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ON STRONG SOLUTIONS OF ITO’S EQUATIONS WITH
AcW] AND Be L,

N.V. KRYLOV

ABSTRACT. We consider It6 uniformly nondegenerate equations with
time independent coefficients, the diffusion coefficient in ijloc, and
the drift in Ly. We prove the unique strong solvability for any starting
point and prove that as a function of the starting point the solutions are
Hoélder continuous with any exponent < 1. We also prove that if we are
given a sequence of coefficients converging in an appropriate sense to the
original ones, then the solutions of approximating equations converge to
the solution of the original one.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let R? be a d—dimensional Euclidean space of points z = (z!, ...,xd)

with d > 3. Let (Q,F,P) be a complete probability space, let {F;} be
an increasing filtration of o-fields F; C F, that are complete. Let wy be a
d;-dimensional Wiener process relative to {F;}, where d; > d.

Assume that on R? we are given R%valued Borel functions b, o* = (¢%),
k=1,...,d;. We are going to fix zog € R? and investigate the equation

t ¢
T = T +/ o () dwt +/ b(xs) ds, (1.1)
0 0

where and everywhere below the summation over repeated indices is under-
stood.

We are interested in the so-called strong solutions, that is solutions such
that, for each t > 0, x4 is F}’-measurable, where F}" is the completion of
o(ws : s < t). We present sufficient conditions for the equation to have a
strong solution and also for the solution to be unique (strong uniqueness).
A very reach literature on the weak uniqueness problem for (1.1) is beyond
the scope of this article.

After the classical work by Itd showing that there exists a unique strong
solution of (1.1) if o* and b are Lipschitz continuous (may also depend on
time and w), many efforts were applied to relax these Lipschitz conditions.
In case d = d; = 1 T. Yamada and S. Watanabe [26] relaxed the Lips-
chitz condition on o to the Holder (1/2)-condition (and even slightly weaker
condition) and kept b Lipschitz (slightly less restrictive). Much attention
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was payed to equations with continuous coefficients satisfying the so-called
monotonicity conditions (see, for instance, [8] and the references therein).

T. Yamada and S. Watanabe [26] also put forward a very strong theo-
rem, basically, saying that strong uniqueness implies the existence of strong
solutions. Unlike the present paper, the majority of papers on the subject
after that time are using their theorem. S. Nakao ([18]) proved the strong
solvability in time homogeneous case if d = d; = 1 and ¢ is bounded away
from zero and infinity and is locally of bounded variation. He also assumed
that b is bounded, but from his arguments it is clear that the summability
of |b| suffices. In this respect his result shows that our results are also true
if d = 1. However, the general case that d = 2 is quite open.

A. Veretennikov seems to be the first who in [24] not only proved the
existence of strong solutions in the time inhomogeneous multidimensional
case when b is bounded, but also considered the case of o* in Sobolev class,
namely, 0¥ € Loy 1o. He used A. Zvonkin’s method (see [29]) of transforming
the equation in such a way that the drift term disappears. X. Zhang in [27]
considered time inhomogeneous equations under some conditions which for
the time homogeneous case (our case) become o b € L, with p > d. For
more detailed information on the time inhomogeneous case we refer the
reader to [27], [28], and the references therein.

Even the case when the o*’s are constant and the process is nondegenerate
attracted very much attention especially in the time inhomogeneous setting.
We discuss some of the results in the particular case of b independent of ¢.
M. Réckner and the author in [15] proved, among other things, the existence
of strong solutions when b € L,, with p > d. If b is bounded A. Shaposhnikov
([21], [22]) proved the so called path-by-path uniqueness, which, basically,
means that for almost any trajectory w; there is only one solution (adapted
or not). This result was already announced by A. Davie before with a very
entangled proof which left many doubtful.

In a fundamental work by L. Beck, F. Flandoli, M. Gubinelli, and M. Mau-
relli ([3]) the authors investigate such equations from the points of view of
1to stochastic equations, stochastic transport equations, and stochastic con-
tinuity equations. Their article contains an enormous amount of information
and a vast references list. We compare only those of their results which have
counterparts in the present article. In what concerns our situation they re-
quire (o constant and the process is nondegenerate) b € Ly 1oc with p>d
or p=d but [|b||, to be sufficiently small and they prove strong solvability
and strong uniqueness (actually, path-by-path-uniqueness which is stronger)
only for almost all starting points z. We assume that J];,b € Ly and for
uniformly nondegenerate and bounded ¢¥ prove that, for any z, equation
(1.1) has a unique strong solution.

Our approach is absolutely different from all articles mentioned above and
all articles which one can find in their references. We do not use Yamada-
Watanabe theorem or transformations of the noise. Instead, our method is
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based on an analytic criterion for the existence of strong solutions which
first appeared in [25].

Simple examples of equations for which we prove the existence of unique
strong solutions are

dry = (241, 20¢ () sin(In | In |z4])) dwy,  dwy = dwi+((z4) (|| In |lz|) 1 dt,

where ( is any smooth function vanishing for |z| > 1/2 satisfying || < 1
and [ is any vector in R%. Observe that in the first equation the diffusion
coefficient is discontinuous at the origin.

We conclude the introduction by some notation. We set u, = Du to be
the gradient of u, uz, to be the matrix of its second-order derivatives,

D, =Diu=u Uy Ugini = Dyiggu = Dy Dpju,

-9
v Oxt

Ou= —u U = Euyi.

ot
If o(z) = (o?(x)) is vector-valued (column-vector), by o, we mean the matrix
whose ¢jth element is O’ij. If ¢ is a matrix (in particular, vector), we set
c|? = trec® (= tree* if ¢ is complex-valued).
For p € [1,00) by L, we mean the space of Borel (perhaps complex-
vector- or matrix-valued) functions on R? with finite norm given by

I£1%, = [ P e
R4
By Wg we mean the space of Borel functions u on R? whose Sobolev deriva-
tives u, and ug, exist and u, uy, gy € Ly. The norm in Wg is given by
lullwz = llueellL, + llullL,-

Similarly WI} is defined. As usual, we write f € Ly oc if f( € L, for any
¢ € 0 (= CP(RY)). Similarly W o are defined.
If a Borel I' C R?, by |I'| we mean its Lebesgue measure. Finally,

Br(z) ={y €R?: |z —y| <R}, Bgr= Bg(0).

2. MAIN RESULTS
Set a” = o'*gI* a = (a¥). Fix numbers § € (0,1) and ||b||, ||c%|| € (0, 00).
Assumption 2.1. We have
STHN? > a () NN > 5N (2.1)

for all X,z € R%. Also
1bllzg < [0]]-

: k 1
Assumption 2.2. For any k we have 0" € VVd7lOC and

k k
loz iz < llozll-



4 N.V. KRYLOV

Theorem 2.3. Under the above assumptions, for any zo € RY, equation
(1.1) has a strong solution xy. If y¢ is also a solution of (1.1), then with
probability one xy = vy for all t.

Theorem 2.4. Under the above assumptions suppose that we are also given
sequences ak(n), b(n), n=1,2..., k=1,...,dy, of functions having the same
meaning as o®, b and satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 with the same §,
Ibl| and ||ck||. Assume that b(n) — b and o¥(n) — oF in Ly as n — oo
and we are given a sequence x(n) — xo. Finally, let o¥(n) — o (a.e.) as
n — 0o. Then for any m,T € (0,00)

lim Esup|zi(n,z(n)) —x|™ =0,

n—o0 4<T
where z¢(n,z(n)) are the solutions of (1.1) in which xy, o*, and b are re-
placed by z(n), o¥(n), and b(n), respectively.

