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2_
for the low regularity growing drift in critical Lebesgue-Hdélder—Dini spaces LP ([0, T'; Cly

Abstract We introduce the Lebesgue-Holder-Dini and Lebesgue-Holder spaces LP(R;Cy??(R™))

(¥ € {l,b}, s € {d,s,c,w}, p € (1,+00] and o € [0,1)), and then use a vector-valued Calderén—

Zygmund theorem to establish the maximal Lebesgue-Holder—Dini and Lebesgue—Holder regularity
for a class of parabolic equations. As an application, we obtain the unique strong solvability of the
following stochastic differential equation

¢
Xsi(z) == —I—/b(r, Xor(x))dr + Wy — W, te[s,T], ze€R", se[0,T],

(R R7))

(p € (1,2]), where {W; }o<i<T 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 Rockner for b € L2([0,T]; L*°(R™; R")) 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 by H(R") a Banach space on R", which can be L(R") (g € [1, +00])
or Ci*(R™) (€ (0,1)). Let A be a closed linear operator in H(R"™) and D(A) be the domain of A.
Given T'> 0 and f € LP([0,T]; H(R™)) (p € [1,4+00]), we consider the following Cauchy problem

{ Bru(t,z) = Ault,z) + f(t,z), (t,2) € (0,T] x R", w1

u(0,x) =0, x € R™.

We say A has maximal L-H, regularity to the Cauchy problem (1.1) if there exist a unique solution
u € LP([0,T); D(A)) n WEP([0, T]; H(R™)) to (1.1), and a constant C' > 0 such that

10wl Lo (o, 1)1y + AU Lo (0, 1127 Y) < CF lLro,m3@7Y)- (1.2)

When A = A/2, the classical parabolic partial differential equations theories [16, 18, 19] yield
the following assertions for w:

oif f € LP([0,T); LY(R™)) with p,q € (1,+00), then u € LP([0, T]; W24 (R™))NWLP([0, T]; L4(R™))
and there exists a positive constant C' such that

10cull Lo 0,77 Lamnyy + Ul Lo o, ;w29 @y < CllflLr(jo,17;L9(RR)); (1.3)

o if f € LP([0,T];C(R™)) with p € (1,+00] and a € (0,1), then u € LP([0,T];CZT*(R™))N
W2([0,7];Cs*(R™)) and there exists a positive constant C such that

1Bsull Lo (fo,11:00 (Rmy) + ull Lo 0,102+ mmy) S CllFIlzo o, r1sc ) (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), A/2 has the maximal L}-L{ and Lj-Cf, regularity (also see [29] for f
bounded in time and weighted Hélder continuous with respect to the space variable). However, (1.3)
fails for p € {1,400} or ¢ € {1,400}, neither does (1.4) for p = 1. Recently, for p = 400, by as-
suming that f € L>([0,T; BSOO(R”)) (homogeneous Besov space), Ogawa and Shimizu [34] proved
that the unique solution of (1.1) with A = A satisfies

10eull e o770 _wmy) + IVl oo om0 _emyy < Ol oo,y _emyy-

Therefore, A has the maximal L;’O—B?m@ regularity. Furthermore, for general p € (1,+o00] and

€ [1,4o00], Ogawa and Shimizu [35] proved that, if f € LP ([O,T];Bg’p(R”)), the unique solution
of (1.1) satisfies

18etull o, )+ IVl oo,y )y < CUF Lo,y - (1.5)

Combining the above maximal regularity results (1.3)—(1.5), we find that although the maximal
0

LP-L regularity for A is not true for p € [1,+00], if one relaxes L to a larger space BOO’OO@

or
restricts it to a smaller class Cgfx, the maximal regularity are still true for A. Inspired by these

facts, we pose the following question:



(d): Let a € (0,1), B € R and f € LP([0,T];C(R™)) with p € (1,+oc]. If there exists a
nonnegative integrable function f; € LP([0,7]) such that for every ¢ € [0, T

1

£t 2) = f(t.)] < Ai®)lw —y*[log(lz — )", wy €R, v —y| <3, (1.6)
does the unique solution of (1.1) satisfy that
3 o n 1
V2u(t, z) = VAu(t,y)l < f(B)le = y|*log(lz = y)I?, 2,y €R", |z —y[ < (1.7)

for some nonnegative integrable function f € L?([0,T])?

When 8 = 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 Holder continuous coefficients to Dini continuous ones (see Definition 2.5 for Dini functions).
Moreover, Burch obtained the following sharp estimate in [4]

lz—y|
!V2U(x)—V2u(y)!<C[\x—y\+/ olr) g, + |z — !/ph ] (1.8)

0 lz—yl

for the Laplace equation
Au(z) = h(z), z € By,

where By = {z € R" : [| < 1}, pi(r) = supj,_y|<, |h(x) — h(y)|. Recently, Wang [43] (also see [40])
extended Burch’s result to the following parabolic Dirichlet problem in Q1 = {(t,z) : —1 < t <
0, |z <1}

n

Ouu(t,x) = > ai;(t, )07, , u(t,z) + f(t,x), (1.9)

ij=1
and established the following sharp estimate ([43, Theorem 2.1])

|61 —E€2] 1

V@) - V@) < Clla-al+ [ Llara-al [ pi—@dr]
0 €1 —&2]
1§1—&2] 1
+C / p“y)err’fl—&’ / p';(;)dr], (1.10)
0 |§1—&2]

where & = (t;,z;) € Q0 = {(t,2) 1 =1/4 <t <0, |z[ < 1/2} (i = 1,2), |§1 — &2f is the parabolic
distance between & and &

py(r) = sup |f(&) — f(&)] and pu(r) = sup pq, (7).
|61 —&a|<r i,j

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(¢,z) is bounded in (¢,2) and Dini



continuous in z with the Dini function 1, and established the following sharp estimate ([45, Theorem
2.1])

|z—y|

o—ul+ [ ar+ g(ie )

