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SPDEs WITH PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL GENERATORS:
THE EXISTENCE OF A DENSITY

Abstract. We consider the equation du(t,z) = Lu(t, z)+b(u(t, z))dtdz +
o(u(t,z))dW (t,z) where t belongs to a real interval [0, 7], z belongs to an
open (not necessarily bounded) domain O, and L is a pseudodifferential
operator. We show that under sufficient smoothness and nondegeneracy
conditions on L, the law of the solution wu(t,z) at a fixed point (¢,x) €
[0,T] x O is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

1. Introduction. Stochastic Partial Differential Equations (SPDEs) of
evolution type can be dealt with basically using two approaches: first, we
can consider the solution u = {u(t,z) : t € [0,T], = € O} of a SPDE, where
O is an open domain of R? and T a positive constant, as a one-parameter
process u(t) with values in the Hilbert space L?*(O) of square integrable
functions in O. This is the evolution system approach, widely studied by
many authors (see for example Da Prato and Zabczyk [3] for a general
account on this subject, and also Peszat and Zabczyk [15] for the case of
the stochastic heat equation on R?). The other point of view is to consider
u as a one-dimensional multiparameter process. This is the point of view
explained for example in Walsh [18], but mainly treated there in the case of
the one-dimensional stochastic heat equation, that is, an evolution equation
whose generator is the Laplacian A. A way of generalizing Walsh’s results
to a wider class of stochastic evolution equations has been considered by
Kotelenez ([8], [9]), where the infinitesimal generator is a pseudodifferential
operator which generates an evolution semigroup satisfying some general
smoothness conditions.

Though the semigroup approach may be a more general setting, Kote-
lenez’s multiparameter approach allows an easier proof of various properties
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of the solution to the SPDE, such as space-time regularity or comparison
theorems. Another advantage of the multiparameter setting is that it al-
lows us to get quite easily some smoothness results, in the Malliavin calculus
sense, for the solution u(t, x) of the SPDE at a fixed point (¢,z) € [0,T] x O.
We will use this fact to get some simple conditions on the coefficients of the
equation in order to have a density for the law of wu(¢,z) with respect to
the Lebesgue measure at fixed (¢,x), following Pardoux and Zhang’s ap-
proach [14].

Note that the existence and properties of the density for the solution
to a SPDE have been addressed by many authors over the last years, after
Pardoux and Zhang’s paper [14], in the case of the one-dimensional stochas-
tic heat equation: Bally and Pardoux [1] studied the C*° regularity of the
density, D. Marquez and M. Sanz [11] gave an expansion of the density in
terms of € when the heat equation is perturbed by a small space-time white
noise W, and Donati and Pardoux [4] investigated the case of parabolic
SPDEs with reflexion. Our paper also fits in a more global project of ex-
tending those density results to other kind of SPDEs, as done by Lanjri and
Nualart [10] for stochastic Burgers equations, and Millet and Sanz [12] for
a two-dimensional wave equation: our aim here is to get the basic existence
result for the density of the law of u(¢, z) when w is the solution to a SPDE
involving a fairly general pseudodifferential operator L.

Notice also that the assumptions we impose on the operator L in our
SPDE are the same as in Kotelenez’s paper [8], and will be recalled in
Section 3 (hypotheses (H1) to (H6)). Moreover, the proof of the existence
of a density for the law of w(t,x), the solution of our SPDE at a point
(t,z) € [0,1] x O, will heavily rely on the positivity of GG, the fundamental
solution to the equation ;X = LX. Those conditions may seem restric-
tive, but it is shown in [8] that they are satisfied in the following interesting
cases:

1. O =R, L =(-A)"/2 with v € (1,2].
2. O c R% and L is the closure of a strongly elliptic operator of order
v = 2m with v > d.

Note also that very general conditions are given in [6] in order to ensure
that a given pseudodifferential operator generates a Feller semigroup.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we recall some basic facts
on Malliavin’s calculus, and in Section 3 we give the general assumptions we
shall make on the coefficients of the pseudodifferential equation. Section 4
is devoted to the differentiability (in the Malliavin calculus sense) of the
solution u(t,z) to our SPDE, and in Section 5 we prove the existence of a
density for the law of u(t, x).
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2. Malliavin calculus tools. We recall some basic facts on the Mallia-
vin calculus for the space-time white noise, and give some rules that ensure
the differentiability and the existence of a density for the solution of our
stochastic pseudodifferential equation. In the rest of the paper, O denotes
an open, not necessarily bounded, set in R?, satisfying the cone condition,
that is,

inf inf MO N B(z,0))

