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Global well-posedness for hyperbolic SPDEs with
non-Lipschitz coefficients driven by
space-time Lévy white noise
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Abstract

In this article, we study the global well-posedness of hyperbolic SPDEs on a
bounded domain in R?, 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 a-stable
(SaS) random measure with « € (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.
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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:

Wt ) = Ault,2) + o(ult, A7) 1> 0,2 € B 1)

under the condition

/R|z|py(dz) < oo forsome0<p<1+2, (2)

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

v(dz) = cl(—z)’a’ll(,oogo)(z) + 0227“11(0,00)(2),

for some ¢1,co > 0 and « € (0,2). In this case, Mueller [30] established the existence of a
solution when o < 1 and o(u) = u?, while Mytnik [32] addressed the case a > 1.

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

/ |z|Pv(dz) < oo and / |z|7v(dz) < oo,
|z|<1 |z|>1

for some 0 < ¢ < 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 R,
The uniqueness of the solution was proved in [6] for equation (1) with o(u) = Su for some
£ > 0. In the case of the stochastic wave equation driven by infinite variance Lévy noise,
on the entire domain R? (in dimension d < 2), with globally Lipschitz coefficient o, 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].



In [15], the authors studied the stochastic heat equation on (0, 1), driven by the space-
time Gaussian white noise W:

ou 0%u

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

t,x) +b(u(t,x)) + o(u(t,x))W(t,z), t>0,z¢€(0,1) (3)

b(z) = O(Jullog|z]) and o(z) = O(|z|logz]),

then there exists a global solution. Articles [7, 23] show that, if o is constant and b is
locally Lipschitz, non-decreasing on (0,00) and non-negative, then the solution of (3)
blows up in finite time if and only if the finite Osgood-condition holds:

/ Ldz < oo for some a > 0. (4)
o 0(2)

In [21], the authors considered the same problem for the stochastic heat equation on
the entire domain R?, and proved that if b is locally Lipschitz, non-negative and non-
decreasing, and o is globally Lipschitz with 0 < inf.cg 0(2) < sup,.gpo(z) < oo, then
condition (4) implies that the solution blows up everywhere and instantaneously, i.e.

P(u(t,z) =00 forallt>0andz€R)=1,

where u(t,z) = limy_, un(t, ) and uy is solution of the equation with drift coefficient
by(z) = b(z A N). If o(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) = 2P for some p > 1+ %, 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 o to grow superlin-
early. On the entire domain R? and assuming that o 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 o 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 R? has been considered, assuming that the nonlinearities f and o
grow superlinear and f is not assumed to be dissipative. Then, the author provides kind
of Osgood-conditions of f and ¢ 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



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
a-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 a-stable Lévy white noise for a € (0,2)
in space-time.

We introduce now the framework for this article. We will consider an equation on a
bounded domain D C R? The equation will contain the fractional (or spectral) power
(—A)? of the Laplacian, for v > 0, which is defined by:

(—A)'Vek = )\Zek,

where (Ag)g>1 are the eigenvalues of —A with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and (eg)g>1
are the corresponding eigenfunctions forming a complete orthonormal basis of L?(D).
Additionally, throughout this work, we denote by H.,.(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 Gy(x,y) of
2

0
the operator Py + (=A)7 on D with Dirichlet boundary conditions. The function G; has

the following spectral representation:

sin(\)/?
Gulry) = SN yer(y)1gs0y @ € D. 5

v/2
E>1 Ak

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 v > d/2, then

T
/ <sup/ G?(m,y)dy) dt < oo for any T > 0. (6)
0 z€D J D

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

Remark 1.1. To ensure that (6) holds for v € (g, d], we additionally assume that the
domain D satisfies the cone property. When + > 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.



Let J be a Poisson random measure on R, x R?x Ry, defined on a complete probability
space (€2, F,P), of intensity u(dt,dz,dz) = dtdxv(dz), where v is a Lévy measure on Ry,
that is v satisfies the condition:

/Ro(z2 A1)p(dz) < oo,

Here Ry := R\{0} is equipped with the distance d(z,y) = |[r~!—y~!|, so that bounded sets

in Ry are in fact bounded away from 0. We let J(F') = J(F) — u(F') be the compensated
version of .J, for any bounded Borel set F'in R, x R? x Ry.

In the first part of this article (Section 2), we consider a (finite-variance) Lévy white
noise L = {L(B); B € By(R, x R%)}, defined by:

L(B) / J(dt, do, d2), (7)
BXRO
where By(R, x R?) is the class of bounded Borel subsets of R, x R?, and v satisfies:
ma ::/ 2*v(dz) < oo.
Ro

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:

%(tm) = —(=A)"u(t,x) + b(u(t, x)) + a(u(t,x))L(t,x), t>0, z€D,
u0.0)=0, 20 =0 rep )

u(t,z) =0, t>0, x€dD.
We have the following definition.

Definition 1.2. A process {u(t,x);t > 0,2 € D} is a local solution of equation (8) if it
is predictable and there exists a stopping time 7 such that, for any ¢ > 0 and = € D,

)= [ [ Gesaotatsnivas + [ [ Goutopioluts ) s, ),

almost surely (a.s.) on the event {t < 7}, where the stochastic integral is the It6 integral.
If we can take 7 = 0o, then w 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 7 such that, for any ¢t > 0 and x € D,

Laryu(t, 2) = Lpcr) / | Gt mb(uts, ) duds (9)

e [ [ Gisleouls ) Lidsdy) as. (10

We introduce the following assumption:



Assumption 1.3. (i) b and o are locally Lipschitz, i.e. for any N > 0, there exist
constants Cj, v, Cy ny > 0 such that for any &,n € [N, N,

6(§) —b(m)| < Conl§ —nl and  |o(§) —o(n)| < ConlE —l,

(ii) b and o have linear growth, i.e. there exist constants Dy, D, > 0 such that for any
£ eR,
bO] < Dp(1+[¢])  and o (§)] < Do (1 + [€]). (11)

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

Theorem 1.4. If v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any fized r € (4,7 — 2),
equation (8) has a unique global solution u such that the process t — |ju(t,-)||u, () is
cadlag a.s. i 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:

Ty = inf{t > 0;sup |un(t,x)| > N},
z€D

where uy is the solution of the equation with truncated coefficients (by, on), and identify
sufficient conditions on (b, o) under which limy_,., Ty = 0o almost surely. This method
uses the fact that the solution uy is continuous in (¢, x), which implies that uy(¢,-) €
L>(D) for all t > 0, and hence Ty is well-defined. In the recent preprint [22], a different
method was used, which shows the convergence of the sequence {uy(t,x)}y>1 in L?(Q2)
uniformly in (¢,2), without using the stopping time T. This method relies on proving
some exponential bounds on the tail probabilities of ux(t,z), 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) on D, and hence Ty is not well-defined. To circumvent this difficulty, we prove
that uy has a modification uy with values in the Sobolev space H,.(D) with 0 < r < y— %,
for which the map t — |[un(t, )| n,(p) is cadlag (i.e. right-continuous with left limits).
Then, we consider the stopping time:

™ = 1nf{t > O, ||ﬂN(t7 )|

H.(D) > N}

Assuming in addition that r» > d/2 (which forces the restriction v > d), we use the
embedding of H,.(D) into L>*(D), and we provide an exponential bound on the second
moment of sup,< |[un (%, )| &, (py which does not depend on N (see Theorem 2.8 below).
Finally, as in [15], we show that with probability 1: (i) un(t,z) = unyi(t, 2) if t < 73
(i) limy oo 7v = 00. This procedure allows us to construct a global solution by pasting
the solutions (uy)y>1, i.e. defining u(t,z) = un(t,x) for Tv_y < t < 7, with 79 = 0.
Property (i) ensures that u(t,z) = un(t,z) if t < 7y, while (ii) shows that u is global.



