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Abstract

In this article, we study the global well-posedness of hyperbolic SPDEs on a
bounded domain in Rd, driven by a space-time Lévy white noise, where the drift
and diffusion coefficients are assumed to be locally Lipschitz with at most linear
growth. The equations are driven by two types of space-time Lévy noise: (i) a
finite-variance Lévy white noise, and (ii) a symmetric Lévy basis that may have
infinite variance. A typical example of the second class is the symmetric α-stable
(SαS) random measure with α ∈ (0, 2).
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1 Introduction

SPDEs driven by Lévy noise provide a mathematical framework for modeling diffusive or
vibrating systems affected by heavy-tailed randomness. Such models capture discontin-
uous phenomena found in diverse areas, including financial crashes, turbulent flows, and
cosmic radiation. The study of discontinuous random systems dates back to the early
20th century, when classical models like Brownian motion proved insufficient for describ-
ing systems with sudden, large jumps. This limitation motivated the development of Lévy
processes, which provide a mathematical framework for modeling discontinuous behavior.

∗University of Ottawa, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, 150 Louis Pasteur Private, Ottawa,
ON, K1N 6N5, Canada. E-mail address: rbalan@uottawa.ca.

†Research supported by a grant from the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of
Canada.

‡Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Auburn University, 221 Parker Hall, Auburn, Alabama
36849, USA. E-mail address: juj0003@auburn.edu.
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There exist several mathematical frameworks for studying SPDEs. The random field
approach, introduced by Walsh [43], interprets solutions as real-valued random fields,
while the infinite-dimensional approach, developed by Da Prato and Zabczyk [18], treats
them as stochastic processes taking values in a Hilbert space. We review briefly below
the literature related to SPDEs driven by Lévy noise using the random field approach,
which is the topic of the present article. We refer the reader to the monograph [35] for a
study of SPDEs with Lévy noise using the infinite-dimensional approach.

One of the first studies on SPDEs driven by infinite-variance Lévy noise is [38], which
established the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the stochastic heat equation:

∂u

∂t
(t, x) = ∆u(t, x) + σ(u(t, x))Λ̇(t, x) t > 0, x ∈ Rd (1)

under the condition ∫
R
|z|pν(dz) < ∞ for some 0 < p < 1 + 2

d
, (2)

where Λ is a Lévy white noise with Lévy measure ν and possibly infinite variance. Con-
dition (2) fails for the α-stable Lévy noise, whose Lévy measure is given by:

ν(dz) = c1(−z)−α−11(−∞,0)(z) + c2z
−α−11(0,∞)(z),

for some c1, c2 ≥ 0 and α ∈ (0, 2). In this case, Mueller [30] established the existence of a
solution when α < 1 and σ(u) = uγ, while Mytnik [32] addressed the case α > 1.

The existence of solution for a general SPDEs driven by an α-stable Lévy noise with
Lipschitz coefficient σ was established in [2] for equations on bounded domains. For equa-
tions on the entire space Rd, a major advance occurred in article [11], which established
the existence of a random field solution to equation (1), under the assumption that:∫

|z|≤1

|z|pν(dz) < ∞ and

∫
|z|>1

|z|qν(dz) < ∞,

for some 0 < q ≤ p. In [13], the authors proved the regularity of the sample paths of the
solution of the stochastic heat equation on bounded domains, and on the entire space Rd.
The uniqueness of the solution was proved in [6] for equation (1) with σ(u) = βu for some
β > 0. In the case of the stochastic wave equation driven by infinite variance Lévy noise,
on the entire domain Rd (in dimension d ≤ 2), with globally Lipschitz coefficient σ, the
existence of the solution was proved in [3], while the uniqueness was shown in [24].

In [28], the authors developed a white noise framework for the study of SPDEs driven
by a d-parameter (pure jump) Lévy white noise, and illustrated this theory for solving
the stochastic Poisson equation with Lévy white noise.

In the recent years, there has been an increased interest in studying SPDEs with
locally Lipschitz coefficients. Many advances have been made in the case of equations
driven by Gaussian noise. These equations may not have a global solution. Moreover, a
global solution may not be unique, as shown for instance in [29, 31, 33, 34].
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In [15], the authors studied the stochastic heat equation on (0, 1), driven by the space-
time Gaussian white noise W :

∂u

∂t
(t, x) =

∂2u

∂x2
(t, x) + b

(
u(t, x)

)
+ σ
(
u(t, x)

)
Ẇ (t, x), t > 0, x ∈ (0, 1) (3)

with Dirichlet boundary conditions u(t, 0) = u(t, 1) = 0, and proved that if

b(z) = O(|u| log |z|) and σ(z) = O(|z| log |z|),

then there exists a global solution. Articles [7, 23] show that, if σ is constant and b is
locally Lipschitz, non-decreasing on (0,∞) and non-negative, then the solution of (3)
blows up in finite time if and only if the finite Osgood-condition holds:∫ ∞

a

1

b(z)
dz < ∞ for some a > 0. (4)

In [21], the authors considered the same problem for the stochastic heat equation on
the entire domain Rd, and proved that if b is locally Lipschitz, non-negative and non-
decreasing, and σ is globally Lipschitz with 0 < infz∈R σ(z) ≤ supz∈R σ(z) < ∞, then
condition (4) implies that the solution blows up everywhere and instantaneously, i.e.

P
(
u(t, x) = ∞ for all t > 0 and x ∈ R

)
= 1,

where u(t, x) = limN→∞ uN(t, x) and uN is solution of the equation with drift coefficient
bN(z) = b(z ∧ N). If σ(z) = z, it is expected that the solution will still blow up, as
observed in [25] in the discrete case of interacting SDEs. Recent extensions have been
provided in [8] for the colored noise in time: in particular, their results show that if
b(z) = zp for some p > 1+ 2

d
, then the solution will not explode, provided that the initial

condition is small enough.
Furthermore, an especial attention has been put in the case of the stochastic heat

equation with locally Lipschitz coefficients which are super-linear. The one-dimensional
case has been considered in [40], where the author proved existence of global solutions
assuming that b satisfies the infinite Osgood-condition and allowing σ to grow superlin-
early. On the entire domain Rd and assuming that σ is constant, in [39] the existence
of global solutions has been proved provided that b satisfies an Osgood-type condition.
The extension of this result to the case where σ may have super-linear growth at infinity
has been addressed in [8] (see also [9]). Finally, in [41] a general parabolic SPDE on a
bounded domain of Rd has been considered, assuming that the nonlinearities f and σ
grow superlinear and f is not assumed to be dissipative. Then, the author provides kind
of Osgood-conditions of f and σ under which there is no explosion of the solution in finite
time.

For SDEs driven by Lévy white noise in time, this topic has been widely studied, but
not as much as the Gaussian analogue; see, for example, [45]. Similarly, stochastic evo-
lution equations have also been studied in different frameworks. Recently, the stochastic
heat equation with non-Lipschitz coefficients driven by a time-homogeneous compensated

3



Poisson random measure was studied in [27]. To our knowledge, the only work that stud-
ies SPDEs driven by a time-space Lévy white noise in a context similar to this work is
[44], where the existence of a weak solution for the heat equation driven by truncated
α-stable white noises with non-Lipschitz coefficients is proved. This is achieved using an
approximation weak convergence method for the coefficient. However, it is not known
if the framework in [44] is equivalent to ours, nor is it known if this weak solution also
satisfies the mild formulation.

In the present article, we continue this line of investigation dedicated to SPDEs with lo-
cally Lipschitz coefficients. The novelty lies in establishing the well-posedness of random-
field solutions for a hyperbolic class of SPDEs driven by a space-time Lévy white noise with
possibly infinite variance, such as the symmetric α-stable Lévy white noise for α ∈ (0, 2)
in space-time.

We introduce now the framework for this article. We will consider an equation on a
bounded domain D ⊂ Rd. The equation will contain the fractional (or spectral) power
(−∆)γ of the Laplacian, for γ > 0, which is defined by:

(−∆)γek = λγ
kek,

where (λk)k≥1 are the eigenvalues of −∆ with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and (ek)k≥1

are the corresponding eigenfunctions forming a complete orthonormal basis of L2(D).
Additionally, throughout this work, we denote by Hr(D) the fractional Sobolev space of
order r ∈ R; see Appendix A.

For the mild formulation of the solution, we will use the Green function Gt(x, y) of

the operator
∂2

∂t2
+(−∆)γ on D with Dirichlet boundary conditions. The function Gt has

the following spectral representation:

Gt(x, y) =
∑
k≥1

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

λ
γ/2
k

ek(x)ek(y)1{t≥0} x, y ∈ D. (5)

Representation (5) can be deduced following the same arguments on pages 183-184 in
[20]. An important property for our analysis will be the fact that, if γ > d/2, then∫ T

0

(
sup
x∈D

∫
D

G2
t (x, y)dy

)
dt < ∞ for any T > 0. (6)

For the sake of completeness, we prove this result in Lemma 2.5.

Remark 1.1. To ensure that (6) holds for γ ∈
(
d
2
, d
]
, we additionally assume that the

domain D satisfies the cone property. When γ > d, no extra condition on D is required.

As mentioned above, we will consider two driving Lévy noise processes. We include
below the definitions of these processes, which are based on the same Poisson random
measure J .
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Let J be a Poisson random measure on R+×Rd×R0, defined on a complete probability
space (Ω,F ,P), of intensity µ(dt, dx, dz) = dtdxν(dz), where ν is a Lévy measure on R0,
that is ν satisfies the condition: ∫

R0

(z2 ∧ 1)ν(dz) < ∞.

Here R0 := R\{0} is equipped with the distance d(x, y) = |x−1−y−1|, so that bounded sets

in R0 are in fact bounded away from 0. We let J̃(F ) = J(F )− µ(F ) be the compensated
version of J , for any bounded Borel set F in R+ × Rd × R0.

In the first part of this article (Section 2), we consider a (finite-variance) Lévy white
noise L = {L(B);B ∈ Bb(R+ × Rd)}, defined by:

L(B) =

∫
B×R0

zJ̃(dt, dx, dz), (7)

where Bb(R+ × Rd) is the class of bounded Borel subsets of R+ × Rd, and ν satisfies:

m2 :=

∫
R0

z2ν(dz) < ∞.

We refer the reader to Section 2.1 for the definition of the stochastic integral with
respect to L, which uses the concept of predictability.

