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Abstract We introduce the Lebesgue–Hölder–Dini and Lebesgue–Hölder spaces Lp(R; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n))

(ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}, p ∈ (1,+∞] and α ∈ [0, 1)), and then use a vector-valued Calderón–

Zygmund theorem to establish the maximal Lebesgue–Hölder–Dini and Lebesgue–Hölder regularity

for a class of parabolic equations. As an application, we obtain the unique strong solvability of the

following stochastic differential equation

Xs,t(x) = x+

t∫

s

b(r,Xs,r(x))dr +Wt −Ws, t ∈ [s, T ], x ∈ Rn, s ∈ [0, T ],

for the low regularity growing drift in critical Lebesgue–Hölder–Dini spaces Lp([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn))

(p ∈ (1, 2]), where {Wt}06t6T is a n-dimensional standard Wiener process. In particular, when p = 2

we give a partially affirmative answer to a longstanding open problem, which was proposed by Krylov

and Röckner for b ∈ L2([0, T ];L∞(Rn;Rn)) based upon their work (Probab. Theory Relat. Fields

131(2): 154–196, 2005).
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1 Introduction

Let n > 1 be an integer. Denote byH(Rn) a Banach space on Rn, which can be Lq(Rn) (q ∈ [1,+∞])

or Cα
b (R

n) (α ∈ (0, 1)). Let A be a closed linear operator in H(Rn) and D(A) be the domain of A.

Given T > 0 and f ∈ Lp([0, T ];H(Rn)) (p ∈ [1,+∞]), we consider the following Cauchy problem

{
∂tu(t, x) = Au(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ] ×Rn,

u(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn.
(1.1)

We say A has maximal Lp
t -Hx regularity to the Cauchy problem (1.1) if there exist a unique solution

u ∈ Lp([0, T ];D(A)) ∩W 1,p([0, T ];H(Rn)) to (1.1), and a constant C > 0 such that

‖∂tu‖Lp([0,T ];H(Rn)) + ‖Au‖Lp([0,T ];H(Rn)) 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];H(Rn)). (1.2)

When A = ∆/2, the classical parabolic partial differential equations theories [16, 18, 19] yield

the following assertions for u:

• if f ∈ Lp([0, T ];Lq(Rn)) with p, q ∈ (1,+∞), then u ∈ Lp([0, T ];W 2,q(Rn))∩W 1,p([0, T ];Lq(Rn))

and there exists a positive constant C such that

‖∂tu‖Lp([0,T ];Lq(Rn)) + ‖u‖Lp([0,T ];W 2,q(Rn)) 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Lq(Rn)); (1.3)

• if f ∈ Lp([0, T ]; Cα
b (R

n)) with p ∈ (1,+∞] and α ∈ (0, 1), then u ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α
b (Rn))∩

W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα
b (R

n)) and there exists a positive constant C such that

‖∂tu‖Lp([0,T ];Cα
b
(Rn)) + ‖u‖Lp([0,T ];C2+α

b
(Rn)) 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα

b
(Rn)). (1.4)

The above mixed norms estimates for u can also be applied to Navier–Stokes equations [14, 32],

stochastic differential equations [9, 11, 25, 48, 49], stochastic transport equations [10, 12, 44]. More-

over, from (1.3) and (1.4), ∆/2 has the maximal Lp
t -L

q
x and Lp

t -Cα
b,x regularity (also see [29] for f

bounded in time and weighted Hölder continuous with respect to the space variable). However, (1.3)

fails for p ∈ {1,+∞} or q ∈ {1,+∞}, neither does (1.4) for p = 1 . Recently, for p = +∞, by as-

suming that f ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Ḃ0
1,∞(Rn)) (homogeneous Besov space), Ogawa and Shimizu [34] proved

that the unique solution of (1.1) with A = ∆ satisfies

‖∂tu‖L∞([0,T ];Ḃ0
1,∞(Rn)) + ‖∇2u‖L∞([0,T ];Ḃ0

1,∞(Rn)) 6 C‖f‖L∞([0,T ];Ḃ0
1,∞(Rn)).

Therefore, ∆ has the maximal L∞
t -Ḃ0

1,∞,x regularity. Furthermore, for general p ∈ (1,+∞] and

q ∈ [1,+∞], Ogawa and Shimizu [35] proved that, if f ∈ Lp([0, T ]; Ḃ0
q,p(R

n)), the unique solution

of (1.1) satisfies

‖∂tu‖Lp([0,T ];Ḃ0
q,p(R

n)) + ‖∇2u‖Lp([0,T ];Ḃ0
q,p(R

n)) 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Ḃ0
q,p(R

n)). (1.5)

Combining the above maximal regularity results (1.3)–(1.5), we find that although the maximal

Lp
t -L

∞
x regularity for ∆ is not true for p ∈ [1,+∞], if one relaxes L∞

x to a larger space Ḃ0
∞,∞,x or

restricts it to a smaller class Cα
b,x, the maximal regularity are still true for ∆. Inspired by these

facts, we pose the following question:
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(♣): Let α ∈ (0, 1), β ∈ R and f ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C(Rn)) with p ∈ (1,+∞]. If there exists a

nonnegative integrable function f1 ∈ Lp([0, T ]) such that for every t ∈ [0, T ]

|f(t, x)− f(t, y)| 6 f1(t)|x− y|α| log(|x− y|)|β, x, y ∈ Rn , |x− y| < 1

2
, (1.6)

does the unique solution of (1.1) satisfy that

|∇2u(t, x)−∇2u(t, y)| 6 f̃(t)|x− y|α| log(|x− y|)|β , x, y ∈ Rn , |x− y| < 1

2
(1.7)

for some nonnegative integrable function f̃ ∈ Lp([0, T ]) ?

When β = 0, the estimate (1.7) was first founded by Schauder [37, 38] for elliptic equations on

bounded domains (also see [5, 8, 30, 39] for linear parabolic equations), and generalized by Burch

from Hölder continuous coefficients to Dini continuous ones (see Definition 2.5 for Dini functions).

Moreover, Burch obtained the following sharp estimate in [4]

|∇2u(x)−∇2u(y)| 6 C

[
|x− y|+

|x−y|∫

0

ρh(r)

r
dr + |x− y|

1∫

|x−y|

ρh(r)

r2
dr

]
, (1.8)

for the Laplace equation

∆u(x) = h(x), x ∈ B1,

where B1 = {x ∈ Rn : |x| < 1}, ρh(r) = sup|x−y|<r |h(x)− h(y)|. Recently, Wang [43] (also see [40])

extended Burch’s result to the following parabolic Dirichlet problem in Q1 = {(t, x) : −1 < t 6

0, |x| < 1}

∂tu(t, x) =
n∑

i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)∂
2
xi,xj

u(t, x) + f(t, x), (1.9)

and established the following sharp estimate ([43, Theorem 2.1])

|∇2u(ξ1)−∇2u(ξ2)| 6 C

[
|ξ1 − ξ2|+

|ξ1−ξ2|∫

0

ρf (r)

r
dr + |ξ1 − ξ2|

1∫

|ξ1−ξ2|

ρf (r)

r2
dr

]

+C

[ |ξ1−ξ2|∫

0

ρa(r)

r
dr + |ξ1 − ξ2|

1∫

|ξ1−ξ2|

ρa(r)

r2
dr

]
, (1.10)

where ξi = (ti, xi) ∈ Q1/2 = {(t, x) : −1/4 < t 6 0, |x| < 1/2} (i = 1, 2), |ξ1 − ξ2| is the parabolic

distance between ξ1 and ξ2

ρf (r) = sup
|ξ1−ξ2|<r

|f(ξ1)− f(ξ2)| and ρa(r) = sup
i,j

ρai,j (r).

More recently, the first three authors of the present paper generalized Wang’s result from the

bounded domain to the whole space, in which the coefficient f(t, x) is bounded in (t, x) and Dini
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continuous in x with the Dini function ψ, and established the following sharp estimate ([45, Theorem

2.1])

|∇2u(t, x) −∇2u(t, y)| 6 C

[
|x− y|+

|x−y|∫

0

ψ(r)

r
dr + ψ(|x − y|)

+|x− y|
1∫

|x−y|

ψ(r)

r2
dr

]
, x, y ∈ Rn, |x− y| < 1

2
, (1.11)

for a = (ai,j)n×n = In×n/2. By (1.11), ∇2u is no longer Dini continuous in space variable in general.

In fact, if one chooses ψ(r) = | log(r)|− 3
2 , from the second term in (1.11), then

|x−y|∫

0

ψ(r)

r
dr = 2| log(|x− y|)|− 1

2 ,

but 2| log(·)|− 1
2 is not a Dini function (see Definition 2.5). Thus the maximum regularity theory

of solutions for parabolic equation (1.9) on the whole space is no longer true. This is our main

motivation to use the Hölder class coefficients, which satisfies (1.6), instead of the Dini continuous

ones. In this paper, we consider a general class of Lebesgue–Hölder coefficients and give a positive

answer for the question (♣), and our main results can be applied to fully nonlinear parabolic

equations (some applications of estimate (1.8) to fully nonlinear elliptic equations we refer to [43]).

For the arguments, in the next section, we first introduce the Hölder–Dini and Hölder classes,

including the locally and globally bounded Hölder–Dini continuous functions, locally and globally

bounded strong and weak Hölder continuous functions, and then introduce the Lebesgue–Hölder–

Dini and Lebesgue–Hölder spaces Lp(R; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n)) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}). By using the classical

heat kernel estimates and a vector-valued Calderón–Zygmund theorem, we prove the maximal reg-

ularity estimates for the following equation

∂tu(t, x) =
1

2

n∑

i,j=1

ai,j(t)∂
2
xi,xj

u(t, x)− λu(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ R× Rn, λ > 0.

Furthermore, we study the drifted parabolic Cauchy problem with the space dependent diffusion





∂tu(t, x) =
1
2

n∑
i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)∂
2
xi,xj

u(t, x) + g(t, x) · ∇u(t, x)

−λu(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rn,

u(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn.

(1.12)

When g ∈ Lp([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n;Rn)) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) with p ∈ [2,+∞], we prove the maximum regu-

larity estimates for the operator 1
2

∑n
i,j=1 ai,j(t, x)∂

2
xi,xj

+g(t, x)·∇ in Lp([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n)) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}),
and when g ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

b,ς (R
n;Rn)), we obtain the maximum regularity in Lp([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

ϑ,ς (R
n))

for p ∈ (1,+∞] as well.

Our another motivation to consider the Hölder class (1.6) comes from the the following stochastic

differential equation (SDE for short) in Rn

dXs,t(x) = b(t,Xs,t(x))dt+ dWt, t ∈ (s, T ], Xs,s = x ∈ Rn, (1.13)
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where s ∈ [0, T ], {Wt}06t6T = {(W1,t, . . . ,Wn,t)
⊤}06t6T is a n-dimensional standard Wiener process

defined on a given stochastic basis (Ω,F ,P, {Ft}06t6T ) and the drift coefficient b : [0, T ]×Rn → Rn

is Borel measurable. The unique strong solvability for SDE (1.13) was first established by Itô [15]

for Lipschitz continuous b, and then generalized by Veretennikov [42] for bounded and measurable

ones. When b is not bounded but only integrable and in the Krylov–Röckner class

b ∈ Lp([0, T ];Lq(Rn;Rn)), p, q ∈ [2,+∞],
2

p
+
n

q
< 1, (1.14)

(also called Ladyzhenskaya–Prodi–Serrin (LPS for short) condition if the less-than sign is replaced

by the less-than or equals sign), the unique strong solvability for SDE (1.13) was obtained by Krylov

and Röckner [25]. However, from the viewpoint of Navier–Stokes equations b can be taken in the

critical case, i.e., the less-than sign in (1.14) (called subcritical condition) is replaced by the equals

sign (see [6, 28]), that is

2

p
+
n

q
= 1 . (1.15)

In the critical case (1.15), the strong well-posedness of (1.13) is a long-standing open problem since

the work of Krylov and Röckner [25]. Recently, this problem was solved by Röckner and Zhao [36,

Theorem 1.1] for the following cases

{
b ∈ Lp([0, T ];Lq(Rn;Rn)), p, q ∈ (2,+∞), 2

p +
n
q = 1, n > 3,

or b ∈ C([0, T ];Ln(Rn;Rn)), n > 3,
(1.16)

and when p = 2, q = +∞, the existence as well as uniqueness were also proved by Beck, Flandoli,

Gubinelli and Maurelli [1, Theorem 1.5] if |∇b| ∈ L2([0, T ];L∞(Rd)) or b is Holder continuous in

space variable further. We also refer to [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 33, 46] for more details. However, the

unique strong solvability is still open under the critical case p = 2, q = +∞. In this paper, we use a

‘little better’ working space, which consists of all locally Dini continuious functions, instead of L∞,

and in this space we give an affirmative answer for the above open problem for p = 2.

On the other hand, from the classical Itô theory, the drift can be taken into a low regularity

Banach space for time variable (such as L1) if it has ‘good’ regularity in space variable (such as

Lipschitz continuity), and thus we could establish the unique strong solvability for SDE (1.13)

if the drift is in this low regularity Banach space. The natural choices for working spaces are

intermediate ones between L2([0, T ];L∞(Rn)) and L1([0, T ];Lip(Rn)), i.e., Lp([0, T ]; Cα(Rn)) with

p ∈ (1, 2) and α ∈ (0, 1), where Cα(Rn) is the set consisting of all Hölder continuous functions with

Hölder exponent α ∈ (0, 1). By the scaling transformation, we also get an analogue of critical LPS

condition of b for SDE (1.13)

b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; Cα(Rn;Rn)), p ∈ (1, 2), α ∈ (0, 1),
2

p
− α = 1. (1.17)

The unique strong solvability, which is still unsolved, for (1.13) with (1.17) seems to be important

and difficult as well as (1.13) with LPS condition in critical case (1.15).

