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Abstract. We investigate the following non-linear stochastic wave equation model:

Bu—Au=u>+B, tel0,T],zecR?,
u(0,.) = ¢o, Ou(0,.) = ¢1,

where ¢o, 1 are deterministic initial conditions in an appropriate Sobolev space and B stands for a space-time
fractional noise. In this two-dimensional situation, we develop a strategy based on a third-order expansion of the
equation, which, combined with a Wick-renormalization procedure, allows us to extend the results of [1] to a rougher
noise.

We also point out the limits of this specific strategy when considering a highly rough noise.

Résumé. Nous nous intéressons au modeéle d’équation des ondes stochastique non-linéaire suivant:

Zu—Au=u>+B, tel0,T],zecR?,
u(0,.) = ¢o, Ou(0,.) = ¢1,

oll ¢o, 1 sont des conditions initiales déterministes dans un espace de Sobolev approprié et B représente un bruit
fractionnaire espace-temps. Dans cette situation bi-dimensionnelle, notre stratégie est basée sur un développement
de I’équation a l’ordre trois, qui, combiné & une procédure de renormalisation de type Wick, nous permet d’étendre
les résultats de [1] & des bruits plus rugueux.

Nous mettons également en avant les limites de cette stratégie particuliere en présence de processus tres irréguliers.
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1. Introduction and main results

Consider the following non-linear stochastic wave model:

{8quu—u2+B, te[0,7], z € R?, (1)

’U,(O, ) = (rb() ) atu(oa ) = ¢1

where ¢, ¢, are (deterministic) initial conditions in an appropriate Sobolev space and B stands for a (rough)
stochastic noise. In many situations (that include the space-time white noise case for d > 2), we know that
the solution of the associated “homogeneous” equation, i.e. the solution of

PV AV =B, tcl0,T],zcR?,
¥(0,.) =0, d,9(0,.)=0
1
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2 A. Deya

can only be defined as a distribution (in space), which immediately gives us an idea of how difficult the
interpretation and the treatment of the additional product term »? in (1). In the white-noise situation and
when considering the equation on a torus, these difficulties have been recently overcome by Gubinelli, Koch
and Oh, first for d = 2 [3] and then for d = 3 [4]. Their strategy involves a deterministic expansion of the
equation, together with the stochastic construction of some suitable “iterated integrals” (above the white
noise), at the core of the model dynamics.

In the continuity of our previous study [1], we here propose to offer more flexibility as far as the noise
model is concerned, by extending the analysis to a space-time fractional noise. To be more specific, we will
focus in this paper on the two-dimension case (i.e., d = 2 in (1)) and consider a noise B := 8,0,,0,,B
defined as the space-time derivative (in the sense of distributions) of a fractional Brownian sheet B:

Definition 1.1. Let (2, F,P) be a complete filtered probability space. For H = (Hy, Hy, Hz) € (0,1)3, we
call a space-time fractional Brownian motion (or a fractional Brownian sheet) of Hurst index H any centered
Gaussian process B : Q x ([0,T] x R?) — R whose covariance function is given by

E[Bs(z1,22)Bi(y1,y2)| = R (s, )Ry, (z1, y1) Ry (22, y2)

where 1
Ry, (z,y) = §(|x|2H +|yPH = o -y

At this point, we must recall that the first step of this analysis has been carried out in [1], where, thanks
to a second-order expansion of the equation, we have been able to cover the case

5
H0+H1+H2>1. (2)

Our aim here is to go one step further and treat the situation where

5
1<H0+H1+H2§1, (3)

a condition which will turn out to be optimal (at least when using our “Wick” expansion strategy, see
Proposition 1.4 and Remark 1.10 below). Beyond the extension result itself, the study will give us the
opportunity to settle a third-order procedure, which somehow generalizes the so-called Da Prato-Debussche
trick and involves the construction of sophisticated third-order stochastic objects. As far as we know, such a
third-order expansion, inspired by the recent developments in the parabolic setting (see e.g. [7, Section 1.1]),
is new in the stochastic wave literature. In fact, while we were revising the present paper, a similar third-
order-expansion strategy has been developed by Gubinelli, Koch and Oh in [4] for the three-dimensional and
white-noise-driven version of (1). Their study additionally appeals to sophisticated considerations related to
paraproducts, which will not be needed in the subsequent (two-dimensional) analysis.

In order to illustrate our strategy, and also to understand the whole difficulty raised by the transition from
condition (2) to condition (3), let us start with a few heuristic considerations on the quadratic fractional
model (1).

1.1. Heuristic considerations

For the sake of clarity, the following shortcut notations will be used throughout the paper: for all T' > 0,
a € Rand p,g > 1, we set

LIW™P & LU0, T); W*P(R?)) ,  LIWEP £ LU([0,T]; WP (R?)) (4)

loc loc
where WP (R?) stands for the classical Sobolev space and
WiEP(R?) £ {u € §'(R?) : for every smooth compactly-supported function p : R> — R, pu € W*P(R?)}.
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 3

The related (space-time) norms will be denoted by N[.; LIIW*P].

Besides, we will denote by *, resp. *; ., any convolution with respect to the space variable z € R?, resp.
the space-time variable (t,7) € R®. Finally, we will use the convention F,(©)(¢) £ Jge dz e~ "&®) () for
the Fourier transform of any (suitable) function ¢ : R? — R.

At a formal level, the mild form of Equation (1) (with d = 2) is given by
uzat(Gt *g ¢0)+Gt kg ¢1+G*t,wu2+?a (5)
where G stands for the wave kernel in R?, characterized by its Fourier transform

sin(¢[¢])
(.

and the symbol ¢ refers to the associated “homogeneous” solution, that is the solution of

Fo(G)(€) = t>0, £ eR?,

{83?A?—B , tel0,T], z€R?, ©
200,.)=0 , 8720,.)=0.

Of course, due to the roughness of the noise B, the interpretation of the latter equation is not exactly a
standard issue: in fact, for a proper definition of ¢, we will rely in the sequel on a specific approximation
procedure (see the convergence statement for the first component in Proposition 1.3). As a result of this
procedure, § will (almost surely) appear as a stochastic process with values in the space LEW, 7, for all
p>2and a > 2 — (Ho + Hy + H>). With condition (3) in mind, let us assume from now on that o > 0.

Going back to (5), a first natural idea toward a possible fixed-point argument (often referred to as the
Da Prato-Debussche trick) is to consider the dynamics satisfied by the difference process v £ u — . To this
end, we can rewrite the equation as

v = 0u(Gy %5 00) + Gt *g 01 + G x4 4 v +2G ko (V-0) + G #yp (?)2 ) (7)

and then try to identify some possible stable space for v. Observe however that we must here face with a
new interpretation issue. Indeed, as 7 is expected to take values in some negative-order Sobolev space, it is
not clear to know a priori how we must interpret the product ()2 in (7). This problem has been treated
in [3] for the white-noise situation Hy = H; = H, = %, and then in [1] under the more general condition
Hy+ Hy + Hy > % In both of these references, it is shown that (7)? can only be understood in some Wick
sense, that is through a renormalization procedure and the use of stochastic estimates, and the construction
gives birth to a process with values in L%"Wl_ofo"p (a.s.). A first new result of the present study will consist
in extending this property under condition (3) (see the convergence result for the second component in

Proposition 1.3). Let us henceforth denote by

a0 € LFW,."" (8)
the resulting Wick interpretation of the product (7)2, and consider the related equation

v = 0(Gt %5 o) + Gt %5 p1 + G #1202 +2G %4, (V-9) + G #4202 . (9)

At this point, recall that, even if the property is less convenient to handle than its parabolic counterpart,
convolution with the wave kernel G still yields some regularizing effect, as summed up through the so-called
Strichartz inequalities (see e.g. [1, Propositions 3.2 and 3.3]). According to these results and using the symbol

