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ABSTRACT. In this paper we study inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary problems associ-
ated to the Poisson and heat equations on bounded and unbounded domains with smooth
boundary and random boundary data. The main novelty of this work is a convenient
framework for the analysis of equations excited by the white in time and/or space noise
on the boundary. Our approach allows us to show the existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions in the space of distributions. We also prove that the solutions can be identified as
smooth functions inside the domain, and finally the rate of their blow up at the boundary
is estimated. A large class of noises including Wiener and fractional Wiener space time
white noise, homogeneous noise and Lévy noise are considered.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this work is to develop a framework for a systematic analysis of elliptic and
parabolic boundary value problems with random boundary conditions including space-time
white noise.

We focus in this paper on the Dirichlet problem because the case of the Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions poses the greatest challenge. However, we emphasise that our approach
can be used to study both, the elliptic and the parabolic equations with various boundary
conditions in any dimension.

Let O be a (possibly unbounded) domain in R?. If d > 1 then we will assume that
the boundary 00O is of class C*°. In this paper we are concerned with the existence and
regularity of solutions to the following Poisson and heat equations

(1.1) {Au = \u on O,

u = 7 on 00,
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% = Au  on (0,+00) x O,
(1.2) u = % on (0,400) x 00,

u(0,-) = o, on O,

where in (1.1), A > 0, if the domain is unbounded and A > 0 in the case of a bounded O.
We note that in the parabolic case the boundary condition takes non-standard form % in
order to conform to notation used in the Ito calculus.

If v and ¢ are deterministic functions and ¢ is differentiable with respect to the time
variable, then the elliptic and the parabolic problems (1.1) and (1.2) are special cases of
the general theory of boundary value problems that have been thoroughly studied, see for
instance the monograph by Lions and Magenes [21], where the theory of weak solutions
is developed. A semigroup approach to the inhomogeneous boundary value problems was
initiated by Balakrishnan [3], for further developments see e.g [7, 19].

Extension of the deterministic theory to the case of random boundary conditions is a
natural next step motivated by various problems of mathematical physics, see for example
a recent paper [4]. It turns out that, except certain degenerate problems, a solution to the
problem (1.2) cannot have Markov property if the noise ¢ is regular in time. Therefore there
is a demand for the theory of equations with boundary data that are distributions in time.
In fact, we will demonstrate in Section 4 that if £ is a Wiener or, more generally, a Lévy
process, then the solution has the Markov property in an appropriate state space. Another
generalisation of the classical boundary conditions leads to the space-time white noise on
the boundary. A typical example of such a situation arises, when O = (0, +o00) x R C R?
and formally

§(tx) =) Wi(ter(zr) z€00=R,

where {ej: k > 1} is an orthonormal basis in L?(R, B(R),dz) and {W},: k > 1} is a collec-
tion of independent, one-dimensional Brownian Motions. Let us recall that such a process
&, known as a cylindrical or white in space Wiener process, is in fact a generalised random
process; that is a distribution-valued process. It will be shown in Section 6 that problem
(1.2) with such a noise still has a function-valued solution in O. Other classes of generalised
noises will be studied as well, see Section 2.

The existence of Markovian solutions to equation (1.2) with either Dirichlet or Neumann
boundary conditions has been studied in few papers only. It was proved in [12, 13, 17, 23,
32] that under some assumptions equation (1.2) with the Neumann boundary conditions
has an L?(O)-valued solutions. For the inhomogeneous Neumann boundary value problem
associated with the stochastic wave equations with noise entering through the boundary,
see for instance [10, 20].

It turns out that the Dirichlet boundary value problem is more difficult than the Neu-
mann one. In fact, Da Prato and Zabczyk demonstrated in [12], see also [13, 29], that even
in dimension one the solution to problem (1.2), with £ being a Wiener process, takes values
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in the Sobolev space H™® only if « > ; hence is not function-valued. For this reason prob-
lem (1.2) has been usually studied Wlth more regular boundary noise see [8, 9, 14]. However,
Alos and Bonaccorsi observed in [1, 2] that solution to (1.2) considered on O = (0, +00)
can be well defined in the weighted space L?(0,+o0; p(z)dx) with the weight function
p(z) = min (1,2'*%) e~ and § > 0. This idea was further developed in [16], where it was
shown that for 6 € (0, 1) the solution defined in [1] can be identified as a mild solution in
the spirit of [11].
Finally, it has been shown in [29] that if

//ao/gbxy, 7(dr,dy, dz),

where ¢: [0, +00) x 9O x S — R is sufficiently regular function and 7 is a Poisson random
measure, then (1.2) defines Markov family on LP(O) for some p € [1,2).

Another class of problems, the so-called random dynamic boundary value problems was
studied in [8]. We note that in this case, the boundary condition is regular in time and
therefore is not related to the main difficulty we deal with in this work. In this paper
we are concerned with elliptic or parabolic problems. For hyperbolic problems with noise
driven from the boundary see e.g. [6, 20].

Finally, we note that given a solution to the parabolic problem with boundary noise
(1.2) one can use the variation of a constant formula in order to define a mild solution to
the nonlinear equation

% = Au+ f(u) on (0,400) x O,
(1.3) u = d¢ on (0, +o0) x 00,

dt
u(0,-) =y, on O.
If the drift function f is Lipschitz with respect to the norm on the state space considered,
then the existence and uniqueness of solutions can be proved by employing standard ar-
guments. More detailed analysis of such problems will be provided in a future work on
strongly nonlinear boundary value problems.

