Hindawi Publishing Corporation
International Journal of Stochastic Analysis
Volume 2013, Article ID 798549, 25 pages
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/798549

Review Article

Hindawi

Foundations of the Theory of Semilinear Stochastic

Partial Differential Equations

Stefan Tappe

Leibniz Universitidt Hannover, Institut fiir Mathematische Stochastik, Welfengarten 1, 30167 Hannover, Germany

Correspondence should be addressed to Stefan Tappe; tappe@stochastik.uni-hannover.de

Received 28 May 2013; Accepted 16 August 2013

Academic Editor: Hong-Kun Xu

Copyright © 2013 Stefan Tappe. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License, which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

The goal of this review article is to provide a survey about the foundations of semilinear stochastic partial differential equations. In
particular, we provide a detailed study of the concepts of strong, weak, and mild solutions, establish their connections, and review
a standard existence and uniqueness result. The proof of the existence result is based on a slightly extended version of the Banach

fixed point theorem.

1. Introduction

Semilinear stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs)
have a broad spectrum of applications including natural
sciences and economics. The goal of this review article is to
provide a survey on the foundations of SPDEs, which have
been presented in the monographs [1-3]. It may be beneficial
for students who are already aware about stochastic calculus
in finite dimensions and who wish to have survey material
accompanying the aforementioned references. In particular,
we review the relevant results from functional analysis about
unbounded operators in Hilbert spaces and strongly contin-
uous semigroups.

A large part of this paper is devoted to a detailed study of
the concepts of strong, weak, and mild solutions to SPDEs,
to establish their connections and to review and prove a
standard existence and uniqueness result. The proof of the
existence result is based on a slightly extended version of the
Banach fixed point theorem.

In the last part of this paper, we study invariant manifolds
for weak solutions to SPDEs. This topic does not belong to the
general theory of SPDEs, but it uses and demonstrates many
of the results and techniques of the previous sections. It arises
from the natural desire to express the solutions of SPDEs,
which generally live in an infinite dimensional state space,
by means of a finite dimensional state process and thus to
ensure larger analytical tractability.

This paper should also serve as an introductory study
to the general theory of SPDEs, and it should enable the
reader to learn about further topics and generalizations in this
field. Possible further directions are the study of martingale
solutions (see, e.g., [1, 3]), SPDEs with jumps (see, e.g., [4] for
SPDEs driven by the Lévy processes and [5-8] for SPDEs
driven by Poisson random measures), and support theorems
as well as further invariance results for SPDEs; see, for
example, [9, 10].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Sections 2 and 3, we review the required results from func-
tional analysis. In particular, we collect the relevant material
about unbounded operators and strongly continuous semi-
groups. In Section 4 we review stochastic processes in infinite
dimension. In particular, we recall the definition of a trace
class Wiener process and outline the construction of the
It6 integral. In Section 5 we present the solution concepts for
SPDEs and study their various connections. In Section 6 we
review results about the regularity of stochastic convolution
integrals, which is essential for the study of mild solutions
to SPDEs. In Section 7 we review a standard existence and
uniqueness result. Finally, in Section 8 we deal with invariant
manifolds for weak solutions to SPDE:s.

2. Unbounded Operators in the Hilbert Spaces

In this section, we review the relevant properties about
unbounded operators. We will start with operators in Banach



spaces and focus on operators in Hilbert spaces later on. The
reader can find the proofs of the upcoming results in any
textbook about functional analysis, such as [11] or [12].

Let X and Y be Banach spaces. For a linear operator A :
X > P(A) — Y, defined on some subspace D(A) of X, we
call Z(A) the domain of A.

Definition 1. A linear operator A : X > D(A) — Y is called
closed, if for every sequence (x,),cny € D(A), such that the
limits x = lim, _,  x, € X and y = lim Ax, €Y exist,

one has x € P(A) and Ax = y.

n— o0

Definition 2. A linear operator A : X > D(A) — Y is
called densely defined, if its domain P(A) is dense in X; that
is, D(A) = X.

Definition 3. Let A : X > P(A) — X be alinear operator.
(1) The resolvent set of A is defined as

p(A) = {)L €C:1-A:P(A) — X is bijective and

A-A)7"eL(X)}.
ey

(2) The spectrum of A is defined as 0(A) := C\ p(A).

(3) For A € p(A), one defines the resolvent R(A, A) €
L(X) as

R(LA) :=(A-A)" )

Now, we will introduce the adjoint operator of a densely
defined operator in a Hilbert space. Recall that for a bounded
linear operator T' € L(H,, H,), mapping between two Hilbert
spaces H, and H,, the adjoint operator is the unique bounded
linear operator T* € L(H,, H;) such that

(Tx,y)y, = (x,T*y>H1 Vx € H, y € H,. (3)

In order to extend this definition to unbounded operators,
one recalls the following extension result for linear operators.

Proposition 4. Let X be a normed space, let Y be a Banach
space, let D C X be a dense subspace, andlet ® : D — Y bea
continuous linear operator. Then there exists a unique continu-
ous extension ® : X — Y, that is, a continuous linear operator
with ®|, = ®. Moreover, one has |®| = ||

Now, let H be a Hilbert space. We recall the representation
theorem of Fréchet-Riesz. In the sequel, the space H' denotes
the dual space of H.

Theorem 5. For every x' € H', there exists a unique element
x € H with (x', ) = (x, ). In addition, one has ||x|| = ||x']|.

Let A: H > 9(A) — H be a densely defined operator.
One defines the subspace

P (A") = {y €e H: x+— (Ax, y) is continuous

(4)
on P (A)}.
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Let y € D(A") be arbitrary. By virtue of the extension result
for linear operators (Proposition 4), the operator

D (A) — R, x— (Ax, y), (5)

has a unique extension to a linear functional z' € H'. By the
representation theorem of Fréchet-Riesz (Theorem 5), there
exists a unique element z € H with (z',s) = (z,e). This
implies that

(Ax,y) =(x,2) Vx€D(A). (6)

Setting A"y := z, this defines a linear operator A* : H >
PD(A*) — H, and one has

(Ax,y) =(x,A"y) VYxeD(A), yeD(A"). ()

Definition 6. The operator A* : H > 9(A") — H is called
the adjoint operator of A.

Proposition 7. Let A : H > D(A) — H be densely defined
and closed. Then A™ is densely defined and one has A = A**.

Lemma 8. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and let A :
H > 9(A) — H be a closed operator. Then the domain
(2(A), || * llgay) endowed with the graph norm

1/2
Ixllgca = (IxI* + 1Ax]?) (8)

is a separable Hilbert space, too.

3. Strongly Continuous Semigroups

In this section, we present the required results about strongly
continuous semigroups. Concerning the proofs of the
upcoming results, the reader is referred to any textbook about
functional analysis, such as [11] or [12]. Throughout this sec-
tion, let X be a Banach space.

Definition 9. Let (S,);so be a family of continuous linear
operators S, : X — X,t>0.

(1) The family (S;),s is a called a strongly continuous
semigroup (or C,-semigroup), if the following condi-
tions are satisfied:

(i) Sy = 1d,
(ii) Sy =SS, forall s, t > 0,
(i) lim, , ,S;x = x forall x € X.

(2) The family (S;),s is called a norm continuous semi-
group, if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) Sy =1d,
(ii) Sy = S,S, forall s, t > 0,
(iii) lim, , ,|IS, = Id| = 0.

Note that every norm continuous semigroup is also a C,-
semigroup. The following growth estimate (9) will often be
used when dealing with SPDEs.
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Lemma 10. Let (S,), be a Cy-semigroup. Then there are
constants M > 1 and w € R such that

ISl < M vt >o. ©)

Definition 11. Let (S,),5, be a Cy-semigroup.

(1) The semigroup (S,)s is called a semigroup of contrac-
tions (or contractive), if

IS <1 Vvt>o0 (10)

that is, the growth estimate (9) is satisfied with M =1
and w = 0.

(2) The semigroup (S,)., is called a semigroup of pseu-
docontractions (or pseudocontractive), if there exists a
constant w € R such that

ISl < e ve=o0; 1)
that is, the growth estimate (9) is satisfied with M = 1.

If (S;)s0 is a semigroup of pseudocontractions with
growth estimate (11), then (T}),5, given by
T,:=e“S,, t>0, (12)

is a semigroup of contractions. Hence, every pseudocon-
tractive semigroup can be transformed into a semigroup of
contractions, which explains the term pseudocontractive.

Lemma 12. Let (S,);so be a Cy-semigroup. Then the following
statements are true.

(1) The mapping
R, xX — X, (t, x) — S;x, (13)

is continuous.
(2) Forall x € X and T > 0, the mapping
[0, T] — X, t— S;x, (14)
is uniformly continuous.
Definition 13. Let (S,),~( be a Cy-semigroup. The infinitesimal

generator (in short generator) of (S,),s is the linear operator
A:X>D(A) - X, which is defined on the domain

S.x —
D (A) = {x €X: tlimo txt X exists} (15)
and given by
Sx—
Ax = lim 2% (16)
t—0 t

Note that the domain P (A) is indeed a subspace of X.
The following result gives some properties of the infinitesimal
generator of a C,-semigroup. Recall that we have provided the
required concepts in Definitions 1 and 2.

Proposition 14. The infinitesimal generator A X o
D(A) — X of a Cy-semigroup (S,),s is densely defined and
closed.

We proceed with some examples of C,-semigroups and
their generators.

