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STOCHASTIC FLOWS FOR HÖLDER DRIFTS AND

TRANSPORT/CONTINUITY EQUATIONS WITH NOISE

MAGNUS C. ØRKE

Abstract. We prove existence of a stochastic flow of diffeomorphisms gener-

ated by SDEs with drift in L
q

tC
0,α
x for any q ∈ [2,∞) and α ∈ (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 BVloc-solutions
of stochastic transport equations and weak solutions of stochastic continuity

equations with so-called transport noise and velocity fields in L
q

tC
0,α
x . For

both equations, solutions may fail to be unique in the deterministic setting.

1. Introduction

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space and (Wt)t≥0 a d-dimensional Brownian
motion with respect to a given complete and right-continuous filtration (Ft)t≥0.
For a bounded time interval [0, T ], we assume that b : Rd× [0, T ] → R

d is a function
which satisfies the hypothesis

(H1) b ∈ Lq
(
(0, T );C0,α(Rd;Rd)

)
for q ∈ [2,∞), α ∈ (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)

(1.1)

{
dXt = bt(Xt) dt+ dWt for t > s,

Xs = x,

with x ∈ R
d. 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
d. Second, the

stochastic transport equation (STE)

(1.2) du + b · ∇u dt+∇u ◦ dWt = 0, ut=0 = uin,

where uin : R
d → R is a function of locally bounded variation. We use the notation

b · ∇u =
∑d
i=1 b

i∂iu and ∇u ◦ dW =
∑d

i=1 ∂iu ◦ dW i
t , where ∂iu ◦ dW i

t denotes
Stratonovich integration. Thirdly, the stochastic continuity equation (SCE)

(1.3) dµ+∇ · (bµ) dt+∇µ ◦ dWt = 0, µt=0 = µin,

where µin is a locally finite (signed) Radon measure onR
d, and∇·(bµ) = ∑d

i=1 ∂i(b
iµ).

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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2 STOCHASTIC FLOWS FOR HÖLDER DRIFTS

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 C1,β-diffeomorphisms X = Xs,t(x, ω), defined for s, t ∈ [0, T ],
on R

d, for all β < α. More precisely, we have the following:

(i) For any x ∈ R
d and s ∈ [0, T ], the SDE (1.1) has a unique (strong) solution

(Xs,x
t )t∈[s,T ]. The family of solutions (Xs,x

t ; 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R
d) has a

modification, denoted by X = Xs,t(x, ω), which for all β < α is a forward
stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms on R

d. Let (bn)n∈N be a convergent
sequence of functions such that

(1.4) (bn) ⊂ LqtC
0,α
x ; lim

n→∞
bn = b in LqtC

0,α′

x

for some α′ > 0, with corresponding forward flows (Xn)n∈N. Then for any
p > 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

|Xn
s,t(x)−Xs,t(x)|p

]

= 0,(1.5)

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

‖∇Xn
s,t(x) −∇Xs,t(x)‖p

]

= 0.(1.6)

(ii) For any x ∈ R
d and t ∈ [0, T ], the backward SDE

(1.7) Xx,t
s = x−

∫ t

s

br(X
x,t
r ) dr − (Wt −Ws)

has a unique (strong) solution (Xx,t
s )s∈[0,t], and the family of solutions

(Xx,t
s (x); 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R

d) has a modification, denoted by X−1 = X−1
s,t (x, ω),

which is a backward stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms on R
d for all

β < α. It is P-a.s. the inverse of the forward flow X. If
(
(Xn)−1

)

n∈N

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

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
t∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
s∈(0,t)

|(Xn
s,t)

−1(x) −X−1
s,t (x)|p

]

= 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
t∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
s∈(0,t)

‖∇(Xn
s,t)

−1(x)−∇X−1
s,t (x)‖p

]

= 0.

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 Xt for X0,t and

X−1
t for X−1

0,t .

Theorem 1.2. Assume that b satisfies (H1), and let uin ∈ BVloc(R
d). Then there

exists a unique BVloc-solution of the STE (1.2) which is given by

(1.8) ut(x) = uin(X
−1
t (x)),

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 µin ∈ Mloc(R
d). Then there

exists a unique weak solution of the SCE (1.3) which is given by

(1.9) µt = (Xt)#µin,

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 : Rd × [0, T ] → R

d be a deterministic, twice continuously differentiable function.
If Xt is a solution of the SDE (1.1), then by Itô’s formula the composition vt(Xt)
satisfies the system of equations

(1.10) dvt(Xt) =
(
∂tvt + bt · ∇vt +

1

2
∆vt

)
(Xt) dt+∇vt(Xt) · dWt

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

(1.11)







∂tv + b · ∇v + 1

2
∆v = λv − b in R

d × (0, T )

vt=T ≡ 0,

for some λ > 0, then (1.10) is equivalent to

dvt(Xt) =
(
λvt − bt

)
(Xt) dt+∇vt(Xt) · dWt.

Let gt(x) := x+ vt(x), and assume that gt(·) is invertible on R
d. Then the process

Yt := gt(Xt) satisfies

(1.12) dYt = λvt(g
−1
t (Yt)) dt+

(
I +∇vt(g−1

t (Yt))
)
dWt,

where I is the identity matrix. The upshot here is that the coefficients in (1.12)
turn out to be more regular than the coefficients 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, T );C0,α(Rd;Rd)) and constant diffusion generate unique for-
ward stochastic flows of C1,β-diffeomorphisms, for all β < α. Based on the ex-
istence and regularity of such a flow, they proved that the STE with initial data
uin ∈ L∞(Rd) has a unique weak solution given by the representation formula
(1.8), provided additionally that the drift satisfies div b ∈ Lp(Rd × [0, T ]) for some
p ∈ (2,∞), or alternatively div b ∈ L1

loc(R
d × [0, T ]) and α > 1/2. Moreover, they

proved that if uin ∈ BVloc, then BVloc-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
α > 2/q. Although this is similar to Thm. 1.1, note that the additional requirement
α > 2/q—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) b ∈ Lq((0, T );Lp(Rd;Rd)) for
2

q
+
d

p
< 1, p ≥ 2, q > 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. Röck-
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 LqtC

2,α
x -

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 ‖∇vi‖L∞(Rd) can be made arbitrarily
small at the expense of the parameter λ, ensuring that the function x 7→ x+ vt(x)
is invertible. To this end, we will provide a self-contained proof tailored to our
requirements.

We will considerBVloc-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 BVloc-solutions for the STE when b ∈ L∞

t C
0,α
x , 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 div b. In [17], existence and uniqueness of distributional solutions
was proved given that div b ∈ L1

tL
∞
x and Sobolev initial data, in addition to (H1)

with α > 2/q. 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
d, and ‖ · ‖ is the

Hilbert-Schmidt matrix norm. Temporal evaluation will often be written in sub-
script (e.g. vt, Wt), while spatial indices will be written in superscript (e.g. xi,
vi). An exception is ∂if , by which we denote the partial derivative of f with re-
spect to xi. A standard mollifier ρε on R

d is a function ρε(x) = ε−dρ(x/ε) for
0 ≤ ρ ∈ C∞

c (Rd) with
∫

Rd ρ dx = 1. We denote by a ∨ 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 .a, meaning that an
inequality holds up to a constant C(a).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Function spaces. The space C0,α(Rd), for α ∈ (0, 1), will be the collection
of bounded functions f : Rd → R with norm

‖f‖C0,α(Rd) = ‖f‖C0(Rd) + [f ]C0,α(Rd) = sup
x∈Rd

|f(x)| + sup
x,y∈R

d

x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|α <∞.

(If f is a matrix-valued function, replace the Euclidian norm by the matrix norm.)
For k ∈ N0 := {0, 1, 2, ...}, the space Ck,α(Rd) comprises functions with finite norm

‖f‖Ck,α(Rd) = ‖f‖Ck(Rd) + [f ]Ck,α(Rd) =
k∑

j=0

max
|ν|=j

‖∂νf‖C0(Rd) + max
|ν|=k

[∂νf ]C0,α(Rd),

where ν is any multi-index ν = (ν1, ..., νd). Let m ∈ N0 such that m ≤ k. Then an
equivalent norm for Ck,α(Rd) is, abusing notation,

(2.1) ‖f‖Ck,α(Rd) = ‖f‖Cm(Rd) + max
|ν|=m

sup
h∈R

d

|h|≤1

∥
∥∆k+1−m

h [∂νf ]
∥
∥
C0(Rd)

|h|k+α−m ,

where ∆l
h[·] denotes the l-th order iterated difference operator ∆h[f ] given by

∆h[f ](x) = f(x+ h)− f(x) (see [15, Sec. 1.2.2]). We say that the function f be-
longs to Lq((0, T );Ck,α(Rd)) if

‖f‖Lq((0,T );Ck,α(Rd)) =

(∫ T

0

‖ft‖qCk,α(Rd)
dt

) 1
q

<∞.

For simplicity, Lq(0, T ) will be abbreviated as Lqt and similarly Lq((0, T ), Ck,α(Rd))
as LqtC

k,α
x . These spaces are Banach spaces.

Let Mloc(R
d) be the space of locally finite Radon measures on R

d, meaning
that µ ∈ Mloc(R

d) if |µ|(K) < ∞ for all compact K ⊂ R
d, where |µ| denotes

the total variation measure of µ. A function f ∈ L1
loc(R

d) belongs to BVloc(R
d) if

its distributional derivatives can be represented as measures ∂if ∈ Mloc(R
d), for

i = 1, ..., d. We refer to [1] for details on the spaces of BVloc-functions and locally
finite measures.