O‘f) for the convolution G x; , P, we can (at least morally) expect to have

Y e w22

loc
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4 A. Deya

Actually, just as with { and @@, the use of stochastic arguments will allow us to improve this regularity
property and derive (see the third component in Proposition 1.3) that
Yergwl 2P forallp>2. (10)

loc

Going back to equation (9), we can then expect the solution v to inherit the regularity of (Y), so that, if we
refer to standard distribution-theory results (such as those in the subsequent Proposition 2.2), the product
v - ¢ involved in the equation is likely to make sense as long as (1 — 2«a) + (—«) > 0, that is as long as
a € (0, %) These heuristic arguments somehow account for the success of the “second-order” expansion used
in [1, 3] (in both references, it is assumed that a € (0, i))

In order to go one step further and handle the situation where o € (%, %) (which encompasses condition
(3)), let us iterate the above principles and consider the new process w £ v — Q{O Equation (9) now turns

into
w = 04(Gy %2 d0) + Gy %a b1+ G e (wH ¥ ) +2C 500 (w+ V)9

= 04(Gy #4 G0) + G g d1 + Gy 0P + G #y ((?0)2 +2G *4 (w%fo) +2G #15 (w-7) +2G*t,z% )
(11)

where the “third-order” process % is defined as

Yoo,

Again, the interpretation of the latter product is not clear when a € (3, 1) (since (1 —2a) + (—a) < 0), but,
just as with a2, we can hope for a “stochastic construction” of this product, leading (a.s.) to a well-defined
element

Perpwor. (12)

The construction of this process above the fractional noise will be one of the main technical results of our
study (it corresponds to the convergence property of the fourth component in Proposition 1.3 below). Once

endowed with q& and along the same pattern as above, we can (morally) expect to have

w e L%‘)V\/l_m’2 ,

loc
so that the product w - in (11) can make sense for any a € (3,3) (due to (1 — a) + (—a) > 0), leading
finally to the possibility of a well-posed equation in our setting. The details of this deterministic procedure
will be the topic of Section 2.2 below.

To end with these heuristic considerations, we need to specify that, since the controls in (8)-(10)-(12) are
only local, we can only aim at a local solution in this study, in time as well as in space (say on the fixed
space domain {|z| < 1}). For a clear expression of this restriction, let us thus introduce, for the rest of the
paper, a smooth function p : R? — R with support included in {|z| < 2} such that p(x) = 1 for |z| < 1, and
note that we will rather consider the following “localized” version of (11):

w = 815(Gt *p ¢0) + Gt *z ¢1
+ G *ep (PPW) + G #¢ g (p? ((?0)2) +2G 5 ((pw) - (p%fo)) +2G x5 ((pw) - (p9)) +2G *10 (pZ%) )

Remark 1.2. The use of the above symbols ¢, a2, Rfo and % is directly inspired by the recent literature on
parabolic SPDEs (see e.g. [6, Section 4] or [7, Section 1]). In fact, as the reader may have guessed it, the
construction of these symbols (morally) obeys the following simple rules: (i) the circle symbol o refers to
the noise B; (i) each line I corresponds to a convolution with the wave kernel G; (iii) two (sub-)symbols
attached to a same black knot are just multiplied between each other (that is, the associated processes are
multiplied between each other). Note however that the latter “code” is only heuristic: in particular, it does
not take the possible renormalization procedures into account (as the one involved in the “Wick” definition
of o).
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 5
1.2. Stochastic constructions

As evoked earlier, a proper definition of the stochastic components

@20 Y, P

at the center of the above analysis will be obtained through an approximation procedure. Namely, starting
from some smooth approximation B” of the fractional noise, we first observe that, for each fixed n > 1, the
homogeneous equation

{6?? — AT = €|
7'0,) =0, aﬁ( )=

2
(,)],xeR, (13)

falls within the class of standard hyperbolic systems, for which a unique (global) solution {" is known to
exist. Then we define the (smooth) approximated path ¥" £ (?n7ovon’%f ,% ) along the explicit formulas

WW(ty) 2 (T (Ly) -~ B[] Y 2Gwu. P 2Y T, (14)
and study the (almost sure) convergence of these processes in suitable spaces.

In order to implement this standard procedure, we will consider here the approximation derived from
the so-called harmonizable representation of the space-time fractional Brownian motion, that is the formula
(valid for every H = (Hy, Hy, Ha) € (0,1)3)

eME _ 1 e _ 1 gtr2m2 _ ]

Bi(z1,72) =CH/ /W(dﬁ,dn) 7
€ER JneR [0t s || itz o[ Hats

where cy > 0 is a suitable constant and W stands for the Fourier transform of a space-time white noise in
R?, defined on some complete filtered probability space (£2, F,P). The approximation (B"),>o of B is now
defined as B® =0 and, for n > 1,

— 1 e 1 e¥®2M2 _ |

By (21, 2) —cH/ / (d¢, d ) ' 15)
lel<2m |<2” \§|H°+2 |12 || H2t

It is readily checked that for all fixed H = (Hg, Hy, Hs) € (0,1)® and n > 1, the process B" indeed
corresponds (almost surely) to a smooth function with respect to all its parameters, and we can thus
consider the process ¥" associated with its derivative B™ (along (13)-(14)) .

With this notation in mind, our main stochastic result can be stated as follows:
Proposition 1.3. Let (Hy, Hy, Hz) € (0,1)3 be such that

3 3 5
O<Hi<7 ., 0<Hp<7 , 1<Ho+Hi+Hy<, (16)

Then, for all smooth compactly-supported function p: R? =R, all T >0, p > 2 and

3
Oz>§*(H0+H1+H2), (17)
the sequence (¥"),>1 = (p7", p?ao, p(Y) , P % Jn>1 defined by (13)-(14) almost surely converges to a limit
in the space E3 5, where
EXP & LPW P x LEW 24P 5 [2WIT20P 5 [RW %P (18)

We denote this limit by ¥, = (p, p*aL, p(Y), pﬂﬁ).
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6 A. Deya

The condition Hy + Hy + Hs > 1 that appears in (16) turns out to be optimal in the framework of our
strategy, as shown by the following divergence property:

Proposition 1.4. Let (Hy, Hy, H2) € (0,1)3 be such that
Ho+Hi+Hy <1, (19)

and let p : R? — R be a non-zero, smooth and compactly-supported function. Then, for all a > 0 and t > 0,
one has E|||p?a2" (t, .)||$/V,20,2(R2)} — 00 as m — 0.

1.8. Main results

Let us recall that, for the rest of the paper, we have fixed a smooth function p : R?2 — R with support
included in D £ {|z| < 2} and satisfying p(z) = 1 for || < 1. Based on the considerations of Section 1.1
and relying on the result of Proposition 1.3, the following definition of a (local-in-space) solution for (1)
naturally arises:

Definition 1.5. Fiz (Hy, H1, H2) € (0,1)® such that condition (16) is satisfied, and for every T > 0, let
¥, = (%00 7P € N M (57
a>%7(H0+H1+H2) p>2
be the process defined through Proposition 1.3. A stochastic process (u(t,x))ico,1),zcr2 5 said to be a Wick

solution (on [0,T]) of the equation

{8fu—Au—p2u2+B , x€R?, (20)

U(O, ) = (150 ) atu(ov ) = ¢1 )
if, almost surely, the auziliary process w = u — ¢ — %{O is a mild solution (on [0,T]) of the equation

w = 815(Gt *p ¢0) + Gt *z ¢1
# Gt (4) Gt () 426 0 () () 4 26 () () 26 e ()
21

Our main results regarding equation (20) finally read as follows:
Theorem 1.6. Let (¢g, ¢1) € W22(R2) x W—22(R2) and let (Hy, Hy, Ho) € (0,1)3 be such that

3 3 5
0<H1<1 , 0<H2<Z , 1< Hy+H+H,<-.