Theorem 2.5. Under the above assumptions, there is a function x(z) =
x¢(w, z) which for x = xq is a solution of (1.1) and for each a < 1 and w
is a-Holder continuous with respect to x and (a/2)-Hélder continuous with
respect to t on each set [0,T] x Br, T, R € (0,00).

Remark 2.6. The main emphasis of the article is to treat the case that
b€ Lg. Tt is known (see, for instance, [2] [12]) that, even if d; = d and (%)
is a unit matrix, there are cases when b € L;_. for any ¢ € (0,1), but not
for e = 0, and there are no solutions of (1.1).

However, our results are new also if b is bounded or b = 0. In that case
the arguments are not so technically involved and allow any d > 1 rather
than d > 3. In Remark 5.10 we show an example with b = 0 and o* € Ly_.
for any € € (0, 1), but not for € = 0, when there are no strong solutions. In
this regard Assumption 2.2 seems to be optimal.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. As we mentioned above
our main tool is an analytic criterion for the existence of strong solutions.
To derive it we develop necessary facts from the theory of semigroups gen-
erated by elliptic operators in Section 3. Then in Section 4 we relate the
semigroup from Section 3 to the semigroup of the corresponding Markov
diffusion process. In Section 5 we derive our analytic criterion. Section 6
is devoted to some estimates of the series involved in the criterion when o*
and b are smooth. In Sections 7, 8, and 9 we prove Theorems 2.3, 2.4, and
2.5, respectively.

3. AN ANALYTIC SEMIGROUP

In this section Assumption 2.1 is supposed to be satisfied but Assump-
tion 2.2 is replaced with a weaker Assumption 3.5 which comes after some
discussion.

Introduce the uniformly elliptic operators

Lu(z) = (1/2)a" (2)tyizi () + b (@) (x),
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Lou(z) = (1/2)a" (2)tiys (z)

acting on functions given on R,
Denote

osc (a, By(x)) = |B,| 2 / la(y) — a(=)| dyd=,
yVZEBP(m)

a = sup suposc (a, B,(z)).
z€RA p<T
Here is a consequence of Theorem 1 of [6]. We are dealing with complex-
valued functions and denote R¥! = {(29 2!, ... 2%) : 2% € R}.

Lemma 3.1. For any p € (1,00) and € € (0, 1] there exists 6y = 0y(d, d, e, p)
such that, if there is rq > 0 for which a,#o < by, then there exist A\g > 1, Ny,

depending only on d,d,e,p,rg, such that, for any u € Wg and \ > )Xo,

d
Z | Drsullp,ma+1y + Alull L, ®a+1y

r,s=0
< Nol|Lou =+ eiDgu — (1 % ei) Xul|, ga+1).- (3.1)

Proof. As is easy to see, Theorem 1 of [6] is applicable to the operator
Mu := (1 £ i)~ (Lou £ eiD}u) and it yields an estimate for

u € Wy2((=00,0) x R*) = {u € Ly((=00,0) x R**!) : dpu,

Ugy gy € Lp((—O0,0) X Rd+1)}

similar to (3.1) where R is replaced with (—o0,0) x R4l and Lou +
eiD3u — (1 + ei)Au is replaced with Mu — Ou/0t — Au. By substituting in
this estimate u(z)e!, we get (3.1) and the lemma is proved.

Remark 3.2. Without introducing the new coordinate, Theorem 1 of [6]
implies that in Lemma 3.1 one can replace (3.1) with

d
> IDrsull, + Allullz, < NollZou — Mulz, (32)
r,s=1
valid for any u € Wg and A > A\o(d, d, p,ro) with Ng = Ny(d, 0, p,r9) as long

as af, < 0y(d,8,p). Since |Lou — Aullz, < [|[Lou — pullz, + A = pl |lullr,,
estimate (3.2) easily implies that in the same situation

d
> IDrsullz, + lulllullz, < 2No||Low — pulz, (3.3)

r,s=1

as long as |u] > Mg and |Spu| < 2e9Ru, where g = eo(d, 0, p,79) > 0.
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Lemma 3.3. For any p € (1,00) there exists 6y = 6y(d,d,p) such that, if
there is ro > 0 for which a#) < 0g, then there exist A\g > 1, Ny, depending

only on d,d,p,rg, such that, for any u € Wg and complex A such that R\ >
)‘0;

d
> IDrsullz, + Alfullz,) < NollLow — AullL,- (3.4)

r,s=1

Proof. We use an idea from [1]. Take a nonnegative ¢ € C§°(R) such that
¢P has unit integral, u € W, and plug into (3.1) the function u(x)e™*0¢ ()
and € = gg9. Then we get for A > \g and p € R that

d
> IDmsulle, + A+ @) lullr, = N+ |u])|ullL,

r,s=1

< N|Zou — [(1 % eoi)h £ eoip®]ullr, + N0+ |aDlullr,.  (35)

Now take A such that RA > Xg. If |SA| < 2R\, we have (3.4) with A in
place of A thanks to (3.3).
If A > 269RA set A = R\, egu’ = SN\ — goA. Then

N2 < (220) 2+ 1)(SN)?, w2 <eg'SN< el A, A+ p? =590
and (3.5) with upper signs yields

d
> IDssulle, + Al ullz, < NlLouw— ullz, + N(1+ [A"?)]ulz,.
r,s=1
By increasing Ao we absorb the last term on the right into the left-hand side
for RA > X\p and we come to (3.4) with A in place of X if A > 0. The case
of I\ <0 is treated by using (3.5) with lower signs. The lemma is proved.

The argument in the second part of Remark 3.2 also allows us to deduce
from Lemma 3.3 the following.

Lemma 3.4. Lemma 3.3 holds true if we replace the restriction A > Ag
in it with X € T, where T' = {RA > Ao} U{eo|SA| > =R\ + o}, witheg >0
and po > 0 which depend only on d,§,p,rg.

In the rest of the section we impose the following.

Assumption 3.5 (p,rg). We have afé < 6y(d,d,p), where 6y is taken in a
way to accommodate Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4.

Remark 3.6. It is well known that if a, € Lg, then af’é — 0 as rg J 0.
Therefore, Assumption 3.5 is weaker than Assumption 2.2.

On the basis of Lemma 3.4 we can repeat what was done in [14] and
obtain the first part of the following result about the full operator L.
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Theorem 3.7. Let p € (1,d). Then under Assumptions 2.1 and 3.5 there
exist \g > 1, Ny, depending only on d,o,p,r9, and v, (introduced below),
such that, for any u € I/Vp2 and A € T,

d
S IDnsulln, + N ullz, < Nl|Lu — Aullg,, (3.6)

r,s=1
where vy, 1s defined by the condition
Ni[oLpsp,llin, <1

with a constant Ny = Ni(d, 6,79, p). Furthermore, for any A € I' and f € L,
there is a unique u € W; such that A\u — Lu = f.

The “existence” part of this theorem, as usual, is proved by the method
of continuity.

Denote by Ry f the solution u from Theorem 3.7. Then the fact that the
norm of Ry as an operator in L, decreases as N/|A| for A € T" allows us
to use the well-known construction introduced by Hille ([4]). We use the
following facts which the reader can find, for instance, in [19]. For complex
t in the sector S := {|St| < gpRt} with ¢ from Lemma 3.4 set

T, = i R, dz, (3.7)
211 or
where the integral is taken in a counter clockwise direction. Below in this
section

p € (1,d).