2.2. Forward and backward Itô integral. Recall that (Ω,F , (Ft)t,P) is a given
stochastic basis with a d-dimensional Brownian motion (Wt)t. Here, there will be
no loss in generality in assuming that (Ft)t is the filtration generated by (Wt)t. A
two-parameter filtration (Fs,t)0≤s≤t≤T is a complete family of sub σ-algebras of F

which satisfies Fs,t ⊂ Fs′,t′ for all s
′ ≤ s ≤ t ≤ t′ and moreover ∩ε>0Fs,t+ε = Fs,t

and ∩ε>0Fs−ε,t = Fs,t. We will take (Fs,t)0≤s≤t≤T to be the completed σ-algebra
generated by (Wu − Wr)s≤r≤u≤t. Let Mt be a continuous stochastic process
on [0, T ]. It is a forward martingale adapted to Fs,t if it is integrable, the pro-
cess Mt −Ms is Fs,t-measurable and satisfies E[Mr −Ms|Fs,t] =Mt −Ms for all
s ≤ t ≤ r. Similarly, it is a backward martingale if E[Mr−Mt|Fs,t] =Ms−Mt for
all r ≤ s ≤ t. Let Xt be a continuous stochastic process which is Fs,t-adapted. It
is a forward/backward semimartingale if it is a sum of a forward/backward Fs,t-
martingale and a continuous Fs,t-adapted process of bounded variation.
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LetXt be a backward semimartingale w.r.t. Fs,t. Then the backward Itô integral
is defined as

∫ t

s

fr d̂Xr := lim
n→∞

n−1∑

k=0

ftk+1∨s(Xtk+1∨s −Xtk∨s),

whenever the right-hand side converges in probability for any sequence of partitions
0 = t0 ≤ t1 ≤ ... ≤ tn = t of [0, t] with vanishing mesh size. The backward stochastic
calculus in this setting is completely parallell to the forward calculus; see [12].

LetXt(x) be a (forward) stochastic process with a parameter x ∈ R
d. For k ∈ N0,

it is called a Ck,β -valued process if for all t ∈ [0, T ] and P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the map
x 7→ Xt(x, ω) belongs to C

k,β(Rd). If in addition ∂νXt(x) is a family of continuous
semimartingales for all |ν| ≤ k, then is is called a (forward) Ck,β-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 = Xs,t(x, ω), defined for s, t ∈ [0, T ] and
x ∈ R

d, be a continuous R
d-valued random field on (Ω,F ,P). It is a stochastic

flow of homeomorphisms if for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, the family (Xs,t(ω))s,t∈[0,T ] is a flow
of homeomorphisms, i.e.

(i) Xs,t(ω) = Xr,t(ω) ◦Xs,r(ω) for all s, r, t ∈ [0, T ],
(ii) Xs,s(ω, x) = x for all s ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ R

d,
(iii) Xs,t(ω) : R

d → R
d is a homeomorphism on R

d for all s, t ∈ [0, T ].

We say that X is a stochastic flow of Ck-diffeomorphisms if

(iv) Xs,t(ω) is k times differentiable w.r.t. x, and the derivatives are continuous
in (x, s, t).

If in addition to (iv), the derivatives are Hölder continuous with exponent β w.r.t. x,
we say that X is a stochastic flow of Ck,β -diffeomorphisms.

The restriction of the flow to the forward temporal variables (Xs,t)0≤s≤t≤T will
be called the forward flow. Similarly, the backward flow is the restriction to the
backward variables. It will be denoted by (X−1

s,t )0≤s≤t≤T , in view of the relation

X−1
s,t = Xt,s for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T .
Stochastic flows of homeomorphisms can be related to solutions of stochastic

differential equations as follows. Let (Xx,s
t ; 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R

d) 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
(Xx,s

t ; 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R
d) of solutions. Of course, this also implies that

for any x ∈ R
d and s ∈ [0, T ], the process (Xs,t(x))t∈[s,T ] (or a version of it) is a

solution of (1.1). Equivalently, a backward flow of homeomorphisms X−1
s,t (x) is said

to be generated by (1.7) if it is a modification of the system of backward solutions
(Xx,t

s : 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R
d).

3. Parabolic PDEs with coefficients in LqtC
0,α
x

In this section, we consider the PDE

(3.1)

{

∂tv + b · ∇v + λv = ∆v + f in R
d × (0, T ),

vt=0 ≡ 0,

where v : Rd × [0, T ] → 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 ∈ Lq((0, T );C0,α(Rd)) for q ∈ [2,∞), α ∈ (0, 1).
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Our aim is to find solutions of (3.1) in the class

W
1,q
2,α(T ) :=

{
v ∈ LqtC

2,α
x ∩ L∞

t C
1,α
x , ∂tv ∈ LqtC

0,α
x

}
,

with bounded norm ‖v‖
W

1,q
2,α(T ) := ‖v‖Lq

tC
2,α
x

+ ‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

+ ‖∂tv‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

, according

to the following definition.

Definition 3.1. A solution of (3.1) is a function v ∈ W
1,q
2,α(T ) which satisfies

(3.2)

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

v∂tϕdxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(
b · ∇v + λv −∆v − f

)
ϕdxdt

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × [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 Kt(x) := (4πt)−d/2 exp(−|x|2/4t).

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

(3.3) vt(x) =

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)
(
Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)

)
(x) ds

for all x ∈ R
d and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Remark 3.3. With nonzero initial data vt=0 = vin, the solution would be given by
the implicit formula

vt(x) = e−λt(Kt ∗ vin)(x) +
∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)
(
Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)

)
(x) ds.

A natural class of initial data in this setting would be C0,α(Rd), for which solutions

in W
2,α
1,q (T ) can be obtained.

Proof. For arbitrary ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × [0, T ]), define the function

ϕ(x, t) := −
∫ T

t

e−λ(s−t)
(
Ks−t(·) ∗ ψ(·, s)

)
(x) ds.

Then ϕ satisfies the equation ∂tϕ + ∆ϕ = λϕ + ψ on R
d × (0, T ), with terminal

condition ϕ(x, T ) ≡ 0. Moreover, due to the exponential decay of the heat kernel, it
is easy to see by an approximation argument that ϕ can be used as a test function
for v in (3.2). This gives
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

vψ dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

v(∂tϕ+∆ϕ− λϕ) dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(b · ∇v − f)ϕdxdt

= −
∫ T

0

∫

Rd

∫ T

t

(b · ∇v − f)e−λ(s−t)
(
Ks−t(·) ∗ ψ(·, s)

)
(x) dsdxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ψ

(∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)(Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)) ds
)

dxdt

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

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 ∈ C0,α(Rd) for some α ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a constant
C = C(α, d) > 0 such that

(3.4) ‖∂ν(Kt ∗ f)‖L∞
x

≤ Ct
α−|ν|

2 [f ]C0,α
x

for all t > 0 and |ν| ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Proof. Since the derivatives ∂νKt(x) integrate to zero on R
d for any t > 0 and

|ν| ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we have

|∂ν(Kt ∗ f)(x)| =
∣
∣

∫

Rd

∂νKt(x − y)f(y) dy
∣
∣ =

∣
∣

∫

Rd

∂νKt(x− y)(f(y)− f(x)) dy
∣
∣

≤ [f ]C0,α
x

∫

Rd

|∂νKt(x − y)||x− y|α dy.

Using that |∂νKt(x)| . t−|ν|/2K2t(x) on R
d, the last integral can be bounded by

∫

Rd

|∂νKt(x− y)||x− y|α dy .
1

t
|ν|
2

1

(4πt)
d
2

∫

Rd

e−
|x−y|2

8t |x− y|α dy

=
1

t
|ν|−α

2

1

(4π)
d
2

∫

Rd

e−
|z|2

8 |z|α dz,

where we have used the change of variables z = (x− y)/
√
t. Since the final integral

is bounded by some constant depending only on α and d, we conclude that (3.4)
holds. �

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 λ > 0 there exists a constant

Cf = Cf
(
α, d, q, T, ‖b‖Lq

tC
0,α
x
, ‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

)
≥ 0

such that ‖v‖
W

1,q
2,α

≤ Cf . The constant Cf is continuous w.r.t. ‖f‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

and admits

the limit

(3.5) lim
‖f‖

L
q
t
C

0,α
x

→0
Cf = 0.

In particular, solutions are unique. Furthermore, we have limλ→∞ ‖v‖L∞
t C

1
x
= 0.

Proof. Let v be a solution of (3.1). We first make the following claim.

Claim 1. There is a constant C
(1)
f = C

(1)
f

(
α, d, q, T, ‖b‖Lq

tC
0,α
x
, ‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

)
≥ 0 such

that ‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

≤ C
(1)
f .

Proof of Claim 1. To estimate ‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

, it would suffice to bound

ηh(t) := ‖vt‖L∞
x
+ ‖∇vt‖L∞

x
+

‖∆h[∇vt]‖L∞
x

|h|α

uniformly for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) and h ∈ R
d \{0}. Using Young’s convolution inequality

and that ‖Kt−s‖L1
x
.d 1 yields

(3.6)

‖vt‖L∞
x

.d

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)
(
‖fs‖L∞

x
+ ‖bs‖L∞

x
‖∇vs‖L∞

x

)
ds

≤
∫ t

0

‖fs‖L∞
x
+ ‖bs‖L∞

x
‖∇vs‖L∞

x
ds
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Differentiating (3.3), we obtain

(3.7)

‖∇vt‖L∞
x

.α,d

∫ t

0

e−λ(t−s)

(t− s)
1−α
2

[fs − bs · ∇vs]C0,α
x

ds

.d

∫ t

0

1

(t− s)
1−α
2

(
‖fs‖C0,α

x
+ ‖bs‖C0,α

x
‖vs‖C1,α

x

)
ds,

where we have used Lemma 3.4. To estimate the term ‖∆h[∇vt]‖L∞
x
/|h|α in ηh,

observe first that if |h| > 1, then

(3.8)
‖∆h[∇vt]‖L∞

x

|h|α < 2‖∇vt‖L∞
x
.