>0
0>0z€0 0 ’

where

B(z,0) ={y € R": [z —y| < o}
For simplicity of notation, we assume that our probability space ({2, F, P)
is as follows: 2 = C([0,T] x O), the set of continuous functions on [0, 7]
x O, and F is the Borel field of 2. The probability measure P is such that
the family {W(A) : A € B([0,T] x O), AMA) < oo} is a centered Gaussian

family whose covariance function is given by
E[W (A)W(B)] = A(AN B),

where A denotes the Lebesgue measure on [0,7] x O, and B([0,7] x O) is
the Borel field on [0,7] x O. We also consider the filtration {F; : ¢ > 0}
defined by

Fir=0c{W(A): Ae B([0,t] x O), AN(A) < o0} VN,
where N is the class of P-null sets of F.
Set H = L*([0,T] x O). For any h € H, we call W(h) the Wiener
integral of H on [0,T] x O, that is (the material on the Malliavin calculus

of this section is taken mainly from [13], and we refer in particular to this
book for a more complete account on Wiener integrals),
T
w(h) =\ | h(t,z) dW (¢, z).
00

The space S of smooth functionals on {2 is the set of random variables of
the form

F=1(W(h),...,W(hy)),

where n € N, h; € H, 1l € Cg°(R™). For such a variable, we can define the
derivative DF' as an H-valued random variable by

DLF=Y 88; (W(hi), . W hi(tz),  (a) € 0,7] x O.

For p > 1, we denote by D the closure of S with respect to the seminorm

I1F|l1p = {EIFP] + E[IDF||]} /.
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If G is a V-valued random variable, where V is a separable Hilbert space,
we can also define the derivative of G, and the corresponding sets D17 (V)
for p > 1. The following chain rule for a Lipschitz function can be shown
(see e.g. [13, Prop. 1.2.3]):

THEOREM 2.1. Let ¢ : R — R be a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz
constant ¢, and F a random variable that belongs to DY2. Then p(F) € D2
and there exists a random variable G bounded by ¢ such that

D(yp(F)) = GDF.

Let 6 be the adjoint of the derivative operator as an unbounded oper-
ator on L?(£2). The domain of § is denoted by Domd. The space L2 of
Fi-adapted, measurable and square integrable random fields is included in
Dom §, and § restricted to L2 coincides with the It integral with respect
to W. Notice that DV2(H) C Domd. Moreover, if v € DV2(H), then
§(u) € D2 and the following commutation relation between D and § holds:

t

(1) Dy . (0(u)) = u(t,z) + S S Dy zu(s,y) dW (s, y).
00

We will use the following two rules to get our density result (see Nu-
alart [13] for the proofs).

THEOREM 2.2. Let {F,, : n > 1} be a family of elements of D*? con-
verging to F in LP(2) for some p > 1. Suppose that {DF,, : n > 1} is a
bounded family in LP(£2; H). Then F € DP, F, € D'P for every n > 1,
and there ezists a subsequence of {DF,, : n > 1} converging to DF in the
weak topology of LP(£2;H).

THEOREM 2.3. Let F' be a real random wvariable defined on (2. Suppose
that F € D2 and that | DF||g > 0 almost surely. Then the measure PoF~!
18 absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure.

3. Pseudodifferential equations. We state here some results proved
by Kotelenez [9], also cited by Kallianpur and Xiong [7], on the solution of a
stochastic pseudodifferential equation, giving sometimes a slightly different
proof of the result. Let C°(O) be the set of smooth functions with compact
support in O. Throughout the paper, ¢ will be a constant that can change
from line to line. We will sometimes stress the dependence of ¢ on the
parameters of the problem. Let us recall the definition of a pseudodifferential
operator, given for example in Treves [17].

DEFINITION. Let v € R. A pseudodifferential operator of order - is an
operator defined on C°(O) by
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Lf(z) = @2m)~* | | e Va(a,y,0)f(y) dydo,  f e CZ(0),

O Rd

where a : O x O x R¢ — C is a smooth function with compact support, and
for any compact set K C O x O and multiindices 51, B2, B3, there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(C, f1, B2, B3) such that

0805208 al, )| < 1+ o)1
for any (z,y) € K, v € R%

Let L be a pseudodifferential operator, b,0 : R — R two functions, and
dW (t, z) the space-time white noise on [0, 7] x R?. We consider the following
SPDE for (t,z) € [0,T] x O:

) { du(t,z) = [Lu(t,x) + b(u(t, z))]dt + o(u(t, z))dW (t, x)
u(0,z) = up(z),

where ug is a continuous function from O to R. We will make the following
assumptions on L and the coefficients of (2):

(H1) L is a pseudodifferential operator of order v > d.
(H2) L generates a semigroup {S(t) : ¢ > 0} of linear operators from
C*(0) to C(O) which has a kernel function G(t,z,€), that is,

(S@)f) (@) = {p Gt 2, €) f(£) dE.
The solution to (2) has to be interpreted in the mild sense: we say that wu is

a solution to the stochastic pseudodifferential equation if it is an F;-adapted
process on [0,7] x O satisfying

3)  wu(t,x) = SG(t x,&)up (&) d€ +
(@]

+ 1§ Gt~ 6.2,0)0(u(6.)) dW (8,9).
00

O ey

VGt —0,2,)b(u(0,€)) do d¢
@]

Note that in Kotelenez’s general case, the pseudodifferential generator L is
allowed to be time-dependent. However, we will have to apply a comparison
result for solutions of (2), which was obtained in [9] only for a fixed L.

