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STOCHASTIC FLOWS FOR HOLDER DRIFTS AND
TRANSPORT/CONTINUITY EQUATIONS WITH NOISE

MAGNUS C. ORKE

ABSTRACT. We prove existence of a stochastic flow of diffeomorphisms gener-
ated by SDEs with drift in LfC’g’a for any g € [2,00) and a € (0,1). This
result is achieved using a Zvonkin-type transformation for the SDE. As a key
intermediate step, well-posedness and optimal regularity for a class of para-
bolic PDEs related to the transformation is established. Using the existence
of a differentiable stochastic flow, we prove well-posedness of BV),.-solutions
of stochastic transport equations and weak solutions of stochastic continuity
equations with so-called transport noise and velocity fields in Lg CQ’O‘. For
both equations, solutions may fail to be unique in the deterministic setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (2,.%#,P) be a probability space and (W;);>o a d-dimensional Brownian
motion with respect to a given complete and right-continuous filtration (%;)i>o.
For a bounded time interval [0, 7], we assume that b: R? x [0, 7] — R? is a function
which satisfies the hypothesis

(H1) be LY((0,T); C™*(R%RY))  for g € [2,00), a € (0,1).

Under these conditions, we shall be concerned with the well-posedness of the fol-
lowing three related equations: First, the ordinary stochastic differential equation
(SDE)

{dXt = bt(Xt) dt + dW, for ¢t > S,

1.1
(1.1) X, =z,

with € R?. Here, the question is not only whether the SDE is well-posed, but
also if it generates a unique stochastic flow of diffeomorphisms on R?. Second, the
stochastic transport equation (STE)

(1.2) du+b-Vudt+ VuodW, =0, Up—0 = Uin,

where ui,: R* — R is a function of locally bounded variation. We use the notation
b-Vu = 2?21 b'0;u and Vu o dW = Zle d;u o dW}, where d;u o dW} denotes
Stratonovich integration. Thirdly, the stochastic continuity equation (SCE)

(1.3) dp+ V- (bp)dt + Vo dW, =0, =0 = Min,

where i, is a locally finite (signed) Radon measure on R?, and V-(bu) = 2?21 9;(bip).
The ways in which we define solutions for these equations will be explained below,
but let us briefly note that we seek probabilistically strong solutions, in the usual
integral sense with respect to time, with weak (measure-valued) derivatives in space
for the STE, and distributional derivatives in space for the SCE.
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1.1. Main results. Our main result is a well-posedness theory for the three equa-
tions (1.1)—(1.3) under hypothesis (H1). The principal tool for studying the STE
and the STC in this setting is the stochastic flow generated by the SDE, provided
by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that b satisfies (H1). Then the SDE (1.1) generates a
stochastic flow of CYP-diffeomorphisms X = X, (x,w), defined for s,t € [0,T],
on R?, for all B < .. More precisely, we have the following:

(i) For any x € R? and s € [0,T], the SDE (1.1) has a unique (strong) solution
(X{")iers,r)- The family of solutions (X;;0<s<t<T,zeR?) has a
modification, denoted by X = X, ,(x,w), which for all B < « is a forward
stochastic flow of C1-P-diffeomorphisms on R?. Let (b"),en be a convergent
sequence of functions such that

(1.4) (") c LIC%; lim " =b in LICO

n—oo

for some o > 0, with corresponding forward flows (X™)nen. Then for any

p>0,
(1.5) lim sup sup E[ sup |X¢4(z) —Xs7t(;z:)|p} =0,
N0 peRd s€(0,T) te(s,T)
(1.6) lim sup sup E[ sup [|[VXT,(x) —VXs,t(:L')”p] =0.
N0 peRd s€(0,T) te(s,T)

(ii) For any x € R? and t € [0,T), the backward SDE
t
(1.7) X0t =g — / be(XEYY dr — (Wy — W)

has a unique (strong) solution (XZ*)scio, and the family of solutions
(X2Hx); 0< s <t < T, x € RY) has a modification, denoted by X ' = X (z,w),
which is a backward stochastic flow of CY#-diffeomorphisms on R? for all

B < a. It is P-a.s. the inverse of the forward flow X. If ((X”)_l)neN

are backward flows corresponding to a convergent sequence of coefficients
(bn)nen as in (1.4), then

i sup sup 5| sup (X0, e) — X2 | =
N0 peRd te(0,T)  Lse(0,t) ’ '

lim sup sup E[ sup ||V(X™,) Hx) - VXs_tl(x)Hp] =0.
N0 R te(0,T)  Ls€(0,t) ’ ’
for any p > 0.
This theorem will be proved in Sec. 4.3. Relevant definitions and terminology
can be found in Sec. 2.
The next theorem shows that the STE (1.2) is well-posed (in the sense of
Def. 5.1), and that the solution is given by the same representation formula that

one has in the smooth setting. Note that for simplicity, we write X; for Xy, and
X, for X5/

Theorem 1.2. Assume that b satisfies (H1), and let uy, € BVioe(R?). Then there
exists a unique BVjoc-solution of the STE (1.2) which is given by

(1.8) u(z) = uin(X; ' (2)),
where X is the stochastic flow generated by (1.1).

The proof of this theorem can be found in Sec. 5. We also prove an analogous
result for the SCE (see Def. 5.2 for the definition of weak solutions):
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Theorem 1.3. Assume that b satisfies (H1), and let pi, € Moc(R?). Then there
exists a unique weak solution of the SCE (1.3) which is given by

(1.9) pe = (Xe) i,
where X is the stochastic flow generated by (1.1).

1.2. Background and approach. In the classical setting (i.e. Lipschitz or more
regular coefficients), the standard references on stochastic flows are H. Kunita’s
monographs [11, 12], wherein linear SPDE’s (stochastic partial differential equa-
tions) including the STE (1.2) and the SCE (1.3) with smooth initial data are also
treated.

Starting with the work of A. K. Zvonkin [19], the conditions for strong well-
posedness of nondegererate SDE’s were significantly weakened by introducing a
transformation of the equation which improves the regularity of its coefficients. This
was later generalized to the multidimensional case by A. J. Veretennikov in [16].
We will use a version of this approach, which can be outlined as follows. Let
v: R? x [0,7] — R? be a deterministic, twice continuously differentiable function.
If X, is a solution of the SDE (1.1), then by Itd’s formula the composition v¢(Xy)
satisfies the system of equations

1
(110) d’Ut(Xt) = (8tvt + bt . V?)t + EAvt)(Xt) dt + V’Ut(Xt) . th

(understood componentwise, see (4.4)). If v itself is a solution of the system of
parabolic partial differential equations (PDEs)

1
(1.11) 8tv+b~Vv+§Av:)\vfb in R x (0,7)

Ut=T = 0)
for some A > 0, then (1.10) is equivalent to
d’l}t(Xt) = ()\’Ut — bt)(Xt) dt =+ V’Ut(Xt) . th

Let g¢(z) ==z + v:(z), and assume that g;(-) is invertible on R%. Then the process
Y: = g:(X:) satisfies

(1.12) dY; = M(gy ' (Ye)) dt + (I + V(g ' (Y2)))dWr,

where I is the identity matrix. The upshot here is that the coefficients in (1.12)
turn out to be more regular than the coeflicients in the original SDE, provided that
the solution v of (1.11) is regular enough.

In [6], F. Flandoli, M. Gubinelli and E. Priola used the transformation sketched
above (hereafter referred to as a Zvonkin-type transformation) to show that SDEs
with drift b € L>((0,7); C%%(R%; R?)) and constant diffusion generate unique for-
ward stochastic flows of C'#-diffeomorphisms, for all f < «. Based on the ex-
istence and regularity of such a flow, they proved that the STE with initial data
uin € L®°(R?) has a unique weak solution given by the representation formula
(1.8), provided additionally that the drift satisfies divb € LP(R% x [0,T) for some
p € (2,00), or alternatively divb € L _(R? x [0,7]) and a > 1/2. Moreover, they
proved that if u;, € BViee, then BV|,.-solutions exist and are unique without the
condition on the divergence of b. It is clear that the results and methods from [6]
have served as an inspiration for the present study.

Similar ideas have been applied elsewhere. In [17], J. Wei, J. Duan, H. Gao
and G. Lv proved that there exists a forward stochastic stochastic flow of diffeo-
morphisms generated by the SDE (1.1) if the drift b satisfies hypothesis (H1) with
a > 2/q. Although this is similar to Thm. 1.1, note that the additional requirement
a > 2/g—which here will be removed—is quite restrictive. Moreover, we will have
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to deal with both the forward and the backward flow in order to prove uniqueness
for both the STE and the SCE. E. Fedrizzi and F. Flandoli showed in [4] that if

(1.13) be LI((0,T); LP(R%RY))  for 2 + g <1, p>2,¢>2,

then the SDE (1.1) generates a forward stochastic flow of homeomorphisms. Al-
though there is a flaw in their proof (see the comment in Appendix A), the result
seems to be correct. We also mention the paper [10] by N. V. Krylov and M. Réck-
ner, where strong local existence and uniqueness of the SDE (1.1) is proved under
condition (1.13). This result clearly covers (1.1) given (H1), but does not provide
a differentiable stochastic flow.

Other related works on stochastic flows include [3, 5, 18], which develop the
theory of stochastic Lagrangian flows in the vein of the deterministic DiPerna—
Lions theory of regular Lagrangian flows, and [2], which addresses a one-dimensional
autonomous drift of bounded variation with bounded distributional derivative.