We consider the fractional stochastic wave equation on D, driven by noise L:
∂2u

∂t2
(t, x) = −(−∆)γu(t, x) + b

(
u(t, x)

)
+ σ
(
u(t, x)

)
L̇(t, x), t > 0, x ∈ D,

u(0, x) = 0,
∂u

∂t
(0, x) = 0, x ∈ D,

u(t, x) = 0, t > 0, x ∈ ∂D.

(8)

We have the following definition.

Definition 1.2. A process {u(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ D} is a local solution of equation (8) if it
is predictable and there exists a stopping time τ such that, for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

u(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy),

almost surely (a.s.) on the event {t < τ}, where the stochastic integral is the Itô integral.
If we can take τ = ∞, then u is a global solution.

In view of Lemma B.1, the fact that u is a local solution means that there exists a
stopping time τ such that, for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

1{t<τ}u(t, x) = 1{t<τ}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds (9)

+ 1{t<τ}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy) a.s. (10)

We introduce the following assumption:
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Assumption 1.3. (i) b and σ are locally Lipschitz, i.e. for any N > 0, there exist
constants Cb,N , Cσ,N > 0 such that for any ξ, η ∈ [−N,N ],

|b(ξ)− b(η)| ≤ Cb,N |ξ − η| and |σ(ξ)− σ(η)| ≤ Cσ,N |ξ − η|,

(ii) b and σ have linear growth, i.e. there exist constants Db, Dσ > 0 such that for any
ξ ∈ R,

|b(ξ)| ≤ Db(1 + |ξ|) and |σ(ξ)| ≤ Dσ(1 + |ξ|). (11)

We are now ready to state the first main result of this article.

Theorem 1.4. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any fixed r ∈ (d
2
, γ − d

2
),

equation (8) has a unique global solution u such that the process t 7→ ∥u(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is
càdlàg a.s. in R+.

We explain briefly the strategy for constructing the global solution to equation (8).
In the case of equations with locally Lipschitz coefficients, driven by space-time Gaussian
white noise, a common procedure for equations on bounded domains (used for instance
in [15, 23, 8]) is to consider the stopping time:

TN = inf{t > 0; sup
x∈D

|uN(t, x)| > N},

where uN is the solution of the equation with truncated coefficients (bN , σN), and identify
sufficient conditions on (b, σ) under which limN→∞ TN = ∞ almost surely. This method
uses the fact that the solution uN is continuous in (t, x), which implies that uN(t, ·) ∈
L∞(D) for all t ≥ 0, and hence TN is well-defined. In the recent preprint [22], a different
method was used, which shows the convergence of the sequence {uN(t, x)}N≥1 in L2(Ω)
uniformly in (t, x), without using the stopping time TN . This method relies on proving
some exponential bounds on the tail probabilities of uN(t, x), and a careful analysis on
the dependence on N in these bounds.

In the case of equations driven by Lévy noise, the solution may not be bounded (nor
continuous) onD, and hence TN is not well-defined. To circumvent this difficulty, we prove
that uN has a modification ũN with values in the Sobolev space Hr(D) with 0 < r < γ− d

2
,

for which the map t 7→ ∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg (i.e. right-continuous with left limits).
Then, we consider the stopping time:

τN = inf{t > 0; ∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) > N}.

Assuming in addition that r > d/2 (which forces the restriction γ > d), we use the
embedding of Hr(D) into L∞(D), and we provide an exponential bound on the second
moment of supt≤T ∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) which does not depend on N (see Theorem 2.8 below).
Finally, as in [15], we show that with probability 1: (i) uN(t, x) = uN+1(t, x) if t < τN ;
(ii) limN→∞ τN = ∞. This procedure allows us to construct a global solution by pasting
the solutions (uN)N≥1, i.e. defining u(t, x) = uN(t, x) for τN−1 ≤ t < τN , with τ0 = 0.
Property (i) ensures that u(t, x) = uN(t, x) if t < τN , while (ii) shows that u is global.
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In the second part of this paper (Section 3), we assume that the noise is given by a
Lévy basis Λ = {Λ(A);A ∈ Pb}, defined by:

Λ(A) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
D

∫
{|z|≤1}

1A(t, x)zJ̃(dt, dx, dz)+

∫ ∞

0

∫
D

∫
{|z|>1}

1A(t, x)zJ(dt, dx, dz), (12)

where J and J̃ are as above, and we assume that ν is symmetric. Here Pb is the class of
bounded predictable sets, given by Definition 2.1 below. We refer the reader to Section
3.1 for the definition and properties of the stochastic integral with respect to Λ.

Remark 1.5. (i) The process {Z(B) = Λ(Ω×B);B ∈ Bb(R+×D)} is an ID independently
scattered random measure, as defined in [37]. Z(B) may not have any moments.

(ii) If the measure ν is given by:

ν(dz) =
1

2
α|z|−α−1dz for some α ∈ (0, 2),

we say that Λ is a symmetric α-stable (SαS) Lévy basis. The process {Z(B);B ∈ Bb(R+×
Rd)} is a SαS random measure, as defined in [42].

We consider the fractional stochastic wave equation on D, with noise Λ:
∂2u

∂t2
(t, x) = −(−∆)γu(t, x) + b

(
u(t, x)

)
+ σ
(
u(t, x)

)
Λ̇(t, x), t > 0, x ∈ D,

u(0, x) = 0,
∂u

∂t
(0, x) = 0, x ∈ D,

u(t, x) = 0, t > 0, x ∈ ∂D.

(13)

An analogue of (13) on Rd was studied in [16], in the Gaussian case.

Definition 1.6. A process {u(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ D} is a local solution of equation (13) if it
is predictable and there exists a stopping time τ such that, for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

u(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
Λ(ds, dy),

almost surely (a.s.) on the event {t < τ}, where the stochastic integral is interpreted in
the sense of Definition 3.1. If we can take τ = ∞, then u is a global solution.

We are now ready to state the second main result of this article.

Theorem 1.7. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, and ν is symmetric, then for any
fixed r ∈ (d

2
, γ − d

2
), equation (13) has a unique global solution u such that the process

t 7→ ∥u(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg a.s. in R+.

Corollary 1.8. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then equation (8) driven by SαS
Lévy basis L has a unique global solution in the sense of Theorem 1.7, for any α ∈ (0, 2).

Remark 1.9. Due to the restriction γ > d, the methods presented in this article do not
apply to the stochastic wave equation (for which γ = 1).
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Remark 1.10. For the stochastic heat equation driven by Lévy noise in space-time, it is
well known from [13] that for any r < −1

2
, the solution u of the stochastic heat equation

with multiplicative noise and Lipschitz coefficients has a càdlàg version in Hr(D). In
particular, the constraint r < −1

2
is optimal even in the most basic case of a pure-jump

Lévy white noise; see Remark 2.6 in [13]. Consequently, the techniques developed in
this present work cannot be applied to the parabolic analogue of (8) due to this optimal
constraint and Theorem A.1.

To prove Theorem 1.7, we will use a strategy that has been used in the literature
for SPDEs driven by heavy tailed Lévy noise. We first consider the truncated noise ΛK ,
which is obtained by removing the “large” jumps (which exceed a fixed value K). Due
to the symmetry assumption on ν, ΛK becomes a finite variance Lévy noise, as (7). By
Theorem 1.4, equation (8) with noise L replaced by ΛK has a global solution uK . We
show that the solutions (uK)K≥1 are consistent, in the sense that uK(t, x) = uK+1(t, x) if
t < τK , where τK is the first time when J has a jump that exceeds K. Finally, by pasting
the solutions (uK)K≥1, we obtain a global solution for equation (8).

The rest of the article is organized in two sections, which are dedicated to the proofs
of Theorem 1.4 (Section 2), respectively Theorem 1.7 (Section 3). The appendix contains
some auxiliary results.

2 The finite variance case

In this section, we consider the equation driven by the finite variance Lévy noise L. In
Section 2.1, we introduce some preliminaries about Itô integration with respect to L.
In Section 2.2, we examine the equation with noise L and globally Lipschitz coefficients
(b, σ). Finally, in Section 2.3, we present the proof of Theorem 1.4.

2.1 Preliminaries

In this section, we include some background material which is used in this paper.

We start by recalling that the filtration induced by J is given by:

Ft = σ
{
J([0, s]× A×B); s ∈ [0, t], A ∈ Bb(Rd), B ∈ Bb(R0)

}
∨N , (14)

where N is the class of P-negligible sets, Bb(Rd) is the class of bounded Borel sets in
Rd, and Bb(R0) is the class of bounded Borel subsets of R0. The filtration (Ft)t≥0 is
right-continuous, i.e.

Ft = Ft+ for all t ≥ 0, where Ft+ :=
⋂
s≤t

Fs.

All stopping times and martingales considered in this article are with respect to (Ft)t≥0.

We now introduce the concepts of predictable sets and predictable processes. We start
by recalling that an elementary process is a linear combination of processes of the form

X(t, x) = Y 1(a,b](t)1A(x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ Rd,
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where 0 ≤ a < b, Y is Fa-measurable and A ∈ Bd(Rd).

Definition 2.1. The predictable σ-field P on Ω × R+ × Rd is the σ-field generated by
elementary processes. A set A ∈ P is called predictable. We let Pb be the class of all
bounded predictable sets A, i.e. sets A ∈ P such that A ⊆ Ω× [0, k]× [−k, k]d for some
k > 0. A process {X(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ Rd} is called predictable if it is P-measurable.

Recall that the noise L is given by (7). Then, for any set B ∈ Bb(R+ × Rd),

E[L(B)] = 0 and E[|L(B)|2] = m2|B|,

where |B| is the Lebesgue measure of B. Therefore, we can define the Itô integral
∫
HdL

with respect to L, for any predictable process H such that E
[∫ T

0

∫
Rd |H(t, x)|2dxdt

]
< ∞

for all T > 0. This integral is an isometry:

E

[∣∣∣∣∫ T

0

∫
Rd

H(t, x)L(dt, dx)

∣∣∣∣2
]
= m2E

[∫ T

0

∫
Rd

|H(t, x)|2dxdt
]
,

and the process {
∫ t

0

∫
Rd H(s, x)L(ds, dx); t ≥ 0} is a square-integrable martingale.