We will describe now in more detail the content of the paper. In Section 2 we present
some preliminary definitions and results needed in the following sections. The concepts of
weak solutions to problems (1.1) and (1.2) are introduced in Section 3. Then in Section 4
we show that the unique solution u to problem (1.2) is given by

(1.4) u(t) = T(t)uo + /0 t T(t—r)(A— A)DAE(r), >0,

where T is the semigroup generated in the space H', see Section 4 for its definition, by the
Laplace operator A, with the homogeneous boundary conditions, and D is the Dirichlet
map which is defined as a weak solution to (1.1). Therefore, u is a mild solution to the
evolution equation

(1.5) du = Ayudt + (A — A,)Dde.
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Then we will show (see Theorems 2 and 3), that for any S’'(00)-valued random variable
and any S’'(00)-valued stochastic process £, there exist unique weak solutions to equations
(1.1) and (1.2) respectively. Extending the idea of Alos and Bonaccorsi we show, see
Section 6, that under some natural assumptions on v and &, the solutions to (1.1) and
(1.2) are C'™ in space (and in time in the case of the parabolic problem) inside the domain.
Finally, see Section 7 we calculate in particular cases the rate of blow up of the solutions
near the boundary 00.

2. GENERALISED RANDOM ELEMENTS AND PROCESSES

We shall denote by (-, ) the duality form on &'(R?) x S(R?). Let K be a closed subset
of RY. We denote by &'(K) the class of all tempered distributions on R? such that

(v,¥)=0, V¢eSRY):¢=0onkK.

We shall denote by S(K) the space of the restrictions of the test functions from S(R?) to
the set K. Obviously, S'(K) is a closed subspace of &'(R?). Moreover the map

A:S(K) < S(K) 3 (v, ¢y) = (1,9) €R

is well defined and bilinear. In what follows we will usually denote A(v,v¥x) by (7, ¥x).
On 8'(K) we consider the topology inherited from &'(R¢). Then the Borel o-field B(S'(K))
is generated by the family of functions (-,v), ¢ € S(K). Note however that we do not
claim that the space S'(K) is a dual of S(K).

Let (€, §,P) be a probability space. In this paper we assume that in the elliptic problem
7 is a measurable mapping from 2 to §’'(00), and in the parabolic problem ¢ is an S’ (00)-
valued process with cadlag trajectories.

Let Lo(€2, §, P) be the space of all real-valued random variables on (€2, §, P) equipped with
the topology of convergence in probability. Assume that E is a locally convex topological
vector space and let E’ be the topological dual space, see for instance [33]. Let (-,-)
denote the corresponding duality bilinear form on E’ x E. A linear continuous mapping
v: E = Ly(Q,§,P) is called generalised linear random element on E. For the reader
convenience we recall representation theorem for generalised linear random elements. For
its proof see e.g. [18].

Theorem 1. Assume that E is nuclear and v is a generalised linear random element on
E. Then there exists a measurable v: Q — E’ such that for any ¢ € E,

(2.1) W) =®v), P—as

A typical application of the above Theorem is for £ = S(R%). However, because of
separability of S(R?), the following generalisation of it is also true. If 7 is a generalised
linear random element on S(RY) such that for all v € S(R?): ¢ =0 on K,

(2.2) v(¥) =0, P—as.
then there exists a measurable map 7: Q — S'(K) such that for any ¢ € S(K),

(2.3) 1) =(1,¢), P—as.
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From now on we identify a generalised linear random element v on F with the corre-
sponding E’ valued random variable 4. We will also identify a generalised linear random
element y on S(RY) satisfying condition (2.2) with the corresponding &’( K )-valued random
variable 7.

Let us present now the most typical examples of §’(00)-valued random variables v and
processes £. Below, v is a Borel tempered measure on 00; that is v € §'(00), and (eg) is
an orthonormal basis of L*(00, B(0O),v).

Example 1. Let (7x) be a sequence of independent identically distributed zero-mean
Gaussian real-valued random variables defined on (2, §,P). Then the formula

VW) = ler,v), ¢ € S(00),

where the series converges in L*(Q, §,P), defines a generalised random element on S(90)
satisfying condition (2.2) and thus inducing an S’'(00)-valued random variable 4. As we
have explained earlier, we will identify v with 7 and use the former notation to denote the
latter object. In particular, P-a.s.,

(’Y,Q,D) = Z/yk(ekya 1/))’ 1/) S 8(80)
k
This v will be called a cylindrical Gaussian random variable in L*(00, B(AO), v) or Gauss-

ian white noise on 0O with intensity measure v.

Example 2. Let (W/?) be a sequence of independent fractional Brownian Motions with a
Hurst index H € (0,1). Then the formula

€)1 = S WD (ew,v), >0, ¥eSOO),

where the series converges in L*(£2,§,P), defines an S&’'(00)-valued random process. We
call £ the cylindrical fractional Wiener process in L*(00,B(00),v) with Hurst index H.
If H=1/2, then ¢ is called simply a cylindrical Wiener process in L*(00, B(0O),v).

Example 3. Let (7;) be a sequence of independent N(0, 1)-random variables, (W) be a
sequence of independent fractional Brownian Motions with Hurst index H and let (v;) be
a sequence of signed measures on (00, B(00)). Assume that

D ol < 00,
k
where ||vg||var stands for the total variation of v4. Then

Y= Z’Yk’fk,
k

and
WH(t) = Z Wi ()

are 8'(00) random variable and process.



