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Abstract

We propose a new type SDE depending on the future distributions with all initial
values, and establish the correspondence between this equation and the associated singular
nonlinear PDE. Well-posedness and regularities are investigated.
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1 Introduction

Probability theory has played a very important role in the study of partial differential equa-
tions (PDEs). Starting with the work of A. N. Kolmogorov [§], the probabilistic approach has
been successfully applied in deducing scaling laws of turbulence in fluid (see [5] and references
within). As a funder of stochastic calculus, K. Ito6 [7] developed stochastic differential equations
(SDEs) to construct Markov processes characterizing linear Kolmogorov-Fokker-Planck equa-
tions. Since then several probability models have been introduced to solve nonlinear PDEs,
which include the backward SDE initiated by Bismut [2] for the linear case and Pardoux-Peng
[L1] for the nonlinear case (see [3] and references within), the SDE driven by G-Brownian mo-
tion introduced by Peng [12] (see [13] and references within), and the distribution dependent
(McKean-Vlasov) SDE introduced by McKean [I0] (see [I] and references within). The first
two models describe the viscosity solution, while the third one corresponds to the weak solution
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(in the sense of integration by parts) of nonlinear PDEs. See also [4, [I4] and references within
for characterizations on the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation using SDEs.

In this paper, we investigate a class of new type distribution dependent SDEs and establish
correspondence to nonlinear PDEs, such that the classical existence and uniqueness of singular
nonlinear PDEs are derived.

Let m,d € N, and let £ = R? or T? := R%/Z?. For fixed T € (0,00), we consider the
following equation for u : [0,7] x E — R™:

(11) 8tut = (Lt -+ V})ut -+ Ft(', Uy, Vut) . Vut + gt(', (7 Vut, Vzut), te [O, T],
where
d .. d .
Li=tr{a,V?} +b -V =Y a0,0; + > _ b0,
ij=1 i=1
is a time dependent second order differentiable operator on E with measurable coefficients
a:[0,T]x E—R™  $:00,T] x E - R%

Vu, = (0pu)1<i<a1<j<m takes values in R¥®™ V2u, = (9;0;uf)1<ij<d1<r<m takes values in

Rd®d®m, and

g:[0,T] x E x R™ x R™®™ x RI®dEm _ R
F:0,T]x ExR™xR®" R V:[0,T]xE—R

are measurable. Note that formally one may put V,u; and F; - Vu, into ¢;, but conditions we
will use for these two terms are not covered by that for ¢;, see Remark 2.1 below for details.

To characterize (L)) using stochastic differential equation (SDE), we take £ = RY and let
g:[0,T] x R — R only depend on the time-space variables. Denote

ou(x) ==~/ 2ar_(z), t€[0,T],z € RY,

let W; be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with respect to a complete filtration probability
space (€, {.Z;}+>0,P), and consider the following SDE on R? where differentials are in s € [t, T):

dthfg = O-s(ngS)dWs + {bT—s + FT—s('a ¢s> V@Ds)}(Xzs)d&

T
(1.2) Yo(y) = E uO(XgT)efsT Vr_r (X, )dr +/ gT_r(Xf,r)efs Vi (XY )dr dr|, ye Rd7

S

setT), X, =z€R?, te€l0,T)

Since 1, depends on the distribution of { X7, }2)eis,r)xz, the SDE (L2) is distribution de-
pendent for the future and for all initial values. This is essentially different from the usual
McKean-Vlasov SDEs. Under certain conditions allowing coefficients to be singular in (¢, z),
we prove the well-posedness of (L2) and make application to (II]). This extends the study
of [16] where V; = 0 and Fy(-,u;, Vuy) = —(uy - V)uy is considered. The present model also
includes the nonlinear term Fj(-, us, Vu;) = §|Vug|? in the KPZ equation.

We will state the main results of the paper in Section 2, explain the idea of solving the new
type SDE and present some lemmas in Section 3, and finally prove the main results in Sections

4 and 5.



2 Main results

We first state the main result on (L2)) and its link to PDE, then present the local and global
well-posedness results on (IL).

2.1 Distribution dependent SDE for nonlinear PDE

In this part, we let £ = R and assume that g;(z,71,79,73) = ¢:(z) depends only on (¢,x).
Then the PDE (1)) reduces to

(21) @ut = (Lt + Vt)ut + F’t(llf, Uy, Vut) : Vut + g, t e [O, T]
Let Dy :={(t,s) : 0 <t < s <T}. We define the solution of (L2]) as follows.

Definition 2.1. A family X := (X7?,),s2)epyxre of random variables on R? is called a solution

of (L2), if X7, is F,-measurable, (¢, Vi),) exists such that

T
E/ Lou 4 broe + Fr_alc, s, Vi) | (X2 )ds < o0
t
holds for (t,x) € [0,T] x R%, and P-a.s.

Xzs =T+ / O-T(Xffr)dWT + / {bT—T’ + FT_S('? wr’a va’) }(er)d’l“,
t t
(t,s,x) € Dp x RY.

To prove the well-posedness of ([[.2)), we introduce some conditions which allow the coef-
ficients to be singular in (¢,z). As we mentioned above that the coefficients of (L2 may be
singular in (¢, x). To measure the singularity, we recall some functional spaces introduced in

7.
For any p,q > 1 and 0 < t < s, we write f € LP(t,s) if f is a (real or vector valued)
measurable function on [t, s] x E such that

1
||f||£%;(t,s) = sup </ ||frlB(z71)||%pd7“) < 00,
zelE t

where B(z,1) is the unit ball at z, and || - ||» is the LP-norm for the Lebesgue measure. When
fi(z) = f(z) does not depend on ¢, let

[flze == sup [ f1pe )l Lo
z€EE

When E = T? which is compact, we may drop 1 B(z,1) such that LP and f){]’ reduce to the usual
L? and L¥ spaces.
We will take (p, q) from the following class:

d 2
H = {(p,q)- P, q € (2,00), z_9+§<1}'
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Let || - |l denote the uniform norm, and let %;! be the class of (real or vector valued) weakly
differentiable functions f on E such that

[fllgg = I lloe + IV flloe < 00,
where ||V f||oo coincides with the Lipschitz constant of f. Let

T
k(ug, g, V) = elo ”””°°“”(||uo||oo+ / ||gt||oodt),
0

which might be infinite. When k(ug, g, V) < oo,

Fy(z):=  sup  [[Fi(z,r1,)]|e
|7‘1|Sk(u0,g,V)

is finite provided Fj(x,r1,73) is bounded in ry but locally bounded in 7. We assume that

V,ug,a,b, " and g satisfy the following conditions.

(Hv.u,) uo € €, and there exists (po, qo) € # such that ||V||L§;g(0,T) < 00.

