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AsstrAcT. In this work, by using Levi’s parametrix method we first ctvast the fundamental
solution of the critical non-local operator perturbed bpdjent. Then, we use the obtained
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equation driven by Markov process with irregular fia@ents, whose generator is a non-local
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Consider the following critical non-local and non-symnietiperator perturbed by the gra-
dient operator:

ZLTX) = LFT(X)+b(X)- VI(x), Vfe Cg"(Rd), (1.1)
where
Kk(X, z)

2 (X) ::fRd[f(HZ)—f(X)—l 1Z- V()| Z51

Here,k(x, 2) is a measurable function &f x RY satisfying

0<ko<k(X2) <k, k(X2 =«k(x-2), VYxzeRS (1.2)
and for somes € (0, 1),
k(X, 2) — k(X,2)| < kolX— X, VX X,zeRY, (1.3)

wherexg, k1, ko are positive constants. It is critical in the sense that the-local operatorZ®
has the same order as the gradient opefatdn particular, whemr(x, z) = cqa(x) is independent
of z, we get¥* = a(x)A%. Hence, the operatdr’” can be seen as a generalization of the variable
codficient critical fractional Laplacian operator. The criticperator.Z has particular interest
in physics and mathematics (séé([4] 22] and referencesirtheiéhe symmetric irz of « is a
common assumption in the literature, see [3]. As a resulGavealso writeZ* as

k(X, z)

L (X) = p.v.jlé [f(x+ 2) - f(x)] Z |d+1

:;fRd[f(x+z)+f(x 2) - 2f()]K(|);?dz, vf e Co®Y).

The purpose of this paper is to study a jump type stochadtierdntial equation (SDE) with
irregular codicients as[(1]9) below, which has the infinitesimal genegite@n exactly by[(1]1)

and whose driven noise is a family of pure jump Markov procesgsch can be even not Lévy.
This reflects the regularizatiorfects of such kind of multiplicative noises on the deterntiais
system, see [11].
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Our main tool to study the singular SDEs in this work will be fandamental solution of the
operator.Z. Thus, we shall first construct the fundamental solutiodZoby using the Levi's
parametrix method. We remark that this part has independarests. Fop € (0,1), we
introduce the usual Holder space which is given by

xeRd x#£yeRd IX — Y|'8

Cl(RY) := {f € BRY): Ifllcs == suplf(x)| + sup 1T = TGl < oo}.

The following is the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Assume thaf{(1l2)-(1.3) hold andebCﬁ(Rd) for someB € (0,1). Then there
exists a unique transition density functioft,p, y) onR, x R x RY solving

Op(t,x.y) = Zp(t,xy), X#Y, (1.4)
and satisfying the following properties: for any=T0,
(i) (Upper bound) there exists a constante 0 such that for all te [0, T] and Xy € R¢,
p(t, X, y) < cot(x -y +t)74 2L, (1.5)
(i) (Gradient estimate) there is a constantx 0 so that for all te [0, T] and xy € RY,
Vxp(t, %, V)| < CoIX = Y1 + 1)~ (1.6)
(i) (Holder estimate) For any? € (0,8) and every te [0, T], x, X,y € RY, it holds for some
c3 > Othat
Vp(t. x,Y) = Vp(t, X, Y)| < calx = X"t (1% = yi + )7, (1.7)
whereX is the one of the two points x antiwhich is nearer to y.

The fundamental solutions (also called the heat kernel)ooflncal operators have caused
much attentions in the past decades, seel[5,17, 12, 14] aeckneks therein. Among all, we
mention that in[[2], Bogdan and Jakubowski obtained thepstvan sided heat kernel estimates
for the following perturbation oA? by gradient operator:

Lnf(X) = AZE(X) +Db(X) - VI(X), ««€ (L, 2),
whereb belongs to the Kato’s clas#,*~* defined as follows: foy > 0,

: 1 (mdy - i 1Y)l
7= {renie ipap [ Re=o)
The reason of limitingr € (1, 2) lies in the fact that the heat kernel &1, is not comparable
with that of A% for « € (0, 1) even whetb = 1. In [25], Xie and Zhang studied the fundamental
solution of the critical casa,(X)AY? + b(X) - V with codficients in Holder’s space and obtained
the sharp two sided estimates. Recently, Chen and Zhangrn8imct the fundamental solution
for the following nonlocal and non-symmetric operator:

LT = fRd [f(X+ 2) — f(X) - Lz Vf(x)] 'Til);;?dz,

wherex satisfies[(12)F(1]3) and € (0, 2).

Our results can be seen as a generalization of [25] to the gereral non-local operators
%, as well as a generalization of [9] to the drift perturbatiohe critical case. We point out
that the estimatd_(1.7) seems to be new in all the works mesdi@bove, which means that
the functionp(t, x,y) has “1+ 9”- order regularity inx with ¢ < 8. This regularity estimate

is certainly delicate tham_(1.6) and the proof is much movelired, as we shall see. What is
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more, it turns out to be of critical important below for us tady the singular SDEs by using
the heat kernel estimates.

As mentioned above, we are led to the study of this non-lqoatator.# by the consideration
of a kind of SDEs orR® driven by Markov process. To specify the SDE that we are gtong
study, denote byn the Lebesgue measure, and lebe a Poisson random measureRfhx
[0, ) % [0, o0) with mean measure x m x m, wherev is a Lévy measure of Cauchy-type
satisfying
k(2) I

201 k(2) = k(-2), ko <k(2) <k, (1.8)

N

v(d2) =

here,«(2) is a measurable function dk® and o, k; are two positive constants. Set fAre
B(RY x [0, 00) X [0, o)),

N(A) := N(A) — v x mx m(A).
Consider the following SDE:

dX, = f f Lo.r(x_27(r)ZN(dz x dr x dt)
0J|Z<1

+ f f Lio o (x._.21(N)ZN(dz x dr x dt) + b(X;)dt, Xo=X¢€ RY. (1.9)
0J|7Z>1
An application of 1td’s formula shows that the generator is
LX) = f [ f(x+2) = 109 = Ljzeyz- VE(X)|or(x. 2v(d2) + b(x) - V().
Rd

If we let
k(X 2) := o (X, 2)«(2),
then, we can get
ZF(X) = LX) + b(X) - VE(X). (1.10)

Hence, the generator of the above SDE is given exactlylgs in [1.1). This makes (1.9) more
interesting and is worthy of study.
Under the conditions thdttis bounded and global Lipschitz continuoussatisfies

fR 10(%2) - oy, 2l 2v(dd) < Calx— (1.11)

and with some other assumptions, it was showed by Kurtz [hépflem 3.1] that (119) has a
unique strong solution, see als0[18]. We shall study thievpige uniqueness of strong solutions
to SDE [1.9) with irregular cd&cients. Using the conclusions obtained in Theokem 1.1, we
have the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Leto(x, 2) satisfies[(ZI2)E(TI3) with > 1 and the Lévy measuresatisfies[(118).
Suppose also that:
(Ho) There exists a Kato function & K (see Definitioi 3]1 below) such that for almost all
X? y E Rd’

fR 10 2) = 7, 212 A () < [x= Y09 + DY) (1.12)