6 7. BRZEZNIAK, B. GOLDYS, S. PESZAT, AND F. RUSSO

Let —0o < a < b < +o00. Assume now that O = (a,b) x R for some positive integer I.
Then OO can be identified with R! and R%, respectively. In these cases important classes
of random processes on the boundary are provided by the so-called homogeneous Wiener
processes, see [5, 28, 29, 26, 27].

Example 4. Let W be a Wiener process taking values in S'(R™), i.e. W is Gaussian pro-
cess with continuous trajectories in S’(R™) such that for each vy € S(R™), t — (W(t), ) is
a one dimensional Wiener process. Let @): S(R™) x S(R™) — R be the bilinear continuous
symmetric positive definite form defined by

EWW(@), ) W(s),0) =t AsQ(, @) for (£,9), (s, ) € [0, +00) X S(R™).
We say that W is spatially homogeneous if for each fixed ¢ > 0 the law of W(t) is invariant
with respect to all translations 7 : S'(R™) — S’'(R™), h € R™, where 7,: S(R™) — S(R™),
T (+) = (- + h) for ¢ € S(R™). Thus we assume that

P(W(t) € X) =P (W(t) € (1) (X)) for h € R™, X € B(S'(R™)).
The property above holds if and only if ) is translation invariant, that is

Q(, p) = Q(mny, Tap) forall ¢, 9 € S(R™), h € R™,

see [28]. Next, see [28], @ is translation invariant if and only it is of the form Q(v, ¢) =
(F', 9 % @), where I' € S'(R™) is the Fourier transform of a positive symmetric tempered
measure £ on R™, and ¢ (z) = ¢(—z) for z € R? and a complex-valued function ¢. The
form @ will be called the covariance form, and p the spectral measure of W. Let us list
the main properties of W.

e For each ¢ € S(R™), {W(t), ) }+eo,00) 1 a real valued Wiener process.
e There exists a distribution I' € §’(R™) such that for all 1, » € S(R™) one has

Q) :==EW(L), )W), ¢) = (T, ¢ * ¢))-
e [' is the Fourier transform of a positive and symmetric Borel measure p on R™,
satisfying [p.(1 + |z|)"dp(z) < oo for a certain r < 0.
e It was shown in [28] that W can be represented as a sum

W(t) =D Wi(t) Few),

where (W}) are independent standard real-valued Wiener processes, F stands for
the Fourier transform, and (e ) is an orthonormal basis of the space L%S) (R4, B(RY), 1)

being the closed subspace of L?(R4, B(R?), du; C) over the real field, consisting of
all functions u such that ue) = u.

Random field. Suppose that the spectral measure p of W is finite, and consequently
I' = F(p) is a uniformly continuous bounded function. Then there exists a Gaussian
random field on [0, 4+00) x R™, which we also denote by W, such that:

e The mapping (¢, z) — W(t, x) is continuous with respect to the first and measurable
with respect to the both variables P-almost surely.
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e For each =, {W(t, ) }+c[o,+00) 15 @ one dimensional Wiener process.
o IEW(t x)W( .Y) —t/\sF(w— y) for t,s € [0,00) and x,y € R™.
o me W(t,z)dx for ¢p € S(R™).

In partlcular, 1f ['(z) = e 1" where @ € (0,2], then we obtain important examples
of random fields known as symmetric a-stable distributions. For a« = 1 and a = 2 the
densities of the spectral measures are given by the formulas ¢;(1 + |z[2)~"2" and cpe~l*I”,
where ¢; and ¢y are appropriate constants.

White noise. If Q(v,p) = (¥, ¢), then I' is equal to the Dirac dp-function, its spectral
density d“ is the constant function (2%)_% and W is a cylindrical Wiener process on

L2(R™, B(R™), dx), see Example 2, and W = 2V is a white noise on L([0, +00) x R™). If
B(t,x),t >0and x € R™, is a Browman sheet on [0, 4+00) x R™ see [34], then W can be
defined by the formula,

04B(t)
_ Y20 > 0.
W) Oxy...0xq t=0

Example 5. Assume that 7 and IT are Poisson random measures on 0O and [0, +00) x 00
with intensity measures p and dtv, respectively. Then

(v,¢) = | ¥(y)n(dy), Y € §(00),
00
and .
- / STt dy), >0, ¢ € S0),
0 o0

define §’(00)-valued random element and process, respectively. More generally, assume
that p: 0O +— R is a measurable function of a polynomial growth. Then

(Y, ¥) = aow(y)p(y)ﬂ(dy), Y € §(00),
and
(0 0) / / SpWI(ALdy), >0, § € S(0),

defines §’(00)-valued random variable and process, respectively.

3. WEAK SOLUTIONS

Let n denote the unit normal to the boundary and pointing inwards. Taking into account
the Green formula (see e.g. [21]) we arrive at the following definitions of the weak solution

o (1.1).
Definition 1. Let v be an &'(00)-valued random variable. We call an S’(O)-valued

random variable u a weak solution to (1.1) if

0
(w80 + (7.5

)—A(u,w), P—as. Vi¢eSO): ¢=0ondO.
20
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Note that the heat semigroup generated by the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary
condition is not strongly continuous on S(O). This is the main reason why in order to
consider the parabolic problem we have to introduce a certain scale of Hilbert spaces.
Namely, let 9(z) = (1 + |x|?)~! for z € R% Then, see e.g. [28, 5, 13], the heat semigroup
T(t), t > 0, generated by the Laplace operator A, with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions is analytic (but not symmetric) on each space L%, := L?(O, B(O), (¥(x))"dx),
r > 0. Let A > 0 and let H,, » > 0, be the domain of (A — AT)”/2 considered on L%T.
The space H, is a Hilbert space equipped with the scalar product induced from L2, by
(A—A)2 e

(u,0) i, = (A= A0)Pu, (A = A7)0 g2
Let H_, be the dual space of H,, where the duality map is given by

H,— L2 = (L2) = L*(0,B(0), (¥(x))"dx) — H_,.

