and µ ∈ (0, 1) satisfy

p >
1

α− θ
, µ ∈

(

1

αp
,
α− θ

α

)

(5.16)

and φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd), then for t, s ∈ (0, T ),

∥

∥T 1
t f − T 1

s f
∥

∥

p

H
2θ
α −2

p

≤ N |t− s|αµp−1 ‖φ‖pLp
, (5.17)

where N = N(α, θ, d, p, T ). Additionally,

sup
0≤s<t≤T

∥

∥T 1
t φ− T 1

s φ
∥

∥

p

H
2θ
α −2

p

|t− s|αµp−1
≤ N ‖φ‖pLp

(5.18)

where N = N(α, θ, d, p, T ).
(ii) If p ∈ (1,∞), θ ∈ (0, α), and µ ∈ (0, 1) satisfy (5.16) and f ∈ C∞

c ((0, T ) × R
d), then

for t, s ∈ (0, T ),

∥

∥T 2
t f − T 2

s f
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

≤ N |t− s|αµp−1

ˆ T

0
‖f(r, ·)‖pLp

dr (5.19)

where N = N(α, θ, d, p, T ). Additionally,

sup
0≤s<t≤T

∥

∥T 2
t f − T 2

s f
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

|t− s|αµp−1
≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(r, ·)‖pLp

dr, (5.20)

where N = N(α, θ, d, p, T ).
(iii) Let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time. If β < α+ 1

2 , p ∈ [2,∞), θ ∈ (0, α− β + 1/2),
and µ ∈ (0, 1) satisfy

p >
1

(α− β − θ) ∧ 1/2 + 1/2
, µ ∈

(

1

αp
,
(α− β − θ) ∧ 1/2 + 1/2

α

)

,

and g = (g1, g2, . . . ) is a function of type (5.2), then, for t, s ∈ (0, T ), we have

E
∥

∥T 3
t∧τg − T 3

s∧τg
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p (l2)

≤ N |t− s|αµp−1‖g‖p
Lp(τ,l2)

, (5.21)

where N = N(α, β, θ, d, p, T ). Additionally,

E sup
0≤s<t≤τ

∥

∥T 3
t g − T 3

s g
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p (l2)

|t− s|αµp−1
≤ N‖g‖p

Lp(τ,l2)
, (5.22)

where N = N(α, β, θ, d, p, T ).

Proof of (i). By (5.14), we have

∥

∥T 1
ρφ− T 1

γφ
∥

∥

p

H
2θ
α −2

p

≤ N |ρ− γ|αµp−1

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s

∥

∥T 1
t φ− T 1

s φ
∥

∥

p

H
2θ
α −2

p

|t− s|1+αµp
dsdt

≤ N |ρ− γ|αµp−1

ˆ T

0

ˆ T−t

0
t−1−αµp

∥

∥T 1
t+sφ− T 1

s φ
∥

∥

p

H
2θ
α −2

p

dsdt.

(5.23)



STFBES DRIVEN BY MULTIPLICATIVE SPACE-TIME WHITE NOISE 31

Since T 1
t φ is a solution to (5.6), Lemma 5.3 yields

∥

∥T 1
t+sφ− T 1

s φ
∥

∥

H
2θ
α −2

p

≤
∥

∥(T 1
t+sφ− φ)− (T 1

s φ− φ)
∥

∥

H
2θ
α −2

p

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ t+s

0
(t+ s− r)α−1∆T 1

r φdr −

ˆ s

0
(s− r)α−1∆T 1

r φdr

∥

∥

∥

∥

H
2θ
α −2

p

≤

ˆ t+s

s
(t+ s− r)α−1

∥

∥T 1
r φ
∥

∥

H
2θ
α

p

dr

+

ˆ s

0

∣

∣(t+ s− r)α−1 − (s− r)α−1
∣

∣

∥

∥T 1
r φ
∥

∥

H
2θ
α

p

dr

≤ N(2tα + sα − (t+ s)α)t−θ‖φ‖Lp .

(5.24)

Since 0 ≤ 2tα + sα − (t+ s)α ≤ 2tα, by applying (5.24) to (5.23),

∥

∥T 1
t φ− T 1

s φ
∥

∥

p

H
2θ
α −2

p

≤ N |ρ− γ|αµp−1

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp+αp−θpdt‖φ‖pLp

≤ N |ρ− γ|αµp−1‖φ‖pLp
.