The following regularity conditions on G and its Fourier transform are
needed in order to get the existence, uniqueness and continuity of the solu-
tion.

(H3)  For any T > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(T") < oo such that for
any 0 <t < T,

V1G(t 2, 6) de <.

(@]
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(H4)  There is a symbol g(t,£,€) for 0 <t < T, € € O, £ € RY, such that,
for a constant ¢ = ¢(T),

G(t,z,§) =

@y ) eplile = OO (t,2.8) dE
R4

and ~ o
| [Eolg(t,e,t717€)|dE < ¢
Rd
forall0<a<~y—-d,0<t<T, £€O.
(H5)  There is a constant ¢ = ¢(y) such that

| § exp(i(e — 8)lg(s + 57,€,2) — (s, €, )] | < es~r
Rd
foral0<s<s+sr<T,z,&€0.
(H6)  For all T > 0 there exist two integrable functions p and ¢ defined on
R? such that for 0 < t < T and z, ¢ € O, and any compact K C R¢,
g((z = ™) <tG(t 2,€) < p((@ - OV,
sup p(z) <c<oo, inf g(z)> 0.
The use of the positive function ¢ is an additional hypothesis with respect
to the original ones. We need that positivity condition on G in order to get
our density result. Finally, we will need the usual Lipschitz conditions on
the coefficients of the equation, and a boundedness condition on wg:

(H7)  There exists a constant ¢ such that

b@) = by)[ +Jolw) o)l < ez —yl,  supuo(x) < oo,

and ugp € C(O).

Under these hypotheses, the following existence and uniqueness theorem is
shown in [9]. In order to fix our notations for the remainder of the paper,
we will give here a slightly different proof of the first part of the result. Note
that the regularity conditions on the Fourier transform are only needed to
prove the continuity result for the solution, and that the norms | - |p, used
in our proof are similar to the one used e.g. in Seidler [16, Proposition 4.1].

THEOREM 3.1. Suppose that the assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3), (H6) and
(H7) are satisfied. Then:

(i) There exists a unique Fi-adapted mild solution to (2), in the sense
given by (3).
(ii) The solution u satisfies, for any p > 1,

sup sup Ef|u(t,z)|P] < oc.
te[0,T] z€0
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(iii) Under the aditional hypotheses (H4) and (H5), the solution u satis-
fies, for any n large enough so that n = [2(n — 1)/(n — 2)] — 1 is such that
0<n<~/d,

sup sup Blfu(t + s, 4+ h) — u(t,@)|"] < sV 4 b[

t,t+s€[0,T] z,z+h€O
where ¢ = ¢(T, p) is a positive constant.

(iv) Under hypotheses (H1)—(HT), the solution is almost surely Hélder
continuous in (t,z) € [0,T] x O with exponent

(0= =)

Proof of (i). Let E be the set of F;-adapted measurable processes
ZE={E(t,z):0<t<T, z € O} such that =(0,x) = vo(z) for a continuous
bounded initial condition vy, and

for any € > 0.

(4) sup - sup E[|Z(t,2)[*] < co.
t€[0,T] z€O

We set, for v € E,
Av =9+ G(v) + H(v),

where

G(t = 0,2,6)b(v(0,8)) db d¢,

Gt = 0,2,8)0(v(0,£)) dW(6,).

O e O e

e
e

STEP 1. Let us show that A is a mapping from E to E. For a constant
C?

sup sup E[|Av(t,z)|?] < e(sup |vo(z)| + sup sup E[|G(v)(t,z)[?]

te[0,T] z€O €O te[0,T] z€O
+ sup sup E[|H(v)(t, z)[]).
te[0,T] €O

The first term on the right hand side is bounded, by our assumption on vy.
Moreover, applying Schwarz’s inequality, we obtain, for every ¢ € (0, 1),

E[G)(t2)*] <([§ 6% (t - 0,2.€) de av)

00

X (g | G202 (¢ — 0,2, ) E[|b(v(8, €)% dg dé?).

