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FLOW-DISTRIBUTION DEPENDENT SDES AND NAVIER-STOKES
EQUATIONS WITH fBm

ZIMO HAO, MICHAEL ROCKNER AND XICHENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Motivated by the probabilistic representation of the Navier-Stokes equations, we
introduce a novel class of stochastic differential equations that depend on flow distribution. We
establish the existence and uniqueness of both strong and weak solutions under one-sided Lips-
chitz conditions and singular drifts. These newly proposed flow-distribution dependent stochastic
differential equations are closely connected to quasilinear backward Kolmogorov equations and
forward Fokker-Planck equations. Furthermore, we investigate a stochastic version of the 2D-
Navier-Stokes equation associated with fractional Brownian noise. We demonstrate the global
well-posedness and smoothness of solutions when the Hurst parameter H lies in the range (0, %)
and the initial vorticity is a finite signed measure.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper we fix T > 0 and d € N and write
Dy = {(s,8): 0< s <t <T}.
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Let ® := ®(R?%) be the space of all probability measures over RY, which is endowed with the
weak topology. Let Cg := C(R%; #(R?)) be the space of all continuous probability measure-valued
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functions from R to #(R?). Let {Wi}tejo,1) be a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion on some
probability space (§2,.%#,P). We consider the following nonlinear stochastic differential equation
(SDE), also called flow-distribution dependent SDE (abbreviated as FDSDE): for (s,¢,z) € Dp X
Rd

)

t t
X;c,t:x'i_/ B(TvX;c,rvM;,Tvu.s,r)dT'i_/ E(rvX:,rvulr,Tvué,r)dWN (1'1)

x

st and

where p?, =Po (XZ,)~! is the probability distribution measure of X
(B,%): 0, T] x R? x €% x ¢4 — (R4, R? @ RY)

are two Borel measurable functions.

The main feature of SDE (1.1) is that the coefficients depend on the flow-distribution  +— p ,
of the solution itself, even the future distribution. Of course, one can regard u; ; as a probability
kernel. Such type of SDE naturally arises in the stochastic representation of Navier-Stokes equa-
tions as we shall see in the next subsection. To go further the discussion, we first introduce the
following notion of a solution to the above SDE:

Definition 1.1. Let § := (Q, F,(Fs)s>0,P) be a stochastic basis. We call a pair of stochastic
processes ((XT ;) (s,t,2)enrxrs (Wi)iejo, 1)) defined on § a weak solution of FDSDE (1.1), if

(i) Wy is a standard d-dimensional F;-Brownian motion;
(it) For each (s,t) € Dp, R 3 & — p?, :=Po (XZ,)~" € P(R?) is weakly continuous;
(i4i) For each (s,x) € [0,T] x R?, equation (1.1) holds a.e. for all t € [s,T] provided that

T T
[ 1B X e+ [ 190X P < 00 B
S S

th —

If in addition that X, is adapted to the filtration generated by the Brownian motion
o{W,,r € [0,t]}, then it is called a strong solution of FDSDE (1.1).

McKean-Vlasov SDEs, also referred to as distribution-dependent SDEs (DDSDES), represent a
significant class of stochastic differential equations where the coefficients are contingent upon the
distribution of the solution process itself. These equations extend the scope of standard SDEs by
incorporating the influence of interactions among particles or agents within a system. Initially
introduced by Henry McKean [45] in 1966 in the context of nonlinear parabolic partial differential
equations and later by Anatoli Vlasov [55] in 1968 in plasma physics, McKean-Vlasov SDEs have
now attracted considerable attention across diverse fields such as mathematical finance, statistical
physics, population dynamics, and mean field games (see, for example, [8,9,17]).

Furthermore, DDSDEs exhibit substantial connections to vortex models like the Navier-Stokes
equation and Euler equation (see, e.g., [19,49]). The evolution of DDSDEs with singular vor-
tex kernels has been furthered by researchers such as Jabin-Wang [35], Serfaty [53], and others,
significantly contributing to the advancement of propagation of chaos results.

In McKean-Vlasov SDEs, the dynamics of each individual particle are influenced by the collective
behavior of the entire population, resulting in complex collective phenomena. This modeling
framework enables the analysis of systems comprising a large number of interacting components,
where traditional approaches relying on independent random variables are inadequate. The general
form of a McKean-Vlasov SDE can be represented as:

t t
Yt=§+/ b(r,YT,de/ o (1, Yy, 1) AW, (12)
0 0

where 1, denotes the distribution of Y;.. We shall see that this is a special case of FDSDE (1.1).
Considerable attention has been dedicated to exploring the well-posedness of DDSDEs (1.2)
with singular drifts. Mishura and Veretenikov [46] established the strong well-posedness of DDS-
DEs (1.2) when the coefficient b is only measurable and exhibits at most linear growth, and is
Lipschitz continuous with respect to the distribution p, and o is uniformly non-degenerate and
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Lipschitz continuous. Later, Rockner and Zhang [52] extended this to cases involving local L{L2-
drift. Additionally, Lacker [38] utilized the relative entropy method and Girsanov’s theorem to
obtain well-posedness results for DDSDEs with linear growth and ¢ = I, further extended by
Han [26] to situations involving LjLP-drifts. Zhao [63] utilized heat kernel estimates and the
Schauder-Tychonoff fixed-point theorem to establish well-posedness results for a more general class
of DDSDEs with singular coefficients.

Through Zvonkin’s transformation and the entropy method, the authors in [27] demonstrated
the strong well-posedness for DDSDEs in cases where o is independent of 4 and b belongs to
certain mixed L] LP-spaces. For specific cases, such as when o = T and b(t,y, u) = b* u(t,y), both
weak and strong well-posedness have been demonstrated by various researchers [13,14,28]. For the
Nemytskii-type DDSDEs, where

(b,0)(t,y, 1) = (b, o) (tu Y, %‘Uy)(y)) )

significant work has been conducted by Barbu and Réckner [2-5], among others [32]. Moreover, for
kinetic cases of DDSDEs, further exploration can be found in [28,29,31,33] and related references.
In this study, we initiate our exploration with the Navier-Stokes equation, with the introduction

of (1.1) stemming from the stochastic representation of Navier-Stokes equations.
1.1. Motivation. Consider the following Navier-Stokes equation on R¢ with d = 2, 3:

Owu = Au~+u - Vu + Vp,

i (1.3)
divu =0, wug = ¢,

where u : [0,T] x R — RY is the velocity field and p stands for the pressure, ¢ is the initial
velocity. In [16], Constantin and Iyer presented the following probability representation:

t
Xt””::zc—i—/ u(s, X%)ds + V2W,, t >0,
0 (1.4)

u(t,z) = PE[V,Y;" - o(V")],

where Y;* is the inverse of the flow mapping * — X, V' denotes the transpose of the Jacobi matrix

(VX)ij := 0, X", and P :=1— VA~!div is the Leray projection onto the space of divergence free

vector fields. In particular, there is a one-to-one correspondence between (1.3) and (1.4) when u

is smooth. Here an interesting question is that for what worse ¢, (1.4) admits a unique solution.
Now, for a velocity field u, let us consider its vorticity

82’&1 — 8111,2, d= 2;
w = curlu =
V X u, d=3.
It is well-known that « can be recovered from w by Biot-Savart law, i.e.,
u=Kg*xw, d=2,3,
with
Ko(x) := (x2, —21)/(27|2|?), K3(x)h = (z x h)/(4r|z|*). (1.5)

Let u be a smooth solution of (1.4). By direct calculations, we have

w(t, z) = {E ((curlp) (V") det(VYy)),  d =2,

E (VLY (curlp)(Yy7)),  d=3.
By the change of variable and due to det(VY;®) = 1, we get (cf. [60])
E < Ko(z — X}) - (curlcp)(y)dy) , d=2,
R2

u(t,z) = (Kgxw(t))(x) =
E ( g Ki(z—X/)-VX/- (curlcp)(y)dy) , d=3.
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In particular, when d = 2, if we let

Bz, ) = /R2 (K2 * p¥) (@)curlp(y)dy,

then X[ solves the following closed SDE:
t
X =z +/ B(X?, p,)ds + V2W,. (1.6)
0

The FDSDE (1.6) was introduced by Chorin [15] as the random vortex method to simulate vis-
cous incompressible fluid flows for smooth kernels. Then it was developed by Beale-Majda [7],
Marchioror-Pulvirenti [44] and Goodman [24]. In particular, Long [43] showed the optimal con-
vergence rate of particle system for mollifying kernel K5. Later, (1.6) as a special DDSDE, the
related interaction particle system and propagation of chaos have been attracting the attention of
more and more investigators (see [19,35]). However, the solvability of stochastic system (1.6) is
not tackled in the above references until recent works [14,28,61] (See below for more discussion).

When d = 3, formally, (XZ, VX¥) can be regarded as a functional of path X[f)’t] and

t
XP == —|—/ E ( KX} - X})-vxy- (curlgp)(y)dy) ds + V2W;, (1.7)
0 R3

where X/ is an independent copy of X} and E is the expectation w.r.t. X" (see [60] and [50]
for its associated numerical simulations under the assumption of smoothness on the interaction
kernel). To write down the above SDE as the form of (1.1), we introduce a matrix-valued process
U := VX}. Formally, U solves the following linear ODE:

t
U =Toss + [ E( VK3<X3—Xg)-Usy«cuﬂso)(y)dy) ds.
0 R3

Let (u®)4ers be a family of probability measures over R? x 113, where 1713 stands for the space of
all 3 x 3-matrices. Now let us introduce

B(x,pu) := /]RS /RSme Ks(x — z)- MpY(dz x dM) - (curly)(y)dy.

Then we obtain the following closed SDE
t
Xf=zx +/ B(XZ, p:)dr + vV2Ws,
0

t
U = Ly + / VB(, ) (X2)Udr,
0

where pf :=Po (XF,UF)™' € P(R® x M3) for z € R3.
On the other hand, if we set a(t,x) := u(T — t,z) and p(t,z) := p(T — t,z), then 4 solves the
following backward Navier-Stokes equation:

o+ Au+u-Vu+ Vp=0,
divau =0, ap = .

In [58], the author provided a probability representation for @ as well:

t
Xt =t / a(r, X2,)dr + VAW, — W), (s,0) € Do, o)

a(t,r) = PE[VthT : @(thT)]
As above, in the two dimensional case, we have

w(t, x) := curla(t, x) = E[(cuﬂ(p)(f(ffT)] = (curly, jiy 1),



FLOW-DISTRIBUTION DEPENDENT SDES AND NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH fBm 5
where i, :=Po (XZ,)~'. By the Biot-Savart law, we have

u(t,z) = (Ky xw(t))(z) = . K (2 — y)(curle, i 7)dy.

Thus (1.9) is transformed into the following FDSDE:
t
szi =r+ / B(sz,rvﬂ;‘,T)dT + \/i(Wt - Ws); (110)

where

Bla) = Ko ([ curtetyyetan) )
In particular, SDE (1.10) is exactly an example of FDSDE (1.1) with B(r,z, p',v") = B(z, ). For

the three dimensional case, as in (1.8), we have the following representation:

t
X;'Eyt =z+ / B(X;MIUJ;“,T)dT + \/ﬁ(Wt - Ws),
) T o (1.11)
0, =Taea+ [ VBl ) (X2,)0%

where y5, :=Po (X”” 0;,5)71 € P(R?* x M3), and

s,t)

B(z, p) == / Ks(z —y) (/ M" - (curlp)(z)u¥ (dz x dM)) dy.
R3 R3 x 13
We must point out that (1.6) and (1.10) are essential different as we discuss in the next subsection.