W

Then, almost surely, there exists a time Ty > 0 such that Equation (20) admits a unique Wick solution u in
the set

{ueSR): u=9+7 +w, withwe LEW?} . (22)

Using the continuity properties of equation (21) with respect to ¥ (see estimate (30) below), we are also
able to offer the following sequential approach to the problem:
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 7

Theorem 1.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.6, consider the sequence (u™),>o of (classical) solutions
to the renormalized equation

{ Ru — Aum = p?(u")? — 0"+ (1 - p2)")+B" , zeR?, (23)
un(oa ) = d)o 5 8tun(05 ) = ¢1 )
where o (z) £ E[(T} (x))?]. Then o} (x) is independent of x, one has

O_’trL nzoo C}_[ t 227L(%—(H0+H1+H2)) (24)

for some constant c};, and, almost surely, there exists a time Ty > 0 such that the sequence (u™) converges
in the space L>([0,To); W~=*2({|z| < 1})) to the solution u ezhibited in Theorem 1.6, for every oo > 3 —
(Ho + Hy + Hy).

Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 thus correspond to the third-order extensions of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 in [1] (which
only covered the situation where Hy + Hy + Ho > 3), and they allow us to handle the fractional problem up
to the critical threshold Hy+ Hy + Hy = 1 (where “criticality” is here understood in the sense of Proposition
1.4, see Remark 1.10 below). To some extent, these statements can be compared with the results of [4,
Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.12] for the three-dimensional white-noise-driven model.

Remark 1.8. On the unit ball {|z| < 1}, that is on the space-domain we actually focus, equation (23) reduces
to the Wick-renormalized model d2u™ — Au” = [(u™)? — "] + B", as expected. In fact, a global-in-space
solution (i.e. the consideration of p = 1 on R? in the above results) could perhaps be obtained through the
involvement of weighted spaces in the subsequent analysis, both in the convergence results of Proposition
1.3 and in the study of the deterministic equation. Nevertheless, we expect this extension to be the source of
technical stability issues (see for instance the developments in [5] for the parabolic setting) and therefore we
postpone these investigations to a (possible) future publication. On the other hand, studying the equation
on the 2D-torus (with appropriate boundary conditions) should certainly give rise to very similar estimates
and results. This would however require the introduction of a fractional Brownian noise on the torus, a
model that we find slightly more “exotic” than ours.

Remark 1.9. At the level of the approximated equation (23), another possibility would be to consider, just
as in [1, Theorem 1.7], the approximation given by

2" — Au™ = p?((u™)? — o™) + B™ . (25)

However, expanding equation (25) along the pattern of Section 1.1 readily leads us to the consideration of
the alternative path

T2 (1", 070" [ G oxr (07007) ], (p[G # (0702")]) (617))
which we have found less elegant (and slightly more difficult to handle) than the path
or = (", %0 p Y PP )

at the core of the above analysis (see Section 2.3 for more details on the transition from (23) to (21)).

Remark 1.10. The claimed optimality proved through Proposition 1.4 is of course relative to our specific
procedure, which strongly relies on the Wick-renormalized product of ¢, and we do not pretend that any
other approach to the equation would fail likewise. In fact, we think that our strategy induces two major
restrictions in this context.

First, it only allows us to consider the central elements 7,22, %f,%ﬁ as functions of time (with values
in some Sobolev spaces). But these stochastic elements could be more generally interpreted as space-time
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8 A. Deya

distributions in a weak sense, that is when integrated against smooth test-functions (¢, ), and maybe the
divergence problem for 2" could be overcome along this interpretation. However, it is not exactly clear
to us how to combine the latter (weak) interpretation with the Strichartz-type controls at the core of the
subsequent analysis.

Secondly, Proposition 1.4 is only based on the consideration of the approximated noise (15) and the Wick-
renormalization method. Perhaps some more sophisticated approximation of the noise and/or some more
sophisticated renormalization procedure would yield a positive result in the rougher situation Hy+H;+Hy <
1.

The rest of the paper is organized along a natural two-part splitting. In Section 2, we will handle the
deterministic aspects of the problem, that is the well-posedness of equation (21) once endowed with a path

¥, = (p, p?ap, p(Y), pﬂﬁ) € &P, The proofs of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7 will almost immediately fol-
low (Section 2.3). Section 3 will then be devoted to the technical stochastic estimates behind the convergence
statement of Proposition 1.3 and the explosion phenomenon of Proposition 1.4.

Throughout the paper, we will denote by A < B any estimate of the form A < ¢B, where ¢ > 0 is a
constant that does not depend on the parameters under consideration.

Acknowledgements. I am grateful to Laurent Thomann for his encouragements and for his advice about
the treatment of the deterministic equation. I also deeply thank two anonymous reviewers for their careful
reading of the paper: their comments and questions have led to significant improvements in the presentation
of these results, and they have also allowed me to fix a few mistakes in the first version of the manuscript.

2. Auxiliary (deterministic) equation

Let us first recall that for all parameters a > 0, p > 1, T' > 0, the functional space 7" has been introduced
n (18). Also, for the whole study, we have fixed a smooth cut-off functions p with support in {|z| < 2} (such
that p(z) = 1 for |z| < 1), and for this reason let us set D = {|z| < 2} for the rest of the section.

At some point of the analysis, we will need to use the fact that the noise components we are implicitly

interested in, that is the distributions (p?), (p*a2), (p%fo), (,02%) given by Proposition 1.3, are supported by
the compact domain D. Therefore, in the sequel, we will consider the subset

Epp 2 {W = (', w2 w3 ¥*) € £7F: supp(¥') C Dfori=1,...,4}.

Now, for a fixed element ¥ = (¥, @2 w3 ¥4) ¢ &7 (with suitable a,p) and ¢, ¢1 in appropriate
Sobolev spaces, our objective here is to settle a (local in time) fixed-point argument for the mild equation

w = O (Gy *4 o) + Gyt *4 D1

+ G (PP0?) + G r ((B3)7) 42G 51, ((pw) - B3) +2G %1, ((pw) - 1) +2G %, T2
(26)

2.1. Basic preliminary results
As we mentionned it in the introduction, convolving with the wave kernel is known to entail specific reg-

ularization effects, that are generally summed up through the so-called Strichartz inequalities (see [2]). It
turns out that the following (much) weaker result will be sufficient for our purpose here:
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 9
Proposition 2.1. (i) For all0<T <1 and w € LITW_%72, it holds that
NG #t 4 w; LEW2] < Nw; LEW™22] (27)
(i1) For all0 <T <1 and (¢o, ¢1) € W22(R2) x W~2:2(R?), it holds that

NO(Gr 0 $0); LEW??] 5 |60 and NGy %, d1; LEW?] S |ln

W3 2(R2) “22(R2)

Proof. Both (27) and (28) rely on elementary estimates only.
(i) Observe first that

Fl(6 ) )(©) = [ ds (RGO Fn) ).

so that, for every t € [0, T,

‘ 2

IN

[Lacti g R (G sl @ < [as [ st oD o

Aw@&nmuﬂm%mm

A

hence the conclusion.

(it) The bound for N[Gy *, ¢1; L%OW%’Q] follows from similar arguments as above. Then, along the same
idea, observe that

Fu(0:(G. 5z ¢0)(t, ) (€) = 0e(FuG)e(€)(Fuo) (€) = cos(tlé])(Fuo)(€)

and so, for every t € [0, T,

1 2 1
[ a6 QIR R @G w0t )@ < [ de 1+ 1Py ) O
O

Then, in order to control the product operations involved in (26), we will appeal to the following standard
properties, the proof of which can for instance be found in [8, Chapter 4]:
Proposition 2.2. (i) For all o, 8 > 0 and 0 < p,p1,pa < 0o such that
1 1 2 2 2 2
- +— , O<a<f<— , mln( —|—a2> (—+a)+(——ﬁ),
p P11 P2 b2 b1

one has
1f - gllw-arm@e) S 1fllw-arr @2)llgllwe.re w2y -

(i) Forallﬂ>%,0<o¢<ﬂ and p > 2, one has
Hf'gHW*"“’P(RQ) N Hf”W*“vP(Rz)||g||W/3=2(R2) .
(#i1) For all @ > 0 and 1 < p,p1,pa < o0 such that

1 1 1 2 2
—+ —=- and 0<a<min )
p1 p2 P p1’p2

one has
I1f - gllwe. P(R2) X S lwesr (R2) lgllwe. P2 (R2) -
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10 A. Deya
2.2. Solving the deterministic equation

We are now in a position to exhibit suitable bounds for (26).