Example 15. For every bounded linear operator A € L(X) the
family (e"*),., given by
A o0 4 AN
e

= ;} n! 17)

is a norm continuous semigroup with generator A. In partic-
ular, one has Z(A) = X.

Example 16. We consider the separable Hilbert space X =
L*(R). Let (S,),50 be the shift semigroup that is defined as

Sf=f(t+e),

Then (S,),, is a semigroup of contractions with generator A :
L*(R) > 9(A) — L*(R) given by

t>0. (18)

D(A) = { fe L* (R): f is absolutely continuous
and f' € L? ([R)} , (19)
Af = f'.

Example 17. On the separable Hilbert space X = L*(R%) we
define the heat semigroup (S,);>o by Sy := Id and

1 _ 2

500 e o (E2L ) 100
t>0;

(20)

that is, S, f arises as the convolution of f with the density of
the normal distribution N(0, 2t). Then (S,),s, is a semigroup

of contractions with generator A : L*RY > 94) —

L*(R?) given by
2A) =W (RY),  Af =Af. (21)
Here, W?(R%) denotes the Sobolev space

w?(RY) = {f e I’ (R?) : DY f e L* (R?) exists

(22)
Va € Ny with |af <2}
and A the Laplace operator
d 2
0
A=) —. 23
Zax2 (23)

We proceed with some results regarding calculations with
strongly continuous semigroups and their generators.



Lemma 18. Let (S,),»o be a Cy-semigroup with infinitesimal
generator A. Then the following statements are true.

(1) For every x € D(A), the mapping

R, — X t — S,x, (24)
belongs to class C'(R,; X), and for all t > 0, one has
Six € D(A) and

%Stx = AS,x = S,Ax. (25)

(2) Forall x € X andt > 0, one has JZ Sexds € D(A) and

A <Jt Sx ds) =8,x - x. (26)

0

(3) Forall x € D(A) and t > 0, one has

t
J S, Axds = §;x — x. (27)
0

The following result shows that the strongly continuous
semigroup (S,);-, associated with generator A is unique. This
explains the term generator.

Proposition 19. Two C,-semigroups (S,);sq and (T}),so with
the same infinitesimal generator A coincide; that is, one has
S; =T, forallt > 0.

The next result characterizes all norm continuous semi-
groups in terms of their generators.

Proposition 20. Let (S,). be a Cy-semigroup with infinitesi-
mal generator A. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The semigroup (S,)s is norm continuous.
(2) The operator A is continuous.
(3) The domain of A is given by D(A) = X.

If the previous conditions are satisfied, then one has S, = e

forallt > 0.

Now, we are interested in characterizing all linear opera-
tors A which are the infinitesimal generator of some strongly
continuous semigroup (S;).o. The following theorem of
Hille-Yosida gives a characterization in terms of the resolvent,
which we have introduced in Definition 3.

Theorem 21 (Hille-Yosida theorem). Let A : X > D(A) —
X be a linear operator andlet M > 1, w € R be constants. Then
the following statements are equivalent.

(1) A is the generator of a Cy-semigroup (S,);so With
growth estimate (9).

(2) A is densely defined and closed and one has (w, 00) C
p(A) and

[RA, A" < MA-w)™ VA€ (w,00), neN. (28)
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In particular, we obtain the following characterization of
the generators of semigroups of contractions.

Corollary 22. For a linear operator A : X > D(A) — X the
following statements are equivalent.

(1) Ais the generator of a semigroup (S,),s, of contractions.

(2) A is densely defined and closed, and one has (0, 00) C
p(A) and

IR(A,A) < VA € (0,00). (29)

S

Proposition 23. Let (S;);5, be a C,-semigroup on X with
generator A. Then the family (S;|ga))iz0 is @ Cy-semigroup
on (D(A), |l - |ga)) with generator A : D(A?) ¢ D(A) —
D(A?), where the domain is given by

D (A%) ={x e D(A): Ax € D (A)}. (30)

Recall that we have introduced the adjoint operator for
operators in the Hilbert spaces in Definition 6.

Proposition 24. Let H be a Hilbert space and let (S,).so
be a C,-semigroup on H with generator A. Then the family
of adjoint operators (S; ) is a Cy-semigroup on H with
generator A*.

4. Stochastic Processes in Infinite Dimension

In this section, we recall the required foundations about
stochastic processes in infinite dimension. In particular, we
recall the definition of a trace class Wiener process and out-
line the construction of the It6 integral.

In the sequel, (Q, F, (F )10, P) denotes a filtered prob-
ability space satisfying the usual conditions. Let H be a
separable Hilbert space and let Q € L(H) be a nuclear, self-
adjoint, positive definite linear operator.

Definition 25. A H-valued, adapted, continuous process W
is called a Q-Wiener process, if the following conditions are
satisfied.

(i) One has W, = 0.

(ii) The random variable W, — W, and the o-algebra &
are independent forall 0 < s < t.

(iii) One has W, — W, ~ N(0, (t — s)Q) forall0 < s < ¢.

In Definition 25, the distribution N(0,(t — s)Q) is a
Gaussian measure with mean 0 and covariance operator (¢ —
s5)Q; see, for example, [1, Section 2.3.2]. The operator Q is also
called the covariance operator of the Wiener process W. As
Q is a trace class operator, we also call W a trace class Wiener
process.

Now, let W be a Q-Wiener process. Then, there exist an
orthonormal basis (ej)jeN of H and a sequence (Aj)jeN C
(0, 00) with ) ;e A < 0o such that

Qu= Y Ai(ue;) e ueH. 31)

jeN
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Namely, the A; are the eigenvalues of Q, and each e; is an

eigenvector corresponding to A ;. The space H, := Q2 (),
equipped with the inner product
(U, V), = <Q_1/2u,Q_1/ZV>H, (32)
is another separable Hilbert space, and (1/A;e; is an
jeN

orthonormal basis. According to [I, Proposition 4.1], the

sequence of stochastic processes (/) jeN defined as

1 .
.= —<W,ej>H, jeN, (33)
VA

is a sequence of real-valued independent standard Wiener
processes, and one has the expansion

J€

Now, let us briefly sketch the construction of the It6 integral
with respect to the Wiener process W. Further details can be
found in [1, 3]. We denote by Lg(H) := L,(H,, H) the space
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H, into H, endowed with
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm

1/2
1Pl 9 ey = <ZA “(IDe]”) , ®ell(H), (35)

which itself is a separable Hilbert space. The construction of
the It6 integral is divided into three steps as follows.

(1) For every L(H, H)-valued simple process of the form

X =Xl + ZXi]](t,-,t,-H]’ (36)
i=1
with 0 = ¢, < .-+ < t,,; = T and &, -measurable
random variables X; : O — L(H, H) fori=1,...,n,
we set
[, KW= Y W, <o) )

(2) For every predictable Lg(H )-valued process X satis-
tying

T
E U 1% (H)ds] <o, (38)
0 2

t
we extend the It integral _[0 X, dW, by an extension
argument for linear operators. In particular, we obtain
the Ité isometry as follows:

T 2 T
[E[ L X dW, }:[E“O ||Xsl|ig(H)ds]. (39)

(3) By localization, we extend the It integral jot X, dW;

for every predictable L (H)-valued process X satisfy-
ing

t
P (J 10,170 ey s < oo) =1 Vt=0. (40)
0 2

t
The Itd integral (_[0 X, dW,),s¢ is an H-valued, continuous,
local martingale, and we have the series expansion

D Jt xldpl, t=0, (a1)

t
J X dW, =

where X/ =

for stochastic calculus in infinite dimensions is Itd’s formula,
which we will recall here.

\//\\j Xe; for each j € N. An indispensable tool

Theorem 26 (It6’s formula). Let E be another separable
Hilbert space, let | € Ci’z’lo‘:(lRJr x H; E) be a function, and
let X be an H-valued It6 process of the form

t t
X, = X, + J Y.ds + j ZdW, t=0.  (42)
0 0

Then (f(t, X,))ss is an E-valued Ité process, and one has P-
almost surely

f6X)

- FO.X0)+ | <Dsf (5 X) + Def (X)),

+= ZDxxf(s,X ) (2L, 7]) | ds
]EN
t
+J D,f(sX.)ZdAW, t30,
0
(43)

where one uses the notation 7/ := \[A;j Ze; for each j € N.

Proof. This result is a consequence of [3, Theorem 2.9].  [J

5. Solution Concepts for SPDEs

In this section, we present the concepts of strong, mild, and
weak solutions to SPDEs and discuss their relations.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let (S,),., be a
C,-semigroup on H with infinitesimal generator A. Further-
more, let W be a trace class Wiener process on some separable
Hilbert space H. We consider the SPDE:

dX, = (AX, +a(t, X,))dt + o (¢, X,) dW,
Xy = hy.

(44)

Herea : R, xH — Hando :
measurable mappings.

R, xH — L%(H) are



Definition 27. Let hy : @ — H be a &% j-measurable random
variable, and let T > 0 be a strictly positive stopping time. Fur-
thermore, let X = X be an H-valued, continuous, adapted
process such that

([} (Il s 20+ o 5 ) g ) s < o)

=1 Vt>0.
(45)

(1) X is called a local strong solution to (44), if

Xine € D(A) VYt =0, P-almost surely, (46)
AT

p U JAX,| ds < oo> -1 viz0,  (47)
0

and P-almost surely one has

tIAT
X, = hy + j (AX, + (s, X,)) ds
0

tAT
| o
0

(2) X is called a local weak solution to (44), if for all { €
D(A™) the following equation is fulfilled P-almost
surely:

(48)

(s, X;)dW,, t>0.

tAT

(©X) = Gl + [ (A0 XY+ (Calo.X)) ds

* jMT (o (s X,)ydW, t=0.
0
(49)

(3) X is called a local mild solution to (44), if P-almost
surely one has

tAT

Xt/\-r = St/\‘rho + J S(t/\r)—s“ (S’ Xs) ds

0
(50)

AT
+ L Stinr)—s0 (8 X)dW,,  £>0.
One calls 7 the lifetime of X. If T = 00, then one calls X a
strong, weak or mild solution to (44), respectively.