1.2. The related PDEs. As indicated in the above two examples of Navier-Stokes equations, we
mainly concentrate on the following two types of FDSDEs:

(i) Forward FDSDE:
X =z + /tB(T, X7, )dr + /t S(r, X2, )dW,,  t € [0,T). (1.12)
(ii) Backward FDSDE: i i
Xii=a+ /tB(r, X& s iy p)dr + /t X (r, X5ty p)dWe, o (s,t) € Dr. (1.13)

In the case (i), for fixed starting point € R?, let u? be the probability distribution of XF. By
1t6’s formula, pf solves the following forward Fokker-Planck equation in the distributional sense:
Orpuy = Oy, Oy, (i (8, y, i) ) — divy (B, y, ) ii),

where a;; 1= % 22:1 YikXjk. Especially, if for some vy € P(R?),
B(r,z,w) =b(t,z,v0 © '), XS(r,z,pu)=oc(t,z,v0 O pu), (1.14)
where (b,0) : [0,T] x R? x #(R?) — (R, R @ R?) are two Borel measurable functions, and
@ w)dn) = [ dym(da),
then p: := vy © p; solves the following nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation
O = Oy, Oy, (i (8, Y, pue) i) — divy (0(8 y, ) pae) - pro(dy) = vo. (1.15)

In this situation, if we choose a random variable & @ vp, which is independent of X7, then
substiting « by & in (1.12), one sees that

Vii= X{ o=

satisfies (1.2) as we expect. Therefore, the classical DDSDE can be regarded as a typical example
of the forward FDSDE (1.12).
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Next we look at the case (ii). Note that if we freeze the distribution y;. - and consider (1.13) as
an usual SDE, then the following flow property holds: for any s < r < t,

) = [ i)

Let )
a’ij (Tv :E) = 5 ; Zikzjk(rv €T, /L;“,T)a b(T, :E) = B(Ta €T, ,U'.r,T)'
Consider the following backward PDE
Opu+ 4;j0;0;u +b-Vu=0, u(T)=¢. (1.16)

Suppose that it has a smooth solution u. By It6’s formula, we have

T

u(T, XS 1) = u(s,z) + / (8u 4 4i50;0u + b - Vu)(r, X, )dr + a martingale.
Hence,
u(s,x) = E(b(X:)T)

Suppose that there are two functions (b, &) : [0,7] x R? x C(RY) — (R4, R? @ R?) so that

B(r,z,w) = b(t,z,0'(¢)), X(r,z, @) =o(t,z,1(9)), (1.17)
where p*(@) := [pa ¢(y)p(dy). Then noting that u(t, z) = uf 1(4), we have
Opu(t, ) + ai;(t, z,u(t,))0;0;u(t, v) + b(t, x,u(t,-)) - Vu(t,z) =0, u(T)= ¢, (1.18)

where a;; = %Zk 0ik0jk. This is a non-divergence and nonlinear PDE with that the coefficients
depend on the functional w(t,-). In particular, if we assume

aii(t,z,ult, ) = ai; (¢, 2, 0, (ult, ) = ai; (¢, x,ult,x)),
where J, is the Dirac measure, and
b(t, z,u(t,-)) = b(t,z, 8, (u(t,"))) = b(t, z,u(t, z)),

then PDE (1.18) is a typical second order quasi-linear PDE (see Example 3.3 below).
In summary, case (i) is related to the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations and case (ii) is related
to the quasi-linear non-divergence PDEs.

1.3. Main results. Our first result is about the strong well-posedness of FDSDE (1.1) with regular
coefficients. More precisely, let C#; be the space of all continuous probability measure-valued
functions from R? to &) (R?) with finite first order moment (see Section 2 for more details about
the space C#). We assume that B and ¥ satisfy the following assumptions:

(Ho) For each t € [0, T, the function
RY x CP, x CP, 3 (x, 7, v) = (B, D) (t, z, ', v7) € (RE,R? @ R?) is continuous,

and there are constants kg, ko, ks,k4 > 0 and k1 € R such that for any (¢,x,u,v) €
[0,T] x RY x CP, x CPy,

(@, B(t,z, 1, v7)) + 2|12, @, o, 1) s < ko + ka2 + me (w2, + 1V [124,); (1.19)

and for any (t,z;, iui,v;) € [0,T] x R x CP, x CPy, 0= 1,2,

(x1 = w2, B(t, w1, 1y, i) — B(t, w2, iy, v3)) + 2| 2(E, 21, i, vi) — Bt wa, i, 15) s
< raler — wol? + ma(U+ |1 + [2]?) (B, (13, 12) + A2, (i, 15)) 4

where || - ||z stands for the Hilbert-Schmit norm and the distance deg, is defined in (2.15)
below.

(1.20)

Our first main result is the following strong well-posedness, which is proven by freezing the
flow-distribution and Picard’s iteration.
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Theorem 1.2. Under (Hy), there is a unique strong solution to FDSDE (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1.1. Moreover, there is a constant Cr = Cp(k;) > 0 such that for all (s,t,z) € Dy x R?,

EIX7 ) < Cr(1+ ]z,
and if kK1 <0 and K1 + 2k < 0, then
E|X§t|2 < eI |22 4 (ko + k) (7 — 1) /Ky, (1.21)
where k5 = 2k2(|k1| + Ko)/(|k1] — 2K2).

Our second main result is about the well-posedness of 2D-Navier-Stokes equation related to the
fractional Brownian motion. Recall that a Gaussian process (W} );> is called an fBm with Hurst
parameter H € (0,1) if for any 0 < s < ¢,

EWHWH) = 127 + 27 — |t — s|?1).
Clearly, WH has the following self-similarity: for A > 0,
d _
(Wi )iz0 @ AWz,

Consider the following 2D-Navier-Stokes equation associated with fBm:

t
Xp—a [ [ (e un(XD s + W1, (1.22)
0 R2

where K, is the Biot-Savart law given in (1.5), uf = Po (X})™!, 1 is a finite signed measure on
R? and WH = (WH1 WH2) with that Wi i = 1,2 are two independent fBms with the same
Hurst parameter H. We have the following weak well-posedness result.

Theorem 1.3. Let H € (0, %) For any initial vorticity vy being a finite singed measure, there is
a unique weak solution X, to SDE (1.22). Moreover, if we let

u(t,x) := /}R2 EKs(z — X )vo(dy),

then u € C((0,T]; Cs°(R?)).

Remark 1.4. Since fBm is neither a Markov process nor a martingale, one can not say that u
solves any PDE. But by the probabilistic representation, we shall call u the solution of 2D H-
fractional Navier-Stokes equation with initial vorticity vy. By the change of variable, the above u
has the following scaling property: for A > 0, if we let

up(t,z) = \VE (Y i Az),

then ux(t, z) = [ EKo(z — X1 (dy), where

vy (dy) = AV 20(d(Ny)), (1.23)
and X solves the following FDSDE:

t
X =z + // (K % pZ M) (X TN (dy)ds + W

0 JRr2

If vo(dy) = o(y)dy, then (1.23) reduces to v} (dy) = A/ H o(Ay)dy.

Note that Theorem 1.3 does not include H = % Next we consider the following backward

version of Navier-Stokes equation with Brownian motion:

t
X7, =+ / Ko(XZ, — ) p(g)dydr + VAW, — W), (1.24)
s JR2

In this case, we also have
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Theorem 1.5. Let py € (1,2) and g € LP°. For each s € [0,T] and x € R?, there is a unique
strong solution X{, to FDSDE (1.24). Moreover, if we let

u(s,z) = g Ky (z — y)Eg(X{ )dy,

then u € C([0,T); Cs°(R?)) solves the following backward Navier-Stokes equation:
Osu+Au+u-Vu+Vp=0, u(T)=Kzxg.

Remark 1.6. When g € LP° with py > 2, the well-posedness of DDSDE (1.24) was obtained in
[60] by Zvonkin’s transformation. Here we regard (1.24) as an abstract flow-distribution SDE.

1.4. Related works. In this section, we review some pertinent literature related to our main
Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. We begin by considering a classical DDSDE with a singular Biot-Savart
interaction kernel, often referred to as the 2D random vortex model:

t
X, = Xo+ / (K3 ps) (X )ds + V2, (1.25)
0

where K5 represents the Biot-Savart law, u; denotes the law of X;, and P o Xo_l(dy) = po(dy).
Suppose p(dy) = pi(y)dy. Then, by Itd’s formula, p; satisfies the following vorticity form of the
Navier-Stokes equation (1.3):
dp = Ap +div((Kz % p)p).

In other words, u(t,z) := K3 % pi(x) solves the Navier-Stokes equation (1.3). In [61], the second
author utilized the De-Giorgi method to establish the existence of a solution to (1.25) when Xy = z,
while the uniqueness remains an open question. However, if the initial data Xy admits a density
po € LT with respect to the Lebesgue measure, weak and strong well-posedness for (1.25) were
established in [14] and [28], respectively.

It’s important to note that if the initial vorticity of the Navier-Stokes equation is not a proba-
bility measure, then there is no one-to-one correspondence between (1.25) and (1.3). To address
this issue, we consider the forward and backward random vortex models, as introduced in Section
1.1:

t
X7, = x4+ / Ko(X2, — y)g(=)ui . (dy)dz + W — WH (1.26)
s JR4
and
t
Xy =x+ / Ka(XZ, —y)g(z)pl p(dz)dy + W — Wl (1.27)
s JR4

where g represents the initial vortex, g, denotes the time marginal law of the solution X{;, and
WH is the fractional Brownian motion with H € (0, 1] (see Section 2.2 for details).

For the forward FDSDE (1.26), we focus on H € (0, ). Recent advancements in regularization
by averaging paths (see [12,21]) and the stochastic sewing lemma (see [39,40]) have led to an
increased interest in the well-posedness of SDEs driven by fractional Brownian motion of the form:

dX; = b(t, X;)dt + AW,

where b € L{IL4. Several classical results have been established, such as those by Nualart-Ouknine
in [48] and Lé in [39], where Nualart-Ouknine, using the Girsanov transformation, established
weak well-posedness for p,q > 2 and 1/q+ Hd/p < 1/2, and Lé in [39] extended this result by
introducing the stochastic sewing lemma and gave a new proof for the weak well-posedness. The
strong well-posedness was obtained as well in [39] when 1/q + Hd/p < 1/2 — H. Furthermore,
Galeati and Gubinelli in [21] employed the averaging paths technique to achieve path-by-path
well-posedness for ¢ = oo and Hd/p < 1/4 — H. In fact, upon assuming X := ¢ 7 X, and
be(t,z) == '~ Hb(et, e ) with some € > 0, we have

dX§ =b.(t, X7)dt + e Haw X

et
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where e~ H WX remains an fBm with the Hurst index H. Note that the scaling hypothesis
lim. 0 [[b[|Lsrr = O leads to

1 Hd
E+T<1—H. (128)

Under condition (1.28), Butkovsky, Lé and Mytnik [11] recently established the existence of a
solution for ¢ = oo, and when ¢ € (1,2], Galeati and Gerencsér [20] demonstrated the strong
well-posedness. It is noteworthy that when b is independent of time ¢, as in the case of the
Biot-Savart kernel, the condition in [20] simplifies to % + % < 1 — H, aligning with the strong
well-posedness result in [39]. It is important to note that the review here is primarily focused on the
LIL2-drift. Indeed, both [11] and [20] cover various measure and distributional cases respectively.
More recently, Butkovsky and Gallay in [10], employing a combination of the stochastic sewing
lemma and John-Nirenberg’s inequality, established the existence of solutions under the condition
(1—H)/q+ Hd/p < 1— H, which is considerably weaker. Beyond these results, a lot of related
works exists, and interested readers can refer to the comprehensive overview in [20].
In the context of the following DDSDE driven by fBm

dX; = (b pe)(t, Xp)dt + dWH

where p; represents the time marginal law of X3, the authors in [22] and [20] established strong
well-posedness for b € L{C* with o > 1+ 1/(Hq) — 1/H and ¢q € (1,2]. Here, C* denotes the
Besov space. Moreover, Han [26] used the entropy method to present a concise proof of the main
results in [22].

Following this review, we examine the condition on H for the Biot-Savart kernel by applying
the aforementioned results. Notably, b = Ky € LZQO; N C~!. Therefore, the restriction p > 2 in
[48] precludes its application to the Biot-Savart law. Moreover, the conditions in [39] and [20] also
imply that H must be strictly less than 1/4. Consequently, it is natural to inquire whether the
well-posedness holds for (1.26) in the range H € [1/4,1/2). We address this question in Theorem
1.3 by establishing weak well-posedness for (1.26) across all H € (0,1/2). Additionally, we define
a solution to the 2D fractional Navier-Stokes equation with an arbitrary initial vortex measure v
and show its smoothness for ¢ > 0 by the Malliavin calculus.

For the backward FDSDE (1.27), limited results are available in the literature. In Theorem
1.5, we establish the unique strong flow solution X7, for H = 1/2 and any L!'* initial data .
However, for H # 1/2, investigating the well-posedness of (1.27) becomes challenging, as our
methodology heavily relies on the Markov property of Brownian motion. Notably, the Girsanov
transformation cannot be used for backward FDSDE (1.27) with singular kernels, leaving this as
an open question.

1.5. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we provide preliminary results concerning the
space of probability kernels and fBms. Some of these results are novel and are crucial in proving
Theorems 1.2, 1.3, and 1.5.

Section 3 is dedicated to proving Theorem 1.2 using standard Picard’s iteration. Additionally,
we offer several examples to illustrate our main results. While the proof itself is not particularly
challenging, it serves as a foundation for our future investigations into various issues such as
ergodicity and propagation of chaos.

Section 4 focuses on demonstrating weak and strong well-posedness for a broad class of FDSDEs
driven by {Bms. For H € (0, %), we employ Girsanov’s transformation and the entropy method,
while for H = %, we rely on PDE estimates.

In Section 5, we utilize the results obtained in Section 4 to prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. To
establish the smoothness of the velocity field, we employ Malliavin calculus when H € (0, %) and
PDE techniques for H = %

In the Appendix, we provide detailed proofs of certain technical results for the convenience of
the readers.