Thus, we have (5.17).
To obtain (5.18), use (5.15) instead of (5.14) and repeat the proof.

Proof of (ii). Let ρ > 0 and γ > 0. Notice that (5.14) yields

∥

∥T 2
ρ f − T 2

γ f
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

≤ N |ρ− γ|αµp−1

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s

∥

∥T 2
t f − T 2

s f
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

|t− s|1+αµp
dsdt. (5.25)

Then, by definition of T 2
t f (see (5.4)),

∥

∥T 2
t f − T 2

s f
∥

∥

H
2θ/α
p

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ t

s

ˆ

Rd

qα,1(t− r, y)f(r, · − y)dydr

∥

∥

∥

∥

H
2θ/α
p

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ s

0

ˆ

Rd

(qα,1(t− r, y)− qα,1(s− r, y)) f(r, · − y)dydr

∥

∥

∥

∥

H
2θ/α
p

.

(5.26)

Set

I1 :=

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s

∥

∥

∥

´ t
s

´

Rd qα,1(t− r, y)f(r, · − y)dydr
∥

∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

|t− s|1+αµp
dsdt,

I2 :=

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s

∥

∥

´ s
0

´

Rd (qα,1(t− r, y) − qα,1(s− r, y)) f(r, · − y)dydr
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

|t− s|1+αµp
dsdt.

(5.27)

Then, apply (5.26) and (5.27) to (5.25),
∥

∥T 2
t f − T 2

s f
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p

≤ |t− s|αµp−1(I1 + I2). (5.28)
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To deal with I1, we employ Minkowski’s inequality, the change of variable, and Lemma 2.10
(v). Then,

I1 ≤

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

(

(1−∆)θ/αqα,1

)

(r, y)
∣

∣

∣
dydr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds

≤ I11 + I12,

(5.29)

where

I11 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

|qα,1(r, y)| dydr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds,

I12 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

(

∆θ/αqα,1

)

(r, y)
∣

∣

∣
dydr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds.

Because µ < 1, Lemma 5.1 (iv) and (iii) yield

I11 =

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp+αpdt

(
ˆ

Rd

|qα,1(1, y)| dy

)p ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds.

(5.30)

Similarly, since µ < 1− θ/α,

I12 =

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp+αp−θpdt

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

(

∆θ/αqα,1

)

(1, y)
∣

∣

∣
dy

)p ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds.

(5.31)

Thus, by applying (5.30) and (5.31) to (5.29), we have

I1 ≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds. (5.32)

Next, we address I2. Similar to the case for I1, we have

I2 ≤

ˆ T

0

´ T−t
0

(´ s
0

´

Rd

∣

∣(1−∆)θ/α (qα,1(t+ r, y)− qα,1(r, y))
∣

∣ dy‖f(s − r, ·)‖Lpdr
)p
ds

t1+αµp
dt

≤ I21 + I22,
(5.33)

where

I21 :=

ˆ T

0

´ T−t
0

(´ s
0

´

Rd |qα,1(t+ r, y)− qα,1(r, y)| dy‖f(s− r, ·)‖Lpdr
)p
ds

t1+αµp
dt,

I22 :=

ˆ T

0

´ T−t
0

(´ s
0

´

Rd

∣

∣∆θ/α (qα,1(t+ r, y)− qα,1(r, y))
∣

∣ dy‖f(s − r, ·)‖Lpdr
)p
ds

t1+αµp
dt.
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Since µ < 1, by Minkowski’s inequality and the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

I21 ≤

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ T−t

0

ˆ

Rd

|qα,1(t+ r, y)− qα,1(r, y)| dydr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖p

Lp(Rd)
ds

≤

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ T−t

0

ˆ t+r

r

ˆ

Rd

|qα,2(s, y)| dydsdr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖p

Lp(Rd)
ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ T−t

0
rα−1 − (t+ r)α−1dr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖p

Lp(Rd)
ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp+αpdt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖p

Lp(Rd)
ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖p

Lp(Rd)
ds.

(5.34)
Additionally, since µ < 1− θ/α,

I22 ≤

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ T−t

0

ˆ

Rd

ˆ t+r

r

∣

∣

∣
(∆θ/αqα,2(s, y)

∣

∣

∣
dsdydr

)p

dt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp+αp−θpdt

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds

≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds.