(Hb) For somed € (3, 1), the drift be C{(RY).
Then, for each x RY, there exists a unique strong solutiof(® to SDE [L.9). Moreover, XX)

admits a density function(p x, y) which enjoys all the properties stated in the conclusions of

Theorent_111.
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Notice that the drift coficient is singular enough so that the deterministic ordimapyation
of (L.9) witho = 0 is not well-posed. The fact that noises may produce reigaléon efects
which make ill-posed deterministic systems well-poseddttisicted a lot of attentions in the
past decades. A remarkable result of N. V. Krylov and M. Riezek15] shows that under the
conditionb € L} (R,; LP(RY)) with

d/p+2/q<1, (1.13)
there exists a unique strong solution for every R to the following SDE:
dX; = dW, + b(t, X)dt, X, = x € RY.
Later on, this was extended by Zhanhgl[27] to the multiphaatioise
dX; = o (t, X)dW, + b(t, X)dt, X = x € R (1.14)
under the assumption thatis uniformly continuous irx, bounded and uniformly elliptic and
Vo e LY (R,; LP[RY)) (1.15)

loc
with p, q satisfy [1.18), wher& donets the weak detivative of with respect tox. See also
[10,123/26]. The situation for SDEs with pure jump Lévy resiss more delicate. LeL{). be
a symmetriar-stable process with non-degenerate spectral measureasiler the following
SDE:

dX; = dL¢ + b(X)dt, X, = xeR% (1.16)
Whena > 1 andb is 8-Holder continuous with
a
1 )
B>1-3

it was proved by Priold [20] that there exists a unique stremigtionX;(x) to SDE [1.16) for
eachx € RY. Zhang [28] extended this result when> 1 and allowingb in some fractional
Sobolev space. See alsa [1,[8] 21] for related results. Rgc§24] considered the same
SDEs as[({119) with the Lévy measure givemigz) = x(2)|z-%-*dz, wherex satisfies[(1J8) and
a € (1,2). Thus, we fill the gap in the critical cage= 1 in this paper.

Compared with([15, 20, 27, 28], we shall use directly thenestes of fundamental solution
in the whole procedure. It seems the first time that Kato filonstwhich are commonly used in
the study of heat kernel estimates are bringed to the stustyaig solutions for singular SDEs.
Our approach can also be adapted to SDEs driven by multipkcBrownian motion. Another
advantage of our method is that, as an consequente bf (H8)eoreni 12, we can derive the
following estimate of the semigroup correspondingto

Corollary 1.3. Let X be the unique strong solution to SOE (1.9) andoe the corresponding
semigroup. Then, s strong Feller and

VTLf (9] < CElflle, VF € By(RY), (1.17)
where C is a positive constant.

Remark 1.4. In general, for SDE[(119), it is not easy to deduce the stroeldgF property as
well as the derivative formula for the corresponding semmigreven if the cggcientso- and b

belong to G(RY). The trouble is caused by the tetl ,(x;, Which is not dfferentiable even
thougho is smooth. Here, we easily get the estimate (1.17) througliutthdamental solution

estimates.
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Let us specify the main fficulties of the proof. As is well known now, the basic idea @ th
proof for the pathwise uniqueness of singular SDEs is basdgti®@the Zvonkin’'s transforma-
tion, which require suitable analytic regularity resultsertain elliptic equations corresponding
to the generators of the strong solutions. Notice that[[2028] are all restricted to the addi-
tive Lévy noise. In this circumstances, one only needs & @éh the symmetric operata#
defined by

Lof(X) = fR d [F(x+2) = £ = Lgeyz- VE((d2), VF e CPRY),

which is the generator df;. The analysis in[[20, 21, 28] relies heavily on the symmetric
property of % and theC2-smoothing property of its semigroup. However, the oper&f6 in

our paper is not symmetric, critical and more importantsémigroup has onl€*? regularity

as indicated by (117). Therefore, we need to use more delaralysis to fit our less regularity
property into the frame of Zvonkin’s transformation. Anettdifficult comes from the new
extraterm % »x. 2;(r). We need to use a trick af-estimate by Kurtz [17] rather than the-
estimate as usual when proving our main theorem. Some ndiepes appear when dealing
with the L;-estimate and the irregular déieients, see also [24].

Last but not least, it is clear that the assumption (1.12)gereeralization of (1.11). Here, we
would like to give the following important comment.

Remark 1.5. In view of [3.1) below, we can take
oc(X,2 =K@ +5(X)|Z" for |7<1, o(X2=K(2+d7(x) for |7 > 1,

with 0 < K; < K(2) < Kp, ¥ > 0and Vs € L (RY) with g > d, whereV denotes the weak
derivative. The interesting thing is that for SE14) if o is independent of the time variable
t, one has to assume th&tr- € L9(RY) with q > d, see[(1.13) and (1.15). So one may guess
reasonably that for SDEs driven by multiplicatiwestable noise, one has to assume that the
diffusion cogficients satisfie§¥o € LI(RY) with g > 2d/a. Here, we only need the index-qd,

the point is that- appears in the indicator functiolyo ,(x, »(r)-

This paper proceed as follows: In Section 2 we construct thedmental solution for the
operator.Z and give the proof of Theorem 1.1. Meanwhile, we study theathing properties
of the corresponding semigroup, which will play an esséntie. In Section 3, we prove our
main result Theorern 1.2. Throughout this paper, we use fleving convention:C with or
without subscripts will denote a positive constant, whaaee may change in flerent places,
and whose dependence on parameters can be traced fromataltst We writef (xX) < g(x) to
mean that there exists a const@gt> 0 such thatf (x) < Cog(X); and f(x) < g(x) to mean that
there existC;, C, > 0 such thaC;g(x) < f(X) < Cxg(X).

2. FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTION OF OPERATOR .

2.1. Preliminaries. To shorten the notation, we set farB € R,
At x) = (Ix A 1)(IX] + )
Let B(y, B) be the usual Beta function defined by

1
BU.p) = fo (1- 9 '¥1ds, 8> 0.

The following result which is called the 3P-inequality wasyed in [25, Lemma 2.1].
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Lemma 2.1. For 81,8, € [0, 1] andy4, y» € R, there exists a constanyG 0 such that for all
0<st<oandxyeRY,

f d Ot x— 2)0%(s, z- y)dz < Cd{t71+ﬁl+52‘1572g8(t +SX-Y)
R
T O (B S
+ tyl 872+ﬂ1+ﬁ2_198(t + S, X — y)
+ 0182t + 5 X - Y), (2.1)

and ify; > =1, y2 > 2, we have
t
fo fRd A1t — 5. % 2)g52(s 2. Y)dzds < Cafed, ., g s (6 X V)B(y1 + B1 + Bo. 1+ 72)

+ 7i+72+,31(t’ X’ y)B(yl + Bl’ 1 + 72)
+ 09 yrspniy (b X% Y)B(y2 + B1 + B2, L+ 1)
+ 0o, (& X Y)BO2 + B2 1+ 1)},
Let us first recall some facts about the heat kernel of theviefig non-local symmetric
operator (with a little abuse of notation, we still denotkyitZ*):
L (X) = p.v. f [f(x+2) - f (@12 dz. Vf e CTRY).
Rd
Here, the functiom is independent ok and satisfies
k(2) =x(-2), O<ko<k(2) <k, VzeRY (2.2)

It is known that there exists a symmetiestable like process dR® corresponding taZ*. Let
ZX(t, xX) be the heat kernel of operataf, i.e.,

OZ (t, X) = L*Z(t, X), I{[B] Z (1, X) = 6o(X),
wheredy(X) is the Dirac function. Then, it follows from [6, Theorem JLthat for some constant
Co>1,
Colod(t, X) < Z(t, X) < Cood(t, ), Vt>0, xe R (2.3)
Moreover, if we set
@) = k(@) - K—Z? (2.4)

by the construction of Lévy process, we can write (see &s(2[23)])
202 = [ ol x-22( 90z 25)
Rd

wherep is the heat kernel of? given by
p(t, ) = 7 FT(ER)(X? + )7L,
andr is the usual Gamma function. This is also called the Poissomek.
Below, for a functionf onR, x RY, we shall simply write
ot(t, % 2) ;== f(t,x+2 + f(t,x—2) - f(t, x).
By [9, Lemma 2.3, Theorem 2.4], it holds for &l 0, x € RY that there exist positive constants
C1, C, such that

IVZX(t, X)| < C109(t, X) (2.6)
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and
f |624(t, % 2)| - 127 dz < C03(t, X), (2.7)
Rd

Moreover, we also have the following Holder estimates: day 9 € (0,1],t > 0 and all
X, X € RY, there exisCs, C, > 0 such that

IVZX(t, X) — VZ(t, X)| < Calx = X[70%(t, %) (2.8)
and

f |62¢(t, X, 2) = 62:(t, X; 2)| - 127 dz < Calx — X["0%(t, %), (2.9)
Rd

whereXis the one of the two pointsandx’ which is nearer to zero point. In fadf, (2.8) is shown
by [24, Lemma 2.3]. As foi (2]9), ik — X'| > t, then it is easy to see by (2.7) that

f [62:(t. %, 2) = 62¢(t. X 2)| - 127 dz < Ca5(t. ¥) + 05(t. X)) < Calx = X "0 (L. %).
Rd
In the caséx — X| < t, we use([9, Theorem 2.4] to deduce
f [62:(t X 2) = 62+(t, X; 2)| - 127 Hdz < Calx = X[(°4(t, ) + 0% (t. X)) < Calx = X "% (t. ),
Rd

thus [2.9) is true. Lek and< be two functions orRY satisfying [2.2), we shall also need the
following continuous dependence of the heat kernel witpeesto the kernel functiok

1Z4(t, X) — Z¥(t. X)| < Csllk — Rlloo(0 + 0], )(1. X). (2.10)
and

VZ¥(t. %) ~ VZ¥(t. )| < Cellk — &ll(2§ + &7, )(t. ). (2.11)
whereCs, Cg > 0 are constant ande (0, 1), seel[9, Theorem 2.5].

2.2. Construction and estimates of the fundamental solution.Now, we consider the opera-
tor . in ([L.1), which can be seen &8* perturbed by the gradient term. In order to reflect the
dependence of with respect to, we also write

LX) = LAF(X).

Notice that the operata#’* has the same order with. Hence, the usual perturbation method
to construct the heat kernel is not applicable. Adlin [25],skell use the Levi’'s parametrix
method. Fixy € RY, consider the freezing operator

LUE(x) = p.v. fR d | f(x+2) = F(|x(y, DI *dz
Let Z,(t, X) := ZV(t, X) be the heat kernel of operatgf*¥, i.e.,
0Zy(t,X) = LVZt %), lImZy(t %) = 6. (2.12)
For a bounded and measurable functipmwe define
Po(t, X.Y) = Zy(t, X =y + b()t).
Then, one can check by (2]12) that
Fipolt, X,y) = £V po(t, X,¥) + b(y) - VPo(t, X, y), 1im po(t, x,¥) = 6y(%). (2.13)

Meanwhile, we have the following important estimates, whigll be used below.
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Lemma 2.2. Under [1.2), there exist constantg & 1,C; > 0 such that for every £ 0 and
X,y € RY,

Colol(t, X —y) < po(t. X ¥) < Cool(t. x— ) (2.14)

and
[V Po(t. x.Y)l + f [6p(t. % ;2] - 127 dz < Cagf(t. x - y). (2.15)

R
Moreover, for anyd € (0, 1], there exist G, C3 > 0 such that

IVPo(t, X, ¥) — Vpo(t, X, y)| < Colx — X7 0%(t, X V) (2.16)

and
\fImutxwa—ﬁm@XZwaﬁuﬁ*HZ<CﬂX—%ﬂfﬁti—w, (2.17)

Rd

whereX is the one of the two points x antiwhich is nearer to y.

Proof. Sincex is uniformly bounded, it follows by (213) and the definitioh m that for some
constantCy independent of,

pO(t’ X, y) = Q?(t’ X—y+ b(y)t)
Noticing thatb is bounded,
IX—y+bWt+t=<|Xx-y +t,

we get(Z.14). Similarly, by (216)-(2.9) we can det (2. 18)1{). i

We also prepare the following important estimates for tatte.

Lemma 2.3. Assume thaf(1l2) holds andebCﬁ(Rd) for somes € (0,1). We have forall& 0
and xe RY,

\fVm¢wa<CMﬂ (2.18)
Rd
and for anyd € (0,1) and x X' € RY,
j f [Vpo(t. x.y) = Vot x',y)]dy] < Caglx— X["#"2, (2.19)
Rd

where G, Cq44 are positive constants.