Throughout this paper, we shall use the following convention and notations: The letter C' with
or without subscripts will denote an unimportant constant, whose value may change from line to
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line. We also use := to indicate a definition and set
a Ab:=max(a,b), aVb:=min(a,b), at:=0Va.

By A <¢ B and A x¢ B or simply A < B and A =< B, we respectively mean that for some
constant C' > 1,

A<CB, CT'B<A<CB.
Below we collect some frequently used notations for the readers’ convenience.
For p € [1,00], p’ denotes the conjugate index of p, i.e., % + i =1
&P1: The space of all probability measures with finite first order moment.
C%1: The space of P;-valued continuous functions on R? w.r.t. the Wasserstein-1 distance.
CHPy: The space of P-valued continuous functions on R? w.r.t. the total variation distance.
LPP,: The space of sub-probability kernels defined in (2.6).
LP%: The space of probability kernels defined in (2.7).
H%: The space of all absolutely continuous function f : [0,7] — R? with f(0) = 0 and
fe ([0, T); RY) =: L1

2. PRELIMIARY

In this section, we first introduce several spaces of flow probability measures associated with the
Wasserstein-1 metric, the total variation distance, and localized LP-probability kernels. Then, we
also recall the definition and basic properties of fractional Brownian motions (fBms). In particular,
we demonstrate an important exponential estimate for the functional of fBm, which is crucial for
solving singular SDEs driven by fBms using Girsanov’s theorem.

2.1. Flow probability measure space. Let #; := #;(R?) be the space of all probability mea-
sures with finite first order moment and C%®; the space of &;-valued continuous functions on R?
w.r.t. the Wasserstein-1 distance ¥} defined by

% = inf E|X —-Y|.
1 (1) IP’oX*lzg}PoYﬂ:u | |

Note that by the duality of Monge-Kantorovich (cf. [54, (6.3)]),

Wi(p,v) = sup |u(g) —v(g)l
llgllip<1

For two ', v € CP;, we introduce a distance between p and v* by
L& (/J'mv I/w)

de L VUY) = su 2.1
CP (M ) zeﬂg)d 1+ |I| ( )
For simplicity, we write
Jra lylp* (dy)
lleg, = deg, (i, 8o) = sup B
[ llea, = deg, (17, 60) S T
Moreover, the total variation distance || - ||var is defined by
e = vilvar == sup |pu(A) = v(A)].
A€ B(R?)
Let C%y be the space of all continuous probability kernels z — pu® w.r.t || - ||var with the distance
[0 = vlleya, = sup [[1” — v |[var-
z€R?

Under these distances, it is easy to see that C#; and CPy are complete metric spaces. We would like
to point out that the distance deg, is only used in the study of FDSDEs with regular coeflicients.

Next we introduce some localized LP-spaces for later use. Let (D;);en be the set of all unit
cubes with center at the integer lattice so that

0€ Dy, UenD; =R D;ND; =0, i#j. (2.2)
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For z = (21, - ,2q) € R, we shall write
D, =D +z= {x:—1/2<xi—zi < 1/2}.
For p € [1, 0], let LP? = LP(R?) be the usual LP-space. We also introduce the Banach spaces

£ = {f € L2 (RY) : | [l = sup|Lp, fllp < oo}
and

P = {f € Ly, R : Il = Z 1D, fllp < 00}

By a finite covering technique, there is a constant C; = C’l (p,d) > 1 such that
Crilflly < sup [ 1p. fllp < Crllf - (2.3)

The advantage of using localized space L? is the following inclusion: for p; > po,

LPr c LPe2,
This is quite convenient for treating singular potentials l1ke |z| =, where o € (0,d), since it does
not belong to any LP-space, but belongs to L? for p < €. About the spaces LP and L?, we have

the following properties, that are similar to the classmal Lp spaces. For the readers’ convenience,
we provide detailed proofs in Appendix A.

Proposition 2.1. (i) For each p € [1,00], it holds that L? C P C IL?, and

= sw [ falgtde ol = sw [ f@gls (24)
llglly, <1 /R4 70, <1 /R
where p' is the conjugate index of p.
(i) For any p,q,r € [1,00] with 1+ % =
C=0C(dp,qr)>0,

If = gll- < ClFIollglz, — 0F * gl < CUFI Mg (2.5)

Finally, we introduce a space of probability kernels that will be used in the study of backward
FDSDEs. Let K% be the set of all probability kernels from R? to # and K P, the set of all
sub-probability kernels from R? to @, where #, is the space of all sub-probability measures over
R?. For given p € [1, 00], we introduce two subclasses

% + é, the following Young’s inequalities hold: for some

LPP, = {M- e KD, wllp = sup | (@), < oo} (2.6)
lellp<1
and
229 = { € K0 el i= s I (@)l < oo} (2.7)
p\

Similarly, we also introduce the subclasses LP% and LPP,. Tt is easy to see that
LPP C LPP,, LPP C LI,
One would like to point out that such classes of kernels naturally appear in the study of stochastic
Lagrangian flows (see [59]). More precisely, consider the following SDE:
t
Xf=z+ / b(XZ)ds + W,
0

where b is a divergence free Lipschitz vector field. Let ui be the law of the unique solution X7. It
is well-known that for any p € [1,00] and ¢ > 0 (see [59]),

i (Dl < 1 fllp, £ eLP.

We have the following important properties that are also proven in Appendix A.
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Proposition 2.2. (i) Let p* € KP,. For any p € [1,00), we have

ey = sup e (D)l = sup [ (&)l (2.8)
PEC(RY), [|#]lp<1 peCe (RY),|0]lp<1
and
el = sup e (D)l = sup e (D)ll- (2.9)
$€C:(RY),[lollp<1 peCe (RY),[loflp<1

(i) LPPs and LPP, are complete metric spaces with respect to the distance

[ =vllp = sup |[lpw (@) = v (D)llps N =vllp = sup | () = v*(d)lp-
lelly<1 lllp<1

Moreover, with the above distances, LPP s still complete, but LPP is not complete.

Remark 2.3. Note that | — v'||oo = 1" — V' lloo = |l — V' ||y, for p, v € CPy.

var

2.2. Fractional Brownian motion and Girsanov’s theorem. In this section, we recall the
definition and basic properties of fBm and the related Girsanov theorem (see [18,47]).

A d-dimensional Gaussian process (W} );>( defined on some probability space (2, %, P) is called
an fBM with Hurst parameter H € (0,1) if for any 0 < s < ¢,

EW, Wy = 227 4 27—t — 5?1,y d,5=1,---,d.
For fixed r > 0, it is easy to see that for any ¢,s > 0,
E(Wiy - WhHw il = wi) = Bwwih). (2.10)

T
This means that (WfH — WH);>o is another standard fBm. The value of H tells the behavior
of fBm: when H = 1/2, the process is exactly a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion; when
H > 1/2, the increments of the process are positively correlated; when H < 1/2, the increments
of the process are negatively correlated.

In what follows, we fix H € (0, %] and introduce two constants used below

qH ‘= ﬁ, CH = \/QH/((1 —2H)B(1-2H,H + %))IHE(O,%) + 1H:%,
where B(«, 8) is the usual Beta function defined by
B(a, B) := /01(1 —5)>" 1P 1ds, a, 8> 0. (2.11)
It is well-known that fBm has the following representation (cf. [18, Corollary 3.1]):
Wi = /t Ky (t,s)dWy, (2.12)
where W is a standard d-dimensional Browni(;n motion and K is given by
- H) s2—H /t TH_%(T‘ - S)H_%dT‘> )

Let Cr := C([0,T];R?) be the space of all continuous functions from [0,7] to R%. Tt is also
well-known that there is a continuous functional ® : Cr — Cr so that (cf. [10, Proposition A.1])

W, = @(WH)(t), te0,T). (2.13)

N [=

Kn(t,s) =cn ((t/S)H_%(t — s)H_% + (

Convention: If there is no special declaration, we always write
Fr=0{W,:s <t} =c{WH s <t}

From the very definition, it is easy to see that

Kg(t,s) = eyt — S)H_% ((t/s)H_% + (3 —H) sz H /t rH_%dr) =cy(t— S)H_%, (2.14)

N[
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and by [18, Theorem 3.2],

Ku(t,s) < cyp(t—s)" 25172,
To state the Girsanov theorem for fBm, we introduce a function

Kp(t,s)=t"3(t—s) 2 Hea H 0<s<t.

By the integration by parts and elementary calculus, one sees that

t

/ Kyt,r)Kg(r,s)dr=1, 0<s<t. (2.15)
For given g € [1,00), let HY. be the space of all absolutely continuous function f : [0, 7] — R¢ with
f(0) =0 and f € L4([0, T); R?) =: LY., which is a Banach space under the norm
1 g, = [ llg.-

Now, for any function f € C1([0,T];R%), we define

K f(t) :_/O Ky(t,s)f(s)ds.

Lemma 2.4. The operator IN{H can be extended to a bounded linear operator from H: to L2, and
there is a constant C = C(H) > 0 such that for all f € HY:,

1K a £ g, < Ol lage (2.16)
and
t ~
f@t) = / Ky (t,s) K f(s)ds. (2.17)
0
Proof. Estimate (2.16) follows by Ky (t,s) < (t —s)"2~H and Hard-Littlewood’s inequality [1,
Theorem 1.7]. Equality (2.17) follows by Fubini’s theorem and (2.15). O
We have the following Girsanov theorem (see [18, Theorem 4.9]).
Theorem 2.5. Recall qg = ﬁ Let h(-,w) € HY be an Fs-adapted process and satisfy
Eexp (Hhuﬁﬂ%ﬂ) < . (2.18)

Then WtH = WH + h(t) is a new fBm with Hurst parameter H under the new probability measure
Q := ZrP with

T
~ 1 ~
Zp = exp <—/ (Kgh)(s)dW, — §||KHh||112ﬂ‘T> )
0

where W defined by (2.13) is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion.

Proof. By (2.17), we have
—_— t ~
WH =wWH +h(t) = / Kg(t,s) (AW, + Kgh(s)ds).
0

By (2.18) and Novikov’s criterion, EZ7r = 1. Thus by the classical Girsanov theorem, Wt = W; +
fot K h(s)ds is still a standard Brownian motion under Q, and therefore, WH = fot K (t,s)dWy
is an fBm under Q. ]

Now we prove the following basic estimate. The new point is that we are using the localized
LP-space.

Lemma 2.6. Let H € (0,1]. For anyp € [1,00] and j € Ny, there is a constant C = C(j,p,d, H) >
0 such that for all0 < s <t and f € H:fp,
Hd

EZ (VI F (W) Se (t =) 7 711l
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Proof. Note that by the representation (2.12),
EZ: (WH) = / Ky(t,r)dW,
and i
wh =wH —E7w/H) / Ku(t,r)d
Clearly, stﬁ is independent of %, and
E7 (W) ~ N(0,0,), WE ~ N(0,)\E),
where

H ) o (D, 7 2H-1
Tt :z/ |Kg(t,r)|*dr > CH/ [t — 7] dr,
0 0

and
A, ;_/ |K g (t,r)2dr > cH/ |t — 2 1dr— (t—s) 2 (2.19)
By the independence of Ws)t and ., we have

B7e [V f(W)] = EZ (V2 f (W], + EZ (W) = FJ) 87 (W),
where ‘ ‘
F)(y) = B[V f (W], + ).
By Lemma B.1, we have
[B7 (97 WO < I oo £ )P0,
Combining the above calculations, we obtain the desired estimate. O
Below for simplicity of notations, we always write
LILP := LI([0, T); LP).
As a result of the previous estimate, we have the following Krylov-type estimate.

Lemma 2.7. For any p,q € [1,00] with o := 1 — (1/q+ Hd/p) > 0, there is a constant Cy =
Co(d,p,q, H) > 0 such that for all f € LLLP, k € Ng and 0 < s <'t,

t
87 ([ 1w = r)ear) < Cok=e (o - 90 g (220)

Proof. Since a =1—(1/q+ Hd/p) > 0, we must have ¢ > 1 and ¢’ Hd/p < 1, where ¢' = ¢/(q—1).
By Lemma 2.6 and Holder’s inequality, one sees that

7 =R (/Stf(r, WH) (¢ r)’fadr)

<c / 17 () (r — 5)~ 5 (¢ — r)*edr

¢ /' Hd ’ 1/q/
<Aflhgin ([ =97 ¥ = near)

Let B be the Beta function defined in (2.11). By a change of variable and Lemma B.2 , we get

’

1/q
I <O Mgt = )55 (1— ' 2 'ka + 1)

_ Hd
<Cp @, Hod)| fllago(t — )"k T
This completes the proof. O

Then we have the following moment estimate.