If on the other hand |h| ≤ 1, we have

(3.9) ‖∆h[∇vt]‖L∞
x

≤
∫ t

0

∥
∥∆h

[
∇
(
Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)

)]∥
∥
L∞

x

ds,

which can be obtained by differentiating (3.3) and applying the difference opera-
tor ∆h. We will use two different ways to bound the integrand on the right-hand
side of (3.9): one on the interval

(
0, (t−|h|2)∨0

)
, and one on the remaining interval

(
(t−|h|2)∨0, t

)
. First, by Lemma 3.4, we have for any g ∈ C0,α(Rd) and i = 1, ..., d

that

∥
∥∆h[∂i(Kt−s ∗ g)]

∥
∥
L∞

x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ 1

0

∂

∂r
∂i(Kt−s ∗ g)(·+ rh) dr

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

x

≤ |h|
∥
∥∇(∂i(Kt−s ∗ g))

∥
∥
L∞

x

.α,d
|h|

(t− s)
2−α
2

[g]C0,α
x
.

Second, we use
∥
∥∆h[∇(Kt−s ∗ g)]

∥
∥
L∞

x

≤ 2
∥
∥∇(Kt−s ∗ g)

∥
∥
L∞

x

.α,d
1

(t− s)
1−α

2

[g]C0,α
x
,

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

‖∆h[∇vt]‖L∞
x

.α,d |h|
∫ (t−|h|2)∨0

0

1

(t− s)
2−α

2

[fs − bs · ∇vs]C0,α
x

ds

+

∫ t

(t−|h|2)∨0

1

(t− s)
1−α

2

[fs − bs · ∇vs]C0,α
x

ds.

Dividing by |h|α, we have

(3.10)

‖∆h[∇vt]‖L∞
x

|h|α .α,d

∫ t

0

( |h|1−α

(t− s)
2−α
2

1{|h|2<t−s} +
|h|−α

(t− s)
1−α

2

1{t−s<|h|2}

)

×
(
‖fs‖C0,α

x
+ ‖bs‖C0,α

x
‖vs‖C1,α

x

)
ds.

For s ∈ (0, t), define the function

wh(t− s) := 1 +
1

(t− s)
1−α

2

+

( |h|1−α

(t− s)
2−α

2

1{|h|2<t−s} +
|h|−α

(t− s)
1−α
2

1{t−s<|h|2}

)

1{|h|≤1}.

The motivation for this definition is to organize the coefficients that appear in the
estimates for each term in ηh(t) in a single function. Indeed, adding together (3.6),
(3.7), (3.8) and (3.10), we see that

(3.11) ηh(t) .α,d

∫ t

0

wh(t− s)‖fs‖C0,α
x

ds+

∫ t

0

wh(t− s)‖bs‖C0,α
x

‖vs‖C1,α
x

ds.
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Let us now fix ε > 0. Since sup06=h∈Rd ηh(t) = ‖vt‖C1,α
x

, there exists for all t ∈ (0, T )

some hεt ∈ R
d \ {0} such that

‖vt‖C1,α
x

≤ ηhε
t
(t) + ε.

Inserting this in (3.11) yields
(3.12)

‖vt‖C1,α
x

.α,d ε+

∫ t

0

whε
t
(t− s)‖fs‖C0,α

x
ds+

∫ t

0

whε
t
(t− s)‖bs‖C0,α

x
‖vs‖C1,α

x
ds

for all t ∈ (0, T ). Denote the first integral on the right-hand side by It, and let p
be such that 1/p + 1/q = 1. Towards applying Prop. A.1, we claim that I ∈ L∞

t

and supt∈(0,T ) ‖whε
t
‖Lp(0,t) < ∞. Beginning with whε

t
, we have by Minkowski’s

inequality that for any t ∈ (0, T ) and h ∈ R
d \ {0},

‖wh‖Lp(0,t) ≤
(∫ t

0

(
1 +

1

r
(1−α)

2

)p
dr

) 1
p

+

[

|h|1−α
(∫ t∨|h|2

|h|2

1

r
(2−α)p

2

dr

) 1
p

+ |h|−α
(∫ |h|2

0

1

r
(1−α)p

2

dr

) 1
p
]

1{|h|≤1}.

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

|h|1−αT 1
p
−1+α

2 + |h| 2p−1,

and since p ∈ (1, 2], the factor |h|2/p−1 can be further bounded by 1 for all |h| ≤ 1.
This means that ‖wh‖Lp(0,t) is uniformly bounded for all t ∈ (0, T ) and h ∈ R

d\{0},
and consequently

(3.13) sup
t∈(0,T )

‖whε
t
‖Lp(0,t) ≤ C(α, q, T ) <∞.

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

(3.14) It =

∫ t

0

whε
t
(t− s)‖fs‖C0,α

x
ds ≤ ‖whε

t
‖Lp(0,t)‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

.α,q,T ‖f‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

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

‖vt‖C1,α
x

≤ E

(

C(α, d) sup
s∈(0,t)

‖whε
s
‖Lp(0,s), ‖b‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

)
(
ε+ C(α, d)‖I‖L∞(0,t)

)

≤ E

(

C(α, d, q, T ), ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

)
(
ε+ C(α, d, q, T )‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

)
,

where E is the constant defined in (A.7) and C(α, 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, T ). Since ε was arbitrary, we pass ε → 0 and

denote the right-hand side by C
(1)
f . �

It is clear from (3.15) that C
(1)
f is continuous in the arguments ‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

and

‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

, and that C
(1)
f → 0 when ‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

→ 0. Moreover, since C
(1)
f is inde-

pendent of λ, passing λ → ∞ in (3.6) and (3.7) yields limλ→∞ ‖v‖L∞
t C

1
x
= 0 (by

dominated convergence).
Towards proving higher order Hölder regularity, we next propose the following.

Claim 2. There is a constant C
(2)
f = C

(2)
f

(
α, d, q, T, ‖b‖Lq

tC
0,α
x
, ‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

)
≥ 0 such

that ‖v‖Lq
tC

2,α
x

≤ C
(2)
f .
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Proof of Claim 2. Let h ∈ R
d \ {0}. Differentiating (3.3) and applying a second-

order difference operator gives

(3.16)

∆2
h[∇vt] =

∫ t

0

∆2
h

[
∇Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)

]
ds

=

∫ (t−|h|2)∨0

0

∆2
h

[
∇Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)

]
ds

+

∫ t

(t−|h|2)∨0

(
∆h[∇Kt−s] ∗∆h[fs − bs · ∇vs]

)
ds

=: I
(1)
t + I

(2)
t .

By Lemma 3.4, we have for any g ∈ C0,α(Rd) and i = 1, ..., d that

∥
∥∆2

h[∂iKt−s ∗ g]
∥
∥
L∞

x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

∫ 1

0

(∫ 1

0

∇2(∂iKt−s ∗ g)(·+ (l + r)h)h dr

)

· h dl
∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

x

≤ |h|2‖∇2(∂iKt ∗ g)‖L∞
x

.α,d
|h|2

(t− s)
3−α
2

[g]C0,α
x
.

Using this to estimate I(1) = I
(1)
t (x), we obtain

‖I(1)t ‖L∞
x

≤
∫ (t−|h|2)∨0

0

‖∆2
h

[
∇Kt−s ∗ (fs − bs · ∇vs)

]
‖L∞

x
ds

.α,d |h|2
∫ (t−|h|2)∨0

0

1

(t− s)
3−α
2

[
fs − bs · ∇vs

]

C0,α
x

ds

= |h|2
∫ t∨|h|2

|h|2

1

r
3−α

2

[
ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r

]

C0,α
x

dr,

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

‖I(1)‖Lq
tL

∞
x

.α,d |h|2
(∫ T

0

(∫ t∨|h|2

|h|2

1

r
3−α

2

[
ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r

]

C0,α
x

dr

)q

dt

) 1
q

= |h|2
(∫ T

|h|2

(∫ t

|h|2

1

r
3−α

2

[
ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r

]

C0,α
x

dr

)q

dt

) 1
q

≤ |h|2
∫ T

|h|2

1

r
3−α

2

(∫ T

r

[
ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r

]q

C0,α
x

dt

) 1
q

dr.

Since the inner integral can be bounded by

∫ T

r

[
ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r

]q

C0,α
x

dt ≤
∫ T

0

[
ft − bt · ∇vt

]q

C0,α
x

dt

.q ‖f‖qLq
tC

0,α
x

+ ‖b‖q
Lq

tC
0,α
x

‖v‖q
L∞

t C
1,α
x

,

we get that

‖I(1)‖Lq
tL

∞
x

.α,d,q |h|2
(
‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

+ ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

)
∫ T

|h|2

1

r
3−α

2

dr.
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For the second integral I(2) = I
(2)
t (x) in (3.16), we have by Young’s convolution

inequality that

‖I(2)t ‖L∞
x

≤
∫ t

(t−|h|2)∨0

‖∆h[∇Kt−s]‖L1
x
‖∆h[fs − bs · ∇vs]‖L∞

x
ds

. |h|α
∫ t

(t−|h|2)∨0

1√
t− s

[
fs − bs · ∇vs

]

C0,α
x

ds

= |h|α
∫ |h|2∧t

0

1√
r

[
ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r

]

C0,α
x

dr,

where in the second line we used ‖∆h[∇Kt−s]‖L1
x
≤ 2‖∇Kt−s‖L1

x
. 1/

√
t− s.

Applying Minkowski’s inequality for integrals again yields

(3.18)

‖I(2)‖Lq
tL

∞
x

. |h|α
(∫ T

0

(∫ |h|2∧t

0

1√
r
[ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r]C0,α

x
dr

)q

dt

) 1
q

≤ |h|α
∫ |h|2

0

1√
r

(∫ T

r

[ft−r − bt−r · ∇vt−r]qC0,α
x

dt

) 1
q

dr

.q |h|α
(

‖f‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

+ ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

)∫ |h|2

0

1√
r
dr.

Inserting (3.17) and (3.18) in (3.16), we obtain

∥
∥∆2

h[∇v]
∥
∥
Lq

tL
∞
x

.α,d,q
(
‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

+ ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

)

×
(

|h|2
∫ T

|h|2

1

r
3−α

2

dr + |h|α
∫ |h|2

0

1√
r
dr

)

≤ |h|1+α
(
‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

+ ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

)
(∫ ∞

1

1

r
3−α

2

dr +

∫ 1

0

1√
r
dr

)

.