(5.35)

Therefore, by employing (5.34) and (5.35) to (5.33), we have

I2 ≤ N

ˆ T

0
‖f(s, ·)‖pLp

ds, (5.36)

and thus by combining (5.32) and (5.36) to (5.28), we have (5.19).
To obtain (5.20), employ (5.15) instead of (5.14) and repeat the proof word for word.

Proof of (iii). By (5.14), we have

E
∥

∥T 3
ρ g − T 3

γ g
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p (l2)

≤ N |ρ− γ|αµp−1

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s

E
∥

∥T 3
t g − T 3

s g
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p (l2)

|t− s|1+αµp
dsdt.
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Notice that the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy and Minkowski’s inequalities imply that

E
∥

∥T 3
t g − T 3

s g
∥

∥

p

H
2θ/α
p (l2)

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

E

(

∑

k

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ t

s

ˆ

Rd

((1−∆)θ/α qα,β)(t− r, y)gk(r, x− y)dydwk
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)p/2

+

(

∑

k

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ s

0

ˆ

Rd

[

(1−∆)θ/α (qα,β(t− r, y)− qα,β(s− r, y))
]

gk(r, x− y)dydwk
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)p/2

dx

≤ N

ˆ

Rd

E

(

ˆ t−s

0

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
((1−∆)θ/α qα,β)(t− s− r, y)

∣

∣

∣
|g(s + r, x− y)|l2dy

)2

dr

)p/2

+

(

ˆ s

0

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
(1−∆)θ/α (qα,β(t− r, y)− qα,β(s− r, y))

∣

∣

∣
|g(r, x − y)|l2dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dx

≤ NE

(

ˆ t−s

0

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
((1−∆)θ/α qα,β)(t− s− r, y)

∣

∣

∣
dy

)2

‖g(s + r, ·)‖2Lp(l2)
dr

)p/2

+NE

(

ˆ s

0

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
(1−∆)θ/α (qα,β(t− r, y) − qα,β(s− r, y))

∣

∣

∣
dy

)2

‖g(r, ·)‖2Lp(l2)
dr

)p/2

.

Then, set

I3 :=

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s|t− s|−1−αµp

E

(
ˆ t−s

0
A(t, s, r)‖g(s + r, ·)‖2Lp(l2)

dr

)p/2

dsdt,

I4 :=

ˆ T

0

ˆ T

0
1t>s|t− s|−1−αµp

E

(
ˆ s

0
B(t, s, r)‖g(r, ·)‖2Lp(l2)

dr

)p/2

dsdt,

where

A(t, s, r) =

(
ˆ

Rd

| (1−∆)θ/α qα,β(t− s− r, y)|dy

)2

,

B(t, s, r) =

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
(1−∆)θ/α (qα,β(t− r, y)− qα,β(s− r, y))

∣

∣

∣
dy

)2

.

Note that Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 2.10 (v) imply that

I3 ≤

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ t

0

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣
((1−∆)θ/α qα,β)(t− r, y)

∣

∣

∣
dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ I31 + I32,

(5.37)

where

I31 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ t

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|qα,β(r, y)|dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

,

I32 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ t

0

(
ˆ

Rd

∣

∣

∣

(

∆θ/αqα,β

)

(r, y)
∣

∣

∣
dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

.
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Since 1
α

(

α− β + 1
2

)

> µ, by Lemma 5.1 (iii), we have

I31 =

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ t

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|qα,β(r, y)|dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(
ˆ t

0
r2(α−β)dr

)p/2

dt

(
ˆ

Rd

|qα,β(1, y)|dy

)p

‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

=

ˆ T

0
t−1+(α−β+1/2−αµ)pdt

(
ˆ

Rd

|qα,β(1, y)|dy

)p

‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ N‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

.

(5.38)

Similarly, as 1
α

(

α− β − θ + 1
2

)

> µ,

I32 ≤

ˆ T

0
t−1+(−αµ+α−β−θ+1/2)pdt

(
ˆ

Rd

|(∆θ/αqα,β)(1, y)|dy

)p

‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ N‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

.

(5.39)

Therefore, by employing (5.38) and (5.39) to (5.37), we have

I3 ≤ N‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

. (5.40)

In the case of I4, by Minkowski’s inequality and Lemma 2.10 (v), we have

I4 ≤ I41 + I42.

