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ON THE LOCAL LINEARIZATION OF THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL
STOCHASTIC WAVE EQUATION WITH A MULTIPLICATIVE
SPACE-TIME WHITE NOISE FORCING

JINGYU HUANG, TADAHIRO OH, AND MAMORU OKAMOTO

ABSTRACT. In this note, we establish a bi-parameter linear localization of the one-
dimensional stochastic wave equation with a multiplicative space-time white noise forcing.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the following stochastic wave equation (SNLW) on R x R:

{@Zu — 2u = F(u)¢

(u, Opu) |¢=0 = (ug,u1), (t,z) R xR, (1.1)

where F': R — R is a Lipschitz continuous function and £ denotes the (Gaussian) space-time
white noise on R x R whose space-time covariance is formally given by

E[&(tl,xl)ﬁ(tg,xg)] = 5(t1 — t2)5(l‘1 — 1‘2). (1.2)

The expression ([.2)) is merely formal but we can make it rigorous by testing it against a test
function.

Definition 1.1. A two-parameter white noise ¢ on R? is a family of centered Gaussian
random variables {£(p) : ¢ € L?(R?)} such that

E[£(9)°] = lolZz@ey) and  E[E(p1)é(p2)] = (1, 02)2m2)-

In [I7], Walsh studied the Ito solution theory for (LI]) and proved its well-posedness. See,
for example, [I7, p.323, Exercise 3.7] and [7, p.45], where the fundamental properties of
solutions to (L)) are stated (implicitly). For readers’ convenience, we state and prove basic
properties of solutions to (L) in Appendix [Al Our main goal in this note is to study the
local fluctuation property of solutions to (I.T).

Let us first consider the following stochastic heat equation:

{atu — 0%u = F(u)¢

(t,x) e R xR. (1.3)
U‘t:O = Uo,

It is well known that, under suitable assumptions on F' and wg, the solution to (L3)) locally
linearizes; namely by letting Zpea: denote the linear solution satisfying 0 Zpeat — 02 Zheat = &
with Zyeat|t=0 = 0, the solution u to (L3)) satisfies

u(t7 T+ 6) - u(t7 iL‘) = F(u(tv $)){Zheat(t7 T+ 6) - Zheat(t7 l‘)} + RE(tv $)7 (14)
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where, as ¢ — 0, the remainder term R.(¢,x) tends to 0 much faster than Zye.(t,x +¢) —
Zheat(t, x). See, for example, [11], 15 8, 12]. The relation (L4) states that, for fixed ¢, local
fluctuations (in z) of the solution wu(t) are essentially given by those of Zpeat(t). In other
words, if we ignore precise regularity conditions, then (I4]) states that wu(t) is controlled by
Zheat (t) in the sense of controlled paths due to Gubinelli [10]; see [9], Definition 4.6].

In [13], Khoshnevisan and the first author studied an analogous issue for SNLW (LLI]). In
particular, they showed that the solution to (LI]) with initial data (ug,u1) = (0,1) does not
locally linearize (for fixed t), which shows a sharp contrast to the case of the stochastic heat
equation. In this note, we change our viewpoint and study the local linearization issue for
SNLW (L) from a bi-parameter point of view.

In [17], Walsh studied the well-posedness issue of (L.1]) by first switching to the null coor-
dinates:

T —t T+t
T = and To = . 1.5
1 \/5 2 \/5 ( )
In the null coordinates, the Cauchy problem (II)) becomes
8gc1amzv = _%F(U)g (16)
Vla=ry = w0(V2),  (Ozy = 0p))0|zy =2 = V2ur(V2-),
where
U($1,$2)=u<_xi/g$2,x1\j;2> and g(xl,x2):£<—xi/4§—$2’x1\j—;2> (1.7)

with the latter interpreted in a suitable sense. Note that this change of coordinates is via an
orthogonal transformation (which in particular preserves the L?-inner product on R?) and
thus E is also a two-parameter white noise in the sense of Definition [I.11

By integrating in 27 and x2, we can rewrite (L0]) as

o) =V + 5 [ [ P e i), (1.9

where x = (z1,22), ¥y = (y1,%2), and

1 1 [V
Vo) = 3 (u0(vVEe) + uo(VE)) + 3 [ )y, (19)
V2w
Under the Lipschitz assumption on F', one can then interpret the last term on the right-hand
side of (L) as a two-parameter stochastic integral (3, [4]) and prove well-posedness of (L8]
(and hence of the original SNLW (I.1))); see [17, [7].