Dividing by |h|1+α and inserting the result of Claim 1 gives

(3.19)

∥
∥∆2

h[∇v]
∥
∥
Lq

tL
∞
x

|h|1+α ≤ C(α, d, q)
(
‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

+ ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x
C

(1)
f

)
.

Denoting the right-hand side by C
(2)
f , the claim is proved by the equivalence (2.1)

of the Hölder and the Zygmund spaces for non-integer exponents. �

Since C
(2)
f is given by the right-hand side of (3.19), we easily infer that C

(2)
f is

continuous w.r.t. ‖f‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

and ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

, and that the limit (3.5) holds for C
(2)
f

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

‖∂tv‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

= ‖∆v + f − b · ∇v − λv‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

≤ ‖v‖Lq
tC

2,α
x

+ ‖f‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

+ ‖b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

+ λ‖v‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

≤ (1 + λ)C
(2)
f + ‖f‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

+ C
(1)
λ,f‖b‖Lq

tC
0,α
x

=: C
(3)
f .

Setting Cf := C
(1)
f +C

(2)
f +C

(3)
f , we infer ‖v‖

W
1,q
2,α

≤ Cf , 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 f satisfy (H1)–(H2), and let λ > 0. Then there

exists a unique solution v ∈ W
1,q
2,α(T ) of equation (3.1). For increasing values of λ,

the solutions admit the limit

(3.20) lim
λ→∞

‖v‖L∞
t C

1
x
= 0.

Furthermore, if vn and v are the unique solutions in W
1,q
2,α(T ) corresponding to

convergent sequences of coefficients

(3.21)
(bn)n∈N ⊂ LqtC

0,α
x ; bn → b in LqtC

0,α
x ,

(fn)n∈N ⊂ LqtC
0,α
x ; fn → f in LqtC

0,α
x ,

then

(3.22) lim
n→∞

vn = v in W 1,q
2,α(T ).

Proof. Suppose first that vn and v are solutions corresponding to sequences of
coefficients as in (3.21). Then the difference ṽn := vn − v satisfies

∂tṽ
n + b · ∇ṽn + λṽn = ∆ṽn + (fn − f) + (bn − b) · ∇vn,

in the sense of Def. 3.1. Prop. 3.5 implies that limn→∞ ‖ṽn‖
W

1,q
2,α

= 0 in view of
∥
∥(fn− f)+ (bn− b) ·∇vn

∥
∥
Lq

tC
0,α
x

≤ ‖fn− f‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

+ ‖bn− b‖Lq
tC

0,α
x

‖v‖L∞
t C

1,α
x

→ 0

for n→ ∞. This proves (3.22).
To obtain existence for given coefficients b and f , we introduce mollified coef-

ficients bε = (b ∗ ρε) and f ε = (f ∗ ρε), where (ρε)ε>0 = (ρε(x, t))ε>0 is a family
of standard mollifiers on R

d+1, and we have extended b and f by zero outside
R
d × [0, T ] when taking convolutions. Then for any ε > 0, there is a unique classi-

cal (smooth) solution vε of (3.1) with coefficients bε and f ε (one can check that this
solution also satisfies (3.3)). Furthermore, the mollified coefficients both converge

in LqtC
0,α
x as ε→ 0, which means that (vε)ε>0 is a Cauchy sequence in W

1,q
2,α(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. �

4. Stochastic flows for drifts in LqtC
0,α
x

In this section, we consider the forward SDE

(4.1) Xx,s
t = x+

∫ t

s

br(X
x,s
r ) dr +

∫ t

s

dWr

and the backward SDE

(4.2) Xx,t
s = x−

∫ t

s

br(X
x,t
r ) dr −

∫ t

s

d̂Wr,

where we recall that d̂Wt denotes the backward Itô differential (here, we simply have
∫ t

s
d̂Wr = Ws −Wt). As before, (Wt)t≥0 is a d-dimensional Brownian motion on

(Ω,F ,P). The forward equation has to be solved on (s, T ), with a solution being
a continuous stochastic process (Xx,s

t )t∈[s,T ] which is Fs,t-adapted and satisfies
(4.1) P-a.s. On the other hand, the backward equation is solved on (0, t), for a
continuous process (Xx,t

s )s∈[0,t] which is Fs,t-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 x ∈ R

d

and s ∈ [0, T ], assume that (Xx,s
t )t∈[s,T ] is a continuous R

d-valued stochastic process

which satisfies (4.1). Let v : Rd × [0, T ] → R
d be the function whose components

are solutions of the backward PDEs

(4.3)







∂tv
i + b · ∇vi + 1

2
∆vi = λvi − bi,

vit=T ≡ 0

for i = 1, ..., d. Then the process (vt(X
x,s
t ))t∈[s,T ] is given by

(4.4)

vit(X
x,s
t ) = vis(x) +

∫ t

s

(
∂rv

i
r + br · ∇vir +

1

2
∆vir

)
(Xx,s

r ) dr

+

∫ t

s

∇vir(Xx,s
r ) · dWr

= vis(x) +

∫ t

s

(
λvir − bir

)
(Xx,s

r ) dr +

∫ t

s

∇vir(Xx,s
r ) · dWr

for each component vi of v. Now set gt(x) := x+ vt(x) and define

Y y,st := gt(X
x,s
t ), where y = gs(x).

Using the fact that Xx,t
t satisfies (4.1) combined with (4.4), we obtain

(
Y y,st

)i
= yi + λ

∫ t

s

vir(X
x,s
r ) dr +

∫ t

s

dW i
r +

∫ t

s

∇vir(Xx,s
r ) · dWr

= yi + λ

∫ t

s

vir(g
−1
r (Y y,sr )) dr +

∫ t

s

dW i
r +

∫ t

s

∇vir(g−1
r (Y y,sr )) · dWr

for each component
(
Y x,st

)i
of Y x,st . If we define a new set of coefficients

(4.5) b̃t := λvt ◦ g−1
t , σ̃t := I +∇vt ◦ g−1

t ,

where I denotes the identity matrix, the equation for Y y,st can be compactly written
as

(4.6) Y y,st = y +

∫ t

s

b̃r(Y
y,s
r ) dr +

∫ t

s

σ̃r(Y
y,s
r ) dWr.

The above calculations can be rigorously justified at this point, provided that b
satisfies hypothesis (H1). Then by Thm. 3.6, for any λ > 0 there exists a unique so-

lution v = (v1, ..., vd) of (4.4) which belongs to W
2,α
1,q (T ). In view of (3.20), we can

choose λ large enough so that the function gt(x) = x+ vt(x) is invertible on R
d for

any t ∈ [0, T ]. Indeed, since ‖vi‖L∞
t C

1
x
can be made arbitrarily small at the expense

of λ for i = 1, ..., d, the Jacobian matrix of g will for large enough λ 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

d

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Furthermore, as a consequence of the regularity of v, we see that
x 7→ gt(x) is a continuously differentiable function with α-Hölder continuous deriva-
tives, uniformly in time. The same holds for x 7→ g−1

t (x), by smoothness of the
matrix inversion operator for nonsingular matrices. The application of Itô’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

b̃ ∈ L∞((0, T );C1,α(Rd;Rd)), σ̃ ∈ Lq((0, T );C1,α(Rd;Rd×d)).

Let us also consider a process (Xx,t
s )s∈[0,t] satisfying the backward equation (4.2).

If now v̂ : Rd × [0, T ] → R
d solves the forward system of PDEs

(4.7)







∂tv̂ + b · ∇v̂ + b =
1

2
∆v̂ + λv̂,

vt=0 ≡ 0,

(understood componentwise as in (4.3)), then using Itô’s formula in the backward
variable for the composition s 7→ (v̂s ◦Xx,t

s ) yields

(4.8)

v̂s(X
x,t
s ) = v̂t(x)−

∫ t

s

(
∂rv̂r + br · ∇v̂r −

1

2
∆v̂r

)
(Xx,t

r ) dr

−
∫ t

s

∇v̂r(Xx,t
r ) · d̂Wr

= v̂t(x)−
∫ t

s

(
λv̂r − br

)
(Xx,t

r ) dr −
∫ t

s

∇v̂r(Xx,t
r ) · d̂Wr,

where we have used that v̂ is a solution of the system (4.7). Setting ĝt(x) := x+v̂t(x)
allows us to rewrite (4.8) as

ĝs(X
x,t
s ) = ĝt(x)− λ

∫ t

s

v̂r(X
x,t
r ) dr −

∫ t

s

(
I +∇v̂r(Xx,t

r )
)
· d̂Wr.

Similarly to the forward equation, we define Ŷ y,ts := ĝs(X
x,t
s ) for y = ĝt(x) and new

coefficients
b̂t := λv̂t ◦ ĝ−1

t , σ̂t := I +∇v̂t ◦ ĝ−1
t .

Thus, we have obtained the system

(4.9) Ŷ y,ts = y −
∫ t

s

b̂r(Ŷ
y,t
r ) dr −

∫ t

s

σ̂r(Ŷ
y,t
r ) d̂Wr

for the backward process (Ŷ y,ts )s∈[0,t]. 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

b̂ ∈ L∞((0, T );C1,α(Rd;Rd)), σ̂ ∈ Lq((0, T );C1,α(Rd;Rd×d)).

4.2. Forward/backward equations with coefficients in LqtC
1,α
x . Based on the

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

(H3) a ∈ L1((0, T );C1,α(Rd;Rd)), σ ∈ L2((0, T );C1,α(Rd;Rd×d)), α ∈ (0, 1).