As outlined above, the analysis of the SDE (1.1) proceeds via the PDE (1.11), for
which we require results on existence and regularity. Parabolic equations in L] C%<-
spaces, albeit without lower-order terms, have been studied by N. V. Krylov in [9],
where a priori estimates were established. In our setting, in addition to existence
and regularity, it is necessary to show that ||Vv!|] Le(r¢) can be made arbitrarily
small at the expense of the parameter A, ensuring that the function x — x + v ()
is invertible. To this end, we will provide a self-contained proof tailored to our
requirements.

We will consider BVjoc-solutions to the STE and weak (measure-valued) solutions
to the SCE. These classes of solutions are quite natural in this context, as the two
equations are in some sense dual (cf. Lemma 5.4), and under hypothesis (H1), well-
posedness is new. The closest result is, as already mentioned, the existence and
uniqueness of BVjgc-solutions for the STE when b € L¥*C%®, proved in [6]. We
have not been able to find comparable results for the SCE in the existing literature.

Since we do not consider distributional solutions to the STE (which would require
taking the divergence of b in the weak formulation), we will here not depend on
conditions on divb. In [17], existence and uniqueness of distributional solutions
was proved given that divbh € L} L2 and Sobolev initial data, in addition to (H1)
with a > 2/g. A similar result has been derived by W. Neves and C. Olivera
in [13] under condition (1.13) and zero divergence on the drift. In the extensive
paper [3], L. Beck, F. Flandoli, M. Gubinelli and M. Maurelli proved well-posedness
results for the STE and SCE with drifts satisfying Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi—Serrin-
type conditions (similar to (1.13)) with Sobolev initial data. We also mention the
paper [7] by B. Gess and S. Smith, dealing with a stochastic continuity equation
with a nonlinear multiplicative noise.

1.3. Outline. The paper is outlined as follows. Sec. 2 collects relevant preliminar-
ies on function spaces and the stochastic formalism. In Sec. 3, we focus entirely on
the analysis of the deterministic PDE 1.11, proving existence, uniqueness and regu-
larity of solutions. This is then used in Sec. 4 to analyze the SDE (1.1), culminating
in the proof of Thm. 1.1 in Sec. 4.3. Finally, in Sec. 5, we leverage the existence and
regularity of the stochastic flow to prove well-posedness for the SPDEs (1.2)—(1.3).

1.4. Notation. Throughout, | - | is the Euclidian norm on R? and || - || is the
Hilbert-Schmidt matrix norm. Temporal evaluation will often be written in sub-
script (e.g. vy, W;), while spatial indices will be written in superscript (e.g. z,
v%). An exception is d;f, by which we denote the partial derivative of f with re-
spect to z°. A standard mollifier p° on R? is a function p(x) = e~ 9p(x/e) for
0 < p e CE(RY) with [p, pdz = 1. We denote by a V b the maximum of a and b.
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When dealing with a constant C, the expression C' = C(a) means that the constant
depends only on the quantity a. We also use the notation <,, meaning that an
inequality holds up to a constant C(a).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Function spaces. The space C%%(R%), for o € (0,1), will be the collection
of bounded functions f: R? — R with norm

flx) = fy)
[ Fllcomy = [ Flcomn + [Fleveme = sup |f@)] + sup LITW] o
zER z,yeR? |:C - y|
TH#Y
(If f is a matrix-valued function, replace the Euclidian norm by the matrix norm.)
For k € Ny == {0,1,2,...}, the space C**(R?) comprises functions with finite norm
k
[fllcramay = Ifllcrmey + [flokera) Z BLXHa flleoway + lmaX[a b flco.a gay,
=0
where v is any multi-index v = (v1, ..., 4). Let m € Ny such that m < k. Then an
equivalent norm for C*%(R?) is, abusing notation,

1AL 100 A1l o gy
|h|k+a m ?

(2.1) [fllewe@ay = [l fllcm®e) + max  sup

lv|=m heR?

St

where A![] denotes the I-th order iterated difference operator Ay[f] given by

Aplfl(z) = f(x 4+ h) — f(x) (see [15, Sec. 1.2.2]). We say that the function f be-
longs to L4((0,T); C**(R%)) if

r :
I asovoneon = ([ 1ilen @) <.

For simplicity, L9(0,T) will be abbreviated as L{ and similarly L4((0,T), C*(R4))
as L{C¥<. These spaces are Banach spaces.

Let Moc(R?) be the space of locally finite Radon measures on R?, meaning
that u € Moc(R?) if |u|(K) < oo for all compact K C R? where |u| denotes
the total Varlamon measure of u. A function f € L (R?) belongs to BVioc(R?) if
its distributional derivatives can be represented as measures 0;f € #o.(R?), for
it =1,...,d. We refer to [1] for details on the spaces of BVj,.-functions and locally
finite measures.

2.2. Forward and backward Ité integral. Recall that (Q2,.7, (%), P) is a given
stochastic basis with a d-dimensional Brownian motion (W;);. Here, there will be
no loss in generality in assuming that (%#); is the filtration generated by (W;):. A
two-parameter filtration (% ;)o<s<i<7 is & complete family of sub o-algebras of &
which satisfies Fs C Fo v for all s’ < s <t <t and moreover Nes0Fs 1+e = Fo
and Nes0-Fs—et = Fst. We will take (Fs1)o<s<i<r to be the completed o-algebra
generated by (W, — Wy)s<r<u<t- Let M; be a continuous stochastic process
n [0,7]. It is a forward martingale adapted to .%,, if it is integrable, the pro-
cess M, — M, is F, ;-measurable and satisfies E[M, — M;|.%, ;] = M; — M, for all
s <t <. Similarly, it is a backward martingale if E[M, — M;|.%, ;] = My — M, for
all » < s <t¢. Let X; be a continuous stochastic process which is .#; ;-adapted. It
is a forward/backward semimartingale if it is a sum of a forward/backward % ;-
martingale and a continuous .%; ;-adapted process of bounded variation.
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Let X; be a backward semimartingale w.r.t. .%#; ;. Then the backward It6 integral

is defined as
n—1

t
/ f’l‘ dX’I‘ = 77,11—>IIOIO kz ftk+1v$ (th+1v$ - th\/s)a
s =0

whenever the right-hand side converges in probability for any sequence of partitions
0=ty <t; <..<t, =tof|0,t] with vanishing mesh size. The backward stochastic
calculus in this setting is completely parallell to the forward calculus; see [12].

Let X;(x) be a (forward) stochastic process with a parameter z € R?. For k € Ny,
it is called a C*#-valued process if for all t € [0,T] and P-a.e. w € §, the map
z + X¢(x,w) belongs to C¥#(RY). If in addition 9, X;(z) is a family of continuous
semimartingales for all |v| < k, then is is called a (forward) C*#-semimartingale.

2.3. Stochastic flows. Following H. Kunita, we begin by defining stochastic flows
without reference to SDEs.

Definition 2.1 (Kunita [12]). Let X = X, ,(z,w), defined for s,¢ € [0,7] and
r € RY, be a continuous R%-valued random field on (£2,.%,P). It is a stochastic
flow of homeomorphisms if for P-a.e. w € Q, the family (X :(w))s e, 1) is a flow
of homeomorphisms, i.e.
(i) Xst(w) =X, (w)o X, (w) for all s,r,t e [0,T],

(i) Xss(w,z) =2 for all s € [0,7] and = € RY,

(iii) Xs¢(w): R? — R? is a homeomorphism on R¢ for all s,¢ € [0, T].
We say that X is a stochastic flow of C*-diffeomorphisms if

(iv) Xs¢(w) is k times differentiable w.r.t. z, and the derivatives are continuous

in (z,s,1).

If in addition to (iv), the derivatives are Holder continuous with exponent 8 w.r.t. z,
we say that X is a stochastic flow of C**#-diffeomorphisms.

The restriction of the flow to the forward temporal variables (X, ;)o<s<i<7 Will
be called the forward flow. Similarly, the backward flow is the restriction to the
backward variables. It will be denoted by (X )o<s<i<T, in view of the relation
X, =Xy for0<s<t<T.

Stochastic flows of homeomorphisms can be related to solutions of stochastic
differential equations as follows. Let (X;%;0 < s <t < T, z € R?) be a family
of solutions to the SDE (1.1). We shall say that a forward stochastic flow of
homeomorphisms is generated by the SDE (1.1) if it is a modification of the system
(X% 0 < s <t<T,r € R of solutions. Of course, this also implies that
for any # € R? and s € [0, 7], the process (X ¢(2))ie(s,) (or a version of it) is a
solution of (1.1). Equivalently, a backward flow of homeomorphisms X £(x) is said
to be generated by (1.7) if it is a modification of the system of backward solutions
(Xot:0<s<t<T, zeR?.

3. PARABOLIC PDES WITH COEFFICIENTS IN L{C%®

In this section, we consider the PDE
{8tv+b~Vv+/\vAv+f in R? x (0,7),

3.1
( ) Vi=0 = 0,

where v: R? x [0, 7] — R. This is a model equation for the components of (1.11)
(one can easily convert to a terminal value problem by a change of variables). Given
the formal calculations in Sec. 1.2, it makes sense assume that b satisfies (H1) and
in addition

(H2) f e Li(0,T);Co(R%))  for g € [2,00), o€ (0,1).
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Our aim is to find solutions of (3.1) in the class
Wy (1) = {v € LICZ* N L{*CL*, O € LICI"},

with bounded norm H’U”W;,q (1) = H’U”Lgcz,a + ||UHL?C;,Q + ||6tv||Lgcg,a, according
to the following definition.

Definition 3.1. A solution of (3.1) is a function v € W2 (T") which satisfies

(3.2) / / VO dadt = / / b Vou+ v —Av — f)(pdacdt
R R
for all p € C(R? x [0,T)).