1

Proposition 2.3. Fiz a € (i,%) and for all T > 0, ¢ = (¢o,$1) € W%’Q(Rg) x W~22(R?) and

U= (Pl w2 w3 ¥l ¢ 5%’]43, consider the map I'r ¢ w L%CVV%’2 — L%OVV%’2 given by
Ly (w) £ 8y(Gy 4 ¢0) + G %2 d1
+ G ¥y (P2w2) + G g ((‘1’3)2) +2G x4 ((pw) : ‘I’3) +2G *; 4 ((pw) . \111) +2G ., Ut

Then, for all T >0, ¢ = (¢o, ¢1) € W2(R2) x W~ 34(R?), ¥y, ¥y € E2F, and w,wy,wy € LFEW2, the
following bounds hold true:

1
N[Crp0, (w); LEWE?] S llgol 5.2 + el 2

+ TV N s LEWE2) 4 0|2+ 0|V [w LEWE2] + 0]}, (29)
and
NP1, () = Trg.w, (w); LEW??]
< T2 N o LW N s W) A s LEW]) 19— ]+ 1)
+ (@1 — W N [wn; LEW??] + W N [wn — wa; LEW??] + || — ‘I’zl\} o (30)
where the proportional constants only depend on a, and the norm ||.|| is naturally defined as
@] =[] gas

SN[ LEW™ ] + N[®2 LEW 2] 4 N8P LEW 2] 4 N84 LW 1]

Proof. As expected, the two bounds (29) and (30) will follow from the combination of the estimates in
Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2. The elementary Sobolev embedding

2 2
WS0P (D) C WHPH(D)  if 59 — — > 51 — — (31)
Po P1

will also be requested. For the sake of clarity, let us set Wj? £ W$P(D) and L¥, & WP(D).

Initial conditions: the bound for N[0;(Gy*: do) + Gy *4 P1; L%OW%’Q] immediately follows from Proposition
2.1, item (#4).

Bound on G *, (p?>w?): Using successively (27) and (31), we deduce that

N[G #tz (pP0?); LEWE?]

and we get the expected bound through the embedding W,%Q C L%
Bound on G #; ((\I’?)Q) Just as above, we have
NG e (83)7); LW < TVAN[WS L2 LF]°
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8
and the desired bound is here obtained through the embedding W}{zO‘A C Lj,.
Bound on G %, ((pw) . \1111”) Let 1 < 7 < 2 be defined by the relation

Using successively (27) and (31), we get that
NG wes ((pw) - B3 LEWE?] < N (pw) - B 13W, %] < TVAN [(pw) - B3 LEWh 257

Then introduce the additional parameter 2 < p; < 4 defined by

By Proposition 2.2 (item (4i7)), we know that for each fixed ¢ > 0,

e (EDlprn sy S 100l [l e e

S
5 HthWé,z H(‘I’:l)’>tHW]13—2a,4 ,

which immediately yields

N[G *t o ((pw) . T?);L%W%’Z]
S TN [w; LW 2| N [®5; LW =204]) < TV2N [w; LEW? 2] |84 | .

Bound on G #;, ((pw) - ®¥1): Let 1 < 7 < 2 be defined by the relation

e’
9 -

3 -
=]

Using successively (27) and (31), we get that
_1 N
NGt ((pw) - B LEW?] S N [(pw) - B1: LEWp "] S TV2N(pw) - ¥ LEWS™]
Then, using Proposition 2.2 (item (i) and (i7)), we can assert that for each fixed ¢ > 0,

[ow)e - (#Delyers S Now)ell g2l (TDellppos S Joonl]ga [OF D

and accordingly . 1
NGt ((pw) - ¥1); LEW?] S TVEN [w; LEW= ]| @4 ]| .

Bound on G *,, ¥$: By (27),
NG w0 W LW S N[0 LW, S TVAN [ LEWR ] S T2
which concludes the proof of (29).

We can then show (30) along similar arguments.

11
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12 A. Deya
2.83. Proof of the main results

Proof of Theorem 1.6. The combination of (29) and (30) easily allows us to assert that for Ty > 0 small

enough and for all ¥ € S%J’?D (with a € (5, %)), the map I'y, 4 @ is a contraction on some stable subset of
1

LT, 5’2, which yields a unique solution w for equation (26). Then it suffices of course to apply this result

(in an almost sure way) to the stochastic process ¥, = (p?, p2apL, pCYD, ,02%) € Ez,(fo’le given by Proposition

1.3, where « is picked such that i < % —(Ho+ Hi+ Ha) <a< %, and set u é?—f—%f—&—w. O

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For fixed n > 1, let u™ be the solution of (23) and set w™ = u™ —¢" — (Y) , where
?" and (Y) are defined in (14). Following the lines of Section 1.1, we can explicitly verify that w™ is the

n 13
solution of (26) associated with the process (¥7),>1 = (1", p*20", PN ). Observe indeed that the
following simplification occurs: setting v™ £ u™ — 7", we have

Un 6t(Gt *g ¢0) + Gt *g (bl + G *t,w [PQ (Un + ?n)Q - Un + (1 - p2)<?n)2]
Ou(Gr %z d0) + G %o b1 + G g0 [0 (07)% +2(p0") - ()] + Gy 0 38"

and from there it is readily checked that w™(= v™ — G #; , Q™) satisfies the expected equation (26). Then,
based on (29)-(30), and keeping the result of Proposition 1.3 in mind, the almost sure convergence of w"
in L%T)W%Q (for some Ty > 0) can be shown with the very same arguments as those of the proof of [1,
Theorem 1.7]. The (almost sure) convergence of pu™ in LFW~*? immediately follows, which entails the
desired (almost sure) convergence of u™ in L3 (W~*?({|z| < 1})).

For the asymptotic estimate of ¢™, let us slightly anticipate the notations of Section 3: in particular, using
the forthcoming formula (35), we get that

nooN\2 dg dm iy 2
o) =BG @) = cf / (e )
t (3 (2))7] ej<an JEPHOT o [y [P [2H2—1 | |
gn
dr / de )
= o g s (eI
|, e1<an JEHT &)
Assertion (24) is now a straightforward consequence of [1, Proposition 2.4]. O

3. Stochastic constructions

Let us now turn to the main technical part of our analysis, namely the proofs of Propositions 1.3 and
1.4, which includes in particular the construction of the central path ¥, = (p?, p?ap, p(Y), ,02%) above the
fractional noise. To this end, our arguments will occasionally appeal to some of the technical results of [1].
However, recall that, in comparison with the setting of [1], we are dealing with a rougher situation here
and third-order processes must also come into the picture, so that new (sophisticated) estimates shall be
required.

Let us start with the introduction of a few convenient notations (related to the wave kernel and the
fractional noise) that we will extensively use in the sequel. First, we set, for all H = (Hy, Hy, Hs) € (0,1)3,
EeR,neR?and r,t > 0,

. ! _,esSin(sr
’Yt(g)r) é € 5t/ dse ¢ i ) 9 75,15(577“) é ’Yt(fﬂﬁ) - ’Ys(g?r) ’ (32)
0
Hyy a2
K (77) - 1 + |77‘1+2H0 (33)
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 13

For all T € {?,O\P,q{),qﬁ}, 1<n<mand0 < s,t<1,let us also set 7,"™ = 7" — 77, and then, for
f € {,Tanm’Tn,m}’ fs,t £ ft - fs~

With this notation in mind, the following “covariance” identity clearly holds true: for all a = (a1, a2),
resp. b = (b1, by), with a; € {n,m,{n,m}}, resp. b; € {s,t,{s,t}}, and all y,§ € R?,

E[%} ()02 (5)] = cu /R Jdn el emrmi piha(yy | (34)
where
LH,a 77 é / dé— 1 2
v ) S R i cpa e €1

with
D" E{lg] <27, |nl <27y, DME{E<2™, g <27} and DM ED™MD".