Due to Corollaries 4.1 and 4.2, the coefficients b̃, σ̃ of the forward equation (4.6),

and the coefficients b̂, σ̂ 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 ∈ L1

tC
1,α
x and σ ∈ L2

tC
1,α
x 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

(4.10) Zx,st = x+

∫ t

s

ar(Z
x,s
r ) dr +

∫ t

s

σr(Z
x,s
r ) dWr

for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T and x ∈ R
d, where the solution is denoted by Zt 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 σ satisfy (H3). Then for any x ∈ R
d and

s ∈ [0, T ], there exists a unique solution (Zx,st )t∈[s,T ] of equation (4.10). Moreover,

for any β < α, the system of solutions (Zx,st ; 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R
d) has a

modification, denoted by Z = Zs,t(x), which is a forward stochastic flow of C1,β-
diffeomorphisms. For any x ∈ R

d and s ∈ [0, T ], the process (Zs,t(x))t∈[s,T ] is a

forward C1,β-semimartingale.

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

at(x) dt + σt(x) dWt = F (x, dt)

and Bk,βb is exactly the space of functions with Ck,β -norm integrable over [0, T ].

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 σ satisfy (H3), and let (Zn)n∈N be forward sto-
chastic flows of C1,β-diffeomorphisms generated by (4.10) with coefficients

(4.11)
(an)n∈N ⊂ L1

tC
1,α
x ; lim

n→∞
an = a in L1

tC
1
x,

(σn)n∈N ⊂ L2
tC

1,α
x ; lim

n→∞
σn = σ in L2

tC
1
x.

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

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

|Zns,t(x)− Zs,t(x)|p
]

= 0,(4.12)

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

‖∇Zns,t(x) −∇Zs,t(x)‖p
]

= 0.(4.13)

Proof. Before delving into estimates, we make some simplifications. First, note
that we can take s = 0 without loss of generality: using that Zns,t and Zs,t are

homeomorphims on R
d in addition to the flow property implies

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

|Zns,t(x)− Zs,t(x)|p
]

= sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

|Znt (x)− Zt(x)|p
]

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 Hölder’s inequality to increase the exponent inside
the expectation. Finally, we will assume that an and σn are coefficients in L∞

t C
1,α
x

which converges to a and σ in L∞
t C

1
x. 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
(Zxt )t∈[0,T ], being a continuous stochastic process of the flow Zt(x) which satisfies
(4.10) with s = 0. Define

At :=

∫ t

0

(
‖ar‖C1,α

x
+ ‖σr‖2C1,α

x
+ 1

)
dr, τt := sup{s ∈ [0, T ]; As ≤ t},

so that τt is the inverse of the strictly increasing function At. Then Z̄t := Zτt is
also a C1,β-semimartingale w.r.t. the filtration F̄t := Fτt , and it satisfies

Z̄xt = x+

∫ t

0

ār(Z̄
x
r ) dr +

∫ t

0

σ̄r(Z̄
x
r ) dWr

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

āt(x) =
aτt(x)

‖aτt‖C1,α
x

+ ‖στt‖2C1,α
x

+ 1
, σ̄t(x) =

στt(x)

‖aτt‖C1,α
x

+ ‖στt‖2C1,α
x

+ 1
.
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These time-changed coefficients are bounded in C1,α
x uniformly in time. (Note also

that if (4.11) holds, then ān → ā and σ̄n → σ̄ in L∞
t C

1
x as n → ∞). 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 C(1) = C(1)(d, p, T, ‖a‖L∞
t C

1
x
, ‖σ‖L∞

t C
1
x
) ≥ 0 such

that

sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

|Znt (x)− Zt(x)|p
]

≤ C(1)
(
‖an − a‖pL∞

t C
0
x
+ ‖σn − σ‖pL∞

t C
0
x

)
.

for all n ∈ N.

Proof. The difference Znt (x) − Zt(x) satisfies P-a.s.

Znt (x) − Zt(x) =

∫ t

0

anr (Z
n
r (x))− ar(Zr(x)) dr +

∫ t

0

σnr (Z
n
r (x)) − σr(Zr(x)) dWr

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

E

[

sup
u∈(0,t)

|Znu − Zu|p
]

.p

∫ t

0

E
[
|anr (Znr )− ar(Zr)|p

]
dr +

d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

E
[
|σn,jr (Znr )− σjr(Zr)|p

]
dr

.p,T,d ‖an − a‖pL∞
t C

0
x
+ ‖σn − σ‖pL∞

t C
0
x

+
(
‖a‖pL∞

t C
1
x
+ ‖σ‖pL∞

t C
1
x

)
∫ t

0

E

[

sup
u∈(0,r)

|Znu (x) − Zu(x)|p
]

dr,

where σn,j denotes the j-th column vector of σn. Now (1) follows upon application
of Gronwall’s inequality. �

Since we have assumed that an → a and σn → σ in L∞
t C

1
x, 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

C(2) = C(2)
(
d, p, T, sup

n
‖an‖L∞

t C
1
x
, sup
n

‖σn‖L∞
t C

1
x

)
≥ 0

such that

(4.14) sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

|∂iZnt (x)|p
]

≤ C(2)

for all n ∈ N and i = 1, ..., d.

Proof. Since the forward stochastic flow Znt (x) is a C1,β-diffeomorphism, the i-th
derivative (∂iZ

n
t (x))t∈[0,T ] satisfies

∂iZ
n
t = ei +

∫ t

0

∇anr (Znr )∂iZnr dr +
d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∇σn,jr (Znr )∂iZ
n
r dW

j
r

P-a.s (see [12, Chap. 4.6]). We infer by Doob’s inequality and the BDG inequality
that

E

[

sup
u∈(0,t)

|∂iZnu (x)|p
]

.d,p,T 1 +
(
‖an‖pL∞

t C
1
x
+ ‖σn‖pL∞

t C
1
x

)
∫ t

0

E

[

sup
u∈(0,r)

|∂iZnu (x)|p
]

dr.
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Gronwall’s inequality now implies (4.14). �

Finally, me make the following claim, which would imply (4.13) by convergence
of the coefficients in L∞

t C
1
x.

Claim 3. There is a constant

C(3) = C(3)
(
α, d, p, T, sup

n
‖an‖L∞

t C
1
x
, sup
n

‖σn‖L∞
t C

1
x
, ‖a‖L∞

t C
1,α
x
, ‖σ‖L∞

t C
1,α
x

)
≥ 0

such that

(4.15) sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

|∂iZnt (x)−∂iZt(x)|p
]

≤ C(3)
(
‖an−a‖pL∞

t C
1
x
+‖σn−σ‖pL∞

t C
1
x

)

for all n ∈ N and i = 1, ..., d.

Proof. Here, we will use that

∂iZ
n
t (x) − ∂iZt(x) =

∫ t

0

∇anr (Znr (x))∂iZnr (x) −∇a(Zr(x))∂iZr(x) dr

+

d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∇σn,j(Znr (x))∂iZnr (x)−∇σj(Zr(x))∂iZr(x) dW j
r

P-a.s., and moreover

|∇ant (Znt )∂iZnt −∇a(Zt)∂iZt|
≤ ‖ant − at‖C1

x
|∂iZnt |+ ‖at‖C1,α

x
|Znt − Zt|α|∂iZnt |+ ‖at‖C1

x
|∂iZnt − ∂iZt|

and similarly

|∇σj,nt (Znt )∂iZ
n
t −∇σj,nt (Zt)∂iZt|

≤ ‖σn,jt − σjt ‖C1
x
|∂iZnt |+ ‖σjt‖C1,α

x
|Znt − Zt|α|∂iZnt |+ ‖σjt ‖C1

x
|∂iZnt − ∂iZt|

for j = 1, ..., d. Using Doob’s inequality and the BDG inequality, we obtain

E

[

sup
u∈(0,t)

|∂iZnu − ∂iZu|p
]

.p

∫ t

0

E
[
|∇anr (Znr )∂iZnr −∇a(Zr)∂iZr|p

]
dr

+
d∑

j=1

∫ t

0

E
[
|∇σn,j(Znr )∂iZnr −∇σj(Zr)∂iZr|p

]
dr

.p

(

‖an − a‖pL∞
t C

1
x
+

d∑

j=1

‖σn,j − σj‖pL∞
t C

1
x

)∫ t

0

E
[
|∂iZnr |p

]
dr

+

(

‖a‖p
L∞

t C
1,α
x

+

d∑

j=1

‖σj‖p
L∞

t C
1,α
x

)∫ t

0

E
[
|Znt − Zr|αp|∂iZnr |p

]
dr

+

(

‖a‖pL∞
t C

1
x
+

d∑

j=1

‖σj‖pL∞
t C

1
x

)∫ t

0

E

[

sup
u∈(0,r)

|∂iZnu − ∂iZu|p
]

dr.

Using Hölder’s inequality in the penultimate integral and then applying Claim 1
and 2 yields

E

[

sup
u∈(0,t)

|∂iZnu − ∂iZu|p
]

.d,p,T C
(2)

(
‖an − a‖pL∞

t C
1
x
+ ‖σn − σ‖pL∞

t C
1
x

)

+ C(1)C(2)
(
‖a‖p

L∞
t C

1,α
x

+ ‖σ‖p
L∞

t C
1,α
x

)(
‖an − a‖pL∞

t C
0
x
+ ‖σn − σ‖pL∞

t C
0
x

)

+
(
‖a‖pL∞

t C
1
x
+ ‖σ‖pL∞

t C
1
x

)
∫ t

0

E

[

sup
u∈(0,r)

|∂iZnu − ∂iZu|p
]

dr.
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Application of Gronwall’s inequality proves (4.15). �

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.5. �

Next, we consider the backward model SDE

(4.16) Zx,ts = x−
∫ t

s

ar(Z
x,t
r ) dr −

∫ t

s

σr(Z
x,t
r ) d̂Wr,

for x ∈ R
d and 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T . A solution should be viewed as a backward continu-

ous stochastic process (Zx,ts )s∈[0,t] adapted to Fs,t. 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

Ẑ = Ẑs,t(x). 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 σ satisfy (H3).