In the second part of this paper (Section 3), we assume that the noise is given by a
Lévy basis A = {A(A); A € Py}, defined by:

A(A) = /0 b /D /{ o La(t, 2)2J(dt, dx, d2)+ /0 N /D /{ )z ), (12)

where J and J are as above, and we assume that v is symmetric. Here P, 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 A.

Remark 1.5. (i) The process {Z(B) = A(Q2x B); B € By(R4 x D)} is an ID independently
scattered random measure, as defined in [37]. Z(B) may not have any moments.
(ii) If the measure v is given by:

1
v(dz) = 504\2]’“%12 for some « € (0,2),

we say that A is a symmetric a-stable (SaS) Lévy basis. The process {Z(B); B € By(Ry x
R?)} is a SaS random measure, as defined in [42].

We consider the fractional stochastic wave equation on D, with noise A:

%(t,x) = —(=A)u(t,r) + b(u(t,x)) + U(u<t7x))A(t7x)’ t>0, €D,
u(0,z) =0, @(O,x) =0, z€D, (13)

ot
u(t,z) =0, t>0, z€D.

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

Definition 1.6. A process {u(t,z);t > 0,2 € D} is a local solution of equation (13) if it
is predictable and there exists a stopping time 7 such that, for any ¢ > 0 and z € D,

u(t, ) Z/Ot/DGts(x,y)b(U(svy))dyder/Ot/DGts(w,y)a(u(s,y))/\(ds,dy),

almost surely (a.s.) on the event {t < 7}, where the stochastic integral is interpreted in
the sense of Definition 3.1. If we can take 7 = 0o, then wu is a global solution.

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

Theorem 1.7. If v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, and v is symmetric, then for any
fized v € (g,v — g), equation (13) has a unique global solution u such that the process
t = ||u(t, )| m, oy is cadlag a.s. in R.

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

Remark 1.9. Due to the restriction v > d, the methods presented in this article do not
apply to the stochastic wave equation (for which v = 1).

7



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 < —%, the solution u of the stochastic heat equation
with multiplicative noise and Lipschitz coefficients has a cadlag version in H,.(D). In
particular, the constraint r < —% 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 A,
which is obtained by removing the “large” jumps (which exceed a fixed value K). Due
to the symmetry assumption on v, A¥ becomes a finite variance Lévy noise, as (7). By
Theorem 1.4, equation (8) with noise L replaced by AX has a global solution u. We
show that the solutions (u®)x>; are consistent, in the sense that u (¢, z) = uT1(¢, z) if
t < 7% where 7 is the first time when J has a jump that exceeds K. Finally, by pasting
the solutions (u”)g>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 Ito integration with respect to L.
In Section 2.2, we examine the equation with noise L and globally Lipschitz coefficients
(b,0). 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:
Fr=0{J([0,s] x Ax B);s €[0,t], A€ By(R?), B € By(Ro)} VN, (14)

where A is the class of P-negligible sets, B,(RY) is the class of bounded Borel sets in
R?, and B,(Rg) is the class of bounded Borel subsets of Ry. The filtration (F;)s>o is
right-continuous, i.e.

Fi=F forallt >0, where F = ﬂ}“s_

s<t
All stopping times and martingales considered in this article are with respect to (F)s>o.

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,z) =Y1ayt)la(z), t>0,2€R?

8



where 0 < a < b, Y is F,-measurable and A € By(R?).

Definition 2.1. The predictable o-field P on Q x Ry x R? is the o-field generated by
elementary processes. A set A € P is called predictable. We let P, be the class of all
bounded predictable sets A, i.e. sets A € P such that A C Q x [0, k] x [k, k]? for some
k> 0. A process {X(t,z);t > 0,2 € R} is called predictable if it is P-measurable.

Recall that the noise L is given by (7). Then, for any set B € By(R, x R?),
E[L(B)] =0 and E[|L(B)]*] = ma|B,

where |B| is the Lebesgue measure of B. Therefore, we can define the It6 integral [ HdL
with respect to L, for any predictable process H such that E [fOT Jra [H(2, x)\dedt} < 00
for all " > 0. This integral is an isometry:

2 T
= myE {/ ]H(t,x)|2dxdt} ,
0 Jrd

and the process {fot Jpa H(s,z)L(ds, dx);t > 0} is a square-integrable martingale.

T
E / H(t,z)L(dt,dx)
0o Jre

2.2 The globally Lipschitz case

Because our method is based on truncating the coefficients b and o, we consider first the
equation with globally Lipschitz coefficients. Therefore, in this sub-section, we assume
that b and o are globally Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constants L, and L,: for any £, € R,

6(&) —b(n)| < Lol —m| and  [o(§) —o(n)] < Lo|§ —nl.

Clearly, this implies that b and o satisfy the linear growth condition (11) with constants
Dy = max{ Ly, b(0)} and D, = max{L,,c(0)}.

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

Kr = sup supE[|u(t,z)|?] < oo for all T > 0. (15)
te€l0,T) zeD

More precisely, for anyt >0 and x € D,

u(t, x) :/Ot/DGtS(x,y)b(u(s,y))dyds—l—/Ot/DGtS(x,y)a(u(s,y))L(ds,dy) a.s.

Consequently, [,E[lu(t,z)]’|dz < oo, and hence, u(t,-) € L*(D) a.s. for anyt > 0.

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

We recall the following definition.



Definition 2.3. We say that u is a modification of u if

P(u(t,z) = u(t,z)) =1 foranyt>0andx € D.

(16)

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

a global solution of (8).

We remind that (A;)g>1 denote the eigenvalues of —A with Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions, and (ej)g>1 are the corresponding eigenfunctions. We will use the following

asymptotic property of (Ag)r>1, called the Weyl’s Law (see [5, Thm. 1.11]):

oy M ArT(L 2)2/d
koo k24 DM

Hence, there exist ¢;, ¢y > 0 such that ¢; k%% < A\, < cok?/? for all k > 1, and so,

d
Z)\;ﬂ < oo if and only if r<v-g
k>1

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

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

(17)

(18)

Proof. Using the expansion (5) and the fact that (eg)r>1 form an orthonormal basis of

L?*(D), we have

sin? )\%t
[ Gty =3 0 ),
D k

k>1

Then, bounding the term sing()\gt) by 1, we end up with

/ (sup/G2xydy)dt<TsupZ)\k ex(z).

zeD wel)k>1

By (A.2) in [12], the sum above is uniformly bounded on D for v > d. For 4 <y <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 z € D and all u > 0,
Viuz) =Y |ex(x)]* < Cu?.
Ap<u

Hence,

Z kg\ﬂ = / K u "V (du, x),

AL<q k A1

where Ay, := max{\; : \y < ¢}. By integration by parts,

Akg Akg
/ uY V(du, a:) <C ()\kqv+d/2 + 7/ u—w—1+d/2 du) .
A1

10



Letting ¢ — oo,

2 00
Z lex()] < C’y/ w2 gy < 0.

)‘Z N A1
L]

For the next result, we refer the reader to Appendix A for the definition of the Sobolev
space H,(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 o are
globally Lipschitz and > d/2. Let u be the solution of equation (8). Let 0 <r <~y — 4
be arbitrary. Then, there exists a modification u of u such that, for any T > 0,

E| sup. 3t )3 o] < (T +1D)TCr(1 + Kr), (19)
tel0,T

where Kr is given by (15), and

Cr = A(T|D|D} + 16me D) > " A7, (20)

k>1

Consequently, for any T > 0, P(u(t,-) € H,(D) for any t € [0,T]) = 1. Moreover, the
function t — ||u(t, )| m,(py is cadlag on [0, 00), with probability 1.

Proof. Step 1. In this step we prove that for any 7" > 0 fixed, there exists a process
{u(t,z);t € [0,T],z € D} such that (16) holds for any ¢t € [0,7] and = € D, and for
which (19) is satisfied. In Step 2, we will show that this process can be extended to
0, 00).