For the subcritical case (2/p − α < 1) with p = 2 and α ∈ (0, 1), the existence and uniqueness

of strong solutions for SDE (1.13) have been proved by Tian, Ding and Wei [41] for bounded (in

5



space variable) drift. Recently, Galeati and Gerencsér [13] studied SDE (1.13) for low regularity

drift b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; Cα
b (R

n;Rn)) with p ∈ (1, 2] and α ∈ (2/p − 1, 1). By developing some new

stochastic sewing lemmas, they established the existence and uniqueness for stochastic flow of

diffeomorphisms. More recently, Wei, Hu and Yuan [47] discussed the low regularity growing drift

b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; Cα ∩ C
2
p
−1(Rn;Rn)) with p ∈ (1, 2) and α ∈ (2/p − 1, 1). By using the Itô–Tanaka

trick, they proved the unique strong solvability as well as some other properties for solutions, such

as Hölder continuity and stability for the gradient of flow. Here, we consider the critically low

regularity growing drift, by assuming the locally Hölder–Dini continuity of b in space variable, we

prove the unique strong solvability for SDE (1.13). In particular, if b satisfies (1.6) with α = 2/p−1,

we obtain the existence and uniqueness of stochastic flow of homeomorphisms for SDE (1.13).

In the following parts of the paper, the main results are presented in Section 3, and Sections 4–7

are devoted to the proofs for these results.

Notations. R+ = {r ∈ R, r > 0}. The letter C denotes a positive constant, whose values may

change in different places. N is the set of natural numbers and Z is the set of integers.

2 Preliminaries

First we recall some notions.

Definition 2.1 Let {Qk, k ∈ Z} be a sequence of partitions of R each consisting of disjoint Borel

subsets Q ∈ Qk such that, for each k,

Rk := sup
Q∈Qk

diamQ < +∞.

We call it a filtration of partitions if

(i) the partitions become finer as k increases, that is

inf
Q∈Qk

|Q| → +∞ as k → −∞, Rk → 0 as k → +∞;

(ii) the partitions are nested: for each k and Q ∈ Qk there is a (unique) Q′ ∈ Qk−1 such that

Q ⊂ Q′;
(iii) the regularity property holds: for Q and Q′ as in (ii) we have |Q′| 6 N0|Q|, where N0 is a

constant independent of k,Q and Q′.

Let H and H̃ be Banach spaces. By L(H; H̃) we denote the space of bounded linear operators

from H to H̃. Let D be a domain (open or closed) in R. By C∞
0 (D;H) we mean the space of

infinitely differentiable H-valued functions on D with compact support.

Definition 2.2 Let {Qk, k ∈ Z} be a filtration of partitions. For each t, r ∈ R, t 6= r, let a

K(t, r) ∈ L(H; H̃) be defined. We say K is an L(H; H̃)-valued Calderón–Zygmund kernel relative to

{Qk, k ∈ Z} if

(i) for any t and r0 > 0, K(t, ·) ∈ L1
loc(B

c
r0(t), L(H; H̃)), where Bc

r0(t) = {r ∈ R : |r − t| > r0};
(ii) the function ‖K(t, r)−K(t, τ)‖

L(H;H̃)
is measurable as a function of (t, r, τ) ∈ R3∩{(t, r, τ) :

t 6= r, t 6= τ};

6



(iii) there is a constant C0 > 1, and for each Q ∈ Qk, there is a Borel set Q∗ such that Q ⊂ Q∗,
|Q∗| 6 C0|Q|, and

∫

R\Q∗

‖K(t, r) −K|k(t, r)‖L(H;H̃)
dt 6 C0 (2.1)

for every r ∈ Q, where

K|k(t, r) =
1

|Qk(r)|

∫

Qk(r)

K(t, τ)dτ,

and Qk(r) is the unique Q̃ ∈ Qk such that r ∈ Q̃

Lemma 2.3 Let K satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition 2.2 and {Qk, k ∈ Z} be the filtration

of dyadic cubes. Assume that K(t, r) is weakly differentiable in r for r 6= t and ‖∂rK(t, r)‖
L(H;H̃)

6

Cφ(|t− r|) for all r 6= t, with a constant C independent of t, r and a function φ satisfying

ι

+∞∫

ι

φ(τ)dτ 6 C < +∞ (2.2)

for all ι > 0. Then K is an L(H; H̃)-valued Calderón–Zygmund kernel relative to the filtration of

dyadic cubes with constant C0 in (2.1) depending only on C.

Proof. Let {Qk, k ∈ Z} be the filtration of dyadic cubes of R, i.e. Qk = {[m,m+ 1)2−k, m ∈ Z}.
For each k ∈ Z and Q ∈ Qk, there is a unique k0 ∈ Z such that Q = [k0, k0 + 1)2−k. If k0 is even,

we set

Q∗
11 =

[k0
2

− 1,
k0
2

)
2−k+1 and Q∗

12 =
[k0
2
,
k0
2

+ 1
)
2−k+1,

then Q∗
11, Q

∗
12 ∈ Qk−1. Let Q

∗
1 = Q∗

11 ∪Q∗
12, we have Q ⊂ Q∗

1 and |Q∗
1| 6 4|Q|. Moreover, for every

r, τ ∈ Q, θ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ R \Q∗
1,

|t− θτ − (1− θ)r| > 2|r − τ |.

Similarly, if k0 is odd, we set

Q∗
2 =

[k0 − 1

2
,
k0 + 1

2

)
2−k+1 ∪

[k0 + 1

2
,
k0 + 3

2

)
2−k+1 =: Q∗

21 ∪Q∗
22,

then Q ⊂ Q∗
2, |Q∗

2| 6 4|Q| and

|t− θτ − (1− θ)r| > |r − τ |

for every r, τ ∈ Q, θ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ R \Q∗
2. Therefore, for each k ∈ Z and Q ∈ Qk, there is a Borel

set Q∗ = Q∗
1 ∪Q∗

2 such that Q∗
1, Q

∗
2 ∈ Qk−1, and for every r, τ ∈ Q, θ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ R \Q∗,

Q ⊂ Q∗, |Q∗| 6 5|Q| and |t− θτ − (1− θ)r| > |r − τ |. (2.3)

7



Since K(t, r) is weakly differentiable in r for r 6= t and ‖∂rK(t, r)‖L(H;H̃) 6 Cφ(|t− r|), for every
τ ∈ Qk(τ) ⊂ Q, we have

∫

R\Q∗

‖K(t, τ) −K|k(t, τ)‖L(H;H̃)
dt

6
1

|Qk(τ)|

∫

Qk(τ)

∫

R\Q∗

‖K(t, τ) −K(t, ι)‖
L(H;H̃)

dtdι

6
1

|Qk(τ)|

1∫

0

∫

Qk(τ)

∫

R\Q∗

|τ − ι|‖Kτ (t, θτ + (1− θ)ι‖
L(H;H̃)

dtdιdθ

6
C

|Qk(τ)|

1∫

0

∫

Qk(τ)

∫

R\Q∗

|τ − ι|φ(t− θτ − (1− θ)ι)dtdιdθ

6
C

|Qk(τ)|

∫

Qk(τ)

|τ − ι|
+∞∫

|τ−ι|

φ(t)dtdι 6 C sup
t>0

[
t

+∞∫

t

φ(r)dr

]
6 C2, (2.4)

where we have used |t − θτ − (1 − θ)ι| > |τ − ι| in the fifth line since τ, ι ∈ Qk(τ), and in the last

inequality we have used the assumption condition (2.2).

We choose C0 = max{5, C2}, by (2.4) we conclude that condition (iii) of Definition 2.2 is true.

Therefore, K is an L(H; H̃)-valued Calderón–Zygmund kernel relative to the filtration of dyadic

cubes. �

We now introduce another useful lemma.

Lemma 2.4 ([19, Theorems 2.5 and 2.9]) Given a (nonlinear) operator A : L∞(R;H) → L∞(R),

and suppose that

(i) A is subadditive and bounded, that is for a constant C > 0 and every k = 1, 2, . . . and

f, fm ∈ L∞(R;H), m = 1, 2, . . . , k, we have

∣∣∣A
( k∑

m=1

fm(t)
)∣∣∣ 6

k∑

m=1

|Afm(t)|, a.e.,

and

‖Af‖L∞(R) 6 C‖f‖L∞(R;H). (2.5)

(ii) For each g ∈ C∞
0 (R;H) and for almost all t outside of the closed support of g we have

|Ag(t)| 6
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

R

K(t, r)g(r)dr

∥∥∥∥∥
H̃
,

where K(t, r) is an L(H; H̃)-valued Calderón–Zygmund kernel relative to a filtration of partitions.
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(iii) If f, f1, f2, . . . ∈ L∞(R;H), f and all fk vanish outside of the same ball, the norms

‖fk‖L∞(R;H) are bounded with respect to k, and ‖f(t) − fk(t)‖H → 0 at almost each t ∈ R, then

there is a subsequence k(i) such that k(i) → +∞ as i→ +∞ and

|Af(t)| 6 lim inf
i→+∞

|Afk(i)(t)|, a.e.. (2.6)

Then the operator A is of weak-type (1, 1) on smooth functions with compact support, that is there

exists a positive constant C1 such that, for any f ∈ C∞
0 (R;H) and γ > 0,

γ |{t : |Af(t)| > γ}| 6 C1

∫

R

|f(t)|Hdx, (2.7)

where | · | in the left hand side of (2.7) denotes the Lebesgue measure of the set {t : |Af(t)| > γ}.
Furthermore, A is of strong-type (p, p) for every p ∈ (1,+∞), that is there is another positive

constant C2 such that for all f ∈ C∞
0 (R;H),

‖Af‖Lp(R) 6 C2‖f‖Lp(R;H). (2.8)

We further give some other notions before introducing the functional spaces we work in.

Definition 2.5 An increasing continuous function ρ : R+ → R+ is called a Dini function if

1∫

0

ρ(r)

r
dr < +∞.

A measurable function ρ : R+ → R+ is called a slowly varying function at zero (in Karamata’s

sense [2, p.6]) if for all υ > 0,

lim
r→0

ρ(υr)

ρ(r)
= 1.

A measurable function h : Rn → R is said to be locally Dini continuous if there is a Dini function ρ

such that

|h(x) − h(y)| 6 ρ(|x− y|), x, y ∈ Rn, |x− y| 6 1.

Example 2.6 Let β < −1 and

ρ(r) =

{
| log(r)|β , when 0 < r < 1

2 ,

ψ(r), when r > 1
2 ,

where ψ ∈ C1(R+), which satisfies that ψ′(r) > 0 when r > 1/2 and

ψ

(
1

2

)
= | log(2)|β , ψ′

(
1

2

)
= −2β| log(2)|β−1.

Then we have

1∫

0

ρ(r)

r
dr =

1
2∫

0

| log(r)|β
r

dr +

1∫

1
2

ψ(r)dr 6 −| log(2)|β+1

β + 1
+

1

2
ψ(1) < +∞.
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Moreover, for all υ > 0,

lim
r→0

ρ(υr)

ρ(r)
= lim

r→0

| log(υr)|β
| log(r)|β = lim

r→0

| log(υ) + log(r)|β
| log(r)|β = 1.

Therefore, ρ is a Dini and slowly varying (at zero) function. Similarly, let

ρ(r) =

{
| log(r)|βe− 1

r , when 0 < r < 1
2 ,

ψ1(r), when r > 1
2 ,

where ψ1 ∈ C1(R+) with ψ
′
1(r) > 0, when r > 1/2 and

ψ1

(
1

2

)
= | log(2)|βe−2, ψ′

1

(
1

2

)
= | log(2)|β−1e−2[−2β + 4 log(2)].

Then ρ is a Dini function. However, for all υ > 1,

lim
r→0

ρ(υr)

ρ(r)
= lim

r→0

| log(υr)|βe− 1
υr

| log(r)|βe− 1
r

= lim
r→0

[ | log(υ) + log(r)|β
| log(r)|β e

(υ−1)
rυ

]
= +∞.

The function ρ is not a slowly varying function at zero.

For a slowly varying function ρ, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.7 Let ρ : R+ → R+ be an increasing continuous function, and ρ(r) ↓ 0 as r ↓ 0. If ρ

varies slowly at zero, then

ρ(r) = exp
{
c(r)−

r0∫

r

ζ(τ)

τ
dτ
}
, r 6 r0 ∈ (0, 1], (2.9)

for some continuous function c and nonnegative continuous function ζ, which satisfy

lim
r→0

c(r) = c0 ∈ R, lim
r→0

ζ(r) = 0 and lim
r→0

r0∫

r

ζ(τ)

τ
dτ = +∞.

Proof. If (2.9) holds and c(r) → c0 as r → 0, then

0 = lim
r→0

ρ(r) = lim
r→0

exp
{
c(r)−

r0∫

r

ζ(τ)

τ
dτ
}
= ec0 exp

{
−

r0∫

0

ζ(τ)

τ
dτ
}
,

which implies
r0∫
r

ζ(τ)
τ dτ → +∞ as r → 0. Let φ(r) = log(ρ(e−r)). Then φ(r + τ) − φ(r) → 0

(r → +∞), ∀ τ ∈ R. If one proves that φ can be written

φ(r) = c1(r)−
r∫

r1

φ̃(τ)dτ, (2.10)

where c1 is continuous, φ̃(r) is nonnegative and continuous, and

c1(r) → c0, φ̃(r) → 0 as r → +∞, (2.11)
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by writing r0 = e−r1 , c(r) = c1(− log(r)) and ζ(r) = φ̃(− log(r)), we then complete the proof.

For r > r1, we have

φ(r) =

1∫

0

[φ(r)− φ(r + τ)]dτ +

r1+1∫

r1

φ(τ)dτ −
r∫

r1

[φ(τ)− φ(τ + 1)]dτ.

We set

c1(r) =

1∫

0

[φ(r)− φ(r + τ)]dτ +

r1+1∫

r1

φ(τ)dτ

and φ̃(r) = φ(r)− φ(r + 1), then c1(r) is continuous in r, φ̃(r) is nonnegative and continuous in r.