M= () H,

r>0

Finally, let

with the Fréchet topology, and let H' be the topological dual. It is known that

H = U H_,.

Note that since H is a nuclear space, H' is a co-nuclear space. Next, the restriction of the
heat semigroup T to H,, » > 0, as well as to H, is a Cy-semigroup. Moreover, T' can be
extended to a Cy-semigroup on any H_,-space as well as to H'. Note that the generator
of T' considered either on H or on H' is a continuous linear operator. With a bit of abuse
of notation, we will denote by A, the generator of T' regardless the space on which T is
considered.

Remark 1. Note that H is a subspace of S(O). Therefore any distribution from &§'(O)
can be treated as an element of H'. Note however that H is not a dense subspace of S(O).

In fact it is a closed proper subspace. Therefore it can happen that a non-zero & € §'(O)
vanishes on H.

Definition 2. Let £ be an §'(00)-valued random process. We say that an H'-valued
random process u is a weak solution to (1.2) starting from ug € H’, if
o)

o
For the completeness of the presentation we present the following result on the uniqueness

(u(t), ) = (uo,¥) + /Ot(u(r)vAw)dr + <§(t)’ on 80) B (5(0)’ g_ﬁ
of solutions.

P-a.s. for all ¢ > 0, and ¢ € H.

Proposition 1. For any constant A\ > 0, and any S'(00)-valued random variable vy, the
elliptic problem (1.1) has at most one solution.
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Proof. Clearly it is enough to show that solution to the problem with homogeneous bound-
ary conditions vanishes, and we take this for granted in the case of O = R?. In other words
we will use the fact that if u is an S’(R%)-valued random variable such that

(u, Av) = A(u, ), Vo e SR,

then u = 0.
Assume that u solves (1.1) with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition u = 0
on JO. Tt is enough to show that the &'(R¢)-valued random variable @ defined by

(@v) = (), veSRY,

solves the problem on the whole space. To do this take ¢ € S(R?). Let 1) € S(R?) be such
that

Ap=X) in O, =1 on 90.
By the smoothness property of b, A = Mﬁ on O. Then
(@, AY) = (u, AW = ) [g) + (u, A [5)
= (0, AW = ¥) [g) + Mw, ¥ [5)
= Au, (¥ =) [g) + Au. ¥ [5)
= Mu, ¢ o) = M@, ¥).
O

For the parabolic problem the uniqueness follows from the equivalence of mild and weak
formulation of the solution to the homogeneous problem

(3.1) du = Audt, u(0) = up.

Proposition 2. For any ug € H' and any §'(00)-valued random process £, the parabolic
problem (1.2) has at most one solution. Moreover, the solutions to (3.1) and (1.2) with
€ =0 coincide and are equal to T(t)ug, t > 0.

Proof. Let ug and u, be two solutions corresponding to (1.2) with the same initial value
uy but with boundary functions { and 7. Since by the assumption u¢ = u,, we infer that

(e 52| )= (oo 5

Hence £(t) = n(t) for all t > 0 as required. [

), P—a.s. Vt>0, Vi € H.
00

4. MILD FORMULATION AND EXISTENCE

To solve the elliptic problem we will need the resolvent operator (A, — )\)_1 of the heat
semigroup T considered on L*(O0) with A from the resolvent set of A,. Then for any
Y € S(O) C L*(0), the function

u= (A, =Ny
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solves

(A= Nu(z) =¢(z), xe€O, u(z) =0, z€d0.

By the classical Agmon-Douglis—Nirenberg theory we have u € S(O). Moreover, (A, — \)

is a bounded linear operator from S(O) into itself. Define a continuous linear operator

D: §'(00) — S'(O) by the formula

0

-1
8_11 (AT - >‘> w

(Dv, ) = (% -

) . 4 eS8(00), v e S0).
00

We call D the Dirichlet map. Using the formula above we extend the Dirichlet map to
random variables and obtain the following result.

Theorem 2. For any S'(00)-valued random variable vy, D~ is the unique solution to the
Poisson equation (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.

Proof. Let 1 € S(O) be such that ¢» = 0 on 0. Then

80>
9 ,
R AR

) A0,

(D77 A¢) = (77 _5% (AT - )‘)_1 A#ﬂ
0

0

o)

80
0J

The following result ensures the Markov property of solution to (1.2) in case of £ having
independent increments, see e.g. [11, 13, 29].

Theorem 3. For any ug € H' and any S'(00)-valued cadlag random process &, the unique
solution to (1.2) is given by formula

(4.1) u(t) =T (t)uo + /0 T(t—s)(A—A;) D%(s),

where the integrant is defined, on a test function ) € H', by the integration by parts formula

([re-90-500E0.0)

_ /Ot (T(t = )A, (A — A,) DE(s), ) ds
+ (A= A7) DER),¥) — (A= Ar) T(t) DE(0), ) -

Moreover, u is a Markov and Feller process in H'.
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Proof. First note that u is given by the right hand side of (4.1) is well defined and cadlag.
To see that it is weak solution take a ¢ € H. Write

R [ (= A)DE() — (A — A)T(r)DEW), A dr.