We define

= [ [ et
Z(t,x) = /Ot/DGt_s(a:,y)a(u(s,y))L(ds,dy),

By Theorem 2.2, for any t > 0 and x € D, we have:
u(t,z) =I(t,x) + Z(t,x) a.s. (21)

where the negligible set depends on (¢, z).
We study I first. The k-th Fourier coefficient of I(¢,-) is

Ii(t) :== Fill(t,-)] = (I(t,"), ex) 2D / / (/ Gi_s(x,y)er(x)dx )b(u(s,y))dyds
:W / [ sin (0 = ) exob(uts, ) s

11



where for the last line we used the fact that:

sin ()\Z/ 2t)

Fk[Gt(vyﬂ = /\,Y/Q

ex(y)- (22)

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

T|D
sup | 1 (t) 2_ | |/ /sm (N2t — ) ex(w)2[b(uls, v))|*dyds

<T
2T D D2
’ | / / lex(y)|* (1 + |u(s, y| )dyds (23)

and hence, since [}, |ek(y)\2dy =1,

2T|D|D}
Blow 0[] < 22 [ [ )P+ Bluts. ) duas (24)
2T\D|\D
< #(1—1— sup sup E||u(t, x) / / lex (y) | dyds
)‘k te[0,T] zeR
_ 2T?|D|D}

—(1+ sup supE[Ju(t,z)]]) < oc.
)‘k te[0,7] zeR

By definition, ||I(t, -)||§IT(D) = 1 )\Z‘Ik(t)f, and hence

sup ||I(t M| sup |1 (
E[sup [11(t, )l o ; [sup |1i(¢ )|]
<27°|D|D} Y A (1+ sup supE[Ju(t,x)]’]) <oo.  (25)
e>1 te[0,T] zeR

In particular, I(t¢,-) € H,(D) for all ¢ € [0, 7], 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(¢,-) is:

Z(t) = =(Z(t,"), ex)L2(p)

/ / (/ Gis(®,y)en( W) o (u(s,y)) L(ds, dy)

— W/o /Dsin ()\Z/2(t —s))en(y)o (ul(s,y))L(ds, dy).

Using the formula sin(a — b) = sina cosb — cos asin b, we write

Zi(t) = — [sin(N ) MP () — cos(N*H) N (1)], (26)

)\’7/2
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where
_ / t / cos (\/2s) ex(y)o (u(s,y)) L(ds, dy)
/ [ sin (V25)ex(9)o (u(s, ) Lids, ),

The martingales M) and N® have cadlag modifications M® and N () see e.g. Corol-
lary 1 (Section 1.2) of [36]. We define:

Zi(t) == — [sin(N) ) MP () — cos(N) ) NP (1)]. (27)

>\/2

Hence, the map ¢ — Z(t) is cadlag on [0,7] (recall that a cadlag function is a right
continuous function with left limits). It follows that

E[sup |Zi(t)] < % {E[sup [M® ()] + E[sup [N®(2)]?] } (28)

t<T k t<T t<T

We apply Doob’s maximal inequality (see, e.g., [26, Thm. 3.8]): for any non-negative and
right-continuous submartingale (M;),co,r] such that E[M7] < oo for some p > 1, it holds

p
p
E[sup MF] < ( —— ) E[MZ].
[tgl? t]_(p_l) [M7]

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

E[sup IM®) ()] < 4B [|M®)(T)]?]
— 4mgk { / ' / cos?(Az/?s)|ek<y>|2\a<u<s,y>>\2dyds]
<5038 [ [ [ st (1-+ uto. 007 s (29)

< 8myD;T(1+ sup sup]EHu(t,a:)|2]).
te[0,T] zeR

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

. 32my D2T
E[sup |Z,(t)|*] < +(1 + sup supE[|u(t,z)[*]) < oco.
t<T k te[0,1] z€R

It follows that on an event (2* of probability 1, sup,; | Z(t)|? < oo and hence, Zi(t) €
L*(D) for all t € [0,T]. On the event Q*, we define

v) =Y Zp(t)er(z) for any t € [0,T],x € D.

k>1

13



For any ¢ € [0, 7], consider the following event of probability 1:

Q= () {MP(t) = MP(t) and N®)(t) = N (1)}

k>1

By (26) and (27), on the event €, Zp(t) = FuZ(t,-) for all k > 1. Therefore, on the event
QNQ* Z(t,x) = Z(t,x) for all z € D. This means that for any ¢ € [0, T,

P(Z(t,z) = Z(t,z) for all x € D) = 1. (30)

By definition, || Z(t, -)||%IT(D) = k> X,;|Z€(t)|2, and hence

B[ sup | Z(t, i, )] < D0 ME[sup| Ze()F] (31)

k>1 t<T

< 32m2D(2,TZ A (1 + sup supE[|u(t, z)[*]) < ooc. (32)

1 te[0,T] zeR

In particular, Z(t,-) € H,(D) for all t € [0,T], with probability 1. On the event Q*, we
define for any t € [0,7] and z € D,

u(t,x) == I(t,x) + Z(t, x). (33)

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

Elsup [|u(t, )z, )] <2 {E[sup 11t ), py] +E[sup || Z(¢, -)II%,«D)}} (34)
t<T t<T t<T
< 2(2T°|D|D; + 32myD2T) >~ N (1 + sup supE[ju(t, z)[’])
1 te[0,T] z€R

= T6T<1 + KT) = 5]’*.

Step 2. For any T > 0, let {u™)(t,z);t € [0,T],z € D} be the process from Step 1.
This means that P(u(t,z) = a")(t,2)) =1 for any ¢ € [0,T] and = € D, and

E[sup @@ (t, )3, )] < Cr.
t<T
Define

u(t,x) =a™M(t,x) ifte[N—1,N)and z € D.

Then (16) clearly holds. To prove that (19) holds, let 7" > 0 be arbitrary. Then there
exists some integer N > 1 such that 7' € [N —1, N). It follows that sup,. [|u(t, -)||%IT(D) =
max{Xi,..., Xy}, where

Xe= swp [alt, ) = sw [T, fork< N -1,

telk—1,k) telk—1,k)
Xy = swp |ult, ) mpy= sw [[a™ ), m).
te[N—1,T] te[N—-1,T]
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Note that E[X}] < Cy < Oy for any k < N — 1, and E[Xy] < Cr. Hence,

N
E[SEIT) [a(t, M, ] = E[max{X,,..., Xy}] < ZE[Xk] < NCr < (T +1)Cr.
1<

k=1
Step 3. In this step, we prove that ¢ — ||a(t, )|z, (py is cadlag on [0,7]. Note that

G, )y = > Nl Flti(t, )P and - Filii(t, )] = Lu(t) + Zu(t).

k>1

The map ¢ — I;(t) is continuous, while ¢ — Z,(t) is cadlag.
Let S, (t) = > i Mi|Fela(t,-)]|>. Then t — S,(t) is cadlag on [0,7]. The same
argument as for (25) and (32) shows that

E[?Ll? |Sn(t)) — JJu(t, ')H%{T(D)H

< 2(27%|D|D} + 32meD2T) Y~ N7 (1+ sup supE[lu(t,z)[)),
JR— te[0,T] zeR

and the latter term tends to zero as n — oo. Hence, along a subsequence, S, (t) —
|ul(t, -) ”%h»( py uniformly in ¢ € [0, T, with probability 1. Since the uniform limit of cadlag
functions is cadlag (see e.g. [36, Thm. 43]), the map ¢ — ||u(t, -) H%,T(D) is cadlag on [0, 77,
with probability 1

m
In the case when g <r<ny-— %l, we can replace (19) by a more powerful inequality,
which does not depend on K. This new inequality (given by Theorem 2.8 below) will be
used in Section 2.3 in the case when b and o are locally Lipschitz. To prove this inequality,
we introduce two operators 7 and 7. We explain this below.

Let L7 be the set of all predictable processes ¢ = {¢(¢,z);t > 0,2 € D} such that

sup supE[|¢(t, z)[*] < oo for all T > 0.
te[0,T] xeD

We now define the operators 7 and 7’, and describe their relation with the solution u and
its modification u.

a) The operator T. For any ¢ € L2 ., we let T¢ = Lo + Z¢, where

loc?