In the same way, it holds that

E[7 ()32 (5)] = cu /R dn 1) ) 0 () (35)
i | (€ In) €. 1)
EH,a n 2 / df Vo1 (S5 (M) Vo2 (S5 [T )
 (n) | |2H Lo | 2H2 1 (E.m)eDa a2 |€[2Ho—1

Our estimates toward Proposition 1.3 and Proposition 1.4 will heavily rely on the following bounds for
Lf’a:

Lemma 3.1. For all H = (Hy, Hy, Hs) € (0,1)3, ¢ € (O,min(HO&)), 0<n<m,0<stu<1and
n € R2, 4t holds that

max (’Lfg(m,m) (77> Efft,(m,m) (77)‘) S FHeo (77) (36)

s

)

and

max (| L™ ™ )] [LEET ™ M)]) S 27— slF{ Ko () + Ko () + K2 )} . (37)

where H. o £ (Hy — ¢, Hy,Hs), H.1 = (Ho, Hy — ¢, Hs), Hep £ (Ho, Hi,Hy — €), and the proportional
constants do no depend on (n,m), (s,t) and 7.

Proof. Thanks to [1, Corollary 2.2], we can assert that, under the assumptions of the lemma, and for all
r > 0, one has

[ debeslerlbntenl ¢ _t—ol 5s)
R

‘€|2H071 ~ 1+711+2(H075) ’

where the proportional constant only depends on Hy and e. Both estimates (36) and (37) immediately
follow. O
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14 A. Deya

3.1. Proof of Proposition 1.3

The proof consists in showing that for all 7 € {?, QpL, %07%}, p>2,0<s<t<Tand1<n<m,one has

/RZ deE“]—"wl({l 2R F(p- T:;:m)>($)‘2]p < c2MER|p — 5|2 (39)

for some e > 0, some constant ¢ > 0 that does not depend on n, m, s, t, and where the “order” |7| of 7 is
naturally defined as |?| £ —a, [a2] £ —2a, |(Y)\ £1—2a and |Q§| 2 .

Indeed, once endowed with (39), we can first use the hypercontractivity property of Gaussian chaoses to

assert that )
]E[J\/[p . T;;Em§ W\T|,2p} P} < 6272n€p‘t _ S|2sp )

Then, thanks to the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality, we get that, for 0 < ¢y < € and for p large enough,
E[N[p- 75 co0(0, T W) ] < a2,

which ensures the convergence of (p - 7") in the space L?"(€;C%0 ([0, T]; W!TI2P)). The desired almost sure
convergence finally follows from an application of Borel-Cantelli lemma.

Before we turn to the proof of (39), let us state an elementary technical property that somehow sums up
the role of the cut-off function p in the subsequent computations:

Lemma 3.2. Fiz 0 € R and let R : R? — R be defined as

A d/\dj‘ (@, A=) F~y oA ot prt
R(z) & //() PR R //(R2)2d5d§p<A OP-A+)Q(E. ).

for some integrable function Q : (R?)?2 — R. Then, for every p > 1, it holds that

‘ /R b <//<R2>2 {1+ IA;}SC{?Jr A2} |Q(A’X>|>p’

where the proportional constant depends on p, p and o.

Proof. One has

dx R(x)P
R?
u dX\;d\; s . L 3
= d i o{@ A =Ag) de-dE: D — END(—Ns . £
/R2 v jl:ll//(Rz)Z {1+ |>\j|2}a{1+ |)\j|2}ae //(]RQ)2 &;dE; p( J EJ)P( J +£J)Q(£J7£J)

= ;) o SO X
= 1_[1//(R2)2 T |)\j|2}i{1]+ SVEE //(R2)2 dg;dS; p(Aj — §)P(=A; +&5)Q(&5, &)
]:
d\,
w2 {14 D23 {14+ Py + S0 O — A)I2)e

//ow d&,dé, BNy — E)0(=Ap — Sh21 (M — M) +€)Q(6, &)
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 15

and so

dx R(z)?
R2

p-l N . d\;d\; 5
< dg;d&; | Q(&5,¢ i neniiney
f_[//() XALEED] /() T T lre S P lIat)

/ / d,dE, | Q6. 6,)|
(R2)2
d\

y4 ~ ~ p—1 Y
~ _ _ PO PO + S O — M) -
e {1+|£p+Ap|2}0{1+\gp—Ap—zz:}uk—Ak)P}o’ L S

The conclusion now comes from the fact that for all A\,& € R? and s > 0, one has

PO+ [E+ AP} 7] < copnfl + NP} {1+ €377
Indeed, as p is smooth and compactly-supported, one has, if ¢ > 0,
POV + 1€+ AP = [BOVL + 1€+ AP 71 a5 2geny + [P+ 1€+ AP} 1<y
<c¢o [|ﬁ(/\)\1{|x\>%\g\} + (M1 + |§|2}_01{|A\<%\§\}}
< Copn {{1 S L S B E I PV S DTN o O e P it § S 3 o i VNP
< ol + AP+ 62},

and we can exhibit similar bounds for o < 0. O

3.1.1. Convergence of the first component
It actually corresponds to the result of [1, Proposition 1.2]. Let us only recall that the convergence is here
a straightforward consequence of the elementary property
d
77 oo KH(
rz {1+ 7]}

valid for all H = (Ho, H1, H>) € (0,1)% and a > 3 — (Ho + Hy + H>).

n) < oo, (40)

3.1.2. Convergence of the second component
In this situation, let us first expand the expectation in the left-hand side of (39) (with 7 = qp) as

d)\dj\ 6Z<I7/\75\> " n,m % 7,1M =
//() R R E[(Fa(p) * Fa@P) () (Falp) + Fa(32LM) V)]

d\d\ . _ o
= _ T, A=) dedE SN — )5(—X
//<R2>2 L+ PR+ ey //(Rg)z §dEPA = OP(=A+E)

[, e TR T (41)

Thanks to Lemma 3.2, we are thus left with the estimation of the quantity

o A// dAd\
V7 g L PR+ 23

Using Wick formula, it is easy to check that for every j = 1,...,p, the quantity

[, dvtne D BIBL R

(oot (y)aonr (@)
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16 A. Deya

can be expanded as a sum of the form

S B[ 0T @E L ()T )] (42)

(a,b)eA

for some index set A such that a; € {n,m,{n,m}}, b; € {s,t,{s,t}}, and one has both {as,...,as} N
{{n,m}} # 0 and {b1,...,bs} N {{s,t}} # O (in other words, each of the summands contains at least one
increment with respect to (n,m) and one increment with respect to (s,t)).

By formula (34), each of the above summands can be written as
E %, ()%, )] E[%; )%, (9)]

~ 1 —1{n,g) ,2(7 —u(n,g) v H,(a1,a H,(as,a ~
= //(]RQ)2 dndrj e (M:9) o =4n,9) oU7:Y) (n7y>Lbl,§,21 2)(77)Lb3,(b43 4)(77) :

and so
’ / T B IB [  T)
H,(ai,a H,(as,a
- Carb // dndi |Lb1 %21 2) HL bs, %43 4) ){5{>\:n+ﬁ}6{5\:n+ﬁ} : (43)
(a b)eA (R2)?
Combining this bound with the bounds of Lemma 3.1, we can assert that for any € > 0 small enough,
< 2—2n€‘t |26
// D (120 () + K () 4 KPe () L K0 ) 4 KPe () + K2 (7))
w2y {1+ [+ 7722
(44)

The conclusion is then an immediate consequence of the following technical result:

Lemma 3.3. For all H = (Hy, Hy, Hs), H = (Hy, H,, Hy) € (0,1)? satisfying
3

ot

_ 3 5
0<HyH <3 | 0<H2,H2<4 , I<Ho+Hi+Hy <o 1<H0+H1+H2<Z (45)

and any
3 3 1
o€ (max(if(HngHlJng) **(H0+H1+H2)) 2) ) (46)

it holds that

dndij H Hy~
— " gH)KA () < .
//(R2)2 {1+ [n —nl*}2 (K@)