Further,

I41 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

E

ˆ T−t

0

(

ˆ s

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|C(t, r, y)|dy

)2

‖g(s − r, ·)‖2Lp(l2)
dr

)p/2

dsdt,

I42 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

E

ˆ T−t

0

(

ˆ s

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|∆θ/αC(t, r, y)|dy

)2

‖g(s − r, ·)‖2Lp(l2)
dr

)p/2

dsdt,

where

C(t, r, y) = qα,β(t+ r, y) − qα,β(r, y).

We address I41. By Minkowski’s inequality, the fundamental theorem of calculus, and
Lemma 5.1, we have

I41 ≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|qα,β(t+ r, y)− qα,β(r, y)|dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ t+r

r

ˆ

Rd

|qα,β+1(s, y)|dyds

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ NH1‖g‖
p
Lp(T,l2)

,

(5.41)
where

H1 :=

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ t+r

r
sα−β−1ds

)2

dr

)p/2

dt (5.42)
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and N = N(α, β, d, p, T ). Next, we claim that

H1 <∞ (5.43)

To demonstrate (5.43), set

χ(t) :=

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ t+r

r
sα−β−1ds

)2

dr.

Furthermore,

H1 =

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp(χ(t))p/2dt (5.44)

Depending on the range of α− β, we consider the following five cases.

(Case 1.) −1/2 < α− β < 0
For t ∈ (0, T ), we have

0 ≤ χ(t) ≤ N

ˆ T−t

0
r2(α−β) − (t+ r)2(α−β)dr ≤ Nt2(α−β)+1, (5.45)

where N = N(α, β). Then, since 1
α(α− β + 1/2) > µ, by combining (5.44) and (5.45),

H1 ≤ N(α, β, p)

ˆ T

0
t−1+p(−αµ+α−β+1/2)dt <∞.

(Case 2.) α− β = 0
Notice that

χ(t) =

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ t+r

r
s−1ds

)2

dr =

ˆ T−t

0

(

log

(

t+ r

r

))2

dr.

Obviously, χ(0) = 0. Note that

χ′(t) ≤ 2

ˆ ∞

0

1

1 + r
log

(

1 + r

r

)

dr = 2

ˆ ∞

0
x(ex − 1)−1dx = π2/3

on t ∈ (0, T/2). Thus,

0 ≤ χ(t) = χ(t)− χ(0) =

ˆ t

0
χ′(s)ds ≤

π2

3
t (5.46)

on t ∈ (0, T/2). Additionally, χ(t) ≤ N on t ∈ (T/2, T ). Therefore,

H1 ≤ N

ˆ T/2

0
t−1+(−αµ+1/2)pdt+N <∞,

where N = N(α, β, p).

(Case 3.) 0 < α− β < 1/2
Observe that χ is twice continuously differentiable, and

χ′(t) = (α− β)−2
[

−T 2(α−β) − (T − t)2(α−β) + 2Tα−β(T − t)α−β
]

+ 2(α − β)−1

ˆ T−t

0
(t+ r)2(α−β)−1 − (t+ r)α−β−1rα−βdr,
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and
χ′′(t) = 2(α− β)−1(T − t)2(α−β)−1 − 2(α − β)−1Tα−β(T − t)α−β−1

+ 2(α − β)−1Tα−β−1(T − t)α−β − 2(α− β)−1t2(α−β)−1

− 2(α − β)−1(α− β − 1)

ˆ T−t

0
(t+ r)α−β−2rα−βdr.

(5.47)

In addition, χ(0) = χ′(0) = 0. Then, by using the fundamental theorem of calculus and
α− β ∈ (0, 1/2), we obtain

χ(t) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
χ′′(ρ)dρds

≤ 2(α− β)−1

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
(T − ρ)2(α−β)−1dρds

− 2(α− β)−1(α− β − 1)

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0

ˆ T−ρ

0
(ρ+ r)α−β−2rα−βdrdρds

≤ N

ˆ t

0

(

T 2(α−β) − (T − s)2(α−β)
)

ds+N

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0

ˆ T−ρ

0
(ρ+ r)2(α−β)−2drdρds

≤ N

ˆ t

0
s2(α−β)ds+N

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
T 2(α−β)−1drdρds

≤ Nt2(α−β)+1,

(5.48)

where N = N(α, β, T ). Thus,

H1 ≤ N(α, β, p, T )

ˆ T

0
t−1+p(−αµ+α−β+1/2)dt <∞.