Theorem 3.8. (i) Formula (3.7) defines T, in S as an analytic semigroup
of bounded operators in L, with norms bounded by a constant, depending
only on e,d,8,p,ro, and vy, as long as t € {|St| < eRt, || < (g9 — &)~} for
any gien € < gg;

(i) The infinitesimal generator of this semigroup is L with domain WI?;

(iii) For g € WI? the function Ttg(:n) s a unique solution of the problem
Owu(t,x) = Lu(t,z), t>0, ltiﬁ)l llu(t,-) —gllz, =0

in the class of u such that u(t,-) € W2 and (strong Ly-derivative) Opu(t,-) €
L, for each t > 0;

(iv) For any T € (0,00) there is a constant N, depending only on T,d,
3, p, 10, and vy, such that for each t € (0,T] and f € L,

N
%HfHLp- (3.8)

Actually, the second estimate in (3.8) is not to be found explicitly in
[19] but it follows by interpolation from the first one and the fact that

ITif e, < NIflL,-
We will also need a stability result before which we make the following.

N N .
1Tiflws < =1z, DT, <



8 N.V. KRYLOV

Remark 3.9. Let d > p > d/2 and f € Wg. Then Tif € sz and by
embedding theorems T, f has a modification that is bounded and continuous
in z, which we still call T} f. Also (A—L)T;f = Ty(A=L)f — (A—=L)Tsf in L,
as t — s. Hence, T, f— T, fin Wg, which by embedding theorems implies

that 7, f(z) — T,f(z) uniformly on R% Therefore, T,f(z) is a bounded
continuous function on [0, 7] x R? for any T' € (0, 00).
Moreover, by embedding theorems, if u € WI? , then for any z € R?

u(@)] < N(|luaall, + [lullz,),

where N = N(d,p). By substituting here u(cz) in place of u(z) and taking
minimum of the right-hand side with respect to ¢ > 0 we come to the well-
known estimate

d/(2 1—-/(2
Ju(@)] < N fugell7 P flul /@)
Applying this and (3.8) yields that for ¢ < T and any z € R?

N N
T3 f (z)] < W“f”lzzﬂ (3.9)

where N depends only on T, d, 6, p,rg, and vp.

Theorem 3.10. Let d > p > d/2 and let a,,b,, n = 1,2,..., have the
same meaning as a,b, respectively. Suppose that, for each n, they satisfy
Assumptions 2.1 (with the same 6, ||b||) and 3.5 (p,70) (with the same 6y ).
Assume that a, — a (a.e.) and b, — b in Ly as n — oo. Denote by T} the
semigroups constructed on the basis of (3.7) when R, is replaced with RY
that is the inverse operator to z — Ly, where L,, = (1/2)agDij +biD;. Then
for any t >0 and f € L, we have Tt"f — T,f in Wg and, hence, uniformly
on R? as n — oo.

Proof. It suffices to prove the convergence in sz and formula (3.7) and
estimate (3.6) and the dominated convergence theorem show that it suffices
to prove that || R f — R. f|lwz — 0 for z € I'. In light of (3.6)

IRZf — R fllwz < Nll(z = L")(RZf — R.f)llL, = NI(L — L") R fl|,

< Nifa" = al [(Rzf)ezlll, + N6 = b (B2 f)ell L, »

where the constants N are independent of n. In the last sum the first term
tends to zero by the dominated convergence theorem. Concerning the second
one, observe that by the Holder and Sobolev inequalities

0™ = bl [(R=f)alllL, < 10" = bllLa (B f)zll L)y

< N(d, p)[|b" = bll Ly | (R f) ezl -

Therefore, it also goes to zero and the theorem is proved.
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4. RELATION OF T} TO A DIFFUSION PROCESS

Fix p € [dp,d), where dy = do(d,d) € (d/2,d) is taken from [12], and
suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 3.5 (p, ) are satisfied.

Define = C([0,00),RY) and for w = w. € Q define 7;(w) = w;. Also
set My = Ny = o(ws : s < t). Let X = (2,00, My, P;) be a Markov
process corresponding to the operator L constructed in [12] (we need only
Assumptions 2.1 for that). We know from [12] that, for each z¢ € RY, with
P,,-probability one

Xy = xo—l-/o Va(xs) dBs +/0 b(zs)ds, (4.1)

where By is a d-dimensional Wiener process on  relative to N that are
the completions of N; with respect to P, .

Lemma 4.1. There is an extension of the probability space (2, NX0, P,,)
that carries a di-dimensional Wiener process wy such that the above x; sat-
isfies (1.1).

Proof. Enlarge the probability space (€2, N2, P, ) in such a way that
it will carry a dj-dimensional Wiener process Bt the first d coordinate of
which coincide with those of B;. Then introduce 6% = a=/2¢* and observe
that, for each z, the vectors &(z) = (6% (z),...,6% (), i = 1,...,d, are
orthogonal to each other and have unit length. By using the Gram-Schmidt
procedure it is not hard to complement them in such a way that &(z),
i =1,...,dy, are orthogonal to each other, have unit length, and are Borel
with respect to z. In that case the matrix Q(x), having as rows the &;(z)’s,

is orthogonal and
¢
wy 1= / Q" (xs) dBs
0

is a dp-dimensional Wiener process. After that it only remains to note that
QT = erlr <4, where e, is the rth basis vector, so that

o (z4) dw® = a'/?(24)6" (,)Q* (x,) B! = a'/?(x,) dBs.

The lemma is proved.

We know from [14] that under Assumption 3.5 (p, 7o) solutions of (1.1)
are weakly unique and therefore talking about the properties of solutions of
(1.1) we may use some results from [13] about the process X.

The following result regarding X is taken from [13].

Lemma 4.2. Denote

Then (Theorem 4.8 of [13]) for any q > dy there are constants N and p > 0,
depending only on d,q,d, and ||b||, such that for any Borel nonnegative f
given on RY and t > 0 we have

T,f(0) < Nt=YCD &, f| 1, (4.2)
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where ®4(x) = exp(—p|z|/Vt). Furthermore (Corollary 4.9 of [13]), for
q > dy such that ¢ > d/2+ 1 there exists a constant N = N(q,d,?d, ||b||) such
that for any T € (0,00) and nonnegative Borel f(t,x) given on [0,T] x R?
we have

T
Eo/ ftay)dt < NT(q_l)/q_d/(Qq)H@Tf”Lq([o,T]de)- (4.3)
0

Finally (Lemma 6.4 of [13] and (4.2)), Tif(x) is a continuous (even locally
Hélder continuous) function of (t,z) € (0,00) x R if f € L, with q > do.

Note that if u € W,2([0,T] x RY) and ¢ > d/2 + 1, then u has a modifi-
cation which is bounded and continuous on [0, 7] x R%. Therefore, talking
about u of class W, 2([0,T] x R%) we will always mean this modification.

Theorem 4.3 (Itd’s formula). Let ¢ > dy and ¢ > d/2 + 1, and let u €
W22([0,T) x RY). Then with probability one for all t € [0,T] we have

t t
u(t,xy) = u(0,z0) + / (Or + L)u(s,zs)ds + / o®*Dyu(s, xs) dw®, (4.4)
0 0

where the stochastic integral is a square integrable martingale on [0,T] (and
xy 1s a solution of (1.1)).

This theorem is proved by using (4.3) in the same way as Theorem 1.3 of
[12] is proved on the basis of Theorem 2.6 of [12].

Recall that p € [dy,d) and dy € (d/2,d), so that there are values of
p>d/2+ 1 since d > 3.

Theorem 4.4. Letp > d/2+1, T € (0,00), and f € L, N Lyy,. Then

(i) For each t > 0 and x € R, we have T, f (z) = T, f(z);
(ii) For each t > 0, for solutions of (1.1), with probability one we have

t
Flz) = Tof (o) + /O o DT, f(2s) duk, (4.5)

where o'* DT, _, f(x) = (JikD,-Tt_sf) (x) and similar notation is also used
below;
(i4i) For each t >0 and x € R?