In the following, we study the local linearization property of the solution v to (@) in
the variable x = (x1,x2) in a bi-parameter manner. For this purpose, let us introduce some
notations. Let Z be the linearization of v in (L6)); namely, Z is the solution to (C6) with
F(v) =1 and (ug,u1) = (0,0):

Z|9E1=902 =0, (8902 - 8901)Z|9E1=9E2 =0.
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By a direction integration, we then have
1 T2 Y2
= 5/ £(dy1, dys) (1.10)
T T

which is to be interpreted as a two-parameter stochastic integral.
Given € € R, define the difference operator 5? ), J =1,2, by setting

SO f(a1,20) = flz1 +e,22) — fl1,22),
5 f(x1,m2) = f(x1, 20 + &) — fx1,29).
Then, from (LII) and (L8)), we have

(1.11)

5$25§2) (x) =v(xy £e,290 +¢) —v(ry £ &,29) —v(x1, 22 + &) + v(271, 22)
To+te m1:|:€ 1.12
5(1)5(2 / / )E(dyy, dya). 12

Similarly, from (LI0]), we have

5:(|:1€)5§2)Z( ) Zl‘1:|:€ ZEQ—I—E Z(l‘lia? :Eg) Z($1,$2+6)+Z($1,l‘2)
To+e r1te _ (1.13)
-2 / / Eldy, dys).

Thus, from the Wiener isometry (see, for example, [14], (20) on p.7]), we have

B[00 Z(x)1?] = 72, (1.14)

which shows that the decay rate of |5$€) sz (x)] is ~ |e| on average. The following lemma

shows that the decay rate (as € — 0) of |5$€) sz (x)| is almost surely slower than |e|'*# for
any k > 0.

Lemma 1.2. Fiz x = (v1,22) € R2. Then, for any x > 0, we have

168068 Z (%))

e (1.15)

lim sup
e—0

almost surely.

Lemma [T2] follows from a simple application of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. We present the
proof of Lemma in the next section.

Let us now turn to the local linearization property of solutions to SNLW (L.I)). In [13],
Khoshnevisan and the first author investigated the local linearization issue for SNLW (ILT) by
studying local fluctuations (in x) of u(t) for fixed ¢t. While such an approach is suitable for the
stochastic heat equation (3], it does not seem to be appropriate for the wave equation. We
instead propose to study bi-parameter fluctuations of u with respect to the null coordinates

T = xT_; and xo = m—\g For this purpose, let us first state the local linearization result

for SNLW (IL6) in the null coordinates. Given (z1,z2) € R? and (small) € € R, define the
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remainder terms R (1, 7) and RZ (x1,x2) by setting
RE (w1, 22) = 0220P v(a1, w5) — F(v(w1,22))08260) Z (1, 2)
={v(z1 £e,x94+¢) —v(z1 £e,22) —v(x1, 20 + ) +v(x1,22)}
— F(u(xy, 2)){Z (21 £e,20 4 ¢) — Z(z1 £ £,29)

— Z(azl,xg + E) + Z(xl,xg)}.

(1.16)

Theorem 1.3. Given uy € CL(R) and u; € Cy(R), let v be the solution to SNLW (L6) in

the null coordinates and Z be as in (LI0). Then, given any x = (x1,x2) € R? and finite
p > 2, we have

=~ 3
|RE (%)l v () < Clp, w1, 22)e2, (1.17)
uniformly in small € > 0.
Theorem [I.3] establishes bi-parameter local linearization for the solution v to (L6 in the
following sense; the remainder term Rgc(azl,xg) decays like ~ €2 as e — 0 on average, and
hence, in view of Lemma [[2] RE(x1,z2) tends to 0 much faster than 5$25§2)Z(x1, x2).