FLOW-DISTRIBUTION DEPENDENT SDES AND NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH fBm 15

Lemma 2.8. For any p,q € [1,00] with a := 1 —(1/q + Hd/p) > 0, there is a constant C1 =
Ci(d, H,p,q) > 0 such that for all f € LLLP and m € N,

(s, WSH)ds

< Cut*m W fllg o0 Ve € (0,7 (2.21)
Lm(2)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that f > 0. For simplicity of notation, we write

h(t) = f(t, W),
By the symmetric of integral and (2.20), we have

/Oth(S)ds _m!E/Oth(Sl)/sf h(sz).../t A8 )dsm, - - - dsadsy

=m!E/Oth<sl>/:h<sQ>---

t
Egsnlfl/
t t
< Comlflugin [ hlon)o [ (0 sno) Bl s - dsi
0 s

m

E

h(sm)dsml - -dsodsy

m—1
m—2

Then, by (2.20) and induction, we have for any k =1,...,m — 1,

E / h)ds| < Chml((k = D)1, B / h(s1) - -

t
x EZom—r1 / (t = Sm—t)** A(Sm_te)dSm_r - - - ds1
m—k—1

< GG m) =t f T -

Finally, by Stirling’s formula, we get

/0 t h(s)ds

The proof is complete. O

m

E

< Cpmm e

Now we can show the following important Khasminskii’s type estimate.

Theorem 2.9. Let q1,p1 € [, 00] with o := 1 — (qi1 + %) > 0. Then for any X > 0, there is
a constant C = C(\,p1,q1,d, H) > 0 such that for all b € ILqTIIEJpl

E exp {)\HIN(Hfbeg } < eXp{C' (1 + /@2/0‘)} ,
where Fp(t) fO (s, WH)ds and ky, := |||b|||1[‘ql]Lpl
Proof. By (2.16), we have

Eexp {MKu-54 2 } < Eexp {Cor| Al13, | = i

m=0

]E||fb||HqH. (2.22)

Observing that
1/qu

T T 2m
Bl = E (/ |b<s,WSH>|qus> < E(/ |b<s,WSH>|qus> ,

and a 1= § — (qu + %) >0 and q1,p1 € [gu, 0], by (2.21) with (p,q) = (£, 2), we have

2m/q.

1/qn
BlA4I% < [(o T ) e

Mm mm(1—2a) |||b|||]quM1 _ énmm(l 2ar) l%m
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Substituting this into (2.22) and by Stirling’s formula, we have
(OO/\O2)mmm(172a)Hl2)m i anli%m

o0

Eexp{/\Hf{Hfb”]i?T} < Z m!

m=0 m=0

The proof is complete by a > 0 and Lemma B.3.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS OF FDSDE: REGULAR COEFFICIENTS CASE

In this section, we show the strong well-posedness (existence of strong solution and pathwise

uniqueness) of the FDSDE (1.1) and prove Theorem 1.2.
We first prepare the following standard result for later use.

Lemma 3.1. Let Dy 3 (s,t) — ps e € CP; be a measurable function with

Mo
Yri= sup g
0<s<t<T

ey < 00.

Consider the following classical SDE:

t t
Xi}ﬂ -+ / B(r, X0 g o gty )dr + / X (r, XOF, sy ) AW, (3.1)
S S
Under (Hy), there is a unique strong solution to the above SDE with the estimate:
B K enl(tfs) -1 t B
Bz < e (e + BT oy [ g, + s ) (32)
1 s
Moreover, let vsy be another CPi-valued function with 77 := supgcsci<r ||Vs tllep, < oo. Then
there is a constant Cp = Cr(ki, vV, V%) > 0 such that for all (s,t,z) € Dy x R,
E|X7F — X772 ‘
% <Cr / (d%’ml (,UT,Tv VT,T) + dé@l (Usmv Vs,r)) dr. (3-3)
S

Proof. Under (Hp), the strong well-posedness to SDE (3.1) are well-known (see [12]). We only

show the estimates (3.2) and (3.3). Fix s € [0,T). By It&’s formula and (1.19), we have

s,t

dule™ ™ O [XTP ) = e O [ (X Bt Xt o1, 0) + 20500 XEE i)

— w | XOHP) At + (XS0 X s ) AWE)

s,t
< e ) (kg + ko (|l Eg, + st l|20,))dE + dM,
where

t
trs My = / e ) (XTI S XTH g g )AW,)
0

is a continuous local martingale. By a standard stopping time technique and integrating both sides

with respect to the time variable ¢ from s to ¢, we derive that

t
e*’“(t*S)E|X:)’f 2 < |x|2+/ e—m(rfs)(ﬁo+,{2(||urj éf/ﬁ + ||Ms,r é(pl))dT-
S

From this we get (3.2). For (3.3), by Itd’s formula again and (1.20), we have
t
EIXJF — X3/ g/ (53E|X§;ﬂ — X5V + k(1L + EIXTEP + EIXDY?)
% (A, (iriz,veir) + A (s, vir) ).

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get for all ¢ € [s, T,

t
EX5 — X272 S / (1 +E[XZH? + EIX5Y)?) (2 g, (e, ver) + deg, (s vs.r)) )dr-
S

(3.4)
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Note that by (3.2),

sup ElX:,# ? < C(T7 Ko, K1, ’i2)(1 + |$|2)(1 + '7;’)
te[s,T)

Substituting this into (3.4), we obtain the desired estimate. O
Now we can give

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We use the method of freezing the distribution. Let uz’,? = 9§, for all

(s,t,x) € Dy x R% For n € N, by Lemma 3.1, we can recursively define the approximation
solution X7/ by

¢ ¢
XZ’t"“ =7 +/ B(r, Xf);”“,u;’)’},u;ﬁ)dr —|—/ (r, X;f“, u;’}}, ) AW, (3.5)
S S

By (3.2) we have

zin+1)2 K1(t—$)1,.12 Iio(eﬁl (t=2) — 1) ! K1 (t—r) »7o12 o2
E[ X" <e |o|"+ ———————Fr2 [ e (I zlles, + lslles, )dr. (3.6)
s

K1
Noting that

=: fu(s, 1), (3.7)

1137 29, = sup

2
(E|X:,;"|> o EXP
~
zER? z€R4

1+ ] b (T J2])?
we have

Kk1(t—s
fas1(s,t) <emt=9) 4 oY — 1)

¢
+ Iig/ e"‘l(t_r)(fn(ﬁ T) + fuls,r))dr.

K1
For m € N, if we let

Fm(S,t) ‘= sup fn(S,t),
n<m+1

then for each 0 < s <t < T,

¢ T ¢
Fo(s,t) <1 —|—/ [F(s,7) + Fpp(r, T)]dr < 1 +/ Fy(r,T)dr +/ F,.(s,r)dr.

By (3.7) and Gronwall’s inequality (see Lemma B.4), we have

sup sup  [|ui[2g, < sup sup  Fr(s,t) < oc. (3.8)
m  (s,t)EDp meN (s,t)EDp

Next, we show that the sequence {X3""}22 , is a Cauchy sequence in suitable space. By (3.3), we
haveforanyn,mEN,xERdandogsgth,

ElX;a),tn-i-l _ X;c),tm-i-1|2
L+ [af?

t
S [ (o )+ 2 o)) (39)

Noting that

E|Xac,n _ Xac,m|2
Hn,m — d2 “"n .m < s,t s,t
s,t CP (Ns,t’us,t ) = ;psél]lg)d (1 ¥ |I|)2 )
by (3.9) we have

t
HIFVm < / [H;f;m + H"}"} dr.
S

~

Thus, by (3.8) and Fatou’s lemma, we derive that for all ¢ € [s, T,
t
Fm g7l < / [ Fm B+ T H;ﬁ] ar,
n,m—00 ’ s n,m—00 ’ n,m—00 ’
which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that

lim HY" = lim sup (3.10)
T,M—>00 ’ n,M—=00 1. Rd

r.n  x,m 2
<W1 (:us,t y Mt )> —0
1+ |=] '
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Substituting this into (3.9), we obtain

E|Xw,n+l _ Xw,m+l|2
T ,t ,t

lim sup : 25 =0.
nM—00 (4 1) e[s,T] X R4 1+ ||

In particular, for each fixed (s,z) € [0,T') x R, there is an adapted process { X7, }e[s,7) s0 that

lim sup E|XJ)"—XZ,>=0,

n=00 ¢c[s,T]

and by (3.10), for each s < t, there is a family of probability measures (1 ;) cre € CP1 so that

. Wl(:“??v:u;sﬂt) . “n
i, sup ———rrme = lim deon (i pi ) = 0
Since py" =Po (X/")~!, we have

ply=Po(XZ,)™ ", VaeR?

Finally, by the continuity of (z,u*,v*) — B(t,z,u,v*) and taking limits for equation (3.5), one

sees that for each (s,t,x) € Dy x RY,

t t
X;c,t =T+ / B(Tv X;T7/L;‘)T7ﬂ;),’,)dr+ / E(T’ X:,rhu.r,T’:u.s,r)dWT'
S S

Thus we obtain the existence. The pathwise uniqueness is derived by the same argument. Moreover,

by (3.6), we have

T Kk1(t—s Ko ert=s) 1 ! K1 (t—r
E|XT,2 < ot + BT D e (e 2, 4 )

K1 s

which implies by (3.7) that

(enl (t—s) _ 1)

t
. - Ko — . .
||Ms,t||%’.@1 < eﬁl(t %) + + KQ/ eN1(t T)(”/J’T,TH%’IA + ||Ms,r||%’.@1)dr'
s

By Gronwall’s inequality (see Lemma B.4), we have

K1

||M's,t||%m1 < Cr.
If k1 < 0 and 2k9 < |Kk1]|, then

KQ 2:‘4/2 .
4 sup ||:U‘s,t||%@1’

14,6l 20, <1+ —
|k1] o<s<i<T

||
which implies that
. Ko
sup |l llee, < 1+ —)/(1 )-
0<s<t<T |#1]

Substituting (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.11), we get the desired estimates.

~

Now we provide simple examples to illustrate the assumptions.
Example 3.2. Let K1, Ky : R* = R? satisfy
(1+|z|) K1, VK, € L' and VK, € L™.
Let ©1, 02 : R — R be two Borel measurable functions with
©1,V1 € L™ and (14 |z]) oo € L.

For u,v € CP1, we introduce

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

Bz, ', v) = /Rd Ki(z —y)p¥ (p1)dy + /Rd (Ko x v®)(x)pa2(z)dz =: By(z, u') + Ba(z, V).
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Then one sees that (1.20) and (1.19) hold. Indeed, for Bi(x,u*), we have

|B1(w1, p7) — Bi(w2, py)| < /Rd |Ki(z1 —y) — Ki(z2 —y)| |1 (¢1)|dy
+ [ 1K =l 0t =)o)l
1
< ool —xz|/ / VK (21— y+ 62 — 21))|d8dy
R4 JO

+ (] 1aGoa = )l(1+ o) ) 19201 e, G5
< lerlloo[VEL 1|21 — 22
(al + DI+ |- DB [l (. ).

For Ba(x,v"), we have

|Ba(r, 14) — Ba(wa,3) </

o S |[Ka(z1 —y) — Ka(z2 — y)|vi (dy)|p2(2)|dz

4 [ Vet = Ko vl (aa)lpae) s
R
< o1 — 22| VE: [l 21 + ||VK2”°°/Rd Wh(vf,v3)lp2(2)|dz

< IV Ezloo (llp2ll ks = 2ol + (1 +1 - Dz llndes, (v, 1))
For (1.19), for any € € (0,1), by Young’s inequality we have
<‘T7 B(CL‘, W V)> < |‘T|||B(7 W V')”OO

<lol (10 llerle + [ 1K leal2la:)

<ol (Il llerle + [ IVEallclv e 0+ <Dl

2
<ela + (Kl el + IVE2]collvlles 1+ - De2()l1)" /(4e).
Hence, (1.19) holds with

ki=c and k= [[VE|3[(1+ ] [e2()l7/(4e).

In particular, for any X > e + [ VE|%, (14 [)@2(-)[3/(2¢), by (1.21), we have uniform moment
estimate in time for the solution of (3.1) with diffusive coefficient 1 and drift B(x, u*,v*) — Ax.

Example 3.3. Let 0:[0,T] x R x R — R satisfy
lo(t,x,7) —o(t, o', )] < O(lz — 2| + |r —1']).
Let ¢ be a family of mollifiers. For p € CP1, we introduce

St = o (6 [ ola =)t lay).

Then it is easy to see that (1.20) and (1.19) hold. In particular, the following SDE admits a unique
solution

t
Xof =+ / S (r, X7 ) AW,

An open question is whether we can take limits e — 0 so that we can give a probability representation
u(s,x) = E@(X:’:,Q) for local quasi-linear PDE:

1
8su + 5 Z(Uikajk)(sa z, u)alaﬂu = 0’ u(T) =%

.5,k
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where Xj;ﬁ solves the following nonlinear-SDE:

t
Xi’to =z —i—/ a(r, Xf”ro,ufy’g(cp))dWT.
We will study this problem in a future work.