We begin with proving the familiar mild form/Duhamel representation formula
for solutions, from which we derive uniqueness and a priori regularity.

3.1. Uniqueness and a priori regularity. The calculations in this section will
depend heavily on the explicit formula for the fundamental solution of the d-dimensional
heat equation, which we denote by K;(x) = (47t)~"? exp(—I=*/az).

Lemma 3.2. Assume that b and f satisfy (H1)-(H2). If v is a solution of (3.1),
then it satisfies

(3.3) vi(z) = /0 e M) (Ky_ g # (fs — bs - Vug)) (2) ds

for all z € R and a.e. t € (0,T).

Remark 3.3. With nonzero initial data v;—¢ = viy, the solution would be given by
the implicit formula

ve(x) = e (K * v ) () + /0 e AE=s) (Ki—s * (fs — bs - Vvy)) (2) ds.

A natural class of initial data in this setting would be C%%(R?), for which solutions
in W%Z‘(T) can be obtained.

Proof. For arbitrary 1 € C2°(R? x [0, T]), define the function
T
plat) == [ MK 0l 9) (@) d.
t
Then ¢ satisfies the equation 9y + Ap = A + ¥ on R? x (0,7T), with terminal
condition ¢(z,T) = 0. Moreover, due to the exponential decay of the heat kernel, it

is easy to see by an approximation argument that ¢ can be used as a test function
for v in (3.2). This gives

/OT/Rd”“/’dzdt/OT/Rd“(at@*A@A‘P)dzdt/OT/Rd(b'va)gadxdt
T /OT /Rd /tT(b Vo = [)e T (Koi(-) x 9, 9)) (2) dsdadt

T t
/ / 1/)</ e~ At—s) (Ki—s* (fs — bs - Vvg)) ds> dxdt
0 JRrd 0

where we have changed the order of integration in the last equality by Fubini’s
theorem. Since ¢ was arbitrary, this proves (3.3). O

The next lemma, which is well known (e.g. in the theory of Schauder estimates),
will be used repeatedly below.
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Lemma 3.4. Let f € C%%(R?) for some a € (0,1). Then there exists a constant
C = Cl(a,d) > 0 such that

a—|v|

(3.4) 100 (K¢ * f)llLee < Ct27 [f] 0.

for allt >0 and |v| € {1,2,3}.

Proof. Since the derivatives 0, K;(z) integrate to zero on R¢ for any ¢t > 0 and
lv] € {1,2,3}, we have

.0+ @I = || ouie =)t dn| = | [ 0Kita = )50 - 1) o

<Ulege [ 10Kule =)l =3l dy.

Using that |0, Ki(x)| < t~""/2 Ky (z) on R?, the last integral can be bounded by

11 Loy
[kt = gllle = sldy S [ 5 oyl dy
R4 t 2

11 2
= o g/ e_‘s‘ |z|adza

2 )2

where we have used the change of variables z = (¥ —y)/v/t. Since the final integral
is bounded by some constant depending only on « and d, we conclude that (3.4)
holds. (I

Proposition 3.5 (A priori regularity). Assume that b and f satisfy (H1)—(H2). If
v is a solution of (3.1), then for any X > 0 there exists a constant

Cy=0Cy (047 d,q,T, ||b||Lgcg’aa ”f”Ltch’ﬂ) >0

such that [|v|y1.e < Cy. The constant Cy is continuous w.r.t. ||f||LLt]CO,a and admits
2, x
the limit

(3.5) lim  Cf=0.

||f”Lgcg,a"0
In particular, solutions are unique. Furthermore, we have imy o [[v||ec1 = 0.
Proof. Let v be a solution of (3.1). We first make the following claim.
. ) 1 1
Claim 1. There is a constant C)(c ) = Cj(c )(a, d,q, T, [|bll ocoe, HfHLgCg,a) > 0 such
(1)
that HU||L?OC;,@ <Gy’
Proof of Claim 1. To estimate ||vHL§oC;,a, it would suffice to bound

[ ARV £

m(t) = vellege + 1Veelleee + 57

uniformly for a.e. t € (0,7) and h € R%\ {0}. Using Young’s convolution inequality
and that [[K;—s[|py Sa 1 yields

t
[[vellge Sd/ e NI (|| follnge + M1bsll oo | Vs £oe ) ds
(3.6) 0

t
s/o 1 llzge + sl [ Vo s ds



STOCHASTIC FLOWS FOR HOLDER DRIFTS 9

Differentiating (3.3), we obtain

t o= At—s)
||V/U75HLOc ,Soz,d / 1—a [fs - bs : V'Us]co,a dS
3.7) ’ o (t—s) =z ¢

t

1

So [ (Ifelloge + bl onlcy) ds
o (t—s)z

where we have used Lemma 3.4. To estimate the term ||Ap[Vvy]|[ze/|R|* in np,
observe first that if |h| > 1, then

[AR [V £
||
If on the other hand |h| < 1, we have

(3.8) < 2| V||

t
(3.9) [ ALV Lo < /O | AL [V (Ki—s % (fs — bs - Vvg))] ||L;o ds,

which can be obtained by differentiating (3.3) and applying the difference opera-
tor Ap. We will use two different ways to bound the integrand on the right-hand
side of (3.9): one on the interval (0, (¢—|k|?)V0), and one on the remaining interval
((t—1|h|*)V0,t). First, by Lemma 3.4, we have for any g € C**(R%) andi =1, ...,d
that

1
0
| AR10:(Ki—s % )|, = H/ a—ai(Kt_s * g)(-+rh)dr

Lg
< |h|Hv(az(ths * g))HL;o Sa,d
Second, we use

ARV (s 9)l]| o < 2[|V(Ei-s# 9)]| o Saa a5 or

again by Lemma 3.4. Inserted in (3.9), these yield

1
e Ve

t
1
Jr/ ﬁ[fs — by - V’US]Co,a ds.

(t—|n2)vo (t —s) 2 E

(t—|h|?)VvO
| ARl o B /
0

Dividing by |h|*, we have
laulVulles o ['(_ e )
e Savd 727a]1 2 —8 + 717&]1 —s 2
(3.10) (Rl o \(t—s)"2 thisms (t—s)=z {t=s<Inl*y
% (I fsllgme + el o gl ) .

For s € (0,t), define the function

1
wp(t —s) =1+ ——r
o5
|h|~

|h|1—o¢ )
+ 7,(1]1 —s + 7701 —s 1 .
((t _ 8)2T {In[2<t—s} (t — RS {t=s<|n2} | 1{|n|<1}
The motivation for this definition is to organize the coefficients that appear in the
estimates for each term in 7y (¢) in a single function. Indeed, adding together (3.6),
(3.7), (3.8) and (3.10), we see that

t t
1) ) S | wnlt =9 flggds+ [ wnle = s)lbulloge oz ds.
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Let us now fix e > 0. Since supgpera 1n(t) = [[ve]| o1, there exists for all ¢ € (0,7)
some hi € R4\ {0} such that

[vell ra < mng(t) +e.
Inserting this in (3.11) yields
(3.12)
t t
”thC;v“ Sa,d e+ /0 Whs (t - S)Hfsncgv“ ds + /0 Whe (t - 5>Hb5||cgv“HUS||c;v“ ds

for all t € (0,T). Denote the first integral on the right-hand side by I;, and let p
be such that 1/p + 1/q = 1. Towards applying Prop. A.1, we claim that I € L$°
and supye(o,7) |WhsllLr(0,) < oo. Beginning with wp:, we have by Minkowski’s
inequality that for any t € (0,7) and h € R¢\ {0},

+ 1
1 P
lwallLe(,6) < (/0 (1 + oo )p dr)
r—2

L tv|h|? 1 B |n|? 1
+ |:|h| e </ WdT) + |h|_a</ WdT)
|h|2 r— 2z 0 ro 2

Up to some constant, the last two terms in the square bracket can be absolutely
bounded by

=

}ﬂ{msu-

(B! oD gl
and since p € (1,2], the factor |h|?~! can be further bounded by 1 for all || < 1.

This means that [|wp|| s (0,4 is uniformly bounded for all ¢ € (0,T) and h € R\ {0},
and consequently

(3.13) sup |lwae || Lr (0,0 < Cla,q,T) < 0.
t€(0,T)

For I, we then have by Holder’s inequality that

t
(3.14) I :/0 wns (t = 8)|| fsll oo ds < llwngll ool fll Lacoe Saar 1fllLscoe

for all t € (0,7). The modified Gronwall inequality from Proposition A.1 applied
to (3.12) now gives
(3.15)

el e < E(Ow,d) sup llwns lr0), |b|LgCg,a> (e + Clas |1~ o.0)

s€(0,t)

< B(Clasd g, T Pl ne ) (4 Cland. Dl g

where FE is the constant defined in (A.7) and C(«,d) is the implicit constant
in (3.12). Here, we have also used (3.13) and (3.14), and bounded the norms
of b and f on the whole interval (0,7). Since ¢ was arbitrary, we pass ¢ — 0 and

denote the right-hand side by C". O

It is clear from (3.15) that C](cl) is continuous in the arguments HfHLgcg’“ and

HbHLgCg,a, and that C’}l) — 0 when ||f||Lthg,a — 0. Moreover, since C’}l) is inde-
pendent of A, passing A — oo in (3.6) and (3.7) yields limy— [|[v||L=c1 = O (by
dominated convergence).
Towards proving higher order Holder regularity, we next propose the following.
Claim 2. There is a constant C](f) = 0}2) (o, d,q,T, ||b||Lthg,a7 HfHL‘gCQ’C‘) >0 such
(2)
that HU”L?Ci’“ <Cy.
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Proof of Claim 2. Let h € R\ {0}. Differentiating (3.3) and applying a second-
order difference operator gives

t
A? V] = / A7 [VE_s (fs —bs - Vus)] ds
0

(t—|h|*)VvO
(3.16) B /0 A} VK s # (fs = bs- Vo)) ds

t
+ / (Ah[VKt,S] * Ah[fs — bS . V’US]) ds
(t—|h|?)VO

= I+ 1.