Moreover,

lim
r→+∞

c1(r) =

r1+1∫

r1

φ(τ)dτ, lim
r→+∞

φ̃(r) = lim
r→+∞

[φ(r)− φ(r + 1)] = 0.

Thus (2.10) and (2.11) hold. �

We are now in a position to introduce our working functional spaces.

Definition 2.8 Let α ∈ (0, 1) , ρ : R+ → R+ be a monotone continuous function, and let h :

Rn → R be a Borel measurable function with |h(x)− h(y)| 6 C|x− y|αρ(|x− y|) for x, y ∈ Rn with

|x− y| 6 1 and some constant C > 0.

(i) If ρ is a Dini function and r−βρ(r) → +∞ for every β ∈ (0, 1) as r ↓ 0, the function h

is called locally Hölder–Dini continuous. The set consisting of all locally Hölder–Dini continuous

functions is denoted by Cα,ρ
l,d (Rn) .

(ii) If ρ is increasing and ρ(r) ↓ 0 as r ↓ 0, but r−βρ(r) → +∞ for every β ∈ (0, 1) as r ↓ 0,

the function h is called locally strongly Hölder continuous. The set consisting of all locally strongly

Hölder continuous functions is denoted by Cα,ρ
l,s (Rn) .

(iii) If ρ ≡ constant on [0, 1], the function h is called locally Hölder continuous. The set

consisting of all locally Hölder continuous functions is denoted by Cα,ρ
l,c (Rn).

(iv) If ρ is decreasing such that ρ(r) ↑ +∞ but rβρ(r) → 0 for every β ∈ (0, 1) as r ↓ 0, the

function h is called locally weakly Hölder continuous. The set consisting of all locally weakly Hölder

continuous functions is denoted by Cα,ρ
l,w (Rn) .

Remark 2.9 (i) If ρ is a Dini function, we also use C0,ρ
l,d (R

n) to denote the set consisting all

continuous functions h on Rn such that |h(x)− h(y)| 6 Cρ(|x− y|) for |x− y| 6 1.

(ii) Let h ∈ Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) with α ∈ [0, 1). For each x, y ∈ Rn such that |x− y| > 1,

then there exist x1, x2, . . . , xk (k is the integer part of |x− y|) such that |x−x1| = |x1 − x2| = · · · =
|xk−1 − xk| = 1 and |xk − y| < 1. Denote x by x0, then

|h(x) − h(y)| 6

[ k∑

i=1

|h(xi−1)− h(xi)|
]
+ |h(xk)− h(y)|

6 Ckρ(1) + C|xk − y|αρ(|xk − y|) 6 2Cρ(1)|x− y|,
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which implies the function h grows at most linearly. Define the norm for h ∈ Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn) (ς ∈

{d, s, c, w}) by

‖h‖Cα,ρ
l,ς

(Rn) = sup
x∈Rn

|h(x)|
1 + |x| + sup

0<|x−y|61

|h(x)− h(y)|
|x− y|αρ(|x− y|)

= : ‖(1 + | · |)−1h(·)‖0 + [h]α,ρ =: ‖h‖l,α,ρ,

then Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) are Banach spaces.

(iii) For a Borel measurable function h, if h is bounded and belongs to Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn), we say h ∈

Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}). For h ∈ Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n) we define the norm by

‖h‖Cα,ρ
b,ς

(Rn) = sup
x∈Rn

|h(x)| + sup
0<|x−y|61

|h(x) − h(y)|
|x− y|αρ(|x− y|) =: ‖h‖0 + [h]α,ρ =: ‖h‖b,α,ρ,

then Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) are Banach spaces as well.

(iv) Let ρ be given in Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) and α ∈ (0, 1). Then there are two

positive constants C1 and C2 such that for every r ∈ [0, 1] and every 0 < ǫ < α < β 6 1,

rβ 6 C1r
αρ(r) 6 C2r

ǫ. (2.12)

Definition 2.10 Let p ∈ [1,+∞] and α ∈ [0, 1), we denote by Lp(R; Cα,ρ
l,d (Rn)) (locally bounded

Lebesgue–Hölder–Dini space) the set consisting of all Borel measurable functions h ∈ Lp(R; C(Rn))

satisfying |h(t, x) − h(t, y)| 6 f(t)|x− y|αρ(|x − y|) for every x, y ∈ Rn with |x − y| 6 1 and some

integrable function f ∈ Lp(R) . Moreover, we denote by Lp(R; Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) (ς ∈ {s, c, w}) (locally

bounded Lebesgue–Hölder spaces) the set consisting all elements belong to Lp(R) as Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn)-valued

functions.

Further, we say h ∈ Lp(R; Ck+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w} and 0 < k ∈ N) if h ∈ Lp(R; C(Rn)) and

for 1 6 j 6 k, 1 6 i1,··· , ij 6 n, ∂jxi1
,···,xij

h ∈ Lp(R; Cb(Rn)) (the subscript b means the functions

are bounded), and for 1 6 i1,··· , ik 6 n, [∂kxi1
,···,xik

h(t, ·)]α,ρ ∈ Lp(R). For h ∈ Lp(R; Ck+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn))

(ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}), we define the norm by

‖h‖
Lp(R;Ck+α,ρ

l,ς
(Rn))

=

[∫

R

(
‖(1 + | · |)−1h(t, ·)‖0 +

k∑

j=1

‖∇jh(t, ·)‖0 + [∇kh(t, ·)]α,ρ
)p
dt

] 1
p

= :

[∫

R

(
‖h(t, ·)‖l,k,0 + [∇kh(t, ·)]α,ρ

)p
dt

] 1
p

= :

[∫

R

‖h(t, ·)‖pl,k+α,ρdt

] 1
p

, (2.13)

where the integrals in (2.13) are interpreted as the essential supermum when p = +∞. Then

Lp(R; Ck+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) are Banach spaces under the norm (2.13). Similarly, if h is bounded as well, we
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define the norm for h ∈ Lp(R; Ck+α,ρ
b,ς (Rn)) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) by

‖h‖
Lp(R;Ck+α,ρ

b,ς
(Rn))

=

[∫

R

( k∑

j=0

‖∇jh(t, ·)‖0 + [∇kh(t, ·)]α,ρ
)p
dt

] 1
p

= :

[∫

R

(
‖h(t, ·)‖b,k,0 + [∇kh(t, ·)]α,ρ

)p
dt

] 1
p

=:

[∫

R

‖h(t, ·)‖pb,k+α,ρdt

] 1
p

.

Moreover, for every open or closed domain D ⊂ R, we define spaces Lp(D; Ck+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) and

W 1,p(D; Ck+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) in a similar way.

3 Main results

Let a(t) = (ai,j(t))n×n be a symmetric n × n matrix valued Borel bounded measurable function

for t ∈ R. Assume that there is a constant Γ > 1 such that

Γ−1|ξ|2 6
n∑

i,j=1

ai,j(t)ξiξj 6 Γ|ξ|2, (3.1)

for all t ∈ R and ξ ∈ Rn. For r < t, we set

Ar,t :=

t∫

r

a(τ)dτ, Br,t = A−1
r,t .

Then

Γ−1(t− r)|ξ|2 6 ξ⊤Ar,tξ 6 Γ(t− r)|ξ|2, Γ−1(t− r)−1|ξ|2 6 ξ⊤Br,tξ 6 Γ(t− r)−1|ξ|2.

Let

K(r, t, x) = 1t>r(2π)
−n

2 det(Br,t)
1
2 exp

{
− (Br,tx, x)

2

}
(3.2)

and

Gλf(t, x) =

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

K(r, t, x− y)f(r, y)e−λ(t−r)dydr

=

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

K(r, t, y)f(r, x − y)e−λ(t−r)dydr, (3.3)

where λ > 0 is a given real number and f ∈ Lp(R; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n)) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}). We now

give our first result.

Theorem 3.1 Let p ∈ [1,+∞], α ∈ (0, 1) and λ > 0, and let a(t) = (ai,j(t))n×n be a symmetric

n × n matrix valued Borel bounded function such that (3.1) holds. Let f ∈ Lp(R; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n)) (ϑ ∈
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{l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}). Further assume that ρ is a slowly varying function at zero when it is

increasing. Then there exists a positive constant C such that for every γ > 0,
∫

R

‖Gλf(t, ·)‖ϑ,2,0dt+ γ|{t : [∇2Gλf(t, ·)]α,ρ > γ}| 6 C

∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖ϑ,α,ρdt, when p = 1, (3.4)

and
(∫

R

‖Gλf(t, ·)‖pϑ,2+α,ρdt

) 1
p

6 C

(∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖pϑ,α,ρdt
) 1

p

, when p ∈ (1,+∞], (3.5)

where the integrals in (3.5) are interpreted as the essential supermum when p = +∞.

Remark 3.2 When p ∈ [1,+∞] and α > 0, Krylov [19] proved (3.4) and (3.5) for ϑ = b and ς = c.

In the above theorem, when f belongs to smaller or larger function spaces, including the Lebesgue–

Hölder–Dini and Lebesgue–Hölder spaces, we also prove the maximum regularity for the second

order differential operator [12
∑n

i,j=1 ai,j(t)∂
2
xi,xj

− λ] which extends Krylov’s result not only from

Hölder continuous functions to locally Hölder continuous functions but also from Hölder continuous

functions to Hölder–Dini and Hölder classes.

We give an example to illustrate Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.3 For β ∈ R, we set

ρ(r) =

{
| log(r)|β , when 0 < r < 1

2 ,

ψ1(r)1β<0 + ψ2(r)1β>0 + 1β=0, when r > 1
2 ,

where ψ1 and ψ2 are smooth functions on [1/2,+∞) such that
{
ψ1(

1
2 ) = | log(2)|β , ψ′

1(
1
2 ) = −2β| log(2)|β−1 and ψ′

1(r) > 0, when β < 0,

ψ2(
1
2 ) = | log(2)|β , ψ′

2(
1
2 ) = −2β| log(2)|β−1 and ψ′

2(r) 6 0, when β > 0.

Let f ∈ Lp(R; C(Rn)) with p ∈ [1,+∞]. Suppose that there exists an integrable function f1 ∈ Lp(R)

such that f

|f(t, x)− f(t, y)| 6 Cf1(t)|x− y|αρ(|x− y|), x, y ∈ Rn, |x− y| 6 1.

Then f ∈ Lp(R; Cα,ρ
l,d (Rn)) if β < −1, f ∈ Lp(R; Cα,ρ

l,s (Rn)) if β < 0, f ∈ Lp(R; Cα,ρ
l,c (Rn)) if β = 0,

and f ∈ Lp(R; Cα,ρ
l,w (Rn)) if β > 0. Let Gλ be given by (3.3). Then [∂t − 1

2

∑n
i,j=1 ai,j(t)∂

2
xi,xj

+

λ]Gλf = f (see, for instance [17] when f ∈ C∞
0 (Rn+1)), i.e. Gλf satisfies

∂tu(t, x) = Au(t, x) + f(t, x),

with A = 1
2

∑n
i,j=1 ai,j(t)∂

2
xi,xj

− λ. By (3.5), then Gλf ∈ Lp(R; C2+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) ∩W 1,p(R; Cα,ρ

ϑ,ς (R
n))

and there is a positive constant C such that

(∫

R

‖∂tGλf(t, ·)‖pϑ,α,ρdt
) 1

p

+

(∫

R

‖AGλf(t, ·)‖pϑ,α,ρdt
) 1

p

6 C

(∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖pϑ,α,ρdt
) 1

p

for p ∈ (1,+∞]. Therefore, the operator A has the maximum regularity for p ∈ (1,+∞]. This

result, as far as we know, is new.
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Let T > 0 be fixed. If f ≡ 0 in R \ [0, T ], by (3.3), then

Gλf(t, x) =

t∫

0

∫

Rn

K(r, t, x − y)f(r, y)e−λ(t−r)dydr, t ∈ (0, T ], (3.6)

and limt→0Gλf(t, x) = 0, which implies that Gλf satisfies the following Cauchy problem:





∂tu(t, x) =
1
2

n∑
i,j=1

ai,j(t)∂
2
xi,xj

u(t, x)− λu(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rn,

u(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn.

(3.7)

By the calculations in Section 4, (3.4) and (3.5) hold for λ > 0, which give a positive answer for

the question (♣). Moreover, the strong solutions of (3.7) in the class of Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) ∩

W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n)) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) is unique for p ∈ (1,+∞]. Here, the unknown

function u(t, x) is called a strong solution of (3.7) if u, ∂tu, ∂
2
xi,xj

u ∈ L1([0, T ];L∞
loc(R

n)) (1 6 i, j 6

n), which grow linearly at most, such that (3.7) holds for almost all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rn.

For the unique strong solution of (3.7), we also get the boundedness for the gradient of u.

Precisely speaking, we have

Theorem 3.4 Let α, p, ρ, a, ϑ, ς and f be stated in Theorem 3.1 with α > 2/p − 1, and let λ > 0.

Let u be given by (3.6).

(i) If α /∈ {2/p − 1, 2/p}, then u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2
p
,ρ

ϑ,ς (Rn)) and

‖u‖
L∞([0,T ];C

2+α− 2
p ,ρ

ϑ,ς
(Rn))

6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς

(Rn)). (3.8)

(ii) Let ς = d. If α = 2/p − 1, then u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C1,ρ̂
ϑ,s(R

n)), and if α = 2/p, then u ∈
L∞([0, T ]; C2,ρ̂

ϑ,s(R
n)). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that

‖u‖
L∞([0,T ];C

2+α−2
p ,ρ̂

ϑ,s
(Rn))

6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
ϑ,d

(Rn)), α ∈
{2
p
− 1,

2

p

}
, (3.9)

where

ρ̂(r) =

r∫

0

ρ(τ)

τ
dτ + ρ(r) + r

1∫

r

ρ(τ)

τ2
dτ, r ∈ (0, 1]. (3.10)

Remark 3.5 By the definition of space Lp([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
ϑ,d (R

n)), ρ(r)/r ∈ L1([0, 1]). For ι > 0, set

hι(r) = 1r>ιι, then

ι

1∫

ι

ρ(r)

r2
dr =

1∫

0

ρ(r)hι(r)

r2
dr.