(H,p) a is invertible and positive definite, b is locally bounded,

{ |b:(x) — bi(y)]

sup

T lladllo + ||a;1||oo} < o0,
2y |$ - y\

sup
te[0,T

lim  sup  |a(x) — a(y)| =0,
€20 |3 —y|<e,te[0,T]

and there exist | € N, (p;,q;) € # and 1 < f; € EZ;(O,T),O < <, such that
I
Vay(@)| <Y filt,x), (t,x) €[0,T] x E.
i=1

(Hy,) IF(-,0, 0)||£§g(o,T)+||9||EZg(o,T) < oo for (po, qo) € H# in (Hy,,), and there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

|Fy(z,11,70) — Fy(w,71,79)| < K{l A (ry — 7|+ |re — f2|)},
(t,x) € [0,T] x R, |ry| V |F1] < k(uo, g, V), 1a, 7y € R*™,
Under these conditions, we will prove the well-posedness of ([L2)). In this case, let
Psf(x) =E[f(X],)], fe€BRY,
P f(r) =E [f(Xz;‘s)eff V(X5 (t,5) € Dr, ¢ €R' f € BRY),

T
W (f) = / PYfds, feB(0,T] x RY)

t

provided the expectations and integrals exist, where Z(-) is the class of measurable functions
for a measurable space.



Theorem 2.1. Assume (Hy,,), (Hap) and (Hy,,). Then the following assertions hold.
(1) The SDE (L2) has a unique solution X = (X[,) (1 sz)cDyxRd-

(2) For anyp € [1,00) and (t,x) € [0,T] x R, the derivative

X:c—i—av — Xz
. t,s t,s
VX7, = lim —— %

., veERY st T]
el0 g

exists in LP(Q — C([t, T]; R?),P), and there exists a constant c(p) > 0 such that

(2.2) sup E[ sup |VUX§”S|”] < c(p)lvff, veR?
(t,2)€[0,T]xRd | se[t,T] ’

(3) Forany0<t<s<T, veR?and f € B(RY),

— im P, f(x+¢ev) — Pisf(x)
el0 £

vat,sf(x>

(2.3) 1 E{f x2) /t <0;1(X§TT)VUX£‘;}, dWr>]

s—t

(4) For any p € (1,00], there exists a constant k, > 0 such that for any 0 <t < s <T and
f € Cy(RY),
1
(2.4) VP f] < kymin{ (¢ = ) F (Bl f1)7, (PIVFP7)7 ).
(5) For anyp € (1,00] and V € i{]’g((), T), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 determined by (H,p)
and || F'l|zzo .y + IV £ro 0.1y, such that

T =

I1PY. Sl < cllfllez, fEE, (t,5) € Dr,
(2.5) IVE  flloo < (s =) 2| fllooy 0<t<s<T, f€B(RY,

el (Pl + 192" (P llzz0r) < ellflzmoery: ¢ € 10,T), f € L2(0,T).

The next result provides a correspondence between solutions of (2.1) and (L.2).
Theorem 2.2. Assume (Hy,,), (Hap) and (Hyp, ).
(1) If (wi)eepo,m solves 2T)) in the class % (po, qo), then

() = B uo(X_gp)efi-e 1o

(2.6) T . )
+E/ gT_s(X%_t’s)efotVT**(XT*W')des, (t,r) € [0,T] x R

T—t
(2) On the other hand, u; given by (Z0]) solves (2.1 such that
luellgy + Nullzzo ey < ellluolley + lgllzzo,y), t € 10,77

holds for some constant ¢ > 0 determined by (H,yp) and HF||£58(0,T) + HV||£58(0,T).
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2.2 Well-posedness of (L.T))

In this part, we let E = R? or T, and allow g,(z, u, Vu, V?u) depending on (u, Vu, V?u). We
will prove the existence and uniqueness of ([ILT]) in the following sense.

Definition 2.2. We call (u;);cpo,7+) a solution of (L)) in the class % (po, qo), if
(1) T* e (0,77,
(2.7) sup Jlullgy + [V*ull 700,y < 00, s € (0,77),

te(0,s]

and for any ¢ € [0,77),

¢
Uy = ug + / {(Ls + Vi us + Fi(+, us, Vug) - Vug + gs(-, ug, Vg, V2us)}ds.
0

(2) When 77 < T, lim supyyq- [|ug[|4p = oc.
Instead of (Hp,), we will use the following weaker conditions. Let
gt(iﬁ) = |gt($,0,0,0)|, (t,flf) S [O,T] x EB.

(Hp,) HFHZZQ(O,T) + HgHigg((]m < oo for (po, qo) in (Hy.,), and there exist a constant o > 0 and
amap K : N — (0,00) such that

|E($,T1,T2) - E(x7f177:2>| + |gt(x7rl7r27r3) - gt(x7f177:27f3)‘
S Kn(|rl - f1| + |T2 — f2|) + CY|7’3 — 7:3|,
(t7 I‘) S [OuT] X Ev ‘T1| V |7’2‘ vV |f1‘ V ‘7:2| S n, 7”377:3 - Rd®d®m_

(H},,) There exist constants C,a > 0 and 6 € (0, 1) such that

sup |gt($,7’1,7"2,7"3) _gt($a070a0)|
(t,x)€[0,T]x E

< Cle+ ||+ [raf){log(e + [ri] + [r2])} + alrs],

(r1,72,73) € R™ x RT®™ x RI&4&™,

We have the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (Hv.,), (Hap) and (Hpg) with small enough o > 0 determined by
(Hap) and ||V||E§g(0,T) + ||F||E§g(0,T)'

(1) ([J)) has a unique solution in % (po, qo)-

(2) If (Hp,) holds with small enough o > 0 determined by (H,p) and ||VHZ53(0,T)+HFHZ53 (0T
then T =T and

(2.8) sup ||ul1 + ||V2U||E§g(0,T) < 0.
te[0,7
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Remark 2.1. We do not combine Vu and F'- Vu with g, since in Theorem conditions
on V and F are not covered by that on g. To see this, we assume (H,;), let Fy(z, 71, 72) and
g¢(x, 11,79, 73) = g4 (2,71, 75) be locally Lipschitz continuous in (r1,79), and let ||V||L§g(0,T) < 0.
We consider the following two situations.

(a) Let for instance F' and g be bounded. Then Theorem 2.3 implies the well-posedness and
non-explosion of (LII). However, since |V;| may be unbounded, (Hf ) does not hold if we
regard V;ry as a part of g,(-, 71, 72).

(b) Let for instance ||g]|oo+f0T |Villoo < o0 and Fi(-,71,7r2) = S(r1)h: for some locally bounded
function 3 on R™ and some R%valued h € L#°(0,T). Then k(uo,V,g) < oo, so that

IPllzzgom < Ihlon  sw 18] < oc.
|T1‘Sk(“07v7g)

Hence, Theorem implies the the well-posedness and non-explosion of ([LT]). However,
since |3(r1)| may have arbitrary growth in ||, (Hf ) does not hold if we regard 3;(r1)hs 1o
as a part of g;(+,71,72).