(Case 4.) α− β = 1/2
Because χ(0) = χ′(0) = 0, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

χ(t) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
χ′′(ρ)dρds

≤ N

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
(T − ρ)1/2 +N

ˆ T−ρ

0
(ρ+ r)−3/2r1/2drdρds

≤ Nt2(1 + | log t|),

where N = N(T ). Therefore,

H1 ≤ N(p, T )

ˆ T

0
t−1+p(−αµ+1)(1 + | log t|)p/2dt <∞.
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(Case 5.) α− β > 1/2
Similar to before, χ(0) = χ′(0) = 0. Additionally, as in (5.48), we have

χ(t) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
χ′′(r)drds

≤ N

ˆ t

0

(

T 2(α−β) − (T − s)2(α−β)
)

ds+N

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0

ˆ T−ρ

0
(ρ+ r)2(α−β)−2drdρds

≤ N

ˆ t

0
sds+N

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
dρds

≤ Nt2,

where N = N(α, β, T ). Therefore,

H1 ≤ N(α, β, p, T )

ˆ T

0
t−1+p(−αµ+1)dt <∞.

Thus, we have (5.43). Then, by combining (5.43) and (5.41), we have I41 ≤ N‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

.

Next, we deal with I42. Minkowski’s inequality, the fundamental theorem of calculus,
and Lemma 5.1 yield

I42 ≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ

Rd

|∆θ/αqα,β(t+ r, y) −∆θ/αqα,β(r, y)|dy

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ N

ˆ T

0
t−1−αµp

(

ˆ T−t

0

(
ˆ t+r

r

ˆ

Rd

|∂s∆
θ/αqα,β(s, y)|dyds

)2

dr

)p/2

dt‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

≤ NH2‖g‖
p
Lp(T,l2)

,

where N = N(α, β, d, p, T ) and H2 :=
´ T
0 t−1−αµp

(

´ T−t
0

(

´ t+r
r sα−β−θ−1ds

)2
dr

)p/2

dt.

Similar to the case of H1 (see (5.42) and (5.43)), we demonstrate that

H2 <∞

by considering five cases for α− β − θ instead of α− β. Then, we have I42 ≤ N‖g‖p
Lp(T,l2)

.

The lemma is proved.
�

Proof of Theorem 2.16. It suffices to show that the assertion holds for τ = T . Indeed,
assume the results holds for Hγ

p(T ), and let τ ≤ T be a bounded stopping time and u ∈

Hγ
p(τ). Then, by Definition 2.4 for ε > 0, there exists (f, g) ∈ H

γ−2
p (τ)×H

γ−2+c0
p (τ, l2) such

that

∂αt u = f + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
gkdwk

t ; u(0, ·) = u0(·)

and

‖u‖Hγ
p(τ)

+ ‖u0‖Uγ
p
+ ‖f‖

H
γ−2
p (τ)

+ ‖g‖
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

≤ ‖u‖Hγ
p (τ)

+ ε.

Set f̄ := (f −∆u)1t≤τ and ḡ := g1t≤τ ; thus, u satisfies

∂αt u = ∆u+ f̄ + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
ḡkdwk

t , 0 < t ≤ τ ; u(0, ·) = u0(·). (5.49)
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In contrast, by [25, Theorem 2.18], there exists v ∈ Hγ
p(T ) such that v satisfies

∂αt v = ∆v + f̄ + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
ḡkdwk

t , 0 < t ≤ τ ; v(0, ·) = u0(·).