Noticing that ρ(r)hι(r)/r
2 6 ρ(r)/r and

lim
ι→0

ρ(r)hι(r)

r2
= 0, r ∈ (0, 1],
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the dominated convergence theorem yields

lim
ι→0

[
ι

1∫

ι

ρ(r)

r2
dr

]
= 0.

Therefore, ρ̂(r) → 0 as r → 0.

We then extend the the Cauchy problem (3.7) from space independent diffusion without the

drift to space dependent diffusion with the drift and establish the unique strong solvability. To be

precise, we consider the following Cauchy problem





∂tu(t, x) =
1
2

n∑
i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)∂
2
xi,xj

u(t, x) + g(t, x) · ∇u(t, x)

−λu(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rn,

u(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn,

(3.11)

where ai,j(t, x), i, j = 1, . . . , n are real-valued functions such that ai,j ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n)) (ς ∈
{d, s, c, w}). The notion of the strong solution for (3.11) is the same as (3.7). Our third result is

given as the following.

Theorem 3.6 (Maximal Lebesgue–Hölder–Dini and Lebesgue–Hölder regularity) Let α, p, ρ, ϑ, ς

and f be stated in Theorem 3.1, and let λ > 0. Let g = (g1, g2,··· , gn) ∈ Lq([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n;Rn)). We

assume further that ai,j ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n)) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}) and there is a constant Γ > 1 such

that

Γ−1|ξ|2 6
n∑

i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)ξiξj 6 Γ|ξ|2, ∀ ξ ∈ Rn, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Rn.

(i) If q = p ∈ [2,+∞], then there is a unique u ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) ∩W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

ϑ,ς (R
n))

solving the Cauchy problem (3.11), and

‖∂tu‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς

(Rn)) + ‖u‖Lp([0,T ];C2+α,ρ
ϑ,ς

(Rn)) 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς

(Rn)) (3.12)

for some positive constant C. Further, u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2
p
,ρ

ϑ,ς (Rn)) and (3.8) holds if α 6= 2/p.

u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2
p
,ρ̂

ϑ,s (Rn)) and (3.9) holds if ς = d and α = 2/p.

(ii) If q = +∞, then there is a unique u ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) ∩ W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

ϑ,ς (R
n))

solving the Cauchy problem (3.11) for p ∈ (1,+∞] such that (3.12) holds. Furthermore, u ∈
L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2

p
,ρ

ϑ,ς (Rn)) and (3.8) holds if 2/p − 1 < α 6= 2/p. u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2
p
,ρ̂

ϑ,s (Rn)) and

(3.9) holds if ς = d and α ∈ {2/p − 1, 2/p}.

Remark 3.7 Consider the 2-dimensional Navier–Stokes equations in vorticity form

∂tv(t, x) + uv(t, x) · ∇v(t, x) = 1

2
∆v(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× (R/Z)2,

where

uv(t, x) = −∇⊥(−∆)−1v(t, x) =

∫

(R/Z)2

(−∂2G, ∂1G)(x− y)v(t, y)dy,

16



and G is the Green function of the Laplacian on the torus (R/Z)2. For every bounded measurable

function v, we have (see [3, 31])

|uv(t, x)− uv(t, y)| 6 C|x− y|| log(|x− y|)|, x, y ∈ (R/Z)2, |x− y| 6 1. (3.13)

Therefore the coefficient uv satisfies condition (1.6) with α = β = 1, but our result does not cover

this situation. To establish analogue estimates of (3.13) for solutions of Navier–Stokes equations,

new ideas and techniques should be introduced.

By Theorem 3.6, if α > 0, f ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
ϑ,ς (R

n)) and gi ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
b,ς (R

n)) (1 6 i 6 n),

u belongs to L∞([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
ϑ,ς (Rn)) (ϑ ∈ {l, b}, ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}). This conclusion is not true for

α = 0 and general n even if g = 0, (ai,j(t, x))n×n = In×n and ς = d (see [4] for elliptic equations).

However, when n = 1, a(t, x) = 1, g = 0 and ρ(r) = | log(r)|β , it is still true for time independent f .

Precisely, we have

Corollary 3.8 (Maximal Dini regularity) Let f be time independent and ρ(r) = | log(r)|β for r ∈
(0, 1/2) with β < −1. Let u be given by (3.6). If f ∈ C0,ρ

ϑ,d(R), then u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2,ρ
ϑ,d(R)) and

∂tu ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C0,ρ
ϑ,d(R)).

Remark 3.9 We refer to Section 4 for more proof details. The main differences are to estimate

terms J1, J2 and J4 (given by (4.8)). For J1 we calculate that

|J1(t, x, y)| =

∣∣∣∣∣2
∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

[f(z)− f(x)]dz

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)∂rK(r, t, x− z)dr

∣∣∣∣∣

= 2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

[f(z)− f(x)]e−λtK(0, t, x− z)dz

+λ

∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

[f(z)− f(x)]dz

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)K(r, t, x − z)dr

∣∣∣∣∣

6 4ρ(2|x− y|) 6 Cρ(|x− y|).

At the same time, we get

|J2(t, x, y)| 6 2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

|y−z|63|x−y|

[f(z)− f(y)]dz

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)∂rK(r, t, y − z)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ 6 Cρ(|x− y|).

For J4, we use L’Hospital’s rule ([7, p. 346]) to get

lim
|x−y|→0

|x− y|
1
2∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)
r2
dr

ρ(|x− y|) = lim
|x−y|→0

| log(2|x − y|)|β
2[| log(|x− y|)|β + β| log(|x− y|)|β−1]

=
1

2
.

Thus

|J4(t, x, y)| 6 Cρ(|x− y|).
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As an application of Theorem 3.6, we establish the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions

for SDE (1.13) with critically low regularity growing drift. Before giving the result, we need a

definition.

Definition 3.10 ([27, p.114]) A stochastic flow of homeomorphisms on a given stochastic basis

(Ω,F ,P, (Ft)06t6T ) associated to SDE (1.13) is a map (s, t, x, ω) → Xs,t(x, ω), defined for 0 6 s 6

t 6 T, x ∈ Rn, ω ∈ Ω with values in Rn, such that

(i) the process {Xs,·(x)} = {Xs,t(x), t ∈ [s, T ]} is a continuous {Fs,t}s6t6T -adapted solution of

SDE (1.13) for every s ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Rn;

(ii) P-a.s., Xs,t(·) is a homeomorphism, for all 0 6 s 6 t 6 T , and the functions Xs,t(x) and

X−1
s,t (x) are continuous in (s, t, x), where X−1

s,t (·) is the inverse of Xs,t(·);
(iii) P-a.s., Xs,t(x) = Xr,t(Xs,r(x)) for all 0 6 s 6 r 6 t 6 T , x ∈ Rn and Xs,s(x) = x.

Now, let us give our main result for SDE (1.13).

Theorem 3.11 Let b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn)) with p ∈ (1, 2] such that ρ
2p

5p−2 is a Dini function.

Further assume that ρ is a slowly varying function at zero. Then there exists a unique stochastic

flow of homeomorphisms {Xs,t(x), t ∈ [s, T ]} to SDE (1.13).

Example 3.12 Let p ∈ (1, 2] and β ∈ (−∞, 1/p − 5/2). Suppose b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C(Rn;Rn)) and

satisfies

|b(t, x)− b(t, y)| 6 b1(t)|x− y|
2
p
−1ρ(|x− y|), x, y ∈ Rn, |x− y| 6 1, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.14)

for some Borel function b1 ∈ Lp([0, T ]), where

ρ(|x− y|) =
{

| log(|x− y|)|β , when 0 < |x− y| < 1
2 ,

ψ̃(|x− y|), when 1
2 6 |x− y| 6 1,

and the smooth function ψ̃ on [1/2,+∞) satisfies

ψ̃(
1

2
) = | log(2)|β , ψ̃′(

1

2
) = −2β| log(2)|β−1 and ψ̃′ > 0.

Then b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn)). By Theorem 3.11, there exists a unique stochastic flow of

homeomorphisms {Xs,t(x), t ∈ [s, T ]} to (1.13) and (3.14).

Remark 3.13 Let n = 1 and p ∈ (1, 2]. Take p̃ ∈ (p, 3) and α ∈ (−1, 2/p̃ − 1). Define

b(t, x) = t
− 1

p̃ sign(x)|x|α, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.15)

Then b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1−ǫ

(R)) for some ǫ ∈ (0, 2/p − 2/p̃), in which we regard C
2
p
−1−ǫ

(R) as

the usual Hölder space if 2/p − 1− ǫ > 0, and the homogeneous Hölder–Besov space Ḃ
2
p
−1−ǫ

∞,∞ (R) if

2/p−1−ǫ 6 0. For SDE (1.13) with the supercritical drift given by (3.15), then the weak uniqueness

fails (see [13, Section 1.3]). In this sense, Theorem 3.11 is almost optimal.
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4 Proof of Theorem 3.1

The proof for ϑ = b is similar to ϑ = l, we just give the detail calculation for ϑ = l. Let Gλf(t, x)

be given by (3.3). Then

sup
x∈Rn

|Gλf(t, x)|
1 + |x| = sup

x∈Rn

1

1 + |x|

∣∣∣∣∣

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

K(r, t, y)f(r, x − y)e−λ(t−r)dydr

∣∣∣∣∣

6 C sup
x∈Rn

1

1 + |x|

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

K(r, t, y)[1 + |x|+ |y|]f1(r)e−λ(t−r)dydr

6 C

t∫

−∞

f1(r)e
−λ(t−r)dr + C

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

K(r, t, y)|y|f1(r)e−λ(t−r)dydr

= C

t∫

−∞

f1(r)[1 + (t− r)
1
2 ]e−λ(t−r)dr,

where f1(r) = ‖(1 + | · |)−1f(r, ·)‖0 ∈ Lp(R). By virtue of Young’s inequality

(∫

R

‖(1 + | · |)−1Gλf(t, ·)‖p0dt
) 1

p

6 C

(∫

R

|f1(t)|pdt
) 1

p

, (4.1)

where the integrals in (4.1) are interpreted as the essential supermum when p = +∞.

For 1 6 i 6 n,

|∂xi
Gλf(t, x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

∂xi
K(r, t, x− y)[f(r, y)− f(r, x)]e−λ(t−r)dydr

∣∣∣∣∣

6 2

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

|∂yiK(r, t, y)|f2(r)[1|y|61|y|αρ(|y|) + |y|1|y|>1]e
−λ(t−r)dydr

6 C

t∫

−∞

∫

Rn

K(2r, 2t, y)f2(r)
[
1 + |y|α2 −1

]
e−λ(t−r)dydr

6 C

t∫

−∞

f2(r)
[
1 + (t− r)

α−2
4

]
e−λ(t−r)dr, (4.2)

where f2(r) = [f(r, ·)]α,ρ ∈ Lp(R), and in the third line we have used (2.12). The estimate (4.2)

implies

(∫

R

‖∂xi
Gλf(t, ·)‖p0dt

) 1
p

6 C

(∫

R

[f(t, ·)]pα,ρdt
) 1

p

. (4.3)
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Furthermore, for 1 6 i, j 6 n, we get an analogue of (4.2)

|∂2xi,xj
Gλf(t, x)| 6 C

t∫

−∞

f2(r)
[
(t− r)−

1
2 + (t− r)

α
4
−1
]
e−λ(t−r)dr,

which implies that

(∫

R

‖∂2xi,xj
Gλf(t, ·)‖p0dt

) 1
p

6 C

(∫

R

[f(t, ·)]pα,ρdt
) 1

p

. (4.4)

Combining (4.1), (4.3) and (4.4), it remains to show for every γ > 0,

γ|{t : [∇2Gλf(t, ·)]α,ρ > γ}| 6 C

∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖l,α,ρdt, when p = 1, (4.5)

and
(∫

R

[∇2Gλf(t, ·)]pα,ρdt
) 1

p

6 C

(∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖pl,α,ρdt
) 1

p

, when p ∈ (1,+∞]. (4.6)

We first prove (4.6) for p = +∞. By (4.4), we need to show that for every 1 6 i, j 6 n and

every x, y ∈ Rn (|x− y| 6 1/3) there exists a positive constant C such that

|∂2xi,xj
Gλf(t, x)− ∂2yi,yjGλf(t, y)| 6 Cess sup

r∈R
[f(r, ·)]α,ρ|x− y|αρ(|x− y|), for t ∈ R. (4.7)

By (3.3)

∂2xi,xj
Gλf(t, x)− ∂2yi,yjGλf(t, y)

=

t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

∂2xi,xj
K(r, t, x− z)[f(r, z) − f(r, x)]dz

−
t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)[f(r, z) − f(r, y)]dz

+

t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|>2|x−y|

∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)[f(r, y) − f(r, x)]dz

+

t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

2|x−y|<|x−z|61

[∂2xi,xj
K(r, t, x− z)− ∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)]

×[f(r, z) − f(r, x)]dz

+

t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|>1

[∂2xi,xj
K(r, t, x− z)− ∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)]

×[f(r, z) − f(r, x)]dz

= : J1(t, x, y) + J2(t, x, y) + J3(t, x, y) + J4(t, x, y) + J5(t, x, y). (4.8)
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For J1 we have

|J1(t, x, y)| 6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
∫

|z|62|x−y|

|z|αρ(|z|)dz
+∞∫

0

r−
n+2
2 e−

|z|2

4Γr dr

6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
∫

|z|62|x−y|

ρ(|z|)
|z|n−α

dz

+∞∫

0

r
n−2
2 e−

r
4 dr

6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
2|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr. (4.9)

Observe that when |x− z| 6 2|x− y|, |y − z| = |y − x+ x− z| 6 3|x− y|, and thus

|J2(t, x, y)| 6
t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|y−z|63|x−y|

|∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)||f(r, z) − f(r, y)|dz,

which implies

|J2(t, x, y)| 6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
3|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr. (4.10)