(i) For any x ∈ R
d and t ∈ [0, T ], there exists a unique solution (Zx,ts )s∈[0,t]

of the backward equation (4.16). Moreover, for any β < α, the system
of solutions (Zx,ts ; 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T, x ∈ R

d) has a modification, denoted

by Ẑs,t(x), which is a backward stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms.

For any x ∈ R
d and s ∈ [0, T ], the process (Ẑs,t(x))s∈[0,t] is a backward

C1,β-semimartingale.
(ii) Let (Ẑn)n∈N and Ẑ be backward stochastic flows of C1,β-diffeomorphisms

corresponding to convergent sequences of coefficients as in (4.11). Then for

any p > 0, the sequence of flows (Ẑn)n converges to Ẑ in the sense that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
t∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
s∈(0,t)

|Ẑns,t(x) − Ẑs,t(x)|p
]

= 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈Rd

sup
t∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
s∈(0,t)

‖∇Ẑns,t(x)−∇Ẑs,t(x)‖p
]

= 0.

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 all y ∈ R
d and s ∈ [0, T ], there exists a unique solution (Y y,st )t∈[s,T ]

of (4.6) on (s, T ). For any β < α, the system of such solutions has a modifica-
tion Y = Ys,t(y) which is a forward stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms on R

d.
Moreover, if (bn)n∈N is a sequence of coefficients for (4.1) satisfying (1.4) for some
α′ > 0, then the corresponding forward flows Y n 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 n

be the forward stochastic flows of C1,β-diffeomorphisms generated by (4.6) with
coefficients

b̃nt := λvnt ◦ (gnt )−1, σ̃nt := I +∇vnt ◦ (gnt )−1,

where vn are the unique solutions of (4.3) in W
1,q
2,α(T ) corresponding to bn, and

gnt (x) := x+ vnt (x). The parameter λ is fixed independently of n, so that all gn are
invertible on R

d. To prove that Y n converges to Y in the sense of (1.5)–(1.6), we
will show that

(4.17) lim
n→∞

b̃n = b̃ in L∞
t C

1,α′

x , lim
n→∞

σ̃n = σ̃ in LqtC
1,α′

x
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where b̃ and σ̃ are given by (4.5), and then infer convergence in view of Lemma 4.5.

Assume without loss of generality that α′ ≤ α (since Cα
′

x ⊂ Cαx if α′ > α). By

Thm. 3.6, the convergence of bn to b in LqtC
0,α′

x implies that vn converges to v

in W 1,q
2,α′(T ). Furthermore, note that for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], for any n ∈ N and x ∈ R

d,

there exists ξ ∈ R
d by the mean value theorem such that

(
gnt ◦ (gnt )−1

)
(x) −

(
gnt ◦ g−1

t

)
(x) = ∇gnt (ξ)

(
(gnt )

−1(x)− g−1
t (x)

)
.

Since ∇gnt is invertible on R
d, we obtain the estimate

∣
∣(gnt )

−1(x)− g−1
t (x)

∣
∣ =

∣
∣(∇gnt (ξ))−1

(
x−

(
gnt ◦ g−1

t

)
(x)

)∣
∣

≤ ‖(∇gnt )−1‖C0
x

∣
∣
(
gt ◦ g−1

t

)
(x)−

(
gnt ◦ g−1

t

)
(x)

∣
∣

= ‖(∇gnt )−1‖C0
x

∣
∣
(
vt ◦ g−1

t

)
(x) −

(
vnt ◦ g−1

t

)
(x)

∣
∣,

from which convergence of (gn)−1 to g−1 in L∞
t C

0,α′

x follows (note that g−1
t and

(gnt )
−1 do not belong to L∞

t C
0,α′

x since they are unbounded, but the unbounded

parts cancel when taking the difference). Convergence of (gn)−1 to g−1 in L∞
t C

1,α′

x

can now be obtained via the formula

(
∇(gnt )

−1
)
(x) =

[
(∇gnt ◦ (gnt )−1)(x)

]−1

which is due to the inverse function theorem. Combined with the convergence
vn → v in W

1,q
2,α′(T ), this proves (4.17) and thereby the claim. �

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 x ∈ R

d and s ∈ [0, T ] there are two distinct solutions (Xx,s
t )t∈[s,T ]

and (X̄x,s
t )t∈[s,T ] of (4.1), then by the calculations in Sec. 4.1, both gt(X

x,s
t ) and

gt(X̄
x,s
t ) satisfy (4.6) with initial condition y = g−1

s (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
x ∈ R

d and s ∈ [0, T ] by the Yamada–Watanabe theorem (see e.g. [8]).
Let X = Xs,t(x) be defined as

Xs,t(x) :=
(
g−1
t ◦ Ys,t ◦ gs

)
(x).

Then for all x ∈ R
d and s ∈ [0, T ], the continuous stochastic process (Xs,t(x))t∈[s,T ]

coincides with the solution (Xx,s
t )t∈[s,T ] of (4.1) P-a.s. Moreover, X is a forward

stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms. Indeed, we have P-a.s. that

(
Xr,t ◦Xs,r

)
(x) =

(
g−1
t ◦ Yr,t ◦ gr ◦ g−1

r ◦ Ys,r ◦ gs
)
(x) = Xs,t(x)

for all x ∈ R
d and 0 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ t ≤ T , and furthermore

Xs,s(x) = g−1
s (Ys,s(gs(x))) = x.

Also, x 7→ Xs,t(x) inherits the diffeomorphism property and the regularity of Ys,t,

gs and g−1
t . This shows that X has the properties of a forward stochastic flow of

C1,β-diffeomorphisms, and it is generated by (4.1).
Next, let (bn)n∈N be a sequence of coefficients for (4.1) converging to b according

to (1.4), and let Xn
s,t(x) :=

(
(gnt )

−1◦Y ns,t◦gns
)
(x). Then by the above discussion, Xn

is for all n ∈ N a stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms. To prove the convergences
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(1.5)–(1.6), we first claim that
(4.18)

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

∣
∣Xn

s,t(x)−Xs,t(x)
∣
∣
p
]

.p ‖(gn)−1 − g−1‖pL∞
t C

0
x
+ ‖∇g−1‖pL∞

t C
0
x
sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣Y nt (x)− Yt(x)

∣
∣
p
]

for all n ∈ N. Indeed, we have

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

∣
∣Xn

s,t(x)−Xs,t(x)
∣
∣
p
]

= sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣Xn

t (x)−Xt(x)
∣
∣
p
]

= sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣(gnt )

−1
(
Y nt (x)

)
− (gt)

−1
(
Yt(x)

)∣
∣
p
]

,

and (4.18) follows by inserting
∣
∣(gnt )

−1
(
Y nt (x)

)
− g−1

t

(
Yt(x)

)∣
∣
p
.p ‖(gnt )−1 − g−1

t ‖pC0
x
+ ‖∇g−1

t ‖pC0
x
|Y nt (x)− Yt(x)|p.

Since we know that (gn)−1 → g−1 in L∞
t C

1,α′

x from the proof of Lemma 4.7, this
proves (1.5). Next, we claim that
(4.19)

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

∣
∣∂iX

n
s,t(x) − ∂iXs,t(x)

∣
∣
p
]

.p ‖∇(gn)−1 −∇g−1‖pL∞
t C

0
x
sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣∂iY

n
t (x)

∣
∣
p
]

+ ‖∇g−1‖p
L∞

t C
0,α′
x

sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣Y nt (x) − Yt(x)

∣
∣
2α′p

] 1
2

sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣∂iY

n
t (x)

∣
∣
2p
] 1

2

+ ‖∇g−1‖pL∞
t C

0
x
sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣∂iY

n
t (x) − ∂iYt(x)

∣
∣
p
]

for all n ∈ N and i = 1, ..., d. To see this, observe that for the i-th partial derivative,
we have

sup
x∈Rd

sup
s∈(0,T )

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

∣
∣∂iX

n
s,t(x) − ∂iXs,t(x)

∣
∣
p
]

= sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣∂iX

n
t (x)− ∂iXt(x)

∣
∣
p
]

= sup
x∈Rd

E

[

sup
t∈(0,T )

∣
∣∂i

(
(gnt )

−1 ◦ Y nt
)
(x)− ∂i

(
(gt)

−1 ◦ Yt
)
(x)

∣
∣
p
]

.

Using the estimate
∣
∣∂i

(
(gnt )

−1 ◦ Y nt
)
(x) − ∂i

(
(gt)

−1 ◦ Yt
)
(x)

∣
∣
p

.p ‖∇(gnt )
−1 −∇g−1

t ‖pC0
x
|∂iY nt (x)|p + ‖∇g−1

t ‖p
C0,α′

x

|Y nt (x)− Yt(x)|α
′p|∂iY nt (x)|p

+ ‖∇g−1
t ‖pC0

x
|∂iY nt (x)− ∂iYt(x)|p

and Hölder’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

X̂s,t(x) :=
(
ĝ−1
s ◦ Ŷs,t ◦ ĝt

)
(x),

where Ŷ is the backward stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms generated by the
solutions Ŷ x,ss 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 X̂ is
indeed a backward stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeomorphisms generated by (1.7).

Let us finally prove that the inverse of the forward flow, X−1, coincides with the
backward flow X̂ . Since (Xs,t(x))t∈[s,T ] satisfies (1.1), we have

Xs,t(X
−1
s,t (x)) = X−1

s,t (x) +

∫ t

s

br(Xs,r(X
−1
s,t (x))) dr +

∫ t

s

dWr .

But X−1 is the inverse of the forward flow X , and thus Xs,r(X
−1
s,t (x)) = X−1

r,t (x).
This means that

X−1
s,t (x) = x−

∫ t

s

br(X
−1
r,t (x)) dr −

∫ t

s

dWr = x−
∫ t

s

br(X
−1
r,t (x)) dr −

∫ t

s

d̂Wr

holds P-a.s., which is exactly the equation uniquely satisfied by paths of the back-
ward flow (X̂s,t(x))s∈[0,t]. We conclude that X̂ = X−1

P-a.s. �

Remark 4.8. There is no technical need to take the Hölder exponent α′ different
from α 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 (Xs,t(x))t∈[s,T ] of the forward flow Xs,t(x) are clearly

C0,α-semimartingales (which can be seen directly from (4.1)), but note that they
are not necessarily C1,β-semimartingales, even though the flow is a C1,β-diffeo-
morphism.