Proof. SinceZ(t, X) is the heat kernel of the operatéf¥), we have

f Z,(t,xdx=1, VyeR
Rd

As a result, we can also get

fd Z:(t, x-y+b@Etdy =1, V¥x¢&eR?
In view of (2.11) and usinﬁ]ZlG) with = 1, we find that for any € (0, 1),
[VZ,(t, x =y + b(Y)t) — VZe(t, x — y + BE)L)|
< |VZ(t. X~y + b)) ~ VZe(t, X~y + by)t)|
+[VZe(t, Xy + bY)t) ~ VZelt, X~y + bED)|
< (= yP AD)(0d+07, )t x—y) + (1€ =y A D)t~ 0% (t. x—y)

< (I =y A D(0) + 2, )t x - y). (2.20)
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Hence, we can deduce

fR Ipolt, X )y = f [Vpo(t, %y) - VZe(t, x =y + ]| _
< fRd (dh + 03 )(t. x = y)dy < t°°2,

which gives [Z.I8). The estimate (2119) is more involvedt Zgt, x) be the heat kernel of
operator.Z*, wherex{y) is defined as if (2]4). By (2.5), we can write

poltx ) = [ o3t x=y+ bt~ D2, (. 9z

- [ pgtx-22az-y+ bojcz
Rd

For simplicity, we set
Lvp(t X, X 2) 1= Vp(Ft, X~ 2) = Vp(31, X - 2).

and letxX’be the one of the two pointsandx’ which is nearer t@. Then, we know as in_(2.8)
that for anyd € (0, 1),

[Zop(t; X%, X3 2)] < Cylx = X "% (t, X~ 2).
We may argue as above to deduce that

J = fR ) |V Po(t, X, ¥) = Vpo(t, X, y)|dy
_ f f Zoo(t: % X3 22,(t, Z— y + b(y)t)dzdly
RAJRM

- fR d fR d Lop(t X X5 D[ Z)(t, -y + b)) — Ze(t, z— y + b(§)t)]‘§=idzdy.

As in (2.20), we usd (2.10), (Z114) arid (2.15) to deduce tradrfy O< y < 1, there exists &€,
such that

[2/(t.2-y + b)) ~ Ze(t. 2=y + BED]|_, < C,(0X =y A D(ed +, )(t.2-y).
which yields by[(2.11) that

J <Cylx—x[ f f °%(t. X 2)(0f + o] )(t. z— y)dz- (1% — y¥ A 1)dy

Cylx — x| f g+ 07 )6 K= y)dy < Cylx— x|,
The proof is finished. |

By Levi's parametrix method, we construct the fundamentaitson of .# by the following
formula:

t
B(t, %, y) = Polt, X, ) + f polt - . % 2)a(s 2 y)dzds, (2.21)
0JRd

whereq satisfies the following integral equation:

t
attx3) = ult. x3) + [ [ ot~ s x 2als 2 y)ds (2.22)
OJR

and
Go(t. X.Y) := (L0 = 2O po(t, x,y) + (b(x) — b(y)) - Vpo(t, X, ).
9



Remark 2.4. The point is that we should freeze simultaneously both tfiesthn cogicient
and the drift cogicient at the given pointy, see the definition gf p

Formally, we have by {2.13) that

t
op(t, X, y) = 0po(t, X, y) + q(t, X, y) + f f ) OiPo(t — s, X 2)(s, z y)dzds
OJR
= M po(t, x,y) + b(X) - Vpo(t, X, y)

+ fofd («i”(x) Po(t — S, X, 2) + b(X) - Vpo(t — s, X, z))q(s, z,y)dzds

= 2Mp(t, x,y) + b(X) - Vp(t, X, ). (2.23)

Thus, the main tasks are to solve the equation {2.21), andaterthe above computations
rigorous.

Below, we shall work on the time interval [0], and always assumgé (1.2)-(11.3) hold and
be Cﬁ(Rd). The general case follows by the standard semigroup angurhet us first solve
the equation(Z2.22). Far > 1, define recursively that

Gt X Y) 1= fo f Golt — 5 X 2 2(s. 2 y)czds. (2.24)

We have:

Lemma 2.5. There exists a constanyG 0 such that for all ne N,
(Car()™*
I'((n+1)B)
wherel is the usual Gamma function.

On(t. % V)| < (00 1s(t. X = ¥) + is(t. X = Y)). (2.25)
Proof. First of all, by our assumptions arild (2.15), it is easy to baé t

|q0(t’ X, y)| < Cd@é(t’ X— y)
Notice that

B(y,B) is symmetric and non-increasing with respect to each blrjaandg.
Forn=1, by Lemma2l, we deduce that

| (t, X, Y)I < CﬁfofRd dh(t - s x—2di(s z- y)dzds

< CiB(2B. 1o3s(t, x ~y) + CEB(B, 1)df(t. x - Y)
< C3B(8.8)(0% + &)(t. X~ y).
Suppose now that

Gt X Y1 < V(001 + Tt X = V),
wherey, > 0 will be determined below. Using LemrhaP.1 again, we have

Gnea(t, X, V)| < Cayn(B(B, 1+ (N+ 1)B) + B((n + 2)8, 1) + B(2B, 1+ 1B) )0, ps(t, X - V)
+ Cayn(B((N+ 1)B, 1) + B(B, 1+ 18) )0l 15t X~ V)
< Cd)’nB(lB’ (n + 1):8)(Q?n+2)ﬁ + (n+1),8)(t’ X— y)

. 0
= 7n+1(Q(n+2)ﬂ + (n+1)ﬁ)(t’ X=Y),
10



where
Yn+1 = Cd')’nB(B’ (n + 1)ﬁ)

Hence, byB(y, ) = Fr((yy)ig), we obtain

(Car()™*

Yn = Ci"'B(B,B)B(B. 28) - - - B(B.nB) = (s 05)°

which gives[(2.25). The proof is complete.
We also need the Holder continuity gf with respect to.

Lemma 2.6. For all n > 0 andy € (0,p), there exists a constanyCG 0 such that

(Car(B)™*
r(ng+7y)

X {(ngﬂ + & ne1p) (X = Y) + (0 + Do) X — y)}'
Proof. Let us first prove the following estimate: for everye (0,5),
1Go(t, X, ¥) — Go(t, X, Y)I
< (Ix= XP7 A D@0 + )t x=y) + (00 + &E_p)(t. X - y)}.
In the case ofx — X'| > 1, by (2.25) we have
Go(t, X Y)I < dh(t, X —y) < &) _y(t. x—Y)

|qn(t, X, Y) - qn(t, X,,y)l < (|X — X’|:8_7 A l)

and
1Go(t. X, V) < dy(t. X —Y) < _,(t. X —).
If t < |x—X| <1, we can also deduce Hy (2125) that
1ao(t, % V)| < dolt, x—y) < Ix= XP7d)_y(t. x-),
and
Go(t, X, )| =[x = XF7d_y(t, X —y).
Suppose now that
X - X|<t.
Without loss of generality, we may assume tk& nearer toy, i.e.,
IX=yl <X =Yl
By the definition ofg,, we can write
1Go(t, X, Y) = Go(t, X, Y)I < [(L*¥ = L) po(t, X, y)I