2.2 The globally Lipschitz case

Because our method is based on truncating the coefficients b and σ, we consider first the
equation with globally Lipschitz coefficients. Therefore, in this sub-section, we assume
that b and σ are globally Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constants Lb and Lσ: for any ξ, η ∈ R,

|b(ξ)− b(η)| ≤ Lb|ξ − η| and |σ(ξ)− σ(η)| ≤ Lσ|ξ − η|.

Clearly, this implies that b and σ satisfy the linear growth condition (11) with constants
Db = max{Lb, b(0)} and Dσ = max{Lσ, σ(0)}.

Theorem 2.2. Let L be the Lévy white noise given by (7). Assume that b and σ are
globally Lipschitz and γ > d/2. Then, equation (8) has a unique global solution u satisfying

KT := sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈D

E[|u(t, x)|2] < ∞ for all T > 0. (15)

More precisely, for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

u(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy) a.s.

Consequently,
∫
D
E[|u(t, x)|2]dx < ∞, and hence, u(t, ·) ∈ L2(D) a.s. for any t > 0.

Proof. This follows by classical methods (e.g. the proof of Theorem 13 of [14]), using
Picard’s iterations and relation (6).

We recall the following definition.
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Definition 2.3. We say that ũ is a modification of u if

P
(
u(t, x) = ũ(t, x)

)
= 1 for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D. (16)

Remark 2.4. If u is a global solution of (8) and ũ is a modification of u, then ũ is also
a global solution of (8).

We remind that (λk)k≥1 denote the eigenvalues of −∆ with Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions, and (ek)k≥1 are the corresponding eigenfunctions. We will use the following
asymptotic property of (λk)k≥1, called the Weyl’s Law (see [5, Thm. 1.11]):

lim
k→∞

λk

k2/d
=

4πΓ(1 + 2
d
)2/d

|D|2/d
. (17)

Hence, there exist c1, c2 > 0 such that c1k
2/d ≤ λk ≤ c2k

2/d for all k ≥ 1, and so,∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k < ∞ if and only if r < γ − d

2
. (18)

Weyl’s law is also used to prove an important property of the Green function G:

Lemma 2.5. If γ > d
2
, then relation (6) holds.

Proof. Using the expansion (5) and the fact that (ek)k≥1 form an orthonormal basis of
L2(D), we have ∫

D

G2
t (x, y)dy =

∑
k≥1

sin2(λ
γ
2
k t)

λγ
k

e2k(x).

Then, bounding the term sin2(λ
γ
2
k t) by 1, we end up with∫ T

0

(
sup
x∈D

∫
D

G2
t (x, y)dy

)
dt ≤ T sup

x∈D

∑
k≥1

λ−γ
k e2k(x).

By (A.2) in [12], the sum above is uniformly bounded on D for γ > d. For d
2
< γ ≤ d, if

the domain D satisfies the cone property (see Remark 1.1), then by Theorem 8.2 in [1]
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all x ∈ D and all u ≥ 0,

V (u, x) :=
∑
λk≤u

|ek(x)|2 ≤ C ud/2.

Hence, ∑
λk<q

|ek(x)|2

λγ
k

=

∫ λkq

λ1

u−γ V (du, x),

where λkq := max{λk : λk < q}. By integration by parts,∫ λkq

λ−
1

u−γ V (du, x) ≤ C

(
λ
−γ+d/2
kq

+ γ

∫ λkq

λ1

u−γ−1+d/2 du

)
.

10



Letting q → ∞, ∑
k≥1

|ek(x)|2

λγ
k

≤ Cγ

∫ ∞

λ1

u−γ−1+d/2 du < ∞.

For the next result, we refer the reader to Appendix A for the definition of the Sobolev
space Hr(D). We denote by |D| the Lebesque measure of D.

Theorem 2.6. Let L be the Lévy white noise given by (7). Assume that b and σ are
globally Lipschitz and γ > d/2. Let u be the solution of equation (8). Let 0 < r < γ − d

2

be arbitrary. Then, there exists a modification ũ of u such that, for any T > 0,

E
[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ (T + 1)TĈT (1 +KT ), (19)

where KT is given by (15), and

ĈT := 4
(
T |D|D2

b + 16m2D
2
σ

)∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k . (20)

Consequently, for any T > 0, P
(
ũ(t, ·) ∈ Hr(D) for any t ∈ [0, T ]

)
= 1. Moreover, the

function t 7→ ∥ũ(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg on [0,∞), with probability 1.

Proof. Step 1. In this step we prove that for any T > 0 fixed, there exists a process
{ũ(t, x); t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ D} such that (16) holds for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ D, and for
which (19) is satisfied. In Step 2, we will show that this process can be extended to
[0,∞).

We define

I(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds

Z(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).

By Theorem 2.2, for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D, we have:

u(t, x) = I(t, x) + Z(t, x) a.s. (21)

where the negligible set depends on (t, x).
We study I first. The k-th Fourier coefficient of I(t, ·) is:

Ik(t) := Fk[I(t, ·)] = ⟨I(t, ·), ek⟩L2(D) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

(∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)ek(x)dx

)
b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds

=
1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)b

(
u(s, y)

)
dyds,

11



where for the last line we used the fact that:

Fk[Gt(·, y)] =
sin
(
λ
γ/2
k t
)

λ
γ/2
k

ek(y). (22)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the linear growth property of b,

sup
t≤T

∣∣Ik(t)∣∣2 ≤ T |D|
λγ
k

∫ T

0

∫
D

sin2
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
|ek(y)|2|b

(
u(s, y)

)
|2dyds

≤ 2T |D|D2
b

λγ
k

∫ T

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2
(
1 + |u(s, y|2

)
dyds (23)

and hence, since
∫
D
|ek(y)|2dy = 1,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∣∣Ik(t)∣∣2] ≤ 2T |D|D2
b

λγ
k

∫ T

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2
(
1 + E[|u(s, y)|2]

)
dyds (24)

≤ 2T |D|D2
b

λγ
k

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
) ∫ T

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2dyds

=
2T 2|D|D2

b

λγ
k

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
)
< ∞.

By definition, ∥I(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) =
∑

k≥1 λ
r
k

∣∣Ik(t)∣∣2, and hence

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥I(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤
∑
k≥1

λr
kE
[
sup
t≤T

∣∣Ik(t)∣∣2]
≤ 2T 2|D|D2

b

∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
)
< ∞. (25)

In particular, I(t, ·) ∈ Hr(D) for all t ∈ [0, T ], with probability 1.

Next, we treat Z. By the stochastic Fubini theorem (Theorem A.3 of [13]) and (22),
the k-th Fourier coefficient of Z(t, ·) is:

Zk(t) := Fk[Z(t, ·)] = ⟨Z(t, ·), ek⟩L2(D)

=

∫ t

0

∫
D

(∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)ek(x)dx

)
σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

=
1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)σ

(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).

Using the formula sin(a− b) = sin a cos b− cos a sin b, we write

Zk(t) =
1

λ
γ/2
k

[
sin(λ

γ/2
k t)M (k)(t)− cos(λ

γ/2
k t)N (k)(t)

]
, (26)

12



where

M (k)(t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σ

(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

N (k)(t) :=

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σ

(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).

The martingales M (k) and N (k) have càdlàg modifications M̃ (k) and Ñ (k); see e.g. Corol-
lary 1 (Section 1.2) of [36]. We define:

Z̃k(t) :=
1

λ
γ/2
k

[
sin(λ

γ/2
k t)M̃ (k)(t)− cos(λ

γ/2
k t)Ñ (k)(t)

]
. (27)

Hence, the map t 7→ Z̃k(t) is càdlàg on [0, T ] (recall that a càdlàg function is a right
continuous function with left limits). It follows that

E
[
sup
t≤T

|Z̃k(t)|2
]
≤ 2

λγ
k

{
E
[
sup
t≤T

|M̃ (k)(t)|2
]
+ E

[
sup
t≤T

|Ñ (k)(t)|2
]}

. (28)

We apply Doob’s maximal inequality (see, e.g., [26, Thm. 3.8]): for any non-negative and
right-continuous submartingale (Mt)t∈[0,T ] such that E[Mp

T ] < ∞ for some p > 1, it holds

E
[
sup
t≤T

Mp
t

]
≤
(

p

p− 1

)p

E[Mp
T ].

Hence, using the linear growth property of σ, we obtain:

E
[
sup
t≤T

|M̃ (k)(t)|2
]
≤ 4E

[
|M̃ (k)(T )|2

]
= 4m2E

[∫ T

0

∫
D

cos2(λ
γ/2
k s)|ek(y)|2

∣∣σ(u(s, y))∣∣2dyds]
≤ 8m2D

2
σE
[∫ T

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2
(
1 + |u(s, y)|2

)
dyds

]
(29)

≤ 8m2D
2
σT
(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
)
.

The same inequality holds for Ñ (k). Therefore, by (28), we conclude that:

E
[
sup
t≤T

|Z̃k(t)|2
]
≤ 32m2D

2
σT

λγ
k

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
)
< ∞.

It follows that on an event Ω∗ of probability 1, supt≤T |Z̃k(t)|2 < ∞ and hence, Z̃k(t) ∈
L2(D) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. On the event Ω∗, we define

Z̃(t, x) :=
∑
k≥1

Z̃k(t)ek(x) for any t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ D.

13



For any t ∈ [0, T ], consider the following event of probability 1:

Ωt =
⋂
k≥1

{
M (k)(t) = M̃ (k)(t) and N (k)(t) = Ñ (k)(t)

}
.

By (26) and (27), on the event Ωt, Z̃k(t) = FkZ(t, ·) for all k ≥ 1. Therefore, on the event

Ωt ∩ Ω∗, Z(t, x) = Z̃(t, x) for all x ∈ D. This means that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

P(Z(t, x) = Z̃(t, x) for all x ∈ D) = 1. (30)

By definition, ∥Z̃(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) =
∑

k≥1 λ
r
k|Z̃k(t)|2, and hence

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥Z̃(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤
∑
k≥1

λr
kE
[
sup
t≤T

|Z̃k(t)|2
]

(31)

≤ 32m2D
2
σT
∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
)
< ∞. (32)

In particular, Z̃(t, ·) ∈ Hr(D) for all t ∈ [0, T ], with probability 1. On the event Ω∗, we
define for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ D,

ũ(t, x) := I(t, x) + Z̃(t, x). (33)

Relation (16) now follows from (21), (33) and (30). By (25) and (32),

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ 2

{
E
[
sup
t≤T

∥I(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
+ E

[
sup
t≤T

∥Z̃(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]}
(34)

≤ 2(2T 2|D|D2
b + 32m2D

2
σT )

∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k (1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2])

= TĈT (1 +KT ) =: C̃T .