(Z)(t,z) = /0 /D G, 9)b(6(s, ) dyds
(Z6)(tz) = / /D Gros(,y)o (6(s,4)) L(ds, dy).

15



We consider the Fourier coefficients: for any k£ > 1,

(Zro)(t) = Fil(Zo)(t )\7/2/ /sm (N2t = ) ern(m)b(d(s,y))dyds — (35)

(Zro)(t) = Fr[(Z0)(t,)] = o /2 [ sin ()\7/2 )Mq(ﬁ )(#) — cos ()\7/2 )ng )(t)}

where
/ /cos /\V/ 3 e y)a(gb(s,y))L(ds,dy)
//sm )\7/ s)er(y)o (o(s,y)) L(ds, dy).

Then I = Zu, Z = Zu, I}, = Tyu, Z, = Zu, M*) = M and N® = NQ(Lk), where u is the
solution of equation (8) and I, Z, Iy, Z;,, M®) N*) are defined in the proof of Theorem

2.6. Note that
(To)t,x) = (Tud)(t) + (Z0) (1)) ex(2),

k>1

and hence, the Fourier coefficients of (T ¢)(t,-) are:

Fel(To)(t, )] = (Lud)(t) + (Zr9)(1),  for all k> 1.

b) The operator T. Define

—~— —_—

(Zrd)(t) = ﬁ [sin (X720 MO (1) — cos (\21) NO (1)], (36)

where M ) and N are cadlag modifications of the martingales M ) and N, ) Let

To=T¢p+Z¢ where (Z¢)(t,7) =Y (Zid)ex(). (37)

k>1
Then Z; = Zyu, where Zj, is given by (27). The Fourier coefficients of (T ¢)(t,-) are:
Fil(To)(t, )] = (Tud)(t) + (Zx0)(t), forall k > 1. (38)
Since P((Z,0)(t) = (Zx¢)(t)) = 1 for all t > 0 and k > 1, it follows that for any ¢ > 0,
P((T¢)(t,z) = (Td)(t,x) forallz e D) =1. (39)

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

P(u(t,z) = (Tu)(t,z)) =1 forall¢t >0,z € D.
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By definition (33) of &, we know that & = Tu. By (39), we have: for any ¢ > 0,
P((Tw)(t,x) =u(t,z) forallz € 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 u 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(u(t,z) = (T)(t,x) forallt>0 andz € D) =1.
Proof. Using (38) for ¢ = u and ¢ = u, we have:

E[fgg\!ﬂ(tw)—(”ﬁ?)(tw)l\%r <ZX" Suplfk[(TU)( ) = Fl(Ta)t )P

<2 {Z NE[sup|(Ziu)(r) - (Zw) ()] + Y ME [sup [(Zu)(t) — (Z500) ()] }

< 2(T|D|L; + 16m,L2) Y " A;™" sup sup E[|u(t,x) —a(t,2))?] =0,

>1 te[0,T] zeR

where the last inequality is proved similarly to (25) and (32), using the Lipschitz property
of b and o. Hence, by Theorem A.1, we obtain that, for any 7" > 0,

P(u(t, ) = (Ta)(t,z) forallt e [0,T] and z € D) = 1.

Finally, we take the intersection for all 7" € QQ of these events of probability 1. O

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

andg<r<7—g. Then, for any T > 0,

E[ sup [[a(t, )%, )] < TCrexp (TCrCL),

te[0,7)
where C*T is given by (20) and Cy is the embedding constant from Theorem A.1.

Proof. On the event of probability 1 given by Lemma 2.7, u = T4 = Tt + Zu. Hence,

B sup [0, o] < 2{ Esup |Z0€. ) o] + ELsup 1ED o) |- (10

t<T

We examine separately the two terms.
We treat Zu first. Recall that (Zu)(t, -) has Fourier coefficients {(Z,u)(t) }x>1 given by
(35) with ¢ = w. Similarly to (23),

. 2T\D D2
sup‘(Iku)(zf)‘2 <2 | | / / lex(y 1+ [u(s, vl )dyds

t<T
2T|D|D? ~
< %/ (1 +sup [a(s, y[*)ds
k 0 yeD
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where for the second line we used the fact that [, [ex(y)|*dy = 1. By Theorem A.1,

sup [u(s, y)|* < Clla(s, ), ) (41)
yeD
Hence,
o _ 2T|D|D} [T _
Esup [(5) ()] < Z5p > [ (1 CLE(as, )l ).
t<T k 0
and

E[sup [[(Zw)(t, )7, p)] < 2T|D|D§ZAZ”/O (1 + CEll[t(s, )z, ) ds.  (42)

t<T o1

Next, we examine Zu. Recall that (Z%)(t,-) has Fourier coefficients {(Z,a) (1) i1
given by (36) with ¢ = u. Similarly to (29),

Elsup 0T 0] < smaDBE | [ [ et P(1+ fis o)) o

t<T

< 8myD2E {/ (1+ sup |u(s,y)|2)ds} ,
0

yeD

where for the second line we used the fact that [, |ey(y)]*dy = 1. Using again the
embedding inequality (41), it follows that

. T
E[sup M%) (1) ] < 8myD? / (1 -+ CEE[[(s, )%, )] ds.

t<T

k)

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

~ 32myD? (T _
B[sup () (0] < 25522 [ (14 CLEICs. )y o)) .
t<T k 0

Similarly to (31), we infer that
T
Bsup I(Z0) (¢ ] < 32maD2 337 [ (14 CLBfs. Mml)ds. (49
= k>1

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

~

T
E[sup [[u(t, )z, )] < CT/O (1 + CXE[[E(s, )z, p))) ds,

t<T

where Cr is given by (20). It follows that for any 7' > 0,

T
E[?EIT)‘W(’&V)HET(D)} < CTT+CTC§O/O E[SUP”U(/?’ )HHT(D |ds.

p<s

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 g <r<sy-— g,
and we let Co, = Coo(r) be the embedding constant of H,(D) into L>*(D); see Theorem
Al

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

b(¢) if [§] < CooN ) if |€] < Coo N
bn(§) =< b(CoN) if & >CuN and on(§) = ¢ 0(CooN) if &> CoN
b(—CN) if € < —Co N o(—CoN) if € < —CoN

Note that by and oy are globally Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constants:
Lg\?) = Lb,CooN and Lg\?) = La,CooNa

the respective Lipschitz constants of b and o on the interval [-Co N, CN|. The functions
by and oy also have linear growth, with the same constants D, and D, as b and o: for
any £ € R,

bn ()] < Dy(1+[€])  and  Jon(§)] < Do (1 + [E])-

We consider equation (8) with (b, o) replaced by (by,on):

%(t,x) = —(=A)u(t,z) + by (u(t,x)) + on(u(t,x))L(t,x), t >0, x € D,
u(0,z) =0, %(O,x) =0, ze€D (44)

u(t,x) =0, t>0, x €D

We denote by uy the global solution of equation (44): for any t > 0 and = € D,

t t
un(t.0) = [ [ Gesdepb(uns.p)dydst [ [ G g)on (unls, ) Lids.dy) as.
0o Jp 0o Jp
(45)
Let uy be the process given by Theorem 2.6 (a modification of uy). Then, by Theo-
rems 2.6 and 2.8,

a) P(un(t,z) = un(t,z) forall z € D) = 1 for any t > 0; in particular, uy is a
modification of uy and satisfies (45);

b) E[sup,.r|lun(t, -)||%IT(D)} < (T +1)TCr(1+ Kr n) where Cr is given by (20) and

K7 := sup SUPEHUN(t»xNQ]?
t€l0,T] zeD

c) the map t — ||un(t, )|, (p) is cadlag on R;

d) E[sup,<|lun(t, ‘)”%@(D)} < TCyrexp(TCrC%) for any T > 0, where Cy is given by
(20).
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Define
7~ = inf {t > 0; |[un(t, )|l .0y > N} .