+ (LD — L) (polt, . y) = Polt, X, )|

+b(x) — b(X)| - [Vpo(t, X, Y)l

+b(x) — b(y)l - [VPo(t, X, ¥) — Vpo(t, X, Y)l

=T+ 1+ 13+ 1,
Using (1.3) and(2.15), we have

Ty < |x=XPog(t, X —y) < Ix=XP70(t, X —y).
For the second term, takinty= 8 — y in (2.117) yields that
o< (X=yP A L) Ix=XP700 4t x—y) = Ix= XV _(t, x - ).
11
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For I3, it holds by [2.15) that
T3 < Ix=XFPogt, X =y) < [x=XF7)(t, X - ).
As for the last term, it follows by taking = g — y in (2.16) that
Ty 2 (IX=YP A L) Ix=XP70 4t x—Y) = IX= X7 _y(t. x— ).
Combining the above calculations, we obtain (2.26).
Now, by the definition ofj, and Lemma 2]5, we have fare N,
G (t, X, Y) — On(t, X, y)| < f t |Go(t — S, %,2) — Gt — S, X, 2)| - [Oh-1(S, Z Y)|dzds

< (C;(Fn(g””ox XF7 A1) f [+ t-sx-2+ @+ )t-sx -2
x {0%(S.2—Y) + dfy 1)5(S. Z— y)}dzds,
which yields the desired result by Lemmal2.1. O
Basing on the above two lemmas, we have

Lemma 2.7. The function ¢, x,y) := >, 0n(t, X, y) solves the integro-gerential equation
(2.22). Moreover, @, x,y) has the following estimates:

lat, X, Y)| < dh(t. x—y) + 03(t, X y), (2.27)
and anyy € (0,5),
lat, x,y) — q(t, X, y)l
< (Ix= XP7 A D@0 + )t x—y) + (@3 + &L _)(t. X - y)l. (2.28)
Proof. By Lemmd 2.5, one sees that

+1
D it < ) RO (009 + iy )

n+1
St -

Since the series is convergent, we obtain (2.27). Simjladtimate[(2.28) follows by Lemma
[2.8. Moreover, by[(2.24) we have

m+1
DX = dltx) + f | antt-sx2 Z (s 2 y)czs
which yields [2.2R) by taking limiten — oo for both sides. ]

For brevity, set

{
2(t,xy) = f _Po(t = s, x.2)q(s 2 y)dzds.
OJR

With Lemmal 2.7 in hand, we can prove the following resultspséproof is entirely similar
to the one of[[25, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.5], we omit the detaite h8ee alsa [9, Lemma 3.5,

Lemma 3.6].
12



Lemma 2.8. For all t > 0 and x# y € RY, we have

t
H2(t, x.y) = —q(t, X, y) — f f ) L Upo(t - s,-, 2(X)q(S, 2 y)dzds,
0OJR

and

t
V2t % y) = f f Vapolt— S % 20(s 2 y)dzds
OJR

t
290axy) = [ [ 20p(- s 200 2 ydzs
0JRd
where the integrals are understood in the sense of iterategrals.

Before giving the proof of the main result, we prepare thdoWing non-local maximal
principle, seel[25] and [9].

Theorem 2.9. (Maximal principle) For given T> 0, let ut, X) € Cp([0, T] x RY) be such that
for almost all te [0, T] and all xe R¢,

ou(t, X) + Zu(t, x) = 0. (2.29)
Assume that
lim [Ju(t) — u(T)llo = 0, sup|[Vu(t)llc < +o0, se[0,T), (2.30)
uT te[0,9]
and
for each xe RY, t — _Zu(t, X) are continuous off0, T). (2.31)

Then for each € [0, T),
supu(t, X) < supu(T, X).

xeRd xeRd

In particular, there is a unique solution to equatidn (2.28)h the same final value attime T in
the class of i Cy([0, T] x RY) satisfying[[2.30) and (2.31).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume tbhds nonnegative. Otherwise, we can
subtract the infimum afi from u. By the assumption, it shices to prove that for any< s< T,

supu(t, X) < supu(s, X). (2.32)

xeRd xeRd
Below we fixs € (0, T). Lety(x) : RY — [0, 1] be a smooth function witk(x) = 1 for|x < 1
andy(x) = 0 for|x| > 2. ForR > 0, define the following cut® function
XR(X) = x(X/R).
ForR, 6 > 0O, consider
uX(t, X) := u(t, Xyr(X) + (t — 9)6.
Then
OrUR(t, X) + L Ug(t, ) = gR(L, X) + 6, (2.33)
where
OR(L %) 1= L (UrR)(t, X) — L U(t, X) - xr(X¥) + b(X) - Vxr(IU(t, X). (2.34)
We proceed to show that for eaéh> 0, there exists aR, > 1 such that for alt € [0, s) and
R> Ry,
SUPUX(t, X) < SUpUX(s, X). (2.35)

xeRd xeRd
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If this is proven, then takin® — oo ands — 0 and noticing that syp.s Ux(s, X) < SURga U(S, X),

we obtain [(2.3PR).
We first prove the following claim: For eadh T, there exists a consta@t > 0 such that
C
sup [Igx(®)lles < =775- (2.36)

te[0,9)]
Proof of Claim: By definition, we have

2" (UrR)(t, X) — ZU(t, ) - xr(X)] = fRd lut, x + 2) — u(t, X)| lyr(X +2) —)(R(X)||ZT%

+Ju(t, X)| f 16,,(%; 2)| - |27 dz
Rd

dz
|Z|d+1/2

1 1
< U IRl RIS f
|

Z>1

dz
+||Vu(t)||oo”VXR”oof WHIUG)IIMIIVXRIIOO
lZ<1

1
3 IS
< IO llulilé 55

which then gived(2.36) by (2.84), (2130).
We now use the contradiction argument to prave (2.35). Fix
R > (Cs/6)>. (2.37)

Suppose thaf(2.85) does not hold, sihee sup g« U(t, X) is continuous on [0g], there must
exist a pointy € [0, s) such that

Vxlloo
R

VX0
R b

+ [IVU(®)lle + U)o

sup  Ug(t, x) = sup(supU‘é(t, x)) = supu(to, X)
(t,X)€[0,9)xRY t€[0,9) \xeRrd xeRd

and further for someg € RY,

sup  U(t, X) = supu(to, X) = Ux(to, Xo).