Step 2. For any T > 0, let {ũ(T )(t, x); t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ D} be the process from Step 1.
This means that P

(
u(t, x) = ũ(T )(t, x)

)
= 1 for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ D, and

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(T )(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ C̃T .

Define
ũ(t, x) := ũ(N)(t, x) if t ∈ [N − 1, N) and x ∈ D.

Then (16) clearly holds. To prove that (19) holds, let T > 0 be arbitrary. Then there
exists some integer N ≥ 1 such that T ∈ [N−1, N). It follows that supt≤T ∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) =

max{X1, . . . , XN}, where

Xk = sup
t∈[k−1,k)

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) = sup
t∈[k−1,k)

∥ũ(k)(t, ·)∥2Hr
for k ≤ N − 1,

XN = sup
t∈[N−1,T ]

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) = sup
t∈[N−1,T ]

∥ũ(N)(t, ·)∥2Hr(D).
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Note that E[Xk] ≤ C̃k ≤ C̃T for any k ≤ N − 1, and E[XN ] ≤ C̃T . Hence,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
= E

[
max{X1, . . . , XN}

]
≤

N∑
k=1

E[Xk] ≤ NC̃T ≤ (T + 1)C̃T .

Step 3. In this step, we prove that t 7→ ∥ũ(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg on [0, T ]. Note that

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) =
∑
k≥1

λr
k|Fk[ũ(t, ·)]|2 and Fk[ũ(t, ·)] = Ik(t) + Z̃k(t).

The map t 7→ Ik(t) is continuous, while t 7→ Z̃k(t) is càdlàg.
Let Sn(t) =

∑n
k=1 λ

r
k|Fk[ũ(t, ·)]|2. Then t 7→ Sn(t) is càdlàg on [0, T ]. The same

argument as for (25) and (32) shows that

E
[
sup
t≤T

|Sn(t))− ∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)|
]

≤ 2
(
2T 2|D|D2

b + 32m2D
2
σT
) ∑
k≥n+1

λr−γ
k

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)|2]
)
,

and the latter term tends to zero as n → ∞. Hence, along a subsequence, Sn(t) →
∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ], with probability 1. Since the uniform limit of càdlàg

functions is càdlàg (see e.g. [36, Thm. 43]), the map t 7→ ∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) is càdlàg on [0, T ],
with probability 1.

In the case when d
2
< r < γ − d

2
, we can replace (19) by a more powerful inequality,

which does not depend on KT . This new inequality (given by Theorem 2.8 below) will be
used in Section 2.3 in the case when b and σ are locally Lipschitz. To prove this inequality,
we introduce two operators T and T̃ . We explain this below.

Let L2
loc be the set of all predictable processes ϕ = {ϕ(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ D} such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈D

E[|ϕ(t, x)|2] < ∞ for all T > 0.

We now define the operators T and T̃ , and describe their relation with the solution u and
its modification ũ.

a) The operator T . For any ϕ ∈ L2
loc, we let T ϕ = Iϕ+ Zϕ, where

(Iϕ)(t, x) =
∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
ϕ(s, y)

)
dyds

(Zϕ)(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
ϕ(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).
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We consider the Fourier coefficients: for any k ≥ 1,

(Ikϕ)(t) = Fk[(Iϕ)(t, ·)] =
1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)b

(
ϕ(s, y)

)
dyds (35)

(Zkϕ)(t) = Fk[(Zϕ)(t, ·)] = 1

λ
γ/2
k

[
sin
(
λ
γ/2
k t
)
M

(k)
ϕ (t)− cos

(
λ
γ/2
k t
)
N

(k)
ϕ (t)

]
where

M
(k)
ϕ (t) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σ

(
ϕ(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

N
(k)
ϕ (t) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σ

(
ϕ(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).

Then I = Iu, Z = Zu, Ik = Iku, Zk = Zku, M
(k) = M

(k)
u and N (k) = N

(k)
u , where u is the

solution of equation (8) and I, Z, Ik, Zk,M
(k), N (k) are defined in the proof of Theorem

2.6. Note that
(T ϕ)(t, x) =

∑
k≥1

(
(Ikϕ)(t) + (Zkϕ)(t)

)
ek(x),

and hence, the Fourier coefficients of (T ϕ)(t, ·) are:

Fk[(T ϕ)(t, ·)] = (Ikϕ)(t) + (Zkϕ)(t), for all k ≥ 1.

b) The operator T̃ . Define

(Z̃kϕ)(t) =
1

λ
γ/2
k

[
sin
(
λ
γ/2
k t
)
M̃

(k)
ϕ (t)− cos

(
λ
γ/2
k t
)
Ñ

(k)
ϕ (t)

]
, (36)

where M̃
(k)
ϕ and Ñ

(k)
ϕ are càdlàg modifications of the martingales M

(k)
ϕ and N

(k)
ϕ . Let

T̃ ϕ = Iϕ+ Z̃ϕ where (Z̃ϕ)(t, x) =
∑
k≥1

(Z̃kϕ)ek(x). (37)

Then Z̃k = Z̃ku, where Z̃k is given by (27). The Fourier coefficients of (T̃ ϕ)(t, ·) are:

Fk[(T̃ ϕ)(t, ·)] = (Ikϕ)(t) + (Z̃kϕ)(t), for all k ≥ 1. (38)

Since P
(
(Zkϕ)(t) = (Z̃kϕ)(t)

)
= 1 for all t ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1, it follows that for any t ≥ 0,

P
(
(T ϕ)(t, x) = (T̃ ϕ)(t, x) for all x ∈ D

)
= 1. (39)

c) The solution u and its modification ũ. Assume that γ > d/2, and let u be a global
solution of (8). This means that

P
(
u(t, x) = (T u)(t, x)

)
= 1 for all t ≥ 0, x ∈ D.
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By definition (33) of ũ, we know that ũ = T̃ u. By (39), we have: for any t ≥ 0,

P
(
(T u)(t, x) = ũ(t, x) for all x ∈ D

)
= 1.

The following result will be used in the proofs of Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 2.10 below. It
is a crucial statement, because it allows us to express the modification ũ as the sum of a
Lebesgue integral and a stochastic integral, a.s, with the precise respective integrands.

Lemma 2.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.6,

P
(
ũ(t, x) = (T̃ ũ)(t, x) for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D

)
= 1.

Proof. Using (38) for ϕ = u and ϕ = ũ, we have:

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(t, ·)− (T̃ ũ)(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤
∑
k≥1

λr
kE
[
sup
t≤T

|Fk[(T̃ u)(t, ·)]−Fk[(T̃ ũ)(t, ·)]|2
]

≤ 2

{∑
k≥1

λr
kE
[
sup
t≤T

|(Iku)(t)− (Ĩku)(t)|2
]
+
∑
k≥1

λr
kE
[
sup
t≤T

|(Z̃ku)(t)− (Z̃kũ)(t)|2
]}

≤ 2
(
T |D|L2

b + 16m2L
2
σ

)∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈R

E[|u(t, x)− ũ(t, x)|2] = 0,

where the last inequality is proved similarly to (25) and (32), using the Lipschitz property
of b and σ. Hence, by Theorem A.1, we obtain that, for any T > 0,

P
(
ũ(t, x) = (T̃ ũ)(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ D

)
= 1.

Finally, we take the intersection for all T ∈ Q+ of these events of probability 1.

Theorem 2.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.6, assume in addition that γ > d
and d

2
< r < γ − d

2
. Then, for any T > 0,

E
[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ TĈT exp

(
TĈTC2

∞
)
,

where ĈT is given by (20) and C∞ is the embedding constant from Theorem A.1.

Proof. On the event of probability 1 given by Lemma 2.7, ũ = T̃ ũ = Iũ+ Z̃ũ. Hence,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ 2

{
E
[
sup
t≤T

∥(Iũ)(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
+ E

[
sup
t≤T

∥(Z̃ũ)(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]}
. (40)

We examine separately the two terms.
We treat Iũ first. Recall that (Iũ)(t, ·) has Fourier coefficients {(Ikũ)(t)}k≥1 given by

(35) with ϕ = ũ. Similarly to (23),

sup
t≤T

∣∣(Ikũ)(t)
∣∣2 ≤ 2T |D|D2

b

λγ
k

∫ T

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2
(
1 + |ũ(s, y|2

)
dyds

≤ 2T |D|D2
b

λγ
k

∫ T

0

(
1 + sup

y∈D
|ũ(s, y|2

)
ds,
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where for the second line we used the fact that
∫
D
|ek(y)|2dy = 1. By Theorem A.1,

sup
y∈D

|ũ(s, y)|2 ≤ C2
∞∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D). (41)

Hence,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∣∣(Ikũ)(t)
∣∣2] ≤ 2T |D|D2

b

λγ
k

∫ T

0

(
1 + C2

∞E[∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)]
)
ds,

and

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥(Iũ)(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ 2T |D|D2

b

∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k

∫ T

0

(
1 + C2

∞E[∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)]
)
ds. (42)

Next, we examine Z̃ũ. Recall that (Z̃ũ)(t, ·) has Fourier coefficients {(Zkũ)(t)}k≥1

given by (36) with ϕ = ũ. Similarly to (29),

E
[
sup
t≤T

|M̃ (k)
ũ (t)|2

]
≤ 8m2D

2
σE
[∫ T

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2
(
1 + |ũ(s, y)|2

)
dyds

]
≤ 8m2D

2
σE
[∫ T

0

(
1 + sup

y∈D
|ũ(s, y)|2

)
ds

]
,

where for the second line we used the fact that
∫
D
|ek(y)|2dy = 1. Using again the

embedding inequality (41), it follows that

E
[
sup
t≤T

|M̃ (k)
ũ (t)|2

]
≤ 8m2D

2
σ

∫ T

0

(
1 + C2

∞E[∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)]
)
ds.

The same inequality holds also for Ñ
(k)
ũ . Therefore, similarly to (28), we conclude that:

E
[
sup
t≤T

|(Z̃kũ)(t)|2
]
≤ 32m2D

2
σ

λγ
k

∫ T

0

(
1 + C2

∞E[∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)]
)
ds.