Then we have

/Ot(u(r),ATw)dT = </Ot T(r)updr, AT¢>
- (/Ot /O T(r —q)(A — Ar) A DE(q)dgdr, Aﬂ/}) + R(t)

_ ( /O ATt — ryugdr ¢)

+ (/Ot /th(r —q)(A = A;)A;Dg(q)drdg, AT¢) + R(1)

= (—uo + T'(t)uo, V)

+ </Ot (T(t —q) — I) (A — A,) DE(q)dg, Aw) + R(t)

= — (uo, ¥) + (u(t), ¥) — /Ot (A= A7) DE(q), Artp) dg + R(t) + (1),

where
r(t) == —((A = A7) DER) — (A = AT (t)DE(0), ¥).
Now note that

- /O (A~ A,) De(g), Aib)dg + R(2)

= [ (- 27w De0). 5
— (T~ A)DEWO) + (A — A)DE(O), 1)
Therefore
[ ) v
— (g ) + (ut). ) — (> — A [DE(E) — DE(O)] )

Since
(A=A [Dg(t) — DE0)], v) = (D&(t) — DE(0), (A — A)ip)
we finally get

(ult), ) = (o) + / (u(r), A)dr + (DE(t) — DE(O), (A — A,
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oY

i)

The Markov property follows by the same arguments as in [11] and the Feller property is
obvious. [J

4.1. Examples.

Example 6. In the case of O = (0, 1), the space of distributions &’'(00) can be identified
with R2. Then, taking A = 0, we obtain for (y1,7,) € R?,

D(vo,71)(®@) =7+ (n —7)z, z€(0,1), v=(10,m) € R

Example 7. Assume that O = (0,400). Then §'(00) = R, and the Dirichlet map
corresponding to A = 1 calculated on v € R is given by

D(x) = ~ve™, x> 0.

Example 8. Assume that O = {z € R?: || < 1} is the unit ball in R? with center at 0.
Then the Dirichlet map corresponding to A = 0 is given on a function v: 0O + R by the
Poisson integral
1—|z|?

y‘dv(y)ﬂ(dy),

D,(z) = Cd/

00 |7 —
where 1 is the surface measure.

In the mild formulation of (1.2) we will deal with the term A, £. In the result below we
calculate A, in the one dimensional case. To do this let us denote by d, the Dirac measure
at a and by 0/, its distributional derivative. Recall that A, is a continuous linear operator

on H'.

Proposition 3. (i) Assume that O = (0,1) and A = 0. Let ¢y (x) = 1 and s(x) = x for
x € (0,1). Then p; € H' and

Ay =6y — 0] and Ay = =0,
(i1) Assume that O = (0,4+00) and A = 1. Let ¢(z) = e *. Then ¢ € H' and
Arp = =04 + 1.
Proof. First we will show part (i). We have 1; € S'(O) C H'. Let ¢ € H. Recall that A,

also denotes the adjoint operator on H. We have

(Arps, @) = (Ui, Ar) = /o Yi(x)¢" (x)du.
Now

/0 ()¢ () = / ¢ (@)dz = ¢/(1) — ¢(0) = (5 — b, )
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/w dx—/fW”( - /¢ J(1)
— (=8,0).

In order to show (7i) take a test function ¢ € H. Since ¢(0) = 0, we have

/Ooo e "¢ (x)dx = ¢/(0) + /OOO e~ (z)dz = ¢'(0) + /OOO e~ 3(x)da

and

5. GREEN KERNELS

For further purposes we recall here some basic facts on the Green kernels to the heat
and Poisson equations. Assume that G is the Green kernel to the heat equation in O C R?
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Thus the semigroup 7" generated by A

is given by
=Lamww@w

Note that as A, is self-adjoint, G(t,x,y) = G(t,y,z). Moreover, as the boundary and
the coefficients of the operator A are C'™°, we have the following bounds on G and its
derivatives (see [15, 31, 24]).

Theorem 4. The fundamental solution G is of class C*°((0,+00) x O x O) and for any
non-negative integer n, a multi-index o, and time S > 0, there are constants K, Ko > 0
such that for allt € (0,5] and z € O,

on flal
8t"8 @

lz—y|?

On the space C*°((0, +00) x O) we consider a family of semi-norms
ak+|a\f

n,m X
pK,s(f ) :=sup sup sup sup
€K 1£(0,5) a: |a|<n k=0,

where n,m € N and K is a compact subset of O.
The corollaries below can be easily derived from Theorem 4.

Corollary 1. For any compact K C O, any finite time S < oo, and all n,m € N,

sup P (G(- -, y)) < o0
yedo

Moreover, for any x € O, 6 > 0 such that the ball B(x,6) C O, and for any t > 0,

oG

o (b7 € S(O\ B(x,9)).
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Let e
G(z,y) = / e MG(t, x, y)dt
0

be the Green kernel to the Poisson equation. On the space C*°(QO) we consider a family of
semi-norms

olel £
ox®

pr(f) :==sup sup (2)

z€K o |a|<n

Y

where n € N and K is a compact subset of O.

Corollary 2. There is a constant C' such that for all x € O and y € 00,
oG Clz -y ifd>1,
—(ZE, y) < + _1 e o1
on, C[1+1log" |z —y|™] ifd=1.