(t,x)€[0,9)xRd xeRd
In particular,
Vui(to, %) = 0, (2.38)

and

L4Ug(to, Xo) = lim (U(to, Xo + 2) — U(to, X0))k(X, 2)1Z% *dz < O. (2.39)

& 12>
Moreover, by[(2.33), for ank € (0, s— tp), we have
u6 th + h’ _ u6 t , 1 to+h 1 to+h
0> rlfo + . X0) ~Ugllo. Xo) _ 1 LUYr, Xo)dr + = g%(r, Xo)dr + 6.
h h Ji, h Ji,

Since

t — ZU%(t, Xo) are continuous

lettingh — 0, by (2.38),[(2.39) and (2.86), we obtain

C C
O>$u‘;(to,xo)—RTf2+6> —RT/S2+6,
which produces a contradiction with (2137). The proof is ptete. |

Now, we prove the first main result of this paper.
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Proof of Theorerh 111First of all, by Lemm& 218, one sees that the computatiorB #8) make
sense, and thug (1.4) is true. Meanwhile, the uniquenessnegative, conservativeness and
the semigroup properties can be obtained by Theérem 2.9%théteame arguments as in [25].
Thus, p(t, x, y) forms a density function. We only need to prove the corradpt estimates.

(i) Recalling that € (0, 1), one has by (2.27) and (2.1)
[2(t % )l =< fo fR ot - s.x.2)(dg + f)(s. 2~ y)dzds

< 00,4t X=Y) + it X~ Y) < ARt X~ ),
which in turn gives estimaté (1.5) by equation (2.21) and@i4p.

(ii) We write

v.20x3) = [ [ Tpolt- 5 x 2a(s 25) - s x)eads

+f% (fRdeo(t— S, X, Z)dz) q(s, x, y)ds

%
+ f f | Vpo(t — s X, 2)q(s, z y)dzds
0 R
=: 21(t, X, y) + 2o(t, X, y) + Z5(t, X, ).
For 24(t, x,y), by (2.15), (2.2B) and Lemnia 2.1, we have

20x91 = [ [ s x=2f(e0+ )6 x-) + (6] + (s 2 s
< [ ([ b= sx- 2] 2 + s -y
+ fofRd & "(t— s x=2)(0) + & _,)(s z—y)dzds

< ( f t(t — 8L+ 9 )gg(s X~ y)ds)

+ (09 + o+ ATt x—y) < od(t X~ Y).
Thanks to[(2.118), we can deduce for the second term that

225
22t xY) < f (t = 9 Heh(s x—y) +gf(s X~ y)}ds < Bt X~ V).
As for 2;(t, X, y), we have

|2s(t, X Y)| < foszdQS(t—s,X—Z){Qﬁ(S,z—y)+Q2(s,z—y)}dzds

t
<ot [ [ ot~ s x-ef(a z-y) + s 2- y)fdzds < oSt x- ).
0 JR
Combining the above calculations, we obtain
V2(t, %, Y)l < 05(t, X - ),

which in turn gives[(16).
15



(i) Set
Jopo(t; X X Y) 1= Vpo(t, X, ¥) = Vpo(t, X, Y).
Then, estimatd (2.16) yields that for afty (0, 1),
vpo(ts X, X3 Y)I < Colx — X702, (t, X - ),
whereX'is the one of the two points andx’ which is nearer ty. We may argue as above to
write

IV2(t, xy) - V2(t, X, y)| <

ﬁfRd ngo(t - S XX Z)(q(s, zy)—-q(s X Y))dZdS

+

t
f f | Lype(t = S X, X5 2)dz(s, X, y)ds
IR

+

%
f f Lvpo(t — S X X' 2)0(s, Z y)dzds
0 JRd

= 21(t, X, X, ¥) + Do(t, X, X, y) + Za(t, X, X, y).
Ford < B, we can choose#® > 0 such tha#} + ¢ < g, and by [2.2B),[(2]1) we have

t
7t x X < Colx-x1' [ [ £ -8 %2} + ., )(a 2~ yyds
SR

t
+Cylx = X’ f f d ) (- s X—2)dz), + df,_;)(s x - y)ds
IR
<Ix=X|"(gh_y + &)y + &, )(t. X~ )

t
Hx=xXI" | (t= 9" Hoh + & _y)(s x~ y)ds

2
< Cylx— X["0%(t, X - ).
Thanks to[(2.19) and taken into account[of (2.27), it holds

t
Do(t, %, X, y) < Colx— X (- 7Y + 03)(s X— y)ds < Cylx = X["0%(t, X - ).
Finally, we have by[(2.16)[(2.27) ard (2.1) that for a@y> O,

3
Pa(t, %, X, Y) < Cylx — x’|”f0 fd %t — s, X - 2)(cf + 05)(s 2 y)dzds
R

t
< Cylx — >(|”t"9"9”ff 0%, (t— s x— z)(gﬁ + 92)(5, z - y)dzds
0JRd
< Cylx = X170%(t, X - ).
Based on the above estimates, we thus[get (1.7) byl (2.15Pa21) ( The proof is finished. o

2.3. Regularity of the semigroup. At the end of this section, let us consider the following
elliptic integral-diterential equation ifR¢:

AU(X) — Z*u(x) — b(x) - Vu(x) = b(x), (2.40)
whered > 0 is a constant. Denote b the semigroup corresponding 14, i.e.,
TiH09:= [ pLxyTOd. VI € B
R

Using the conclusions obtained above, we can prove theaAoitpresult.
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Theorem 2.10.Suppose thak (11.2)-(1.3) hold ancttCﬁ(Rd) for somes > 0. Then, there exists
a classical solution & CI*"(R?) to (2.40) with0 < & < B, which is given by

u(x) = fo ooe‘“‘i‘tb(x)dt.

Moreover, ford big enough, we have

Julle + 19Ul < 3. (2.41)
Proof. Recall that
L =L+b-V.
By Fubini's theorem and integral by part formula, we have
Zu(xX) = f ooe‘”tg?’tb(x)dt = f we‘”taﬂ'tb(x)dt
= —cl))(x) + Au(X), i
which gives[[2.40). We show thate C1*”(RY). As a direct result of (1]5), we have
IUllee < C1A7YBlco- (2.42)
Sincep(t, %, y) is a density function, we have
fRd p(t,x,y)dy =1, VxeRY (2.43)

As a result, we can write
vu) = [ [ bt x3)(b0) - bO)ee
Thus, we arrive at
IVullee < IIbllc/;fomfRd e "gh(t. x— y)dydt < Cﬂ_ﬁllbllcﬁ,
which together with[(Z.42) implie§ (2.41) is true. Finalliging [2.48) once more we can write
VTib(x) - VTib(X) = f (Vh(t. xy) = Vp(t. X, y))(b(y) - b(x))d.

whereX'is the one of the two points andx’ which is nearer tg. In view of (1.7), we deduce
that for O< ¢ < 3,

VTb(X) - VTbX) < Colx - X1l [ ot X~ y)dy
R
< Cox = X[ bl

Consequently, we find that

IVu(x) — Vu(x)| < fo me—“|v71b(x) — VTib(X)|dt

) —9-1-At )
< Clx- X ||b||Cﬁf0 t"" e "dt < Cplx - XV'llblls,

which in turn yields the desired result. O
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3. SDE priveN BY M ARKOV PROCESS

In this section, we consider SDE (IL.9), whose generaftais given by [1.10). We want to
show the existence and uniqueness of the strong solutioRDBf($.9) with irregular cofficients
by using the fundamental solution method. Below, we alwagsime that- satisfies[(1.2)E(1]3)
holds withg > 2, andb € C{(R?) with 6 > 3.