Similarly to (31), we infer that

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥(Z̃ũ)(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ 32m2D

2
σ

∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k

∫ T

0

(
1 + C2

∞E[∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)]
)
ds. (43)

Using (40), (42) and (43), it follows that:

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ ĈT

∫ T

0

(
1 + C2

∞E[∥ũ(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)]
)
ds,

where ĈT is given by (20). It follows that for any T > 0,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũ(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ ĈTT + ĈTC2

∞

∫ T

0

E
[
sup
ρ≤s

∥ũ(ρ, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
ds.

The conclusion follows by Gronwall’s lemma.
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2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 1.4. We fix r such that d
2
< r < γ − d

2
,

and we let C∞ = C∞(r) be the embedding constant of Hr(D) into L∞(D); see Theorem
A.1.

For any N ≥ 1, we consider the truncated functions:

bN(ξ) =


b(ξ) if |ξ| ≤ C∞N
b(C∞N) if ξ > C∞N
b(−C∞N) if ξ < −C∞N

and σN(ξ) =


σ(ξ) if |ξ| ≤ C∞N
σ(C∞N) if ξ > C∞N
σ(−C∞N) if ξ < −C∞N

Note that bN and σN are globally Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constants:

L
(b)
N := Lb,C∞N and L

(σ)
N := Lσ,C∞N ,

the respective Lipschitz constants of b and σ on the interval [−C∞N, C∞N ]. The functions
bN and σN also have linear growth, with the same constants Db and Dσ as b and σ: for
any ξ ∈ R,

|bN(ξ)| ≤ Db(1 + |ξ|) and |σN(ξ)| ≤ Dσ(1 + |ξ|).

We consider equation (8) with (b, σ) replaced by (bN , σN):
∂2u

∂t2
(t, x) = −(−∆)γu(t, x) + bN

(
u(t, x)

)
+ σN

(
u(t, x)

)
L̇(t, x), t > 0, x ∈ D,

u(0, x) = 0,
∂u

∂t
(0, x) = 0, x ∈ D

u(t, x) = 0, t > 0, x ∈ ∂D

(44)

We denote by uN the global solution of equation (44): for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

uN(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)bN
(
uN(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σN

(
uN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy) a.s.

(45)
Let ũN be the process given by Theorem 2.6 (a modification of uN). Then, by Theo-

rems 2.6 and 2.8,

a) P
(
uN(t, x) = ũN(t, x) for all x ∈ D

)
= 1 for any t ≥ 0; in particular, ũN is a

modification of uN and satisfies (45);

b) E
[
supt≤T ∥ũN(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ (T + 1)TĈT (1 +KT,N) where ĈT is given by (20) and

KT,N := sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈D

E[|uN(t, x)|2];

c) the map t 7→ ∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg on R+;

d) E
[
supt≤T ∥ũN(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ TĈT exp(TĈTC2

∞) for any T > 0, where ĈT is given by

(20).
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Define
τN = inf

{
t > 0; ∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) > N

}
.

By Lemma B.2, τN is a stopping time with respect to the filtration (Ft)t≥0. Note that

∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) ≤ N if t < τN .

Since r > d/2, by Theorem A.1, it follows that if t < τN , then for any x ∈ D,

|ũN(t, x)| ≤ ∥ũN(t, ·)∥L∞(D) ≤ C∞∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) ≤ C∞N, (46)

Then, using the definitions of bN and σN , we infer that:

bN
(
ũN(t, x)

)
= b
(
ũN(t, x)

)
for all x ∈ D, if t < τN , (47)

σN

(
ũN(t, x)

)
= σ

(
ũN(t, x)

)
for all x ∈ D, if t < τN . (48)

In addition to the local property for the stochastic integral with respect to L, given by
Lemma C.1, we will use the following (obvious) local property of the Lebesgue integral:

1{t<τ}

∫ t

0

∫
D

X(s, y)dyds = 1{t<τ}

∫ t

0

∫
D

X(s, y)1{s<τ}dyds, (49)

for any function τ : Ω → R+ such that s 7→ 1{s<τ(ω)} is measurable on R+, for any ω ∈ Ω.

The following result deals with the consistency in the definition of ũN . Though later
on we will indeed prove a stronger statement, we include its proof because some parts of
it will be used in other proofs in the sequel.

Lemma 2.9. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any N ≥ 1, t > 0 and x ∈ D,

ũN(t, x) = ũN+1(t, x) a.s. on {t < τN}. (50)

Proof. In view of Lemma B.1, we have to prove that: for any N ≥ 1, t > 0 and x ∈ D,

1[0,τN )(t)
(
ũN(t, x)− ũN+1(t, x)

)
= 0 a.s. (51)

We fix (t, x). We write (45) for ũN(t, x) and for ũN+1(t, x), we take the difference of these
two equations, and then we multiply by 1[0,τN )(t). We obtain:

1[0,τN )(t)
(
ũN(t, x)− ũN+1(t, x)

)
= 1[0,τN )(t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)
(
bN(ũN(s, y))− bN+1(ũN+1(s, y))

)
dyds

+ 1[0,τN )(t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)
(
σN(ũN(s, y))− σN+1(ũN+1(s, y))

)
L(ds, dy)

= 1[0,τN )(t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)
(
bN(ũN(s, y))− bN+1(ũN+1(s, y))

)
1{s<τN}dyds

+ 1[0,τN )(t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)
(
σN(ũN(s, y))− σN+1(ũN+1(s, y))

)
1{s<τN}L(ds, dy),
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where in the last line we used the local property given by (49) and Lemma C.1. If t < τN ,
then |ũN(t, x)| ≤ C∞N for any x ∈ D (by (46)), and hence,

bN
(
ũN(t, x)

)
= bN+1

(
ũN(t, x)

)
= b
(
ũN(t, x)

)
for all x ∈ D, (52)

σN

(
ũN(t, x)

)
= σN+1

(
ũN(t, x)

)
= σ

(
ũN(t, x)

)
for all x ∈ D. (53)

It follows that

1[0,τN )(t)
(
ũN(t, x)− ũN+1(t, x)

)
= 1[0,τN )(t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)
(
bN
(
ũN(s, y)

)
− bN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

))
1{s<τN}dyds

+ 1[0,τN )(t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)
(
σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
− σN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

))
1{s<τN}L(ds, dy)

=: T1 + T2. (54)

We treat T1 first. We take the square, we bound 1[0,τN )(t) by 1, and we use the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality for the dsdy integral. Then we take expectation. We get:

E[|T1|2] ≤ t|D|
∫ t

0

∫
D

G2
t−s(x, y)E

[(
bN
(
ũN(s, y)

)
− bN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

))2
1{s<τN}

]
dyds

≤ t|D| (L(b)
N )2

∫ t

0

∫
D

G2
t−s(x, y)E

[(
ũN(s, y)− ũN+1(s, y)

)2
1{s<τN}

]
dyds

≤ t|D| (L(b)
N )2

∫ t

0

sup
y∈R

E
[(
ũN(s, y)− ũN+1(s, y)

)2
1{s<τN}

](
sup
x∈D

∫
D

G2
t−s(x, y)dy

)
ds,

where we have used that bN+1 is globally Lipschitz. Similarly,

E[|T2|2] ≤ m2

∫ t

0

∫
D

G2
t−s(x, y)E

[(
σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
− σN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

))2
1{s<τN}

]
dyds

≤ m2(L
(σ)
N )2

∫ t

0

∫
D

G2
t−s(x, y)E

[(
ũN(s, y)− ũN+1(s, y)

)2
1{s<τN}

]
dyds

≤ m2(L
(σ)
N )2

∫ t

0

sup
y∈R

E
[(
ũN(s, y)− ũN+1(s, y)

)2
1{s<τN}

](
sup
x∈D

∫
D

G2
t−s(x, y)dy

)
ds.

We denote

H(t) := sup
x∈D

E
[
1[0,τN )(t)

(
uN(t, x)− uN+1(t, x)

)2]
and J(t) := sup

x∈D

∫
D

G2
t (x, y)dy.

Hence, we have proved that, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

H(t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

H(s)J(t− s)ds,

where C = T |D|(L(σ)
N )2 +m2(L

(σ)
N )2. We observe that by (6),

∫ T

0
J(t)dt < ∞. By Lemma

15 of [14], H(t) = 0 for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Hence, for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ D,

E
[
1[0,τN )(t)

(
uN(t, x)− uN+1(t, x)

)2]
= 0.

Thus, we conclude that (51) holds.
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For our developments, we will need a stronger property, which is stated by the following
lemma. Note that a similar property is listed on p. 549 of [15] in the case of the stochastic
heat equation with space-time Gaussian white noise.

Lemma 2.10. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for all N ≥ 1,

P
(
ũN(t, x) = ũN+1(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τN) and x ∈ D

)
= 1. (55)

Proof. Let T̃N be the operator T̃ defined by (37) with (b, σ) replaced by (bN , σN). By
Lemma 2.7,

P
(
ũN(t, x) = (T̃N ũN)(t, x) for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D

)
= 1.

Let BN(t, x) = (T̃N ũN)(t, x)− (T̃N+1ũN+1)(t, x). Then

P
(
ũN(t, x)− ũN+1(t, x) = BN(t, x) for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D

)
= 1,

and hence

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)− ũN+1(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<τN}
]
= E

[
sup
t≤T

∥BN(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<τN}
]
. (56)

Note that ∥BN(t, ·)∥2Hr(D) =
∑

k≥1 λ
r
k

(
HN

k (t)
)2
, where

HN
k (t) = Fk[(T̃N ũN)(t, ·)]−Fk[(T̃N+1ũN+1)(t, ·)].

Hence,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥BN(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<τN}
]
≤
∑
k≥1

λr
kE
[
sup
t≤T

(
HN

k (t)
)2
1{t<τN}

]
. (57)

We have:

Fk[(T̃N ũN)(t, ·)] =
1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)bN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
dyds

+
1

λ
γ/2
k

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos(λ
γ/2
k s)ek(y)σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

− 1

λ
γ/2
k

cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin(λ
γ/2
k s)ek(y)σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy),

with the convention that the stochastic integrals above have càdlàg sample paths.
Recall that if t < τN , then (52) and (53) hold, and we can replace (bN , σN) by

(bN+1, σN+1). More precisely, using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.9
(based on the local properties given by (49) and Lemma (C.1)), we infer that on the event
{t < τN},

Fk[(T̃N+1ũN+1)(t, ·)] =
1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)bN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
dyds

+
1

λ
γ/2
k

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos(λ
γ/2
k s)ek(y)σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

− 1

λ
γ/2
k

cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin(λ
γ/2
k s)ek(y)σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).
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It follows that

1{t<τN}λ
γ/2
k HN

k (t)

= 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)

[
bN
(
ũN(s, y)

)
− bN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

)]
1{s<τN}dyds

+ 1{t<τN} sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos(λ
γ/2
k s)ek(y)

[
σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
− σN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

)]
1{s<τN}L(ds, dy)

− 1{t<τN} cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin(λ
γ/2
k s)ek(y)

[
σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
− σN

(
ũN+1(s, y)

)]
1{s<τN}L(ds, dy).