As an immediate corollary to Theorem [[.3] and (I.7)), we obtain the following bi-parameter
local linearization for the solution u to SNLW (I.])) in the original space-time coordinates.

Theorem 1.4. Given uy € CL(R) and uy € Cy(R), let u be the solution to SNLW (1)) and
Z be the linear solution, satisfying

Rz —01Z=¢ (118)
(Z, 8tZ)]t:0 - (0, O)
Then, given any (t,z) € R? and finite p > 2, we have
1AM u(t, @) = F(u(t, ) AD Z(t, )| oo
+ AP u(t,2) — F(u(t, 2) AP Z(t, 2)|| ooy < C(p.t,w)e?,
uniformly in small € > 0, where Aél) and A?’ are defined by
Agl)f(tax) = f(t,$+2€) - f(t—s,a;—i—&?) - f(t+€,.’1' +E) +f(t,$),
ADf(tx) = f(t+2e,2) — f(t+e,x—¢) — flt+e,x+¢) + f(t, ).

We also have the following claim as a direct corollary to Lemma and (L7); given any
k>0 and (t,z) € R?, we have

1AM Z(t,z)]
|€|1+I€

AP Z(t,2)|

lim sup EET = 00,

e—0

= lim sup
e—0

almost surely. Hence, from Theorem [[.4] and (LI9]), we have
AV u(t,z) = Fu(t, 2) AV Z(t, ) + R (t,2),
AP u(t,x) = F(u(t,2) AP Z(t, x) + RO (t, ),

(1.19)

where the remainder term Rf:j )(t,x) decays much faster than Aﬁj )7 (t,z), j = 1,2, thus
establishing a bi-parameter local linearization for the solution u to SNLW ([LT]) in the original
space-time coordinates.
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Remark 1.5. In Theorems [[.3] and [[.4] we established local linearizability of SNLW in a bi-
parameter sense. Such a bi-parameter point of view is natural in studying the one-dimensional
(stochastic) wave equation. See, for example, [16, [6 2] and the references therein.

Remark 1.6. (i) If f is a smooth function, we have
ADf == + )+ 0% and AP f =38 ) f +O(?).

Thus, if both the solution u to (LI]) and Z satisfying (II8]) were smooth (in both ¢ and z),
then we would formally have

AWy — Fw)AWZ = 0(?) and APu— Fu)AP Z = O(e®).

The main point of Theorem [[.4]is to justify such heuristics when both  and Z are non-smooth
functions.

(ii) As shown in [13], local linearization in z (for fixed t) fails for (I.I]). By switching the role
of t and x, we also see that local linearization in ¢ (for fixed x) fails for (I.IJ).

One may also study local linearization properties in z; (for fixed z3) of solutions to (L.0))
in the null coordinates. Let zo > x1. From (L) and (LI0), we have

6o (x) = F(v(x))0V Z(x)

' T2 xTo+€ ~
:5§y>%(x)_% / ) / {F(u(y)) = F(v(x)) }€(dy1, dys) (1.20)

1 [ote e ~
5 [ R — P ).
T T
On the other hand, from the Lipschitz continuity of F' and (Z3]), we have

[F(o(y)) = Fo)? < C(w) (|21 =yl + |2 — yel),

which is O(1) in the domain of integration for the second term on the right-hand side of (.20])
since |za — y2| ~ |r2 — 1] = O(1). Namely, the second term on the right-hand side of (.20])
does not decay faster than 57 in general, and hence local linearization in x; (for fixed x2)
fails for (L6). By symmetry, we also see that local linearization in xy (for fixed z) fails
for (I6]). This is the reason that we need to consider the second order difference in studying
local linearization for SNLW.