For J3, by Gauss–Green’s formula

|J3(t, x, y)|

=

∣∣∣∣∣

t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|=2|x−y|

∂yjK(r, t, y − z)νi[f(r, y)− f(r, x)]dS

∣∣∣∣∣

6 C

t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|=2|x−y|

|y − z|(t− r)−
n+2
2 e

− |y−z|2

2Γ(t−r) |f(r, y)− f(r, x)|dS,

where ν = (ν1, ν2,··· , νn) is the exterior unit normal of the spherical surface {z ∈ Rn; |x − z| =
2|x− y|}. Thus

|J3(t, x, y)| 6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ|x− y|αρ(|x− y|)|x− y|n
+∞∫

0

r−
n+2
2 e−

|x−y|2

2Γr dr

6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ|x− y|αρ(|x− y|). (4.11)

For J4, since |x− z| > 2|x− y|, for every ξ ∈ [x, y] (the line with endpoints x and y), we get

1

2
|x− z| 6 |ξ − z| 6 2|x− z|.
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Thanks to the mean value inequality

|J4(t, x, y)| 6 C|x− y|
t∫

−∞

dr

∫

2|x−y|<|x−z|61

|f(r, z) − f(r, x)|(t− r)−
n+3
2 e

− |x−z|2

16Γ(t−r)dz

6 C|x− y|ess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
∫

2|x−y|<|z|61

|z|αρ(|z|)|z|−n−1dz

+∞∫

0

r
n−1
2 e−

r
16 dr

6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ|x− y|
1∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr. (4.12)

Let β ∈ (α, 1) and |x− z| > 2|x− y| ,
∣∣∣∂2xi,xj

K(r, t, x − z)− ∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∂2xi,xj

K(r, t, x − z)− ∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)
∣∣∣
1−β∣∣∣∂2xi,xj

K(r, t, x− z)− ∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)
∣∣∣
β

6

[
|∂2xi,xj

K(r, t, x − z)|+ |∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)|
]1−β

×
∣∣∣∂2xi,xj

K(r, t, x− z)− ∂2yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)
∣∣∣
β

6 C
[
(t− r)−

n+2
2 e

− |x−z|2

16Γ(t−r)

]1−β[
(t− r)−

n+3
2 e

− |x−z|2

16Γ(t−r)

]β
|x− y|β

6 C|x− y|β(t− r)−
n+2+β

2 e
− |x−z|2

16Γ(t−r) .

Therefore,

|J5(t, x, y)|

6 C|x− y|β
t∫

−∞

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

|x−z|>1

|f(r, z)− f(r, x)|(t − r)−
n+2+β

2 e
− |x−z|2

16Γ(t−r)dz

6 C|x− y|βess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
+∞∫

0

e−λrdr

∫

|z|>1

|z|r−n+2+β
2 e−

|z|2

16r dz

6 C|x− y|βess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
+∞∫

0

e−λrr−
1+β
2 dr

6 C|x− y|βess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ, (4.13)

where in the third line we have used the fact that f(r, ·) has at most linear growth (Remark 2.9 (ii)).

Combining (4.8)–(4.13), we deduce that

|∂2xi,xj
Gλf(t, x)− ∂2yi,yjGλf(t, y)|
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6 Cess sup
r∈R

[f(r, ·)]α,ρ
[ 3|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr + |x− y|αρ(|x− y|) + |x− y|

1∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr + |x− y|β

]

6 C

[ 3|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr + |x− y|αρ(|x− y|) + |x− y|

1∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr

]

6 C

[ |x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr + |x− y|αρ(|x− y|) + 2|x− y|

1∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr

]

+C

[ 2|x−y|∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr − 2|x− y|

2|x−y|∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr

]
+C

3|x−y|∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr

6 C

[ |x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr + |x− y|αρ(|x− y|) + |x− y|

1∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr +

3|x−y|∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr

]
, (4.14)

where in the second inequality we have used (2.12).

If f ∈ L∞(R; Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) (ς ∈ {d, s, c}), using L’Hospital’s rule ([7, p. 346]), we get

lim
|x−y|→0

3|x−y|∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)
r1−αdr

|x−y|∫
0

ρ(r)
r1−αdr

= lim
|x−y|→0

3ρ(3|x−y|)
(3|x−y|)1−α − 2ρ(2|x−y|)

(2|x−y|)1−α

ρ(|x−y|)
|x−y|1−α

= 3α lim
|x−y|→0

ρ(3|x− y|)
ρ(|x− y|) − 2α lim

|x−y|→0

ρ(2|x − y|)
ρ(|x− y|) = 3α − 2α > 0,

where in the last line we have used the assumption that ρ is a slowly varying function at zero if ρ

is increasing. Then there is a positive constant C such that for every |x− y| 6 1/3,

3|x−y|∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr 6 C

|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr. (4.15)

In the case of f ∈ L∞(R; Cα,ρ
l,w (Rn)), by the definition, ρ is decreasing , we have

3|x−y|∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr 6 ρ(2|x− y|)

3|x−y|∫

2|x−y|

1

r1−α
dr

= ρ(2|x− y|)α−1(3α − 2α)|x− y|α 6 α−1ρ(|x− y|)|x− y|α. (4.16)

Combining (4.14)–(4.16), we have

|∂2xi,xj
Gλf(t, x)− ∂2yi,yjGλf(t, y)|

6 C

[ |x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr + |x− y|αρ(|x− y|) + |x− y|

1∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr

]
. (4.17)
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By L’Hospital’s rule ([7, p. 346]) and Lemma 2.7, we have

lim
|x−y|→0

|x−y|∫
0

ρ(r)
r1−αdr

|x− y|αρ(|x− y|)

= e−c0 lim
|x−y|→0

|x−y|∫
0

ρ(r)
r1−α dr

|x− y|αρ(|x− y|)e−c(|x−y|)

= e−c0 lim
|x−y|→0

ρ(|x− y|)|x− y|α−1

[α+ ζ(|x− y|)]|x− y|α−1ρ(|x− y|)e−c(|x−y|) =
1

α
(4.18)

and

lim
|x−y|→0

|x− y|
1∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)
r2−αdr

|x− y|αρ(|x− y|)

= e−c0 lim
|x−y|→0

1∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)
r2−α dr

|x− y|α−1ρ(|x− y|)e−c(|x−y|)

= e−c0 lim
|x−y|→0

−ρ(|x− y|)|x− y|α−2

[α− 1 + ζ(|x− y|)]|x − y|α−2ρ(|x− y|)e−c(|x−y|) =
1

1− α
. (4.19)

By (4.18) and (4.19), for |x− y| 6 1/3, we get

max

{ |x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr, |x− y|

1∫

|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2−α
dr

}
6 C|x− y|αρ(|x− y|). (4.20)

We then conclude (4.7) from (4.17) and (4.20).

Let H = Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn) and H̃ = Cα,ρ

b,ς (R
n) (ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}). For 1 6 i, j 6 n , h ∈ H, set

Ki,j(t, r)h(x) =

∫

Rn

∂2xi,xj
K(r, t, x− y)h(y)dy =:

∫

Rn

Ki,j(r, t, x − y)h(y)dy . (4.21)

Further for f ∈ L∞(R;H) set

Aλ
i,jf(t, ·) =

∫

R

e−λ(t−r)Ki,j(t, r)f(r, ·)dr (4.22)

and

Af(t) = ‖Aλ
i,jf(t, ·)‖H̃, K(t, r) = Ki,j(t, r)e

−λ(t−r), (4.23)

where we set Ki,j(t, r) = 0 for r > t.

By (4.4) and (4.7), A : L∞(R;H) → L∞(R) is well-defined and (2.5) holds true. Let k = 1, 2, . . .

and fm ∈ L∞(R;H), m = 1, 2, . . . , k then

∣∣∣A
( k∑

m=1

fm(t)
)∣∣∣ =

∥∥∥Aλ
i,j

( k∑

m=1

fm(t, ·)
)∥∥∥

H̃
6

k∑

m=1

|Afm(t)|, a.e.. (4.24)
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Therefore condition (i) of Lemma 2.4 holds.

By (4.22) and (4.23), for every h ∈ H,

|∂rK(t, r)h(x)|

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Rn

∂rKi,j(r, t, y)h(x − y)dy + λ

∫

Rn

Ki,j(r, t, y)h(x − y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣e
−λ(t−r)

6

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Rn

∂rKi,j(r, t, y)[h(x − y)− h(x)]dy + λ

∫

Rn

Ki,j(r, t, y)[h(x − y)− h(x)]dy

∣∣∣∣∣e
−λ(t−r)

6 C[h]α,ρ

∫

Rn

(t− r)−
n+2
2 [(t− r)−1 + 1]e

− |y|2

4Γ(t−r) [|y|αρ(|y|)1|y|61 + |y|1|y|>1]dye
−λ(t−r)

6 C[h]α,ρ

∫

Rn

(t− r)−
n+2
2 [(t− r)−1 + 1]e

− |y|2

4Γ(t−r) [|y|α2 + |y|]dye−λ(t−r)

6 C[h]α,ρ

[
(t− r)−

1
2 + (t− r)

α
4
−2
]
e−λ(t−r), (4.25)

where in the fifth line we have used (2.12).

For every x 6= y and |x− y| 6 1/3, we calculate that

∂rK(t, r)h(x) − ∂rK(t, r)h(y) =

[∫

Rn

∂rKi,j(r, t, z)[h(x − z)− h(y − z)]dz

+λ

∫

Rn

Ki,j(r, t, z)[h(x − z)− h(y − z)]dz

]
e−λ(t−r)

= : [I1(t, r, x, y) + I2(t, r, x, y)]e
−λ(t−r) . (4.26)

We divide I1 into five parts which is analogue of (4.8)

I1(t, r, x, y)

=

∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

∂3r,xi,xj
K(r, t, x − z)[h(z) − h(x)]dz

−
∫

|x−z|62|x−y|

∂3r,yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)[h(z) − h(y)]dz

+

∫

|x−z|>2|x−y|

∂3r,yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)[h(y) − h(x)]dz

+

∫

2|x−y|<|x−z|61

[∂3r,xi,xj
K(r, t, x− z)− ∂3r,yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)][h(z) − h(x)]dz

+

∫

|x−z|>1

[∂3r,xi,xj
K(r, t, x− z)− ∂3r,yi,yjK(r, t, y − z)][h(z) − h(x)]dz

= : I11(t, r, x, y) + I12(t, r, x, y) + I13(t, r, x, y) + I14(t, r, x, y) + I15(t, r, x, y). (4.27)

25



Notice that for every m ∈ N,

|∂r∂mxi1
,...,xim

K(r, t, x)| 6 C(t− r)−1−n+m
2 e

− |x|2

4Γ(t−r) ,

then

|I11(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ

∫

|z|62|x−y|

|z|αρ(|z|)(t − r)−
n+4
2 e

− |z|2

4Γ(t−r)dz

6 C[h]α,ρ(t− r)−2

∫

|z|62|x−y|

|z|α−nρ(|z|)
( |z|2
t− r

)n
2
e
− |z|2

4Γ(t−r)dz

6 C[h]α,ρ(t− r)−2

2|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1−α
dr. (4.28)

Repeating all calculations from (4.10) to (4.13), we get analogues of J2–J5 that





|I12(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ(t− r)−2
3|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)
r1−αdr,

|I13(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ(t− r)−2|x− y|αρ(|x− y|),

|I14(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ(t− r)−2|x− y|
1∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)
r2−α dr,

|I15(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ(t− r)−
3+β
2 |x− y|β,

(4.29)

where β ∈ (α, 1).

By (4.28), (4.29) and (4.14)–(4.20), we conclude that

|I1(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ

[
(t− r)−2 + (t− r)−

3+β
2

]
|x− y|αρ(|x− y|), x, y ∈ Rn, |x− y| 6 1

3
. (4.30)

Similar calculations also implies that

|I2(t, r, x, y)| 6 C[h]α,ρ

[
(t− r)−1 + (t− r)−

1+β
2

]
|x− y|αρ(|x− y|), x, y ∈ Rn, |x− y| 6 1

3
. (4.31)

Combining (4.25), (4.26), (4.30) and (4.31), we assert

‖∂rK(t, r)h‖H̃ 6 C‖h‖H
[
(t− r)−

1
2 + (t− r)−2

]
e−λ(t−r),

which implies that

‖∂rK(t, r)‖L(H;H̃) 6 C
[
(t− r)−

1
2 + (t− r)−2

]
e−λ(t−r) =: Cφ(t− r). (4.32)

Similarly, we get

‖K(t, r)‖L(H;H̃) 6 C
[
(t− r)−

1
2 + (t− r)−1

]
e−λ(t−r). (4.33)

By (4.21), (4.23) and (4.33), conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition 2.2 hold.
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Noticing that for every ι > 0

ι

+∞∫

ι

φ(τ)dτ = ι

+∞∫

ι

[τ−
1
2 + τ−2]e−λτdτ 6 C < +∞, (4.34)

by Lemma 2.3, K is a Calderón–Zygmund kernel relative to the filtration of dyadic cubes. Moreover,

for f ∈ C∞
0 (R;H)

|Af(t)| =
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

R

e−λ(t−r)Ki,j(t, r)f(r, ·)dr
∥∥∥∥∥
H̃
=

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

R

K(t, r)f(r)dr

∥∥∥∥∥
H̃
,

which implies that condition (ii) in Lemma 2.4 holds.