15w = @@+ Y [ B[St nine) @i @)
k i

Proof. If f € W72, then u(s,x) := Ti_sf(x), s < t, satisfies the condition
of Theorem 4.3 and we get (4.5) with T in place of T! by that theorem. By
taking the expectations of both sides we get that T;f(xg) = T, f (zo). This
holds for any xg and yields (4.5) as is. By taking the expectations of the
squares of both sides of (4.5) we obtain (4.6). Thus, all assertions of the
theorem are true if f € Wg.
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Assertion (i) holds for any f € L,, which is seen from the fact that
according to embedding theorems and (4.2) both T} f(z) and T,f(z) are
bounded linear functionals on L, and W; is dense in L.

Then, as f" € Wg tend to fin L, N Loy, Ti—sf" — Ti—sf in Wg fors <t
(see (3.8)). By embedding theorems (p > d/2) DT;_sf™ — DT,_sf in Ly,
and in light of (4.2)

7( oD ) 2] () = T ( S oD, f>2] (2)

for any 0 < s < t and = € RY. Furthermore, (f")? — f? in L, and, due to
(4.2), Ty(f™)*(z) — Ty f*(x). Tt follows by Fatou’s lemma (and (4.6)) that

t , 2
120 > (W @P+ Y [ B[S D) @i @
k i
Hence, the right-hand side of (4.5) is well defined. Furthermore,

o o 2
E‘/ alkD,-Tt_Sf(xS)dwf—/ JZkDiTt_Sf"(a:s)dwf
0 0

= /0 ‘T, [( S o* DT (f ~ f"))z} (o) ds
k i

< T(f — )% (wo) — (Ti(f — F)(w0))?,
where the inequality is due to (4.7). The last expression tends to zero, which
allows us to get (4.5) by passing to the limit in its version with f™ in place
of f. After that (4.6) follows as above. The theorem is proved.

Remark 4.5. In light of Theorem 4.4 (i) estimate (4.2) is weaker in what
concerns the restriction on ¢ than (3.9). However, (4.2) is proved for just
measurable o*.

5. A CRITERION FOR STRONG SOLUTIONS OF ITO’S EQUATIONS

In this section
p € (do,d), p>d/2+1

and we suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 3.5 (p,7() are satisfied.

Recall the setting from the beginning of the article. We are given a
complete probability space (€2, F, P) with an increasing filtration of o-fields
Fi: C F, that are complete. We are also given a di-dimensional Wiener
process wy relative to {F;}. Finally, for an xy € R? we are given a solution
x4 of (1.1). We know from Lemma 4.1 that such a situation is quite realistic
and we also know that the solution is weakly unique. In particular, it has
the same distributions as the process x; from Section 4 has relative to P,

For further discussion we need the following, in which P is the o-field of
predictable sets and B(0, c0) is the Borel o-field in (0, 00).
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Lemma 5.1. Assume that for s,r € (0,00), w € Q we are given a real-
valued function g(s,r) = g(s,r, w) € (0,00), (r,w) € (0,00) x Q which is
measurable with respect to B(0,00) @ P and such that for each s

E/ srdr<oo

Then there is a function msy = m(s,t,w) on [0,00)x ([0, 00) x Q) measurable
with respect to B(0,00) @ P, continuous in t for each (s,w) and such that for
each s it is martingale starting from zero and, moreover, for each s (a.s.)
forallt >0

t
m&t:/ g(s,r) dw,. (5.1)
0
Proof. Introduce

Qs ={w: / g2(s,7’) dr < oo}, g(s,r)=1Iq,9(s,r),
0

Bt(s):/0 G (s,7) dr.

Observe that P(25) = 1 so that Q € Fy. Also By (s) < oo for any s and
w.

By Lemma 2.6 of [10] there exists a function ms; on [0,00)? x Q with
the properties described in the statement of the lemma but satisfying (5.1)
with ¢ in place of g. Since P(€2s) = 1 the integrals of § and ¢ coincide with
probability one and the lemma is proved.

Remark 5.2. As we have noted if f € Ly, then, for any ¢ > 0, we have
Tif € Wg, and hence (p > d/2), DT} f € L, N Ly,. Therefore, we can apply
Theorem 4.4 and write that for any s <t (a.s.)

o* DTy f(xs) = To(0™ DT f)(x0)
+ [ DT (DT ) ) du (5.2)
0

After that we want to substitute the result into (4.5) to get

t
Flae) = Tof(ao) + /0 (0™ DTy f) (o) du®

t s
+/ (/ O'ijst_r (aikD,-Tt_Sf) () dw?)dwf. (5.3)
0 0

The formal objection to do that is that we should know that the integral
in (5.2) is, for instance, predictable as a function of (w, s) and this may not
happen if we allow any version of the stochastic integral to be taken for each
s. However, set h¥(s,z) = I,«;0'"D;T;_, f(x) and consider

*(s,u) = / Loy ™D, Ty_ 1 (s, ) (y) du™ (5.4)
0
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This is the sum over m of stochastic integrals and

B / Lo S 0 DT, B (s, ) ()
0 -
J

IMD Ty b (s,-) (2,)

2
dr

S 2 k 2
- E/ dr < TS<(h (5,)) )(g;o),
0
where the inequality is due to (4.6). It follows from Lemma 5.1 that (s, u) =
I(s,u,w) has a version which we denote again I(s,u), that is continuous in
u for each s,w and measurable with respect to B(0,00) ® P. Then I*(s,s)
is predictable and we take this modification of the right-hand side of (5.4)
in the right-hand side of (5.3) thus justifying (5.3).
Then we want to repeat this procedure. Introduce

Qi f(z) = o™ (2) DiT f (). (5:5)
In this notation (4.5) and (5.3) become, respectively,

t

f(2) = Tof (o) + /0 QM flan) dul?;
t

f(ae) = Tof(zo) + /0 T, Q. (o) du?

t
+/0 ( 0 Qtl tQQt tlf('xtQ) dwf;)dwfll‘
By induction we obtain that for any n > 1 (a.s.) for all t > 0 (t9 = t)

n

fw) = Tif () + Y / T, QF Ly QM fo) duf . -dul
>t1>..>tm,

m=1"1

k
+/t>t o Qt:i;nﬂ .. Qt S ACT dwt:: o dwyl (5.6)
1 n+1

where by the expressions like

k1

m

/ iodwy™ - dwy)
t>t1>.. >tm

tm—1
/ dwfl1 / dw / o dwfx.

By taking expectations of the squares of the sides in (5.6) we conclude that
2
T, f*(x0) = (T0f (w0))

we mean

n

2
+ Z / [ﬂmth 1—=tm intlf(xo)] dtm Tt dtl
m=1Yt>t1>..>tm
2
t>t1>..>th 11 k1,...k

Rn+41
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In particular, the sequence of
kn k 2
/ ST T Qe QS (o) b - diy
t>t1>..>tn ki,ookn

is decreasing.

Remark 5.3. Tt turns out that proving directly that each term in the right-
hand side of (5.7) is finite presents significant difficulties. However, observe
that, due to (3.8) and (4.2), for p € (doy,d) and f € L, we have

N
km NS
[ Qi smt - QS0 < D (b1 — o) V2 (b= 1112

where N depends only on m, d, ¢, ||b||, and vp. Furthermore,

£z,

/ atm Tees ” dt < Q.

Recall that F;¥ is the completion of o(ws : s < t). Remark 5.2 allows us
to repeat literally some arguments in [25] and leads to the following results.

Theorem 5.4. Let f € L, N La,, t > 0. Then
E(f(ze) | ") = Tef (wo)

o0
k k1 k k1
+ E / T, Qi g e Qi fwo) dwpm - ... dwy]
1 >t > >t

where the series converges in the mean square sense.