Proof.
Step 0: Simplification of the problem. Let us show that the problem actually reduces to the consideration of
the four following integrals:

1 1 i
£ d dm KH ()i (77)
Ji /]1&2 77/]R2 n {1 + |77|2}04 {1 + ‘77|2}O‘ (77) (77)

o) o] 00 2n2 1 1
Jé/ dn/dﬁ/dn/ di _ _ _ KHm K () |
O R A A R Gy Sy M} Wy e CR )
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 17

oo 211 0o 2m2 1 -
J- é/ d / dn / d / dijfg—————KH (n) K (7) .
3 ) m . m ; T2 o T2 I+ —qr () ()

oo 2m1 o 27)2 1 ~
N ; 7 — K"K (7) .
Ji /o dm /n1 d771/0 dijz /ﬁ2 65772{1 Ty =y () K™ (1)

First, observe that for obvious symmetric and sign reasons, we can focus on the integration over the two
domains Dl £ {1’}1 <0< 771 N (772,772) S RQ} and D2 £ {0 <m< 771 s (772,772) S RQ}.

and

As far as D is concerned, let us decompose the domain as D; = DIUD?, with D} 2 {1 < 0 < i1, nafje <
0} and D} £ {m <0 < 7y, n2fl2 > 0}. For (n,7) € D1, one has [n; — 7;|*> > max (|n;|?, |75:]?) for i € {1,2},
and so the integral over D} is bounded by J. For (n,7) € D%, one has again |, — 1 |? > max (|n:|?, [7:1[?), as
well as one of the following four situations: |n2| > 2|7a|, |72| > 2|n2|, |n2| < 2] < 2|n2] or |f2] < 2] < 2|7s).
In the first two cases, one has |2 — 7j2|> > I max (|n2]?, |72|?) and so we can again go back to the integral
J1, while the integration in the third and fourth cases clearly reduces to the consideration of J.

Along the same ideas, decompose Dy into Dy = D3 U D2, with D 2 {0 < ny < 71 < 21, (12, 72) € R?}
and D2 £ {0 < 2 < 71, (2,72) € R?}. For (n,7) € D3, one has either: (i) nafjy > 0 and 0 < |na| <
[fi2| < 2|nz|, which leads us to the consideration of J3; (i7) n27j2 > 0 and 0 < |fj2| < |n2| < 2|fj2|, which
leads us to the consideration of Jy; (i4i) nefjz > 0 and (0 < 2|7a| < [n2] or 0 < 2|na2| < |7j2|), so that
Ine — 72| > L max (|n2|?, |712]?), which, by inverting the roles of (n:,7:1) and (n2,72), brings us back to
Jo; (iv) mafly < 0, so that o — 72| > max (|n2]?, |72|?), and we are again brought back to J». Finally, if
(n,7) € D3, then |n — 71|? > 1 max (|m]?,]7:1|%) and we can use the same splitting as above for (1, 7) in
order to reduce the problem to the consideration of either [J; or Js.

Step 1: Estimation of J,. The quantity under consideration here can of course be written as

7= (Lo ®) o meie ") "

and we can thus conclude with the first-order statement (40).
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18 A. Deya

Step 2: Estimation of J2. One has here

1 1
= d d d
Jo = / ”1/ ”1/ ”2’72/ " (e

[ [P =250 | |~ 2H, 1 1
P =21 ) (L 7 (14 4 (1 + 1)) P )

0o oo 00 | |1 2H1| ‘1 2H, 1
S / dTh/ dﬁ1/ dny " T —
0 0 0 [ [Pt H=5 {1 |2 Ho {1+ (7 + ) o2}
/1dr 1 1
o Al+ni+nirte {1407 +n3r}e
[ " ([ ) |
e e e e O e e
{ dm ( dr )2]
o |72 {1 + (7 + nd) otz ) {1+ 77 +n3r2}2e
< /oo dnz / dm 3
o TPy Tl (F )P
> di H o ! dr
dA 2 2..212a
0 [Tl 4 (7 4 nF)2Hot1} 0 o {1+ A2 +nir2}
1
< /oo d772 /OO dnl 2
~S o ‘n2|2(H2+H2)—2 o |n1|4Hl—2{1+(n%+77§)2H0+1}
o0 dn 2
(/ : ) ([ o o)
o I G+ )} e
YA Ny Y
¥\ el Jy L e T+

Nl=

o0 d~ [ee] d~ 2
([ i g ([ erteers) o
o Dl ot ey Lo o {1 AT )

At this point, let us pick € > 0 such that 2a — £ — & > 0 (noting that o > 1 by (45)) and write

& 2 d o d\ 2 d
(ol [ B e e
0 o {1+A+7r22 7 Jo {14 X234y {14r2}2em3e
so that

/OO dn? /OO dn] (/OO d)\/‘n2 dr )
o TR Jy T ey Py T

00 d d 1
</ n L +/ dnl/ dns
o Im ML gyt o naf 72 g 1 [ |12 g 1 A =2 | Ao +2

Using conditions (45)-(46), it is easy to check that the latter integrals are finite for any € > 0 small enough.
Note in particular that, since Hy + H1 + H2 > 1 and 0 < Hy < %7 one has Hy + H, > i which guarantees
the convergence of the first integral.

It is then clear that these arguments also apply to the second term in (48), which achieves to prove that
Jo is finite.
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 19

Step 8: Estimation of J3. Let us write

1
/ @ / 2 11712 / an / dr2 {1 + 7717"1 + 772 }2a

(14 71) 271 (1 4 rp) 1 22 )
\771|2(H1+H1) 2| 2(Ha+ H2) =2 1—|—|77|2Ho+1 L+ (P14 m)2 + 12(1 + 19)2) o+
dnydns m o .
! drl d’l“g—22
0 Jo IR R 2 {1 + [ppermezy fy Ty T gy
™ Jocm ma<t [y 2HLTH) =3 pg |2(Ha+H2) =3

I3

A

_|_/ dnldUZ // dridry
o<y oo o PO+ I3 P )21 o 7012} o e T+ 75 3

13)

dridrs /Q(me) P »
oo S dp—L < 14(mv o
//[\0 7]1\/7]2]2 {1 + T% —+ 7‘%}20‘ ~ 0 4 {1 + p2}2a ~ (771 772)

and so, using the fact that H;, H; € (0, 3) for i € {1,2}, we get

The first integral is clearly finite. Then, since « € (

/ d7716i772 / d?“ldTQ
7,)— 2 212«
00 oy P2 o POT ) =2 (1 [P 0142 o vge {78 + 7312

e d
T
< — .
~ 1 r2(Ho+Hi+H2)+2(Ho+Hi+Hz)+4a—5

Thanks to (46), we can assert that the latter integral is finite, and accordingly J3 is finite too.

Step 4: Estimation of J;. We have of course

[e%) 2m fe%e] 72 1 " I
Ty = / dm / dipy / dns / Ay = K (KT (1)
0 " 0 n {4 =Py

and from there it is easy to mimic the arguments that we have used for Js.

3.1.3. Convergence of the third component
Noting that

Fo(Yo)© = Fol(Greaoe™), ) (©) = /O du Fo(Gu) () Fu (207, —0) (6)

we get

e

dAd\ . // . o
1 = T e
//(R2)2 {1+|)\|2}§(2a—1 1+ |>\‘2}7(20¢—1) (&) £d€ p(A — &)l £)
//[ ] dudit F.(Gu)(§ // dydge &Y e a3 >E[O\/Os " u(y)M],
0,12
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and so, thanks to Lemma 3.2, we only need to estimate the quantity

Onp 2 // dNdA
%fo ®2)2 {1+ |)\|2}%(20—1){1 + |A[2}2(2a=1)
//[0 | dudﬂ’fx<Gu)()\)HIx( “// dydge—z(A ) z(A,ME[ovoS i u<y)m} .
t]?