To illustrate Theorem 23] we consider the following equation (2.9)). When F' = 0 it reduces
to the KPZ type equation

Ay = Lyuy + B{arVuy, Vuy) +V,
and for § = 0 it becomes the Navier-Stokes type equation

@ut = Ltut + F’t(, Ut) : Vut + ‘7t

Example 2.1. Assume (H,p), let § € R, and let
F:[0,00) x ExR™ =R V:[0,00)x E—R

be measurable such that

E(za T) ‘= sup |E(za T) - F’t(xa 0)|

el
is locally bounded in (¢,7) € [0,00) x R™, and for some (py, qo) € A

||F('a0)||f,§g(0,T) + ||V||E§;g(0,T) <oo, Te€(0,7).
Consider the PDE
(2.9) Ouy = Lywy + B{a,NVuy, Vug) + Fy (-, p(w)) - Vug +V,, t >0,
where (a;Vu;, V) := ((a;Vul, Vul))1<icm, Vi(z) = (Vi(2),- -+, Vi(z)) € R™, and
pp(ur) = (B7(1 = e ™)) 1<icm

which reduces to u, when 8 = 0. If either ||V;||o or ||F}||oo is locally integrable in ¢ > 0, then
for any ug € €', (23) has a unique solution u : [0,00) X E — R™ satisfying

JSup, les(ue)lley + V20wl zz0 0,1 < 00, T € (0,00).
€|0,
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Proof. 1t suffices to prove the assertion up to an arbitrarily fixed time 7' € [0,00). We only
consider  # 0, as when 8 = 0 the desired assertion follows from Theorem for V =0 and
g=V. Let v; = e P .= (e7P%) icp,. Then [ZJ) up totime T s equivalent to

(2-10) Oy = (Lt - B%)Ut + Ft('a 5_1(1 - Ut)) Vg, te [07 T]7 Vg = e P,

If either ||Vi||lso o || F]|oo is locally integrable in ¢t > 0, we have HFHiZI’g(o,T) < oo for

Fi(z) := sup \Ft(x,ﬁ_l(l =), ko= k(ug,—BV,0) := HuoHooefOT 18Villoodt

|r|<ko
By Theorem with ¢ = 0 and —fV} replacing V;, (2I0) has a unique solution satisfying

sup [|vefl¢1 + ||V2Ut||E§8(O7T) < 00.
te[0,T

Then the proof is finished. 0

3 Some lemmas

We first explain the idea of solving ([I.2]) by fixed point theorem.
Let 67 := C(Dz;RY) be the space of all maps

£ = (&s)t,9)enr - Dr — R% & s 1s continuous in (t,s) € Dr.

It is a Banach space under the uniform norm || - ||.
Let &1 be the space of all probability measures on %7 equipped with the weak topology.
We define I" as the set of all measurable maps

such that
T
¢;Y(x) ::[g uo(gs,T)efS VTfs(gs,'r)d’f‘fY’E(dé-)

(3.1) Ve T |
+/ er gT—r(gs,r)eIS V(& )dr ’}/x(dg)

is well-defined and the weak gradient V17 exists for any s € [0, 7.
We will see that for any v € I', the classical SDE

(32)  dX7 = {br_s + Pr_y(-, 0], V) HX)ds + o, (X]5)dW,, s € [, T), X)) ==
is well-posed. In this case, we define a map

(3.3) v B(y); = DY(y) = Ly,

8



where £y~ is the distribution of the €p-valued random variable X7* := (X/") ¢ gep,- It is
clear that X" solves (L2) if and only if 7 is a fixed point of ®, i.e. ®(y) = 7. So, for the
well-posedness of ([[L2)), it suffices to show that ® has a unique fixed point.

To this end, we construct a non-empty subspace I' of I', such that ® is a contractive map on
T under a complete metric. According to the definition of ], the space T should be determined
by the following functionals: for any (¢,s,2) € Dy x R? and v € T, let

W) @)= [ f(&s)el VrrCdryz(de) f e BRY,

¢r

T
iV (F)(z) = / W(f)(@)ds
N / as fol&a)ede Vrr&en)dry(ag) - f € B([t, T) x RY),
¢ r

provided the integrals exist. The class I is defined as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let T' be the set of 4 € T' satisfying V¢y = 0, (the Dirac measure at x) for
(t,z) € [0,T] x R and

T
sup ||yl < oo, [lvellv = sup/ ele Vr-rlGurlldrar(qe) < oo,
te[0,T] zeRd J ¢y

sup{ sup [VAYr(F)lo+  sup IIUZ’V(f>H(g;}<OO-
telo1) Uil <t 171220 (01,1

To apply the fixed point theorem to ®, we introduce a complete metric on T', which consists
of three parts: one is the weighted variation distance induced by

ny (€)= el Wr=r&nldr ¢ e O([t, T;RY),

and the other two are induced by the above functionals Vt‘,/T and ug’v. More precisely, for any
veland t €[0,7], let v = (7f)zere be the marginal distribution of v = (4*),cga for

£ &= (&s)seper) € C([t, T RY),

ie. v :=~"0& " 2 € RY Then
n(f) (@) 12/ FENFde) = | fl&)r"(dg), = eRY, fe B(C(t,T];RY)).
C([t,TI;R) r

For any 7,5 € T and ¢ € [0, 7], let

Ve = Aellv = sup Ve (f) = Fe(f)loos
F€By(C([t,TIRY),[| flloo <nY



lve = Felley == sup [V {%'2(f) = 3z (F)}He,

| |<gbl§1
- WV 3,V
17 = Villpogo = sup 1w (f) —ud ()|l
|f||Lp0(OT)S1
qo V7

We will prove that for any A > 0, T is complete under the metric

pA(1,3) = sup e My = Fullv + Il = Fullgy + 17— Fellpono )
(t,S)GDT

and that @ is contractive in py for large A > 0, so that it has a unique fixed point in T'. To this
end, we present below some lemmas.

We first extend [I8, Theorem 2.1] with V' = 0 to the the present setting. For any p,q > 1,
let F127(0,T) be the space of f : [0,T] x R? — R? such that

1Al gz o) + IV Fllz2 0.0y + ||V2f“£g(o,:r) < 0.