4. WELL-POSEDNESS OF FDSDE: SINGULAR DRIFT CASE

In this section, we consider the FDSDE driven by fractional Brownian motion (fBm) with a

fixed value of H € (0,1]. In Subsection 4.1, we focus on the well-posedness of SDEs driven by

fBm using Girsanov’s theorem. Specifically, we extend the results of Nualart-Ouknine [47] to the
case where the drift term belongs to Li}lﬂp with p, ¢ in the range of [ﬁ, oo] and satisfying the
condition % + HTd < % Notably, allowing g to be smaller than 2 is crucial for applications to the
2D-Navier-Stokes equation associated with fBm. In Subsection 4.2, we establish the weak well-
posedness for FDSDEs driven by fBm using the entropy method. In Subsection 4.3, we examine a
backward FDSDE driven by Brownian motion by utilizing It6’s formula and PDE’s estimates. This
analysis will be instrumental in demonstrating the well-posedness of the backward Navier-Stokes
equation with L'*-initial vorticity.

4.1. SDEs driven by fBm. Let Cr := C(]0, T]; R?%) be the space of all continuous functions from
[0,7] to R, which is endowed with the uniform convergence topology. The canonical process on
Cr is defined by

wi(w) :=wy, w € Cr.
Let %; := o{w, : s < t} be the natural filtration. Let b: [0,7] x Cr — R be a %;-progressively
measurable vector field. In this section we consider the following SDE:

¢
X, = Xo +/ b(s, X.)ds + W}, (4.1)
0
where W# is an fBm with H € (0, 3]. To emphasize the dependence on b, we shall call SDE (4.1)
as SDE;. We introduce the following definition of a weak solution to SDE.
Definition 4.1. Let v € @(RY). We call a probability measure P € P(Cr) a weak solution of
SDEy, starting from the initial distribution v if P owy L=v and
t
t— wy —wy — / b(s,w.)ds =: #;P (4.2)
0

is an fBm with Hurst parameter H under P. The set of all weak solutions of SDE, with initial
distribution v is denoted by S(b,v). We call the uniqueness in law holds for SDEy if any two
P1,Py € S(b,v) are the same.

Recall that for two Py, Py € P(Cr), the relative entropy is defined by
EPIn(dP;/dPy), P, <Py,

0, otherwise.

%(P1|P2) = {

By Csiszar-Kullback-Pinsker’s inequality (abbreviated as CKP’s inequality) (see [54, (22.25)]), we

have
|P1 — Paoflvar < V/2H (P1|P2). (4.3)

We now prepare the following result about the relative entropy (see Lacker [38, Lemma 4.1] for a
version of Brownian case).

Lemma 4.2. Let v € P(RY) and b; : [0,T] x Cr — R%, i = 1,2 be two progressively measurable
vector fields and P; € S(b;,v). Suppose that the uniqueness in law holds for SDEy, and

EP* exp { Al A, 0a g } < 00, VA >0, (4.4)
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where Iy, —p, (1) := fot(bl —bo)(s,w.)ds. Then for some C = C(H) > 0, it holds that

9(P1|P2) So EP (1| Fh-nallZy ) -

Proof. For ¢ = 1,2, by definition, one has
t
%bi = wp — Wy — / bi(s,w.)ds is an fBm with respect to P;.
0

Let W, := ®(#°1)(t) (see (2.13)). Then W is a standard Brownian motion under P;. Write
T —~ 1 —~
ZT = exp —/ (KHjbl—bg)(S)dWS - §||KHv]b1—b2||]%2T .
0

y (2.16), (4.4) and Novikov’s criterion, EFt Zr = 1. Thus, by Girsanov’s theorem (Theorem 2.5),
ts WY+ Iy () = WY
is still an fBm under Q := Z7yP1. Thus Q € §(bs,v). By the uniqueness in law of SDE;,, we have
ZrP1=Q =Ps.

Hence,

1 _ (2.16)
H(P1|P3) = _/c In ZrdPy = SET (”KHfm—bz”]%?T) NEPeR i B (4.5)
T

Thus we complete the proof. O

By Theorem 2.9 and Girsanov’s theorem, it is by now standard to show the following result (see
[47, Theorem 2]).

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that for some (p1,q1) € [12g7,00)? with o := 3 — (qi1 + %) >0,
ko 1= Ibllg i < o0

Then for any x € R, there is a unique weak solution P, € S(b,8,) in the class that

T
P, </ |b(s, ws)|¥ds < oo) =1
0

Moreover, we have the following conclusions:

(i) For any 1 < p < q < oo, there is a constant C = C(T, H,d, p1,q1,p,q) > 0 such that for all
feLlLlandte (0,T],

dH _dH

IEP f(wo)ly < exp {C (14 1) p = F 11 (4.6)

(i) For any p,q € (1,00] with §:=1— (1 + Hd) > 0, there is a C = C(T, H,d,p1,q1, kb, 0, q) > 0
such that for allt € [0,T], x € R? and m > 1,
< CPm N flla g (4.7)

/ f(s,ws)d
m(CT§Pz)

(i11) For any v € (0,1), p € [1,00] and pp, q» € (q,, 0] satisfying
— 1 _ 1 Hd
B =1—aqn(g, +57) >0,

there is a constant C = C(vy,d, H,p, py, @b, kb, T) > 0 such that for all t € [0,T], f € B;(Rd)
and x € R?,

IEP=£(- = we) = £ = 2)llp < CE N fllmg + 77 (1 £, 1o, (4.8)
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where B} (RY) denotes the Sobolev space consisting of all functions f with

IfC+h) = f0)

e g, < o (4.9

[ fllBy := sup
h#0

Proof. (Existence) Let z € RY and W be an fBm over a probability space (Q,.%,P). Define

t
Wi = wl - / b(s, W'+ 2)ds = W — 77 (t).
0

Since b € LT Lrt and o = % — (qi1 + %) > 0, by Theorem 2.9, for any A > 0, there is a constant

C =C(\p1,q1,d, H) > 0 such that

ms;}g)dEexp {/\”KHﬂbz”]i%} < exp {C (1 + Iii/a)} . (4.10)

By Theorem 2.5, WH is an fBm under Q, = Z7P, where
t
~ 1 ~
2 = e (- [ R o)W, - IR 51 ).
0
is an exponential martingale. Here W, := ®(WH)(t) (see (2.13)). Now if we let X7 := W + z,
then
t
XP =z +/ b(s, X%)ds + W/
0

In particular, P, := Q, o (X%)~! € 8(b,6,) is a solution of SDE,,.
(Uniqueness) For i = 1,2, let P; € 8(b,0,) so that #° is an fBm with Hurst parameter H
under P;, and

T
Pi(wo=2z)=1, P; (/ |b(s, ws)|"ds < oo) =1
0

Define a %;-stopping time by

t
Tp := inf {t €10,7]: / |b(s, ws)|%ds > n} )
0

Then lim,, oo Pi(7, =T) = 1. Let %(t) := fot b(s,ws)ds. Note that
IKe (- ATa)lliz < ClLI(C A ) sz < O/,

By Girsanov’s theorem,
t

WP+ Fy(t A1) = wp — wo — / b(s,ws)ds (4.11)

tATh

is still an fBm under the new probability Q' := Z}P;, where
T —~ 1 —~
Zp = (= [ RuAl A&V, = 3[Rl AT, ).
0

In particular, for any t; < to < -+- < t,, <T and I'; € Z(R%), by (4.11) we have

Pl(wt1 eIy, - , Wt,, € Loyt = T) = / 1{’Wt1 EFl,m,wtmeFm;‘rn:T}/Z%Q?(dw)
Cr

= [ Tyt i ctnimen (Z2QH()

Cr

= Pg(wtl S Fl,"' , We,, € Fm;Tn :T)

Letting n — 0o, we conclude the proof of uniqueness.
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(Proofs of (i) and (ii)) Let 1 <p < g < oo and pg € (1,p). Set v := L and % + $ =1. By
Hoélder’s inequality, we have
EP f(w,) = E% (f(X7)) = EF(Z f(WT +2)) < (B (Z3))V (BF| f (W + 2)]7) 7.
Noting that by (4.10) and Hélder’s inequality,

sup sup EF|ZF|" < exp {C (1 + ng/o‘)} =: Cy,
te[0,T] zeR?

by Lemma B.1, we further have
dH dH __ dH
q P

1 dH _ dH
IEP £ (wi)llg Sco IEPIFWE + 07 St ma | £ )15 =t I£1l,-

Thus we get (4.6). For (4.7), it is similar by (2.21) and Hélder’s inequality.
(Proof of (iii)): Let Q, € $(0,6,) and note that

IEP= £ —we) = f( = 2)lp S NEXF( —we) = F(- = @)llp + [|EP= f(- = we) = E¥ f(- —we)p.

Since Q. is the law of fBm starting from = € R?, we have

B9 1 =) = £~y < | [ 7= ol - 1~ )

p

< [ M7= = FOlpf ()=  Ifllmg [ 10 )z €627
R4 Rd

where pH (2) = (27r)\5{t)’d/2e|z|2/)‘£t and A, is defined in (2.19).
Moreover, by (4.3), (4.5) and (4.7), we have

_ _ 1/2
JEP< £(- = we) = E% £(- —w)llp < [ fl5Pa 0w = Qo 0 w7 e S 1711y (B 1155112 )
L Y ] W 1 L e
The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.4. In comparison with [48, Theorem 2|, we relax the condition p1,q1 > 2 in [48,
Theorem 2| to p1,q1 > 1/(1 — H) in Theorem 4.3. This allows us to treat the Biot-Savart kernel
in subsequent discussions.

It should be noted that recently, Butkovsky and Gallay [10] showed the existence of the weak
solution under the weaker assumption for b € LLL?P with

1-H Hd Hd 1
T+T<1—H@T<(1—H)(l—a),

which coincides with the result in [36] for H = 1/2. But the uniqueness in this case is still open.
However, based on the entropy estimate in Lemma 4.2, we have the following partial result.
Theorem 4.5. Let H € (0,3) and p1,q1 € [15,00) satisfy I;—ld + 1;—1H < (1 — H)2. Assume
be LILP . Let by, be a sequence of bounded smooth function converging to b in LI LP' as n — oc.
For x € R?, let X™ be the unique strong solution of

t
Xt":x+/ bn(s, X™M)ds + W/, te[0,T].
0

Then the law P, of X™ in Cr weakly converges to a solution P € 8(b,d,). We call such P a
reqular solution of SDEy,. Moreover, for any two by,by € LLLPY, letting P; be the unique regular
solution of SDEy, starting from x, where i = 1,2, we have

H(P1|P2) Sc EP* || I, bl (4.12)
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Proof. Let % + % < 1— H and m € N. By [10, Lemma 3.11], there is a constant C' > 0 such
that for all n € N and f € LIL?,

T
/ f(s,ws)ds
0

By Lemma 4.2 and the above Krylov’s estimate with ¢ = ¢1/qy and p = p1/qy, where qg =
1/(1— H), we have

m

m T
EP. _E / F(s,X2)ds| < CIfIhp- (4.13)
0

2/qu
H(PulPr) SEP"[[I5, -0, g SIB™ = b7 #1755, = b0 = b lZ s

which implies by CKP’s inequality (4.3),

. 2 . . 2
lim [Py, — Py < 2n771érgoo<7€(Pn|Pm) N n}érgoo lbn — bm”]LquLm =0.

n,m—oo var
Let P € #(Cr) be the limit point so that

lim ||P, — P|%, =0. (4.14)
n—oo

It is easy to see P € §(b,d,) by taking limits. In fact, it suffices to show that for any k € N,
t1 <ty <o <ty and f € CF(RF),

Epf(Wt?a"' 7WtI:):EPf(WtZI7 7%Z)a (415)

where W# is an fBm on some probability space (©2,.%,P) and #.° is defined by (4.2). Since #/’»
is an fBm w.r.t. P,,, we have

EPf(Wthu 7Wt1,;1) :Epnf(%lznu 7%271) (416)
By (4.13), we have

|Epnf(%l1)n7 .. 7%27‘) _EPnf(%l;7.. : 7%2”

k te
<I9Sl 38 ([ 0= b5, ) )
j=1 0
S o = bllpage — 0, n— oo
Moreover, by (4.14) we also have

n—oo

By taking limits for (4.16), we obtain (4.15).
For i = 1,2, let P; be the unique regular solution of SDE;, with the same starting point z € R%.

Let bg") be the smooth approximation sequence of b;, and Pl(-") the law of the solution of the
associated approximation SDE. By Lemma 4.2 we have

%(Pgn)|P§n)) Te EFi” Hjb(l”)fbé”) H;I"T”'

Since #(p|v) is lower semi-continuous w.r.t. p, v, by taking limits and as above, we get (4.12). O

Remark 4.6. Assume ¢ = oo and H € (1 — %, 1). The condition dH/py < (1 — H)? is worse
than dH/p1 < 1/2. Thus in this case, the result in Theorem 4.3 is better than Theorem 4.5.