Remark 28. Note that the concept of a strong solution is
rather restrictive, because condition (46) has to be fulfilled.

For what follows, we fix a % -measurable random vari-
able h; : O — H and a strictly positive stopping time 7 > 0.

Proposition 29. Every local strong solution X to (44) with
lifetime 7 is also a local weak solution to (44) with lifetime 7.
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Proof. Let X be a local strong solution to (44) with lifetime
7. Furthermore, let { € P(A") be arbitrary. Then we have
P-almost surely for all £ > 0 the identities

G = (G [ (A%, (s, ) s

0

tAT
+j a(s,XS)dWS>

0

N

tAT
((,AX, + (s, X,)) ds
0

= (o) + |

; LM (€0 (s, X)) W,

t.

=(( hy) + J (A" X))+ (Ca(s X)) ds

0

N thT((,a (s, X.))dW,
' (51)

showing that X is also a local weak solution to (44) with
lifetime . O

Proposition 30. Let X be a stochastic process with X, = h,.
Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The process X is a local strong solution to (44) with
lifetime 7.

(2) The process X is a local weak solution to (44) with
lifetime T, and one has (46), (47).

Proof. (1)=(2): This implication is a direct consequence of
Proposition 29.

(2)=(1): Let { € D(A") be arbitrary. Then we have P-
almost surely for all £ > 0 the identities

AT

(€ X = (Cho)+ | (ALX) + (s, X)) ds

0

[T o xgpaw,
0

tAT

(, AX;+a(s, X,))ds

- @)+ |

0

[T ot xaw,
0
_ <¢, o + JW (AX, + (s, X.)) ds
0

tAT
+J cr(s,Xs)dWs>.

0
(52)
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By Proposition 7, the domain 2(A”*) is dense in H, and hence
we obtain P-almost surely

tAT
Xipe = o + J (AX, +a(s, X;))ds
’ (53)

tAT
+ J o(s,X,)dw,, t>0.
0

Consequently, the process X is also a local strong solution to
(44) with lifetime 7. O

Corollary 31. Let # < D(A) be a subset such that A is
continuous on M, and let X be a local weak solution to (44)
with lifetime T such that

Xipne € M Nt >0, P-almost surely. (54)

Then X is also a local strong solution to (44) with lifetime T.

Proof. Since # < D(A), condition (54) implies that (46) is
tulfilled. Moreover, by the continuity of A on ./, the sample
paths of the process AX are P-almost surely continuous; and
hence, we obtain (47). Consequently, using Proposition 30,
the process X is also a local strong solution to (44) with
lifetime 7. O

Proposition 32. Every strong solution X to (44) is also a mild
solution to (44).

Proof. According to Lemma 8, the domain (2(A), || - llg))
endowed with the graph norm is a separable Hilbert space,
too. Hence, by Lemma 18, for all ¢ > 0, the function

F0LxDA) —H,  f(sx)=S_x (55

belongs to the class C;’Z’IOC([O, t] x D(A); H) with partial
derivatives

D, f (t,x) = —AS,_x,
D.f(tx) =S, (56)
D, f({tx)=0.

Hence, by It6’s formula (see Theorem 26) and Lemma 18, we
obtain P-almost surely:

X, = f(t’ Xt)

= @h)+ [ (Df (X

+D,f (s, X,) (AX, + (s, X,))) ds

o[ Dot ()0 ) W,

7
t
= Shy + J- (-AS,_ X+ S, (AX, + a (s, X,))) ds
0
t
+ J St—so (S’ Xs) d‘/vs
0
t
= S,hy + J S, (s, X,)ds
0
t
+J- S0 (s, X,) dW,.
0
(57)
Thus, X is also a mild solution to (44). O

We recall the following technical auxiliary result without
proof and refer, for example, to 3, Section 3.1].

Lemma 33. Let T > 0 be arbitrary. Then the linear space
Up:=lin{g¢: g eC" ([0,T;R),{ € Z(A")}  (58)

is dense in CY([0,T], D(A¥)), where (D(A*),] - lgcar)) is
endowed with the graph norm.

Lemma 34. Let X be a weak solution to (44). Then for all T >
0and all f € C'([0,T], D(A*)), one has P-almost surely

(f®.X)
= (f(0),hy)

t
+ .[0 (<f’ (s) + A*f(s),XS> +(f(s) ,cx(s,Xs)>)ds
t
+ [ FOoxnaw, telorl.
0
(59)
Proof. Byvirtue of Lemma 33, it suffices to prove formula (59)
for all f € U;. Let f € Uy be arbitrary. Then there are

G- 9n € CH0, TR) and (..., ¢, € D(A*) for some
n € N such that

f®O=Yg1®8 teloT]. (60)
i=1
We define the function

F:[0,T]xR" — R,  F(t,x):=)gt)x. (6
i=1
Then, we have F € C2([0, T]xR"; R) with partial derivatives

D,F (t,x) = igi’ (t) x;»
i=1
D,F(t,x) = (g (t), *)pns
D, F(t,x)=0.

(62)



Since X is a weak solution to (44), the R"-valued process

(C’ X) = <Ci) X)i:l n (63)

.....

is an Itd process with representation

6% = G+ [ (AGX) + (G5 ,))) ds
(64)

N jt (o(sX,))dW, t20.
0
By Ito’s formula (Theorem 26), we obtain [P-almost surely
(f@®),X,) = Zgi B¢ X, )= Zgi () (G X;)
= F(t,{0, X)) = F(0,{{, o))
¢ [ (DF (@ X))+ DF (5 (X))
x ((A74 X)) + (G a(s, X)) ds

N Lt D,F (5, (5, X)) (G0 (5, X,)) dW,

= Zgi (0) (Gis ko)

i=1
+ J-O (;g, (t) <Ci’ Xs>

+> g (1) ((A™¢, X,)

i=1

+ (G a(s X,))) ) ds

+ J: (igi () (G0 (s Xs)>> AW,

te[0,T],
(65)

and hence

(f(®),X,)
= Zgi (0) i, hy >
i=1

+ JO << gi (s)(,-,Xs> + <A* (Zgi (s)Ci>,Xs>
+ igi (s)(i,oc(s,XS)>>ds
i=1
+ L <Zgi ()0 (s, Xs)> aw;

i=1
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=)+ [ (94 0.X,)
+(f (s),a(s, X)) )ds

+Jt(f(s),a(s,Xs))dWS, fe0,T].
0
(66)

This concludes the proof. O

Proposition 35. Every weak solution X to (44) is also a mild
solution to (44).

Proof. By Proposition 24, the family (S; )., is a C,-semi-
group with generator A*. Thus, Proposition 23 yields that
the family of restrictions (S;]4+))=0 is @ Cy-semigroup
on (D(A"), |- llga+y) with generator A* : D((A"?) ¢
D(A*) = D((A™)).

Now, lett > 0and { € D((A*)*) be arbitrary. We define
the function

f:00,t] > 2 (A*), f(s):= S:_s(. (67)
By Lemma 18 we have f € C'([0,t]; Z(A*)) with derivative

fl(s)=-A"S; (=-A"f(s). (68)
Using Lemma 34, we obtain P-almost surely
@©X) = (f5),X,)
= (FO.ho) + | (f (a5 X)) ds
[ F@oex))aw,
0
= (STh)+ | (Sl X)) ds
v | sncox)aw, )
= @Sk + [ (05 (s X)) ds
t
v | @sio(sx))aw,
0

t
= <C, Shy + J S (s, X,)ds
0

t
+ J. S50 (s, X,) dWS> :
0
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Since, by Proposition 14, the domain D((A*)?) is dense in
(D(A"), |- llgary)> we get P-almost surely for all { € D(A™)
the identity

t
@x) = (LS [ sea(sx)ds
, (70)
. L 5,0 (5 X.) dWs> .

Since, by Proposition 14, the domain Z(A") is dense in H, we
obtain P-almost surely

t t
X, = S;hy + J S;_a (s, X,) ds + J S0 (s, X,)dW,, (71)
0 0
proving that X is a mild solution to (44). O

Remark 36. Now, the proof of Proposition 32 is an immediate
consequence of Propositions 29 and 35.

We have just seen that every weak solution to (44) isalso a
mild solution. Under the following regularity condition (72),

the converse of this statement holds true as well.

Proposition 37. Let X be a mild solution to (44) such that
T 2
E “ lo (s X ends| <o VI z0.  (72)
0

Then X is also a weak solution to (44).