Moreover, for anyy € 00, g—g(-, y) € C*(0) and for any compact K C O andn € N there
1s a constant C' such that

P (ag ('79)) <C Vyeoo.

an,
Finally for any x € O and § > 0 such that B(z,d) C O,
og AT

Let v € §’(00). Write

. og
(5.1) (1) = <% () 8@) e
and
(5.2) vy (t,x) = (7, a—G(t,x, ) ) , t>0, zeO.
On, o0

Corollary 3. For any v € §'(00), u, € C*(0) and v, € C*([0,+00) x O).

Example 9. Assume that O = (0,4+00) x R™. Then G(t,z,y) ='(t,z —y) - I'(t,T —y),
where

2
||

L(t,x) = (dmt) "2 e 5

and
T= (20, %1, ,Tm) = (—T0, X1, ..., Tpn).
Then
0G 0G Yo — o —Yo — To _
—(t = = T(t,z — T(t,7 —
any(,w,y) ayo(,af:,y) 57 (t,x —y) + 57 (t,T—y)

In particular, we have

oG Zo
a_ny(taxay)__TF(tax_y)a y_(oayla'--7ym>€ao-
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Let y = (0,y1,...,Ym) € 00. We will need to calculate the Fourier transform
oG Zo

Fy—t,z,y) = —— Grnzm) Wy VD (1 — (0, 21, . . ., 2))d2y - .. dzi,
81’1y t R™
— _Le_éei<xvy>_%‘yl2
PNE '
Finally, for G(z,y) = f0+oo e MG(t,r,y)dt, we have at y = (0,y1, ..., Ym),

oG zo [T At
= == “MD(t,x — y)dt
8ny(rc,y) r)oc (t,z —y)

and
(‘99 Foo Zo z%
F,— = — M0 o m
yany (x,y) /O € 2ﬁt3/2e

In the calculation below ¢ is a generic constant. For |y| > 1 we have

. @™ 2
el<z7y> 2 ‘y| dt‘

ag 2 Foo —\ .:C(2) _ﬁ_ m 2
‘]—"ya—%(l’,y) < C/O ¢ tt_3€ 2~ (O™ E gt
+o0
< cw52/ e~ A2l g
0
+00 1/2
< cay? (/ 62’”“5’"%%%?d8)
0
< ey fy| 7.
Since for |y| <1,
ag 2 +o0 2 3
Fy—(z, <c e MO0 3 dt < cxp?,
y@ny( vl = /0 t3 -0
eventually we obtain the following a bit crude estimate
9g ’ < -2 —4)1—1/m
(5.3) Fym—(@)| < ez xmi<ny + 20" 1yl Xqwisny) -
y

In the same way one obtains

(5.4) /0 |7, 26

ya_ny(sa x, y)

2
ds < ¢ (2 xqyi<ty + 25 1Yl " Xqyis1y) €

6. REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS INSIDE DOMAIN

15

In this section we are concerned with the regularity of solutions inside the domain O.
Let us denote by C2°(O) the space of all compactly supported C*° functions on O. Recall
that u, € C*(0) and v, € C((0, +00) x O) are defined by (5.1) and (5.2), respectively.



16 7. BRZEZNIAK, B. GOLDYS, S. PESZAT, AND F. RUSSO

Theorem 5. (i) Let v be an S'(00)-valued random variable, and let uw = D~y be the solution
to the elliptic problem (1.1). Then u = u, on O; that is

(6.1) () = [ wf@pita)da

for any ¢ € C°(O). Moreover, the solution u is C* inside the domain O. (ii) Let & be a
process with cadlag trajectories in S'(00) and let u be the solution to the parabolic problem
(1.2). Then

(62) () = [ vt )@, v eCEO)

where

(63)  uga(t,2) /G (t, 2, y)uo(y dy+/ Auve (t — 5,2)ds — veo) (£, 2),
and in particular, u is C* on (0,+00) x O.

Proof. The first part of the theorem says that
(D, ¥) = (uy,9), Vo€ C(0).

07.0) = (1= A= 37| ) = (g [ gl i

)
= (3 [ gt (alda BO) . )

Since ¢ has a compact support in O, there is a sequences (z}), k = 1,...,n, of variables
of the support of ¢ and reals (a}) such that

We have

0 "0
2 o e = tim S (o Jaq)af,

8n n—00
O Y k=1

where aag (2%, ) € S(RY) is an extension of %(xz, -), and the convergence is in the topology

of S(R?), and

Thus

(/8ny. 7)dz

= Jim 3ot = [ e

Regularity of u inside the domain now follows from Corollary 3.
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Let u be the solution to (1.2). To prove the second part of the theorem, note that

(A= AT(E = 9)DE(3).9) = (€06) ~3(A =N A= AT = )w]| )

- (e ggrie =] ).

Using the arguments from the proof of the first part we obtain

(A= AT(t - $)DE(s). ) = /O vt — s, 2)p(x)dz, Ve € CF(O)

and
(Ar( A= A)T(t — s)DE(s),0) = / (Agvg(s)(t — s, 2))(x)de, Vi € C(0).

Let ¢ € C2°(0O). Taking into account (4.1) we obtain

(u(t), 1) = (T(t)ug, v //A%@—,»wmms

+@O@;w>—é ve(o)(t, 21 (2)dw.