4.2. FDSDEs driven by fBm. In this subsection we consider the following FDSDE driven by

fBm:
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t
X* =x +/ B(r, X2, gy iy )dr + W —WH - (s,t) € Dy,

+—<— There is a k1 > 0,

where B : [0,T] x R% x CPy x CPy — R? satisfies the following assumption

)? sat1sfy

(Hi) Let (pb(h) € [1JH7
1B, V')|||L‘“1LP1 S k1, Vvt € C,

Theorem 4.7. Under (HY), there is a unique weak solution to FDSDE (4.17). Moreover, for any

and there is a function ¢ € L% such that for all u;,v; € C%, i = 1,2
i llem + v = vallew,)-

|||B(t7 '7M.17 Vl) - B(tu ) /1427 Vé)"lpl < E(t)(HMl

8) TP £,

p > 1, there is a constant C = C(p,d, k1) > 0 such that for all (s,t) € Dy,

such that for all m >

n € N, define the following approximation sequence
wH

sup Ef(XT,) Se (t—
z€RC

and for any p,q € (1,00] with o :=1 — (+ + b;d) >0, there is a C = C(T,H,d,p1,q1,k1,D,q)

1 and (s,t) € Dr,

[/t 0

Som! " f e .-

sup
z€R4

Lm(9)

Proof. We use the method of freezing the flow-distribution as Theorem 1.2. Let u), = 6

s

t
X = / B(r, XE pylp, pgh)dr + Wi —
— (l 4 ﬂ) >

where 7" is the law of X"
approximation SDE, and by (4.7), for any p,q € [1,00] with o := 1
1 and (s, t) € DT,

25

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

>0

(4.21)

2. For

S
By Theorem 4.3, there is a unique weak solution to the above
0, there is a

constant C = C(T, H,d,p1,q1, K1,D,q) > 0 such that for all m >
s s | [ st x| gomtlyg (1.22)
neN peRd Lm(Q) r
For simplicity of notations, for any n, k € N, we write
. . ok .
b (1, ) = Br, @, i, pgh) — B(rya, i, pgk).
Noting that by Lemma 4.2,
N 2/qs
A (s <CE</ bk (7, d?“> ;
by CKP’s inequality (4.3) and (4.22) with (p,q) = (£, L) € [1,00] and m = ql > 1, we have
2/4s
s = i IR, < 2 sup F(us ) S / bk (1 "dr
zeR? L2/4x(Q)
2/qu
/S |||1[5xt]|b"vk|qﬂ |||]L{1(11/qy]]:£1/qﬂ = |||1[Svt]b"»k”|]]_lq1]]:§1
@ 2/q1
dr

(4.19) t o o Lk . '

< (o [l = wflles, + s = wiblles, |
S

<s<t<T,

By Gronwall’s inequality in Lemma B.4, we derive that for each 0
F T . ok
lim ||:U’s,7tl - :us,t”Gg)O =0
n,k— o0
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Hence, there is a pj , € C%y such that
li v — = 0.
Jim iy = wielles, =0

Thus, for each = € R?, by (4.18) and Theorem 4.3, there is a unique weak solution X7 to SDE

t
Xiy=at [ BXTp o, )i+ W= W
S
By the same argument as above, we have

1P o (X3) ™" = i Far < 28 (P o (XT,) i)

var

t @ 2/q1
< ([ 0 [y = s allem + = s llem] " ar) - o
S

as n — 0o, which implies that
Po(X3)™" = pgy-
By (4.6) and (4.7), we have (4.20) and (4.21). The proof is complete. O

Example 4.8. Let K1 € L' and Ky € LP with some p > d. Let w1 € L™ and po € L. For
w,v € CPy, we introduce

Blt.arr) = [ Koo =)t + [ (Ko e @hea o)
Then it is easy to see that (H3) holds with (g1,p1) = (co0,p). Indeed,
/Rd K= y)u”(sol)>dyHoo + /Rd(K2 *17)()p2(2)dz
SN pr(en) oo + ezl sup |2 7l
< K lhllerlloo + ezl l Ko llp-

1Bt - 10 < '

p

Moreover, we also have
1Bt ut vt = Bt w2, v )l < [ Kalhllenllollnt = 12 lles + [ Kallpllpllillvt = v2leg,-
In Section 5, we shall use Theorem 4.7 to study the 2D-Navier-Stokes equation with fBm.

4.3. Backward FDSDEs driven by Brownian motion. In this section, we consider the fol-
lowing backward FDSDE driven by Brownian motion:

t
X, =+ / B(r, X2, . p)dr + V2(W, — W), (4.23)
where for some pg € (1, 00),

B:[0,T] x RY x LPP, (or LPP,) — R?

is a measurable vector field. We first consider the following classical SDE
t
X ==z —|—/ b(r, X2)dr + V2(W, — W,), t€[s,T). (4.24)

The following results were partly obtained in [57].
Theorem 4.9. Let (p1,q1) € (2,00)? satisfy a:=1 — (q% + pll) > 0. Assume that
o 1= Ibllg g < o0
(i) For each (s,z) € [0,T) x RY, there is a unique strong solution X2, =: XZ,(b) to SDE (4.24).
Moreover, x +— Xﬁt(b) 1s weakly differentiable and for any p > 1,

sup E|VXZ, ()P < cc. (4.25)
(t,x)€[s,T] x R4 ’
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(i) For any p € (1,p1], there are constants C1,Cs > 0 only depending on T, d,p1,q1,p such that
for all (s,t) € Dr,

IPo (X;, ()Ml Scv 1+ (= )2 exp {Ca (14 17%) }. (4:26)

(iii) Let p € (1,p1]. For any by, by € LELPY, there is a constant C3 = C3(T,d,p1,q1,p) > 0 such
that for all (s,t) € Dr,

[P0 (X5 00)) " = Po (X3 (b2)) My Sy [ (=) 4 Ioalr) — b0l (420)
(iv) If divb = 0, then for any f € L',
| BRI = 11 (4.25)

Proof. (i) The existence and uniqueness of strong solutions and estimate (4.25) follow by [57,
Theorem 1.1].
(ii) For (4.26), we fix t € (0,7] and ¢ € C®(R?). Let u(s,z) := Ep(v2Wi_s + x). Then
u € C1([0,t]; C2(R?)) and
Osu+ Au =0, u(t)=0¢.

By It6’s formula, we have
E¢(X$,) = Bu(t, X$y) = u(s, z) + E/t(b -Vu)(r, X, )dr.
Let p € [1,p1] and pa, g2 € [1,00) be defined by
Ly g (4.20)
By Lemma B.1 with j =0, (4.6) with H = % and Holder’s inequality, we have

t
IES(X s )y < fuls: )l +/ IE® - Vu)(r, X ) lpdr

t
Se ol + e (O} [ 16 Tu)w)ludr

2/«
<o 19l + o0 { O/ bl 190l g (130)

Note that by (B.1) with ¢ = p2 and p = p1,

t 1/g2
Vulhgs, oo = ([ 1EVOO/2We, 4l )

t 1/qz
N (/ (t — r)Qz(d/Pz—d/:D—l)/2dT) < ol — S)(1—2/q1—d/p1)/2'

Substituting this into (4.30) and by (2.9), we derive the estimate (4.26).
(iii) For simplicity we set X := X ;(b;), i = 1,2. We fix ¢t € [0, 7] and consider the following
backward PDE:

dsu+Au+by -Vu=0, u(t)=¢c CR?.

Since by € L% Lrr, by Theorem B.6, there is a unique solution u to the above equation. Then by
the generalized It6’s formula (see [57]), we have

t
Eu(t, X27) = u(s, ) + IE/ (05 + Au+ by - Vu)(r, XT72)dr

t
= E/ ((ba = b1) - Vu)(r, X;f)dr,



28 ZIMO HAO, MICHAEL ROCKNER AND XICHENG ZHANG

and
Eu(t,Xﬁ}l) =u(s,x) + E/t([)su + Au + by - Vu)(r, X;’Tl)dr = u(s,x).
Hence, )
E(X:)) —E¢(X])) = E/t((bz = b1) - Vu)(r, X7 2)dr,
and by (4.6),

t
IES(X;7) = E¢(Xi)lp < / IE((b2 = b1) - V) (r, X 7) [ pdr

< / 1((bs — br) - V) (r, )

Let pa, g2 be defined by (4.29). By Hoélder’s inequality and Theorem B.6, we have

t
IES(X:1) — ES(X Dy So / 191 = bollp: [ Veu(r, )l o dr

_14d/p—d/p3

t
Sc 9l / o1 = b2llp, (£ —7) = dn

which gives (4.27) by taking the supremum of ¢ € C2°.
(iv) Let by, (t,z) := b(t,-) * pn(x) be the mollifying approximation of b. For each z € R?, let
X3 be the unique solution of approximation SDE

t
X;i;":ﬂ/ ba(r, X2 + VI(Ws — W),

It is well known that (see [57])
lim E|X"" — X7,| = 0.
n—00 ’ ’

Since divb, = 0, we have

E/ fXede = | f(x)de.
R R¢

By taking limits, we obtain that for any 0 < f € C°(R?),

B[ fezgde= [ fla
R4 ’ Rd
The proof is complete by a further approximation. O

Remark 4.10. If we replace all the norms of || - ||, by || - ||p, then the results in Theorem 4.9 still
hold.
Now we make the following assumption on B:
(H3) For some (p1,¢1) € (2,00) with q% + pil < 1 and py € (1,p1], there is a function ¢ € L? such
that for some 8 > 0 and all ¢t € [0, 7] and p* € LP° P,

1B, - )y < LAY+ il ) (4.31)
and for all t € [0,T] and p*,v" € L@,
1B, ) = Bt v)lp, < L@ = v {lpo- (4.32)

Now we can prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.11. Under (H$), there is a time T € (0,1) such that for each x € R%, there is a
unique strong solution to FDSDE (4.23) on [0,T]. When 8 =0, the time can be taken arbitrarily
large. Moreover, if we replace all the norms in (H3) by || - ||p, then the conclusion still holds.
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Proof. Let uﬁf = §,. For n € N, we consider the following Picard iteration to FDSDE (4.23):
X;;n+1 =z+ /t B(r, X2 ' )dr + V2(W, — Wy),
where 1 is the law of X', By (4.526) with p = pg, we have
Kt = sup Dl < G (14 7 exp {Car2 7).

wherea::l—(l+%)>0. If 5 =0, then

q1
S%p KHT?T < 00.

If 8 > 0, then one can choose a time 7" small enough so that
C, T2 exp{02(201)2ﬁ/a} <1 and suprkyn, < 2Ch.

Now by (4.27) we have for any p € (1,p1],

t
on+l omA+1y4; _g Hd/ea . f
s ™ = w218 Ses / (=) =yl — g dr (4.33)
S
In particular, if we choose p = py and set
Wy = Tt - .
then by Fatou’s lemma,
T s 14+d/py
h(s) < / (T —r) "0 —=2 " h(r)dr.
S

y 1+d/p1

Since ¢) —5~— < 1, by Gronwall’s inequality of Voltera’s type, we get
o . Lmya,
M) = Tl — w3 =

By Proposition 2.2, for each s € [0,T], there is a probability kernel Wy € LP0P so that
Jim Ju37 = sl = 0.

Now for each (s,z) € [0,T] x R%, let X7, be the unique strong solution of the following SDE:
t
Xir=a+ / B(r, X3 ., py.p)dr + \/i(Wt - Ws). (4.34)

By using (4.27) again, it is easy to see that for each s € [0, 7] and Lebesgue almost all z € R9,

Po( sm,T)_l = {51

which gives the existence, and the uniqueness is from the stability estimate (4.27).
Now, let us replace all the norm | - ||, by || - ||,- Then By the same argument, we have
Jdm e — 457l = 0.

The only difference from the localized LP case is that by Proposition 2.2, we can only find a
sub-probability kernel i} ;. € LP°%; such that

Jim 5 = 45 rllpo = 0
But this don’t prevent us from considering the SDE (4.34). By using (4.27) again, for each s € [0, T
and Lebesgue almost all 2 € R?,
Po( f,T)fl = {51,
which implies that pg 4 is in fact a probability kernel. The proof is complete. O
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Example 4.12. Let pg € (1,00) and ¢ € Lro. Letp e (1, 00] satisfy
1A 1 11
L+ (A 5) =50 > 5 (4.35)

Suppose that K € (LP)? and g : R — R is a Lipschitz function. Consider the following exzample:
Blaw) = [ Ko=) ()ay.
By (4.35), one can choose p1 > dV po so that 1+ pil = % + plo. Thus by (2.5), we have

IBCs 1)llpy < IR0 (e (@) lpe < I (g (O] + [glleipll oo I 9llpo )

and

I1BC; 1) = B( v )l < NEGN9(w(8)) = 9 (D)Mo < WK g llLipll@llp 17 = v o -

Hence, Theorem 4.11 can be applied to this case. In particular, if g is bounded Lipschitz, then we
have a global solution.