Forn>1,¢t>0, and s1,...,s, > 0 define

Qs f(@) = D [QF - QR f] (). (5.8)

k17~~~7kn
Theorem 5.5. Let f € L, N Loy, to > 0. Then f(xy,) is Fi.-measurable iff

lim ,—Tthtnfl—tn,...,to—tlf(a:O) dtn et dtl =0. (59)

=0 Jto>t1>.. >t
Furthermore, under either of the above equivalent conditions

f(@e) = Tif (o)

s /t Ty QE e QF, flao)dul L dwl. (5.10)

m=1 >t1>...>tm

Theorem 5.6. If equation (1.1) has two solutions which are not indistin-
guishable, then it does not have any strong solution. In particular, if (1.1)
has at least one strong solution, then the solution is unique.

Theorem 5.7. If equation (1.1) has a strong solution on one probability
space then it has a strong solution on any other probability space carrying a
di-dimensional Wiener process.
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Remark 5.8. By making the change of variables ty, = s +...+s,, k=1,...,n
we rewrite (5.9) as

lim Tsnan,1,...,sl,tg—(sl-i-...—i-sn)f(xO) dSn Ceet dSl = 0, (5.11)

n—o0o Sn(t())
where Sy, (to) = {(S1, .., 8n) 1 Sk > 0,81 + ... + 5, < o}

The sequence under the limit sign in (5.11), call it wu,(tg), is decreasing
for any tg (and x). Therefore, its limit will be zero for almost any ¢ if

o0

lim un (to)e "0 dty = 0,
n—o0 0

where v > 0 is any number. In that case, actually, the limit of w,(ty) is
zero for all #g, since, in light of Theorem 5.5, f(z4,) is Fj -measurable for
almost all g, and by continuity, for all ¢y. In this way after simple change
of variables we come to the following.

Theorem 5.9. Let f € L, N Ly,. Then f(x:) is F;’-measurable for any
t > 0 if there exists a v > 0 such that

/0 > eV, ( /R
(5.12)

as n — 0o, where R’} = (0,00)", which in light of (4.2) holds for any o if

§ e_”(s"*l+"'+SO)QSR717,,,730]’ dsp_1 ... - dso> (xo)dsy, — 0
+

H /n e_”(s”*1+“‘+S°)an71,m,sof(:n) dsp_1 ... dso‘ ! — 0. (5.13)
i

Ly

We are going to prove that (5.13) holds under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 by
showing that the series composed of the left-hand sides of (5.13) converges.

Remark 5.10. The criterion (5.9) is proved under Assumptions 2.1 and 3.5
(p,70), assumptions, which involve the o*’s only implicitly and it turns out
that for some choice of the o*’s (5.9) may hold and for another fail to hold.
To illustrate this we take b = 0. In that case the restriction p < d disappears
along with d > 3 (which is a consequence of p < d and p > d/2 + 1). Then
we take d; = d = 2 and following [16] set o'(z) = z/|z|, 0?(x) = z*/|z|,
where * = (=22, 2!) for z # 0, ¢*(0) = §"*. Then a”(z) = 67, equation
(1.1) has a solution for any x( (see, for instance, Lemma 4.1), and each
solution is a Wiener process starting from xg. For zy # 0 the solutions
are strong and, hence, (5.9) holds, because the solution never reaches the
origin, the point where o are not smooth. However, for g = 0 there are no
strong solutions, because, as is easy to see, rotation in z'z? coordinates by
any angle brings any solution it to another solution of the same equation.
Therefore, for 29 = 0 equation (5.9) does not hold.

Also observe that in this example o* € Wc}—a,loc for any ¢ € (0,1) but
not for € = 0. One can construct similar examples for d > 3 starting from
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the following with d = 3, d; = 9, and ¢*’s that are the kth columns of the
matrix

1 222 22 0 0 0 0 0 0
— 0 2z 22 22 0 0 0
I\ o 0 0 0 0 0 2! 22 2°

Again o = §Y, oF € Wc}—a,loc for any € € (0,1) but not for e = 0, and, if x4
is a solution of (1.1) with zp = 0, then —z; is also a solution of (1.1) with
o — 0.

6. SOME ESTIMATES IN THE CASE OF C° COEFFICIENTS

We suppose that o, b satisfy Assumption 2.1 and are infinitely differen-
tiable with each derivative bounded.

Let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space, let {F;} be an increasing
filtration of o-fields F; C F, that are complete. Let w; be a di-dimensional
Wiener process relative to {F;}. We also assume that there is a (d + 1)
independent d-dimensional Wiener, relative to {F;}, process Bt(o),...,Bt(d)
independent of w;. Take z,n € R?% a nonnegative bounded infinitely dif-
ferentiable K with each derivative bounded given on R?, and consider the
following system

t t
T =1 +/ o () dwt +/ b(zs)ds, (6.1)
0 0

¢ ¢
77t=77+/0 Ufns)(xs)dwf—i-/o b(ns)(xs)ds

t t
+ / Ko(xs) dBWO) + / Ko(zs)n* dB®. (6.2)
0 0

As is well known, (6.1) has a unique solution which we denote by z;(z). By
substituting it into (6.2) we see that the coefficients of (6.2) grow linearly in
7 and hence (6.2) also has a unique solution which we denote by n:(z,n). By
the way observe that equation (6.2) is linear with respect to 7;. Therefore
ne(x,n) is an affine function of n. For the uniformity of notation we set
x¢(x,m) = x¢(x). It is also well known (see, for instance, Sections 2.7 and
2.8 of [7]) that, as a function of z and (z,7n), the processes z,(z) and n;(z,n)
are infinitely differentiable in an appropriate sense (specified below), their
derivatives satisfy the equations which are obtained by formal differentiation
of (6.1) and (6.2), respectively, and, for any n > 0,T € (0,00), Iy, & € RY,
k=1,..,n (ifn>1), 2,nc R and ¢ > 1,
n

Bsup|([T05)Dy, &) @em)en)|[ < NO+ ™). (63
= k=1

where N is a certain constant independent of (z,7), m = m(n,q), and, for
instance, by (Ib) D ¢)n¢(w,n) we mean a process (; such that, for any ¢ > 1
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and S € (0,00)

lim E'sup [ — e (m(z +el,n + €€) — m(z,m))|* = 0.
el0 <8
Lemma 6.1. Let f(z,n) be infinitely differentiable and such that each of its
derivatives grows as |x| + |n| — oo not faster than polynomially. Then the
function u(t,z,n) = Ef((x¢,n)(x,n)) is infinitely differentiable in (z,n)
and each of its derivatives is continuous in t and is by absolute value bounded
on each finite time interval by a constant times (1+ |x|+ |n|)™ for some m.
Furthermore, u(t,z,n) is continuously differentiable in t and for t > 0 and

(,m) € R*
dyu(t,z,n) = (1/2)0*oI* (2)uyi i (t, x,n) + Uikagf;) ()i (t, 1)

+(1/2)0 (5 ol ()i (b, 1) + (1/2) K5 (@) (1 + 0|6 iy (8,2, m)

b () ugi (¢, z,m) + bl('n) (z)uyi (t, 2,m) =: L(z,n)u(t,z,n). (6.4)

The first assertion of this lemma follows easily from what is said before it.
Then the fact that (6.4) holds follows from the Markov property of (z¢,n;)
and from the first assertion. The claimed property of d,u follows from (6.4).