Since g—ﬁ = 0, by taking into account (6.3), we obtain (6.2). O
00

7. REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS AT THE BOUNDARY

Our aim in this section is to investigate the space regularity of u defined by (1.1) or
(1.2) at the boundary. To this end we will evaluate the expectations Eu?(x) and Eu?(t, z)
where x is near the boundary 0O and we will obtain the bounds of the type

Ev?(z) < f(dist (z,00)) and Eu?(t,r) < f(dist (x, 00)).

In a similar way one can evaluate u(z) and u(t,z) in order to obtain the estimates of the
form

w?(z;w) < c(w)f(dist (z,00)) and u?(t, ;w) < e(w) f(dist (z,00)),
for IP almost all w.

7.1. The case of the Poisson equation. Recall, see Theorem 5, that the solution u to
(1.1) inside of O can be identified with smooth random field

0G
U({E) = (77 —(Zlf, ) ) ’ r e 0.
on,, 80
Assume now that v =), eV is as in Example 1. Then

Z% 20 8 (z,y)ex(y)v(dy), ze 0.
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Therefore, for every x € O,

i) = 3 5 e patm@) = [ (2 ) vian,

a0 Ony
Taking into account the estimates of Corollary 2 we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4. Let u be the solution to (1.1) with vy as in Ezample 1. Then

2-2d ~
]EuQ(x) < fa(g |z —y| v(dy) Zfd > 1, ’ reo.
[1+ log™ dist(z, 8(’))} if d=1.

Assume now that v = Y, v, is as in Example 3. Then, for every z € O,

w0 = X ([ guemitn) <l s (52009)

and consequently we have the following.

Proposition 5. Let u be the solution to (1.1) with v as in Ezample 3. Then

dist(z, 00)?2 ifd>1,

co.
[1+log" dist(z,00)]* ifd=1,

Eu?(z) < C x {

Assume that O = (0,+00) x R™. An important case can be obtained if v = W(1)
where W is a homogeneous Wiener process, see Example 4. Then v = ), Wj(1)F (exv).
Obviously

0
w(xo, 1, .oy Tp) = Z Wi (1) —g((ﬁo, o Ty 0,91, ym) F (e (y)dy.
k

R™ al’ly

Consequently, see Example 9, for every = € O,
0G
Fu?(x) = / ]:ya—((xo,...xm,(),yl,...ym) v(dy)
m n,
+o00 2 m
_ AP0 iey) - Py
= e ———-e e 2 dt
/ m /0 2\/t3/2

Using now the crude estimate (5.3) we obtain:

2

2

v(dy).

Proposition 6. Let u be the solution to (1.1) with vy as in Example 4. Then

Eu?(z) < 0/ (20 X ql<1y + 20 1yl ™ X1y v(dy),  w €O,
Rm

Remark 2. Note that for an arbitrary (tempered) spectral measure v, u is a Gaussian
field in O and consequently Eu?(z) < 400 even if the integral appearing on the right hand
side of the estimate in the proposition above is infinite.
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Let us now consider the case of Lévy measure on the boundary. Namely, see Example
5, assume that v = pm, where p is a function and 7 is a Poisson random measure on 0O
with intensity measure v. Then

@)= [ G oyrdy)  zeo.

p0 On,

Taking into account, see e.g. [29], the following estimate valid for any measurable f: E — R
and Poisson random measure m on E with intensity measure v,

</f dx) <2/f +(/Ef(x)u(dx)>2], e

and taking into account the estimates of Corollary 2 we obtain the following result.

Proposition 7. Let u be the solution to (1.1) with v as in Ezample 5. Then, for x € O,
- - 2 .
Ev’(z) < C x Joo 1 = yP 0 v(dy) + (Joo [ = oI lo(W)lv(dy))” i d > 1,
N [1+ log™ dist(z, 00)] ifd=1.

Remark 3. In the Lévy case with a bounded p and finite v, it is easy to obtain the
following pointwise estimate
(dist 2, 0O) '~ ifd>1,

€ 0.
[1+log* dist(z,00)] ifd=1, v

Ju(z;w)] < C(w) x {

where the random variable C' has all moments finite. Using the fact that for p € [1,2),

m(dy)

"<, [ IrwPulan
one can show that

Joo Iz =y p(y)lPv(dy) it d > 1,

€ 0.
[1 + log™ dist(z,00)]" ifd=1, v

Elu(z;w)P < C x {

For more details see [29].

7.2. The case of the heat equation. Let us now examine the case of the heat problem.

Without any loss of generality we may assume that ug = 0 and £(0) = 0. Then, see
Theorem 5,

t
u(t,r) = ugp(t,x) = / Agve(s)(t — s,x)ds = /
0

0

t

(§<s), Axg—iu - .>> »

Assume that

= Z W) erv



20 7. BRZEZNIAK, B. GOLDYS, S. PESZAT, AND F. RUSSO

satisfies the assumptions of Example 2. Then

(71) ult,z) = /Ot (dg(s),g—i(t—s,x,-)> _ Ek:/ot (ekl/,g—ri(t—s,x,-)) AW (s),

where the integral is defined in the sense of Paley-Wiener integral. This is clearly permitted
because the integrands are deterministic. Therefore, for every x € O,

E Ju(t, o) ZEL( Gt s y)v(d) ) AW

a0 Ony,
Now if H = 1/2, then the Paley-Wiener integral coincides with the It6 integral and thus

E |u(t, ) / /@O <any 5 y))QV(dy)ds.

Using now Theorem 4, we obtain

2

z—yl|?

t
E |u(t,z)|* < Kl/ ~leT s y(dy)ds.
0

Since
b o_goq —lal? 2d
(7.2) / s e s ds < Clo —y| ™,
0

we have the following result.