Now let f, f1, f2, . . . ∈ L∞(R;H) such that f and all fk vanish outside of the same ball. Moreover,

we assume that the norms ‖fk‖L∞(R;H) are uniformly bounded with respect to k, and ‖f(t) −
fk(t)‖H → 0 for almost all t ∈ R. By using the Fatou lemma, (2.6) holds, and thus condition (iii) of

Lemma 2.4 holds. Further by Lemma 2.4, A is of weak-type (1, 1) and strong-type (p, p) for every

p ∈ (1,+∞) on smooth functions with compact support, as C∞
0 (R;H) is dense in Lp(R;H) , there

exists a positive constant C such that

γ|{t : ‖∇2Gλf(t, ·)‖H̃ > γ}| 6 C

∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖Hdt, ∀ γ > 0, when p = 1,

and

(∫

R

‖∇2Gλf(t, ·)‖pH̃dt
) 1

p

6 C

(∫

R

‖f(t, ·)‖pHdt
) 1

p

, when p ∈ (1,+∞),

for all f ∈ Lp(R;H) . Therefore, (4.5) and (4.6) hold. Combining (4.1) and (4.3)–(4.6), we conclude

(3.4) and (3.5) for ϑ = l. �

5 Proof of Theorem 3.4

The proof for ϑ = b is easier than that for ϑ = l, here we just show the detail for the case of ϑ = l.

On the other hand, the proofs for 2/p − 1 < α < 2/p and α = 1 − 2/p are similar to α > 2/p and

α = 2/p, respectively, we only prove the case of α > 2/p for ς ∈ {d, s, c, w} and α = 2/p for ς = d.

When ς ∈ {d, s, c, w}, the calculations for ς ∈ {d, c, w} are similar to the case of ς = s, we only

prove the case of ς = s.

(i) By the representation (3.6), we have

sup
x∈Rn

|u(t, x)|
1 + |x| 6 C sup

x∈Rn

1

1 + |x|

t∫

0

∫

Rn

K(r, t, y)[1 + |x|+ |y|]f1(r)e−λ(t−r)dydr

6 C

t∫

0

f1(r)
[
1 + (t− r)

1
2

]
dr 6 C‖f1‖Lp([0,T ]), (5.1)
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where f1 is given in (4.1).

For 1 6 i 6 n, it follows by (3.6) that

|∂xi
u(t, x)| 6 C

t∫

0

∫

Rn

|∂yiK(r, t, y)|f2(r)[1|y|61|y|αρ(|y|) + |y|1|y|>1]e
−λ(t−r)dydr

6 C

t∫

0

∫

Rn

K(2r, 2t, y)f2(r)[1 + |y|α−1−ε]e−λ(t−r)dydr

6 C

t∫

0

f2(r)
[
1 + (t− r)

α−1−ε
2

]
dr

6 C‖f2‖Lp([0,T ])

[
1 +

T∫

0

r
(α−1−ε)p
2(p−1) dr

] p−1
p

< +∞, (5.2)

where f2 is given in (4.2), and in the second line we have used (2.12) for 0 < ε < 1.

Let 1 6 i, j 6 n. Choosing 2ε = (α− 2/p) in (5.2) yields

|∂2xi,xj
u(t, x)| 6 C

t∫

0

f2(r)
[
(t− r)−

1
2 + (t− r)

α−ε
2

−1
]
e−λ(t−r)dr

6 C‖f2‖Lp([0,T ])

[ T∫

0

r
− p

2(p−1) dr +

T∫

0

r
(α−4)p+2
4(p−1) dr

] p−1
p

< +∞, (5.3)

where in the last inequality we have used the fact α > 2/p.

By (5.1)–(5.3), it remains to show for every 1 6 i, j 6 n and every x, y ∈ Rn (|x − y| 6 1/3)

there exists a positive constant C such that

|∂2xi,xj
u(t, x)− ∂2yi,yju(t, y)| 6 C|x− y|α−

2
pρ(|x− y|), for t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.4)

Let J1, . . . , J5 be given by (4.8) with −∞ replaced by 0. By using Hölder’s inequality

|J1(t, x, y)| 6 C[f ]p,α,ρ

∫

|z|62|x−y|

|z|αρ(|z|)
[ +∞∫

0

r
− (n+2)p

2(p−1) e
− p|z|2

4Γ(p−1)r dr

] p−1
p

dz

6 C

∫

|z|62|x−y|

ρ(|z|)
|z|n+

2
p
−α
dz 6 C

2|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1+
2
p
−α
dr, (5.5)

where [f ]pp,α,ρ =
T∫
0

[f(r, ·)]pα,ρdr.

Similarly, we achieve

|J2(t, x, y)| 6 C

3|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r
1+ 2

p
−α
dr. (5.6)
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For J3 we have

|J3(t, x, y)| 6 C[f ]p,α,ρ|x− y|αρ(|x− y|)|x− y|n
[ +∞∫

0

r
− (n+2)p

2(p−1) e
− p|x−y|2

2Γ(p−1)r dr

] p−1
p

6 C|x− y|α−
2
pρ(|x− y|). (5.7)

For J4 we obtain that

|J4(t, x, y)| 6 C[f ]p,α,ρ|x− y|
∫

2|x−y|<|z|61

|z|αρ(|z|)dz
[ +∞∫

0

r
− (n+3)p

2(p−1) e
− p|z|2

16Γ(p−1)r dr

] p−1
p

6 C|x− y|
1∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2+
2
p
−α
dr. (5.8)

We estimate J5 by

|J5(t, x, y)| 6 C[f ]p,α,ρ|x− y|β
∫

|z|>1

|z|
[ +∞∫

0

r
− (n+2+β)p

2(p−1) e
− p|z|2

16Γ(p−1)r dr

] p−1
p

dz

6 C|x− y|β
∫

|z|>1

|z|−n−β− 2
p
+1dz 6 C|x− y|β, (5.9)

where β ∈ (α, 1) such that β + 2/p > 1.

Combining (5.5) to (5.9) and (2.12), for every t ∈ [0, T ], we conclude

|∂2xi,xj
u(t, x)− ∂2yi,yju(t, y)|

6 C

[ 3|x−y|∫

0

ρ(r)

r1+
2
p
−α
dr + |x− y|α−

2
pρ(|x− y|) + |x− y|

1∫

2|x−y|

ρ(r)

r2+
2
p
−α
dr

]
. (5.10)

Adapting calculations for (4.14)–(4.20) to (5.10), we achieve (5.4).

(ii) Repeating calculations of (5.5)–(5.10) and with the help of (4.15) for α = 0 we get for

|x− y| 6 1/3 that

|∇2u(t, x)−∇2u(t, y)| 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
l,d

(Rn))ρ̂(|x− y|), for t ∈ [0, T ] . (5.11)

On the other hand, by (5.1) and (5.2), (1 + | · |)−1|u(t, ·)|, ∂xi
u ∈ L∞([0, T ]×Rn), it remains to

check ∂2xi,xj
u ∈ L∞([0, T ]× Rn) (1 6 i, j 6 n). In fact

∣∣∣∂2xi,xj
u(t, x)

∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣

t∫

0

dr

∫

Rn

∂2xi,xj
K(r, t, x− y)[f(r, y)− f(r, x)]dy

∣∣∣∣∣
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6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
l,d

(Rn))

∫

Rn

[ T∫

0

r
− p(n+2)

2(p−1) e
− p|y|2

8Γ(p−1)r dr

] p−1
p

[|y|αρ(|y|)1|y|61 + |y|1|y|>1]e
− |y|2

8ΓT dy

6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
l,d

(Rn))

∫

Rn

[|y|−nρ(|y|)1|y|61 + |y|−α−n+11|y|>1]e
− |y|2

8ΓT dy

6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
l,d

(Rn))

[ 1∫

0

ρ(r)

r
dr +

+∞∫

1

r−αe−
r2

8ΓT dr

]
6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ

l,d
(Rn)) , (5.12)

which completes the proof. �

6 Proof of Theorem 3.6

We only prove the case of ϑ = l. Clearly, if u ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) ∩ W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

l,ς (Rn))

solves the Cauchy problem (3.11), for all λ̃ ∈ R, ũ(t, x) = u(t, x)e(λ̃−λ)t ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) ∩

W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) solves the following Cauchy problem





∂tũ(t, x) =
1
2

n∑
i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)∂
2
xi,xj

ũ(t, x) + g(t, x) · ∇ũ(t, x)

−λ̃ũ(t, x) + f̃(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rn,

ũ(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn,

where f̃(t, x) = f(t, x)e(λ̃−λ)t, and vice versa. So we just need prove the well-posedness of (3.11) for

some λ > 1.

(i) For τ ∈ [0, 1] we consider the following of equations





∂tu(t, x) = (1− τ)Au(t, x) + τ
[
1
2

n∑
i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)∂
2
xi,xj

u(t, x) + g(t, x) · ∇u(t, x)
]

−λu(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ] × Rn,

u(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn,

(6.1)

where A = 1
2

∑n
i,j=1 ai,j(t)∂

2
xi,xj

and a(t) = (ai,j(t)) is given in Theorem 3.1.

In view of Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique u ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) ∩W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

l,ς (Rn))

solving the Cauchy problem (6.1) with τ = 0. Further, with the aid of Theorem 3.4, u ∈
L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2

p
,ρ

l,ς (Rn)) ⊂ L∞([0, T ]; C1+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) when α 6= 2/p and u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2,ρ̂

l,ς (R
n))

⊂ L∞([0, T ]; C1+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) when α = 2/p. Define a mapping T on H1 := Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ

l,ς (Rn)) ∩
L∞([0, T ]; C1+α,ρ

l,ς (Rn)) by

T v(t, x) = τ

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)K(r, t, ·) ∗
[1
2

n∑

i,j=1

(ai,j(r, ·) − ai,j(r))∂
2
xi,xj

v(r, ·)

+g(r, ·) · ∇v(r, ·)
]
(x)dr +

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)K(r, t, ·) ∗ f(r, ·)(x)dr

= : H1(t, x) +H2(t, x), (6.2)
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where K(r, t, x) is given by (3.2).

Since [(ai,j(r, ·) − ai,j(r))∂
2
xi,xj

v(r, ·)] , g(r, ·) · ∇v(r, ·) and f are all in Lp([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn)), we

have H1,H2 ∈ H1. Moreover, by Theorems 3.1 and 3.4, for v1, v2 ∈ H1, there exists a constant

C > 0 which is independent of v1 and v2, such that

‖T v1 − T v2‖H1

6
Cτ

2

∥∥∥
[ n∑

i,j=1

(ai,j(t, ·) − ai,j(t))∂
2
xi,xj

(v1 − v2) + g(r, ·) · ∇(v1 − v2)
]∥∥∥

Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
l,ς

(Rn))

6 Cτ‖v1 − v2‖H1 . (6.3)

It follows that there exists an τ0 > 0 such that for τ ∈ (0, τ0], the mapping T is contractive in H1

and has a fixed point u which obviously satisfies that

‖u‖H1 6 C‖f‖Lp([0,T ];Cα,ρ
l,ς

(Rn)). (6.4)

Further, if α 6= 2/p, then u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2+α− 2
p
,ρ

l,ς (Rn)) and (3.8) holds. If ς = d and α = 2/p, then

u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C2,ρ̂
l,s (R

n)) and (3.9) holds.

On the other hand, u satisfies (6.1), thus (3.12) holds true. We then repeat the proceeding

arguments to extend the solution to the interval [0, 2τ0]. Continuing this procedure with finitely

many steps, there is a unique strong solution u for the Cauchy problem (6.1) with τ ∈ [0, 1]. In

particular, there is a unique u ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)) ∩W 1,p([0, T ]; Cα,ρ

l,ς (Rn)) solving the Cauchy

problem (3.11), and (3.12) holds mutatis mutandis. Moreover, for α 6= 2/p, we have (3.8), and for

ς = d, α = 2/p, we have (3.9).

(ii) Let v ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C2+α,ρ
l,ς (Rn)). Since q = +∞, for p ∈ (1,+∞], we have g(r, ·) · ∇v(r, ·) ∈

Lp([0, T ]; Cα,ρ
l,ς (Rn)). Then applying a fixed point argument as that in (i) and repeating analogue

calculations as that in proof of Theorem 3.4 arrive at the conclusion. �

7 Proof of Theorem 3.11

We divide the proof into two parts: the unique strong solvability for a class of Kolmogorov equations

and the well-posedness of solutions for SDE (1.13) with low regularity growing drift. For simplicity,

in the following calculations, we always assume that T 6 1.

Part I: the unique strong solvability for the following Kolmogorov equation




∂tU(t, x) = 1
2∆U(t, x) + b(t, x) · ∇U(t, x)

−λU(t, x) + b(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rn,

U(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn,

(7.1)

in

HT = {Ũ ∈ L∞([0, T ];L∞
loc(R

n;Rn)); |∇Ũ | ∈ L∞([0, T ]× Rn),

|∇2Ũ | ∈ L2([0, T ];L∞(Rn)), |∂tŨ | ∈ Lp([0, T ];L∞
loc(R

n))},

where λ > 0 is large enough, b ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn)) with p ∈ (1, 2]. The unknown function U

is called a strong solution of (7.1) if U, ∂tU, ∂
2
xi,xj

U ∈ L1([0, T ];L∞
loc(R

n)) (1 6 i, j 6 n), which have
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at most linear growth in space variable, such that (7.1) holds for almost all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Rn. We

divide the proof into two cases: p ∈ (1, 2) and p = 2.

Case 1: p ∈ (1, 2). We extend b from [0, T ] to (−∞, T ] by defining b(t, x) = 0 for t < 0. Let ̺

be a regularizing kernel

0 6 ̺ ∈ C∞
0 (R), supp(̺) ⊂ [0, 1],

∫

R

̺(r)dr = 1.

For m ∈ N, we set ̺m(r) = m̺(mr), and then smooth b in time variable by ̺m

bm(t, x) = (b(·, x) ∗ ̺m)(t) =

∫

R

b(t− r, x)̺m(r)dr.