Lemma 3.1. Assume ||V||L§;g(o,T) < oo and (H,p) but without the condition on |Va|. Let
o [0, T] x R — R with |6 |75y < 00 for some (p,q) € A, and let

LV =Ly +b” -V + Vi, telo,T)
Then for any A >0 and f € L2(0,T), the PDE

(3.4) (O, + LY —Nu} = f,, t€[0,T),uy=0

has a unique solution in f[g(;po(O,T). Moreover, for any 0 < e < (1 — pio - q%), there exists a

constant ¢ > 0 increasing in ||b® 720,y Such that
L+ 2 (e lloe + 11V loo) + IV2uM zz0 .0y < €l fllze
t [loo t lloo Loy (t,T) = Lo (t,T)>
A>0, fel0,T), telo,T)

90

(3.5)

Proof. (a) Let LY = Ly_; + b\” . V. By [18, Theorem 2.1], for any A > 0 and f € f){]’g (0,7, the
PDE

(3.6) (0 + LY =N} = f,, 43 =0

1

has a unique solution in the }NI(?(;”O(O,T), and for any 0 < ¢ < 3(1 — p% - q%), there exists a

constant ¢; > 0 increasing in ||b | ir(o,r) such that
L+ 27 {8 o + 1V lloo } + 1VZ0 | 220 )
S Cl||f||i58(t,T)7 A 2 07 f € L50(07T)a te [O’T]

0

(3.7)
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Note that in [I8, Theorem 2.1] the class H. 2P0(0,T) is replaced by j 12 20, T), which consists
of f € H2%P(0,T) such that for w(z) := (1+|z[)~! (note that w(z) therein should be (1+|z|?)~2

according to [I8, Lemma 2.3]),
(3.8) lwf|+ [wV f| + [wV2f| + |wo,f| EE{I’S(O,T).

Since w < 1 and (H, ) implies that a is bounded and [b;(z)| < k(1 + |z|) for some constant
k > 0, a solution of (3.0) in ﬁgg(O,T) must satisfy ([B.8]), so we may replace Wﬁﬁo’w(O,T) by
ﬁ](i;po (t,T).

(b) To solve [B4), for any n € %,([0,T] x R?), consider the PDE

(39) (@ + L? — )\)U?’n = ft — VT_tT]t, U;\v’n =0.

Let a(V) = ||V||E58(07T)' We have
1 = Vetiliggom < If o + oVl

Then (a) implies that (3.9) has a unique solution in ﬁfg(;po(o, T)N %([0,T] x RY). Thus, we
obtain a map
By([0,T] x RY) 3 = u™ € B([0,T] x RY).

So, to see that (B.4) has a unique solution in f[gg(O, T)N %,([0,T] x RY), it suffices to prove
that this map has a unique fixed point.
To this end, for any n,7 € %,([0,T] x RY), let uM"7 := 7 — 41, Then

(O + LY = Nup™ = V(i — me), up™ = 0.

Applying ([B7) to this equation, by (a) we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

[k

)\7 )‘7 7~ ~
— oo = 145" |0 < el Vr—e( = )l 220 4.1
Letting
||77 - ﬁ”oom = ts[%%] e_"(T_t)H??t - ﬁt”om n>1,
€10,

this implies

[ = o < c1lln = Alloc sUD Vo™

00,0
e | L2 (t,1)

Hence, when n is large enough, the map u*" is contractive in the complete metric || — 7||oo.n-
Therefore, it has a unique fixed point as desired.

(¢) It remains to prove the estimate ([33). Let u* be the unique solution of (4] in H. Po(0,T).
By (B1) we obtain

(L + 2 (lulloo + V6 o) + 1V0 M | 2200,

(3.10) < — Vr_u|; < ; Vi |z telo,T
<allf = Vi < allfllzzoer + el Ve g, t€0,7].
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Letting

[ oo = sup e[ ]|oe, 0> 1,
s€[0,T]

we derive
e T Iu)]| o < cll fllzzory + 01IIUAlloo,nHVT—-e‘”("“||ig;g(t,T)-

’ q(())( ) ) 2 o0,y t E C’ j N

Therefore, there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that ||u]|e < c2 f]| o)t € [0, 7. Combining
this with (BI0) and HVHZg’g(o,T) < 00, we finish the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Assume (Hy,,), (Hap) and (Hp,). Then for any v € T, the SDE B.2) is
well-posed, and ®(v) defined in B3) is a measurable map from R to Pr. Moreover:

(1) For any v € RY,

X'y,x+ev o Xx
. t,s t,s
V, X! = lim ,

se[t,T]
el0 g

exists in LP(Q) — C([t,T];Rdz, P) for any p € (1,00), there exists a constant k, > 0
determined by p, (H,p) and ||F||E58(07T), such that

(3.11) sup  sup E[ sup |VUXzf|p] < ky|vfP, veRY
~vEL (t,2)€[0,T] x R4 s€[t,T)

(2) For any p € (1,00] there exits a constant k, > 0 k, > 0 determined by p, (Hap) and
HFHiZg(O,T)’ Such that

Pl f(z) =E[f(X])], (t,5) € Dr,x € R, f € B, (RY)
satisfies

VP f| < kymin {(s — £) "2 (P | fI")>, (PLIV )7},

(3.12) y
yeT,0<t<s<T,feCHRY,

and for any v,x € R, any 0 <t <s<T,
1 S

313 VurLi) = B[00 [ (ot eanvasan)|. g eam)
- t

Proof. By (Hp,), b := Fr_(-, 4], V4]) satisfies

7| - L] -
(3.14) ilélp) b ||L§8(0,T) < ||F||L§g(0,T) < 00.
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According to [15, Theorem 2.1], (H,;) and (BI4) imply that the SDE ([3.2)) is well-posed, and
BI0), BI2) and (BI3) hold. Noting that the Borel o-field on Zr is induced by the maps

Gr 5 1 palf) = /g F(6)n(de), (t,5) € Dr. f € Cy(RY,

by combining (B.I1)) with the continuity of X;';" in (¢, s) € Dy, we see that () is a measurable
map from RY to Py O

In the following, we intend to prove ®I" C T, so that we may apply the fixed point theorem
to the map @ : I' — I'. To this end, we introduce the Feynman-Kac semigroup

Py f(z) = E[ FX) VTfr<X2’ﬁ”>dT], (t,s,2) € Dr x RY, f € B,(RY),
where X" solves ([B.2) with generator
(3.15) L{ := Ly + Fr( 4], VY]) -V, t€0,T].

Lemma 3.3. Assume (Hy,u,), (Hap) and (Hp, ). Then the following assertions hold.