Proposition 8. Assume that £ =), Wieyv is as in Evample 2 with H = 1/2. Then

Ewmwﬁsoj’u—m*%mw

00

Assume now that £ = >, Wy, is as in Example 3. Then

¢
E|u(t, z) ZE / ( a—G(t — s,x,y)yk(dy)) deH(s)
0
Now if H = 1/2, then

a0 Ony
E |u(t, z)| /(/ (s,z,y)v dy)ds
ult.a)? =3 [ [, g s 20
¢ oG
< su E v
_/0 yed% a H k’”Var

Therefore the following result holds.

2

(s,z,9)

Proposition 9. Assume that & =), Wiy is as in Example 3 with H = 1/2. Then
E|u(t, z)|* < Cdist (x,00) .
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Assume now that O = (0, +00) x R™ and that £ = W is a spatially homogeneous Wiener
process on R™ with the spectral measure v. Then { = ", W, F(e,v). Hence, see Example
9,

E |u(t, ) Z/ ( 5 any (5,2,0 y)]—"(ekz/)(y)dy)st

/ / m v(dy)ds

Therefore, using inequality (5.4) we obtain:

ya smOy)

Proposition 10. Assume that £ is a spatially homogeneous Wiener process as in Example
4 with the spectral measure v. Then

E |u(t,z)” < Oet/R (7o X qwi<1y + 20 Y17 "X =13 ) v(da).

Assume that ¢ is as in Example 5. Then

t,ﬁl? // a vayypyII dSady'
o0 Ily ) ( ) ( )
['hus

Eu

(/ = wPasvian + ([ [ |2 an) |p<y>|dsu<dy>)2)
<C (/60/0 ~416= 5 ol p(y) 20 (dy) + </ao/ R delp(y )!V(dy))2>'

Taking into account (7.2) we obtain the following.

8G

(s,z,9)

Proposition 11. Assume that & is as in Ezample 5. Let d > 1. Then

Eul(t) < C ( [ o= ptivian + ([ 1o y|—d—1\p<y>|u<dy>>2> |

7.3. The case of H # 1/2. We restrict our attention to the case of H > 1/2 and boundary
noise & = >, Wy is as in Example 3. The cases of H < 1/2 or and £ = >, Wieww
require much longer calculations.

Proposition 12. Let H > 1/2. Assume that £ =Y., WHvy, is as in Example 3. Then for
any H > 1/2, T > 0, and for any x € O there exists a constant C' = Cr such that

(7.3) sup E|u(t, z)|> < C (dist (z, 00)) "D |
t<T
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Proof. Fix . € O and t € (0,T]. By Example 3,

ot =3 [ ([ S sm i) awt s
(7.4) 5 y

=3 [ ne-oamtie)

with
0G

—(t —s,z,y)(dy).
o Jldy)

fi(s) = fu(s,z) =
In order to establish the theorem we will use the approach of [25]. To this end, we first note
that putting gi(s) = W{(w) we can interpret each integral [ f.(t — s)dW/(s) as the so-
called generalized Stieltjes integral f(f fr(t — s)dgx(s) and we recall that the Paley-Wiener
integral considered in equality (7.1) is a particular case of the generalised Stieltjes integral.

Fix @ € (1—H,3). Then following [25] we introduce the space W} %% of measurable
functions ¢: [0, 7] — R such that

l9/li-a00r == sup ‘g 1 / ’9 ar) < oo
o<s<t<T \ (t—s5)17@ (r — 5)2

By a minor modification of the estimate (4.11) in Proposition 4.1 from [25] we obtain for
every fixed t € (0,7,

[ e = syt

(7.5) < eallgplly oo (/ | fe(t —7)] d L / / /i t—rr_s{;ig—s)\dsdr>

= Callgkll - gyo0, (Tt 2) + aJk(t, z)),

where ¢, is an absolute constant. Now, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Theorem

4,
tq oG 2
2oy =] =] Su- dy)|d
e = ([ | [ et = ramn)| )
t 2
g@//f”mwmm>w
0 aoany

t 1 e —y\Q 2
(7.6) < CT/O (/ao EEYoR || (dy)> dr

> 1 _2dist2(:c,80) 2
< CT/ Tira® frar (/ Vx| (dy))
0 20

SR ST
= (dist(z, 00))2d "Flvar:
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It remains to estimate Ji(¢,x). To this end, we note that

fult = s,2) — fr(t —r,x) = i aajik(t—r—i-{(r—s) r)(r—s)d§, 0<s<r<t

Invoking Theorem 4 we obtain

r—=s _dist2(z,60)
_ _ _ - Ko(t—r)
it —s,2) = filt Tax)|55<t__,g(d+a/2e 2 /QO’Vk\(dy),

hence using the same arguments as in (7.6) we obtain
(r

]_ dlst dist® (z,00) 2
s <l ([ [ 2 oo B asr)

t 1 _ dist?(2,00) 2
& < Crlll, ([ e %)

Cr
d1 2@ (2, 00)

2
Hkavar :

By (7.4) we have
E|u(t, x) ZE
C

2
S diSt2d+2Z;U, 80) ; HkazarE HW’fI@)Hlfa,oo,T ’

Since every W} € C'=°*¢ for some suitable € > 0 a.s., we find that W € W, > as.
Since W are copies of a Gaussian process, the proposition follows. [J

t—sxde()
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