00
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Choose € = 1/2. Then, by (H3) and (H7), we get

Bl|G(v)(t,2)]] < c(1+ sup sup Ef|v(9,8)*)).
0€[0,T] €O
Thus, the process {G(v)(t,x) : 0 < t < T, = € O} satisfies inequality
(4) whenever v € E. Let us get a bound for the stochastic integral part.
From the isometry property for a martingale measure (see Walsh [18]) and
Schwarz’s inequality, we get, using hypothesis (H7),

E[|H(v) H —0,2,&)E[0*(v(0,€))] do d¢

G

t

<c(l+ supsup Bllo(0, )P (| § G2t - 0,2,€) b dg).
t€[0,T] z€O 00

Note that, from (H3) and (H6), we have (recall that c is a constant that can
change from line to line)

~

{162t —0,2,)d0de
00

(t—0)""" \(t—0)"G(t - 0,2,6)G(t — 0,2,€) dO d¢
O

O ey

t

<§ =0 ({0 @ )Gt —0.2.6) de) o
0 (@
< c§ (t— e)—d/V< ja—0.2.¢ d§> df
0

(@]
t
<cl(t—0)""do <c
0

since d < «y. Hence,

sup sup E[|H(v)(t,x)|2] <c¢(14 sup sup E[|v(t,x)|2]).
te[0,T] z€0 te[0,T] z€0

We have thus proved that A maps E in E.

STEP 2. Consider now a parameter A > 0 and the set ) of F;-adapted
measurable processes v = {v(t,z) : t € [0,T], x € O} equipped with the

norm
T

‘U‘HQ*& = S e M sup E[\v(t,x)]Q] dt.
0 zeO
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Notice that vy € Fy for every A > 0 whenever vy is a bounded continuous
function defined on O, and therefore, from Step 1, the sequence {A*vy :
k > 0} is in F) for any A > 0. Hence, if we show that for sufficiently large A,
A is a contraction in Fy, we will get the existence and uniqueness of the

solution to (2) by a fixed point argument. Let u and v be processes in Fj.
We have

(5) Av — Au = G(v) — G(u) + H(v) — H(u).

For the deterministic part of the right hand side of (5), we get, as in Step 1,
using hypotheses (H3), (H6) and (H7),

X
/N
O ey

} Gt = 0,2, E[lb(v(6,€)) — b(u(8,€))|?) dé d9)
(@

< cS sup E[|[v(0,z) — u(f,z)|?] db.
0 T€0

For the stochastic part, we also get, as in Step 1,

E[|(H(v) — H(u))(t, z)[?)
< c{sup Ello(v(0,£)) — o(u(@, )] § G3(t - 0,2,) dg) dv
OxEO bo)

<c\(t—0)" sup B[|v(0,¢) — u(0,£)[?] do.

0 zeO
Hence
T
[Av — Auf, = | e sup E[JAv(t, z) — Au(t, 2)[*] dt
0 zeO

<cfe ( [ (¢ = 0)~%7 sup E[Ju(0,2) — u(8, )] d9> dt.
0 0 z€O

Set, for 0 <0 <T,

@(6) = sup EHU(@, 1‘) - u((97 x)‘QL
xz€O
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and note that |v — ulp, = ST e p(0) dh. We have

0
t

|Av — Aulg, <c e_At(X ~ /Y p(t — s)ds) dt

s

IN

!
cigs_d/”’( S e Mp(t — ) dt) ds
(]

,/\s fd/’y d8> "U _ U‘FA7

and hence, for sufficiently large )\, A is a contraction on FFy, which ends the
proof. m

REMARK 3.2. It is shown in [8] that for any (¢,z) € [0,T] x O and p > 1,
LP-lim, 00 u™(t, ) = u(t, ), where u™ = A"ug and LP-lim stands for the
limit in LP(£2).

Note that under hypothesis (H6), by positivity of the kernel G, the
semigroup {S(¢) : t > 0} is positivity preserving, and hence we can apply a
slight variation of Theorem 3.5 in [9] to compare solutions of equation (2).

THEOREM 3.3. Suppose (H1)—(H6). For i = 1,2, let B; : 2 x [0,T] x
O — R be an Fi-adapted bounded process. Let uly and o be resp. two initial
conditions and a diffusion coefficient satisfying (H7). Let u;, i = 1,2, be the
solutions to the equations

du(t,x) = [Lu(t,z) + B;(t,x)u(t,z)]|dt + o(u(t,x))dW (¢, x),
u(0,z) = uj(z).
Suppose further that
B1 < By, ug < ug.

Then almost surely, for any (t,z) € [0,T] x O, we have
up(t, ) < us(t,x).

Lastly, we recall the Garsia-type lemma given by Kallianpur and Xiong [7]
for a general bounded domain in R? satisfying the cone condition. We give
here a version of this theorem suited for stochastic processes.

THEOREM 3.4. Let Q be an open bounded domain of R® satisfying the
cone condition. Let x = {x(y) : y € Q} be a measurable process such that
for a constant p > 1 and for any y1,y2 € Q,

Ellz(y1) — 2(y2)[’] < clyr — wa|?,

where ¢ > d. Then for any 0 < m < q—d, there exist some positive constants
c1, co and a random wvariable I' such that

lz(y1) — 2(y2)P < crlyr — yo|™I,  E[I] < ca.
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4. Malliavin calculus for a pseudodifferential equation

4.1. Differentiability of the solution. We first establish, using Theo-
rem 2.2, the differentiability (in the Malliavin calculus sense) of the solution
to equation (2).