By Lemma 3.4, we have for any g € C®*(R%) and i = 1, ..., d that

1 1
HA%[&-Kt_s*g]HLfH /O ( /0 v2<aiKt_s*g><-+a+r>h>hdr)-hdl

|h[?
3—o [g]cg,a.

(t—s)2

Lg

< RV (0:Ke * 9) L Saua
Using this to estimate IV = IV (2), we obtain
1 (t=h[*)vO
s < [ IR VK (e = b To)] i ds
0

) t—|h|*)VO 1
Sa,d |h| T 3o [fs — bs . VUS:I o ds
0 (t—s)"2 @

) tV|h|? 1
= |h| /|h2 ra‘—Ta [ft—r - bt—r : V’Ut—r} Cg,a dra

where we used a change of variables in the last equality. Minkowski’s integral
inequality gives
(3.17)

Osgaz S 02|

1
t\/‘hl q

q
— bt VU] o0 dr) dt)
h|2 v

0\
:|h|2(/ (/ 3_o ft = by Vo r}coadT) dt)
iz \Jjnpz 772"
1 a
S |h|2 /hl2 T3;O‘ (/T [ft—r - bt—r . VUt_T:I ch,a dt) dT.

Since the inner integral can be bounded by

T
/ [ft—r — by - Vvt_r]ch,a dt < / [ft — by - V?Jt]co o dt

o I71% g + I01Eyp0]

e
we get that
S|

O Nisz St WP igope + Wlgeselvlopre) [~ dr.
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For the second integral () = It(2) (x) in (3.16), we have by Young’s convolution
inequality that

t
11 < /( AW K]l 1 [ Anlfe — b - Vo] ds
0

t—|h|2)v
t 1
S Fo— b V0] 0 ds
et V5 Jot
|h|2At 1
= |h’|a v [ftfr - btfr . V’Ut—r} oo dT,

o WV

where in the second line we used [|Ap[VE;—s]l|r1 < 2(|[VEKi—sllpy S 1/vt—s.
Applying Minkowski’s inequality for integrals again yields

. T/ rlhPAt g AN
||I H a7 0 5 |h|a (/ ( _[ft—r - bt—r . V’Ut_T] 0,a d?") df)
ik 0 0 NG Cr

1

(3.18) Lot T . a
. S |h| /O W </r [fth — btfr . V’l}t,T]Cg,a dt> dr

Ihl* 4
Sl (W lgese + Wllscae oz ) [ v
Inserting (3.17) and (3.18) in (3.16), we obtain

182 (90| g e Sevia (1711 + Bl go ol cae)

(| * ) - |l " -
x | |h / = dr + ha/ dr)
2 o oV

N ~ 1 1
< (AN oo +|bngcg,a|v||Lgoc;,a)</ Y dT+/ Wdr>'
1 0

rz

Dividing by |h|!T® and inserting the result of Claim 1 gives

| A% [V] HL;IL;c

(319) et < Clenda) (1 gone + IPlgoneCf)-

Denoting the right-hand side by 0}2), the claim is proved by the equivalence (2.1)
of the Holder and the Zygmund spaces for non-integer exponents. ([

Since C)(c?) is given by the right-hand side of (3.19), we easily infer that 0}2) is
continuous w.r.t. ||f||Lgcg,a and ||b||Lgcg,a, and that the limit (3.5) holds for C)(c?)
as well.

If v is a solution of (3.2), then the weak derivative is given by the right-hand
side of equation, and can thus be bounded by

1010l g = 180+ f = b+ Vo= Aol g
< foll oz + 11 s + bl s 0] e + Al g

2 1 3
<A+ NCP + (1 fll g0 + CLHIbN g0 = CF.

)

Setting C = C)(cl) + C)(?) + C}g), we infer H’U”Wé,q < CYy, as well as the limit (3.5).
Uniqueness of solutions is now a consequence of the linearity of the equation. [
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3.2. Existence and stability. We move on to the question about existence of
solutions of (3.1), and stability with respect to perturbations of the coefficients b
and f.

Theorem 3.6. Assume that b and [ satisfy (H1)—(H2), and let A > 0. Then there
ezists a unique solution v € Wéi(T) of equation (3.1). For increasing values of A,
the solutions admit the limait

A—00 L

. . . . 1 .
Furthermore, if v™ and v are the unique solutions in Wy (T) corresponding to
;
convergent sequences of coefficients

(0" )nen C L{CE™ b — b in LICY?,

3.21

(3.21) (f")nen C LICY®;  f™ = f in LICY?,
then

(3.22) lim v" =v in Wy l(T).

n—oo

Proof. Suppose first that v and v are solutions corresponding to sequences of
coefficients as in (3.21). Then the difference 0" := v™ — v satisfies

O™ 4+ b V™ + AT = AT + (f — f) + (b — b) - Vo',

in the sense of Def. 3.1. Prop. 3.5 implies that lim,, o |0 [|yy1.« = 0 in view of
2,

N = 1)+ 6" =) T | g < 17 = Fllpgeoe + 15" = bl pgesn o]l gm0

for n — oo. This proves (3.22).

To obtain existence for given coefficients b and f, we introduce mollified coef-
ficients b° = (b * p°) and f© = (f * p°), where (p%)es0 = (p°(x,t))e>0 is a family
of standard mollifiers on R4t!, and we have extended b and f by zero outside
R? x [0, T] when taking convolutions. Then for any € > 0, there is a unique classi-
cal (smooth) solution v° of (3.1) with coefficients b* and f¢ (one can check that this
solution also satisfies (3.3)). Furthermore, the mollified coefficients both converge
in L{C%* as € — 0, which means that (v°).>¢ is a Cauchy sequence in WéZ(T)
Denoting the limit by v, we easily verify that it is indeed a solution of (3.1). The
limit (3.20) now follows directly from the same a priori limit. O

4. STOCHASTIC FLOWS FOR DRIFTS IN L{C%*

In this section, we consider the forward SDE

t t
(4.1) X[ =x —|—/ b (X2%) dr —|—/ dw,
and the backward SDE

t t
(4.2) Xt = :I:—/ bT(Xf’t)dr—/ dw,,

where we recall that dW, denotes the backward Ito differential (here, we simply have
f; AW, = W, — Wy). As before, (W;)i>0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on
(Q, #,P). The forward equation has to be solved on (s,T), with a solution being
a continuous stochastic process (X ’s)te[s,T] which is % ;-adapted and satisfies
(4.1) P-a.s. On the other hand, the backward equation is solved on (0,t), for a
continuous process (XZ") (9 which is Z, ;-adapted and satisfies (4.2) P-a.s. For
both equations, uniqueness will always be understood in the pathwise sense.

In Sec. 4.1, we begin by showing that (4.1)—(4.2) can be transformed to equations
with more regular coefficients by a Zvonkin-type transformation. Then, in Sec. 4.2,
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we show that the transformed equations generate unique forward/backward flows
of diffeomorphisms. This is used in Sec. 4.3 to prove Thm. 1.1.

4.1. A Zvonkin-type transformation. We carry out some formal calculations
which expand on those outlined in Sec. 1.2 in the introduction. For given z € R?
and s € [0, 7], assume that (X;*);e(s,7) is a continuous R?-valued stochastic process
which satisfies (4.1). Let v: R? x [0,7] — R? be the function whose components
are solutions of the backward PDEs

. . 1 . . .
O +b- Vo' + —Av* = \v* — b,
(4.3) ' 2
Vi =0

for i =1,...,d. Then the process (vi(X;"*))¢c[s, 7] is given by
¢
. , ' o
O = i)+ [ (@0t + by ok A (X ar
¢
4.9 + [ vaxe aw,

t t
:v;'(:c)+/ ()\vi—bi)(Xf’s)dr—i—/ Vol (X5*) - dW,

for each component v* of v. Now set g;(z) == x + v;(z) and define
YY? = go( X[, where  y = gs(x).
Using the fact that X7 satisfies (4.1) combined with (4.4), we obtain

. ) t ) t ) t )
) =yt ea [oienyaes [Lawie [ v -am,

t t ¢
:yz‘Jr/\/ vi(gfl(YTy’s))dTJr/ dWTiJr/ Vul(g H(Y,Y#)) - dW,

S

for each component (Ytzs)z of Y%, If we define a new set of coefficients
(4.5) by = \vg o gy, G =1+ Vuog;?,

where I denotes the identity matrix, the equation for ¥;¥* can be compactly written
as

t t
(4.6) V" =y+ / b (V%) dr + / G (Y,)%) dW,.

The above calculations can be rigorously justified at this point, provided that b
satisfies hypothesis (H1). Then by Thm. 3.6, for any A > 0 there exists a unique so-
lution v = (v, ...,v%) of (4.4) which belongs to Wf?(T) In view of (3.20), we can
choose )\ large enough so that the function g;(z) = x + v;(z) is invertible on R? for
any t € [0,T)]. Indeed, since [[v*]|psc1 can be made arbitrarily small at the expense
of A for i =1,...,d, the Jacobian matrix of g will for large enough A become strictly
diagonally dominant and therefore nonsingular, uniformly in space and time. By
Hadamard’s theorem [14, Thm. V.59], this implies that g is a diffeomorphism on R?
for all ¢ € [0,7T]. Furthermore, as a consequence of the regularity of v, we see that
x +— g¢(x) is a continuously differentiable function with a-Hélder continuous deriva-
tives, uniformly in time. The same holds for = — g; '(x), by smoothness of the
matrix inversion operator for nonsingular matrices. The application of It6’s formula
in (4.4) is valid due to the regularity of v (this can be proved by approximation,
see e.g. [10, Theorem 3.7)).