By Lemma B.2, 7y is a stopping time with respect to the filtration (F;):>o. Note that
lan(t, ).y <N if t <7y,
Since r > d/2, by Theorem A.1, it follows that if ¢ < 7y, then for any z € D,
i (t.2)| < (M) < Coollin(t. .0 < Co, (46)
Then, using the definitions of by and oy, we infer that:
by (un(t,z)) = b(un(t,z)) forallz € D, if t < 7y, (47)
on(un(t,z)) = o(uy(t,z)) forall z € D, if t < 7. (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:

t t
Lien / / X (s, y)dyds = Lyen / / X (5, )L oer dyds, (49)
0 D 0 D

for any function 7 : @ — R, such that s — 1,.(.)) is measurable on R, for any w € €.

The following result deals with the consistency in the definition of uy. 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 v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any N > 1,t >0 and x € D,
un(t,x) =uns1(t,z) a.s. on {t < 7n}. (50)
Proof. In view of Lemma B.1, we have to prove that: forany N > 1, ¢ >0 and z € D,

Lio,r) () (un (8, 2) — Uny1(t,2)) =0 as. (51)

We fix (¢, x). We write (45) for uy(t,x) and for uy41(t, ), we take the difference of these
two equations, and then we multiply by 1jo,,)(t). We obtain:

1[0,TN)(t) (aN(t7 '73) - aN-l-l (t7 x))

— 11 / /D Grea(,y) (b (T (5,9)) — by (T (5. ) ) dyds
1o () / /D Gl y) (o i (5,9)) — s (B (5. 9))) L{ds, dy)
— L1 / /D Gra(r,y) (o (@ (5. 9)) — by (T (5,9)) s dyds

1y (8) / /D Grosl,y) (o T (5,9)) — s (@xas (5:9)) Lpscrn L(ds, ).
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where in the last line we used the local property given by (49) and Lemma C.1. If t < 7y,
then |uy (¢, z)| < CoN for any z € D (by (46)), and hence,

by (ﬂN(t,x)) = bN+1 (ﬂ]\[(t, l’)) = b(ﬂN@,l‘)) for all x € D, (52)
on(un(t,z)) = ons1(Un(t,2)) = o(un(t,z)) forall z € D. (53)
It follows that
Loy (8) (Un (¢, ) — i+ (£, 7))

- 1[0 T™N) / / Gt s bN (uN(S y)) - bN (aN—H(Sv y)))1{5<‘r]\7}dyd3

+ 1[07TN)(75)/0 /DGt—s(x7y)(UN(ﬂN(5>y)) — on (Un+1(5,9))) Lseryy L(ds, dy)
=T, +Ts. (54)

We treat T; first. We take the square, we bound 1jo -,(¢) by 1, and we use the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality for the dsdy integral. Then we take expectation. We get:

t
BT < 00| [ [ G2 B[y (vs.0)) b van(s.00)) L s
< t|D’ L(b / / Gt s ZU y UN(SJy) _aN+1<Say>)21{s<TN}}dyd8

S t|D| (LE\I; )2/ SupE[(aN(Svy) - aN-&-1($7y)>21{8<‘r1\7}} (Sup/ G?—s(xvy)dy) d37
D

0 yER z€D

where we have used that by, is globally Lipschitz. Similarly,

E[|T3|?] <m2/ /Gt S(@,E[(on (Un(s,y)) —UN(ﬂNH(s,y)))21{s<m}}dyds
S m2(L]\(; )2/0 /DG??_S(SE,?J)E[(ﬂN(S,y) - ﬁN-‘rl(s7y))21{s<7'1\7}] dde

< m2(L5\7))2/ Sup]E[(aN(S7y) _aN+1(87y>)21{5<7’N}} (Sup/ G?—s(xuy)dy) ds.
D

0 yeER xeD
We denote
H(t) := sugE[l[OJN)(t)(uN(t,a:) — uN+1(t,x))2} and J(t) := sug/ Gf(x,y)dy.
xE S D

Hence, we have proved that, for any t € [0, 7],

<C/H J(t—s)d

where C' = T|D|(L§$))2 + mg(LN )2. We observe that by (6 fo t)dt < co. By Lemma
15 of [14], H(t) = 0 for any ¢ € [0,7T]. Hence, for any t € [0, T] and r €D,

T
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 v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for all N > 1,
P(un(t,z) = Uy (t, z) for allt € [0,7x) and x € D) = 1. (55)

Proof. Let Ty be the operator T defined by (37) with (b, o) replaced by (by,on). By
Lemma 2.7,

P(un(t, z) = (Twtn)(t,z) forallt>0and z € D) =1.
Let By(t,x) = (Tatin ) (t, @) — (Ti1tini1)(t, z). Then
P(uy(t,z) — Uy+1(t,z) = By(t,z) forallt>0and z € D) =1,
and hence

E[sup |[an(t,-) — @nr1(t, ), oy Lie<rny] = E[sup | By (t ), oy Li<rny] - (56)
t<T t<T

Note that [|By (£, -)|I2, ) = St M (HY (1))?, where
HY (1) = Ful(Tvan) ()] = Ful(Tvatina) (8]

Hence,
2
E[?EIEHBN(ZS?')||%IT(D)]'{t<TN} E /\k Sup Hk (t )) 1{t<7‘N}j|' (57)

E>1 t<T

We have:
A6 = o [ 0 02 = o) extslo (s, ) s

+—sm )\7/2 //COS )\7/ s)ex(y)on (un(s,y))L(ds, dy)

——cos (N)/%t) / /sm (A25)ex y)on (un(s,y))L(ds, dy),
with the convention that the stochastic integrals above have cadlag sample paths.
Recall that if ¢t < 7y, then (52) and (53) hold, and we can replace (by,on) by

(bys1,0n+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 < TN},

At = 5 [ S0 OL = o) ewtslo vt ) s
—i——sm (A%t / /cos (A25)ex y)on (un(s,y)) L(ds, dy)

1 ) ~
- WCOS )\Z/Qt)/ / sm()\z/zs)ek(y)a]v(u]v(s,y))L(ds,dy).
0o Jp
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It follows that
ey A2 HY (2)

t
Loy [ [ sin 00 = 5))ealo) o (5, )) b (fs(5,0) oo s
+ 1p<ryy sin( )\7/ / / cos( )\7/ s)er(y) [on (un(s,y)) — on (Uns1(s,y)) ] Lis<ryy L(ds, dy)

— Literny COS(/\Z/ t)/o /Dsin()\z/ s)ew(y) [on (un(s,y)) — on (tnt1(s, )] Lis<ryr L(ds, dy).

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

E[sup (HY (t)) Lir<ry)]

t<T

2 - ! _ _
< = (TIDILY)? + 16ma(25))?) / / ek(y) PE (i (5,9) — in41(5,9))* L sy} dyds.
k 0 JD

By Theorem A.1,
(n(s,y) — Una(s,9))* < Mlin(s, ) — Unaa(s, VLo p) < Calltin(s, +) — (s, )l o).