Proof. Lett > 0and{ € D(A") bearbitrary. Using Lemma 18,
we obtain P-almost surely

Jt (A*(,S.hy) ds
0

AL, L’ Shods ) = <c, A (Lt Sshods>> (73)

€P(A)

= <(> Stho - h0> = (C) Sth()) - <C> ho)-

By Fubini’s theorem for Bochner integrals (see [3, Section 1.1,
page 21]) and Lemma 18. we obtain P-almost surely

Lt <A*C, L S (X, du> ds
(e ([t )e)
e [t
.

t t—s
= J A*C’J Sua (s,Xs) du ds
0

0

€P(A)

9
= Lt <C,A (J'OH S, (s, X,) du>> ds
_ Lt (08w (5,X,) — (s, X)) ds
= <C, Jot S (s, X,) ds> - Lt((, a (s, X,))ds.
(74)

Due to assumption (72), we may use Fubini’s theorem for
stochastic integrals (see [3, Theorem 2.8]), which, together
with Lemma 18, gives us P-almost surely

Lt <A*C, JOS Se_u0 (u,X,,) qu> ds

_ < ATC Lt (L S0 (wX,) qu> ds>
= <A*(, Lt (Lt Se_u0 (u, X,,) ds) dwu>

= Jt <A*C, Jt Se_uo (u, X,) ds> aw,

0 u

t t—s
= J A*(,J S0 (s, X;)du ) dW,
0 0

€D(A)
= -Lt <C, A <LH S,0 (s, X,) du>> dw,
= Lt ((,S,_0 (s, X,) — o (s, X,))dW,

= (& seox)am ) - [ @olsx) aw,

(75)

Therefore, and since X is a mild solution to (44), we obtain
P-almost surely

(6 X,)

- <{, S,hy + Lt S (s, X)) ds + -Lt S, 0 (s, X,) dWs>
= @)+ {4 [ salsx)ds)

+ <c, Lt S_0 (s, X,) dw$>
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t t s
@ hy) +j (A*C,S.hy) ds +J <A*C,j S0 (u, Xu)qu> ds
0 0 0
t N t
. J < A*(,J 5. a(u, Xu)du> ds o[ @otoxyaw,
0 0 0
t (76)
+ J (Ca(s, X)) ds
0 and hence
t N N
(,X,) = {(( hy) + J A", S.hy + J Se_yo(u, X,) du + J S._,0(u,X,)dW, )ds
0 0 0
=X,
t t (77)
+[ Gax)dse | Golsx))aw,
0 0
t t
= @)+ [ (A7) + o x)Dds+ [ oo x))aw,
Consequently, the process X is also a weak solution to (44). _ Jt <J't AS, o (u, X )ds) du
D 0 u S—u > u
Next, we prgvide conditions w}.lich ensure that a mild _ J ! J : AS. o (u, X,) du ) ds
solution to (44) is also a strong solution. o\Jo ¢ u
Proposition 38. Let X be a mild solution to (44) such that P- t s
almost surely one has = Jo A (L Se_ue (u, X,,) du> ds.
(82)

X, a(s,X,) € D(A), o(sX,) el (D(A) Vs=0,
(78)

as well as
Due to assumption (80), we may use Fubini’s theorem for

v <J»t ("XS"@(A) s Xs)||9(A)) s < oo> 1 Vt>o0, stochastic integrals (see [3, Theorem 2.8]), which, together
0 with Lemma 18, gives us P-almost surely

(79)
T 2
E [ | o X1 (@(A))ds] <o VT20.  (80)
0 2
t
Then X is also a strong solution to (44). L (S50 (5, X) = 0 (s, X,)) AW,
Proof. By hypotheses (78) and (79), we have (46) and (47). t s rt-s
Let t > 0 be arbitrary. By Lemma 18, we have = J <J AS,0 (s, Xy) du> dw,
o \Jo
t
—hy = _ 81 Ll
Shy = hy L AS;hyds (81) = J <J AS, 0 (u,X,) ds> dw,
0 u

Furthermore, by Lemma 18 and Fubini’s theorem for Bochner

integrals (see [3, Section 1.1, page 21]) we have [P-almost surely _ J’t <r AS, 0 (1, X,)dW, ) ds
S—u > u u

Lt (S, (5, X.) - ac(s, X.)) ds rs o )d
s—u0 (U, Ay u | as.
, J: (LH A8, (s, Xs)du> ds O (83)
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Since X is a mild solution to (44), we have P-almost surely
t t
X, = Shy + J Si_sex (s, X)) ds + J S_s0 (s, X) AW,
0 0
t t
=hy + J a(s, X,)ds + J o (s, X,)dw,
0 0 (84)

F (o) + [ (Sa (6.X) - a5, X)) ds

[ o (sx) -0 (s X)) aw

s
0

1

and, hence, combining the latter identities, we obtain [-
almost surely

t t
X, =hy+ J oc(s,XS)ds+J o (s, X,)dw,
0 0
t t s
+J ASSh0d5+J A(j S (u, Xu)du> ds (85)
0 0 0
t
+J A(
0

which implies that

J Se_,0 (u, X,) qu> ds,
0

t
X, :hO+J a(s,Xs)ds+J o (s, X,)dw,
0

t
0

t s s
+ J A(Ssho + j- Se_yo (u, X)) du + J Se_0 (u,X,,) qu>ds (86)
0 0 0

=X

s

t t
hy + j (AX, + (s, X,)) ds + j o (s, X,) dW..
0

This proves that X is also a strong solution to (44). O

The following result shows that for norm continuous
semigroups, the concepts of strong, weak, and mild solutions
are equivalent. In particular, this applies for finite dimen-
sional state spaces.

Proposition 39. Suppose that the semigroup (S,),s, is norm
continuous. Let X be a stochastic process with X, = hy. Then
the following statements are equivalent.

(1) The process X is a strong solution to (44).
(2) The process X is a weak solution to (44).
(3) The process X is a mild solution to (44).

Proof. (1)=(2): 'This implication is a consequence of
Proposition 29.

(2)=(3): 'This
Proposition 35.

(3)=(1): By Proposition 20, we have A € L(H) and S, =
e"*, t > 0. Furthermore, the family (e"*),cg is a C,-group on
H. Therefore, and since X is a mild solution to (44), we have
P-almost surely

implication is a consequence of

t
X, = ehy + J e (s, X,) ds
0

t
+ J- 4 (5, X,) dW,
0

0

t
tA tA —sA
=e“hy+e Je a(s, X,)ds
0

t
+et J e 4o (s, X,)dW,, t>0.
0

(87)
Let Y be the It process:
t t
Y, := J e a(s, X,)ds + J e o (s,X,)dW,, t=>0.
0 0
(88)
Then, we have P-almost surely
X, =e?(hy+Y,), t=0, (89)
and, by Lemma 18, we have
t
ey — hy = I AeMhyds. (90)
0

Defining the function

flsy) =€y, 1)

by Lemma 18, we have f € C;’Z’IOC(RJr x H; H) with partial
derivatives

f:R, xH — H,

Df (s, y) = Ay,
D, f (s, y) = e, (92)

D, f(sy)=0.
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By Itd’s formula (Theorem 26), we get P-almost surely
etAYt =f(tY,)
= f (0’ 0)

+ J (Dsf (s,Y)+D,f(sY,) e Aals, Xs)) ds

0

t
+ L D,f(sY) e o (s, X,)dw,

= Jt (Ae™Y, +a (s, X,))ds + Jt o (s, X,)dw..
0 0 (©3)

Combining the previous identities, we obtain P-almost surely
Xy = e (hy +Y,)

= hy + (e hy — hy) + €Y,

t t
=hy + J Ae**hyds + J (AeSAYS +als, Xs)) ds
0 0

t
+J o (s, X,)dw,

0

t (94)
=hy + L <AeSA (hy +Y,) + (s,X5)> ds

=X,
t
+J o (s, X,)dw,
0
t t
_ ho+j (AX$+(x(s,XS))d5+J o (s, X.) dW,
0 0

>0,

proving that X is a strong solution to (44). O

6. Stochastic Convolution Integrals

In this section, we deal with the regularity of stochastic
convolution integrals, which occur when dealing with mild
solutions to SPDEs of the type (44).

Let E be a separable Banach space, and let (S,) ., be a Cy-
semigroup on E. We start with the drift term.

Lemma 40. Let f: R, — E be a measurable mapping such
that

Jt If ()] ds <co Vt=o0. (95)
0

Then the mapping

t

F ) ::J S..f(s)ds,  (96)

0

F:R, —E,

is continuous.
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Proof. Lett € R, be arbitrary. It suffices to prove that F is
right-continuous and left-continuous in ¢.

(1) Let (¢,,),,eny € R, be a sequence such that ¢, | t. Then
for every n € N we have

”F (t) - F(tn)ll

Jt Si_sf (s)ds— J ' S o f (s)ds

0 0

t t t,
| ser@ds=| s, reas- s, o
0 0 t

= Jo “St*sf () - an*Sf (S)“ ds

[ st 0] s
(97)
By Lemma 12, the mapping
R, xE — E, (u, x) — S,x, (98)

is continuous. Thus, taking into account estimate (9)
from Lemma 10, by Lebesgue’s dominated conver-
gence theorem we obtain

|F ) - F(t,)| — 0 forn— oo. (99)

(2) Let (t,),eny € R, be a sequence such that ¢, T t. Then
for every n € N we have

IF &)= F (t,)]

Jt S f (s)ds— I 'S, o f(5)ds

0 0

jt" S f () s — jt Spof ()ds - jt" S, f (5)ds

0 t, 0

t, ,
< [Mlser @5, fOds+ [ Isflds
” (100)

Proceeding as in the previous situation, by Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem we obtain

|E@) -F(t,)| —0 forn— co. (101)
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 41. Let X be a progressively measurable process
satisfying

t
P <J | X, ds < 00) =1 Vt=0. (102)
0
Then the process Y defined as
t
Y, = j S_.X.ds, t30, (103)
0

is continuous and adapted.
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Proof. The continuity of Y is a consequence of Lemma 40.
Moreover, Y is adapted, because X is progressively measur-
able. O

Now, we will deal with stochastic convolution integrals
driven by the Wiener processes. Let H be a separable Hilbert
space, and let (S,);-, be a C,-semigroup on H. Moreover, let
W be a trace class Wiener process on some separable Hilbert
space H.