5. 2D-NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH fBM

In this section we apply the previous results to prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. Let vy be a finite
signed measure. Consider the following fractional version of 2D-Navier-Stokes equation:

t
Xp =t [ B2 s+ W (5.1)
0

where
Ta, —T
B, (z,pu) = / (Ko x p¥)(x)vo(dy), Kao(z) = w
R2 27|z
Theorems 1.3 is an immediate consequence of the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Let H € (0, %) For any initial vorticity vy being a finite singed measure, there is
a unique strong solution X; to FDSDE (5.1). Moreover, if we let

u(t.a) i= | (e~ X)o(dy) = Buy (o),
R
then for any p > 1 and j € N, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all t € (0,T],
IV u(@)ll, So t=2HE=D/P=G=D ], ] (5:2)

var*

Moreover, for any p € (1,2) and € > 0, there is a constant C > 0 such that for all0 < s <t < T,

1-2H) .

() = w(0)], S t7GVINEET I

and
) = u(s)oe So st — s/,

Proof. Note that K = Ky1p,+Ka1pe, where Dy is the unit cube with center 0. For any p € (1,2),
by Minkowskii’s inequality and L + > C L, we clearly have

1B oty < | [ (1) < Omtan)| -+ [ @155 )t

"

P oo

< [ 110 < w0 lool@n) + [ 12L0g) 5 7ol 9

< (1 K21, [lp + [[K21Dg [loo) [0l var, (5.3)
and
1Buo (s 1£1) = Buo (-5 15)lp < ([ K21, [lp + [[ K21 pglloo) [[V0]lvar iy = 125 ]lc, -
Let H € (0, %) One can choose p; < ( L 2) and ¢1 = oo so that g—ld + qil < % Thus one sees

—H
that (Hf) holds for the above B,,. By Theorem 4.7, there is a unique weak solution X to FDSDE
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(5.1). Moreover, for any p > 1, by (4.20), there is a constant C' = C(T',p, H) > 0 such that for all
fellandte (0,7,
sup [Ef(X7)| Sc I/t~

which in turn implies that X7 admits a density pf(-) € LP/®P~1) with
sup [lp¢ [l (p—1) Sc t2Hp,

Since VK5 is a Calderén-Zygmund kernel, for any p € (1,00), by the LP-boundedness of singular

integral operators, we have

IVu(®)lly < /Rd IV K2+ p plv0l(dy) S sup [} lplvollvar S ¢ 2FED P o ]lvar. (5.4)
)

Thus we get (5.2) for j = 1.

For higher order derivative estimates, we use the Malliavin calculus. We first recall the main
ingredients in the Malliavin calculus. Let p be the classical Wiener measure on Cr so that the
coordinate process w is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. For an absolutely continuous
function h with 2(0) = 0 and fOT |h(s)|2ds < oo, the Malliavin derivative of a functional F' : Cp — R
is defined by
F(w+¢eh)— F(w)

€
The following integration by parts formula holds:

E*(Dy F) = EV (F /T h(s)dws> :
0

Recall that on the classical Wiener space (Cr, i), the fBm W = fot Ky (t, s)dws can be considered
as a Wiener functional. Below we fix ¢ € (0,T]. By Girsanov’s construction of weak solutions in
Theorem 4.3 we have

in L2(Cr; ).

Dy F(w) := lim

EP= VI f(w;) = BH(ZEVI f(WH + 2)), (5.5)
where
2= e (~ [ Rns)(o)to, - JIRu s, )
0
and ,
T2(t) ::/ u(s, WH + z)ds.
0
Since the initial point x does not play any role in the following calculations, without loss of

generality, we may assume x = 0 and drop the superscript. Note that for any v > 1,

sup E*|Z,|" < C(v,T,d, H,p, ||ullLgrs). (5.6)
t€[0,T)

Fix v € R% Let h(s) := vs and V,f := (Vf,v)gz. By simple calculations, we have for some
constant Cg > 0,
t
DyWi = / Kp(t,s)vds = Oyt v = Oyt 2V, f(W/T) = Dy f(W), (5.7)
0

and thus, by the integration by parts,
Cut" 2B (Z,V, f (W) = B*(Z Dy f(WH))
=B (Zof (W) (wr, v)ge ) — B (D Zo f(WT)).
(Claim:) For any v > 1, there is a constant C' = C(T,d, H,~) > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,77,
E*|DpZ " < Clo|"||vo||dart”- (5.9)

var

(5.8)
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By the chain rule, we have

t t
DnZz, = —27; </ <KHfu(S), U>R2d8 +/ (KHthu)(S)dws + <KHthb7 KHﬂu>]L§>
0 0

and
thu(s):/ <vu(r,wﬁ),DhWﬁ>R2dr:cH/ ra 7 (e, WHdr.
0 0

By BDG’s inequality and Minkowskii’s inequality, for any v > 2, we have
¥
EH

t . (2.16)
| ®aDisysan| <8 (RuDusdlany) < B (105 )

t v/
S ([ et W )
0
t . v/
Shop ([ e uar)
0

(5.4) t . v/ u
S o lvolRa: ( [t a2 dr)
0

) 1 e I e (7

where we used the following observation in the fourth inequality:
IV uulr, W[, = / IVoutr,2)lg @)de < [V S IV,
with g” is the distributional density of the fBM W,X. Similarly, we can show

~ ~ ~ v
B (11K Ao, o)z g + (Ko Dot R Ai)izl) S ol ol et

var

Combining the above calculations, by Holder’s inequality and (5.6), we obtain (5.9). Now by (5.5),
(5.8), (5.9) and Lemma B.1, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all z € R% and ¢ € (0, T,

[EP= Y f (we)l S W llpt ™~ ||olvar,
which in turn implies that
sup [V o7 I -1y Sc 2P 1ol var-
x
By the same argument as in (5.4), we obtain

IV2u(®)]l, < /Rd IV £ + V|0l (dy) < sup IV [lpllvollvar S 7277~ o[-
Yy

This gives (5.2) for j = 2. By induction, one can show (5.2) for j = 3,4, --.
Next we show the time regularity of u. Let y € C5°(R?) with x(0) =1 and p € (1,2). By (4.8),
one sees that for any p1 > 1/(1 — H),

@) = a0l < | [ G201t = 3 0man)| -+ [ (a1 =) = 8,)0mtan)|
< sup (K)ot = 8l s a1 = )+ s = )
<7 (1Kol + 120~ )llm ) + £l e (5.10

where By :=1—2H/(p1(1 — H)). For any p1 € (1,2), by (5.3), it is easy to see that

sup Ju(t)[lp, < oo.
t€[0,T]

and by [28, Lemma A.3-(iv) and Proposition 2.5], for any v € (0,2/p — 1),
Kox €B), Ky(1-—x) € Gy
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Thus, for any € > 0, one can choose p; close to 2 so that
1—-2H

Ju(t) = w(O)]], < tHG-DINT=r 1=,

On the other hand, for any 0 < s <t < T,

[ B = 00— X) = B = 1) = X ()

lu(t,x) — u(s,z)| <

+| [ B - X1) ~ B0 — XDlan)| =5 53 + o

Since K»(1 — x) € Cg°, we have
A1 < IV(E(L = X))o sup E[X} — XY
y

In view of (4.7), we have for any p € (1,2)

t
/ u(r, X¥)dr

which by taking p close to 2 implies that
S S (t—s)H, since H < 1/2.
For 7, let p. be the usual mollifiers. Note that

| [ B2 0o = XE) = B (K0 + o) o - X2)wo(a)

E|X} - XY <E +EIW =W <t =)' fullzry + (=97, (5.11)

+ / E((K2x) * pe — Kax)(z — X?)Vo(dy)‘
RQ

+ E((sz)*l)s—sz)(f—Xg)VO(dy)’-
R2

By (5.11) and (4.6), we have for any p1,p2 € (1,2) and 2 < 2/p2 — 1,

1 < | V(K2x) # pelloo sup ELXY — XY+ > supE[(Kax) * p= — Kax|(z — X})
Y r=s,t Y

—(1+2 -2
< e TR | Koxlp |t — s/ + 5772 ||(Kax) * pe — Koxllp,

2 2H
Sem M|t — 5|7 45752 €2 || Kox gz -
Now for any § > 0, one chooses p; close to 2 and ps close to 1, and e = |t — s|%,
I ST~ s|%_6.
This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.2. We would like to mention the following open questions:

e Can we show the limit of H — 1/2 and the regularity of u in t?

o When H = 1/2, it is well known that lim;_,o ||u(t)]|cc = 0 when vy is a finite measure (see [23]).
Can we show the same assertion for H < 1/2¢

e In [25], the ergodicity was obtained for the solution to SDE driven by fBm. Is it possible to

estabilish the ergodicity of (5.1)7

The above result does not work for H = 1 since (5.3) is no longer true for p > 2. In what

follows, we consider the backward version of Navier-Stokes equation:
t
Xoa=o+ / By (X5 s pryp)dr + V2(Wy — W), (5.12)

where
By(z, 1) = (K2 x 1 (g))(x).
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Theorem 5.3. Let g € L'T = Uy~ ILP. For each s € [0,T] and x € R?, there is a unique strong
solution X, to FDSDE (5.12).Moreover, u(s,x) := Bgy(x,u, 7) € C([0,T); Cy°(R?)) solves the
following backward Navier-Stokes equation:

Osu+Au+u-Vu+Vp=0, uT)=Ksxg. (5.13)

Proof. Let pg € (1,2) and g € LP°. We divide the proof into three steps. In step 1, we check the
assumption (H3) with 8 = 0 for the norm || - ||, and show the well-posedness of FDSDE (5.12). In
step 2, we show the stability of the solution with respect to the initial value. In step 3, we show
that u is smooth and solves the 2D Navier-Stokes equation.

(Step 1). Let py € (2,00) satisfy pil +1i= plo. For any p, v € LP°P,, by Hard-Littlewood’s
inequality (see [1, Theorem 1.7]), we have

1By (s 1) llpy < e (9)llpo < N llpo 1910

and

1By (-, 117) = Bg (-, ) lpy < [l (9) = v (9)llpo < Nl = [l 19l -
Since || Bgy(+, )||p, is not bounded in |4 ||,,, we need to truncate it. Define

N 1
By(x, 1) := By, ) el <1 T Tl By(@, 1)1 ey >1-
Po

Then it is easy to see that

1B, 1) llps S llgllpos (5.14)
and by the fact LP°P, C L(ILPo,ILP°) and Lemma B.5,

By, 1) = By (-, v)lpy S M1(9) = v (9)llpo < e = vl o |9l po-
Thus, by Theorem 4.11, for any T > 0 there is a unique strong solution to

t
Xqut =z+ / B!](Xsw,ra ,U‘;",T)dr + \/i(Wt - Ws)

Noting that divB,(-, ") = 0, by (5.14) and (4.28), we in fact have

Bg(xv /‘;«,T) = Bg(xv /L;",T)'

Then the strong well-posedness holds for FDSDE (5.12).
(Step 2). Let g, € C2°(R?) be the smooth approximation of g with ||g, —g|lLre — 0 asn — oco.
Let X3" be the unique solution to the following FDSDE

t
X = ot [ By (X2 + VBV, — W),
where pg/" is the law of X7". Let
Un(s, ) == By, (x,luS"T) = /2 Ky(x — y)ug;(g)dy
R

By (4.27) and Remark 4.10, one sees that

_14d/py

t
15,0 = 15t o 5/ (t=r)"" 2 1By pir) = Boo (o) o dr
S

t _1+d/py
S [ €= (e = 1 9l + 190 — o)
S

¢ _1+d/py . “n
S [ = (e = 5l + llgn = gl ) dr.
S
Taking t = T, by Gronwall’s inequality, we get

sup |y — 137 llpo < 190 — 9llpo-
s€[0,T)
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Therefore,
l|un — UHJL%"U’I = sup ||Bgn(.7/'l’.'9),75—') - Bg('v/fs,T)le
s€[0,T]
S S[%pT] e — M;’,’?pllpngano +llgn — gllp, = 0 asn — oo. (5.15)
se|0,

(Step 3). Since g, € C°(R?) is smooth, it is well-known that u,, € C([0,T); C°(R?)) solves
Ostp, + Auy + Uy - Vug, + vpn =0, un(T) = Ky * 9n,
and for any Tp < T,

sup sup ||Vkun(s)||oO < 00,
s€[0,Tp] m

which together with (5.15) implis that u € C([0,T); Cs°(R?)) and solves (5.13). O

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS 2.1 AND 2.2

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Equivalences (2.4) are proven in [52]. Let us prove (2.5). For r = 1,
follows by (2.4) and Hélder’s inequality. Next we assume r € (1,00]. Let 1 + L =1. By (2.4),

suffices to prove that for any h € L,

I = /R ) /R ) )g(y)dady < Rl flplgllg-

Noting that = by Holder’s inequality we have

o Z /D /D (h(@)" f(z = y)")7 (f(z 1) 9()")

<> ( / | /D o) St dedy) ( / o <y>dedy>%

( /1 [, o qudyy
) (i 1s,90f) ()

11p,9llq = I 0205 Mgl

’

(h(2)" g(y)")7 dady

1=

<Z<|

4,J

=171

q>
7
2]

The proof is finished. g

Proof of Proposition 2.2. (i) We only show (2.9) for p € [1,00) since (2.8) is similar. Suppose that
for some Cy > 0 and any ¢ € C.(R%),

Il (@)llp < Coll¢ll,- (A.1)

To show it for all ¢ € Lr , we divide the proof into four steps. Note that Fatou’s lemma can not
be used directly.

e First we show (A.1) holds for any ¢ = 1o with O being a bounded open set. For n € N, define
bulw) = 1= 1/(1 + d(z, 09)".