(1) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 determined by (H,p) and ||V||£38(07T) + HFHig’g(o,T): such
that for any v € T, any f: [0, 7] x R? — R with ||f||13§8(07T) < 00,

T ) T
ut OV (f) =E / (X7 el Vimr(Xin)drgs — / P fuds, t€0,7]
t

t

satisfies
(3.16) (0 + L] + Ve_)ug Y (f) = —fi, t€(0,T),
‘I) 3 (I) ’
317w e + 1V o + 1V 0y < llFlzogery ¢ € 10,7

(2) For any f € %,(R?) and v €T,

(3.18) P f=—(L] + V)PV f, telo,s],s € (0,T],
and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 determined by (H,p) and “V”ié’g o7t ||FHZ§8(0,T)f such
that
(3.19) sup sup ||P flley < cllfllgr, [ €%,
vel' (t,s)eDr
(3.20) IVELY flloo < e(s =) 2| fllowy 0<t<s<T,fEB(RY.
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Proof. (1) By Lemma B (H,;), (314) and ||fHZ§;g(0,T) < oo imply that the PDE

(3.21) O+ L] + Ve )il = —fi, t€[0,T), @) =0
has a unique solution satisfying
(3.22) 1 lloo + 1V@ e + IV?@7 | 220 .7y < coll Fll )

for some constant co > 0 determined by (Hep) and [[V|zz0 o) + ||F||i§g (0,7)"

Next, by (H,p) and (3.14), the Krylov estimate in [I8, Lemma 3.2(2)] holds, so that as
shown in the proof of [I7, Lemma 4.1(2)], we obtain Khasminskii’s estimate: for some function
c:(0,00) = (0,00) determined by (H,;) and ||V||[~’58(07T) + ||F||i58(07T),

(3.23) sup  sup  Eer Vr—<(XIDMs < o)) ) € (0, 00).
Y€ (t,x)€[0,T] xR

Moreover, by ([B.2I) and It6’s formula in [I8 Lemma 3.3],
(el Vr-r O] off Ve RN 0, 4 B Vi )X + A,
= —fs(XZ’sm)efts VT*T'(X;{,;‘I)dT‘dS 4 dMs7 s € [t’ T]
holds for some martingale M. This together with @}, = 0, (322) and ([B:23)) yields
N T T i T r
0 = B[ (x)5)el Vr-rXi]

T
N oy [* Y Qe . v
=4/ () — E/ Fo (X7l Vi K0 s = i () — w7V ().
t

Therefore, (B2I)) and ([B3.22) imply ([B16) and BI7).

. (2) By (B:23), there exists a constant ¢y > 0 determined by (H,;) and HvHig’g(o,T) +
]|F||i58(0,T), such that

(3.24) sup [P flloo < coll flloos | € Bo(RY).
(t,s)eDryeT

By [18, Theorem 2.1}, or Lemma Bl for V' = 0, (H,;) and (3I4]) imply that for any s € (0,77,
the PDE

(3.25) (0, + L))ty = =P, f, s =0,t€0,s]
has a unique solution satisfying

(3.26) Sup {lelloo + I Vaelloe } + IVl 220 0.y < el flloc
€l0,s
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for some constant ¢; > 0 determined by (H,;) and || F|| i20 0,y By 1t0’s formula in [18, Lemma
3.3], we find a martingale (M, ),cp such that ([B.25) implies

da, (X7") = dM, — stf(Xzf)dr, r €[t s],

so that .

0 = Elar(X;5)] = d(z) - /t B[P f(XOldr = tu(x) — (s —t) B, f.
Then P f = X for t € [0,s), which together with (3.25) and ([3:20) implies
(3.27) (0, + L)P,f =0, teo,s],
and

i IPL Fllap + IV P2 fllzzo oy < 00, 7 € [0,5).
tel0,r

By It6’s formula in [I8, Lemma 3.3], we find a martingale M, such that (327) implies
dfel Ve I pr (0 = AT, + VT I v P Py (G, € [t s),
Thus,

P f(z) = lignE[eff Ve (XD Py f (X))

:1ng[BWS / 5 Ve P (X0 dr! (Vi oPl S (X75)d
= L)+ [P Ve P} @ T e R,
t
By a standard approximation argument, this implies
(3.28) PV =Plf+uy @V (f). tel0.s] fe AR,
where fr = 10,5 (r)Vr_ P f satisfies
1l 0y < Il IV 228 00

Combining this with ([B.12) for p = oo and (B.I1), we find a constant c; > 0 determined by
(Hos) and [Vl o) + [ Fl 3507 such that

sup  [IVEY flloe < el fllgp €6,

(t,s)eDp el

sup VP flloo < ea(s —1)72, feB(RY, 0<t <s5<T.
el

These together with ([B.24)) implies (3.19) and (3.20). Finally, by 3.16]), (3.27) and ([B.28]), we
prove (B.18). O
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Lemma 3.4. Assume (Hy,,), (Hap) and (Hp,). Then T is non-empty, px-complete and
satisfies T C T.

Proof. (a) We first prove ®' € T. Let v € T'. By the definition of ® in (B3), we have
®?,(y) = 6,. Next, (3I9) implies that {®(y)}},(f) = P." f satisfies

sup [{@(7) 1, (N)llgy < cll fll-
el
Moreover, by ([BI1) we obtain

D(v),V
sup sup [luy Y (F)llgr < ell Fllzzo 0.1y
v€l t€[0,7]

Thus, (I C)®T c I.

On the other hand, let yx be the distribution of the solution X = (X{,) ¢ sepy zere to (B.2)
with F' = 0. Then the above argument implies v € T'. So, " # (.

(b) The proof of py-completeness is more or less standard, which is addressed below for

readers’ convenience.~
Let {7y™},>, C T such that

(3.29) lim pr(y™,4™) = 0.

7,1M—00

Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

n n (n),
(3.30) sup {||v§>||v+ sup VO WP+ sup ] V<f>||po,qo}3c.

n>1,t€[0,T] [fllgp <1 1 z20 0,0y =1

Moreover, {7}, is a Cauchy sequence under the weighted variation distance

ly=Allv:=""saup  |lv—Alv,
(t,x)€[0, T xR

which is complete. So, there exists a unique measurable map v : R — 221 such that

(3.31) lim sup ||'yt(") —Y|lv = 0.

=0 10,7

In particular,
332 (D@ = [ FEnn ©7@0 = lim GO, f < BE.

We aim to prove that v € T' and py(7™,~) = 0 as n — oc.