PROPOSITION 4.1. Under hypotheses (H1)—(HT7), the solution u(t,z) of
(2) is an element of DY? for any (t,x) € [0,T] x O, and the derivative
satisfies, for (s,y) € [0,t] x O,

t
Dy yu(t,z) = | G(t — 0,2,6)B(0,€) D, ,u(0,€) d de
sO

t

+ {1 Gt — 0.2,6)5(8,6) Dy u(8,€) AW (6,€)

sO
+ 110,49(8)G(t — s,2,y)0(u(s,y)),

where B and S are bounded F;-adapted processes. Moreover, D yu(t,x) =0
for s > t.

Proof. Let ug be an initial condition satisfying (H7), and set u, =
A"ugy. According to Remark 3.2, LP-lim,, o u,(t,z) = u(t,z) for every
(t,z) € [0,T] x O. Let M'2 be the set of processes u(t, z) such that u(t,z) €
D2 for any (t,z) € [0,T] x O and

lullfin> = sup{E[Ju(t, 2)|*] + E[|Du(t,z)[3] : t € 0,T), = € O} < co.

To prove the differentiability of the solution, applying Theorem 2.2, it is
sufficient to prove that u,, € M'2 for any n > 0, and that for any (t,z) €
[0,T] x O, {|lun(t,z)||1,2 : n > 0} is bounded. Let us show it inductively: if
u, € D2, then

(6) Un41(t, ) = Auy, (L, x)

t
= [ G(t.2,9)uo(&) de + | | G(t — 0, 2,8)b(un (0, €)) db dg
(@] 00

t

+ V) Gt = 0,2,0)0(un(6,) dW (6,9).

00

If u,, € M2, we can differentiate equation (6), and using the commutation
relation (1) and the composition relation of Theorem 2.1 we see that

Duyy1 = {Ds yupn41(t,z) : t € [0,T], y,x € O, 0<s <t}

satisfies
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t
Ds,yun—i-l(ta x) = S S G(t - Ha x, g)Bn(aa g)Ds,yun(aa 5) o dé
sO

+ V1 Gt = 0,2,€)8,(0,€) Dy yun(0,6) dW (0,€)
sO
+ 1j0,4(8)G(t — s, 2,9)0(un(s,y)),

where B,, and S, are two JF;-adapted processes bounded by the Lipschitz
constant of b and o. Recall also that if x; is an Fi-adapted process such
that z; € DY2, then D,z; = 0 if s > ¢, and thus the integrals involved in
the definition of D ,u,41(t, ) can be taken from s to ¢ instead of from 0
to t.

Using hypotheses (H6) and (H3), we have (recall that ¢ is a constant
that can change from line to line)

t

(7) EH S G%(t — 5,2,y)02 (un(s,y)) ds dy}
00

< cEHt S G2t — s,2,y)(1 +ui(s,y)) ds dy]
00
< c(l +\(t—s)"7 sup E[lui(s,y)]]( S G(t—s,x,y) dy) ds)

yeO o

< c(l +\(t = 5)= YV, (s) ds),

O e O e

where we have set

Via(s) = sup [lun (s, )|l -
yeO

We also have, using the same arguments as for inequality (7),

Gt = 0,2.)5,(0.) D1 (0.) AW (6.9)) ds dy]

—~
oo
SN—
L—
O ey
Q
VR
O ey
Q —

t t
=1 <§ | G2(t — 0,2, &) B[]S, (0,£) Dy yun (0,€)[*) b d§) ds dy
00 00
t t
< || (V16— 0.2, B, yun(6,6)?] d0 de) ds dy
00 00
t t
<c\ | G2t —0,2,8)|Dun (0,3 d dg < c | (t — 5)™ 7V, (s) ds.
00 0
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Similarly, we can prove, as in Theorem 3.1, that

o i1

O ey

[ Gt~ 0.2,€)B,(0.) Dy yu, (0.€) 0 ) disdy]
@]

<c

O ey

| V. (0) do.
o
Altogether, from (7)—(9) we deduce that for a constant c,
t
Vir () < c<1 + V(o) — o)~ d9>,
0

and using Kotelenez’s result [8, Lemma 1.8], we conclude that there exist
some constants ¢ > 0, k > 1 such that for any n > 1, ¢t € [0, 7],

‘ (t—6)m!
Vigme (@) <™ 1+ \V,(0)——db |,
onelt) < (14 Vo) (T o)
which gives directly

sup ||y, ||yre < c.
n>0

Theorem 2.2 now shows that « € M2, and applying the derivation operator
to (3), we get the equation satisfied by Du. m

Let us show a continuity property of Du(t,x). Notice that this proof is
not given in [14]. Moreover, the results on regularity of the solutions with
respect to a parameter for Banach valued solutions of SPDEs given in [2]
cannot be directly applied here, since we are not dealing with an evolution
equation with initial condition depending on a parameter, and it seems more
convenient to show directly the continuity of the process r; defined below.