3.1. Krylov estimate and Zvonkin’s transformation. Let us first introduce the following
class of functions to be used.
Definition 3.1. (Generalized Kato’s class) Define

K§ = {f € L (RY) : for every T> 0,KX(T) < oo},

where

KY(T) :=su If(x-V)l- 1 A L d
=R iyt " et

xeRd JRA

For the characterization fdt}, see[[2] and[[25, Proposition 2.3] for more discussions. By
Holder’s inequality, one can easily see that fios d,

1 1
1 T2 8\ 1\
1
M < ”f”"'(fRd(w-l N ) dy) <G '(fw |y|Q<d-1>dy) =%

whereq is the conjugate index qf and sincep > d, we haveg(d — 1) < d. Thus, we get
LP(RY) c KI, Vp>d. (3.1)
It was shown in[[19, Proposition 3] that under our conditighsre exists a unique martingale
solution corresponding to the operatgt. Meanwhile, it is known that the martingale solution
for . is equivalent to the weak solution to SOE (1.9), see [17, Lar@m]. Thus, the existence

and uniqueness of weak solution hold for SDE](1.9). As aniegjibn of Theorerh 111, we have
the following result.

Lemma 3.2. The unique weak solution X of SOE (1.9) has a jointly contirsudensity func-
tion p(t, X, y) with respect to the Lebesgue measureRdn Moreover, (t, x,y) enjoys all the
properties stated in Theorem 1.1 and for every D and any nonnegative functionef K2,

N
SUIDE(fO f(Xs(X))dS) < Cyrllfllp, (3.2)

xeRd

where Gt is a positive constant.

Proof. The first part of the conclusions follows by the same methad & Corollary 1.3]. We
proceed to show the estimafe (3.2). By [1.5), we have

E( fo tf (Xs(X))dS) = fo tfRd p(s, x, y) f(y)dyds

t
< [ [ eftsx-yteyds < 10+ 2.0
OJR
where .
1(t) = fo fM (s Y) (X~ y)dyds:
<t

and

0= [ fM s (x-Y)es

18



Using the definition o2, we find that forZ(t),

i t
T,(t) < f (f ds+1ds+ f s‘dds) f(x - y)dy
vt \Jo ¥l v

<f 1 f(Xx—y)dy < oco.
|

yl<t |yjd-1
As for the second term, we can deduce

t2
< | gty <o
>t

The proof is finished. |

Remark 3.3. Estimate[(3.R) is called the Krylov estimate for the stroolgigons, which is very
important and usually obtained by suitable analytic regitlamethod, se¢l5,[27,[28] Here,
we obtain this result by simply using the estimate of thedumehtal solution.

Usually, the 1t0’s formula is performed for functios= Cg(Rd). However, this is too strong

for our latter use. Notice tha* f is meaningful for anyf € Ckl)”(Rd) aslongay > 0. Indeed,
we have by[(1]2) that

1
.;S,”"f(x)<CdfJ|Vf(x+rz)—Vf(x)|dr|ch—|i+Cd||f||0<,
[2<1J0

dz
<Cdf T_y||f||l+y+cd”f”oo < 00,
<1 12

We first show that Itd’s formula holds fdi(X;) when f € C.*”(RY) with y > 0.

Lemma 3.4. Let % satisfies[[Z19) and & C.*”(RY) withy > 0. Then, we have

t t oo
F(X) = F(X) - f Zf(X)ds = f f f 0%+ oo a1 (1)) — F(XIN(dzx dr x ds).
0 0J0 JR
Proof. Letp € C3'(RY) such that[, p(X)dx = 1. Definepn(x) := no(nx), and

B9 = [ | Fn(x- oy

Hence, we havd, € Cﬁ(Rd) with IIfnllcg < ||f||cg, and||f, - fll» — O for everyy’ < y. By
b
using Itd’s formula forf,(X;), we get

fa(Xo) = fa(X) — fo.i”fn(xs)ds = fofooofRd [faXs- + Lp.orxe21(F)2) = fa(Xs)IN(dz x dr x ds).

Now we are going to pass the limits on the both sides of theabquality. It is easy to see that
for everyw andx € RY,

fa(X) — fo(x) = f(X) — f(X), asn— oo.
Since
[fa(x +2) = fa(¥) = 2- VEa(X)] < CIz’ [l falley < CIZ71If ez,

we can get by dominated convergence theorem that for every

t t
fﬁfn(xs)dSafgf(Xs)ds, asn — co.
0 0
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Finally, by the isometry formula, we have

L 100+t - 10

— F(Xs- + Loopee21(1)2) + F(Xs)|N(dzx dr x ds)

E

2

t 00
-F f f J Lowtea (O] f(Xs +2) = fa(Xs) = F(Xs +2) + F (X[ drv(d)ds
O0JRYO

t
<C f f E|fa(Xs +2) — fa(Xs) — T(Xs+2) + f(XS)|2v(dz)ds -0, ash— oo,
0JRd

where in the last step we have used the fact¢hiatboundedj| fnllcg < ||f||Cg and the dominated
convergence theorem again. The proof is finished. |

Now, letu be the solution to equation (2]40) corresponding to the g¢oe? of X;. By
TheoreniZ.10, we hauee C. " (RY) with 0 < y < 6 A 8. Define

D(X) := X+ u(x).
In view of (2.41), we also have
1 3
SIX=y1 <[00 - @)| < X,
which implies that the mag — ®(x) forms aC!-diffeomorphism and
% < [VOl|oo, VOl < 2, (3.3)

where®-1(.) is the inverse function ab(-). We prove the following Zvonkin’s transformation.

Lemma 3.5. Let ®(x) be defined as above and 3blve SDE[(1]9). Then, Y= ®(X;) satisfies
the following SDE:

t t oo
Y = O(X) + f b(Ys)ds + f f (Ys_, z)l[o,&(yy,z)](r)ﬂ(dzx dr x ds)
0 0J0 Jzk1

* fofo 71 9(Ys-» 2)Lj0.5(v, 21(r)N(dz x dr x ds),
where
b(x) = AW@()) - | [U(@ () +2) — U@ (X)) ]o(D (%), 2)v(d2)
[Z>1
and

(%2 = D@ X +2) - x (X2 :=c(@X),2).