By (830) and (3.31]), we obtain

(3.33) sup [[yellv = sup lim [|(4"):]lv < oo
t€[0,T) te[0,7) ™
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By (330), we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

sup  sup  |(Y) () (@) — (AN ()] < el —y|, @,y € REn > 1.
t€[0,T] ||f||%3§1

Combining this with ([332]), we obtain

sup  sup |7 (f)(@) = Wr(HW)| < alr—y|, z,yeR
1€l0.1] 1l g3 <1

Hence,

sup  sup ||V%‘,/T(f)||oo < ¢ < 00.
t€[0,7] ||f||<g;S1

Similarly, we can prove

sup sup () < o0,

tel0,T = <1
[ } IIfIILZ(()) (0,T)

Therefore, by Definition 3.1l we have v € L.
Next, let || fll4y < 1. By .29) and (B.32), we find positive constants {&,n5 }m,n>1 uniformly

in f with €,,,, — 0 as m,n — oo, such that for any (¢,2) € R? and v € R? with |v| = 1,

LR+ 20) ~ (@) - GO+ =) + (O ()
= tim 20N ) — GO ~ GO +20) + 6PN ()e)
<tmswd [ 19, () = 0O+ o

m—oo €

<limsupéen,, n>1,¢>0,te]|0,T].

m—ro0

Letting € | 0 and taking sup in z,v € R? with |[v| = 1, we derive

sup [[V{n7(f) = (V")ir (Al < limsupeyn, n>1, t€0,7],

||f||<gbl <1 m—0o0
so that €,,,, = 0 as m,n — oo yields

lim sup ||y — %(")]|<gb1 = 0.

N0 1e(0,7)

Similarly, the same holds for ||'yt—7§") | po.po- Combining these with (B.31)), we prove py (7™, ) —
0 as n — oo. O
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4 Proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2. We intend to prove that ® has a unique fixed point  in I, so that (2.1))
has a unique solution given by X7 = X/, and (2.2)), (Z3)), Z4) and (23] follow from (Z.11J),
B13), B.12), BI7), B.I9) and @B.20).

Let v,5 € I'. By (H},,), we find a constant K > 0 such that

(41) HFT—T(a,lvD;Y>V¢§) - FT—T(a¢g>V¢;j)Hoo < K{l A ||¢j - ¢77||<5b1}a 77’? € f

By luoll«; + ||9||E§g(0,T) < 00, there exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that

(4.2) ’|¢ZT - ZT”%} < e Su};} {HVS - ’S/SH%} + H’Vs - :stpo,qo}'

s€r,

Let
hf = UT_I(XZ;*m){FT—T('v ¢j7 v¢j) - FT—T('a w;fv VW)}(XJ%x)a re [tv T]
By (H,p), (1) and (£.2), we find a constant c3 > 0 such that

(4.3) |hy| < SI[JI;] LA {”75 - '?SH(KI} + [lvs — ’NYSHPO,QO} =: Gr.
s€lr,

Let . -
RY = ole (hEAWr)—5 [ [hE[2dr

By Girsanov’s theorem,
W, =W, —/ hids, r € [t,T)
t
is a Brownian motion under probability QF := RYP. Reformulating (3.2]) as
dX);" = {bT_s + Fr_o(-, 47, Vzﬁj)}(X;’f)ds + as(Xz’f)dWs, se[t,T], X/ ==,

by the weak uniqueness we see that the law of X = (X;’/f)se[t”f] under Q¢ coincides with that

of (X/;")sep,r) under P. So, by 23], we find a constant ¢3 > 0 such that

[®:(7) = ®:(F)]lv = sup sup [E[(Rf — 1) f(X]")]|

[flloo<ny z€R?

1
< sup E[p)|Rf — 1] < (Eln,|*)* (B[R |* — 1)

zcRd

(NI

< cs(E|RF2 - 1)7.

Noting that (43]) implies

E|RE[2 < B2 haWo=2 [T InPdre T Par] o of)7I6rPar

T T
T 24y 2 - - 2
<14 oI / G Pdr < 14 BT / [ = Fallea + e = Fallposo Hdls,

t t
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we find a constant ¢4 > 0 such that

T 2
~ ~ ~ 2
Hq)t(’y) - cbt(’Y)HV < C4</ {”75 - '73”%171 + ||'73 - 75||po,QO} ds) .
t

Consequently,

T 2
(4.4) e M@y (v) — @A)l < cm(vﬂ)( / e_”(’”_t’dr> , te[0,7].
t

Next, by (BI) and BI9), for any f € €} (R?), we may apply [t6’s formula in [I8, Lemma
3.3] to deduce

d{eftr Vi (X 5)dr! P Vf(thrz)} — dM.
ol Ve OO By (T, V) = Prol 6, VT - VERY FHXT)ar
for some martingale M,,r € [0, s]. Then
Bl (@) = Bl f(a) = E[el Vi CaD pLY (X0)] = E[ef Vi 500 PV £ ()]
B [ o D) P, ) - R S
t
Combining this with (319), (3.20), (1)) and ([@.2), we find constants c5, cg > 0 such that

sup ([ V{@(9)}/r(f) = V{2(3) Hr ()l

1fllgp <1

T
_1 S
= sup VPR f—=VPL flle <ecs / (r— )72 [g) — ] gy dr
t

I£llg2 <1

T

_1 - -

<o / I (A P L e L
t (S

Then
(4.6) e M @y(7) = @A)l < CGPA(’7>’~7)/ (r—t)72edr, te[0,T).
t
Finally, let ||f||£f;g(o,T) < 1. By (814, for any r € [0,7), we have

O+ L+ Ve {7 () =y V(D = fio t€ 0,7 up™ —uz P =0,
ft = {FT—t('> ¢?> V'l?b;{) - FT—t('a 'QD;/, V,lvbz:{)} . VU;I)(:Y)vV(f)
By ||f||fd§;g(o7T) < 1, BI7) and (4I]), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
1 filloe < cllv] = lley, t€[0,T].
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So, by Lemma B1], there exist constants ¢, cg > 0 such that

T 1
®(y),V ®(7),V 7 3 0
sup 420" (1) = D (Dl < el < ol [ 107 = ula) "

te|r,T]

Combining this with ([€2]), we find a constant ¢ > 0 such that

1

T %
EIBL — (Bl < o 3) ([ eme0a) ", ve o1
t

By taking large enough A > 0, this and (£4])-(4.0) yield that

1

pA(@(), 2(7) < (1), 7.7 € r.

Therefore, ® has a unique fixed point in I' as desired.
Since for any solution X = (X7,)(s.meppxrae of (1), Lemmas and imply that the

t,s =
law vx of X isin I', so that vx is a fixed point of ® in I". By the uniqueness of the fixed point,
as well as the well-posedness of ([32)), we prove the uniqueness of (2l). O

Proof of Theorem[2.3. (1) Let u solve ([Z1]) for ¢ € [0,T] and satisty (2.1), we intend to prove
that u satisfies (2.0)).