Definition 42. Let X be a L%(H)-valued predictable process
such that

t
2
P <L 1%z ey s < oo) =1 Vt=0. (104)
One defines the stochastic convolution X « W as
t
(X % W), = J S_XdAW, t>0.  (105)
0

One recalls the following result concerning the regularity
of stochastic convolutions.

Proposition 43. Let X be a L(H)-valued predictable process
such that one of the following two conditions is satisfied.

(1) There exists a constant p > 1 such that

t
E UO IIXsllié’(H)dS] <oo V=0, (106)

(2) The semigroup (S,),s is a semigroup of pseudocontrac-
tions, and one has

t
E U ||Xs||io(H)ds] <oo V0. (107)
0 2

Then the stochastic convolution X = W has a continuous
version.

Proof. See [3, Lemma 3.3]. L]

7. Existence and Uniqueness Results for SPDEs

In this section, we will present results concerning existence
and uniqueness of solutions to the SPDE (44).

First, we recall the Banach fixed point theorem, which will
be a basic result for proving the existence of mild solutions to
(44).

Definition 44. Let (E, d) be a metric space,andlet® : E — E
be a mapping.

(1) The mapping @ is called a contraction, if for some con-
stant 0 < L < 1 one has

d(®(x),®(y))<L-d(x,y) Vx,y€E. (108)

(2) An element x € E is called a fixed point of @, if one
has

D (x) = x. (109)

13

The following result is the well-known Banach fixed point
theorem. Its proof can be found, for example, in [13, Theorem
3.48].

Theorem 45 (The Banach fixed point theorem). Let E be a
complete metric space, and let ® : E — E be a contraction.
Then the mapping ® has a unique fixed point.

In this text, we will use the following slight extension of
the Banach fixed point theorem.

Corollary 46. Let E be a complete metric space, and let © :
E — E be a mapping such that for some n € N the mapping
®" is a contraction. Then the mapping @ has a unique fixed
point.

Proof. According to the Banach fixed point theorem
(Theorem 45) the mapping @” has a unique fixed point; that
is, there exists a unique element x € E such that ®"(x) = x.
Therefore, we have
D (x) = @ (" (%)) = O (P (x)), (110)
showing that ®(x) is a fixed point of ®”. Since ®" has a unique
fixed point, we deduce that ®(x) = x, showing that x is a fixed
point of ©.
In order to prove uniqueness, let y € E be another fixed
point of ®; that is, we have ®(y) = y. By induction, we obtain

" (y) =" (D(y) =0" " (y) = =D(y) =y, (111)

showing that y is a fixed point of ®". Since the mapping ®”
has exactly one fixed point, we obtain x = y. O

An indispensable tool for proving uniqueness of mild
solutions to (44) will be the following version of Gronwall’s
inequality; see, for example, [14, Theorem 5.1].

Lemma 47 (Gronwall’s inequality). Let T > 0 be fixed, let
f:[0,T] — R, be a nonnegative continuous mapping, and
let B > 0 be a constant such that

FB<p jt F(s)ds VEe[0,T]. (112)
0

Then one has f = 0.

The following result shows that local Lipschitz continuity
of a and o ensures the uniqueness of mild solutions to the
SPDE (44).

Theorem 48. One supposes that for every n € N there exists a
constant L,, > 0 such that
o (t,hy) = (8, h,)|| < Ly, |y = By
(113)
lo (t: 1) = 0 (& 1) 1o ey < L [In = o]

forallt > 0andall hy,h, € Hwith ||h|, |h,|l < n. Let hy, g, :
Q — H be two & y-measurable random variables, let T > 0 be
a strictly positive stopping time, and let X, Y be two local mild
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solutions to (44) with initial conditions h,, g, and lifetime .
Then one has up to indistinguishability

X V=gt = Y Viny=go) (114)

(Two processes X and Y are called indistinguishable if the set

{we OQ: X, (w) #Y,(w) for somet € R, } is a P-nullset.)

Proof. Defining the stopping times (7,,),,cn as

T, :=TAInf{t >0: | X,| > n} Ainf {t > 0: ||Y,| > n},
(115)

we have P(r, — 7) = 1.Letn € Nand T > 0 be arbitrary,
and set

T :={hy = g,} € Fy. (116)

The mapping

f:00,T] = R,

3

f (1) =E [ﬂr||Xt/\‘rn - Yt/\‘rn
117)

is nonnegative, and it is continuous by Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem. For all t € [0, T] we have

]

< 3E []]r'lst/\r,, (h() - gO)"z]

f(t) =k []]r"Xt/\r,, - Yt/\r,,

tAT, 2
+3E [T]r J Siens,)-s (@ (s, X) —a(s,Y,)) ds ]
0
tAT, 2
2 1] [ S 0030 - v aw] |
0
tAT, 2
3 [ J 1S ne s (@ (5, X,) — a (5,Y,)) ds ]
0

tAT,
3 ([ S 6 -0 x))am,

!

(118)
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and hence, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the It6 isom-
etry (39), the growth estimate (9) from Lemma 10, and the
local Lipschitz conditions (113) we obtain

F®

tAT,
<3TE |:J’0 ||]]Fs(t/\‘r,,)—s ((X (S’ Xs) - (S, Ys))"zds]

AT, 2
+3E [J ds]
0
tAT,

19(H)
< 3T(MewT)2[E [L ' Trflee (s, Xg) = a (s, Ys)“zds]

T:S(ene, )= (0 (8, X;) — 0 (5, Y))

tAT,

(0 2 "
+ 3(Me T) E [L ﬂr“U (s, Xs) -0 (5’ Ys)”ig(H)dS]

<3 (T + 1) (MewT)zLi Jt E [ﬂr|'XSATn - Ys/\r
0

n

2]ds

t
=3(T+1) (MewT)szn L f(s)ds.

(119)

Using Gronwall’s inequality (see Lemma 47) we deduce that

f = 0. Thus, by the continuity of the sample paths of X and
Y, we obtain

P (ﬂ {Xipe, 1r = YWnﬂr}> =1 VneN, (120)
t>0

and hence, by the continuity of the probability measure [P, we
conclude that

P <m {Xt/\‘r]]l" = Yt/\rﬂr}>

t>0

- P(ﬂ ﬂ{XtATnHF = Yt/\rnﬂl“}> (121)
neN 20
- nli—{%o[p <ﬂ {Xt/\fn]]r = Yt/\rnﬂr}> =1,
£20
which completes the proof. O

The local Lipschitz conditions (113) are, in general, not
sufficient in order to ensure the existence of mild solutions to
the SPDE (44). Now, we will prove that the existence of mild
solutions follows from global Lipschitz and linear growth
conditions on « and o. For this, we recall an auxiliary result
which extends the It6 isometry (39).

Lemma 49. Let T > 0 be arbitrary, and let X = (X;),¢(o17 be
a L% (H)-valued, predictable process such that

T
E U ||Xs||io(H)ds] < 0. (122)
0 2
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Then, for every p > 1 one has

T 2p T 5 p
[E[ L X dW, scp[EHO ||Xs||Lg(H)ds] , o (123)
where the constant C,, > 0 is given by
2p
C.=(p(2p-1))° . (124)
o= (G-’
Proof. See [3, Lemma 3.1]. O

Theorem 50. Suppose that there exists a constant L > 0 such
that

low (8. 1)) = e (£, 1,)|| < L[|y = o]

lo (t:hy) =0 (8, hz)"Lg(H) < Lk -h|,

(125)
(126)

forallt > 0andall h),h, € H, and suppose that there exists a
constant K > 0 such that

loc (&, W) < K (1 + [|Al)) » (127)

lo (& M)l gy < K (1 + (IRl (128)
forallt > 0 and all h € H. Then, for every F ,-measurable
random variable h Q — H, there exists a (up to
indistinguishability) unique mild solution X to (44).

Proof. The uniqueness of mild solutions to (44) is a direct
consequence of Theorem 48, and hence, we may concentrate
on the existence proof, which we divide into the following
several steps.

Step 1. First, we suppose that the initial condition A, satisfies
[E[||h0||2p] < oo for some p > 1. Let T > 0 be arbitrary. We
define the Banach space

L (H) := L? (A x [0,T], P, P ®dt; H), (129)
and prove that the variation of constants equation
t
X, = S;hy + Jo S,_ (s, X)ds
(130)

t
+j S0 (s X.)dW, tel0,T],
0

has a unique solution in the space L? (H). This is done in the
following three steps.

Step 1.1. For X € LZTP(H) we define the process ®X by

t
(DX), = S;hy + J S,_x (s, X,)ds
t ’ (131)
+ J St—sa (S’ Xs) d‘/vs’

0

te[0,T].

15

Then the process ®X is well defined. Indeed, by the growth
estimate (9), the linear growth condition (127), and Holder’s
inequality we have

e[ ]! 15 (s )]
< Me“TE HOT (s ) i
< Me“TKE UOT (1+]X.]) ds]

= Me“"K (T +E UOT 1%l ds] >

< Me“TK (T + TV

T 1/2p
x [E[ | ||XS||2‘°ds] ) < 0.
0

Furthermore, by the growth estimate (9), the linear growth
condition (128), and Holder’s inequality we have

(132)

][] 150 (5]
< (V[ [ o (6 gonets]
< (et [ (e ppyas]
<2(me e[ (14 ) s
=2 ™) ([ fas]

T 1/p
< 2(Me'K)’ <T + TH/PEH ||Xs||2P] ) < 0.
0
(133)
The previous two estimates show that @ is a well-defined

mapping on LZTP(H ).