As a consequence of the regularity of v and g, we can write down the following
corollary.
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Corollary 4.1. Assume that b satisfies (H1). Then the coefficients in (4.6) fulfill
be L=((0,T); CH*(REGRY), & € LI((0,T); C1* (R R™Y)).

Let us also consider a process (X2")¢o 4 satisfying the backward equation (4.2).
If now 9: R? x [0, 7] — R? solves the forward system of PDEs

. . .. .
(@7) atv+b-Vv+b:§Av+)\v,

V=0 = 07

(understood componentwise as in (4.3)), then using It6’s formula in the backward
variable for the composition s — (95 0 X%'t) yields

t
1
ﬁs(Xvat) = ﬁt(,’L') — / (ar’[)r + b, - Vo, — EA@T)(Xf,t) dr
t
(4.8) _ / Vf)r(Xf’t) . CiWr

t t
= 0¢(x) — / (M)T — br)(Xf’t) dr — / Vi, (X5 - dw,.,

where we have used that © is a solution of the system (4.7). Setting g¢(x) == x+0¢(x)
allows us to rewrite (4.8) as

t t
Gs( X2 = gy(x) — /\/ b (XY dr — / (I + Vo (X2 - dW,.

Similarly to the forward equation, we define Y¥'* := §,(X%t) for y = §,(z) and new
coefficients

by = Aoy o g b, 61 =14 Vi, o g, .
Thus, we have obtained the system

t t
(4.9) Yot =y - / by (V) dr — / 6o (V1) dW,

for the backward process (ﬁ?’t)se[oﬂ. Based on the previous discussion, we see

that an analogue of Cor. 4.1 holds for the backward coefficients.

Corollary 4.2. Assume that b satisfies (H1). Then the coefficients in (4.9) fulfill
be L=((0,T); CH*(REGRY), 6 e LY(0,T); CH (R RIXDY),

4.2. Forward/backward equations with coefficients in L{Cl®. Based on the

preceding calculations in Sec. 4.1, we will assume that we are given deterministic
functions a and ¢ which satisfy

(H3) a e L'((0,T); CY*(R%RY), o € L2((0,T); L (R RYY), o € (0,1).

Due to Corollaries 4.1 and 4.2, the coefficients b, & of the forward equation (4.6),
and the coefficients b, & of the backward equation (4.9), both fulfill (H3). Since
we shall not be interested in optimizing the temporal regularity of solutions, we
only assume a € L}CL* and o € L?CL* rather than higher integrability in time:
these assumptions represent the minimal integrability conditions necessary for the
forthcoming results to hold.

Consider the forward model equation

t t
(4.10) 75 = 2+ / an (Z7%) dr + / o0 (Z5%) AW,

for 0 < s <t < T and z € R%, where the solution is denoted by Z; so that it
is easily distinguished from the solution of the original SDE (4.1). The following
result is due to H. Kunita (see Theorems 3.4.1, 4.5.1 and 4.6.5 in [12]).
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Theorem 4.3. Assume that a and o satisfy (H3). Then for any v € RY and
5 €[0,T], there exists a unique solution (Z;"*)ic(s,) of equation (4.10). Moreover,
for any B < a, the system of solutions (Z;°;0 < s <t < T,z € R%) has a
modification, denoted by Z = Zs(x), which is a forward stochastic flow of C1P-
diffeomorphisms. For any v € R% and s € [0,T), the process (Zs,t())tels,m) 15 @
forward CYP-semimartingale.

Remark 4.4. Kunita’s notation in [12] differs from the one we use here; in particular,
note that

a(z) dt + o(z) dWy = F(x,dt)
and B,’f B s exactly the space of functions with C*#-norm integrable over [0, T7.

Next, we prove a result concerning the approximation of coefficients and conver-
gence of the flow given hypothesis (H3).

Lemma 4.5. Assume that a and o satisfy (H3), and let (Z™)n,en be forward sto-
chastic flows of CYP-diffeomorphisms generated by (4.10) with coefficients

(a™)nen C LyCL%; nlingo a"=a in L;C;,
4.11
(4.11) (0™)nen C LZCL2; nh_}n;@ o =0 in L?Cl.

Then for any p > 0, the sequence of flows (Z™),, converges to Z in the sense that

(4.12) lim sup sup E[ sup |Z7,(z) Zsyt(z)|p} =0,
N0 L eRd s€(0,T)  Lte(s,T)
(4.13) lim sup sup E{ sup [|[VZ71,(x) VZsyt(z)Hp} =0.
n=00 eRd 5€(0,T)  Lte(s,T) ’

Proof. Before delving into estimates, we make some simplifications. First, note
that we can take s = 0 without loss of generality: using that Z¢, and Zs,; are
homeomorphims on R? in addition to the flow property implies

swp sup | swp [224() - Zua)l| = swp B| s (270) - Zio)P |

z€RL s€(0,T) te(s,T) zeRd  [te(0,T)
for all n € N. Furthermore, it is enough to prove the assertion for p > 2; if this is
not the case, one can simply use Holder’s inequality to increase the exponent inside
the expectation. Finally, we will assume that a™ and o™ are coefficients in L{°CL®
which converges to @ and o in L{°CL. In all of the subsequent integrals, the general
case can be reduced to this case by a time-change. Let us demonstrate this idea for
(Z{)tejo. 1) being a continuous stochastic process of the flow Z;(x) which satisfies
(4.10) with s = 0. Define

t
A = / (larllgre + lon|2ae +1)dr, 7 = sups € [0,T]; 4, <1},
O 4 xT

so that 7 is the inverse of the strictly increasin_g function A;. Then Z, = Zr, 1S
also a CMP-semimartingale w.r.t. the filtration .%, == Fr,, and it satisfies

t t
Zg”::c+/ dr(Zf)der/ o (ZF) dW,
0 0

P-a.s, where the coefficients are given by

_ ar,(x) _ or, ()
ai(zr) = , o¢(x) = )
@ = o o 71 9 = Tl + lonBon 71

2 2
ol ol
x xT
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These time-changed coefficients are bounded in C1** uniformly in time. (Note also
that if (4.11) holds, then a® — @ and 6" — & in L{¥°CL as n — oo). For more
details about the this method, see [12, Thm. 3.2.9].

For a clear organization, we split the proof into three claims.

Claim 1. There is a constant CV) = CW(d,p, T, ||al|pc1, ||o]lLeec1) > 0 such
that

sup E[ sup |Z{'(z) — Zt(z)lp} <CW(la" = alfeco + 6™ = 1 F o)
zeRd  Lte(0,T) L L

for alln € N.
Proof. The difference Z}*(x) — Z:(x) satisfies P-a.s.

2p(2) - Zu() = / a0 (@) — ap(Zo(x)) dr + / (20 (2)) — 00 (Zy(x)) AW,

Using Doob’s maximal inequality and the Burkholder-Davies—Gundy (BDG) in-
equality, one can estimate, for any ¢t € (0,7T),

| swp (27~ 2.0
u€(0,t)

t .t
<, / E[|a;’(Zf) _ ar(Zr)Pﬂ dr + Z/ IEHU:IJ(Z:}) — Uﬁ(ZT)P’} dr
0 =10
j=1
Sprd 6" = allfee o + 110" = 0l co
t
+ (llallf e + ||0||1£foc;)/0 E[ sup |Zy () — Zu(x)[" | dr,

ue(0,r)

where 0™J denotes the j-th column vector of 0. Now (1) follows upon application
of Gronwall’s inequality. (I

Since we have assumed that @™ — a and 0™ — o in L{°CL, this already proves
(4.12). Next, we show that the derivatives of the flow are uniformly bounded in
expectation.

Claim 2. There is a constant
0(2) = 0(2) (dapv Ta sup ||a’n||L?°C;a sup Ho—n”LfoC%) >0
n n
such that

(4.14) sup E[ sup |8iZf(z)|p] <c®
z€eRY te(0,T)

forallneNandi=1,...,d.

Proof. Since the forward stochastic flow ZJ*(x) is a C''#-diffeomorphism, the i-th
derivative (0; Z{*(x))seo,r] satisfies

t d t
027 = e+ / Var (ZM0, Z) dr + Z/ VoI (ZM)o, Z" dW)
0 — Jo
j=1
P-a.s (see [12, Chap. 4.6]). We infer by Doob’s inequality and the BDG inequality
that

E[ sup |81-Zg($)|p}
u€(0,t)

t
Sapr 1+ (10 ey + 0" ey) [ B| w023 dr
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Gronwall’s inequality now implies (4.14). O

Finally, me make the following claim, which would imply (4.13) by convergence
of the coefficients in L{°Cj.

Claim 3. There is a constant
0(3) = 0(3) (Oé, dapa Ta Sup ||an||Lt°°C}c’SU'p HO’nHLfOC;’ ||a||Lt°°Ci’“’ HO’HL?C}D’Q) 20
n n
such that

(4.15) supE[ sup |aiZf<x>aizt<x>|P] <O (la" ~all ey +llo" ~ 0l )
rERI te(0,T) e z

forallneNandi=1,...,d.