Using the same argument as for (42) and (29), and the Lipschitz property of bN and σN ,
we obtain that:

E
[
sup
t≤T

(
HN

k (t)
)2
1{t<τN}

]
≤ 2

λγ
k

(
T |D|L(b)

N )2 + 16m2(L
(σ)
N )2

)∫ t

0

∫
D

|ek(y)|2E
[
(ũN(s, y)− ũN+1(s, y))

21{s<τN}
]
dyds.

By Theorem A.1,

(ũN(s, y)− ũN+1(s, y))
2 ≤ ∥ũN(s, ·)− ũN+1(s, ·)∥2L∞(D) ≤ C2

∞∥ũN(s, ·)− ũN+1(s, ·)∥2Hr(D).

Using also the fact that
∫
D
|ek(y)|2dy = 1, it follows that

E
[
sup
t≤T

(
HN

k (t)
)2
1{t<τN}

]
≤

2

λγ
k

(
T |D|L(b)

N )2 + 16m2(L
(σ)
N )2

)
C2
∞

∫ t

0

E
[
sup
ℓ≤s

∥ũN(ℓ, ·)− ũN+1(ℓ, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{s<τN}
]
ds.

Returning to (57), and using also (56), we obtain:

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)− ũN+1(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<τN}
]

≤ CN

∫ t

0

E
[
sup
ℓ≤s

∥ũN(ℓ, ·)− ũN+1(ℓ, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{s<τN}
]
ds,

where
CN = 2C2

∞

(
T |D|L(b)

N )2 + 16m2(L
(σ)
N )2

)∑
k≥1

λr−γ
k . (58)

By Gronwall lemma,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)− ũN+1(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<τN}
]
= 0 for all T > 0.

Hence, P(ΩT ) = 1 for any T > 0, where

ΩT :=
{
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)− ũN+1(t, ·)1{t<τN}∥2Hr(D) = 0
}
.
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By Theorem A.1, ΩT ⊆ Ω∗
T , where

Ω∗
T :=

{
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)− ũN+1(t, ·)1{t<τN}∥2L∞(D) = 0
}

=
{(

ũN(t, x)− ũN+1(t, x)
)
1{t<τN} = 0 for all t ≤ T and x ∈ D

}
.

Finally, ⋂
T∈Q+

Ω∗
T =

{(
ũN(t, x)− ũN+1(t, x)

)
1{t<τN} = 0 for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D

}
=
{
ũN(t, x) = ũN+1(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τN) and x ∈ D

}
,

where for the last line we used the fact that
⋂

t≥0{t ≥ τN} = ∅.

Lemma 2.11. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any N ≥ 1, τN ≤ τN+1 a.s.

Proof. Let N ≥ 1 be arbitrary and ΩN = {τN ≤ τN+1}. We will prove that

Ω∗
N ⊆ ΩN ,

where Ω∗
N is the event of probability 1 from Lemma 2.10.

Let ω ∈ Ω∗
N be arbitrary. Then

ũN(ω, t, x) = ũN+1(ω, t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τN(ω)) and x ∈ D. (59)

Suppose by contradiction that ω ∈ Ωc
N , i.e. τN+1(ω) < τN(ω). From (59), we get:

ũN(ω, τN+1(ω), x) = ũN+1(ω, τN+1(ω), x) for all x ∈ D.

Therefore,
∥ũN(ω, τN+1(ω), ·)∥Hr(D) = ∥ũN+1(ω, τN+1(ω), ·)∥Hr(D). (60)

We apply Lemma B.3.a) to the right-continuous function t 7→ ∥ũN+1(ω, t, ·)∥Hr(D) and

τN+1(ω) = inf
{
t > 0; ∥ũN+1(ω, t, ·)∥Hr(D) > N + 1

}
.

It follows that
∥ũN+1(ω, τN+1(ω, ·)∥Hr(D) ≥ N + 1 (61)

(this inequality is in fact valid for any ω ∈ Ω). On the other hand, by the definition of
τN ,

∥ũN(ω, t, x)∥Hr(D) ≤ N for any t < τN(ω).

Taking t = τN+1(ω), we get:

∥ũN(ω, τN+1(ω), x)∥Hr(D) ≤ N. (62)

Summarizing (60), (61) (62), we obtain:

N + 1 ≤ ∥ũN+1(ω, τN+1(ω), ·)∥Hr(D) = ∥ũN(ω, τN+1(ω), ·)∥Hr(D) ≤ N,

which is a contradiction. Hence, ω ∈ ΩN .
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Lemma 2.12. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then limN→∞ τN = ∞ a.s.

Proof. We apply Lemma B.3.b) to the right-continuous function t 7→ ∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D).
Recalling the definition of τN , we have:

{τN ≤ T} ⊂
{
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) ≥ N

}
.

Using Chebyshev’s inequality and property d) of ũN mentioned at the beginning of this
section, we get:

P(τN ≤ T ) ≤ P
(
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)∥Hr(D) ≥ N

)
≤ 1

N2
E
[
sup
t≤T

∥ũN(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)

]
≤ 1

N2
TĈT exp(TĈTC2

∞) → 0 as N → ∞, for any T > 0.

The conclusion follows by Lemma B.4.

Lemma 2.13. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then ũN is a local solution of (8) up
to time τN , i.e. for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

1{t<τN}ũN(t, x) = 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
ũN(s, y)

)
dyds

+ 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy) a.s. (63)

Proof. We fix (t, x). We write relation (45) for ũN and we multiply it by 1{t<τN}. We
obtain:

1{t<τN}ũN(t, x) = 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)bN
(
ũN(s, y)

)
dyds

+ 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

=: AN + BN a.s.

We treat separately the two terms. For AN , we have:

AN = 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)bN
(
ũN(s, y)

)
1{s<τN}dyds

= 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
ũN(s, y)

)
1{s<τN}dyds (64)

= 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
ũN(s, y)

)
dyds,
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where we used the local property (49) of the Lebesgue integral for the first and last
equality, and (47) for the second equality. Similarly, for BN , we use the local property of
the stochastic integral with respect to L (given by Lemma C.1) and relation (48):

BN = 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σN

(
ũN(s, y)

)
1{s<τN}L(ds, dy)

= 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
ũN(s, y)

)
1{s<τN}L(ds, dy) (65)

= 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
ũN(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).

This proves (63).

Proof of Theorem 1.4:

Step 1. In this step, we prove that the process u defined by:

u(t, x) =
∑
N≥1

ũN(t, x)1[τN−1,τN )(t), where τ0 = 0,

is a global solution of equation (8). By the consistency relation between uN and uN+1

given by Lemma 2.10, with probability 1, for any N ,

u(t, x) = ũN(t, x) for t ∈ [0, τN) and x ∈ D. (66)

Let AN and BN be as in the proof of Lemma 2.13. Recalling (64) and (65), and using
(66), followed by the local properties of the two integrals, we see that:

AN = 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds,

BN = 1{t<τN}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy).

Therefore, relation (63) becomes:

1{t<τN}u(t, x)

= 1{t<τN}

(∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy)

)
,

a.s. We let N → ∞. By Lemma 2.12, limN→∞ 1{t<τN} = 1 a.s. Hence, for any t ≥ 0 and
x ∈ D,

u(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
L(ds, dy) a.s.

Step 2. In this step, we prove that the solution is unique.
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Let v be another solution of (8) such that the process t 7→ ∥v(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg a.s.
in R+. Observe that v is a local solution of (44) satisfying (15) on {t < τ vN} for each
N ∈ N, where

τ vN := inf{t > 0; ∥v(t, ·)∥Hr(D) > N}.

It is clear that (τ vN)N≥1 is non-decreasing and that τ vN → ∞ a.s. as N → ∞. Since u is
also a local solution of (44) satisfying (15) on {t < τN}, by Theorem 2.2, for each t > 0
and x ∈ D,

u(t, x)1{t<τvN∧τN} = v(t, x)1{t<τvN∧τN} a.s.

Letting N → ∞ in the equality above, we conclude that for every (t, x) ∈ R+ × D, one
has u(t, x) = v(t, x) a.s.

3 The infinite variance case

In this section, we consider the case of equation (13) driven by a Lévy basis Λ, where we
assume that the Lévy measure ν is symmetric. We include some background material in
Section 3.1, and we present the proof of Theorem 1.7 in Section 3.2.

3.1 Integration with respect to Lévy bases

In this section, we recall some basic material related to integration with respect to Lévy
bases. We refer the reader to [10, 11] for more details.

For any A ∈ Pb, let
∫
1AdΛ := Λ(A). By linearity, we extend this definition to the

class S of linear combinations of indicators 1A with A ∈ Pb. For any predictable process
H, we define the Daniell mean:

∥H∥Λ = sup
S∈S,|S|≤|H|

∥∥∥∥∫ SdΛ

∥∥∥∥
L0(Ω)

,

where L0(Ω) is the set of all random variables defined on (Ω,F ,P) equipped with the
pseudo-norm ∥X∥L0(Ω) = E[|X| ∧ 1].

Definition 3.1. A predictable process H is integrable with respect to Λ if there exists a
sequence (Sn)n≥1 in S such that ∥Sn − H∥Λ → 0 as n → ∞. We denote by L0(Λ) the
class of integrable processes with respect to Λ.