2. PROOFS OF LEMMA AND THEOREM [[.3]

In this section, we present the proofs of Lemma and Theorem [[L3l We first prove
Lemma [[.21 on a lower bound of the decay rate of \5$2 (5§2)Z(x)] as e — 0.

Proof of Lemmal[l.2. We only consider 5§1)5£2)Z(x) since the same proof applies to
56 Z(x).

—&
Fix k > 0 and x = (71, 22) € R%. Recalling from (LI3) and (LI4) that 5§1)(5§2)Z(x) is a

mean-zero Gaussian random variable with variance isz, we have

P (|5§1>5§2>Z(x)|2 < M52+2“> < \/% 320y < )M or (2.1)
T J|2|<V4AMe2r Q
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for any M,e > 0, uniformly in x € R?, where we simply bounded e"3% by 1. Given n € N,
let €, = ™™ which tends to 0 as n — co. Then, from (21]), we have

ZP<|5(1 5(2 )|2 < M€2+2n) < CMZE AN oo,

n=1

Hence, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, there exists an almost surely finite constant N(w) > 0
such that

606@) Z (x)[2 > M2t

for any n > N(w). In particular, we obtain

(1) 5(2) 7
lim sup o 0 Z(x)] > VM, (2.2)
e—0 |€|1+R
almost surely. Since (2.2)) holds for any (integer) M > 1, we conclude (.13]). O

Next, we present the proof of Theorem L3l

Proof of Theorem [[.3. We only consider Ej since the same proof applies to Rv; . As before,
we use the short-hand notations x = (x1,x2) and y = (y1,¥2)-

We first recall the Holder continuity of the solution v to (L&]). In particular, it follows
from Proposition [A.2] and (7)) that, for any L > 0 and 2 < p < oo, we have

p P
Ello(x) —v)IF] < lo1 =l + |22 — 3l2, (2:3)
uniformly for x,y € R? with |z1|,|2a], |t1],|y2] < L. By taking p > 1 and applying the
Kolmogorov continuity criterion [1, Theorem 2.1], we see that v is a-Hélder continuous for
any o < %, almost surely.

From (I6) with (TI2]) and (LI3]), we have
" 1 xro+te xr1+€ -
R (on2) = 8060V — 3 [ [ {PG(y) ~ FloGa) }eldn due)
To T1

= 1(x) + 11(x),
where Vj is as in ([L9). It is easy to see from (LL9) and (L.II]) that

I(x)=0. (2.5)

Next, we estimate the term II in ([2.4]). To ensure adaptedness of the integrand, we first

decompose the domain of integration (which is a square) into two triangular regions; see [5,

p. 21] for a similar decomposition to recover adaptedness. For fixed x € R? and small ¢ > 0,
define the sets Di(x), D2(x) C R?@ by setting

(2.4)

—Tr1+x2—¢€ —T1 + T2

<t< )
V2 VS
—t+\/§x2§x§t+\/§x1+\/§a},

—x1 + X9 —x1 +x9 + €

<t< ,
V2o T T V2
t+\/§x1§x§—t—|—\/§$2—l—\/§e}.

Dy (x) == {(t,az) cR?:

Dy(x) := {(t,:lt) € R?:
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Namely, Dj(x) is the triangular region with vertices:
Yy 1 g

Pi(x) = <_xi/gx2’x1j;2>’

—Tr1+x2—¢ x1+22+¢€
PQ(X):: \/5 ) \/5 ’
—T1 + T2 $1+$2+2E>

V2o V2

while D5(x) is is the triangular region with vertices:

(2.6)

and  Py(x) := <

Py (x), P3(x), and Py(x):= (—xl +xo+¢ x1+x2+a>7

V2 o V2

By undoing the change of variables (I.7]), we divide II into three parts as follows:

0=-3( [ [ )rum) - Fueoyen i

1
=73 /Dl(x) {F(u(t,2)) — F(u(P2(x))) }¢(dt, dx)
M pri0) — FuPeo} [ etatan)
D1 (x)
1
- 5/[)2()() {F(u(t,z)) — F(u(Pi(x))) }€(dt, dz)
=: I (x) + Ia(x) + H3(x).