For R > 0, we define bm,R(t, x) = bm(t, xχR(x)), where χR(x) = χ(x/R) and

χ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn), 0 6 χ 6 1, |χ′| 6 2 and χ(x) =

{
1, when x ∈ B1,

0, when x ∈ Rn \B2.
(7.2)

Then bm,R ∈ L∞([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1,ρ

b,d (Rn;Rn)) and there exists a (unlabelled) subsequence such that

lim
m→+∞

lim
R→+∞

|bm,R(t, x)− b(t, x)| = 0, a.e. (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×Rn. (7.3)

Moreover,

T∫

0

‖(1 + | · |)−1bm,R(t, ·)‖p0dt 6
T∫

0

‖(1 + | · |)−1b(t, ·)‖p0dt (7.4)

and

[bm,R]p, 2
p
−1,ρ =

[ T∫

0

sup
0<|x−y|61

|bm,R(t, x)− bm,R(t, y)|p
|x− y|2−pρp(|x− y|) dt

] 1
p

6 [bm]p, 2
p
−1,ρ sup

0<|x−y|61

|xχR(x)− yχR(y)|
2
p
−1ρ(|xχR(x)− yχR(y)|)

|x− y|
2
p
−1
ρ(|x− y|)

6 3
2
p
−1[b]p, 2

p
−1,ρ sup

0<|x−y|61

ρ(3|x− y|)
ρ(|x− y|) 6 C[b]p, 2

p
−1,ρ, (7.5)

where

[bm]p
p, 2

p
−1,ρ

=

T∫

0

[bm(r, ·)]p2
p
−1,ρ

dr and [b]p
p, 2

p
−1,ρ

=

T∫

0

[b(r, ·)]p2
p
−1,ρ

dr,

and in the last line of (7.5) we have used

|xχR(x)− yχR(y)| 6 |x− y|χR(x) + |y||χR(x)− χR(y)|
6 |x− y|[1 + sup

τ∈[0,1]
|χ′

R(τx+ (1− τ)y)|] 6 3|x− y|,
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and the fact ρ is a slowly varying function at zero.

Consider the following Kolmogorov equation





∂tUm,R(t, x) =
1
2∆Um,R(t, x) + bm,R(t, x) · ∇Um,R(t, x)

−λUm,R(t, x) + bm,R(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ] × Rn,

Um,R(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn .

(7.6)

With the help of Theorem 3.6 (ii), there exists a unique Um,R ∈ Lp([0, T ]; C1+ 2
p
,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn)) ∩

W 1,p([0, T ]; C
2
p
−1,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn))∩L∞([0, T ]; C1,ρ̂
l,s (R

n;Rn)) solving the Cauchy problem (7.6), where ρ̂ is

given by (3.10).

On the other hand, by the heat kernel representation, the unique strong solution has the following

equivalent form

Um,R(t, x) =

t∫

0

K(t− r, ·) ∗ [bm,R(r, ·) · (1 +∇Um,R(r, ·))](x)e−λ(t−r)dr, (7.7)

where K(t− r, x) = (2π(t− r))−
n
2 e

− |x|2

2(t−r) .

Let x0 ∈ Rn. Consider the following differential equation

ẋt = −bm,R(t, x0 + xt), xt|t=0 = 0. (7.8)

There exists a unique solution to (7.8). By setting Ûm,R(t, x) := Um,R(t, x+ x0 + xt), b̂m,R(t, x) :=

bm,R(t, x+ x0 + xt) and b̃m,R(t, x) := bm,R(t, x+ x0 + xt)− bm,R(t, x0 + xt), then

Ûm,R(t, x) =

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

K(t− r, x− y)b̃m,R(r, y) · ∇Ûm,R(r, y)dy

+

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

K(t− r, x− y)b̂m,R(r, y)dy. (7.9)

Therefore,

|∇Ûm,R(t, 0)|

=

∣∣∣∣∣

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

∇K(t− r, y)b̃m,R(r, y) · [1 +∇Ûm,R(r, y)]dy

∣∣∣∣∣

6

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

|∇K(t− r, y)|[bm,R(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1|y|61|y|

2
p
−1
ρ(|y|) + |y|1|y|>1]

×[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]dy

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]
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×
( ∫

|y|61

K(2(t− r), y)(t− r)−
1
2 |y|

2
p
−1
ρ(|y|)dy + 1

)
dr

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

×
( 1∫

0

e
− τ2

4(t−r) (t− r)−
n+1
2 τ

2
p
+n−2

ρ(τ)dτ + 1

)
dr

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

×
[ 1∫

0

e
− τ2

8(t−r)

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
t− r)

) 3p−2
5p−2 ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)
1− 1

p

ρ
2p

5p−2 (τ)

τ
dτ + 1

]
dr, (7.10)

where in the last inequality we have used

e
− τ2

4(t−r) (t− r)−
n+1
2 τ

2
p
+n−2ρ(τ)

= e
− τ2

8(t−r)

( τ2

t− r

) 1
p
+n−1

2
e
− τ2

8(t−r)

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
t− r)

) 3p−2
5p−2 ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)
1− 1

p

ρ
2p

5p−2 (τ)

τ

6 Ce
− τ2

8(t−r)

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
t− r)

) 3p−2
5p−2 ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)1−
1
p

ρ
2p

5p−2 (τ)

τ
.

On the other hand, we have

sup
τ∈[0,1],r∈(0,T ]

[
e−

τ2

8r

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
r)

) 3p−2
5p−2

]

6 sup
r∈(0,T ],τ∈[0,√r],

[
e−

τ2

8r

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
r)

) 3p−2
5p−2

]
+ sup

r∈(0,T ],τ∈[√r,1]

[
e−

τ2

8r

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
r)

) 3p−2
5p−2

]

6 1 + sup
r∈(0,T ],µ∈[1,1/r]

[
e−

µ
8

(ρ(√µ√r)
ρ(
√
r)

) 3p−2
5p−2

]

6 1 + sup
µ>1

sup
r∈(0,1/µ]

[
e−

µ
8

(ρ(√µ√r)
ρ(
√
r)

) 3p−2
5p−2

]
. (7.11)

Choosing r0 = 1 in Lemma 2.7, in view of (2.9), leads to

sup
r∈(0,1/µ]

ρ(
√
µ
√
r)

ρ(
√
r)

= sup
r∈(0,1/µ]

exp

{
c(
√
µ
√
r)− c(

√
r) +

√
µ
√
r∫

√
r

ζ(τ)

τ
dτ

}

6 exp
{
2 sup
06τ61

|c(τ)|+ sup
06τ61

ζ(τ) log(
√
µ)
}

6 Cµ
1
2

sup
06τ61

ζ(τ)

. (7.12)
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Combining (7.11) and (7.12), one concludes

sup
τ∈[0,1],r∈(0,T ]

[
e−

τ2

8r

( ρ(τ)

ρ(
√
r)

) 3p−2
5p−2

]
6 1 + C sup

µ>1

[
e−

µ
8 µ

(3p−2)
10p−4

sup
06τ61

ζ(τ)]
6 C.

This, together with (7.10), yields that

|∇Ûm,R(t, 0)|

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

[
ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)
1− 1

p

1∫

0

ρ
2p

5p−2 (τ)

τ
dτ + 1

]
dr

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

[
ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)1−
1
p

+ 1

]
dr, (7.13)

where in the last inequality we have used assumption ρ
2p

5p−2 is a Dini function.

Since x0 ∈ Rn is arbitrary, we conclude from (7.13) that

sup
06t6T

‖∇Um,R(t, ·)‖0

6 C[bm]p, 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + sup

06r6T
‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

{ T∫

0

e
− λpr

p−1

[
1 +

ρ
p(3p−2)

(5p−2)(p−1) (
√
r)

r

]
dr

} p−1
p

6 C[b]p, 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + sup

06τ6T
‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

{ √
T∫

0

e−
λpr2

p−1

[
r +

ρ
p(3p−2)

(5p−2)(p−1) (r)

r

]
dr

} p−1
p

6 C[b]p, 2
p
−1,ρ[1 + sup

06τ6T
‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]

{ √
T∫

0

e−
λpr2

p−1

[
r +

ρ
2p

5p−2 (r)

r

]
dr

} p−1
p

, (7.14)

where in the first inequality we have used the Hölder inequality.

Since ρ
2p

5p−2 (r)/r ∈ L1([0,
√
T ]), by virtue of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we

get

lim
λ→+∞

√
T∫

0

e
−λpr2

p−1

[
r +

ρ
2p

5p−2 (r)

r

]
dr = 0,

which, by choosing λ large enough, also implies that

C[b]p, 2
p
−1,ρ

{ √
T∫

0

e
−λpr2

p−1

[
r +

ρ
2p

5p−2 (r)

r

]
dr

} p−1
p

6
1

3
.

For this fixed large enough λ, then

sup
06t6T

‖∇Um,R(t, ·)‖0 6
3

2
C[b]p, 2

p
−1,ρ

{ √
T∫

0

e
−λpr2

p−1

[
r +

ρ
2p

5p−2 (r)

r

]
dr

} p−1
p

6
1

2
. (7.15)
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This, together with (7.7), also suggests that

sup
06t6T

sup
x∈Rn

|Um,R(t, x)|
1 + |x| 6 sup

06t6T
sup
x∈Rn

1

1 + |x|

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

K(t− r, y)[1

+ sup
06r6T

‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0] + [1 + |x|+ |y|]bm,1(r)
]
dy

6 C

T∫

0

b1(r)
[
1 + (T − r)

1
2

]
dr

6 C‖b1‖Lp([0,T ]) 6 C‖b‖
Lp([0,T ];C

2
p−1,ρ

l,d
(Rn;Rn))

, (7.16)

where

bm,1(r) = ‖(1 + | · |)−1bm,R(r, ·)‖0, b1(r) = ‖(1 + | · |)−1b(r, ·)‖0 ∈ Lp([0, T ]),

and ‖bm,1‖Lp([0,T ]) 6 ‖b1‖Lp([0,T ]).

For the second order derivatives of Um,R(t, x), we get an analogue of (7.13) that

|∇2Ûm,R(t, 0)|

6

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

|∇2K(t− r, y)|[bm,R(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ[1|y|61|y|

2
p
−1ρ(|y|) + |y|1|y|>1]

×[1 + ‖∇Um,R(r, ·)‖0]dy

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ(t− r)−

1
2

[ ∫

|y|61

K(2(t− r), y)(t− r)−
1
2 |y|

2
p
−1
ρ(|y|)dy + 1

]
dr

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ(t− r)−

1
2

[
ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)
1− 1

p

1∫

0

ρ
2p

5p−2 (τ)

τ
dτ + 1

]
dr

6 C

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)[bm(r, ·)] 2
p
−1,ρ(t− r)−

1
2

[
ρ

3p−2
5p−2 (

√
t− r)

(t− r)
1− 1

p

+ 1

]
dr,

which, by Young’s inequality, implies that

‖∇2Um,R‖L2([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn))

6 C[bm]p, 2
p
−1,ρ

{ T∫

0

e−
2λpr
3p−2

[
r−

p
3p−2 +

ρ
2p

5p−2 (
√
r)

r

]
dr

} 3p−2
2p

6 C[b]p, 2
p
−1,ρ

{
1 +

√
T∫

0

e−
2λpr2

3p−2
ρ

2p
5p−2 (r)

r
dr

} 3p−2
2p

6 C[b]p, 2
p
−1,ρ . (7.17)

Further, by (7.6), (7.15)–(7.17), then ∂tUm,R ∈ Lp([0, T ];L∞
loc(R

n;Rn)) and by (7.15)–(7.17)

there is a positive constant C such that

‖(1 + | · |)−1∂tUm,R(t, ·)‖Lp([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn))
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6 C
[
‖∇2Um,R‖L2([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn)) + λ‖(1 + | · |)−1Um,R(t, ·)‖L∞([0,T ]×Rn;Rn)

+‖∇Um,R‖L∞([0,T ]×Rn;Rn)‖(1 + | · |)−1bm,R(t, ·)‖Lp([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn))

+‖(1 + | · |)−1bm,R(t, ·)‖Lp([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn))

]

6 C‖b‖
Lp([0,T ];C

2
p−1,ρ

l,d
(Rn;Rn))

. (7.18)

On account of (7.15)–(7.18) and (7.3), there exists a (unlabelled) subsequence Um,R and a measur-

able function U ∈ HT such that Um,R(t, x) → U(t, x) ∈ HT for a.e. (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Rn as R and m

tend to infinity in turn. In particular U satisfies (7.1) and the following estimate

sup
06t6T

‖∇U(t, ·)‖0 6
1

2
. (7.19)

Now we prove the uniqueness. Observing that the equation is linear, it suffices to prove that

U ≡ 0 for the following nonhomogeneous Cauchy problem
{
∂tU(t, x) = 1

2∆U(t, x) + b(t, x) · ∇U(t, x)− λU(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rn,

U(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn.

For the above Cauchy problem, if one sets Û , b̂ and b̃ as in (7.9), then

Û(t, x) =

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

K(t− r, x − y)b̃(r, y) · ∇Û(r, y)dy.

Further, we get

sup
06t6T

‖∇U(t, ·)‖0 = sup
06t6T

‖∇Û(t, ·)‖0

= sup
06t6T

∥∥∥∥∥

t∫

0

e−λ(t−r)dr

∫

Rn

∇K(t− r, · − y)b̃(r, y) · ∇Û(r, y)dy

∥∥∥∥∥
0

6 sup
06r6T

‖∇U(r, ·)‖0C[b]p, 2
p
−1,ρ

{ √
T∫

0

e−
λpr2

p−1

[
r +

ρ
2p

5p−2 (r)

r

]
dr

} p−1
p

6
1

3
sup

06r6T
‖∇U(r, ·)‖0,

and deduce that ∇U ≡ 0, which leads to U ≡ 0 by a similar argument as in (7.16).

Case 2: p = 2. Let ˜̺ be another regularizing kernel

0 6 ˜̺ ∈ C∞
0 (Rn), supp(˜̺) ⊂ B1,

∫

Rn

˜̺(x)dx = 1.