Step 1.2. Next, we show that the mapping ® maps LZTP (H) into
itself; that is, we have @ : LZTP(H ) — LZTP(H ). Indeed, let X €
LZTP (H) be arbitrary. Defining the processes ®,X and X as

t
(D,X), = J S, (s, X,)ds, tel[0,T],
0

, (134)
(®,X), = J S_.0(s,X.)dW, tel0,T],
0
we have
(q)X)t = SthO + (qDaX)t + (q)ch)t’ te [0’ T] . (135)
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By the growth estimate (9), we have
T
e[ [/ Il < (e [ 7] < o0, 30
0

By Holder’s inequality and the growth estimate (9), we have
T 2
e[ [ I, e

[ wensa

T rt
< PPIE H [ 5 (5 )P dt]
0 Jo

t
J S, (s, X,)ds
0

(137)

< T (e ") | LT [[cts.Prasa]

and hence, by the linear growth condition (127) and Hélder’s
inequality, we obtain

T
e[ @) e
2p-1 T -\ 2P T 2p
< T (MK [E“ RCETRY) dsdt]
0 Jo
< 77 (MeTK) 2 E “T Jt (1+ %) dsdt]
0 Jo

2 T

< (2T)2P*1(Me“’TK)2P (% +TE H ||Xs||2pds]) < 00.
0

(138)

Furthermore, by Lemma 49 and the growth estimate (9), we
have

e[ [ 10, 0,P7ee]
_E [ LT
_ LT E [

T t 5 p
<Cy [ [ [ b5 (o X gt

t
J St—sa (S’ Xs) d‘/vs
0

2p
|

2p
Ja

t
|| S0 (s x)aw,

s
0

wT\2P T ! 2 r
< C,(Me*") L [E“0 ||a(s,XS)||Lg(H)ds] dt,
(139)
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and hence, by the linear growth condition (128) and Hélder’s
inequality, we obtain

T
E| [ @),

< C,(MeT) P IE “T jt lo (s, X,)| 7% dsdt]

P o Jo s (k)
<C WT 1\ 2P p-1 Tt 2p
< C,(Me”"K) TP 'E . 0(1+||X5||) ds dt

T -\ 2P rp—1,2p-1 Tt 2
< C,(MeTR) T2 | [ ] (1 ) dsat
0

0

< C,(Me“TK) 2P 21y
2 T
x (% +TE H ||Xs||2pds]) < oo,
0

The previous three estimates show that ®X € L*P(H).
Consequently, the mapping ® maps LZTP(H ) into itself.

(140)

Step 1.3. Now, we show that for some index n € N the map-
ping ®" is a contraction on LZTP(H). Let X,Y € LZTP(H), and
t € [0,T] be arbitrary. By Holder’s inequality, the growth
estimate (9), and the Lipschitz condition (125) we have

|

E[1(@aX), - (@), 1]

A

“E [“j; S (@ (s X,) —als,Y,)ds

t t
J S (s, X)) ds — J S;_sa (s, Y,)ds
0 0

|

< PPE “(: IS, (e (5, X.) — (s Ys))||2Pds]

t
< T2p71(Me“’T)2P[E “ o (s, X5) — a (s, Ys)"des]
0

< T (Me L) r E [|x, - Y.|**] ds.
0
(141)

Furthermore, by Lemma 49, the growth estimate (9), the
Lipschitz condition (126), and Hélder’s inequality we obtain

|

E [”(q)ax)t - (qDUY)tHZP]

.
g

t

t
J St—s(r (S’ Xs) d‘/vs - J St—s(I (S’ Ys) dWs
0 0

l

[/ 5o (o x) o sx)amw,
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. P

< CP[E“0 [Si—s (o (s, X,) =0 (s, Ys))”ig(H)ds]
WT\2P ! 2 g

< CP(Me ) [E[L ||G (s, X;) =0 (s, Ys)"Lg(H)ds]

t
< C,(Me“ L) J E [|X. - Y.**] ds.
0
(142)
Therefore, defining the constant
C =227 (17 (ML) + C (ML), (143)
by Holder’s inequality, we get
E (@), - (@), ]
< 2P (E[(0,X), - (@,Y),]]
(144)
+E [(@0%), = (@,1),])
t
< cj E [, - Y.J*] ds.
0
Thus, by induction for every n € N, we obtain

”‘DnX - q)nY"LZTP(H)

) <LT - [“(@nx)n - (@"Y),, Hzp] dtl)l/zp

(ef, ([ e[,

1/2p
_(q>”‘1Y)t2 ||2p] dt2> dt1>

e[ Lol (el

1/2p
x dtn---dtqu)

IN

IN

IA
Q
S
/
SN
S 2
< ~
3
—_
&
~
B
&
~
155}
L
’_“‘0-
N———

T
< E [ | I, —Y5||2Pds]
0

cn)"\"*
( al "X_Y”LZTP(H)'

—0forn— oo

(145)
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Consequently, there exists an index n € N such that ®" is
a contraction, and hence, according to the extension of the
Banach fixed point theorem (see Corollary 46), the mapping
® has a unique fixed point X € LZTP(H ). This fixed point X is
a solution to the variation of constants equation (130). Since
T > 0 was arbitrary, there exists a process X which is a solu-
tion of the variation of constants equation:

t t
X, = S;hy + j S, (s, X,)ds + J S0 (s, X,) dW,,

0 0 (146)
t>0.

Step 1.4. In order to prove that X is a mild solution to (44),
it remains to show that X has a continuous version. By
Lemma 12, the process

t+— Shy, t=0, (147)

is continuous, and by Proposition 41, the process

t
J Si_a(s, X,)ds, t=0, (148)
0

is continuous, too. Moreover, for every T' > 0, we have, by the
linear growth condition (128), Holder’s inequality, and since

X e LZTP(H ), the following estimate:
T 2
E ) o (s, Xs)"Lg(H)ds

< K¥E “T (1 s
’ (149)
< K¥2PIE [ LT (1+]%,J7) ds]

= KQK)*™! (T +E UOT ||XS||2Pds]> < 0.

Thus, by Proposition 43 the stochastic convolution o x W
given by

t
(0*xW), = J S, (s, X,)dW,, t=0, (150)
0

has a continuous version, and consequently, the process X has
a continuous version, too. This continuous version is a mild
solution to (44).

Step 2. Now let by, : Q — H be an arbitrary #,-measurable
random variable. We define the sequence (h,),n of F-
measurable random variables as

My = hoVggisnyy 7 €N (151)

Let n € N be arbitrary. Then, as hj is bounded, we have
E[IF*?] < oo for all p > 1. By Step 1 the SPDE

dX" = (AX" + o (£, X")) dt + o (1, X") dW,,
o (152)
X! =,
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has a mild solution X". We define the sequence (Q,,),,eny € F
as

Q, ={|h| <n}, neN (153)
Then, we have Q,, ¢ Q,, forn <m, Q =, Q,,, and
Q, c{hy =hy'}t c{hy =hy} Yn<m. (154)

Thus, by Theorem 48 we have (up to indistinguishability)

Consequently, the process
X= lim X"1g (156)

is a well-defined, continuous, and adapted process, and we
have
Xnﬂon = Xmﬂnn = Xﬂ Qn Vi’l S m. (157)

Furthermore, we obtain P-almost surely

X, nli_)ng()X?ﬂ a,

t
lim 1 (Sthg +J S, (s, X7)ds
n—oo “n 0

t
o] ot xnaw,)
0

n— 00

t
lim (St (ﬂonhg) + J-o g, S (s, X7) ds

t
+[ 1050 xz)aw,)
0

t
Jim (St (“tho) + J-o To, S (s, X) ds

(158)

t
+ J ]]Qnst—so (S’ Xs) dm)
0

t
lim 1 (Sth0 +J S (s, X,)ds
n—oo “n 0

t
+ J St—so (S’ Xs) dvvs)
0
t
=Sk, + J S (s, X,)ds
0

t
+J S, (s, X,)dW,, t=0,
0

proving that X is a mild solution to (44). O

Remark 51. For the proof of Theorem 50, we have used
Corollary 46, which is a slight extension of the Banach fixed
point theorem. Such an idea has been applied, for example, in
[15].
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Remark 52. A recent method for proving existence and
uniqueness of mild solutions to the SPDE (44) is the method
of the moving frame presented in [6]; see also [8]. It allows
to reduce SPDE problems to the study of SDEs in infinite
dimension. In order to apply this method, we need that the
semigroup (S,), is a semigroup of pseudocontractions.

We close this section with a consequence about the
existence of weak solutions.

Corollary 53. Suppose that conditions (125)-(128) are ful-
filled. Let hy : O — H be a F j-measurable random variable
such that E[IIhOIIZP] < oo for some p > 1. Then there exists a
(up to indistinguishability) unique weak solution X to (44).

Proof. According to Proposition 35, every weak solution X to
(44) is also a mild solution to (44). Therefore, the uniqueness
of weak solutions to (44) is a consequence of Theorem 48.