Lemma 6.2. Let n € R? and &(z,n) = (Ib)Dyxi(z). Then
(i) &(x,m) satisfies (6.2) with Ky = 0.
(ii) For any t
(iii) If f(x) is infinitely differentiable with bounded derivatives, then

E ey @) = E(fotamy) (@(2))) = (Bf (mu(2)) - (6.6)

Proof. Assertion (i) is well known (see, for instance, [7]). The right-hand
side of (6.5) satisfies (6.2) with Ko = 0 owing to the linearity of g, in n
and independence of B. and w.. Therefore, due to uniqueness, assertion (ii)
follows from (i). Assertion (iii) follows from (ii) and the fact that (see, for
instance, [7])

(Ef (@1(2))) () = Ef e (e (@e(@)).
The lemma is proved.

Now follows one of the most important computations. The idea behind
it is the following. If we formally differentiate both parts of (5.10) in the
direction 1 and then take the expectations of the squares of both sides, then
we obtain an equality in (6.7) below if we also replace on the left n.(z,n) by
& (z,m). Then the inequality follows from Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.3. Let x,m7 € R? and let f(x) be infinitely differentiable with
bounded derivatives. Then for any t € (0,00) (tog =1)

B femy (@ @) > [(Tf @)
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o 2
+> ) />t1> o (Tthtn QL fl ))(m} dty-...-dty. (6.7)

n= lkl

Proof. Introduce the notation Tyu(z,n) = Eu((zy,m)(x,n)). Then, sim-
ilarly to (4.5), for smooth bounded w(z,n) by dropping for simplicity the
arguments x and 7 in xz4(x) and ns(z,n), we get

t . .
Uan)zlhmmm%:/IQD¢E4ﬂd%um0(ﬂﬂ@4ﬂﬁdByﬂ
0

t
+/ [UZk(xh)DwiTt—hu(xtu77t1) +Uzlgtl)(xh)DniTt—tlu(xtunt1)] dwfl'
0
It follows that
Bu(ze,me) > (Tyu(z,m))?
ik a 2
+Z/ ':Utl D Tt—tlu($t1v77t1)+U(ntl)(‘/Eh)Dnin—hu(‘/Etl’77151)} dty.

(6.8)
By using Fatou’s lemma and estimates like (6.3) one easily carries (6.8) over
to smooth u(x,n) whose derivatives have no more than polynomial growth
as |z| + [n| — oc. In particular, one can apply (6.8) to u(z,n) = f;(z).
Then, after noting that in light of (6.6) in that case

o () Dyi Tyt ulw, m) + oy (@) Dy Ty u(z, )
= 0™ (@) Dyi Tty £ () () + 0y (@) Dyt (Trt, £ (%)) )
= (0™(@) Dy Tymt, f(2)) () = (@51, [ (@)
we obtain
Elfou @] > [T ()| +Z / Q) ()] .

By applying this formula to Qtltl f in place of f we get

EMMM}[mfo7+Z/ (T QL F@))y]*

t1
3 [ [ BLQELQE L N )

K1,k2
Using induction yields that for any n > 1 (g = t)

E[f(m)(xt)]z = [(Ttu(x))(n)r
+Z Z / (T, Qo QL f (o ))(n)rdtm.....dtl

o R SRR >
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2
e 3 [ @), )] derd,

Kiyeokint1 nt1
This yields (6.7) and proves the lemma.

Next, we want to estimate the left-hand side of (6.7) which according to
Lemma 6.1 satisfies (6.4).

In the future we will be interested in estimating not only the left-hand
side of (6.7) but a slightly more general quantity. Therefore, we take an
infinitely differentiable f(x,n) > 0 such that for an m > 0 and a constant
N

(14 1fal + 1Fnl + faal + fan| + Fanl) () < N1+ [n])™
for all x, 7 and such that f(x,n) = 0 for all n if |z| > R for some R > 0. Then
denote u(t,z,n) = Ty f(x,1). According to what was said before Lemma 6.2
and in that lemma, if we denote (I, &) = (I1b) D ¢)(z¢,m¢)(x, 1), then

u(l,ﬁ) (tv xz, T,) = Ef(lt,ft) (mtr nt)(xa 77)

In particular, it follows that

1/2
e (b, < PY2(i(@)] < B)(Elfo, 0 (@em) (@ n)l?)

Here the second factor on the right is estimated by using (6.3). The first
factor is less than 2exp(—pudist?(z, Br)/t) by Theorem 2.10 of [11], where
i > 0 depends only on d,d, and [|b||. Similar estimates are available for
the second-order derivatives of u(t,z,n). More precisely, observe that there
exist constants 1 > 0, k = k(m), and a function M (¢) bounded on each time
interval [0, 7] such that for all ¢, x,n we have

Jult, 2, )| + [ue (t, 2, 0)| + |ug(t, 2,7)]

g (b 2, )| + [ty (b, @, m)| + |ty (8,2, m)| < M (E)e™ (1 + [n*)". (6.9)
This justifies the integration we perform below.
Introduce
h=(1+n*)~4
and observe that for a constant N = N(d, k) we have

[l |hy| < Nkh,  (1+ [n|) |k, | < he

Theorem 6.4. Let ¢ > 2 and suppose that the above u > 0. Then there is
a constant Ng > 1, depending only on d, di, §, m, and q, such that for any
A > 1 satisfying

No( Dok lgoa e + 10Tysalz, ) < 1 (6.10)
k

there exists a constant N, depending only on X\, ||o%||, d, §, m, and ¢, and

there is a function Kq such that for t > 0

h(n)ad (t, 2, m) dedy < N / h(n) £z, n) dadn. (6.11)
R2d R2d
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The proof of this theorem proceeds as usual by multiplying (6.4) by
h(n)u?='(t,z,n) and integrating by parts over [0,¢] x R*). The integral
of the left-hand side is

q‘l/ h(n)ul(t,z,n) dwdn—q‘l/ h(n) f9(x,n) dxdn.
R2d RZd

Therefore, in light of Gronwall’s inequality, to prove the theorem it suffices
to prove the following estimate.

Lemma 6.5. Let ¢ > 2 and x > 0. Then there is a constant Ny > 1,
depending only on d, dy, §, k, and q, such that for any X > 1 satisfying

No( Do Tig sl + 10Tyalz, ) <1 (6.12)
k

there exists a constant N, depending only on X, |||, d, di, 8, k, and q,
and there is a function K such that for any a smooth function v(z,n) >0
(independent of t), for which condition (6.9) is satisfied with v in place of u
and some M, we have

[ et e Eotem dsdn N [ bt dsd. (613)
R2d R2d

Proof. For simplicity of notation we drop the arguments z,7. We also
write U ~ V if their integrals over R?? coincide, and U < V if the integral
of U is less than or equal to that of V. Below the constants called NN,
sometimes with indices, depend only on d, dy, J, x, and ¢ unless specifically
noted otherwise.

Set w = v%/2 and note simple formulas:

vy, = (2/q)ww,, vq_zvxwﬂ- = (4/q2)wxiwmj.

Then denote by L; the sum of the first-order terms in L and observe that
integrating by parts shows that

th_lbén)vni ~ —(1/q)hy; b’@vq — (1/q)hb’ ;0"
~ (2/q)n* hyi bww s + (2/q)hb ww .

Hence, ‘ '
vt Lyw ~ (2/q)nkhniblwka + (4/q)hb"ww,.