Corollary 4.10. Assume that b satisfies (H1). Let (bn)n∈N be a convergent se-
quence of coefficients according to (1.4) with corresponding stochastic flows Xn and
X. Then P-a.s. for all (s, t) ∈ [0, T ]2, there are subsequences of Xn

s,t and (Xn
s,t)

−1

which converge to Xs,t and X
−1
s,t locally uniformly on R

d. Moreover, P-a.s. for all

(s, t) ∈ [0, T ]2 there are subsequences of ∇Xn
s,t and ∇(Xn

s,t)
−1 which converge to

∇Xs,t and ∇X−1
s,t locally uniformly on R

d×d.

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

E

[∫

K

|Xn
s,t(x) −Xs,t(x)|p dx

]

≤ E

[∫

K

sup
t∈(s,T )

|Xn
s,t(x) −Xs,t(x)|p dx

]

=

∫

K

E

[

sup
t∈(s,T )

|Xn
s,t(x) −Xs,t(x)|p

]

dx

for any compact set K ⊂ R
d. Since the right-hand side converges by Thm. 1.1, we

get P-a.s. convergence in a subsequence of Xn
s,t to Xs,t in L

p
loc(R

d). Taking a further
subsequence, the integrand |Xn

s,t(x)−Xs,t(x)|p converges P-a.s. for a.e. x ∈ K. But

since all Xn
s,t are uniformly C1,β-regular, this yields convergence locally uniformly

on R
d. �

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.
BVloc-solutions of the STE will be defined as follows.

Definition 5.1. Let uin ∈ BVloc(R
d). A BVloc-solution of (1.2) is a random field

u : Ω× [0, T ]×R
d → R with ut(ω, ·) ∈ BVloc(R

d) P-a.s. for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], such that
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P-a.s. for all ϑ ∈ C∞
c (Rd):

(5.1) ess sup
t∈(0,T )

∫

Rd

ϑ(x) |∇ut|(dx) <∞,

and the process t 7→
∫

Rd ϑut dx is a continuous Ft-semimartingale which satisfies

(5.2)

∫

Rd

utϑ dx =

∫

Rd

uinϑ dx−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

ϑbr · ∇ur(dx)dr

−
∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

ϑ∇ur(dx)
)

◦ dWr

for all t ∈ [0, T ]

In (5.2), the derivative ∇u denotes the d-dimensional measure with components
∂iu ∈ Mloc(R

d) for i = 1, ..., d. In view of the regularity of b given by (H1), there
is no problem in writing down the product b · ∇u. Moreover, since

∫

Rd

ϑ∂iut(dx) = −
∫

Rd

∂iϑut dx

and the right-hand side is a continuous Ft-semimartingale, the stochastic integral
is well-defined. It can be written as an Itô integral by observing that
∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

ϑ∇ur(dx)
)

◦ dWr =

∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

ϑ∇ur(dx)
)

dWr −
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇ϑ · ∇ur(dx)dr,

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

Definition 5.2. Let µin ∈ Mloc(R
d). A weak solution of (1.3) is a random measure

µ : Ω× [0, T ]× B(Rd) → R with µt(ω, ·) ∈ Mloc(R
d) P-a.s. for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], such

that P-a.s. for all ϑ ∈ C∞
c (Rd):

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

∫

Rd

ϑ(x) |µt|(dx) <∞,

and the process t 7→
∫

Rd ϑ dµt is a continuous Ft-semimartingale and satisfies

(5.3)

∫

Rd

ϑµt(dx) =

∫

Rd

ϑµin(dx) +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

bt · ∇ϑµr(dx)dr

+

∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

∇ϑµr(dx)
)

◦ dWr

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that the product bµ in (5.3) is well-defined. As before, the SCE can be
written in Itô form using the formula
∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

∇ϑµr(dx)
)

◦ dWr =

∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

∇ϑµr(dx)
)

dWr +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∆ϑµr(dx)dr,

which can be derived from (5.3) with test functions ∂iϑ, 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 BVloc-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.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that f ∈ L1((0, T );C0
c (R

d)) and let (νt)t∈[0,T ] be a family

of measures in Mloc(R
d) with

∫ T

0

∫

Rd ϑ(x) |νt|(dx)dt < ∞ for all ϑ ∈ C0
c (R

d). Let
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f ε = (f∗ρε) and νε = (ν∗ρε) for a family of standard mollifiers (ρε)ε>0 in C∞
c (Rd).

Then

lim
ε→0

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

f εr (x)ν
ε
r (x) dxdr =

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

fr(x) νr(dx)dr

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

The proof of the above lemma is relatively standard, combining the uniform
convergence of f ε to f and the locally weak-∗ convergence of νε to ν (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
BVloc-solution of the STE (1.2) with uin ∈ BVloc(R

d), and µ a weak solution of the
SCE (1.3) with µin ∈ Mloc(R

d). Assume that either P-a.s.

(i) u ∈ L1((0, T );C1
c (R

d)) or (ii) µ ∈ L1((0, T );C0
c (R

d)),

where the last condition should be understood as µ having a compactly supported,
continuous density w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure on R

d. Then

(5.4)

∫

Rd

ut(x)µt(dx) =

∫

Rd

uin(x)µin(dx)

P-a.s. for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Let (ρε)ε>0 be a family of standard mollifiers in C∞
c (Rd). Since u and µ

are solutions of (5.2) and (5.3), the mollified functions uεt (x) = (ut ∗ ρε)(x) and
µεt =

∫

Rd ρ
ε(x− y) dµt(y) are continuous Ft-semimartingales and satisfy

uεt = uεin +

∫ t

0

(br · ∇ur)ε dr +
∫ t

0

∇uεr ◦ dWr,

µεt = µεin +

∫ t

0

∇ · (brµr)ε dr +
∫ t

0

∇µεr ◦ dWr

P-a.s. for all t ∈ [0, T ], where the other terms are defined similarly as convolutions
against ρε. Itô’s formula for the product gives

uεtµ
ε
t = uεinµ

ε
in +

∫ t

0

(br · ∇ur)εµεr dr +
∫ t

0

uεr∇ · (brµr)ε dr

+

∫ t

0

∇uεrµεr ◦ dWr +

∫ t

0

uεr∇µεr ◦ dWr.

Assume first that condition (i) holds. Then uεt has compact support in R
d for

a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], and integrating the product uεµε yields

(5.5)

∫

Rd

uεtµ
ε
t dx =

∫

Rd

uεinµ
ε
in dx+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(br · ∇ur)εµεr dxdr

−
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

∇uεr · (brµr)ε dxdr,

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 µt ∈ Mloc(R

d) and
ut ∈ C1

c (R
d) P-a.s. Then µεt converges locally weak-∗ to µt, and uεt converges

uniformly to ut on R
d, so we get

lim
ε→0

∫

Rd

uεt (x)µ
ε
t (x) dx =

∫

Rd

ut(x)µt(dx)

P-a.s. By Lemma 5.3 the last two terms in (5.5) both converge P-a.s. to
∫ t

0

∫

Rd

(br · ∇ur)µr(dx)dr,
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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 ∇u 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
(
ut(x) = vt(x) for a.e. x ∈ R

d and a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]
)
= 1

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

Proof of Thm. 1.2. We first claim that the function ut(x) = uin(X
−1
t (x)) is a solu-

tion of (1.2) in the sense of Def. 5.1, where X is the stochastic flow of C1,β-diffeo-
morphisms from Thm. 1.1. Note that by a change of variables,

(5.7)

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)ut(x) dx =

∫

Rd

ϑ(Xt(x)) det(∇Xt(x))uin(x) dx

holds P-a.s. for all ϑ ∈ Cc(R
d), from which we infer that t 7→

∫

Rd ϑ(x)ut(x) dx is a
continuous Ft-semimartingale. Moreover, from the identity

(5.8)

∫

Rd

ϑ(x) ∂iut(dx) =

∫

Rd

ϑ(Xt(x)) det(∇Xt(x))
(
∂iX

−1
t

)
(Xt(x)) · ∇uin(dx)

(see [6]) we obtain
∫

Rd

ϑ(x) |∂iut|(dx) ≤ sup
ψ∈Cc(R

d)
|ψ|≤1

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)ψ(x) ∂iut(dx)

≤
∫

Rd

|ϑ(Xt(x))| det(∇Xt(x))
∣
∣
(
∂iX

−1
t

)
(Xt(x))

∣
∣|∇uin|(dx)

for i = 1, ..., d, which proves (5.1) P-a.s. for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) for the function

ut(x) = uin(X
−1
t (x)).