Additionally,

‖v‖Hγ
p (T ) ≤ N

(

∥

∥f̄
∥

∥

H
γ−2
p (T )

+ ‖ḡ‖
H

γ−2+c0
p (T,l2)

+ ‖u0‖Uγ
p

)

≤ N
(

‖u‖Hγ
p(τ) + ‖u0‖Uγ

p
+ ‖f‖

H
γ−2
p (τ)

+ ‖g‖
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

)

≤ N‖u‖Hγ
p (τ) +Nε,

(5.50)

where N is independent of ε. Because v ∈ Hγ
p(T ), v ∈ Cαµ−1/p

(

[0, T ];Hγ−2ν
p

)

almost

surely and
E‖v‖p

Cαµ−1/p([0,T ];Hγ−2ν
p )

≤ N‖v‖p
Hγ

p (T )
(5.51)

by the hypothesis. Therefore, due to τ ≤ T , (5.50) and (5.51) yield

E‖u‖p
Cαµ−1/p([0,τ ];Hγ−2ν

p )
≤ E‖v‖p

Cαµ−1/p([0,T ];Hγ−2ν
p )

≤ N‖v‖p
Hγ

p (T )
≤ N‖u‖p

Hγ
p (τ)

+Nε, (5.52)

where N is independent of ε. Note that ū := u− v satisfies

∂αt ū = ∆ū, 0 < t ≤ τ ; ū(0, ·) = 0.

Then, by the deterministic version of [25, Theorem 2.18], we have u(t, ·) = v(t, ·) for almost

every (ω, t) ∈ Ω× [0, τ ]. Thus, v is an Hγ−2ν
p -valued continuous version of u. Additionally,

from (5.52)
E‖u‖p

Cαµ−1/p([0,τ ];Hγ−2ν
p )

≤ N‖u‖p
Hγ

p (τ)
+Nε.

In addition, as ε > 0 is arbitrary and N is independent of ε, we have (2.8). Additionally,
notice that (5.50) allows us to prove the assertions with ‖f‖

H
γ−2
p (T )+‖g‖

H
γ−2+c0
p (T,l2)

+‖u0‖Uγ
p

instead of ‖u‖Hγ
p (T ).

Due to Lemma 2.10 (vi), we only consider the case γ = 2ν, where ν ∈ (0, 1) satisfies
(2.7). Moreover, by using the approximation to the identity, we may assume that u0 is
infinitely differentiable and compactly supported in x. Furthermore, we also assume that
f and g = (g1, g2, . . . ) denotes the function of the form satisfying (5.2) (see [26, Theorem
3.10]). Additionally, it should be remarked that u can be written as

u(t, x) = T 1
t u0 + T 2

t f + T 3
t g

since u satisfies

∂αt u = ∆u+ f + ∂βt

ˆ t

0
gkdwk

t ; u(0, ·) = u0(·)

for almost every (ω, t) ∈ |(0, τ ]] (see [22, 23, 24]).

Now, observe that u ∈ Cαµ−1/p([0, τ ];Hγ−2ν
p ) almost surely. Indeed, by Lemma 5.5, we

have
E
∥

∥T 1
t f − T 1

s f
∥

∥

p

Hγ−2ν
p

≤ N |t− s|αµp−1 ‖φ‖p
Hγ

p
,

E
∥

∥T 2
t f − T 2

s f
∥

∥

p

Hγ−2ν
p

≤ N |t− s|αµp−1 ‖f‖p
H

γ−2
p (τ)

dr,

E
∥

∥T 3
t∧τg − T 3

s∧τg
∥

∥

p

Hγ−2ν
p (l2)

≤ N |t− s|αµp−1‖g‖p
H

γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

.

Thus, Kolmogorov continuity theorem (e.g., [28, Theorem 1.4.8]) and the above inequalities
again, we have the continuity of u.
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Next we prove (2.8). Choose µ and ν satisfy (2.7). Observe that Lemma 2.10 (vi) and
(5.17) with θ = α− αν imply that

E sup
0≤s<t≤T

‖T 1
t u0 − T 1

s u0‖
p

Hγ−2ν
p

|t− s|αµp−1
≤ NE ‖u0‖

p
Hγ

p
.

As (2.7) is assumed, Lemma 2.10 (vi) and (5.20) with θ = α− αν yield the following:

E sup
0≤s<t≤τ

‖T 2
t f − T 2

2 f‖
p

Hγ−2ν
p

|t− s|αµp−1
≤ N‖f‖p

H
γ−2
p (τ)

.

Furthermore, by (2.7), Lemma 2.10 (vi), and (5.22) with θ = α(1 − c0/2) − αν, we have

E sup
0≤s<t≤T

∥

∥T 3
t g − T 3

s g
∥

∥

p

Hγ−2ν
p (l2)

|t− s|αµp−1
≤ N‖g‖p

H
γ−2+c0
p (τ,l2)

.

The theorem is proved.
�
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