We take a number A > 1 and write b = b+ b, where b = bljp)~ . Following
[23] we observe that by the Holder and Sobolev inequalities (d > 3)

- 1/2 . 1/2
/\b’wka]da:§</ a2 (/ P uf? d)
R4 R4 R4

1/2 . .
< ([ taP dz) llaloln g < N, [ o, 61)
R4 Rd
where N depends only on d. Since || |h,| < N(k,d)h, it follows that

nkhnil;iwka < N||b||, hw,|*.
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Similarly, (4/q)hbiww,: < N|b||1,h|ws|?. We estimate the remaining terms
in hv?!Liv roughly like

[0 ww, i | < Mw||ws| < elwe]? + 61N |w|?
and conclude that, for any € > 0,
hivi™ Lyv < (N||b||1, + €)hlwy|* + Ne7A2h|w|?. (6.15)
Starting to deal with the second order derivatives note that
ht= 1 (1/2)0* 0%, ~ —((q — 1)/2)v7 2ho*vi07F 0,
—(1/2)h [J’kcﬂk + o'* ]k] vI s = —((2¢ — 2)/¢* ) ho™Fw,i07%w,;
—(1/q)h [aé’?aﬁk + aikai]f]ww < —(1/qQ)ho*w, 07w,

—l—h‘ [afc]ﬁajk + o'k ]k] WW,5

)

where the inequality (to simplify the writing) is due to the fact that ¢ > 2.
In this inequality the first term on the right is dominated in the sense of <
by

—(1/q)dh|w,|*

(see (2.1)). The remaining term contains ww,: and we treat it like above

writing of = 6% + 5%, where 6% = J§I|J§‘>)\. Then we get
hv?=Y(1/2)0* ai*v,i ;< NX2eLh|w|?
— (/)6 = N Y 11651, — <] w2 (6.16)
k
Next,
h?}q_lglka'(]:)’l)minj ~ —(q — 1)ho™v1™2p,; U(:)Uwi
—v0 [Py alkagg) + ho'k ]k] —((4¢ —4)/q )hO'Zk'LUT]j O"(j:;)wwi

—(2/q)wwyi [hyy a’kagk) + ho'® ]k]
We estimate the first term on the right roughly using

i Oy Wai| < elwel* + N [nl Y |ok 2w, 2.
k

low

The second term contains ww,: and allows the same handling as before.
Therefore

hv?™ lalkagg) Vging = (E—i-NZHa'k”Ld>h‘wx’2
k
N hln| 3 Ik 2 2+ N A2 A, (617)
k

The last term in th_lf/v containing o is
—_— -
hvi™ 1(1/2) ’k (77) Vi ~ —((q — 1)/2)hazs)vq 21)773-0?77)1)”1-

—(1/2)vq—1agn) (ol + holi] = (1/(2)h(v?) potkall
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< Nh(|n*fwy|? +w?) Y oy + 1,
K

where
ik _jk
—(1/2)h(?) ool

~ (1/(2‘]))“)‘7;13 [hﬁmgn) + haii] < thk: ]05\2102.
To estimate the last term we basically use the derivation of (6.14). We have

~k ~k
ot da < 16¥ ol < VUG, [P dn (618)

Below we show how to choose the constant Ny in the condition (6.12) un-
der which our assertion is true. But observe that with any such choice
H&kH%d < 1 and therefore, (just to keep some uniformity in our estimates)
(6.18) implies that

/ 5% 202 dngHefkuLd/ (w2 d. (6.19)
Rd Rd
Hence,
I < NhX*w? + Nh Y )6 1, lwa|”
k
and
W= (1/2)0 (% 078 vy < Nh|nl?|w, > Y ok
k
+NRX*w? + N Y (16" 1, hwe? (6.20)
k
Finally,

Wt (L/2)KG (1 + 067 vy ~ —((20 = 2)/a°)REG (1 + 1] wy
—(2/)EF (R + [1]*)),;wwy
(20 = 2)/@RES(L+ D) 2 + (1@ K359 (h(1+ o),
—(1/q)hK§ (1 + |n*)Jw, > + Nw? Kh. (6.21)
By combining (6.15), (6.16), (6.17), (6.20), and (6.21), we see that for

any € € (0,1]
hv?™ Ly < Ne ' A%h|w|?

- [(1/a)s = Ny (Z 16* 1z + 1Bll2, ) — Noe| hluwa|?
uwg [2h(1 + [nf?) [Ngel§j|ak|2 (1/q)KE| + Nyw? Kgh.  (622)

Take and fix ¢ so that Nae < 5/(2q). After that set

K= 1+ Naget 3 ok
k
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(1 is added to guarantee the smoothness of Kj) and observe that similarly
o (6.18) and (6.19)
Nyw? Kgh = Nyw’h + Nhw? Y |0k 2 < Nsh Y~ [16% 1, lwe|* + NhA?w?.
k k
Then (6.22) becomes

ot~ Lo < NX2Rlwf = [ (1/(20))0 = (N + N5) (3 168 1, + 111, ) |l .
k

We can certainly believe that N3 > 1, take Ny in (6.12) to be equal to
(2¢/9)(Ny + N5) (> 1), and conclude
hv? Ly < NX*h|w|?.
The lemma is proved.
We finish the section with an approximation result.

Lemma 6.6. Let Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 be satisfied. Then there are
sequences a¥(n), b(n), n = 1,2,..., k = 1,....dy, of infinitely differentiable
functions with each derivative bounded having the same meanings as ", b
in the beginning of the article, satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 with §/2

in place of § and the same ||b|| and ||o%|| for suﬂiciently large n, and such
that o*(n) — o* asn — oo (a.e.) and o¥(n),b(n) — o, b in Ly as n — oo.

Proof. Take a nonnegative ¢ € C§° with unit integral and support in B
and set (,,(z) = n%(nx), u(n,z) = u(x)*¢(nz). Then the well-known prop-
erties of convolutions imply all stated properties apart from what concerns
(2.1).

Denote by o the d x dj-matrix whose columns are the ¢*’s and note that

|0 (n, 2)A| < C(na)lo™(@)A] < 52|
Therefore we need only prove that for sufficiently large n
o (n,z)A| > |\671/2/V/2. (6.23)
For any y we have
0" (n, @)\l = |0 ()| = (0™ (n, @) = o™ (¥)A] = [\[6"/% = |(0" (n, @) — o™ (y)) A
> N6 = (0" (n,x) — 0" (1))])
Furthermore,

|(J*(nv z) — o (x = y))Iuly) dy

/Rd /Rd (x—2) — 0" (x+¥))[Cn(¥)Cn(2) dydz
< N(d) max ¢?osc (o, By /().

The latter tends to zero uniformly with respect to = since o, € Ly (cf. Re-
mark 3.6). This certainly proves the lemma.
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3

According to Theorems 5.6 and 5.7 it suffices to prove that at least one
of the solutions of (1.1) is strong. We will be dealing with the solution from
Lemma 4.1.

Let f € C§°. First we deal with smooth coefficients and develop necessary
estimates. By Lemma 6.3 and Theorem 6.4 for t > 0 and ¢ > 2 we have

/RM h(n)u?(t, z,n) dedy < NeM, (7.1)

where (and below) N depends only on f, d, di, 6, m = m(f), q, and A
defined by (6.10) and

u(t, z,m)
2
-3 ) / (T, e QR (@) |t
n=1ky,... t>t1>.. >ty

Obviously, (t, x,n) is a quadratic function of n. Hence, (7.1) implies that,
for any R € (0,00)

/ sup ul(t,z,n)dr < NelV' R, (7.2)
R4 |n\<R

Observe that in notation (5.5) and (5.8)

S ult, @, 0t Z / Qo st f(@) b - -ty
>t1>.. >ty

k

= Z S )an,sn,1,...,sl,t—(sl—l—...—l—snf(x) dsn ETTI dsl = Z In(t,.l')
n(t -1

(Sy(t) is introduced in Remark 5.8). Next, for v > 0 by Jensen’s inequality

00 (3] . q B o » .
;/Rd(/o et w)dt) do < ! q/o c t(;édlg(t,x)d:n)dt
<v'” q/ _Vt/ u(t, Uk)>qda:dt,

Rd

which thanks to (7.2) implies that for appropriate v, depending only on f,
d7 d17 57 q, and A)

;::I/Rd </0 e "', (t,x) dt) dr <N, (7.3)

where N depends only only on f, d, di, §, ¢, and .