For any S ∈ S, we denote IΛ(S) =
∫
SdΛ. The map IΛ : S → L0(Ω) is not an

isometry. But the fact that this map satisfies the following trivial inequality

∥IΛ(S)∥L0(Ω) ≤ ∥S∥Λ for all S ∈ S

is sufficient for extending IΛ from S to L0(Λ). More precisely, if H ∈ L0(Λ) and (Sn)n≥1 is
the approximating sequence of simple integrands given by Definition 3.1, then {IΛ(Sn)}n≥1

is a Cauchy sequence in L0 since

∥IΛ(Sn)− IΛ(Sm)∥L0(Ω) ≤ ∥Sn − Sm∥Λ ≤ ∥Sn −H∥Λ + ∥Sm −H∥Λ → 0,
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as n,m → ∞. By definition, we set IΛ(H) = limn→∞ IΛ(Sn) in L0(Ω), and we say that
IΛ(H) is the stochastic integral of H with respect to Λ. We use the notation:

IΛ(H) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
Rd

H(t, x)Λ(dt, dx).

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.7. As mentioned in the Introduction, we
consider first the equation with truncated noise ΛK (which has a global solution uK), and
then we paste the solutions (uK)K≥1 to construct a global solution of equation (13).

The truncated noise ΛK is defined by:

ΛK(A) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
D

∫
{|z|≤1}

1A(t, x)zJ̃(dt, dx, dz) +

∫ ∞

0

∫
D

∫
{1<|z|≤K}

1A(t, x)zJ(dt, dx, dz),

(67)
for any A ∈ Pb, and the associated stopping time is:

τK = inf{t ≥ 0; J
(
[0, t]×D × {|z| > K}

)
> 0}. (68)

Clearly, τK ≤ τK+1 for any K ≥ 1. Moreover, by Lemma B.4, limK→∞ τK = ∞ a.s., since
for any T > 0,

P(τK > T ) = P
(
J
(
[0, T ]×D × {|z| > K}

)
= 0
)
= e−T |D|ν({|z|>K}) → 1 as K → ∞.

Note that, for any t > 0 and A ∈ Pb with A ⊆ Ω× [0, t]×D,

Λ(A) = ΛK(A) on the event {t < τK}. (69)

Next, we observe that, due to the symmetry of ν, for any B ∈ Bb(R+ × Rd),∫
B×{1<|z|≤K}

zJ̃(dt, dx, dz) =

∫
B×{1<|z|≤K}

zJ(dt, dx, dz)− |B|
∫
{1<|z|≤K}

zν(dz)

=

∫
B×{1<|z|≤K}

zJ(dt, dx, dz),

and therefore, for any B ∈ Bb(R+ × Rd),

LK(B) := ΛK(Ω×B) =

∫
B×{|z|≤K}

zJ̃(dt, dx, dz).

Hence, the process LK = {LK(B), B ∈ Bb(R+ × Rd)} is a (finite variance) Lévy white
noise as in (7). More precisely, for any B ∈ Bb(R+ × Rd), LK(B) can be written as:

LK(B) =

∫
B×R0

zJ̃K(dt, dx, dz),
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where JK is the restriction of J to R+ × Rd × {|z| ≤ K}, and J̃K is the compensated
version of JK . The Lévy measure of LK is νK := ν(· ∩ {|z| ≤ K}), which satisfies:

mK
2 :=

∫
R0

z2νK(dz) =

∫
{0<|z|≤K}

z2ν(dz) < ∞.

To be able to import the results from the previous section, we use the following fact:
if a predictable process H is Itô integrable with respect to LK , then H is integrable with
respect to ΛK (in the sense of Definition 3.1), and the two integrals coincide:∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)LK(ds, dx) =

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)ΛK(ds, dx) a.s. (70)

We now return to our problem. By Theorem 1.4, we know that if γ > d and Assump-
tion 1.3 holds, then equation (8) with noise L replaced by LK has a unique global solution
uK . This means that for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

uK(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
uK(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
uK(s, y)

)
LK(ds, dy) a.s.

In view of (70), this implies that for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D,

uK(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)b
(
uK(s, y)

)
dyds+

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x, y)σ
(
uK(s, y)

)
ΛK(ds, dy) a.s.

(71)
We recall that the solution uK is given by:

uK(t, x) =
∑
N≥1

ũK
N (t, x)1[τKN−1,τ

K
N )(t) with τK0 = 0,

where uK
N is the solution of equation (44) with noise L replaced by LK (and truncated

coefficients bN and σN), ũ
K
N is the modification of uK

N given by Theorem 2.6, and

τKN = inf{t ≥ 0; ∥ũK
N (t, ·)∥Hr(D) > N}.

By Lemma 2.10, with probability 1, for any K and N ,

uK(t, x) = ũK
N (t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τKN ) and x ∈ D. (72)

Lemma 3.2. If γ > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, and ν is symmetric, then for any
K ≥ 1,

P
(
uK(t, x) = uK+1(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τK) and x ∈ D

)
= 1.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 2.10. To compare uK with uK+1, we will
use their respective approximations ũK

N and ũK+1
N .
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By Lemma 2.7, with probability 1, ũK
N = T̃ K

N ũK
N , where T̃ K

N is defined as T̃ (see (37)),
but with (b, σ, L) replaced by (bN , σN , L

K). Hence, by (72), on the event {t < τKN },

Fk[u
K(t, ·)] = Fk[ũ

K
N (t, ·)] = Fk[(T̃ K

N ũK
N )(t, ·)]

=
1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)bN

(
ũK
N (s, y)

)
dyds (73)

+
1

λ
γ/2
k

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK
N (s, y)

)
ΛK(ds, dy)

− 1

λ
γ/2
k

cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK
N (s, y)

)
ΛK(ds, dy), (74)

with the convention that the stochastic integrals above have càdlàg sample paths.
Similarly, on the event {t < τK+1

N },

Fk[u
K+1(t, ·)] = 1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)bN

(
ũK+1
N (s, y)

)
dyds

+
1

λ
γ/2
k

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK+1
N (s, y)

)
ΛK+1(ds, dy)

− 1

λ
γ/2
k

cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK+1
N (s, y)

)
ΛK+1(ds, dy). (75)

The idea is to transform the integral with respect to ΛK+1 into an integral with respect
to ΛK , so that we can compare the two Fourier coefficients above. Note that by (69), for
any A ∈ Pb with A ⊂ Ω× [0, t]× Rd,

ΛK(A) = ΛK+1(A) = Λ(A) on the event {t < τK}. (76)

Since the stopping times τKN , τK+1
N and τK are not comparable to each other, we consider:

ρKN := τKN ∧ τK+1
N ∧ τK .

Using Lemma C.2 with Λ = ΛK and τ = ρKN , we obtain that:

1{t<ρKN}

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)ΛK(ds, dx) = 1{t<ρKN}

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)1{s<ρKN}Λ
K(ds, dx),

for a suitable predictable process H. Using this relation for the two stochastic integrals
on the right hand-side of (74), we obtain that on the event {t < ρKN},

Fk[u
K(t, ·)] = 1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)bN

(
ũK
N (s, y)

)
1{s<ρKN}dyds

+
1

λ
γ/2
k

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK
N (s, y)

)
1{s<ρKN}Λ

K(ds, dy)

− 1

λ
γ/2
k

cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK
N (s, y)

)
1{s<ρKN}Λ

K(ds, dy).
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Using Lemma C.2 with Λ = ΛK+1 and τ = ρKN , followed by (76), we obtain that:

1{t<ρKN}

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)ΛK+1(ds, dx) = 1{t<ρKN}

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)1{s<ρKN}Λ
K+1(ds, dx)

= 1{t<ρKN}

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)1{s<ρKN}Λ
K(ds, dx).

We use this relation for the two stochastic integrals on the right hand-side of (75). It
follows that on the event {t < ρKN},

Fk[u
K+1(t, ·)] = 1

λ
γ/2
k

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k (t− s)

)
ek(y)bN

(
ũK+1
N (s, y)

)
1{s<ρKN}dyds

+
1

λ
γ/2
k

sin(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

cos
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK+1
N (s, y)

)
1{s<ρKN}Λ

K(ds, dy)

− 1

λ
γ/2
k

cos(λ
γ/2
k t)

∫ t

0

∫
D

sin
(
λ
γ/2
k s

)
ek(y)σN

(
ũK+1
N (s, y)

)
1{s<ρKN}Λ

K(ds, dy).

The two Fourier transform expressions now have the same integrator ΛK , which means
that we are in the position to use a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.10.
We will use: (i) Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the Lebesgue integral, which produces the
factor T |D|; (ii) Doob maximal inequality for each (càdlàg) stochastic integral with respect
to the ΛK , which produces the factor 4mK

2 ; (iii) the Lipschitz properties of the functions

bN and σN , which produce the factors L
(b)
N , respectively L

(σ)
N ; (iv) the embedding of Hr(D)

into L∞(D), which produces the factor C∞. To be consistent with all the estimates used
above, we use the inequality (a+ b+ c)2 ≤ 2[a2 + 2(b2 + c2)] to separate the three terms.

We obtain:

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥uK(t, ·)− uK+1(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<ρKN}

]
≤ CK

N

∫ T

0

E
[
sup
ℓ≤s

∥uK(s, ·)− uK+1(s, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{s<ρNK}
]
ds,

where CK
N = 2C2

∞
(
T |D|(L(b)

N )2 + 16mK
2 (L

(σ)
N )2

)∑
k≥1 λ

r−γ
k has the same form as CN given

by (58), but with m2 replaced by mK
2 . By Gronwall lemma,

E
[
sup
t≤T

∥uK(t, ·)− uK+1(t, ·)∥2Hr(D)1{t<ρKN}

]
= 0 for all T > 0.

From this, as in the proof of Lemma 2.10, we infer that P (AK
N ) = 1 for all N,K ≥ 1,

where
AK

N =
{
uK(t, x) = uK+1(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, ρKN ) and x ∈ D

}
.

Note that AK
N+1 ⊆ AK

N , since ρKN+1 ≤ ρKN . Finally, since limN→∞ ρKN = τK , it follows that

AK :=
⋂
N≥1

AK
N =

{
uK(t, x) = uK+1(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τK) and x ∈ D

}
,

and hence, P(AK) = limN→∞ P(AK
N ) = 1 for all K ≥ 1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.7: For any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D, we let

u(t, x) =
∑
K≥1

uK(t, x)1[τK−1,τK)(t) with τ 0 = 0.