Note that 1, = ¢] for the unique fixed point vy € T' of ®, [FI1J) for P%f;Tuo and (B.I7) for
f = gr_. imply that

(4.7) sup ([|4r]loc + [IVihillo0) < 00

te[0,7

Next, let

fs = Fr_o(-,%s, Vbs) = Fr_s(-,ur—s, Vur_).
By (H},), we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
(4.8) |fol < eallebs — ur—sl|¢p, s €[0,T].
By ([2)) and It6’s formula in [18, Lemma 3.3], we obtain
d{ur_ (X7, )l Vi=rXEIY — qpp, 4 ofd Ve XEDAT T F O Ty — gr ] (XE)ds, s € [t,T]

for some martingale M. Combining this with the definition of ¢, in ([L2)), we derive

() — ur—(z)

- {“0<X$T>eff M G / Cgr Xz e i | (o)

t
(4.9) . /T olf Vror (X7, )dr [fs Yup_, ] (Xz,)ds
t

T
— [ PLIR -V J@ds, e 0.1,

t
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where P, = P&;V for v being the unique fixed point of ®. Combining this with (B17), (L)
and ||[Vullo < 0o, we find a constant ¢y > 0 such that

T 2
o= ur-lg < o [0 ur-liyas) ™. eeor)
t

Since ([2.1)) and (4.17) imply that ||¢y — ur—|4 is bounded in ¢ € [0, T, we prove ¢y —ur—y =0
for all t € [0,77, so that the proof is finished. .

(2) Let u be given in 2.0), and let P, = Pgs’v for the unique fixed point v € I' of &. We
have

T
(4.10) Uy = YPp_y = PZI‘“/—t,TUO + / P}/_usgfp_sds, te0,7].
T—t

Let
L= Ly + Fr_y(-, 0, Vo) -V, £ €[0,T].

By Lemma [3.3)2),
ut = Py quo, t€10,T]
satisfies
atuil) - (ET—t + Vt)uil)> t S [Oa T]a

(4.11)
[ oo + Ve [loo + V26| 720 7y < 00

On the other hand, by Lemma B3(1),

T
u? = / Py, gr-sds, t€0,T]

T—t
satisfies
dpuy? = (Ly—y + Vil + g, t e[0T,
(4.12) ) ) 2,,(2)
[ oo + [V loo + [[V7u 7| 220 (0 1y < 00,
which together with ({.I0) and (4.I1]) finishes the proof. O

5 Proof of Theorem
We first observe that by extending functions from T¢ to R? periodically, i.e. letting
flx+k)=f(x), v€T keZ

we extend the PDE () from E = T¢ to E = R? with assumptions (Hv.,), (Ha), (Hr,)
and (Hp,) invariant. So, the existence of the extended equation implies that of the original
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equation. On the other hand, if the original equation has two solutions with same initial value,
then their periodical extensions solve the extended equation, so that the uniqueness of the
extended equation implies that of the original equation. Therefore, it suffices to prove for
E =R

In the following we set £ = R?, and prove Theorem 2.3l We first prove under the following
stronger assumption replacing (Hp,), then make extension by a truncation argument.

(Hp,) HpHig’g(o,T) + HgHigg(O,T) < 00, and there exist constants K, > 0 such that

|Fy(w,r1,m2) — Fy(z, 71, T2) | + g, 71, m2,13) — gu(, 71, T2, 73) |
< K(|ry — 7| + |re — T2]) + afrs — 73],
(t,l’) S [OaT] X Rda Tl,fl S Rm, 7’2,7:2 S ]Rd@m, 7’3,’[:3 - Rd®d®m'

Lemma 5.1. Assume (Hqp), (Hvu,) and (EFpg) with small enough o > 0 determined by (H,p)
and HV||£58 ot ]|F||i§8 o1 The equation (L) has a unique solution in % (po, qo) with T* =T
such that

sup ||uy

o1 + V2ul| 7 < 0.
sl + 7l g0,

Proof. We will make use of the fixed point theorem for a map ¥ induced by (L.I)). Let H be
the Banach space of maps
h:[0,T] x R* — R™

satisfying

Il = sup iellgp + 19l zzg 0y < .
€[0,7]
Given h € H, consider the PDE
(5.1) ol = (Ly + Vy)ul + F,(-,ul, Vul) - Vul + g,(-, hy, Vhe, VZhy), t €[0,T].

By (Hp,), we have HF||£§g(0,T) < 00 and

lg( 2, N, N2 0) | 220 0.0 < 11911220 0,1

(5.2) t m
+ K(/ ||hSHq<gildS) +a’|v2h’|isg(0,t) <00, te [OvT]v
0

so that (Hp ) holds for g(-, h, Vh, V?h) replacing g. According to Theorem 2] and Theorem

2.2 this together with (Hy,,,) and (H,;) implies that (5.0]) has a unique solution in the class
U (po, qo) up to time T, such that
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and for some constant ¢ > 0 determined by (H,;) and HV||£58 o7 HFHig’g 0.1)

el + 192000 < e(llolly + g VA, VW)l z3001)

1

t
(5-4) < c([luolley + 191l z200.)) + cK( / sl %d) "t call V|00 .
heH, tel0,T].
So, it suffices to prove that the map
UV:-Hoh—u'ecH

has a unique fixed point.
To this end, we let v € (0,5;) where ¢ > 0 is determined by (H,;) and HVHZg’g(o,T) +

HF||£§8(0,T)7 and denote ¢o := ¢(|Juoll + Hgy|£58(07t)), and let
Hy = {h eH: |hlly:= Sﬁp}e‘Nt(HhtH%l + V2Rl 220 0.) < NCo}a N =2
te[0,T

We will find a constant Ny > 2 such that for any N > Ny, ¥ : Hy — Hy has a unique fixed
point.
Firstly, we take Ny > 2 such that

- E
cK / e 0Nos g Y < 1
0 - 2

. . . . 1 .
Combining this with (5.4]) and ca < 5, we obtain

1 N
IO ()|[n = llu"ly < e+ sy < co+ Zeo < Neo, h € Hy, N 2 No.
So, v : Hy — Hy for N > Ny. Thus,

(5.5) sup [|uf]lg < [W(h)[lm < ¢(N) := coNe™, h e Hy, N > No.

te[0,7

It remains to prove that ¥ has a unique fixed point in Hy for any N > Nj.
For any h,h € Hy, let

fo = {FT—t('a ugl"—tv VUg“—t) — Fr_( U?“—ta V“?-t)} ) V“?
+ gr—t(-s hr—t, Vi, Viho—y) — 97—t (- hr—e, Vi, Vihr—y), t € (0,7

L= Loy + Fr_ (-, ul_,, Vb ) -V, te[0,T].