Estimate (7.3) has been derived only for infinitely differentiable o and b.
However, using smooth approximations (Lemma 6.6), Theorem 3.10, and
Fatou’s lemma prove (7.3) also in our general case. Indeed, although the
constant N in (7.3) for each approximation depends on \, satisfying (6.10)
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for the approximating o% and b, it can be taken the same as long as the
approximations are sufficiently close in Lg to the original o* and b.
Finally, by observing that

/ e L (t x) dt = / e_”(50+"'+5")an sof(@)dsy, - ... - dso,
0 R n

referring to Theorem 5.9, and taking ¢ = p, we conclude that f(z;) is F}’-
measurable. The arbitrariness of f and ¢ finishes the proof.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4

Take a bounded smooth function f with compact support. By Theorems
2.3 and 5.5 for any ¢

f(zi(n, z(n))) = Ty(n) f(z(n))

+ E / ﬂm (n)Qf,;nfl—t’m (n) Teeet intl (n)f(f];(n)) dwt:: Tt dwff?
t>01>..>tm
(8.1)

where Ti(n) and QF(n) are the operators corresponding to o*(n), b(n).
First we prove that E|f(zi(n,x(n))) — f(z;)|> — 0 as n — oo. Since
Ef%(xi(n,z(n))) — Ef>*(z;) (see Theorem 3.10), it suffices to prove that
flzi(n,z(n))) — f(x:) weakly in Lo(S2, F{¥, P). Furthermore, according to
[5] the linear combinations of the multiple It6 integrals of the type

m=1

/ qb(tl,...,tm) dwtm -dwtl,
t>t1>...>tm

where m is arbitrary and ¢ is an arbitrary bounded (nonrandom) Borel
function, are dense in Lo(Q2, F}*, P). Therefore, it suffices to prove that for
all such m and ¢

B (an,z() [ Bt 1, st -
t>01>..>tm
— Ef(.’,l't)/ ¢(t1, ,tm) dwtm Cet dwtl.
t>t1>...>tm

In light of (8.1) this is equivalent to proving that

/ Ot st Do, (MQE™ (1) - - QL. () f () by - .. - iy
t>t1>..>tm

— Gty s i) T Q™ _y oo QL f(0) diy - ... - d.
t>t1>..>tm

This relation is indeed true, which follows by the dominated convergence
theorem from Theorem 3.10 and Remark 5.3.
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Next, observe that for any T € (0,00) and bounded smooth Re-valued b
with compact support

n—oo t<T

I:= lim Esup‘/ot b(n,xs(n,z(n)))ds — /Ot b(xs) ds‘
T

< lim E |b(n, zs(n,z(n))) — b(xs)| ds

n—o0 0
T ~
< Fm B [ on. (. 2(0) ~ b (n, x(m)] ds
RN T ~
+ T | BlbCesn,an))) — ()] ds

T ~
+ lim E/ |b(xs) — b(xs)| ds.
n—o0 0

Here the middle term vanishes by the first part of the proof. Owing to
Lemma 4.2 the two remaining terms are majorated by

N( lim b, - Bllz, + 116 = bllL,) = N|b— bl L,

that can be made arbitrarily small by an appropriate choice of b. Hence,
I1=0.
Similarly,
_ t t 2
J = lim (Esup‘/ ak(n,xs(n,:n(n)))dwf—/ ak(xs)dw];)
0 0

n—o0 tST

n—oo

T T k k 2
< N lim %:E/O |o%(n, zs(n,z(n))) — o (xs)|* ds

T
<N m ZE/ (0% (n, 4 (n, 2(n))) — o* (z0)| ds
<N |@r(o* - 6%)l|L,,

k

where 6% are smooth functions with compact support. It follows that J = 0

and together with I = 0 this implies that
lim Esup|zi(n,z(n)) —z =0 (8.2)

n—o0 tST
By Corollary 1.2 of [11] for any m >0

Esup |z¢(n, x(n)) — x(n)[*™ + Esup |z; — z|*™ < N(m,d, 6, ||b])T"™
t<T t<T

and this along with (8.2) yields the result. The theorem is proved.
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9. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5

First we assume that o and b are infinitely differentiable with each deriv-
ative bounded. In that case, as it is known since [2] (see also [17]) that one
can define x;(x) in such a way that it becomes differentiable in z for all (w, )
and the derivative of z; in the direction of n satisfies the same equation as
& (x,n) from Lemma 6.2, for which (6.5) holds. In particular, for any even
k> 2, and f with compact support ((-,-) is the scalar product in R%)

E((Df)(mt(l’))mt(%n))n > E((Df)(xt(a:)),ft(a;,n))ﬁ = U(tﬂ?ﬂ?)-

By Theorem 6.4, with ¢ = 2 there, there is a constant m = m(k) such that
for any A > 0 satisfying (6.10) there exists a constant N, depending only on
A, d, §, m, such that for t > 0

/ h(n)v?(t, x,n) dvdn
R2d

< [ bl i@ dudy = Nd.0)e [ |0 do = My (01

Next, for any R € (0, 00)

E [ G =Ne [ ] () b

:N/BR /Rdv(t,wm)h(n) dn.

By using (9.1) and Hoélder’s inequality we obtain that
E/ |D(f (@) dw < N(d, k) RY2 M.
Br

By Morrey’s theorem (see, for instance, Theorem 10.2.1 of [9]) this implies
that for any x > d

B sup |f (2i(2)) — f(_ﬂfdt(y))\” < N(d, x)RY2 MY, (9.2)
z,yeBRr ‘LE - y"i

Note that (9.2) is certainly applicable to vector-valued f. Fix p > 2R and
take a smooth f with support in By, such that f(z) = x for |z| < 2p and
|fe| <2. Then M; < N(T,d, 6, \,x)p® and for x,y € Bp and t <T

Elzy(z) = ai(y)|" < Np"|a — |1

+N(R)E(|ze(2) " + [26(@)]") Lz (2) |+ |0 () >2p
where N depends only on R,T,\,d,d, and k. We estimate the first term
on the right by using Holder’s inequality and Theorem 2.10 of [11] and find
that it is dominated by

N(R)PY2 (1) + [ei(y)] = 20)( (Bl (@)*)* + (Blay(w)2)?)

2
< Ne 7,
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where N depends only on R,T,\,d,d, and x and p > 0 depends only on
T,d,d, and ||b||. Thus, for p > 2R

Blei(x) = wi(y)|" < Ne #?" + Np¥2|a — |,
By taking here x > 2d and pp? = —In |z — y|*~?¢ we find that
Blzy(z) — ()" < Nz -y, (9.3)

where N depends only on R, T, )\, d,d,||b||, and &, provided that —In |z —
y|*2¢ > 2R/u. However, if —In |z — y|*~2¢ < 2R/p, (9.3) is obvious.
Estimate (9.3) so far is proved only for infinitely differentiable coefficients,
but usual approximations, Theorem 2.4, and Fatou’s lemma allow us to
obtain (9.3) in our general case where, naturally, by z;(x) we mean the
strong solution of (1.1) with z¢ = .
In the general case we also have by Corollary 1.2 of [11] that for any ¢ > 1

Ela(x) — xy(2)|" < Nt — 5|7, (9-4)

where N = N(d, 4, ||b]|, q).

Now the arbitrariness of x and ¢ leads to the claimed result by a version
of Kolmogorov’s theorem which can be found, for instance, in [20] or simply
derived by using |zi(x) — z5(y)| < |zi(z) — zs(2)| + |zs(x) — 25(y)|. The
theorem is proved.
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