By Lemma 3.2,
u(t, x) = uK(t, x) for all t ∈ [0, τK) and x ∈ D. (77)

To show that u is a global solution of equation (13), we proceed as in of the proof of
Theorem 1.4. Using (71), we have: for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ D, with probability 1,

1{t<τK}u(t, x) = 1{t<τK}u
K(t, x) = 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)b
(
uK(s, y)

)
dyds

+ 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)σ
(
uK(s, y)

)
ΛK(ds, dy)

=: AK + BK a.s. (78)

We treat separately the two terms. For the Lebesgue integral, using (77), we have:

AK = 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)b
(
uK(s, y)

)
1{s<τK}dyds

= 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
1{s<τK}dyds

= 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)b
(
u(s, y)

)
dyds.

For the stochastic integral, applying Lemma C.2 (for ΛK and τK), relations (69) and (77),
and again Lemma C.2 (this time for Λ and τK), we obtain:

BK = 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)σ
(
uK(s, y)

)
1{s<τK}Λ

K(ds, dy)

= 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)σ
(
uK(s, y)

)
1{s<τK}Λ(ds, dy)

= 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
1{s<τK}Λ(ds, dy)

= 1{t<τK}

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gt−s(x− y)σ
(
u(s, y)

)
Λ(ds, dy).

Letting K → ∞ in (78) and using the fact that limK→∞ τK = ∞ a.s. we obtain that u is
a global solution of (13).

For the uniqueness of the solution, let v be another solution of (8) such that the
process t 7→ ∥v(t, ·)∥Hr(D) is càdlàg a.s. in R+. Note that v is a local solution of (71) on
{t ≤ τK}. Applying Theorem 1.4, replacing L by LK , we obtain for all (t, x) ∈ R+ ×D,

u(t, x)1{t≤τK} = v(t, x)1{t≤τK} a.s.
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for each K ∈ N. Letting K → ∞, we conclude that u(t, x) = v(t, x) a.s. for all (t, x) ∈
R+ ×D. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.7.
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A Sobolev spaces

In this section, we provide some background material about Sobolev spaces which is
needed in the sequel. We recall that (λk)k≥1 denote the eigenvalues of −∆ with Dirichlet
boundary conditions, and (ek)k≥1 are the corresponding eigenfunctions, which are smooth
functions and form a complete orthonormal basis of L2(D).

Any f ∈ L2(D) can be written as

f =
∑
k≥1

Fk[f ]ek,

where Fk[f ] := ⟨f, ek⟩L2(D) is the k-th Fourier coefficient of f .

Let r ∈ R be arbitrary. Let E0 be the set of functions of the form f =
∑N

k=1 akek, and
define

∥f∥Hr(D) :=

(
N∑
k=1

λr
ka

2
k

)1/2

.

As in Section 2 of [12], we define the fractional Sobolev space Hr(D) of order r as the
completion of E0 with respect to ∥ · ∥Hr(D). Each element Φ of Hr(D) can be identified
with a series of the form

Φ =
∑
k≥1

ak(Φ)ek with ak(Φ) ∈ R and ∥Φ∥Hr(D) :=

(∑
k≥1

λr
k|ak(Φ)|2

)1/2

< ∞.

Hr(D) is a Hilbert space with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩Hr(D) given by

⟨Φ1,Φ2⟩Hr(D) :=
∞∑
k=1

λr
kak(Φ1)ak(Φ2), Φ1,Φ2 ∈ Hr(D).

Moreover, Hs(D) ⊆ Hr(D) for s ≤ r and H0 = L2(D). The evaluation

⟨Φ1,Φ2⟩ :=
∞∑
k=1

ak(Φ1)ak(Φ2), Φ1 ∈ H−r(D), Φ2 ∈ Hr(D),

puts Hr(D) and H−r(D) in duality. If f ∈ Hr(D), then

ak(f) = Fk[f ] if r ≥ 0, and ak(f) = ⟨f, ek⟩ if r < 0.

33



The spectral power of −∆ of order γ > 0 satisfies:

(−∆)γ :
⋃
r∈R

Hr(D) →
⋃
r∈R

Hr(D), (−∆)γΦ :=
∑
k≥1

λγ
kak(Φ)ek.

The following result plays a crucial role in the present article. It is an immediate
consequence of [19, Thm. 8.2].

Theorem A.1. If r > d/2, then Hr(D) is continuously embedded in L∞(D), i.e. there
exists a constant C∞ > 0 such that

∥h∥L∞(D) ≤ C∞∥h∥Hr(D), for all h ∈ Hr(D).

B Auxiliary Results

In this appendix section, we give some elementary results which were used in the paper.

Lemma B.1. For any random variable X and set A ∈ F ,

1AX = 0 a.s. if and only if X = 0 a.s. on A. (79)

Here “X = 0 a.s. on A” means that P
(
{X = 0} ∩ A

)
= P(A).

Proof. 1AX = 0 a.s. means that P(Ω0) = 1, where Ω0 = {1AX = 0} =
(
{X = 0}∩A

)
∪Ac.

Since
P(Ω0) = P

(
{X = 0} ∩ A

)
+ P(Ac),

the fact that P(Ω0) = 1 is equivalent to P
(
{X = 0} ∩ A

)
= 1− P(Ac) = P(A).

Lemma B.2. Let B ⊂ R be an open set, and (Xt)t≥0 be a real-valued right-continuous
process, which is adapted with respect to a right-continuous filtration (Ft)t≥0. Let

τ := inf{t ≥ 0;X(t) ∈ B}.

Then τ is a stopping time with respect to (Ft)t≥0.

Proof. This argument is given in the proof of Theorem 3 (Chapter I) of [36], where it
is stated that X is càdlàg. We include the proof which shows that the fact that X has
left-limits is not needed. Since (Ft)t≥0 is right-continuous, it suffices to prove that

{τ < t} ∈ Ft for all t > 0.

To see this, let r > t be arbitrary. For any u ∈ (t, r), {τ < u} ∈ Fu ⊂ Fr. Hence, {τ ≤
t} = ∩u∈(t,r)∩Q{τ < u} ∈ Fr. Since r > t was arbitrary, {τ ≤ t} ∈ ∩r>tFr = Ft+ = Ft.

We claim that
{τ < t} =

⋂
s∈Q∩[0,t)

{X(s) ∈ B}.

To see this, let S = {t > 0 : X(t) ∈ B}. If τ < t, there exists t0 ∈ S such that t0 < t.
Hence X(t0) ∈ B. But X(t0) = lims↓t0,s∈Q X(s), since X is right-continuous. So, there
exists s ∈ [t0, t) ∩Q such that X(s) ∈ B. For the reverse inclusion, if X(s) ∈ B for some
s ∈ Q ∩ [0, t), then s ∈ S. Since τ = inf S, we must have τ ≤ s. So, τ < t.
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Lemma B.3. Let g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a right-continuous function and a > 0. Define

τ = inf{t > 0; g(t) > a}, with inf ∅ = ∞.

a) If τ < ∞, then g(τ) ≥ a. b) If τ ≤ T , then supt≤T g(t) ≥ a.

Proof. a) Let A = {t > 0; g(t) > a}. By the definition of the infimum, for any n ≥ 1,
there exists tn ∈ A such that τ ≤ tn < τ + 1

n
. Hence g(tn) > a for all n, and tn → τ .

Since g is right-continuous, g(tn) → g(τ). Hence, g(τ) ≥ g(a).
b) If g(τ) > a, then supt≤T g(t) ≥ g(τ) > a. If g(τ) = a, we have two cases:

(i) If there exists t∗ ∈ (τ, T ] such that g(t∗) > a, then supt≤T g(t) ≥ supt∈(τ,T ] g(t) > a.
(ii) Otherwise, g(t) ≤ a for all t ∈ (τ, T ]. Since g(t) ≤ a for all t ∈ [0, τ) (by the definition
of τ), it follows that supt≤T g(t) = g(τ) = a.

Lemma B.4. , Let (τN)N≥1 be a sequence of stopping times such that τN ≤ τN+1 a.s. for
all N ≥ 1. If limN→∞ P(τN ≤ T ) = 0 for any T > 0, then limN→∞ τN = ∞ a.s.

Proof. Let Ω0 = {τN ≤ τN+1 for all N ≥ 1}. Then P(Ω0) = 1. Let A
(T )
N = {τN ≤ T}∩Ω0.

Then A
(T )
N+1 ⊂ A

(T )
N for any N ≥ 1, and hence,

P
( ⋂
N≥1

A
(T )
N

)
= lim

N→∞
P(A(T )

N ) = 0 for any T > 0.

This shows that P
(
{τN ≤ T for all N ≥ 1} ∩ Ω0

)
= 0 for any T > 0. Then P(A) = 0,

where
A = Ω0 ∩

⋃
T∈Q+

{τN ≤ T for all N ≥ 1}.

Finally, the conclusion follows, once we observe that

Ac = Ωc
0 ∪

⋂
T∈Q+

{τN > T for some N ≥ 1} = Ωc
0 ∪ { lim

N→∞
τN = ∞}.

C Local property of the stochastic integral

In this section, we include some local property of the stochastic integrals with respect to
L and Λ. Lemma C.1 was used in the proofs of Lemmas 2.9, 2.10 and 2.13, while Lemma
C.2 was used in the proof of Lemma 3.2 and in the proof of Theorem 1.7. For these
results, we refer to relation (2.22) of [4].

Lemma C.1. Let L be the Lévy white noise given by (7), and H = {H(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈
Rd} be a predictable process such that

E
∫ T

0

∫
Rd

|H(t, x)|2dtdx < ∞ for all T > 0.

Then for any stopping time τ and for any t > 0,

1[0,τ)(t)

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)L(ds, dx) = 1[0,τ)(t)

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)1[0,τ)(s)L(ds, dx).
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Lemma C.2. Let Λ be an arbitrary Lévy basis. Let H = {H(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ Rd} be
a predictable process for which there exists a sequence (Tn)n≥1 of stopping times with
Tn ≤ Tn+1 and limn→∞ Tn = ∞, such that for any n ≥ 1,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
x∈D

E[H2(t, x)1{t≤Tn}] < ∞ for all T > 0.

Then H is integrable with respect to Λ, and for any stopping time τ and for any t > 0,

1[0,τ)(t)

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)Λ(ds, dx) = 1[0,τ)(t)

∫ t

0

∫
Rd

H(s, x)1[0,τ)(s)Λ(ds, dx).
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Amer. J. Probab. Math. Stat. 20, 463–496.

[4] Bichteler, K. and Jacod, J. (1983). Random measures and stochastic integration. In:
“Theory and Applications of Random Fields”, Kallianpur G. (ed.), 1-18, Springer,
Berlin.
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