Proof. By Lemmd 3.4, we can use the Itd’s formula for functioto get
t t oo
u(Xy) = u(x) + f Zu(Xs)ds — f f f [U(Xs + 1p0,0(xs21(V)2) — U(Xs)]v(dZ)drds
0 0JO J|z>1
t oo
+ f f f [UXs- + 1o,0(x.21(V)2) — U(Xs-)|N(dz x dr x ds)
0J0 J|Z>1

t oo
+ f f f [UXs- + Lio.o(xe27(V)2) — U(Xs_)IN(dz x dr x ds).
0J0 J|Zk1
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Adding this with SDE[(1.9), taking into account 6f (2140) amaticing that
D(x+y) — O(x) = u(x+Yy) — u(x) +V,
and
F(X+ Lioox21(r)2) = F(X) = Loy (N F(X+2) = £(X],
we obtain the desired result. ]

3.2. Proof of Theorem[1.2. Before giving the proof of our main results, we prepare some
inequalities which will be needed below.

Lemma 3.6. Letb and§ be given by Lemnia3.5. Then, there exist constant§,Guch that
fora.e. xy e RY,

D) ~ BE)I < Calx — ¥ - (1 + h(@(x)) + h(®*())) (3.4)
and
1§(x, 2) — 8(y. DI < Colx -1 - 12", (3.5)
where0 <y < 6 A B.
Proof. Sinceo is bounded and thanks to (2141), (3.8), (1.12), we get

1b(3) — b(y)I < Ju(@(x)) - u(@*(y))| + L 1|U(<I>‘1(><) +2) — u(@Y(y) + 2|v(d2)

+ f |u(@ (%)) = U@ (y)|(d2) + f |o(@74(%), 2) = o(@7(y), D)|(dD)
21 21

< Cafx =y + Colx = y((@71(x)) + h(@7(y))),

which gives([(3.4). To prové (3.5), we denote by
JAX) = u(@7H(X) +2) — u(@~H(x)).
Then, one can easily check that
IVT Al < Clzlyllullcﬁw-
Thus, by the definition o we can deduce
8% 2) = §(Y: 2| = |U(@ () +2) = U@ (X)) — UD () + 2) + U(D(Y))|
<IX=Y VTl < CIX =¥ - 12,
the proof is finished. O
We are now in the position to give:

Proof of Theoreri I12Let X; and X; be two strong solutions for SDEE(1.9) both starting from
x € RY, and set i i

Yii= O(X), Y= O(X).
By Lemmd 3.5, we have for dll> 0,

t t oo
Y- Y= [ (B0v - Btalds+ [ [ [ [a¥e Doz a0
0 0J0 J|Zk1
= 8(Ye-. D1 57, (1) |N(dzx dr x ds)

t ~oo
[ fm (80 Doz 1) - 8. A, )Nz x o x 09
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As the argument iri [13, Theorem IV. 9.1] and [28], we only needghow that
Z =0, Vt>0, (3.6)

whereZ; is given by

t { oo
2= [[150 - Blgs+ [ [ [aC%e. Aosce. 1)
0 0J0 J|zk1
= §(Ys» 210,57, (N |N(dzx dr x ds) =: 1 + 15

Set t
At) := f (1+ h(Xs) + h(Xs))ds,
0
then it is easy to see bly (3.4) that for and stopping tinaed almost allv,

tAT tAT
<C f 1Z:] - (1+ h(X,) + h(X))dr = C; f |Z,|dA(r).
0 0

sup |13
se[0,1]

As for the second term, write

tAT oo
" = f f f Lo, anstis 210|800 DLos0r, 21(1)
0 JOoJz<1
- 8(Ys- Do s, o1 () |N(dzx dr x dg)

AT ~oo
+ f f f 1[5'(Yy,2)v5'(?y,z),oo](r)[g(YS—’2)1[0,5'(Yy,2)](r)
0o JoJz«
= §(Ys. 210,59, ()| N(dzx dr x ds)

tAT oo
+ fo fo f 1[5(\@,Z)/\FT(\A@,Z),&(Yy,z)\/&(\?y,z)](r)[g(Ys_,Z)l[o’&(yy’z)](r)
lZ<1

= §(Ys-. 210,59, ()| N(dzx dr x ds)
=1+ 15T+ 155

We proceed to estimate each component. Firstforwe use the Doob’s?-maximal inequal-
ity to deduce that

1

tAT oo . A 2 3
E[SUF’“;T <E( fo f; [ 11[0,&(Ys,z)A&(\?s,z)](r)|g(Ys, 2) - 9(Ys, Z)| drV(dZ)dS)

se[0,1]

Nl

tAT . . ) . ,
= ]E( fo fl;l . [6(Ys,2) A 5(Ys, 2)] - |g(YS, 2) - §(Ys, z)| v(dz)ds) .

Sinced A B > 1/2, we can choosg > 0 such that
1/2<y<O6AB.
We then have by the fact thati§ bounded and (3.5) that

1
AT 2
E sup||§f] < CZ]E( f |1Z4/2 |z|27v(dz)ds)
0 l2<1

se[0,1]
tAT %
<C2]E( f |ZS|2ds) .
0
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Next, it is easy to see that for ahy O,
|;A27 =0.

Finally, we use theé.!-estimate (see [16,.R] or [17, Pis7]) to control the third term by

tAT oo
< 2E f f f 1[5-(Ys,z)/\5-(\?5,z),Fr(YS,z)\/&(\?S,z)](r)
0 JoJiz«a

X |Q(Ys, 2)Lo.50vo21(r) — 8(Ys, Z)l[o,&(\?s,z)](r)|V(dZ)drdS

<22 [ [ 1502 - 5721 (3021 + 8% 21 ().
0 Jiz<1

E [ sup|1557]
se[0,1]

Since
3% 2 = [2(@ (9 +2) - (@) < 512

and taking into account of (1.112), we get
AT
B [ sup IISQTI] e[ [ 15(r2 - 3% 2 vaas
0 Jiz1

se[0,1]
tATL

tAT
< C3E f 1Z4|(h(Xs) + h(Xs))ds < C5E f 1ZJJdA(9).
0 0

Combing the above computations, we arrive at that thereéseaisonstant, such that

tAT tAT %
E[sup|ZW| < CoEf |Zs|dA(s)+Co]E(f |ZS|2ds)
se[0,1] 0 0
tAT
< CoE f |ZJdA(S) + Co vVt - E [ sup |zw|] . (3.7)
0 se[0,1]

Now, takety small enough such that
CoVig < 1,
we obtain by[(3.7) that for any stopping time

tAT
<CE f | sup1z:I|dA(s).
0

E [ sup [Zsy.|
ref0,s]

se[0,1]

By our assumption thdt € K and the Krylov estimaté (3.2), we find that
EA(t) <t+C < co.

Thereforet — A(t) is a continuous strictly increasing process. As a dirensequence of [28,
Lemma 2.6], it holds that for almost all,

sup |Z4 = 0.

SE[O,to]

Since the unigueness is a local property, we can[get (3.6hédyteération method. The whole
proof is finished. O
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