To this end, we can first use the bound (43), together with the estimates of Lemma 3.1, to deduce that, for
any € > 0 small enough,

dndn
<9 ey 2// e // dudii | F, ( |1 Fe(Ga) (1 + 7
Q%fow |t — s o L+ BT [ Jo udt | Fo (Gu)(n + M| Fa(Ga)(n + 7))
{KHs,o ’r])-i—KHE'l( +KH52 }{KHso )+KH51< )+KH52( )}

Using the elementary estimate

sup |F G+ S {0+ In+al? 2, (49)
ue|0,

we have thus, for any € > 0 small enough,

%y

S 272n5‘t o 8|25

//]R22 {1+|f’”j7z7| }2Q{KH€’°(77)+KH6,1(7])+KH52 ) H{E =0 (1) + K= () + K2 (7))}

Observe that we are here in the very same position as in (44), and so, using the same technical Lemma 3.3,

we get the desired estimate (39) for 7 = (Y)

3.1.4. Convergence of the fourth component
7,Mm
First, observe that F, ( ﬁs)t ) can be readily expanded as

F(Br) = Fol(@raoem™), ) s Fa(@) + Fol(G o 8"), )« Ful8™)
+F2 (G #t, O\P"’m) ) # Fu(Tae) + Fu((Gree ™)) * Fu(T51) -

As it should be clear to the reader, the subsequent arguments could be applied to any of these four terms,
and thus we will only focus on the estimate related to

Eﬂal({l LY (Falp) 5 (Fe((Ga8™™)00) 5 F (?T))))(z)ﬂ

= d/\d;\ (@, A=) Fary ey 3 ~
_//@w TENOEE N // dgd pA — E)p(—=A +¢€)

//RZ)zdﬁdﬁ /[Ot]zduduf JOF(Ga) ()

dydy dzd3 e~ HB) UB.7) g —1(6=B.2) 1 (€-B.5)
[t [, otz s R T )
(50)
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 21

which, by Lemma 3.2, reduces to bounding the quantity

A d\d\
Q% B //aw {1+ A2} {1+|N2}2
’ / /R2)2d6d6 / / t]zdudu}' JBF (G B
J Ry I e B L A A E O

Using Wick formula, we can expand (along the same idea as in Section 3.1.2) the expectation

E[9AL T a0 IR e D)T ()

as a sum of terms of the form

Can B[T5, ()T, @] E[7; )T D] E[L" ()7 (2)] (51)
Can E[%, ()T, @]E[7; ()% (2) B[S, @) (2)] (52)
con E[T! (0)%5: (@)E[%: )% D)E[S; (% (2)] (53)

where a; € {n,m,{n,m}}, b1,bs € {s—u,t —u,{s—u,t —u}}, ba,by € {s—a,t —a,{s—a,t—a}}, and one
has both {a1,...,as} N{{n,m}} # 0 and {b1,...,bs} N ({{s —u,t —u},{s — @,t — a}}) # 0. An example
of a pair (a;b) satisfying these conditions is given by

(a;b) = (({n,m},m,m, m); ({s—u,t —ul,t —a,t —u,t— 1])) . (54)
In the sequel, and for the sake of clarity, we will only focus on the estimates associated with this particular

pair (a; b), but it should (again) be clear to the reader that any other pair (a; b) satisfying the above conditions
could be treated with similar arguments.

Injecting successively (51), (52) and (53) into (50) (with (a;b) fixed as in (54)) gives rise to the consider-
ation of three specific integrals, that we denote by J1, J> and J3, respectively.

FEstimation of J1. Using the covariance formula (34), we get on the one hand

R e VY ) A O e )

:C// deLgxﬁf%ﬁ)dnﬂj%ﬁmgm)</mdyez@ﬁ(nﬁw></mdgg@ﬂm+mv
(R2)? R2 R?
H,((n,m),m H,(m,m
_C//]R2)2 dndnL(G((ut L t) a(m Ly gtt u( )6{13 B=n+ii} (55)

and on the other hand

//(R2)2 dzdz e_’<’\_ﬂ’z>ez<’\_6’2>E[?;n(z)?;n(é)] = c/ dn LH (m,m) () O A—f=r—feii} -
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22 A. Deya

so that
N LY | e e ol e e U e
[P (Gu) (0 + )| |72 (Ga) (n + )| (56)
</ /H aua [ /() dndi {1+ In + 72} Fo (Gu) ()] |2 (Ga) ()|
|LH(mm>(")’(/ dif | LS = ) Hf%’@(ﬁﬂ) : (57)

At this point, we can apply Lemma 3.1 to assert that for any ¢ > 0 small enough,

L @I [l -l o))
2

27t = sTK () Y < /R (A K (= ﬁ)KHf’O(m) :

=0

Thanks to the forthcoming Lemma 3.4, we know that for every ¢ € {0, 1,2} and for any € > 0 small enough,

1 1
- , N . . ENTAR - 2\ 2
sup/ dij K= (n — i) KMo (7)) < (/ dij | K= (i) | > </d77|KH5’0(77)| ) < 0.
nGRz R2 R2

Going back to (57) and using also (49), we have thus obtained that

G x o=l [ aiKto) [ anie iy k) (59)
Applying the subsequent technical Lemma 3.5 finally yields

S
re {1+ [P}

and the conclusion now comes from the first-order assertion (40).

\71 2 nElt _ S|€

FEstimation of J». Using the same arguments as in (55) (with the help of both (34) and (35)), we get

// dydy// dzds e~ 4By UB,0) g —21(A=8,2) 1(A A—B,2)
R2)2 R2)2

(=
= dndidi L2 EH‘m’m) L™ ()5 5 5 5
c (7)o namnan (5 wt—u),t— u(n) t—u,t (1) Zat (77) {B=n+71} 0 B=n+75} {rA=n+27} 2 S=n+25} >

and so

5//[Otpdudﬂ/wanLi((:tmm)u(n)|(/ a1 |EET @+ o+ 207 |7 (G -+ ) )

(/ 4 | L™ () [ {1+ | + 2ﬁ|2}-%\fm(eﬂ)<n+ﬁ>») . (59)
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Combining (36) with the result of Lemma 3.4 and estimate (49), we can assert that for any ¢ > 0 small
enough,

w / dip | L )|{1+|77+277|2}3|fx(Gu)(n+ﬁ)|‘
uel0,
H 2 1z 2 21-1 12
< ([P ([ ants o)
1/2
s ([aasimeareain)

and similarly

sup
a€(0,t]

1/2
[ @l 2y 5 G )| < ([ ity aei )
which, going back to (59), yields
~ H,((n,m),m - ~127 —a 197 —
Zo 5 [ auda [ anltfGman ol [ el Py
[0,£]2 R2 R?
2
S 2le—sl Y [ kM) [ an (el
1=0

We can then conclude with the same arguments as in (58).

Estimation of J3. As above,
[, dvdidzaz e 0GP 0GR T IR T CE L G )]

H,(m,m) /~\ r H,(m,m
_C///]R2 SdndndnL(s e u)t L GYLE ™ (7) 66— 7} 0 Bty O (A= S=n i}

and thus, for any € > 0 small enough,

dndﬁdﬁ H,((n,m),m) H,(m,m) /~ H,(m,m) =
S dud L _(||L e
T3 S //[Ot U u///R2 PP }a| (5_u7t_u)’t_u(77)|| t—ut (77)|| =t (77)|
| Fo (Gu) (n+0)|| Fo (Ga) (0 + 1)
2
S rvfee sy [ dndidi T i K )
i—0 (RQ)(S

~ =z —a ~ _1 =z _1
{L++a+aPy o {L+n+aly = {1+ I+ 2
Now split the integration domain into D; A ) D+ m+a2y 2 < {1+ n+7? 2} and D, £
{(,7,) : {1+ In+0}72 <{1+[n+7°} "2}, and write (trivially)

~ 1% . ~ = ~ = —a ~ —1 = -1
///D dndiidi) K= () Koo () K0 () {1+ [+ 7+ 72} {L+ I+l 2 {1+ [n+ 3%} =
1
< [ dmandi 7 G I G+
which essentially brings us back to the integral involved in (56). We can thus rely on the same arguments as
with J; to handle the integral over D;. Finally, it is readily checked that these arguments can also be used

for the integral over Ds, which concludes the proof.