It remains to prove the existence of a weak solution to
(44). Let T > 0 be arbitrary. By Theorem 50 and its proof,

there exists a mild solution X € LZTP (H) to (44). By the linear
growth condition (128) and Holder’s inequality we obtain

e[ [ ho s Xy |
< KE [ LT(l R ||XS||)2ds]
< 2K’E HOT (1+ ||XS||2)ds]

- 2K (T +E HOT ||XS||2ds]>

T 1/p
< 2K (T + TH/P[E“ ||X5||2pds] > <o,
0

(159)

showing that condition (72) is fulfilled. Thus, by
Proposition 37, the process X is also a weak solution to
(44). O

8. Invariant Manifolds for Weak
Solutions to SPDEs

In this section, we deal with invariant manifolds for time-
homogeneous SPDEs of the type (44). This topic arises from
the natural desire to express the solutions of the SPDE (44),
which generally live in the infinite dimensional Hilbert space
H, by means of a finite dimensional state process and thus
to ensure larger analytical tractability. Our goal is to find
conditions on the generator A and the coefficients «, o such
that for every starting point of a finite dimensional submani-
fold the solution process stays on the submanifold.

We start with the required preliminaries about finite
dimensional submanifolds in Hilbert spaces. In the sequel, let
H be a separable Hilbert space.

Definition 54. Let m,k € N be positive integers. A subset
A C H is called an m-dimensional C*-submanifold of H,
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if for every h € / there exist an open neighborhood U ¢ H
of h, an open set V ¢ R™, and a mapping ¢ € C*(V; H) such
that
(1) the mapping ¢ : V. — U N A is a homeomorphism;
(2) for all y € V the mapping D¢(y) is injective.

The mapping ¢ is called a parametrization of /M around h.

In what follows, let .# be an m-dimensional C*-
submanifold of H.

Lemma 55. Let ¢, : V; — U N M, i = 1,2 be two

parametrizations with W := U, NU,NAM # 0. Then the mapping

$rlogri g (W) — ¢t (W) (160)
is a C*-diffeomorphism.
Proof. See [16, Lemma 6.1.1]. O

Corollary 56. Let h € M be arbitrary, and let ¢; : V; —

1

U,NA,i=1,2 betwo parametrizations of M around h. Then
one has

D¢y (1) (R™) = D¢, (,) (R™), (161)
where y; = ¢ (h) fori = 1,2.

Proof. Since U, and U, are open neighborhoods of /1, we have
W:=U, NU, N A # 0. Thus, by Lemma 55 the mapping

oy (W) — ¢t (W)
is a C*-diffeomorphism. Using the chain rule, we obtain

D¢, ()’2) (Rm)
=D (- (67" = 62)) () (®")
= D¢, (1) D(¢;" 2 ;) (1) (R™)

c D¢, (y,) (R™),

and, analogously, we prove that D¢, (y,)(R™) C
De,(y,)(R™). O

Definition 57. Let h € /M be arbitrary. The tangent space of M
to h is the subspace

Tyl = D¢ (y) (R™),

(162)

(163)

(164)

where y = ¢'(h) and ¢ : V — U N 4 denotes a
parametrization of ./ around h.

Remark 58. Note that, according to Corollary 56, the
Definition 57 of the tangent space T),.# does not depend on
the choice of the parametrization¢ : V. — U N /.

Proposition 59. Let h € M be arbitrary, and let ¢ : V —
U N M be a parametrization of M around h. Then there exist
an open set Vy C V, an open neighborhood U, c U of h, and
a mapping ¢ € Cy(R™; H) with Ply, = $|V0 such that ¢l
Vo — Uy N M is a parametrization of M around h, too.
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Proof. See [16, Remark 6.1.1]. O

Remark 60. By Proposition 59 we may assume that any
parametrization ¢ : V. — U N . has an extension ¢ €
C{(R™; H).

Proposition 61. Let D ¢ H be a dense subset. For every h, €
M there exist {y,...,,, € D and a parametrizationp : V. —
U N M around hy, such that

$((,h)) =h YheUn i, (165)

where one uses the notation ({,h) = (({;,h),...,((,, h)) €
R™.

Proof. See [16, Proposition 6.1.2]. O

Proposition 62. Let ¢ : V. — U N M be a parametrization
as in Proposition 61. Then the following statements are true.

(1) The elements (|, ..

(2) For every h € U N M, one has the direct sum decom-
position

.»(,, are linearly independent in H.

H=T, & {{,.....,)" (166)

(3) For every h € U N M the mapping

I, = D (y) ({C,)) : H — Ty M, where y = {{,h),

(167)

is the corresponding projection according to (166) from
H onto T}, M, that is, we have

M, eL(H), I =TI, ran (I1,) = T}, A,
) (168)
ker (IT,) = {{},...,C,) "
Proof. See [16, Lemma 6.1.3]. L]

From now on, we assume that . is an m-dimensional
C?-submanifold of H.

Proposition 63. Let ¢ : V. — U N M be a parametrization

as in Proposition 61. Furthermore, let € C'(H) be a mapping
such that
oh)eTy YheUnN.UM. (169)

Then, for every h € U N M the direct sum decomposition of
Do (h)o(h) according to (166) is given by

Do (h) o (h)
= D¢ () (¢, Do (h) o ()
+ D% (y) (G0 (), (o (),

where y = ¢ (h).

(170)
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Proof. SinceV isan open subset of R™, there exists ¢ > 0 such
that

y+tDP(y) o (h) €V Vi€ (—6e). (171)
Therefore, the curve

ci(-ee) > UNM,  c(t):=¢(y+tDp(y) o (h),

(172)

is well defined, and we have ¢ € C'((=¢, €); H) with ¢(0) = h
and ¢'(0) = o(h). Hence, we have

4oty

T = Do (h)o (h).

t=0

(173)

Moreover, by condition (169) and Proposition 62, we have

d
= EHC“’U (c(®)
£=0

d
20 (c®)

t=0

- SDHECON (o] iy

= D¢ (y) ({¢, Do (h) o (h)))
+ D () (G0 (W), (o ().

The latter two identities prove the desired decomposition
(170). O

After these preliminaries, we will study invariant mani-
folds for time-homogeneous SPDEs of the form

dX, = (AX, + a(X,))dt + o (X,) dW,
(175)
X, = hy,

with measurable mappingsa« : H — Hando : H —
LY(H). As in the previous sections, the operator A is the
infinitesimal generator of a C-semigroup (S,),s, on H. Note
that, by (41), the SPDE (175) can be rewritten equivalently as

dX, = (AX, +a(X,))dt + Y o/ (X,)dB],
JeN (176)
X, = hy,

where (8/) jen denotes the sequence of real-valued inde-
pendent standard Wiener processes defined in (33) and the

mappings o/ : H — H, j € N are given by o/ = \maej.
For the rest of this section, we assume that there exist a

constant L > 0 such that
o< (hy) = a(hy)|| < L |y — by,

hohy e H, (177)

x% < 0o such that for

and a sequence (x;) jey € R, with Y e«

every j € N we have

||0j (hy) - o’ (hz)n S Kj 7y = by

., hnhyeH, (178)

|/ )| <+ 1R, heH. (179)

International Journal of Stochastic Analysis

Proposition 64. For every h, € H there exists a (up to
indistinguishability) unique weak solution to (176).

Proof. By (178), for all h;, h, € H we have

“‘7 (h)-o (hz)"Lg(H)

1/2
=<Z%ﬂm%v%mw>

jeN

1/2
; (zxi) "

jeN

(180)

Moreover, by (177), for every h € H we have
lloc (M < llex (B) = & (0)]] + flex (O)
< LAl + lle O] (181)
< max {L, [la (0)[1} (1 + [Il}) ,

and, by (179) we obtain

1/2
uwmm@=<kaﬂv

jeN

1/2
s(Zﬁ) (1+ [l

jeN

(182)

Therefore, conditions (125)-(128) are fulfilled, and hence,
applying Corollary 53 completes the proof. O

Recall that # denotes a finite dimensional C2-
submanifold of H.

Definition 65. The submanifold ./ is called locally invariant

for (176), if for every h,, € . there exists a local weak solution

X to (176) with some lifetime 7 > 0 such that
Xine € MVt 20, P-almost surely. (183)

In order to investigate local invariance of ./, we will
assume, from now on, that o/ € C'(H) for all jeN.

Lemma 66. The following statements are true.

(1) For every h € H one has

Y |po’ () o’ ()] < co. (184)

jeN

(2) The mapping
H-—H, hw> Y Dd (o (h), (185)

jeN

is continuous.
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Proof. By (178) and (179), for every h € H we have

Y |po’ () o’ ()

jeN

D T [ LR

<(1+ ||h||)j€ZNx]2. < 0o,
showing (184). Moreover, for every j € N the mapping
H+— H, Do’ (h)o' (h), (187)
is continuous, because for all h,, h, € H we have
"Daj (h)) o’ (b)) - Do’ (h,) o’ (h2)||
< "Daj (h)) o’ (b)) - Do’ (b)) o’ (hz)"

ol () -
<[ Do’ ()] o (1) - o’ ()]

m)| o’ ()]

Let » be the counting measure on (N, B(N)), which is given
by v({j}) = 1 for all j € N. Then we have

+ Do’ (r Do’ (h,) o’ (hy)|  (188)

+ "Doj (h,) - Do’ (h

S Do’ () o’ (h) = j Do’ (o’ (v (dj).  (19)
jeN N
Hence, because of the estimate
Do’ (o’ ()| < 1+ I &, heH, jeN, (190)

the continuity of the mapping (185) is a consequence of
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. O

o €
D(A") we define the mappings a,, : R™ — R™ and aé’ ¢
R™ — R™, je Nas

age () = (A0 () + (Ca(d ()
)= (50’ (¢(2))) -
Proposition 67. Let ¢ € C,(R";H) and (,,...,{,, € D(A*)

be arbitrary. Then, for every y, € R™ there exists a (up to
indistinguishability) unique strong solution to the SDE:

For a mapping ¢ € Cﬁ(Rm; H) and elements (...