Using also the fact that [ [ex(y)|*dy = 1, it follows that

E [ sup (H,iv(t))21{t<m}] <

t<T
2 (@)y2) 2 ' ~ ~ 2
Xy <T|D|L ) + 16ma(Ly’) )Coo/ E[Szgp |un(l,-) —unsi(£, )| H,,.(D)l{s<m}}d3-
0 <s
Returning to (57), and using also (56), we obtain:
E[sup iy (t, ) — Un+1(t, )l 0y Le<ray]
t<T
t
< Cy [ Blsup (€)= T (0 oy Lo 5
0 <s
where
Cy = 2C2 (T|D|L§3))2 + 16m2(L§3>)2) 3o (58)

k>1

By Gronwall lemma,

E[sup |[un(t, ) — unsa(t, )”Hr 1{t<TN}} =0 forall T>0.

t<T

Hence, P(Qr) =1 for any 7' > 0, where

Qr = {fgg 1w (t,-) = Unia(t, ) eyl oy = 0F-
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By Theorem A.1, Qp C Q. where
O i= {sup [ () = Tt ) Lig<rn o) = 0}
= {(ﬂ_N(t,m) — Uy (t, x))l{KTN} =0 forallt<T and z € D}.
Finally,

m Q5 = {(un(t,z) —un41(t,2))ljicryy =0 forallt >0 and z € D}
TeQ4
= {Un(t,z) =Uni1(t,z) forallte[0,7y) and z € D},

where for the last line we used the fact that (5, {t > 7v} = 0.
B O

Lemma 2.11. If v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then for any N > 1, 7v < Tyy1 a.s.
Proof. Let N > 1 be arbitrary and Qy = {7y < 7n41}. We will prove that
Q}(\[ g QNa

where )} is the event of probability 1 from Lemma 2.10.
Let w € 2 be arbitrary. Then

uy(w,t,x) =uyp1(w,t,z) forallt e [0,7y(w)) and x € D. (59)
Suppose by contradiction that w € Q%, i.e. Tny1(w) < Ty (w). From (59), we get:
un(w, TN+1(w), ) = Uy (w, 41 (w),z) for all z € D.

Therefore,
[N (w, v (W), ). (p) = [[an+1 (w, T (W), ) ||, (p)- (60)
We apply Lemma B.3.a) to the right-continuous function ¢ — ||tun41(w,t, )| #,(py and
TN+1(W) = inf {t > 0; ”ﬁ]\].ﬂ(w,t, )HHT(D) > N+ 1} .

It follows that
N1 (w, Tvgr (W, )| z.) > N +1 (61)

(this inequality is in fact valid for any w € ). On the other hand, by the definition of

TN,
N (w,t,2) || g,y < N for any ¢t < Tn(w).

Taking ¢t = 7y41(w), we get:
[un(w, Ty 1 (W), @) |,y < N. (62)
Summarizing (60), (61) (62), we obtain:
N+ 1< fJuy (@, v (@), )0y = llun (@, 7y (@), )|,y < N,

which is a contradiction. Hence, w € Q. O
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Lemma 2.12. If v > d and Assumption 1.5 holds, then limy_,o Ty = 00 a.s.

Proof. We apply Lemma B.3.b) to the right-continuous function ¢t — |[un(t, )| m,(p)-
Recalling the definition of 7y, we have:

{rv < T} C {sup [an (¢, ) .0y = N} :
t<T

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

Blry < 7) < P (sup [in(t. o) = V)
t<
< 3B [sup v (1. ) 3 o)
—E| sup ||un(t, -
- N? tSIT) N H:(D)
1~ .
< WTCT exp(TCrC2) — 0 as N — oo, for any T > 0.

The conclusion follows by Lemma B.4. O

Lemma 2.13. If v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, then uy is a local solution of (8) up
to time Ty, i.e. for anyt >0 and x € D,

t
1{t<TN}aN (t, I) = 1{t<TN} / / Gt—S(I7 y)b(aN(sv y))dde
0 JD

e | [ Gee o) Lidsdn) s (63

Proof. We fix (t,x). We write relation (45) for uy and we multiply it by lper,;. We
obtain:

t
1{t<TN}aN(t7 l‘) - 1{t<7'N} / / Gt—S(xa y)bN (aN(Sa y))dyds
0 JD

t
+ 1{t<7'N} / / Gt—s<$7 y)UN (aN(S7 y))L<d87 dy)
0 JD
= AN + BN a.s.

We treat separately the two terms. For Ay, we have:
t
-AN = 1{t<‘rN} / / Gt—s($a y)bN (UN(Sv y)) 1{S<TN}dde
o Jp
t
- 1{t<TN} / / Gt—s(xa y>b(aN(S’ y)) 1{8<7‘N}dyd8 (64)
o Jp

t
= Lit<ry} /0 /D Gis(z,y)b(un(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 By, we use the local property of
the stochastic integral with respect to L (given by Lemma C.1) and relation (48):

t
BN = 1{t<TN} / / Gt—s(xa y)UN (aN(& y)) 1{8<TN}L(dS’ dy)
0 D
t
ey / / Gros(, )0 (i (5,9)) Ljncrny L(ds, dy) (65)
0 D

= 1{t<TN}/O /DGts(xay)a(aN<Say))L(d57dy)'

This proves (63).

Proof of Theorem 1.4:
Step 1. In this step, we prove that the process u defined by:

u(t’ 33) = Z ﬂN(t’ x)l[TN—LTN)(t)v where 79 = 0,
N>1

is a global solution of equation (8). By the consistency relation between uy and uy.yq
given by Lemma 2.10, with probability 1, for any IV,

u(t,z) = uy(t,z) fort e [0,7x) and z € D. (66)

Let Ay and By 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:

t
Ay = 1{t<m}/ /Gts(m,y)b(U(s,y))dyds,
0 D

t
BN = 1{t<‘rN}/ / Gt_s(x,y)a(u(s,y))L(ds,dy).
0o Jp
Therefore, relation (63) becomes:
1{t<7'N}u(t’ )

= Lrery) (/Ot/DGt_s(g;,y)b(u(s,y))dyds+/Ot/DGt_s(x,y)U(U(s,y))L(ds,dy)>,

a.s. We let N — oo. By Lemma 2.12, limy_, 14<ry} = 1 a.s. Hence, for any ¢ > 0 and
r €D,

u(t,z) = /O t /D Gou(, )b (uls, y)) dyds + /0 t /D Gyu(,y)o (uls, y)) L(ds, dy) as.

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 — |lv(t,-)| . (p) is cadlag a.s.
in R;. Observe that v is a local solution of (44) satisfying (15) on {t < 7%} for each
N € N, where

Ty = inf{t > 0; ||v(t, ) ||u.(py > N}

It is clear that (7% )n>1 is non-decreasing and that 75, — oo a.s. as N — oo. Since u is
also a local solution of (44) satisfying (15) on {t < 7}, by Theorem 2.2, for each t > 0
and z € D,

u(t, ©) <o nryy = 0 2) Ly aryy - 28,

Letting N — oo in the equality above, we conclude that for every (t,x) € R, x D, one
has u(t,z) = 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 A, where we
assume that the Lévy measure v 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 € Py, let [ 14dA := A(A). By linearity, we extend this definition to the
class § of linear combinations of indicators 14 with A € P,. For any predictable process
H, we define the Daniell mean:

/ SdA

where LY(€) is the set of all random variables defined on (Q, F,P) equipped with the
pseudo-norm || X0y = E[|X| A 1].

|H|la= sup
Ses,|S|<|H|

I

Lo(%)

Definition 3.1. A predictable process H is integrable with respect to A if there exists a
sequence (S, ),>1 in S such that ||S, — H|lo» — 0 as n — oo. We denote by L°(A) the
class of integrable processes with respect to A.

For any S € S, we denote I*(S) = [SdA. The map I* : & — L°%(Q) is not an
isometry. But the fact that this map satisfies the following trivial inequality

ITM() oy < |1Slla forall S €S

is sufficient for extending I* from S to L°(A). More precisely, if H € L°(A) and (S, ),>1 is
the approximating sequence of simple integrands given by Definition 3.1, then {I*(S,,) }n>1
is a Cauchy sequence in L since

174(S) = I (Sm)llog@) < 1Sn = Slla < 1Sn = Hlla + 1S — Hlla — 0,
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as n,m — 0o. By definition, we set I*(H) = lim,_,, I*(S,) in L°(Q), and we say that
IA(H) is the stochastic integral of H with respect to A. We use the notation:

INH) = /0 h 5 H(t,z)A(dt, dz).

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 AX (which has a global solution u), and
then we paste the solutions (u’)g>; to construct a global solution of equation (13).