It only remains us to prove the two technical lemmas at the core of the above reasoning.
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24 A. Deya
Lemma 3.4. For all (Hy, Hy, Hs) € (0,1)3 such that

3

3
O<H1<1 , 0<H2<4 and Hy+ Hy+ Hy >1, (60)

it holds that
/ dn | K" ()2 < oo .
RQ

Proof. One has, since 4H; —2 <1 and 4H; —2 < 1,

dmdng o dp
dn |K* () |? S// S ,
/R2 |K ()] e [ [P =2y [AH2—2{1 + | |2+4Ho ) y  prHFH2)=5{] | p2+aHo)

and we can easily check (using (60)) that the latter integral is indeed finite. O

Lemma 3.5. Forall0<e<a< %, it holds that

Lt iRy RS Py

Proof. Let us first write

/}R i {1+ gy L AP S / i {1+ [l = falPy e AP S / [
Now split the integration domain into D; £ [%, %] and Dy 2 {0 <7 < @ orT > %} On the one hand,
drt 3 drr
/D1 m{l =7 = |772/é (1 (= )2y {1+ 2]

N

1

2 dr 1 Lo dp 1
/. AT paye ~ mas (1’ \77|2°‘/ ) S TP
~1 0 n

On the other hand, for every T € Dy, one has ||n| — 7| > % max(7, |n|), and accordingly

drr > drr
1 _ A2V va < 1 2\ —(a—e¢) <1 2\ —(a—e¢) )
[t =y s ey [T < o)

3.2. Proof of Proposition 1.4

In the sequel, we use the notation A 2 B whenever there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that A > ¢B. Besides,
without loss of generality, we can here assume that o > % For the sake of clarity, let us also introduce the
additional notation

rtHO’"(T)é/T d M. (61)

T
Using (34) and then Wick formula just as in Section 3.1.2, we get that
E[llp- 88" (t, ) [y-2a.0]

v (I Vi () “ :
= c dn/ dmn L - ~ pl&—(m—n :
Lo g g | T e 26~ 0= )
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On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 25

Then observe that

dg
e WV) (n— 77))‘

dg (2 1 d¢ s
R2 {1+|§+(nfﬁ)|2}2&|p(£)’ Z {1+|n7ﬁ|2}2a /]R2 {1+|§|2}2a|p(§)| 5
and so

E[llp- 3" (1) y-aes]

on—1 m on—1 N2 1 FHO,n FHOJ’L ~
2 / dnl/ dﬁl/ dn2/ di 20 1o [2H =1 (|77|2)H 177 2H—1 (|77|2)H 1
0 im 0 imp AL n = PR Iy [P g [PH L iy [ g [2He
2 | 2 /2 diydps / / drydrs
~ o 0 I [HH1 =3y |[4H2=3 [y Jo o {14+ nirf 4+ n3r3}2e
Lo ()T (g (1= r)2 + 131 = r2)2)
> / dnydns / / dridrs
™ Jocm<ns<on—r |mu|HH1=2|ng|1H2=2 {1+72+r3}2
e rHo. T1\2 T2\2
e (it - ) (- 22
- / d9/2" 1 /27'51n(7‘/27'sm0 d’l"ldrg
~ 4H’+4H -5 {1+7"1 +T2}2a

Ho,n Ho,n . r1 2 T2 2
ryo™(nr,° (\/7'2 sin? (1 — Tsine) +72cos?0(1 — TCOSQ) ) ,
where for technical reasons (in subsequent arguments), we have picked H{ > H; and Hj > Hs such that
3 < Ho+ H{+ Hj < 1. At this point, observe that for all § € (%, %), 7 € (2,2"7!) and r,72 € (0, $7sin6),
we have

1.

Y

1
> - é 2 s 20 1— T1 2 2 ‘20 1_ T9 2>7
T 2 Tro \/7' sin ( Tsinﬂ) + 74 cos ( 70059) > 27'

We are therefore in a position to apply the (forthcoming) lower bound (63), which entails, with the notation
of Lemma 3.6,

1 gn—1
1 dr
]E{ - " (t,. 27Q,}>/ d9/ AT ab —F
o (@ )ly-2ez| 2 . ,  PAHFAS

1. 1
57Tsin6 57Tsin6 d?"ldT'Q ct ct
H
/ / {1+rf+ri}2e |:7'1+2H0 T O(T)} { ey + Q" (7o)

1

sin g drydr 2 dr
> 2 1472 G n
< (/ / {1+r2+ r§}2a> (/2 T4<H0+H;+H;>3> R (62)

where we have set

n— 1

n A
Ry :/ dﬁ/ 4H/+4H'—5

2751n0 2Tsm9 dT‘ld’f’Q ct ct
L L e Qo) e Q)+ Q)2 (1)

Let us now show that |R}| is uniformly bounded with respect to n. In fact, thanks to (64), we can assert
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26 A. Deya

that for any € > 0,

C H, C
SUp | 5, tO(Tr,G)"'TzHO °(1) + QI (1R (1) | S

tefo,1]

T3+4H078 :

Therefore,

su ‘R"’ / / drydry / o dr
te[opl] {1+r2+r }2a T4(Ho+H{+H))—2—¢
T o dr
dr 11 L 21200 4(Ho+H'+H,)—2— )
0 {]. +7r } @ 2 T ( o+H|+ 2) €
1

and, provided ¢ > 0 is picked small enough, these two integrals are obviously finite, due to o > 5 and
Ho+ H{+ H} > 3.

Going back to (62), we get the conclusion since, as Hy + H] + H) <1,

gn—1
dr n—oo 50
) SA(Ho+ H| + H})—3 :

A

A

Lemma 3.6. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all Hy € (0,1), ¢ > 0, n > 1, t € [0,1] and
€ (1,27),

ct

Hop,n
1—‘t ? (T> Z 1+2H0 + Q ( ) 0 ’ (63>
with QH° satisfying
Ce,H
sup |QF ()| < i3 - (64)

te[0,1]

Proof. We will lean on similar estimates as those of the proof of [1, Proposition 2.4]. Let us first recall the
explicit expression (see the latter reference) |v,(&,7)[% = c{A¢(&, 7) + Ay(—€,7)}, with ¢ > 0 and

1 —cos(t(€—7)) = cos(tT){cos(t&) — cos(tT)}

Aulg,m) = T2(& —7)? T2 —T)(€+7)
Thus, one has, for any 7 € (1,2"),
Aq(
0" (r) > df Efﬁ / dg |§r21§; z0

Decompose A (&, 7)1 _rcecry into Ap(§, 7)1 _rcecry = Af(E,7) + A7 (€, 7), with

s 1= cos(t(§—7))

A%(&T) = T2 — 7)2 1{52%}
and 1 S(t 3(t s(t (T
s e,

On the one hand, it is easy to check that for all 7 > 1, £ € (—1,1) and £ > 0,

1 1
80 ] i 1+ s

imsart-aihp ver. 2014/10/16 file: quadratic-wave-rougher-accepted-version.tex date: February 14, 2019



On a non-linear 2D fractional wave equation 27
—r |§|2H°‘ |€|2H0‘

/del(g,)_ 1 /1 d¢ 1 —cos(tr(l —¢))

Rl A (L

t / d¢ 1—cos¢

F2Ho+1 |1 . g‘zHo—l £2
_ t / d§1_008§+ t /t; dg 1—cosé& /Oodgl—cosf
= T2Ho+1 o 52 T2Ho+1 0 |1 _ £|2H0—1 52 0 52 .

The conclusion now follows immediately from the result of [1, Lemma 2.5]. O

and so
1
F2Ho—2

1
~ 7-2H0+2—E '

On the other hand,
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