LEMMA 4.2. Assume hypotheses (H1)—(HT7), and fix (t,z) € (0,T] x O.
For an open set @ C O, set

rs(t,x) = SDs,yu(t’x) dy
Q

for s < t. Then the process rs(t,x) is almost surely continuous in s for
s €0,t/2].

Proof. We use the Kolmogorov criterion.

STEP 1. We know that r4(¢,x) satisfies, for s < ¢,

rs(t,z) = X G(t—s,z,y)o(u(s,y))dy
Q



300 S. Tindel

+\§ Gt —0,2,0)B(0.&)rs(0.€) db dg
@

[ By

+ V1 Gt —0,2,)S(0,€)r.(0,€) dW (0,9).
@]
Define X = {X;(l,2) : 0<s<t/2, 0<1<t z€ O} by Xs(l,z) =0 if
[ < s, and for any [, z € [s,t] x O, by the equation

X,(l,2) = [ G(t = s,2,9)0(s,y)) dy
Q
+\ Gl =X 2,Q)BN QX (N, ¢) drdC
@]

Y GE= A 2,050 QXA Q) dW (A, Q).
@

D e 0 ey

Then rs(t,x) = Xs(t,z). We will estimate the moments of X(¢,x). Let
s1, 82 € [0,t/2], and suppose s; > so. It can be shown easily that for every
n>1,
(10) sup sup sup E[|X(,2)]"] < cy.
s€[0,t/2] l€[s,t] 2€0
Then, for any n > 1,
6
E[|X,,(1,2) = X5, (1,2)["] <> Li(n)
i=1
with

Li(n)=E|

|

|

| G =22 OB XL (0,¢) = X (0 Q) drdg| .
@]

I5(m) = B[ § § G =X 2080 QX (0 Q) = X 0. O)aw ().



SPDEs with pseudodifferential generators 301

S1

[ G=x 20500 aw(x, g)m.

s2 O

Is(n) = E[

STEP 2. Let us estimate I1(n). We have, by Hoélder’s inequality, for
0<e<l,

n—1

nLn) < | |G = sp,,y) dy
Q
X

§ GOt = 83,0, 9) Ello(u(s2,9)) — o (ulsi,y)|"] dy.
Q

By Theorem 3.1(iii) and the Lipschitz property of o, we know that for n
large enough and any y € O, setting n = [2(n — 1)/(n — 2)] — 1, we have
_dpyn=2
Ello(u(s2,y)) — o(u(s1,9))|"] < cls1 — s[5

Hence, choosing € = (n — 1)/n, we get

n—2

Ii(n) < C‘ S G(t — s2,2,y) dy| |s1 — 82|(17%ﬁ)n772 < ¢lsy — 52|(17%ﬁ)7,
Q
using hypothesis (H3).

STEP 3. Let us compute Iz(n). As in Step 1, we have

Ir(n) < c( S |G(t — s9,2,y) — G(t — s1,,y)] dy)ni1
Q

% (V16(t = s2,2,9) = G(t = s1,2,9) | Ello(u(s1,9))|"] dy)
Q

and noting that from Theorem 3.1(ii),

sup_sup Ello(u(s, y)|"] < e,
te[0,T] y€O

we get
Ln) < ¢ §1G(t = s2,2,9) = Gt = s1,2,9) dy) -
Q
Recall that s; > so. Applying (H5) with s = s1 — s2, r = (t — 1) /(51 — s2),
we get
|G(t - SQ?x,y) - G(t - 51,$,y)|
= ((277)_‘1 | exp(i(z — 9)lg(t — s2,9,8) — g(t — 51,4, €)] d€
R4

<c(sy — 32)1_d/”’(t —51)7 !t <e(sy — 32)1_‘1/%_1,
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since (t — s1)~! < 2/t. Hence, adding the previous results shows that there
exists a 8 € (0,1) such that for n large enough,

I1(n) + Ir(n) < c(sy — s9)mt—o"
for any s1,s2 € [0,/2].
STEP 4. Set, for A € [0,¢] and a fixed § > 0,

Fo(A) = sup{ E[| X, (A, ¢) = X5, (A, O] :
(€0, s1,52 €[0,8/2], |51 — s2| <6}
We will estimate I3(n) and I5(n) in terms of F,(#). Since the stochastic part
is less easy to treat, we will concentrate on I5(n) (I3(n) can be estimated
with similar arguments): by Burkholder’s inequality, supposing so < s1 < [,

we have
l

1) < B[] ] § 620~ 12,0820, O (X0, (0.0~ X1, dxac| "]