The truncated noise AX is defined by:

AR (A) = / / / 14(t, )2 J (dt, dz, dz) + / / / 14(t, 2)2J (dt, d, dz),
0 JDJ{:|<1} 0 JD J{1<|z|<K}
(67)
for any A € Py, and the associated stopping time is:

7 = inf{t > 0;J([0,4] x D x {|z| > K}) > 0}. (68)

Clearly, 7% < 75+ for any K > 1. Moreover, by Lemma B.4, limg_,oo 75 = 00 a.s., since
for any T > 0,

P(r% > T)=P(J([0,T] x D x {|2| > K}) =0) = e TIPMUEEED 1 a5 K — o0,
Note that, for any t > 0 and A € P, with A C Q x [0,¢] x D,
A(A) = A®(A) on the event {t < 75} (69)

Next, we observe that, due to the symmetry of v, for any B € By(R, x R%),

/ 2J(dt, dx, dz) = / zJ(dt,dx,dz) — |B\/ zv(dz)
Bx{1<|z|<K} Bx{1<|z|<K} {1<]2|<K}

= / zJ(dt,dx,dz),
Bx{1<|z|<K}

and therefore, for any B € By(R, x R?),

LE(B) = AK(Q x B) = / J(dt, de, d2).

Bx{lz|<K}

Hence, the process L = {L¥(B),B € By(R, x R?)} is a (finite variance) Lévy white
noise as in (7). More precisely, for any B € B,(R; x R?), LX(B) can be written as:

L¥(B) = / =I5 (dt, dx, dz),
BXRQ
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where JX is the restriction of J to R, x R? x {|z| < K}, and JX is the compensated
version of JX. The Lévy measure of L¥ is v := v(- N {]z| < K}), which satisfies:

m& ::/ 25 (dz) :/ 22v(dz) < .
Ro {0<|z|<K}

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

/0 » H(s,z)L" (ds,dz) :/0 g H(s,z)A*(ds,dr) as. (70)

We now return to our problem. By Theorem 1.4, we know that if v > d and Assump-
tion 1.3 holds, then equation (8) with noise L replaced by L* has a unique global solution
u’. This means that for any ¢t > 0 and o € D,

)= [ [ Gt sasiss [ [ G trno e 6,0) 5 ds ) as

In view of (70), this implies that for any ¢ > 0 and x € D,

t t
u™ (t, z) :/ / Gt_s(x,y)b(uK(s,y))dyds+/ / Gt_s(x,y)a(uK(s,y))AK(ds,dy) a.s.
0o JD 0o JD
(71)
We recall that the solution u is given by:

u(t,x) = Z uk(t, ) () with =0,
N>1

where u% is the solution of equation (44) with noise L replaced by LX (and truncated
coefficients by and oy), % is the modification of u%§ given by Theorem 2.6, and

o = inf{t > 0; [T () o) > N}
By Lemma 2.10, with probability 1, for any K and N,

u®(t,r) = uk(t,r) foralltc [0,7&) and z € D. (72)

Lemma 3.2. If v > d and Assumption 1.3 holds, and v is symmetric, then for any
K>1,
P(u”(t,z) =u""'(t,z) forallt €[0,75) and z € D) = 1.

K K+1

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 2.10. To compare v with "™, we will

use their respective approximations % and uy .
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By Lemma 2.7, with probability 1, 7% = TEuE | where TX is defined as T (see (37)),
but with (b, 0, L) replaced by (by,on, L). Hence, by (72), on the event {t < 7},

Filu® (8, )] = Felun (t, )] = Fel (TR (¢, )]
= ﬁ/ / sin ()\Z/Q(t — 5))ex(y)by (U (s, ) dyds (73)

—i—/\ism /\W/ / /cos AZ/ s)ex(y)on (uh(s,y)) A" (ds, dy)

1
— o002 [ [ s (et (o) ANl ). (7
k 0 D

with the convention that the stochastic integrals above have cadlag sample paths.
Similarly, on the event {t < 74 "'},

Frlu (¢, )] /\7/2/ /sm )\7/ (t = s))er(y)by (unt'(s,y))dyds
+—s1n (N/%t) / /cos )\Z/ s)ex(y)on (Unt"(s,y)) NS (ds, dy)

- _COS (72 / / sin (A28 en(y)ow (T (s, ) AN+ (ds, dy). (75)

The idea is to transform the integral with respect to AX+! into an integral with respect
to A®, so that we can compare the two Fourier coefficients above. Note that by (69), for
any A € P, with A C Q x [0,¢] x RY,

AF(A) = AT (A) = A(A) on the event {t < 7K}, (76)
Since the stopping times 74, 74 " and 7% are not comparable to each other, we consider:

PN =N /\T]I\fJr1 ATE.

Using Lemma C.2 with A = AK and 7 = p&, we obtain that:

t t
1{t<p§}/0 g H(s,z)A\X (ds, dz) = 1{t<p§}/0 H(s,x)l{s@%}AK(ds,d.r),

Rd

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 < p&},

I _
Fi[u(t, )] = W/ / sin ()\Z/Q(t —5))ex(y)bn (Un (5, 9)) 1 s<picydyds
7= Jo Jp
1 t
+ il (Nt) / / cos (\/%s)en(y)on (TR (5, 1) Liac iy A" (ds, dy)

1
—WCOS (A?t) / /sm /\Z/ s)er(y)on (uh (s, y))1{5<pK}A (ds,dy).

30



Using Lemma C.2 with A = AKXt and 7 = p&, followed by (76), we obtain that:
t t
1{t<p§}/0‘ e H(S,m)AKJrl(dS,dl') = 1{t<pf\{f} /(; /IR;d H(Sax>1{s<pf\§}AK+1(dS>dx)

t
- 1{t<p§}/0 i H<Sa$)1{s<p§}AK(ds,da:).

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

I _
Frlu"t1(t, )] = W/ / sin ()\Z/Q(t —s))er(y)by (uﬁ“(s,y))l{s@ﬁ}dyds
—i——sm (N/%t) / /cos X,z/ s)er(y)on (U (5,9)) Ljsepiy A (ds, dy)

1
BN COS(AZ/Qt) /0 ; sin ()\Z/2s) ex(y)on (unt'(s,y)) 1{S<p§}AK(ds, dy).
The two Fourier transform expressions now have the same integrator A, 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 (cadlag) stochastic integral with respect
to the A which produces the factor 4miS; (iii) the Lipschitz properties of the functions
by and o, which produce the factors LES), respectively Lg\?); (iv) the embedding of H,(D)
into L*>°(D), which produces the factor C. To be consistent with all the estimates used
above, we use the inequality (a + b+ ¢)? < 2[a® + 2(b? + ¢?)] to separate the three terms.
We obtain:

E [ sup [ (t, ) = w1 (L) o) Loty
t<T

T
< / E[sup [ (5, ) — w5H(5, )12 oy ooy 45

I<s

where O = 2C2, (T|D|(L(b))2 + 16ms (L§3 )?) >ks1 A | has the same form as Cly given
by (58), but with my replaced by m%. By Gronwall lemma,

E[supHuK(t,-) — )2 1{t<px}} —0 forall T >0.

t<T

From this, as in the proof of Lemma 2.10, we infer that P(AY) =1 for all N, K > 1,
where
AN = {u"(t,z) =" (t,z) forallte0,pk) and z € D}.