Proof. Here, we will use that

82 (z) — 8 Zy(w / Va (ZM(2))0; ZM(x) — Va(Z,(2))0i Z, (x) dr

+ Z / VoI (ZM2))0; 2 (x) — Vol (Z,(x))0: Zy () AW

P-a.s., and moreover
\Vai (Z{")0; Zy — Va(Z:)0i Zy|
< llaf = adllex|0i 27| + lladll e 121 — Zel*10: 27| + lladll c1]0: 2 — 0i 2]
and similarly
\No]™(Z0)0: 27 — N o™ (24)0; Z4|
<o = oillcaldi 2| + llofllcrel 2 = Ze|*10: 27| + o [l c2|0: 2 — 0 24|
for 5 =1, ...,d. Using Doob’s inequality and the BDG inequality, we obtain
t
E{ sup |0;Z;; 8iZu|p] Sp/ [|Va (ZMoZ) — a(ZT)aiZTW dr
0

u€(0,t)

d t
+3° [ EIVerizp02; - Vol (2)0:2,) dr
j=1"0
» (||an —allf e + Z o™ — ga||r£$00;) /0 E[|0; Z! "] dr
t
o (. +Z 0 i) [, B0 = 2022
+ <||a|| . +Z|ga||pocl)/ { sup |aizgaizu|p] dr.

u€(0,r)
Using Holder’s inequality in the penultimate integral and then applying Claim 1
and 2 yields
E[ sup |0;Z,; — c’%Zu'p] Sapr C? ([l0” = allfecy + 0" = oljzecy)
u€(0,t) b b
+COCO ([l _ao + 1017 ) (0" = all o + 0" = 1% e cy)

¢
+ (||a||1£0ccl +||U||szcl)/ E[ sup |0:Z — 0;Z,|P| dr.
L £ Jo ue(0,r)
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Application of Gronwall’s inequality proves (4.15). O
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.5. (]

Next, we consider the backward model SDE

t t
(4.16) Zf’t:a:—/ aT(Zf’t)dr—/ o (Z5Y) dW,,

for x € R and 0 < s <t < T. A solution should be viewed as a backward continu-
ous stochastic process (Z¥")cp0,¢ adapted to .7, ;. Since the assumption (H3) on
the coefficients is the same here as for the forward equation, we have completely
parallell results in the backward direction (again, see [12]).

In the following theorem, we denote the backward flow generated by (4.16) by
Z= ZAs,t(m). The reason for this is that the backward flow does not in general equal
the inverse of the forward flow given in Thm. 4.3. We will point this out whenever
there is possible confusion in the succeeding sections.

Theorem 4.6. Assume that a and o satisfy (H3).

(i) For any x € R and t € [0,T), there exists a unique solution (Z2")seo.
of the backward equation (4.16). Moreover, for any B < «, the system
of solutions (Zsz’t; 0<s<t<T zxze¢€ Rd) has a modification, denoted
by ZAsﬂg((E), which is a backward stochastic flow of CYP-diffeomorphisms.
For any x € R? and s € [0,T], the process (Zs,t(z>>s€[0,t] is a backward
CYP-semimartingale.

(i1) Let (Z")neN and Z be backward stochastic flows of CYP-diffeomorphisms
corresponding to convergent sequences of coefficients as in (4.11). Then for
any p > 0, the sequence of flows (Z”)n converges to Z in the sense that

lim sup sup E[ sup |ZA?t(x)—ZAS7t(x)|P] =0,
N0 geRAtE(0,T)  Lse(0,t)

lim sup sup E[ sup ||[VZ",(x) — VZs,t(x)||p] = 0.
n=0 peRd te(0,T) Ls€(0,t) '

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will now consolidate the results of the two pre-

vious sections into a proof of Thm. 1.1. Let us first note that after applying the

Zvonkin-type transformation to (4.1), the transformed equation (4.6) possesses all

the desired properties:

Lemma 4.7. For ally € R% and s € [0,T), there exists a unique solution (Y"*)ie(s 1)
of (4.6) on (s,T). For any B < «, the system of such solutions has a modifica-
tion Y = Y5 +(y) which is a forward stochastic flow of CYP-diffeomorphisms on R?.
Moreover, if (b™)nen is a sequence of coefficients for (4.1) satisfying (1.4) for some
o' > 0, then the corresponding forward flows Y™ converge to Y in the sense of

(1.5)~(1.6).

Proof. The first part of the claim is a direct consequence of Thm. 4.3. Let Y™
be the forward stochastic flows of C1#-diffeomorphisms generated by (4.6) with
coeflicients
b= oo ()t ap =T+ Vo (gf)

where v™ are the unique solutions of (4.3) in WéZ(T) corresponding to b", and
g7 (z) == x + v (x). The parameter X is fixed independently of n, so that all g™ are
invertible on RZ. To prove that Y™ converges to Y in the sense of (1.5)—(1.6), we
will show that

(4.17) lim 0" =b in L&°CLY, lim 6" =6 in LICH
n—oo n—oo
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where b and & are given by (4.5), and then infer convergence in view of Lemma 4.5.

Assume without loss of generality that o/ < o (since C¢ C C if o’ > a). By
Thm. 3.6, the convergence of b to b in LIC%® implies that v converges to v
in W;g, (T). Furthermore, note that for a.e. t € [0,T], for any n € N and = € R¢,
there exists £ € R? by the mean value theorem such that

(97 0 (98) ") (@) = (g7 0 97 ) (@) = Vg (&) ((98") " (x) — g7 ' (2)).-
Since Vg is invertible on R%, we obtain the estimate

[(g) (@) — g7 (@) = [(Vg(©)H(z = (97 o g7 ") (2)]
<[1(Va) Mol (gt 0 gr ) () = (97 0 977 ) ()]
= (Vgr) Mol (ve o g: ) (@) — (vf 0 g, ") ()],

from which convergence of (g")~"' to g~! in L{°C%* follows (note that g; * and
(g™)~! do not belong to L?OCB’QI since they are unbounded, but the unbounded
parts cancel when taking the difference). Convergence of (¢")~! to g=! in LCLe
can now be obtained via the formula

(Vg™ (@) = [(Var o (g9) " )(@)]

which is due to the inverse function theorem. Combined with the convergence
o™ — v in Wy?,(T), this proves (4.17) and thereby the claim. O

Proof of Thm. 1.1. We begin with the proof of part (i), for which we will have to
show that the properties from Lemma 4.7 also hold for the original equation (4.1).
First, if for any 2 € R? and s € [0, 7] there are two distinct solutions (X;"*)se(s,7]
and (X;%)ie(s,) of (4.1), then by the calculations in Sec. 4.1, both g,(X;"*) and
gi(X°) satisfy (4.6) with initial condition y = g; !(x). This is a contradiction,
since pathwise uniqueness holds for (4.6), and we conclude that pathwise uniqueness
also holds for (4.1). Combined with the existence of weak solutions which can be
obtained by Girsanov’s theorem, this gives existence of strong solutions for all
r € R% and s € [0, 7] by the Yamada—Watanabe theorem (see e.g. [8]).
Let X = X, () be defined as

Xs,t(x) = (g;l o sz,t o gs) (-T)

Then for all z € R? and s € [0, T, the continuous stochastic process (Xs,¢(2))e(s 7]
coincides with the solution (X;*);cs,7) of (4.1) P-a.s. Moreover, X is a forward
stochastic flow of C*#-diffeomorphisms. Indeed, we have P-a.s. that

(Xr,t o Xs,r) (:E) = (g;l o Y;‘,t o gr© gr_l o Y;,T o gs) (:E) = Xs,t(x)
forallz € R and 0 < s < r <t < T, and furthermore

Xss(2) = g5 ' (Ys,s(9s(2))) = z.

Also, x — X, () inherits the diffeomorphism property and the regularity of Y ,,

gs and g; ! This shows that X has the properties of a forward stochastic flow of
C1A_diffeomorphisms, and it is generated by (4.1).

Next, let (b™)nen be a sequence of coefficients for (4.1) converging to b according

o (1.4), and let X7, (z) == ((g;") "'oY, 0g2)(x). Then by the above discussion, X"

is for all n € N a stochastic flow of C'™#-diffeomorphisms. To prove the convergences
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(1.5)—(1.6), we first claim that

(4.18)
sup sup E[ sup ‘X — ijt(m)‘p]
z€R4 s€(0,T) te(s,T)

Sp ™) =9 o + IV o sup E| sup |V () — Yi(2)|"
e eRd  [te(0,T)

for all n € N. Indeed, we have

sup sup E[ sup ‘X —Xs,t(x)‘p] = sup E{ sup ’X Xt(x)’p]
z€R? s€(0,T) te(s,T) z€ERY te(0,T)

= sup B[ s () (77(0) — (00~ ()]
zER4 te(0,T)

and (4.18) follows by inserting
|(98) 7 (Y (@)) — g0 (Ye(@)]” Sp 1098 ™ = 91 MG + V97 I 1YY () = Ye() P

Since we know that (g")_1 — g~ lin L{°CL" from the proof of Lemma 4.7, this
proves (1.5). Next, we claim that
(4.19)

sup sup E[ sup |0; X7 (x) — aiXs,t(x)‘p]
zeR4 s€(0,T) te(s,T)

SP ||v(gn)—1 - vg—IH LCo SlldeE , S;é%)‘a Y )‘p
S €

—_

1

’ 2
, sup E{ sup |Y"(z) — Yt(:c)‘m p} sup E{ sup |8¢Yt"(z)|2p
z€R? te(0,T) zERA te(0,T)

N

+Ivg~P

L™
+ Vg L Teeco SUD E[ sup ‘8Y x) — 8¢Yt(z)|p}

zeRd  [t€(0,T)
foralln € Nand ¢ =1, ...,d. To see this, observe that for the i-th partial derivative,

we have

sup sup E[ sup ’8 X&) — aiXs,t(:E)’p}
zeRL s€(0,T) te(s,T)

- 3] s 70501}

cRd  [te(0,T)
= supE[ sup [0 ((97)” oYﬁ)(m)—@((gt)-lon)(x)»”].
r€R4 te(0,T)

Using the estimate

10:((g8) " o V") (@) = 05((g0) " o V) ()"

S 1V(90) ™" = Vg g Y @) + Vg, 7. [V () = Yi(@)|*P|0,Y) ()|
+[IVgr 16010y () — 8iYy ()

and Holder’s inequality gives (4.19). This proves (1.6) by virtue of (4.12), (4.13)

and (4.14), and concludes part (i) of the proof.
For the proof of (ii) for the backward equation (1.7), we define

Xoa(x) = (95" 0 Yo 0 gt (),

where Y is the backward stochastic flow of CP-diffeomorphisms generated by the
solutions Y** of (4.9), provided by Thm. 4.6. It is evident that a lemma analogous
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to Lemma 4.7 holds. One can now show, in the same way as above, that X is
indeed a backward stochastic flow of C'*#-diffeomorphisms generated by (1.7).