510

l
n/2
< B[] | 162 - A2 QX0 (0, Q) = X L0 axdd| .
s1 0
since S is a bounded process. Applying Holder’s inequality with ¢ = 2/n
and ¢ =n/(n — 2) leads to

G (1= A2, O ElIXe (0 0) = Xau (MOl dAdc)

( SGn 519 A,z,()dAdﬁ)miQ)/g

and choosing once again € = 2/n, we have
!
I5(n)| < e | (1= \)"Y7F,(\) dA.
0

Similarly, we find
l

I3(n)] < ¢ | F(A) dA.
0
STEP 5. Using again Burkholder’s and Hélder’s inequalities, we get

Ism)] < o § § G20 = A2 OEIX (A, QP drdc)
s2 O

« (g [ @21 =2 2,0 dx dg) 2

s2 O
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and by inequality (10),
[Is(n)| < c(sgl G-z dAd()n/Q < c<s§(l A dx)n/2
s2 O S2

< sy — 82)(1fd/'y)n/2_

Similarly,
[La(n)] < cls1 — sa["/2,

and adding the previous results, we get

l
Fo(l) < (5—5"75—" + =2 E, d>\>.
0
We can apply a result of D. Henry [5, Lemma 7.1.1] to get, for a constant
c>0,
sup Fy(l) < ed=Pren.
1€[0,t]
In particular, for I = ¢, we get
sup{E[|rs, (t,z) — re, (t,2)|"] : 51,52 € [0,8/2], |51 — 59| < 6} < ed P,

and, for n such that Sn > 1, Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion gives us the
continuity in s of the process {rs(t,z) : s € [0,¢/2]}. =

4.2. Existence of a density. We now show the main result of this paper,
whose proof follows closely the lines of [14] and [13, Theorem 2.4.4].

THEOREM 4.3. Assume hypotheses (H1) to (H7), and suppose o(ug(y))
# 0 for some yo € O. Then the law of u(t,x) is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure for any (t,z) € (0,T] x O.

Proof. We divide the proof in several cesteps.

STEP 1. Suppose that o(ug(yo)) > 0 for some yo € O (the case o(uo(yo))
< 0 can be treated similarly). Fix (¢t,2) € (0,T] x O. According to Theo-
rem 2.3, we have to prove that

t
(11) S S |Ds yu(t,z)|*dyds >0  as.

00
By continuity of ug, there is a compact set @ C O such that o(ug(y)) >
26 > 0 for every y € @, and by the continuity of ¢ and wu, there exists a
stopping time 71 > 0 such that o(u(s,y)) > > 0 for every y € Q, s < 7.
Set then

rs(t,x) = X D, yu(t,z) dy.
Q
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In order to show (11), it is sufficient to prove that there exists a stopping time
To such that 75 > 0 a.s. and r4(¢t,z) > 0 for any 0 < s < 75. Moreover by
Lemma 4.2, the process {r4(t,x) : s € [0,t/2]} is almost surely continuous.
Hence, it is sufficient to show that ro(¢,x) > 0. Set v(t,z) = ro(¢,x). Then
v satisfies the equation

(12) o(t;2) = | Glt, 2, y)o(uo(y)) dy
Q
¢
+\ 1 Gt —0,2,6)B(9,€)v(0,¢) do de
00
¢
+ S S G(t - 67 €, 5)5(07 §)U(6, 5) dW(@, g)
00
We will show that v(t,z) > 0 almost surely.

STEP 2. For some ¢ > 0 to be specified later, set x(t,z) = e“v(t,z).
Then v(t,z) > 0 if and only if x(¢,2) > 0. Note that x is a solution of the
equation

dx(t,z) = [Lx(t,z) + (B(t,x) + ¢)x(t, z)|dt
(13) + S(t,x)x(t, x)dW (t,z),

X(0,z) = o(uo(z))1q(z).
If we take c¢ large enough, then, by boundedness of B, we see that B + ¢
is a positive process. Moreover, o(ug(x)) > 6 on @, and by linearity of
equation (13), we can suppose d = 1. Hence, by the comparison theorem 3.3
for solutions of a pseudodifferential equation, we only have to show that
v(t,z) > 0 when v is the solution to the integral equation

t

vt ) = | G(t,2,) de + | | G(t — 0,2,€)5(0,€)v(0,€) dW (0,¢).
Q 00

STEP 3. We know that x € Q¢ for some d > 0, where for any [ > 0,
Q'={2€0:d(2,Q) <1}
Set also
o= inf{% S G(s,y,2)dz:y€Q?, s € [O,T]} Al
Q

By hypothesis (H6), we know that a > 0. For k =1,...,m, set tJ’ = k/m
and

Ey, = {o(t}",y) = & 1gemsa(y), Yy € O}.