We show that uin(X
−1
t (x)) satisfies equation (5.1). Let uδin = (uin ∗ ρδ) for a

family of standard mollifiers (ρδ)δ>0, and let furthermore Xε be the flow gener-
ated by the mollified drift bε = (b ∗ ρε), where (ρε)ε>0 is another family of stan-
dard mollifiers. Then a classical result (see [12, Chap. 4.4]) is that the function
uδ,ε = uδin

(
(Xε

t )
−1(x)

)
satisfies

(5.9)
∫

Rd

ϑuδ,εt dx =

∫

Rd

ϑuδ0 dx+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

ϑbεr · ∇uδ,εr dxdr +

∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

ϑ∇uδ,εr dx

)

◦ dWr

P-a.s. for all ϑ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) and t ∈ [0, T ]. In short, this can be obtained using the

forward formula

(Xε
t )

−1(x) = x−
∫ t

0

∇(Xε
r )

−1(x)bεr(x) dr −
∫ t

0

∇(Xε
r )

−1(x) ◦ dWr

for the backward flow (Xε
t )

−1, combined with Ito’s formula for the composition
uin ◦ (Xε

t )
−1. The identities (5.7) and (5.8) imply that we can pass δ → 0 in (5.9)

and get

(5.10)

∫

Rd

ϑuεt dx =

∫

Rd

ϑuin dx+

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

ϑbεr ·∇uεr dxdr+
∫ t

0

(∫

Rd

ϑ∇uεr dx
)

◦dWr,

due to convergence of uδin to uin for a.e. x ∈ R
d and local weak-∗ convergence of

∇uδin to ∇uin. It remains to show that each term in (5.10) converges as ε → 0.
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Since for all t ∈ [0, T ], the mollified inverse flow (Xε
t )

−1 converges P-a.s. locally
uniformly in a subsequence to X−1

t by Cor. 4.10, we have

lim
εn→0

∫

Rd

ϑuεnt dx = lim
εn→0

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)uin((X
εn
t )−1(x)) dx

=

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)uin(X
−1
t (x)) dx =

∫

Rd

ϑut dx

P-a.s. for all t ∈ [0, T ] by dominated convergence. Moreover, we have that for all
t ∈ [0, T ], ∇uεt converges in a subsequence P-a.s. locally weak-∗ to ∇ut on R

d.
Indeed,

lim
εn→0

∫

ϑ

ϑ(x) ∂iu
εn
t (dx)

= lim
εn

∫

Rd

ϑ(Xεn
t (x)) det(∇Xεn

t (x))
(
∂i(X

εn
t )−1

)
(Xεn

t ) · ∇uin(dx)

=

∫

Rd

ϑ(Xt(x)) det(∇Xt(x))
(
∂iX

−1
t

)
(Xt) · ∇uin(dx) =

∫

ϑ

ϑ(x) ∂iut(dx)

for all ϑ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) 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 BVloc-solution of (1.2) for given uin ∈ BVloc(R

d). P-a.s. for
all ϑ ∈ Cc(R

d), we then have
∫

Rd

ϑ(x)ut(Xt(x)) dx =

∫

Rd

ut(x) (Xt)#ϑ(dx) =

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)uin(x) dx

for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ] by Lemma 5.4, since

(Xt)#ϑ = ϑ(X−1
t (·)) det(∇X−1

t (·))L
is a weak solution of the SCE (5.3) which P-a.s. belongs to L1((0, T );C0

c (R
d)). This

implies that ut(x) = uin(X
−1
t (x)) P-a.s. for a.e. x ∈ R

d and t ∈ [0, T ], and thereby
uniqueness in the sense of (5.6). �

Remark 5.5. The fact that ut(x) = uin(X
−1
t (x)) is a BVloc-solution to the STE

can be verified without smoothing the initial data and the flow, using (5.7) and the
formulas for Xt(x) and ∇Xt(x). 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

(∫

Rd

ϑ dµt =

∫

Rd

ϑ dνt for all ϑ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) and a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]

)

= 1

for any two weak solutions µ and ν.

Proof of Thm. 1.3. We claim that the measure µt = (Xt)#µin is a weak solution
of the SCE (1.3). Since

(5.12)

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)µt(dx) =

∫

Rd

ϑ(Xt(x))µin(dx),

the process t 7→
∫

Rd ϑ dµt is a continuous Ft-semimartingale, and applying Itô’s
formula on the right-hand side of (5.12), we see that µt is indeed a weak solution
of (1.3).

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

Rd

ϑ(x) (X−1
t )#µt(dx) =

∫

Rd

ϑ(X−1
t )µt(dx) =

∫

Rd

ϑ(x)µin(dx)
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by Lemma 5.4, since ϑ(X−1
t (x)) is a BVloc-solution of the STE which is also P-

a.s. in L1((0, T );C1
c (R

d)). This proves the representation formula (1.9), and thus
uniqueness in the sense of (5.11). �

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 u which satisfies an integral inequality

(A.1) u(t) ≤ f(t) +

∫ t

0

g(t− s)u(s) ds

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

(A.2) u(t) ≤ f(t) +

∫ t

0

f(s)g(t− s) exp

(∫ t

s

g(t− r) dr

)

ds

on (0, T ), given that g ∈ L1(0, T ) and gu ∈ L1(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

u(t) = 1 + t, f(t) = 1, g(t) = e−t.

Then u(t) satisfies (A.1) with equality, but the right-hand side of (A.2) is

1 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s) exp

(∫ t

s

e−(t−r) dr

)

ds = e1−e
−t

< 1 + t

for all t > 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/tβ 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

(A.3) u(t) ≤ f(t) +

∫ t

0

g(t, s)h(s)u(s) ds

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), where f, g, h are nonnegative functions such that f ∈ L∞(0, T ),

sup
t∈(0,T )

‖g(t, ·)‖Lp(0,t) <∞

and h ∈ Lq(0, T ), for 1/p+ 1/q = 1 with p, q ∈ (1,∞). Then for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), there
is a constant

E = E

(

sup
s∈(0,t)

‖g(s, ·)‖Lp(0,s), ‖h‖Lq(0,t)

)

> 0

which is continuous and nondecreasing in the two arguments, such that

(A.4) u(t) ≤ E‖f‖L∞(0,t).

Proof. Define the operator

I[f ](t) :=
∫ t

0

g(t, s)h(s)f(s) ds,

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

(A.5) u(t) ≤
N∑

n=0

In[f ](t) + IN+1[u](t),
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where I0[f ] = f and In[f ] = I ◦ ... ◦ I
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

[f ]. We claim that

(A.6) In[f ](t) ≤
(

1

(n!)
1
q

sup
s∈(0,t)

‖g(s, ·)‖nLp(0,s)‖h‖nLq(0,t)

)

‖f‖L∞(0,t)

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

(A.7) u(t) ≤
( ∞∑

n=0

1

(n!)
1
q

sup
s∈(0,t)

‖g(s, ·)‖nLp(0,s)‖h‖nLq(0,t)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

E

‖f‖L∞(0,t).

We prove (A.6) by induction. Using Hölder’s inequality, I1[f ] is clearly bounded
by

I1[f ](t) ≤ ‖g(t, ·)‖Lp(0,t)‖h‖Lq(0,t)‖f‖L∞(0,t)

≤ sup
s∈(0,t)

‖g(s, ·)‖Lp(0,s)‖h‖Lq(0,t)‖f‖L∞(0,t).

Assuming that (A.6) holds, we have

In+1(t) ≤
1

(n!)
1
q

(∫ t

0

g(t, s)h(s) sup
r∈(0,s)

‖g(r, ·)‖nLp(0,r)‖h‖nLq(0,s) ds

)

‖f‖L∞(0,t)

≤ 1

(n!)
1
q

(∫ t

0

gp(t, s) sup
r∈(0,s)

‖g(r, ·)‖npLp(0,r) ds

) 1
p

×
(∫ t

0

hq(s)‖h‖nqLq(0,s) ds

) 1
q

‖f‖L∞(0,t)

For the second integral, we use the identity
∫ t

0

hq(s)‖h‖nqLq(0,s) ds =

∫ t

0

hq(s)

(∫ s

0

hq(r) dr

)n

ds

=

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

· · ·
∫ s

0

(
hq(s)hq(r1)...h

q(rn)
)
dr1...drnds =

1

n+ 1

(∫ t

0

hq(s) ds

)n+1

,

due to the integrand hq · ... · hq being symmetric over the (n + 1)-dimensional
hyperplane {s = r1 = ... = rn}. For the first integral, we have

∫ t

0

gp(t, s) sup
r∈(0,s)

‖g(r, ·)‖npLp(0,r) ds ≤ sup
s∈(0,t)

‖g(s, ·)‖npLp(0,s)

∫ t

0

gp(t, s) ds

≤ sup
s∈(0,t)

‖g(s, ·)‖(n+1)p
Lp(0,s).

This concludes the induction step and thereby (A.6). �

For the special case g(t, s) = g(t − s), the result can be simplified somewhat:
Since in this case sups∈(0,t) ‖g(s − ·)‖Lp(0,s) = ‖g‖Lp(0,t), 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(‖g‖Lp(0,t), ‖h‖Lq(0,t)).
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nequin P.L. (eds) École d’Été de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XII - 1982, Lecture Notes in
Mathematics, vol 1097. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1984.

[12] H. Kunita. Stochastic Flows and Stochastic Differential Equations. Cambridge Univ. Press,
1990.

[13] W. Neves and C. Olivera. Wellposedness for stochastic continuity equations with La-
dyzhenskaya–Prodi–Serrin condition. Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl., 22(5):1247–
1258, 2015.

[14] P. E. Protter. Stochastic Integration and Differential Equations, volume 21 of Stochastic
Modelling and Applied Probability. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2005.

[15] H. Triebel. Theory of Function Spaces II. Springer Basel, Basel, 1992.
[16] A. J. Veretennikov. On strong solutions and explicit formulas for solutions of stochastic

integral equations. Math. USSR Sb., 39(3):387–403, Apr. 1981.
[17] J. Wei, J. Duan, H. Gao, and G. Lv. Stochastic regularization for transport equations.

Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ. Anal. Comput., 9(1):105–141, Mar. 2021.
[18] X. Zhang. Stochastic flows of SDEs with irregular coefficients and stochastic transport equa-

tions. Bull. Sci. Math., 134(4):340–378, June 2010.
[19] A. K. Zvonkin. A transformation of the state space of a diffusion process that removes the

drift. Math. USSR Sb., 22(1):129–149, 1974.


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Main results
	1.2. Background and approach
	1.3. Outline
	1.4. Notation

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Function spaces
	2.2. Forward and backward Itô integral
	2.3. Stochastic flows

	3. Parabolic PDEs with coefficients in TEXT
	3.1. Uniqueness and a priori regularity
	3.2. Existence and stability

	4. Stochastic flows for drifts in TEXT
	4.1. A Zvonkin-type transformation
	4.2. Forward/backward equations with coefficients in TEXT
	4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

	5. Application to linear SPDEs
	Appendix A. A Gronwall-type inequality
	References