From the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality ([14, Theorem 5.27]), Minkowski’s inequality,
the Lipschitz continuity of F', and (23] with (2.6]) and (LX), we have

B[ o) S| / (Pu(t, ) — <<2<x>>>12dxdt)g]

P

E[|u(t, z) — u(P(x))[?] %dxdt> :

A

[SIiS)

A

_x1+$2_6‘+‘x—x1+$2+6‘)dazdt> o

V2 V2

7x1+ac2 x1+xz+s
(t—a+ V22 + E))dmdt)

V2

7x1+ac2 5 —t-i-\[xg

(.
(.
( x1+x2

p
—ay+oy B N
:<3 i ff (t+m75_2+5) dt)QNs%p.
17\/52 2

A similar calculation yields that

E[[(x)[P] S e2”. (2.8)
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From Holder’s inequality, the Lipschitz continuity of F, and (2.3) with (2.6]), we have

1 P 2
E[|Ts(x)["] < E[|u(Pa(x)) —u(Pl(x))IQ”FEH /D ( )5(6“7‘“’) ] (2.9)

Sez-ef = £3?,
Therefore, the desired bound (LI7) follows from (24), (Z5), 1), 28), and 9). O

APPENDIX A. ON THE CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR THE STOCHASTIC WAVE EQUATION

[§S]

In this appendix, we go over basic properties of solutions to (I.I]). Our presentation follows
closely that in Section 6 of [14] on the stochastic heat equation. In the remaining part of this
note, we restrict our attention to positive times (i.e. t > 0) for simplicity of the presentation.

Let G be the fundamental solution for the wave equation defined by

1
G(t,z)=5- 1{\x\<t}(tv$)' (A1)
Then, the Duhamel formulation (= mild formulatlon) of (1) is given by
u(t, x) 8t/G Y)uo(y dy—l—/Gtm— y)uq(y)dy
(A.2)
+ [ 6= s - PGl e duds),
Given T > 0 and finite p > 2, set
lullaer, = sup sup [u(t, z)|| s (0)- (A.3)
0<t<T zeR
Then, for T' > 0, we define a solution space X by setting
X = {u on Ry x R, predictable :
(A.4)

l|lul| x7., < oo for any T'> 0 and finite p > 2}.
Then, we have the following well-posedness result.

Proposition A.1. Let ug € CL(R) and u; € Cy(R). Suppose that F is Lipschitz continuous.
Then, there exists a unique global-in-time solution u to (A.2), belonging to the class X .

Proof. First, we prove uniqueness. Let u; and ug be solutions to (A.2)), belonging to the
class X defined in (A.4). By letting w = u; — ug, we have

w(t, ) = /O /R Gt — 5,2 — 1) {F(ur(s,9)) — Flus(s,y)) }(dyds).

Then, by the Ito isometry and the Lipschitz continuity of F', we have

|wt:17 //Gt—s T — )2E[|F(u1(s,y))—F(uQ(s,y))|2]dyds
— s,z —y)’El|lw(s,y)|? s.
s/O/RG@ @ — )2 [Juw(s,y) ] dyd

(A.5)

By setting

H(t) = |lwl|%,, = sup supE[|w(s, )],
0<s<tz€R
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where the X} o-norm is as in (A.3)), it follows from (AJ)) and (A5) that

H(t) < /0 (t — s)H(s)ds.

Since H(0) = 0, Gronwall’s inequality yields that H(t) = 0 for any ¢ € Ry. This proves
uniqueness of a solution.
Next, we prove existence. Define a sequence {u(") o2 o by setting

ut.a) =0, [ Glt.o = puol)dy -+ [ Glt.o = i)y
and
u™(t,z) = u® (¢, ) / /G (t —s,x —y)F(u"V(s,y))¢(dyds) (A.6)

for n € N. Then, d,, = u(™ — ("1 satisfies

d(t,7) = /0 /R Gt — 5,2 — ) {F(u D (s,)) — Fu" ) (s,)) }&(dyds).