Let us finally prove that the inverse of the forward flow, X ~!, coincides with the
backward flow X. Since (Xs,6(7))tels, 1) satisfies (1.1), we have

¢ ¢
Xs7t(X;t1($)) = X;tl(:n) —|—/ bT(Xs,T(X;tl(:E)))dr —|—/ dW,..

But X! is the inverse of the forward flow X, and thus X, , (X /(z)) = X,/ (2).
This means that

t t t t
X;tl(z):z—/ bT(XT_,tl(x))drf/ dWT:zf/ bT(XT_,tl(x))drf/ AW,

holds P-a.s., which is exactly the equation uniquely satisfied by paths of the back-
ward flow (X, ;(x))sejo,- We conclude that X = X! P-a.s. O

Remark 4.8. There is no technical need to take the Holder exponent o different
from « in (1.4); we have only included this option to adopt the weakest assumptions
necessary to ensure the validity of the proof.

Remark 4.9. The processes (X5 ¢(2))e[s,r) of the forward flow X ;(x) are clearly
C%“-semimartingales (which can be seen directly from (4.1)), but note that they
are not necessarily C'8-semimartingales, even though the flow is a C'#-diffeo-
morphism.

Corollary 4.10. Assume that b satisfies (H1). Let (b™)nen be a convergent se-
quence of coefficients according to (1.4) with corresponding stochastic flows X™ and
X. Then P-a.s. for all (s,t) € [0,T]?, there are subsequences of X7, and (X[';)™!
which converge to X, ; and X;tl locally uniformly on R%. Moreover, P-a.s. for all
(s,t) € [0,T]? there are subsequences of VX7, and V(X!;)~' which converge to
VX, and VX;tl locally uniformly on R%*4,

Proof. We show convergence only for X"™; the other convergences follow by analo-
gous arguments. Using Fubini’s theorem, we have

| [ P - Xl de] <E[ [ sup 1X00) - Xealo)P ]

te(s,T)

- /KE{ sup [ Xa(@) Xs,t(:wlp] da

te(s,T)
for any compact set K C R%. Since the right-hand side converges by Thm. 1.1, we
get P-a.s. convergence in a subsequence of X', to X, ; in Lf, (R%). Taking a further
subsequence, the integrand | X, (z) — X, +(x)|? converges P-a.s. for a.e. x € K. But
since all X, are uniformly C' LB _regular, this yields convergence locally uniformly

on R?. O

5. APPLICATION TO LINEAR SPDES

This section contains proofs of Thm. 1.2 and Thm. 1.3. We begin by explaining
the relevant solution concepts for the STE (1.2) and the SCE (1.3), and the duality
relation between them.

BVj,c-solutions of the STE will be defined as follows.

Definition 5.1. Let uj, € BVioe(R?). A BWge-solution of (1.2) is a random field
u: Qx[0,T] x RY — R with u;(w, ) € BViec(R?) P-ass. for a.e. t € [0,7], such that
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P-a.s. for all ¥ € C2°(R?):

(5.1) ess sup/ I(z) |Vue|(dx) < o0,
t€(0,7) JRrd

and the process t — fRd Yuy dz is a continuous .F;-semimartingale which satisfies

t
/ ud dx = / Ui dx — / 90, - Vu,(dz)dr
Rd Rd 0o Jrd

- /Ot (/Rd ﬁVuT(dz)> o dW,

In (5.2), the derivative Vu denotes the d-dimensional measure with components
Oiu € Moc(R?) for i = 1,...,d. In view of the regularity of b given by (H1), there
is no problem in writing down the product b - Vu. Moreover, since

for all t € [0,T]

BYOur(de) = — O0;0uy dx
R4 R4

and the right-hand side is a continuous .%;-semimartingale, the stochastic integral
is well-defined. It can be written as an It6 integral by observing that

t t 1t
/ ( 19VUT(dx)) odW, = / ( 19VUT(d:E)) AW, — = / V- Vu,(dx)dr,
0 \Jre 0 \Jre 2 Jo Jra

which can bee seen by using 9;¢, i = 1, ..., d, as test functions in (5.2).
Next, we define weak solutions for the SCE.

Definition 5.2. Let ui, € #oc(R?). A weak solution of (1.3) is a random measure
i Q2 x [0,7) x B(RY) — R with pu4(w, ) € Moc(RY) P-a.s. for a.e. t € [0,7], such
that P-a.s. for all ¥ € C°(R?):

esssup [ (x) |ue|(dz) < o0,
te(0,T) JRRd

and the process t — f]Rd ¥ dyy is a continuous F;-semimartingale and satisfies

t
/ ﬂut(dx):/ ﬁuin(dx)Jr// by - VO p (d)dr
R R o Jrd
t
+/ ( Vﬂ,ur(dx)) o dW,
0 \Jre

Note that the product bu in (5.3) is well-defined. As before, the SCE can be
written in It6 form using the formula

/Ot</R Wur(d:c)) odWT/0t</Rd Vﬁur(dz)>dWT+/Ot/Rd AV pu(da)dr,

which can be derived from (5.3) with test functions 9;4, i = 1,...,d.

As in the deterministic case, there is a natural duality between solutions of the
STE and the SCE. To prove this, we will perform calculations on mollified versions
of BVjyc-solutions of the STE and weak solutions of the SCE, and then pass to the
limit. The next lemma will be useful for the latter.

(5.3)

for all t € [0, 7).

Lemma 5.3. Assume that f € L'((0,T); C2(RY)) and let (vi)iepo,r) be a family
of measures in Moc(R?) with fOT Jga (@) 14| (dz)dt < oo for all ¥ € CO(R?). Let
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e = (f*p°) and v = (v*p°) for a family of standard mollifiers (pf)eso in C°(RY).
Then

t t
lim / [ g @i (o) dodr = / [ @ dyar

for all t € 10,T).

The proof of the above lemma is relatively standard, combining the uniform
convergence of f¢ to f and the locally weak-* convergence of v* to v (see e.g. [1]
on local weak-* convergence of measures). We are now able to prove the duality
principle when one of the solutions of the STE and the SCE is sufficiently regular.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that b is a velocity field which satisfies (H1). Let u be a
BVioc-solution of the STE (1.2) with uiy, € Bvloc(Rd), and p a weak solution of the
SCE (1.3) with pin € //AOC(Rd). Assume that either P-a.s.

(i) we LY((0,T);Ce(RY)  or (1) e L'((0,T);CARY),

where the last condition should be understood as p having a compactly supported,
continuous density w.r.t. the Lebesque measure on R*. Then

(5.4) [ w@mtdn) = [ wnl@pin(o)
P-a.s. for a.e. t € [0,T].

Proof. Let (p%)e>0 be a family of standard mollifiers in C2°(R?). Since u and
are solutions of (5.2) and (5.3), the mollified functions u$(z) = (us * p°)(x) and
15 = Jpa p°(x — y) dpe(y) are continuous .F-semimartingales and satisfy

¢ ¢
uy = uj, + / (by - Vu,)® dr + / Vus o dW,,
0 0

t t
pE = p, + / V- (brpy)® dr + / Vus o dW,
0 0

P-a.s. for all ¢ € [0, T], where the other terms are defined similarly as convolutions
against p°. It0’s formula for the product gives

t t
Ui:u’f = Uian:u’ian + / (br : VU’I‘)E/’[’i dr + / uiv ’ (bT:u’T)E dr
0 0

¢ t
+ / Vuius odW, + / usVus o dW,.
0 0

Assume first that condition (i) holds. Then u$ has compact support in R for
a.e. t € [0,7], and integrating the product u®uc yields

t
/Rd upi dr = /Rd us 15, d +/O /Rd (by - Vu, ) s dedr

t
f// Vi - (brpy)® dadr,
0 JRd

where we have changed the order of integration and then used integration by parts
to cancel the stochastic integrals. Choose t € [0,T] such that p; € #oc(R?) and
u; € CHR?) P-a.s. Then u converges locally weak- to g, and uf converges
uniformly to u; on R%, so we get

i [ i) de = [ w@pis)

e—0 R4 R4
P-a.s. By Lemma 5.3 the last two terms in (5.5) both converge P-a.s. to

[ [0 Fu e

(5.5)
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which means that in the limit we are left with (5.4) P-a.s. for a.e. t € [0,T].
If condition (ii) holds instead of (i), a similar argument with Vu taking the role
of the measure yields the same conclusion. [

At this point, we have all the necessary ingredients to prove Thm. 1.2. However,
before proceeding, we should first define a suitable notion of uniqueness. We will
say that uniqueness holds if

(5.6) P(us(z) = v(z) for a.e. x € R and a.e. t € [0,7]) =

for any two BVjec-solutions u and v of (1.2).