Suppose that for any § > 0, there exists an mg > 1 such that if m > my,
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then for any 0 < k <m — 1,
(14) PE; | Ein...NE) <6/m.

As a direct consequence of (14), we get

P(v(t,z) >0) > P(v(t,y) > a™1ga(y), Yy € O) > P( U Ek>
k=1
=P(En|En_1N...NE})
XP(Em_l|Em_2ﬂ...ﬂE1)...P(E1)
>1—=86/m)" >1-29,
and as § is arbitrary, we have P(v(t,z) > 0) = 1.

STEP 4. Let us now check inequality (14). For s € [t], ;" ;) and y € O,
we have

v(s,y) = | G(s =t y,m(t,n) dn
(@]

+ | [ G(s = 0,9,7)5(0,m)v(6,n) dW (0, 7).

o

On the set E1N...NEy, by the comparison theorem, we have v(s,y) > x(s,y)
where x = {(s,y) : s € [t]", 1}, 1], y € O} is a process defined by

(15) w(s,y) =a® | G(s—t7"y,n)dn
de/m

S

+ { V G(s = 0,5,m)50,m)(0,7) dW (6,7).

tm O
Hence,
(16)  P(Exs1 | B0 ... 0 Ey) > Pla(ty,,y) > o vy € QUHDd/my,

where we have omitted the conditioning on Ej,..., E; on the right hand
side (it only affects the values of S(#,7)). For any y € Q**D4/™ e have

S Gy, y,m)dn > 2a.

Qkd/m
Set, for y € O,
0
o) = | (60— 0,050 51 awo.).
o

Using inequality (16) and the definition of z given by (15), we obtain, for
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any n > 1,

PE; | Exn...NEy) <P( sup  |¢r41(y)| > @)
yeQk+1)d/m

<a "E[sup |¢r+1(v)|"]
ye?

STEP 5. Let us give an estimate for the moments of ¢y, using Gar-
sia’s Lemma: for y1,y2 € Q¢, using once more Burkholder’s and Holder’s
inequalities, we get

Ellor41(y1) — drr1(y2)]"]

t;cn+1
<c S S(G(t?H —0,y1.m) — G(t{'1 — 0,y2,m))* Ella” " 2(0,n)|"] d6 dn
e
t;cn+1 . . , (n—2)/2
< (§ §(G = 0.m,m) — Gty — 0,y2,m))? d0.dn) .
e

Note that, by linearity of equation (15), we have, for any n > 1,

sup sup  sup  BElla™"z(0,1)["] < ¢ < o0,
k>1 neO oelty ty ]

where the constant ¢ does not depend on m. Hence, for a constant ¢ > 0,
(17)  Ellfr+1(y1) — drta(y2)]"]

e ,

<o ] §(GE — bpin) - Gy — 0,yam))? d0dn)”

tm o

( S (GO y1.m) — G(O.2,m) B )"
0 O

STEP 6. Let us get an estimate for the right hand side of (17). Take
a = (v —d)/v, and note that & < (v —d) A 1. Then, using hypothesis (H4)
and the fact that for 0 < 3 < 1 and k,z € RY,

e 1] < esll° |,
we get
1G(0,y1,m) — G(0,y2,m)]
= |@m)~* | lexp(ilyn —n)7) — expli(y — g 0, n,7)

Rd

< | Iy =yl M°19(6, n. 7)) dr
]Rd
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= clyr — ol | 7119(0,m,7)| dn
Rd

= clyr — 1[0~ [2]19(0, 9,071 )  de
Rd
< clyr — o[0T
Note that (d + «)/v < 1. Hence, by hypotheses (H3),

t/m
| 1 (GO,y1,m) — GO, y2,m)* do dn
0 O

t/m
<clyr — 12/ | 6’*(“‘””( VIG©0,y1,m) = G(0,y2,m)] dn) do
0 O

< clyr — ya|*(t/m)?
with
0<f=(-d)(y-1)/¥* <L
In particular, if y1,y2 € Q%, then

Elldn+1(y1) = dr1(y2)"] < clyr — y2| "2 (8 /m) 72,
Since n can be taken artibrarily large, we can choose an/2 > d and fn/2
> 1. We can also choose a Q¢ satisfying the cone condition. Hence, by
Theorem 3.4, we find that almost surely, for some 0 < I < an/2—d and any

Y1, y2 € QY
|61 (y1) = Prr1 (v2)|" < erlyr — wol (t/m)° /2T
where ¢; is a positive constant and I" is a random variable such that
E[I'l < ¢,
with 0 < ¢ < co. Since the set Q¢ is bounded, and since ¢ (y) has moments
of any order for every y € Q%, the following holds for sufficiently large n:

E[sup |pr11(y)|"] < c/m.
yeQd

Thus
PE; | EiN...NEy) <c/m,

which ends the proof. =
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