Let T'> 0 and 2 < p < oo. Then, from the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality, Holder’s
inequality, and the Lipschitz continuity of F', we have

E[|dn(t, )]

SE[( [ [ 6t = s = P o.00) = P o) s
< </0t/RG(t—S,ZE—y)PL2dde>¥
y E[/Ot/RG(t A y)§|dn_1(s,y)|pdyds}

Hence, by defining H,, by

Hy(t) = |ldnlly, , = sup supE[|dn(s,2)[],
’ 0<s<t z€R

where the X} ,-norm is as in (A.3), it follows from (A.1]) and (A7) that there exists a constant

C = C(T,p) > 0 such that
t
n<C / Hy 1 (s)ds
0

for any ¢t € [0,7]. Then, a Gronwall-type argument (see Lemma 6.5 in [I4], for example)
yields

[SIiS]

(A7)

(ctyn!
(n—1)!

for any n € N and ¢t € [0,7]. By summing over n € N, we conclude that, given any 7' > 0
and finite p > 2, there exists Cy(T,p) > 0 such that

Hy(t) < Hi(T)

ZH ) < ColT,p) <

for any ¢ € [0,7]. This implies that u(™ converges to some limit, denoted by wu, with respect
to the X7 ,-norm for each 7' > 0 and finite p > 2. In particular, u is the limit of u™ in
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LY([0,T] x [-R, R] x Q) for any T, R > 0. In view of the predictability of u(™), we conclude
that the limit u is also predictable. As a result, the limit u belongs to the class X defined
in (A4)). Furthermore, from (A.6]), we conclude that the limit u almost surely satisfies (A.2])
for any (t,z) € Ry x R. O

Proposition A.2. Let T,L > 0, and 2 < p < oo, and let u be the solution to (A.2)
constructed in Proposition [A 1. Then, we have

Eflu(t,) — u(t',a')]P] St = 1'% +|o —a'|2
for any t,t' € [0,T] and z,2’ € R with |x|,|2'| < L.

Proof. We have
uin(t,) =0 [ Gt~ uolw)dy + [ Gt~ pyus )y
R R

T+t
= %{uo(x +t) —uo(z — 1)} + % /x_t u1(y)dy.

Then, since up € C}(R) and u; € Cy(R), we have
|wtin (8, @) — wpn (£, 2 )P S|t =P + |z — '[P S [t —t']2 + |z — /|2
for any t,t' € [0,7] and z, 2" € R such that |z — 2/| < L.
Next, we consider the third term on the right-hand side of (A2) which we denotes by
U(t,x):

Ut z) = /0 /R Glt — 5,2 — y)F (u(s, ))& (dyds).

For 0 <t' <t <T, we have

Ult,z) - U ,2") = /t’ /RG(t — s,z —y)F(u(s,y))&(dyds)
+ [0 [ 46 = 50— 9) = G = 5.2~ )} Fluls.p)elayds)

" /O /R (Gt — 5,2 —y) — G(t' — 5.2' — y)}F(u(s, y))&(dyds)
=: 1+ 10+ II.

Let 2 < p < oo. From the Lipschitz continuity of F' and the fact that u € X (see (A.3])

and (A4)) that

sup sup || F(u(s,y))llrr@) S sup sup|[u(s,y)|lLr) + £(0) < co. (A.8)
0<s<T yeR 0<s<T yeR
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Then, from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Minkowski’s inequality, and (A.S)
with (AJ), we have

5]

E[ 1] SE[</Ot,/IR|G(t/—s,x—y)—G(t’_s,x/_y)|2|F(u(S’y))|2dde>2}

v . N\
S([f160 = 5o -G s~ PEIF(uts. )] Fayds
o Jr
t 2
S( [ [1ew-so-n -6 s~ yPayas )
o Jr
Slz -2
Similar computations yield
E[|1[P] + E[JUP] < |t —t|>.
This concludes the proof of Proposition [A.2l O
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