Note that A}, C AY, since py,, < p¥. Finally, since limy_,o p§ = 7%, it follows that

= ﬂ AN = {u"(t,z) =u"T'(t,z) forallte[0,7%) and z € D},

N>1

and hence, P(AX) = limy_,o P(AX) = 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,z) = uf(t, )1 (1) with 70 =0,
K>1

By Lemma 3.2,
u(t,z) = u(t,z) forallt € [0,7%) and z € 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 ¢ > 0 and = € D, with probability 1,

t
Leriyultsn) = Lioeoyu®(t2) = Yoermy [ [ Gooalir = p)b(a" (5.0)) duds
o Jp
t
ey [ [ Grosle =)o (u¥ (s.9)) A (s, )
0o JbD
= A" + BX  as. (78)
We treat separately the two terms. For the Lebesgue integral, using (77), we have:
t
AK = 1{1§<7'K}/ / Gt—s(x - y)b(uK(Sa y))1{8<TK}dde
o Jp
t
= ].{t<7-K}/ / Gt_s(x—y)b(u(s,y))l{KTK}dyds
0o Jp

t
:1{t<TK}/ /Gts(x—y)b(u(s,y))dyds.
o Jp

For the stochastic integral, applying Lemma C.2 (for A and 75), relations (69) and (77),
and again Lemma C.2 (this time for A and 7%), we obtain:

BY = 1,5 /Ot/DGt—s(x —y)o (u(s,y)) Lisariy A (ds, dy)
vy [ [ Gle =)o (0 6.0) oy A )
= ljerry /Ot/DGt—s@ —y)o(u(s,y))1gs<rryAlds, dy)
=ty [ [ Gt =)o uls,0))Alds. d).

Letting K — oo in (78) and using the fact that limg ., 7% = 0o 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 — ||v(t, )|, (py is cadlag a.s. in R;. Note that v is a local solution of (71) on
{t < 7x}. Applying Theorem 1.4, replacing L by L we obtain for all (t,z) € R, x D,

u(t, r)ly<ry = 0(t, ) lp<ry  a.s.
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for each K € N. Letting K — oo, we conclude that u(t,z) = v(t,x) a.s. for all (¢t,z) €
R, x 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 (A;)g>1 denote the eigenvalues of —A with Dirichlet
boundary conditions, and (eg)x>1 are the corresponding eigenfunctions, which are smooth
functions and form a complete orthonormal basis of L?(D).

Any f € L?(D) can be written as

F=> Flfles,

k>1

where Fp[f] := (f, ex)r2(p) is the k-th Fourier coefficient of f.
Let r € R be arbitrary. Let Ej be the set of functions of the form f = chvﬂ apex, and

define
N 1/2
| fll 2.0y == (Z AZG%) :
k=1

As in Section 2 of [12], we define the fractional Sobolev space H,.(D) of order r as the
completion of Ey with respect to || - ||z, (p). Each element ® of H,(D) can be identified
with a series of the form

1/2
=) ap(®)e, with ay(®)€R and |||y, p) : (ZM% ) < 0.

k>1 k>1

H,(D) is a Hilbert space with the inner product (-, ), (p) given by
(B, D) gy Z)\kak Dag(®y), @y, Py € H,(D).
Moreover, H,(D) C H,(D) for s <r and Hy = L*(D). The evaluation
(@, By) := iak Dag(®s), @) € H_ (D), &y € H,(D),
k=1

puts H,.(D) and H_,(D) in duality. If f € H,(D), then
ap(f) = Fi[f] if r > 0, and ax(f) = (f,ex) if r <O.

33



The spectral power of —A of order v > 0 satisfies:
(=AY (| JHA(D) = | JH(D), (A=) Nap(®)ey.
r€R reR k>1

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

Theorem A.1. Ifr > d/2, then H.(D) is continuously embedded in L>°(D), i.e. there
exists a constant Coo > 0 such that

1Allzo=(p) < Cocl|

H.(p), for allh e H.(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,

14X =0 as. ifand only if X =0 a.s. on A. (79)
Here “X =0 a.s. on A” means that P({X =0} N A) = P(A).
Proof. 14X = 0 a.s. means that P(€)) = 1, where Qg = {1,X = 0} = ({X = 0}nA)uA-.
Since

P(Q) =P({X =0} N A) + P(49),
the fact that P(Qy) = 1 is equivalent to P({X =0} N A) =1 — P(A°) = P(A). O
Lemma B.2. Let B C R be an open set, and (X;)i>0 be a real-valued right-continuous
process, which is adapted with respect to a right-continuous filtration (F;)i>o. Let
T :=inf{t > 0; X (¢) € B}.

Then T is a stopping time with respect to (Fi)i>o-

Proof. This argument is given in the proof of Theorem 3 (Chapter I) of [36], where it
is stated that X is cadlag. We include the proof which shows that the fact that X has
left-limits is not needed. Since (F;):>o is right-continuous, it suffices to prove that

{r<t}eF forallt>0.

To see this, let > ¢ be arbitrary. For any u € (¢,r), {r < u} € F, C F,. Hence, {7 <
t} = Nuernoi{™ < u} € F,. Since r >t was arbitrary, {7 <t} € Mo F = Foyp = Fo.

We claim that
{r<tt= (] {X(s)€B}
s€QN[0,t)
To see this, let S = {t > 0: X(t) € B}. If 7 < t, there exists t, € S such that t, < t.
Hence X (t9) € B. But X (to) = limgs, sep X (s), since X is right-continuous. So, there
exists s € [ty,t) N Q such that X(s) € B. For the reverse inclusion, if X(s) € B for some
s €QnJ0,t), then s € S. Since 7 = inf S, we must have 7 < s. So, 7 < t. O
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Lemma B.3. Let g : [0,00) — [0,00) be a right-continuous function and a > 0. Define
7 =inf{t > 0;¢(t) > a}, with inf() = oco.
a) If T < oo, then g(1) > a. b) If 7 <T', then sup, g(t) > a.

Proof. a) Let A = {t > 0;¢(t) > a}. By the definition of the infimum, for any n > 1,
there exists t,, € A such that 7 < ¢, < 7+ % Hence g(t,) > a for all n, and ¢, — 7.
Since g is right-continuous, ¢(t,) — ¢(7). Hence, g(7) > g(a).

b) If g(7) > a, then sup, g(t) > g(7) > a. If g(7) = a, we have two cases:
(i) If there exists t* € (7, T)] such that g(t*) > a, then supy<r g(t) > super. 7y 9(t) > a.
(ii) Otherwise, g(t) < a for all t € (7,T]. Since g(t) < a for all t € [0, 7) (by the definition
of 7), it follows that sup,.r g(t) = g(7) = a. O
Lemma B.4. | Let (y)n>1 be a sequence of stopping times such that Ty < Ty41 a.s. for
Wl N>1. Ifimy,oo P(7y < T) =0 for any T > 0, then limy_,oo Ty = 00 a.s.

Proof. Let Qg = {7y < 7n41 for all N > 1}. Then P(£2y) = 1. Let Ag) ={rnv < T}N.

Then Ag@rl C Ag) for any N > 1, and hence,

P( ﬂ AgVT)) = lim IP’(AEVT)) =0 forany T > 0.

N—oo
N>1

This shows that P({ry < T forall N > 1} N Q) = 0 for any T > 0. Then P(A) = 0,
where
A=0QpN U {rv <T forall N > 1}.
TeQ+

Finally, the conclusion follows, once we observe that

A =QU ﬂ {rnv > T for some N > 1} = QU { lim 7y = oo}.
TeQ, N—o00

C Local property of the stochastic integral

In this section, we include some local property of the stochastic integrals with respect to
L and A. 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,z);t > 0,z €
R?} be a predictable process such that

T
IE/ |H(t,z)]*dtdz < oo for all T > 0.
0 Jrd

Then for any stopping time 7 and for any t > 0,
t t
Lo, (t)/ H(s,x)L(ds,dx) = 1.7 (t)/ H(s,x)1jp(s)L(ds,dz).
0 JRe 0 JRd
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Lemma C.2. Let A be an arbitrary Lévy basis. Let H = {H(t,z);t > 0,z € R} be
a predictable process for which there ezists a sequence (T,,),>1 of stopping times with
T, <T,y1 and lim,_,, T,, = 0o, such that for anyn > 1,

sup sup E[H?(t,2)1y<r,y] < oo for all T > 0.
te[0,T] zeD

Then H s integrable with respect to A, and for any stopping time 7 and for any t > 0,

t t
Lo (1) /0 [ 1 oM. dr) = 10 ) /0 [ 15010 ()5, )
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