Proof of Thm. 1.2. We first claim that the function us(x) = ui,(X; ' (z)) is a solu-
tion of (1.2) in the sense of Def. 5.1, where X is the stochastic flow of C'*#-diffeo-
morphisms from Thm. 1.1. Note that by a change of variables,

(5.7) g Hax)ue(z) de = g H Xe(2)) det (VX (x))uin (x) dz

holds P-a.s. for all ¥ € C.(R?), from which we infer that ¢ — [, 9(z)us(z) dz is a
continuous .%;-semimartingale. Moreover, from the identity

(5.8) /]Rd I(x) O;ue(dx) = /]Rd 19(Xt(z))det(VXt(:c))(aiXt_l)(Xt(:r)) - Vin (d)
(see [6]) we obtain

(@) [dyur|(dz) < sup d(@)(x) Oiuy(dz)
Rd wGCC(Rd) Rd
l<1

< /Rd [9(X¢(2))] det(VXe(2)) | (0: X7 ) (Xe(2)]| Vi (da)

for i = 1,...,d, which proves (5.1) P-a.s. for all ¢ € C>(R%) for the function
() = uin (X5 (2)).

We show that ui,(X; ' (z)) satisfies equation (5.1). Let u® = (ui, * p°) for a
family of standard mollifiers (p?)so, and let furthermore X¢ be the flow gener-
ated by the mollified drift b° = (b * p°), where (p®).>0 is another family of stan-
dard molliﬁers Then a classical result (see [12, Chap. 4.4]) is that the function
u® =ud (X§)"'(z)) satisfies
(5.9)

t t
Vudsde = [ Yudde + / VbE - Vude dedr + / ( IVude dm) o dW,
R4 0 JR4 0

Rd

P-a.s. for all ¥ € C°(RY) and ¢ € [0,T]. In short, this can be obtained using the
forward formula

Rd

(X5)~ —x—/VXE 2)bE (x dr—/VXE Y(x) o dW,

for the backward flow (X§)~!, combined with Ito’s formula for the composition
uin © (X£)71. The identities (5.7) and (5.8) imply that we can pass § — 0 in (5.9)
and get

t t
(5.10) Yuj de = Vin dx—i—/ Ib;-Vu; dmdr—i—/ (
Re o Jre 0

IVus d:z:) odW,,
Rd

Rd

due to convergence of ufn to uiy for a.e. x € R?* and local weak-x convergence of
Vud to Vui,. It remains to show that each term in (5.10) converges as ¢ — 0.
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Since for all ¢ € [0,77], the mollified inverse flow (X£)~! converges P-a.s. locally
uniformly in a subsequence to X, ! by Cor. 4.10, we have

lim Ju;" dr = lim 92w (X)) H(2)) da

en—0 Rd en—0 Rd

:/}Rdﬁ(z)uin(Xfl(z))dz:/Rd Juy dz

P-a.s. for all ¢ € [0, T] by dominated convergence. Moreover, we have that for all
€ [0,T], Vui converges in a subsequence P-a.s. locally weak-* to Vu; on R
Indeed,

lim [ d(x)Oiu;" (dx)

en—0 9

=lim [ (X" (2)) det(VX;" (2)) (9:(X;) ™) (X7) - Vuin (d)

- /]R D0X(0) det (VX () (90X ) () - Vot ) = [9 9() Dyus (dx)

for all ¥ € C°(R%) and i = 1, ...,d, also by Cor. 4.10. We infer that the last two
terms of (5.10) converge along a subsequence, so that we are left with (5.1).

Suppose that u is any BVi,c-solution of (1.2) for given usy, € BVioc(R?). P-a.s. for
all ¥ € C.(R?), we then have

9@ ue(Xo(z)) do = / w(a) (X)) = [ 9(a)uia(a) da

R4 R4

for a.e. t € [0, T] by Lemma 5.4, since
(X)) = 0(X; () det (VX ()2

is a weak solution of the SCE (5.3) which P-a.s. belongs to L'((0,7); C°(R%)). This
implies that u;(x) = uin(X; ' (z)) P-a.s. for a.e. z € R and t € [0,T], and thereby
uniqueness in the sense of (5.6). O

Remark 5.5. The fact that us(z) = uin(X; *(2)) is a BVjge-solution to the STE
can be verified without smoothing the initial data and the flow, using (5.7) and the
formulas for X;(x) and VX¢(z). However, this requires more calculation, and is
not necessary when stability of the backward flow w.r.t. smoothing of the drift is
known.

We finally prove Thm. 1.3, where uniqueness shall be defined as

(5.11) P(/ Iduy = / ¥ du; for all ¥ € C°(R?) and a.e. t € [O,T]> =1
Rd Rd
for any two weak solutions p and v.

Proof of Thm. 1.3. We claim that the measure p; = (X¢)g/in is a weak solution
of the SCE (1.3). Since

(5.12) [ @ mtin) = [ 90X0(@) pin(o)

the process t — fRd Jdu is a continuous Fi-semimartingale, and applying It6’s
formula on the right-hand side of (5.12), we see that p; is indeed a weak solution

of (1.3).

Let now p be a any weak solution of (1.3). Then

I(x) (X, ) g e (d) / HX; ) pe(dx) = Hx) pin (dz)

Rd Rd



STOCHASTIC FLOWS FOR HOLDER DRIFTS 27

by Lemma 5.4, since 9(X,; '(x)) is a BVjoe-solution of the STE which is also P-
a.s. in L1((0,T); C1(R%)). This proves the representation formula (1.9), and thus
uniqueness in the sense of (5.11). O

APPENDIX A. A GRONWALL-TYPE INEQUALITY

When proving a priori regularity for solutions of the parabolic PDE (3.1), we
would like to use a quantitative Gronwall-type inequality for time-dependent func-
tions w which satisfies an integral inequality

(A1) u(t) < f(t) +/O g(t — s)u(s)ds

on (0,7T), where f and g are nonnegative functions. In [4, Lemma 3.1] it is claimed
that (A.1) implies

(A2) )< 70+ [ 161ate - e [ ot ryar) as

on (0,7T), given that g € L*(0,7) and gu € L'(0,T). (Their result is written
backward in time, but can easily be converted to the above by a change of variables).
This claim is not true in general, as the following example shows: If

ul)=1+t,  ft)=1, g(t)=e".
Then u(t) satisfies (A.1) with equality, but the right-hand side of (A.2) is

t t
1+ / e” (=% exp (/ e (=) dr) ds=e'"¢ " <1+t
0 s

for all ¢ > 0. The inequality (A.2) would be valid if one in addition assumed g
to be nondecreasing, but this is not the case for terms of the form 1/t? typically
appearing in heat kernel estimates.

To correct this situation, we prove a slightly different, more general result.

Proposition A.1. Assume that u € L*°(0,T) satisfies the integral inequality

t
(A3 u®) < 10+ [ glt.)h(s)u(s)ds
0
for a.e. t € (0,T), where f, g, h are nonnegative functions such that f € L*°(0,T),

sup ||g(t, )|l Lr(o,) < 00
€

)

and h € L1(0,T), for Y/p+1/q¢ =1 with p,q € (1,00). Then for a.e. t € (0,T), there
18 a constant

E = E( sup ||g(s,-)llr0,s)s ||h||Lq(0,t)) >0

s€(0,t)
which is continuous and nondecreasing in the two arguments, such that
(A4) u(t) < Ellfllze(o.)-

Proof. Define the operator

ﬂmw:AmwMMMM&

which is clearly linear and nondecreasing in the first argument. Then (A.3) can be
written as u(t) < f(¢t) + Z[u](t). Tterating this inequality N times yields

N
(A.5) u(t) < Y TS + IV [l (2),
n=0
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where Z°[f] = f and Z"[f] = Z o ... o Z[f]. We claim that

n

sup gls "p s h nq ) f -0
(n!)¥ sen) lg(s: Moo, 1PN Z a0,y ) I1F o0,

(A6) T < (

for all n > 0. If this is indeed the case, then we can pass N — oo in (A.5), and
obtain the bound

A7) ult (Z s ot >||zp<0,s>|h|zq<0,t>> 1 llz~0.

q

E

We prove (A.6) by induction. Using Hélder’s inequality, Z'[f] is clearly bounded
by

Z'AE) < gt ) eo.n 1P a0l fll 0.
< Stlopt) 9(s, ) zr,s) 1l Lago,e) 1 f | Lo (0,0

Assuming that (A.6) holds, we have

1 K n n
o (t) < (/o g(t,s)h(s) Sup)Hg(ﬁ e, 1Pl a0, ds) [ fllze(0.6)

re(0,s

1 t v
< (/ P(t,5) sup Ng(r, ) d )
(nh)a \Jo r€(0,s)

' 1
([ H 0 @5) 1l

For the second integral, we use the identity

/t hi(s ”h”woé)ds—/ hq()(/shq()dr)nds
[ ) ) e -

([ )™

due to the integrand h? - ... - h? being symmetric over the (n + 1)-dimensional
hyperplane {s = r; = ... = r,}. For the first integral, we have
t t
[ a7t.s) sup llatr )y ds < sup lo(s ) [ o75)ds
0 re(0,s) s€(0,t) 0
+1
< sup [lg(s, ) Srto s
s€(0,t)
This concludes the induction step and thereby (A.6). O
For the special case g(t,s) = g(t — s), the result can be simplified somewhat:
Since in this case sup,e (g4 19(s = )llLr(0.s) = [l9llLr(0,1), We obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary A.2. Assume that g(t,s) = g(t — s). Then (A.4) holds with a constant
E = E(l9llze0.6) 1Pl La0,1))-
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