(191)

Ay, = oy, (Y,)dt + Za Y,)dp!,
jeN (192)

Yy = o-

Proof. By virtue of the assumption ¢ € Cﬁ(Rm; H)and (177)-
(179), there exist a constant L > 0 such that

"%,( () - g ()’2)"Rm <Ly = yolgm 13, €R7,
(193)
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and a sequence (&;) jey C R, with ZjeN k’? < 0o such that for
every j € N we have

"Gi)( () - Gi,( (52) — 1?]-”)/1 - )’ZHRW Y1y, €R,

<& (14 ylan), yeR™

(194)

Therefore, by Proposition 64, for every y, € R™ there exists
a (up to indistinguishability) unique weak solution to (192),
which, according to Proposition 39 is also a strong solution
to (192). The uniqueness of strong solutions to (192) is a con-
sequence of Proposition 39 and Theorem 48. O

Now, we are ready to formulate and prove our main result
of this section.

Theorem 68. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) The submanifold M is locally invariant for (176).
(2) One has

M D(A), (195)

o/ (h) e Tyl Vhed, all jeN, (196)
Ah+a(h) - -ZDaJ (Wo! (h) e Tytl Vhed. (197)
jeN

(3) The operator A is continuous on M, and for each h, €
M there exists a local strong solution X to (176) with
some lifetime T > 0 such that

Xipne € M Nt >0, P-almost surely. (198)
Proof. (1)=(2): Let h € . be arbitrary. By Proposition 61
and Remark 60 there exist elements {;,...,,, € D(A") and
a parametrization ¢ : V. — U N . around h such that the
inverse ¢ ' : UN.M — Visgivenby ¢! = ({,+), and ¢
has an extension ¢ € Cﬁ(Rm; H). Since the submanifold ./Z is
locally invariant for (176), there exists a local weak solution X
to (176) with initial condition 4 and some lifetime ¢ > 0 such
that

Xipg € MVt 20, P-almost surely. (199)

Since U is an open neighborhood of A, there exists € > 0 such
that B.(h) c U, where B,(h) denotes the open ball:

B.(h=1{geH:|g-h|<¢}. (200)
We define the stopping time
T:=pAinf{t >0: X, ¢ B, (h)}. (201)

Since the process X has continuous sample paths and satisfies
X, = h, we have T > 0 and P-almost surely

Xy €UNM Yt 20. (202)
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Defining the R™-valued process Y := ({,X) we have P-
almost surely
Y, €V V0. (203)

Moreover, since X is a weak solution to (176) with initial
condition h, setting y := ((, h) € V we have P-almost surely

Vo= Gl [ (AGX) + G () ds
Y] e x

jeN

“(@hy [ e (X)) ds
(204)

¥ [ xyas,

jeN

AT
=y+ J-o aye (Y)ds

tAT .
+ZJ oy (Y.)dB, t>0,

jeN

showing that Y is a local strong solution to (192) with initial
condition y. By It6’s formula (Theorem 26) we obtain [P-
almost surely

t/\‘r 4) ( t/\‘r)

=h+ J:M (D‘/’ (Ys) Rxe (YS)

+= ZD o (Y,)

]GN

(o, (¥0)s0 (n)))ds

+ZJ D¢(Y)o M(Y)dﬁ t>0.
jeN
(205)

Now, let £ € ZD(A") be arbitrary. Then we have P-almost
surely

<£) Xt/\‘r)
=(&h)

o[ <s, DG (1,) (1)

+o ZND¢(Y (o), ()0 (YS))>ds

+) J (&g (Vo) oy, (Y))dBL t=o0.

jeN
(206)
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On the other hand, since X is a local weak solution to (176)
with initial condition % and lifetime 7, we have P-almost
surely for all # > 0 the identity

(6 X = (ER [ (ATE ) + G () ds

Y[

jeN

X,))dp..
(207)
Combining (206) and (207) yields up to indistinguishability
B+M =0, (208)

where the processes B and M are defined as
tAT
Bi= | (8 x) + (Ba(X) - Do)y (1)
_Z Z D? b (Y,

(03¢ ()03 (X)) ) ds,

t >0,
e J (€07 (X,)-Dp(Y,) 0}, (V) dpL,
t=>0.

(209)

The process B + M is a continuous semimartingale with
canonical decomposition (208). Since the canonical decom-
position of a continuous semimartingale is unique up to
indistinguishability, we deduce that B = M = 0 up to
indistinguishability. Using the It isometry (39) we obtain P-
almost surely

| ( (AL X)

+<€,a(X) D¢ (Y) gz (o)

-2 YD) (o) (1)), ¢((Y>)>>ds

]EN

Lt %KE, o/ (X,)~ D¢ (¥,) o], (¥,))| ds =0,

t>0.
(210)
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By the continuity of the processes X and Y we obtain for all
& € D(A”) the following identities:

(A"E k) + <€,oc (h) = D¢ (¥) g (¥)

LS D% () (o), ()0l (y))> o

jeN

(60/ () =Dg(») o}, (7)) =0, jeN.
(211)

Consequently, the mapping & — (A*&, h) is continuous on
D(A™), and hence we have h € D(A™™) by the definition
of the domain provided in (4). By Proposition 7 we have
A = A", and thus we obtain & € PD(A), proving (195). By
Proposition 7, the domain P (A*) is dense in H, and thus

o’ (h) = D¢ (y) aé;’( (y) €T, jeN,  (212)
showing (196). Moreover, for all £ € Z(A™) we have
<f) Ah+a(h) - D¢ (y) asc (¥)
(213)

—%Zquﬁ () (o) (), (y))> =0.

jeN

Since the domain P(A*) is dense in H, together with
Proposition 63, we obtain

Ah+a(w -3 Y Dol (o ()
jeN

- Ah+a(h) - %Z (D¢ (») ({¢. Do’ () o” (W)))

+D*(y) () ().}, (7))

= D$ () gy (v) - 3 Y D9 (1) ({500’ () o/ (1))

jeN

= D¢ (y) <0‘¢,z () - %Z (¢, Do’ (w) o’ (h)>> €T, M,
jeN

(214)

which proves (197).

(2)=(1): Let hy, € . be arbitrary. By Proposition 61
and Remark 60 there exist {},...,{,, € D(A") and a
parametrization ¢ : V. — U N . around h,, such that the
inverse ' : U N .M — Visgivenby ¢™' = ({,), and
¢ has an extension ¢ € C,(R™;H). Let h € U N . be
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arbitrary, and set y = ({,h) € V. By relations (195), (197)
and Proposition 62, we obtain

Ah+a () -3 Y Dol (h) o ()

jeN

=D¢>(y)<<<:,Ah+oc<h) - %ZDof<h>af(h>>>,

jeN
(215)

and thus

Ah=Dg() ( (4G, )

N <C,oc(h) -2 Y pol (o (h)>>
jeN

1 : :
—a(h)+ =) Do’ (Wo! (h).
24
jeN
(216)
Together with Lemma 66, this proves the continuity of A on
UNJ.Since h, € M was arbitrary, this proves that A is con-
tinuous on /.

Furthermore, by (196) and Proposition 62 we have
o’ (h) = D¢ (y) 0, (h) for every jeN. (217)

Moreover, by (195), (197), and Propositions 62 and 63, we
obtain

A+ a(w -3 Y Dol (o ()
jeN

- D¢(y)<<c,Ah+a(h)

Y Dal (o (h)>>

= D¢ (y) ((A"C R + (G a ()
_ % Y D¢ (y) (. Do’ () o’ (h))

jeN

(218)

= D¢ (y) ags (1)

+32 (D ) (o) )04 ()

jeN
Do’ (o’ ().
This gives us

Ah+a(h) = D (y) ays (¥)

AT 010

jeN

(219)
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Now, let Y be the strong solution to (192) with initial
condition y, := ({, h,) € V.SinceV is open, there exists € > 0

such that B,(y,) € V. We define the stopping time

T:=inf{t>0:Y, ¢ B. (y,)}. (220)

Since the process Y has continuous sample paths and satisfies
Y, = yy> we have T > 0 and P-almost surely

Y, €V V0. (221)

Therefore, defining the H-valued process X := ¢(Y), we have
P-almost surely

Xpe €UNM VE20. (222)

Moreover, using Itd’s formula (Theorem 26) and incorporat-
ing (217), (219), we obtain [P-almost surely

Xine = ¢ ()
N LMT rarma

+ = ZD¢ (Y,)

]eN

X (05”( (Y,) ,oi,( (Ys))) ds
. Z Jt/\r o (Y ) d/gJ

JjeN (223)

= (0) + j (46 (1) + (3 (1)) ds

Y [ @ ap)

jeN

tAT
~hy + j (AX, +a(X,))ds
0

AT )
+ZJ ol (X)dBl, t=0,

jeN

showing that X is a local strong solution to (44) with lifetime
T.

(3)=(1): This implication is a direct consequence of
Proposition 29. O

The results from this section are closely related to the exis-
tence of finite dimensional realizations, that is, the existence
of invariant manifolds for each starting point h,, and we point
out the papers [17-22] regarding this topic. Furthermore, we
mention that Theorem 68 has been extended in [23] to SPDEs
with jumps.
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