Clearly, ¢,, € C.(R%) and ¢,, 1 1o. Now by the monotone convergence theorem and Fatou’s
lemma, we have

e (ol = Il (Sn)llp < Lim fp(n)llp < Co I fiénlly < Colltol,-
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e Next we show (A.1) holds for any ¢ = 14 with A being any Borel subset of O = (—m,m|%.
Define

6= {AcOnB®) : w1l < ColLal,}.
Let (Ap)nen C € and A, | A. By Fatou’s lemma, we have

e (La)llp = I tim g (La,)llp < Lim [l (1a,)llp < Co Im [[1a, [l = CollLallp,
n—r oo n—oo

where the last equality is due to lim, o0 [ 14, —all, S limy oo 174, -a1n0llp = 0. So, A € €.

~

Similarly, if A, T A, then A € §&. Thus & is a monotone class. Let
A= {5, bi] 0 (=, m], a; < by}

and Ax be the algebra generated by A through finite disjoint unions. For given A € Asx, there
is a family of bounded open sets A,, so that A,, | A. By Fatou’s lemma again, we have

Il (La)llp = I Jim g (La,)llp < Im [l (1a,)llp < Co Im [[1a, [l < CollLallp.
n—oo n—00

Hence, Ax C 8. By the monotone class theorem, we have
HB(O) C o(Asx) C & C L(O).

e Now we show (A.1) holds for any nonnegative bounded measurable function ¢ with support

in O = (—m,m|%. By Lusin’s theorem, for any ¢ > 0, there is a continuous function ¢. with

support in O so that
[@elloo < ll¢lloc,  lim [{z: ¢(x) # ¢=(x)}] = 0.
Let A. :={z: ¢(z) # ¢-(x)}. By what we have proved, as e — 0, we have
Il (@ = d)llp < 2l Mool (La)llp < 2[8llcColltally < CllLa.llp = 0.

Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem,

(D)l = lim - (@e)llp < Co lim [lel, = Coll4llp-
n—oo

e Finally, for general nonnegative ¢ € LP, let ¢, (z) := (¢(z) A n)1{|z|<n}- By the monotone
convergence theorem and Fatou’s lemma, we have

(@)l =1 Jim g (@n)llp < Jim | (@n)llp < Co B ignlly < Collolp-

(ii) Let X denote LP or LP and let X®, denote LPP; or LPP;. Suppose that (p,)nen is a
Cauchy sequence in X%;. Since the space L (X, X) of all bounded linear operators from X to X is
complete with respect to the operator norm, and (u;,)nen can be regarded as a Cauchy sequence
in £(X,X) in a natural way, there is an operator T' € £ (X, X) such that

Jim |, = Tleeex) = lim Hfl?gl [15.(0) = T(9)|lx = 0. (A2)
Xx

By (i), it suffices to show that there is a sub-probability kernel u* € X so that for each ¢ € C.(R?),
T(¢)(z) = u®(¢) for Lebesgue almost all 2 € RY. (A.3)
Note that for each ¢ € X, there is a null set A4 and a subsequence ny, so that for each x ¢ Ay,
lim |17, (8) — 7(8)(2)] = 0.

Let {¢m }men be a dense subset of C.(R?) C P NILP. By a standard diagonalization method, one
can find a common null set A C R? and a subsequence n}, so that for each z ¢ A and m € N,
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Moreover, since the dual space of C.(R?) is the space of all finite Borel measures, by the Banach—
Alaoglu theorem, for any z € R, there is a sub-probability measures ;® and a subsequence n} (z)
of nj, such that

m gz, (9) = 1*(9),

k—o0

which together with (A.4) implies that for any ¢ A and m € N, p%(¢) = T(¢m)(z). From
this and by the density of {¢,,,m € N} in C.(R?), we derive (A.3). The completeness of XP; is
obtained.

Next we show the completeness of LP%. Let (13, )nen be a family of probability kernels. We need
to show that u® is a probability measure. For any m € N, we define 1,,, € C.(R?) by |¢,,] < 1,

Ym(y) =1for |y| <m and ¢, (y) =0 for |y| > 2m.
It follows from (A.3) that there is a common Lebesgue null set A’ such that for all z ¢ A’,
wE (Ym) = T(m)(z), for all m € N. (A.5)
We note that by the fact sup,, [[¥mllp < sup,y, |¥mlleo =1 and (A.2), for each bounded domain D,

we also have

fim sup | 1 () = T @) = 0 (A.6)

n—r oo m

which implies that
[ 1T @lds < i s [ len)las < (0]
D n—r oo m D
Moreover, since for each n, limy, o0 [ 1% (¢ )dz = |D|, and by (A.6), we have

lim T () (z)dz = |D|.

m— 00 D

This in turn implies that there is a null set A” and subsequence my, so that for each z ¢ A",
lim T(¢m,)(z) = 1.
k—o00

This together with (A.5) implies that for each = ¢ A’ U A", u®(R?) = 1.
Finally, we show the uncompleteness of LP% through a counterexample. Consider d = 1 and
forn € N,

ta (dy) = Lo 11 (2) 110,y (y)dy/ .
It is easy to see that for any p € [1, 00),
ltllp = 0" Lo mllp/p-1) =17 =0, n— cc.

The proof is complete. O

APPENDIX B. TECHNICAL LEMMAS

Lemma B.1. Let £ ~ N(0,0?) be a d-dimensional normal random variable with mean zero and

variance 0. For any 1 < p < ¢ < oo and j € Ny, there is a constant C = C(j,q,p,d) > 0 such

that for all f € LP,
IEV? £ (€ + g Sc (07 + o 4P=0) | f]],. (B.1)
Proof. Note that by the integration by parts,

|Ev]f(§+flj)| = (27T0'2)_d/2 / f(y+$)vje_|y|2/2a2dy
Rd

_ L 1y12 /262
<@ty [ 1fe+ o)l 99y

Somt / Nty +a)le /o dy = 0| £ 5 6y (),
R
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where we have used that for some ¢ > 0,
(Vie~lvl*/20%| < gmie=clul’/o® —. 4 _(y).
Let 1+ % = % + % By Young’s convolution inequality (2.5), we get

IEVI £(&+ g < o™ U flpllolly-
By the definition of || - ||, we have

1/r 1/r
2 2 2 2
ol = ( [ e da:> </ < [ e dx) @,
Z D; R4 D

K3 z
where D, is the unit cube with center z € R, Noting that for |z| > v/d and = € D,

2] > |2 = |z — 2| > |2] = Vd/2 > |2]/2,

1/r
/ (/ e_crlw|2/‘72dx) dz < / eelzl*/40% g, <o
|z|>Vd D, R4

On the other hand, we clearly have

s o 1/r s o 1/r
/ (/ efcr\z\ /o d(E) dz S (/ efcr\z\ /o dJJ) 5 O_d/’l’"
lz|<Vd D. Rd

we have

Hence,
IEVI f(&+ g S o= (0% + oY) f I,
which in turn gives the desired estimate. O
Recall

1
B(a, B) := / r* 11— )P~ tdr,  for a, >0
0

Lemma B.2 (Estimate for Beta functions). For any « € (0,1] and 8 > 0, we have for any k € N,

1 1
B, kB+1) < (a + B) k™.
Proof. For any h € (0,1), one sees that
B(a, kB +1) < /hro‘_ldr + hot /1(1 —r)*Bdr < Lhoy L peig (1 + ih*) he.
; A . S a kB + 1 = kp
Taking h = k~!, we complete the proof. O

Lemma B.3. For any a > 0, there is a constant C' = C(a) > 0 such that for all A > 1

> 2

m:O

WI

)a

c,\l/a In A

Proof. By Stirling’s formula, we have

o0 x

— dr=1+ C/ eo‘mln(Al/a/z)dx
1

)‘m 1+OZ /Oox/\

2\ e e
<1+ C/ e "Mz + O e~ orIn2qy
2)\1/04

3
]
o

From this we derive the desired estimate. O
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Lemma B.4 (Gronwall’s inequality). Let f(s,t),g(s,t) : Dr — [0,00) and h: [0,T] — [0,00) be
measurable functions. Assume that for all (s,t) € Dp,

F(5,0) <g(s,t)+/ ) (F(s,7) + F(r, T))dr.
Then we have
¢ T L
F(s,8) < Gs,1) + / H(s 1) (G(s’,T)+ / G(r, T)H (r)e)7 HOr dr) ds',
where
G(s,t) :=g(s,t) —|—/ g(s,r)h(r)ef: h(r')dr’ q.

and

t
H(r,t) := h(r) (1 —i—/ h(r')el h(’””)d’””dr’) .

T

Proof. For fixed s € [0,T], by the assumption we have

f(s,t) < F(s,t) —|—/ h(r)f(s,r)dr,
where
F(s,t) = g(s,t) —|—/ h(r)f(r,T)dr.

By the usual Gronwall’s inequality we get

f(s,t) < F(s,t) + /t F(s,7)h(r)els hrdr g
= g(sa t) + /t h(T)f(’f', T)d’l" + /t g(S, 'f‘)h(r)ef: h(r’)dr’dr
+ /t </T h(?"/)f(r', T)d?”/) h(r)ef: h(r/)dr/dr

= G(s,t) —I—/ H(r,t)f(r,T)dr,

where G and H are defined in the lemma. In particular,
f(s,T) < G(s,T) + /T H(r,T)f(r,T)dr,
By Gronwall’s inequality again, we have
f(s,T)<G(s,T)+ /T G(r, T)H(r)ef: H(T/)dT/dr,
Combining the above calculations, we obtain the desired estimate. O

Lemma B.5. Let E;, be two Banach spaces with norms || - ||i, i = 1,2. Let G : Ey — E3 be a
Lipschitz mapping with G(0) = 0 and define

F(z) = G@) e <1 + G@) ey, >/l
Then for any x,y € £
1F(x) = F(y)ll2 < 2/|GllLipllz =yl
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Proof. We consider three cases: (i) ||z][1 A llyllx < 1; (i) 2|1 <1 < |yl (i) ||z Allyls > 1. In
case (i), F(z) = G(x), it is trivial. In case (ii), one sees that

1F(y) = F@)l = 1GW)/llylh = G@)ll, < [[(Gly) = G@)/llyllilly + 1G(@)/llylh — G(@)ll2
< (IG]lipllz =yl + [G(@) 2yl — 1))
<G (12 =yl + Nzl Uyl = l21)) < 20GlLiplle =yl

In case (iii), we have

1F() H Dyl — Gzl || o 1G@) = GOyl = Gzl — D]
lzll1llyll 2 ]2 lyllx
< Gllupllz =yl + 1GW) 2]z = ylli /Iyl < 20 GllLipllz — ylla-
The proof is complete. O

Consider the following PDE:
O =Au+b-Vu, uy=0¢. (B.2)

Theorem B.6. Let q1,p1,p0 € (1,00] satisfy q% + pll < 1. Assume b € L‘ITIIEJPI and ¢ € C°(RY).

For any p € [po V ;F5, 0] with q% + 1% <14 4, there is a unique solution u to PDE (B.2) with

J+d/po d/p

IV u)ll, <t I¢llso-

Proof. Let (P;)i>0 be the Gaussian heat semigroup. By Duhamel’s formula, we have
t
u(t) = Po + / P (b~ Vu)(s)ds.
0

Let p € [po V p3, 00| satisfy p% = pil + % < 1. For j = 0,1, by Lemma B.1, we have

J+d/p3 d/p

+d P[) d/p t
IV u(®)ly St~ ol + /O(t—S) 16(s) - Vu(s)llp;ds

j+d/pg—d/p t jtd /p
ST 6l + /0 (t=)" 7 [1b(s)llp, IVuu(s)]lpds. (B.3)

Suppose 2 o —|— o <1 —|— . By Holder’s inequality, we have

/ +d/Po / 1+d /m

t
IVl S e, + P, / (t—s)
which implies that by Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra’s type

IVu@lly <t 2 1l
The proof is complete. O

IVu(s)lz' ds,
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