For k ∈ N, we set ˜̺k(x) = k ˜̺(kx), and then smooth b in space variable by ˜̺k

bk(t, x) = (b(t, ·) ∗ ˜̺k)(x) =

∫

Rn

b(t, x− y)˜̺k(y)dy .
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Let χR be given by (7.2). We set bkR(t, x) = bk(t, xχR(x)), then bkR ∈ L2([0, T ]; Cβ,ρ
b,d (R

n;Rn)) for

every β ∈ (0, 1) and

lim
k→+∞

lim
R→+∞

|bkR(t, x)− b(t, x)| = 0, for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rn. (7.20)

Moreover, we get analogues of (7.4) and (7.5) that

T∫

0

‖(1 + | · |)−1bkR(t, ·)‖20dt 6 4

T∫

0

‖(1 + | · |)−1b(t, ·)‖20dt (7.21)

and

[bkR]2,0,ρ 6 [b]2,0,ρ sup
0<|x−y|61

ρ(3|x− y|)
ρ(|x− y|) 6 C[b]2,0,ρ, (7.22)

where

[bkR]
2
2,0,ρ =

T∫

0

[bkR(r, ·)]20,ρdr and [b]22,0,ρ =

T∫

0

[b(r, ·)]20,ρdr.

Consider the following Kolmogorov equation





∂tU
k
R(t, x) =

1
2∆U

k
R(t, x) + bkR(t, x) · ∇Uk

R(t, x)

−λUk
R(t, x) + bkR(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ] ×Rn,

Uk
R(0, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn .

(7.23)

By Theorem 3.6 (i), there exists a unique Uk
R ∈ L2([0, T ]; C1+β,ρ

l,d (Rn;Rn))∩W 1,2([0, T ]; Cβ,ρ
l,d (Rn;Rn))∩

L∞([0, T ]; C1+β,ρ
l,d (Rn;Rn)) solving the Cauchy problem (7.23). Moreover, Uk

R satisfies integral equa-

tion (7.7) if one uses bkR instead of bm,R. Similar to (7.8)–(7.13), if one chooses p = 2, then we get

an analogue of (7.14) that

sup
06t6T

‖∇Uk
R(t, ·)‖0 6 C[b]2,0,ρ

[
1 + sup

06τ6T
‖∇Uk

R(r, ·)‖0
]{

√
T∫

0

e−2λr2
[
r +

ρ(r)

r

]
dr

} 1
2

,

which also suggests that

sup
06t6T

‖∇Uk
R(t, ·)‖0 6

3

2
C[b]2,0,ρ

{ √
T∫

0

e−2λr2
[
r +

ρ(r)

r

]
dr

} 1
2

6
1

2
, (7.24)

by choosing λ large enough such that

C[b]2,0,ρ

{ √
T∫

0

e−2λr2
[
r +

ρ(r)

r

]
dr

} 1
2

6
1

3
.
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By similar arguments as (7.16)–(7.18), we also get




sup
06t6T

sup
x∈Rn

|Uk
R(t,x)|
1+|x| 6 C‖b‖

L2([0,T ];C0,ρ
l,d

(Rn;Rn))
,

‖∇2Uk
R‖L2([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn)) 6 C[b]2,0,ρ

[
1 +

√
T∫

0

e−λr2 ρ
1
2 (r)
r dr

]
6 C[b]2,0,ρ,

‖(1 + | · |)−1∂tU
k
R(t, ·)‖L2([0,T ];L∞(Rn;Rn)) 6 C‖b‖

L2([0,T ];C0,ρ
l,d

(Rn;Rn))
.

(7.25)

In view of (7.24)–(7.25) and (7.20) there exists a (unlabelled) subsequence Uk
R and a measurable

function U ∈ HT such that Uk
R(t, x) → U(t, x) ∈ HT for a.e. (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×Rn as R and k tend to

infinity in turn. In particular U satisfies (7.1) and the estimate (7.19) holds true.

For the uniqueness, the argument is the same for the case of p ∈ (1, 2). So we complete the

proof of the unique solvability for the Kolmogorov equation (7.1) in HT .

Part II: the well-posedness of solutions for SDE (1.13) with low regularity growing drift.

Let U be the unique strong solution of (7.1). We set V (t, x) = U(T − t, x), then V ∈ HT and

satisfies




∂tV (t, x) + 1
2∆V (t, x) + b(t, x) · ∇V (t, x)

= λV (t, x)− b(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× Rn,

V (T, x) = 0, x ∈ Rn .

(7.26)

Moreover, (7.19) holds true for V . Now set Φ(t, x) = x + V (t, x), then Φ forms a nonsingular

homeomorphism uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ] and

1

2
6 sup

06t6T
‖∇Φ(t, ·)‖0 6

3

2
,

2

3
6 sup

06t6T
‖∇Ψ(t, ·)‖0 6 2, (7.27)

where Ψ(t, ·) = Φ−1(t, ·).
For 0 < ǫ < 1 and t ∈ [0, T ], define

Vǫ(t, x) =
1

ǫ

t+ǫ∫

t

V (r, x)dr =

1∫

0

V (t+ rǫ, x)dr

and Φǫ(t, x) = x + Vǫ(t, x), where V (t, x) := V (T, x) = 0 when t > T . Notice that Φǫ ∈
W 1,2([0, T ];W 2,∞

loc (Rn;Rn)), if Xs,t(x) is a strong solution of SDE (1.13), in light of Itô’s formula

([25, Theorem 3.7]), we derive

Φǫ(t,Xs,t(x)) = Φǫ(s, x) +

t∫

s

∂rVǫ(r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

b(r,Xs,r(x)) · ∇Vǫ(r,Xs,r(x))dr

+
1

2

t∫

s

∆Vǫ(r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

b(r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

[I +∇Vǫ(r,Xs,r(x))]dWr . (7.28)

Since V ∈ HT , if one lets ǫ tend to 0 in (7.28), we obtain

Φ(t,Xs,t(x)) = Φ(s, x) +

t∫

s

∂rV (r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

b(r,Xs,r(x)) · ∇V (r,Xs,r(x))dr
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+
1

2

t∫

s

∆V (r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

b(r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

[I +∇V (r,Xs,r(x))]dWr

= Φ(s, x) + λ

t∫

s

V (r,Xs,r(x))dr +

t∫

s

(I +∇V (r,Xs,r(x)))dWr, (7.29)

where in the last line we have used the fact that V satisfies the Cauchy problem (7.26).

Denote Ys,t(y) = Φ(t,Xs,t(x)), it follows from (7.29) that




dYs,t(y) = λV (t,Ψ(t, Ys,t(y)))dt+ (I +∇V (t,Ψ(t, Ys,t(y))))dWt

=: b̃(t, Ys,t(y))dt+ σ̃(t, Ys,t(y))dWt, t ∈ (s, T ],

Ys,s = y = Φ(s, x).

(7.30)

Conversely, if Ys,t(y) is a strong solution of SDE (7.30), with the help of (7.27) and Itô’s formula,

Xs,t(x) = Ψ(t, Ys,t(y)) satisfies SDE (1.13). Therefore, SDEs (1.13) and (7.30) are equivalent.

By the regularity of V , we have b̃ ∈ L∞([0, T ];Lip(Rn;Rn)) and σ̃ ∈ L2([0, T ];W 1,∞(Rn;Rn×n)).

Owing to Cauchy–Lipschitz’s theorem, there exists a unique strong solution Ys,t(y) to (7.30), which

also satisfies that Ys,t(y) = Yr,t(Ys,r(y)) for all 0 6 s 6 r 6 t 6 T and y ∈ Rn, and Ys,s(y) = y.

Moreover, an application of Itô’s formula to |Ys,t|q yields that

d|Ys,t(y)|q 6 C[1 + |Ys,t(y)|q]dt+ q|Ys,t(y)|q−2〈Ys,t(y), σ̃(t, Ys,t(y))dWt〉, for q > 2.

Observe that for every t > s,
t∫
s
|Ys,r(y)|q−2〈Ys,r(y), σ̃(r, Ys,r(y))dWr〉 is a martingale. Then

sup
s6t6T

E|Ys,t(y)|q 6 C(1 + |y|q). (7.31)

Now let us check the homeomorphisms. Due to [26, Lemmas II.2.4, II.4.1 and II.4.2] and the

estimate

sup
s6t6T

E(1 + |Ys,t(y)|)ξ 6 C(1 + |y|)ξ, for ξ < 0,

which is direct by using the Itô formula, it is sufficient to prove that for every y, y′ ∈ Rn (y 6= y′)
and every s, t, s′, t′ ∈ [0, T ] (s < t, s′ < t′),

sup
s6t6T

E|Ys,t(y)− Ys,t(y
′)|2ξ 6 C|y − y′|2ξ, for ξ < 0, (7.32)

and

E|Ys,t(y)− Ys′,t′(y
′)|q 6 C

{
|y − y′|q + (1 + |y|q + |y′|q)[|s − s′|

q
2 + |t− t′|

q
2 ]
}
, for q > 2. (7.33)

We first treat (7.32). For ǫ > 0, we choose fǫ(x) = (ǫ+|x|2) and set Ys,t(y, y
′) := Ys,t(y)−Ys,t(y′).

In view of Itô’s formula

f ξǫ (Ys,t(y, y
′)) 6 f ξǫ (y − y′) + C|ξ|

t∫

s

f ξǫ (Ys,r(y, y
′))dr + C|ξ(ξ − 1)|

t∫

s

κ2(r)f ξǫ (Ys,r(y, y
′))dr

+2ξ

t∫

s

f ξ−1
ǫ (Ys,r(y, y

′)))〈Ys,r(y, y′), (σ̃(r, Ys,r(y))− σ̃(r, Ys,r(y
′)))dWr〉, (7.34)
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where κ(r) = ‖∇2V (r, ·)‖0 ∈ L2([0, T ]) for ∇V ∈ L2([0, T ];W 1,∞(Rn;Rd×d)). Due to the Grönwall

inequality, we obtain from (7.34) that

sup
s6t6T

E[ǫ+ |Ys,t(y)− Ys,t(y
′)|2]ξ 6 C[ǫ+ |y − y′|2]ξ.

Then (7.32) follows by letting ǫ ↓ 0 .

To prove (7.33), we assume without loss of generality that s < s′ < t < t′ , then

|Ys,t(y)− Ys′,t′(y
′)|q

6 3q−1[|Ys,t(y)− Ys,t(y
′)|q + |Ys,t(y′)− Ys′,t(y

′)|q + |Ys′,t(y)− Ys′,t′(y
′)|q]. (7.35)

Applying the Itô formula to |Ys,t(y)− Ys,t(y
′)|q yields

E|Ys,t(y)− Ys,t(y
′)|q 6 |y − y′|q + C

t∫

s

[1 + κ2(r)]E|Ys,r(y)− Ys,r(y
′)|qdr,

then by the Grönwall inequality

sup
s6t6T

E|Ys,t(y)− Ys,t(y
′)|q 6 C|y − y′|q. (7.36)

For |Ys,t(y′)− Ys′,t(y
′)|q, by employing Itô’s formula again, one ascertains

E|Ys,t(y′)− Ys′,t(y
′)|q 6 E|Ys,s′(y′)− y′|q + CE

t∫

s′

[1 + κ2(r)]|Ys,r(y′)− Ys′,r(y
′)|qdr.

This, together with the Grönwall and Minkowski inequalities, leads to

E|Ys,t(y′)− Ys′,t(y
′)|q 6 CE|Ys,s′(y′)− y′|q

6 C
∣∣∣

s′∫

s

[E|b̃(r, Ys,r(y′))|q]
1
q dr
∣∣∣
q
+ CE

[ s′∫

s

‖σ̃(r, Ys,r(y′))‖2dr
] q

2

6 C[1 + sup
s6r6T

E|Ys,r(y′))|q]|s − s′|q + C|s− s′|
q
2

6 C[(1 + |y′|q)|s − s′|q + |s− s′| q2 ] 6 C(1 + |y′|q)|s − s′| q2 , (7.37)

where in the third line we have used the fact b̃ is Lipschitz continuous uniformly in time variable

and σ̃ is bounded.

For the term |Ys′,t(y′)− Ys′,t′(y
′)|q we have

E|Ys′,t(y′)− Ys′,t′(y
′)|q = E

∣∣∣∣∣

t′∫

t

b̃(r, Ys′,r(y
′))dr +

t′∫

t

σ̃(r, Ys′,r(y
′))dWr

∣∣∣∣∣

q

6 C(1 + |y′|q)|t− t′| q2 . (7.38)
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Summing over (7.35)–(7.38), we obtain (7.33). Thus Ys,t(·) forms a homeomorphism. Observing

that Ys,t satisfies equation (7.30), then

Ys,t(Y
−1
s,t (y)) = Y −1

s,t (y) +

t∫

s

b̃(r, Ys,r(Y
−1
s,t (y)))dr +

t∫

s

σ̃(r, Ys,r(Y
−1
s,t (y)))dWr .

Noting that Ys,r(Y
−1
s,t (y)) = Y −1

r,t (y), thus

Y −1
s,t (y) = y −

t∫

s

b̃(r, Y −1
r,t (y))dr −

t∫

s

σ̃(r, Y −1
r,t (y))dWr . (7.39)

We then get an analogue of (7.33) for Y −1
s,t (y) once taken into account the backward character of the

equation (7.39). Hence Y −1
s,t (y) is continuous in (s, t, y) almost surely in ω, and {Ys,t(y), t ∈ [s, T ]}

forms a stochastic flow of homeomorphisms to SDE (7.30). �
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[11] E. Fedrizzi, F. Flandoli, Hölder flow and differentiability for SDEs with nonregular drift, Stoch.

Anal. Appl. 31 (4) (2013) 708–736

[12] F. Flandoli, M. Gubinelli, E. Priola, Well-posedness of the transport equation by stochastic

perturbation, Invent. Math. 180 (1) (2010) 1–53.

[13] L. Galeati, M. Gerencsér, Solution theory of fractional SDEs in complete subcritical regimes,

preprint (2024), arXiv:2207.03475v3.

[14] Y. Giga, H. Sohr, Abstract Lp estimates for the Cauchy problem with applications to the

Navier-Stockes equations in exterior domains, J. Funct. Anal. 102 (1991) 72–94.
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