Then

(56) Wt = U;Lw_t — uf}_t = \I]T_t(h) — \I/T_t(il,)
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satisfies w € }NI(?(;”O (0,7T) and solves the PDE
(8t + L? + VT_t)wt = fta t e [0, T], wr = 0

By Lemma B (B.3), B.5), (Hv.u,), (Hap) and (Hp,) imply that for some constant ¢; > 0
determined by (H,p) and ||V||L§g(o,T) + ||F||L§g(o,T)a

lwillgy + IV*w 220y < ell Fllzzo )

T 1
~ 0
< 01K</ {C(N)||w8||(gb1 + ||hs — hT_SH%Jbl}quS)
t
+ cla||V2(hT_. — iLT—')Hfjgg(t,T)’ te [0, T]
Then for any A > 0, this and (5.6]) yield

1w (R) =¥ () Ix < e [Ih = Allx+ 2 (h) = (R)]5], h.h € Hy

1
for (A) := max {1, (¢(N)V 1)er K sup,ep (ftT e M= ds)w | Taking A > 0 large enough
and a € (0, i) such that £(\) < 3, we see that U is || - || \-contractive in Hy, and hence has a
unique fixed point.
U

Proof of Theorem[2.3. (1) For any n € N, let

nr
on(r) == r1ipi<ny + W1{|T|>n}, r e R™UR™®™,

We take the following truncation of Fj:

F(w,71,72) = Fiw, 0u(r1), n(r2), 9" (@, 71,72,75) = gu(@, u(r1), @n(ra), 7s),
t>0,2 € RY (ry, 79, 73) € R™ x RIE™ x RISd&dOM

Then (Hp,) implies (Hg,) for (F™, g™) replacing (F, g). So, by Lemma 5], the equation

Ol = (L + Vi)ul™ + F (L ul™, vul™) - vl + ¢ (L ul, vl Vi),

(5.7)
t€ 0,7, ul” = uq

has a unique solution in % (pg, qo) with 7% = T, and

(5.8) sup ™ [l + [IVu™ | 0 0.7y < 00, m > 1.
t€[0,T

Let

(5.9) T =T Ainf{t > 0 ¢ [Ju{”|lgx > n}.
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Then u{" solves () up to time 7T,. Letting Tp = 0 and
T := lim T,,

n—oo

the uniqueness of (5.7) for every n > 1 implies
u =ul™, te 0, T, ANTy], n,m €N,

so that (ILT)) has a unique solution

ut = Zutn)l[Tnthn)(t)? t E [07 T*)
n=1

in the class % (po, qo), provided 7% > 0.
To prove T > 0, it suffices to show that T,, > 0 for large n > 0. For fixed T' € (0, c0), let

Pt(s be the Feynman-Kac semigroup generated by
Lo+ Vi + FP(al? Vi) - v, e [0,T);
that is
(5.10) PO f(z) = E[f(XI7)el Vi XKD 0 <t < s < T, f € By(RY)
for Xt(g)’x solving the SDE

AX = G (XIYAW, + {br_s + FYY (L ul? | Vul? ) X ds,
s € t,T), le,’;) —

Since (Hp,) implies || F(® ||Lpo o1 < o0, by (Hqyp) and [I5, Theorem 2.1], this SDE is well-posed.
By (B7) and It6’s formula, we find a martingale M, such that

d{ug?)s(Xj(wn)f) Sy Vr—r(Xe, T(X(n)x)dr}
= dM gT s( uT s VuT s V2uT s)(Xﬂ("n txs)d s € [T - tv T]

So,

T
(5.11) ul™ :P}@;Euﬁ/ P gt (o) vl VR Yds, te (0,7,

T—t

which implies ||u™]| < k(uo, g, V), so that

‘F}"_ uT S,Vugfl 8)} < Fr_,, s€[0,T].
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Combining this with (Hq.) and [[V|[zro ) < oo, by Lemma B3, we find a constant ¢ > 0
determined by (H,;) and HpHig’g(o,T) + [Vl zz0 0.)» such that for any n > 1 and any ¢ € [0, 77,

T
(5.12) 1Y ol < e, “/ P fods
T—t

< ellfllzzosry | € LE(0,T),
%}
(5.13) IVPEY Fllo < cls =) 2| f o f € B(RY), s € (t,T).
Combining (5.11]) with (5.12)), and noting that (Hp,) implies

g™ (-, u™, Vu™ VP < 20K, + (|3l 220 0,y + V0™ |20 0.7y < 00

ONIHN
) ‘ ‘ L9 (0,7)
we obtain

. n . n),V n n n n
lim g™ < Timn {[| P ol + llg® (- ul™, Vu® P2 |0} <o on> 1

By (£9), this implies 7, > 0 for n > c.
(2) Assume (H} ), we intend to prove 7% = co. For n > 1 let Ptfz)’v be in (GI0). Since

u, = ul™ for t € [0,T,], we have
(™, Vul, V) = g,(- ug, Vg, V), s € [0,T,].

Then with the integral transform s — 7' — s, (E11]) implies

Uy = P}"_)i,‘;uo + /t P}"_)t’,‘;_sgs(-,us, Vu,, Vu,)ds, t€[0,T,).

0

Combining this with (5.12]), (5.13]), we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

lucllgy + 1V2ullzzo 0y < cllunllgy + €llg(- 0,0, V2u)l|zz0 0.4,

+ c/t(t = 8) 72| gs (- s, Vs, V2us) — g5(-, 0,0, V2u,) || sods.
0

Since (Hp,,) implies

lg(-, 0,0, V2u)||£gg(o,t) < ||§||i58(0,t) + a||V2U||L§;g(o7t)>
195 (-5 s, Vs, V2us) = g5(+,0,0, Vs ) [[ oo < Cle + [uslgp ) {log(e + [Jusll41)}’,
we find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

w1 + ||V2U||£§g(o,t) <ca+ Ca||V2U||i§g(o,t)

(5.14) ' P ,
+cl/(t—8) 2(e + |lusllgp){log(e + [Jusllg)} ds, t €[0,T5].
0
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Since Holder’s inequality implies

[ =9t Tl logte + )y

t ) 1-6 t . (%
< ( / <t—s>‘2<wds) ( [ e+ ludgy log<e+||us||<g;>ds) |
0 0

by 6 € (0,3), when a € (0,%) we find a constant ¢, > 0 such that (5I4) implies

-1

(e + lluellgy + llullzz00.))°

(5.15) t -

<o+ cz/ (e + [Jusllgp)”  log(e + [lusll4)dr, ¢ €[0,Tn],n > 1.
0

By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

(e + ||ut c2 fg 10g(e+”u5”<gb1 Ydr

<gb1)971 < c9e , te€l0,T,],n> 1.

Thus, there exists a constant c3 > 0 such that

t
log(e + [luellgp) < e+ 03/ log(e + [lus|l41)dr, t €[0,T],n > 1.
0

Using Gronwall’s inequality again, we derive
log(e + [luellp) < ez t€0,T,],n>1.
Therefore, there exists a constant ¢4 > 0 such that

(5.16) sup | uy

t€[0,T]

(6)[)1 S C4’ n Z 1.

By (£9), if 7,, < T then this implies n < ¢4. Thus, T, > T for n > ¢4. Hence T* =T, =T for

large n > 1, so that (28] follows from (B.I5) and (G.I0).
U
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