0

VZu(t,z) = Viu(t,y)] < C

1
1
oyl | wf;“)dr], ryeR ooyl<l

|z—y|

for a = (a; j)nxn = Inxn/2. By (1.11), V2w is no longer Dini continuous in space variable in general.

In fact, if one chooses ¥ (r) = ]log(r)]_%, from the second term in (1.11), then

|z—y|

e
0

r

but 2| log(')\_% 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 Holder class coefficients, which satisfies (1.6), instead of the Dini continuous
ones. In this paper, we consider a general class of Lebesgue—-Holder 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 Holder—Dini and Hélder classes,
including the locally and globally bounded Holder—Dini continuous functions, locally and globally
bounded strong and weak Hoélder continuous functions, and then introduce the Lebesgue-Holder—
Dini and Lebesgue-Hélder spaces LP(R; C:;"’f(R")) (¥ €{l,b}, s € {d,s,c,w}). By using the classical
heat kernel estimates and a vector-valued Calderén—Zygmund theorem, we prove the maximal reg-
ularity estimates for the following equation

1 n
Opu(t,z) = 3 Z ai,j(t)ﬁi’xju(t,x) —u(t,z) + f(t,x), (t,z) e RxR" A>0.
ij=1

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

uu(t,z) =1 3 ai,j(t,x)é?:%ivxju(t,x) +g(t,x) - Vu(t, z)
ij=1
—Au(t,z) + f(t,x), (t,x) € (0,T] xR",
u(0,z) =0, z € R"™

(1.12)

When g € LP([0,T];Cy P (R™;R™)) (s € {d, s, ¢, w}) with p € [2,+0c], we prove the maximum regu-
larity estimates for the operator § Y7, aq ;(t, )03, o, +g(t,x)-V in LP([0, T]; CoP (R™)) (9 € {1,b}),
and when g € LOO([O,T];C;’(’)(R";R")), we obtain the maximum regularity in Lp([O,T];C:;"’gp(R"))
for p € (1, 400] as well.

Our another motivation to consider the Holder class (1.6) comes from the the following stochastic
differential equation (SDE for short) in R”

dXs(x) = b(t, Xsi(x))dt +dWy, t € (s,T], Xs5 =2 €R", (1.13)



where s € [0, T, {WiYoct<r = {(Wity ..., Wat) Jo<t<r is a n-dimensional standard Wiener process
defined on a given stochastic basis (Q, F, P, {F; }o<t<r) and the drift coefficient b : [0, 7] x R™ — R™
is Borel measurable. The unique strong solvability for SDE (1.13) was first established by It6 [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—Rockner class

2
be LP([0,T); LI(R™RY), p,g € [2,+oo], =+ 2 <1, (1.14)
D q

(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 Rockner [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 n

-+—-=1. 1.15

» 3 (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 Rockner [25]. Recently, this problem was solved by Réckner and Zhao [36,
Theorem 1.1] for the following cases
+ % =1, n=>3,

2
p

{ be LP([0,T]; LYR™;R™)),  p,q € (2,400), (1.16)

or be C([0,T]; L™(R™R™)), n >3,

and when p = 2, ¢ = +o00, the existence as well as uniqueness were also proved by Beck, Flandoli,
Gubinelli and Maurelli [1, Theorem 1.5] if |Vb| € L2([0,T]; L>°(R%)) 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, ¢ = +00. 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 It6 theory, the drift can be taken into a low regularity
Banach space for time variable (such as L') 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([0,7T]; L°°(R")) and L([0, T]; Lip(R™)), i.e., LP([0,T];C*(R")) with
p € (1,2) and a € (0,1), where C*(R") is the set consisting of all Hélder continuous functions with
Holder exponent o € (0,1). By the scaling transformation, we also get an analogue of critical LPS
condition of b for SDE (1.13)

be LP([0,T]:C*(R™:RM), pe(1,2), ac(0,1), % =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 —a < 1) with p = 2 and « € (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



space variable) drift. Recently, Galeati and Gerencsér [13] studied SDE (1.13) for low regularity
drift b € LP([0,7T];C(R™;R™)) with p € (1,2] and a € (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
be LP([0,T];C* N C%_l(R";Rn)) with p € (1,2) and o € (2/p — 1,1). By using the It6—Tanaka
trick, they proved the unique strong solvability as well as some other properties for solutions, such
as Holder continuity and stability for the gradient of flow. Here, we consider the critically low
regularity growing drift, by assuming the locally Holder—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 « = 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 47
are devoted to the proofs for these results.

Notations. Ry = {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 7Z is the set of integers.

2 Preliminaries

First we recall some notions.

Definition 2.1 Let {Qy, k € Z} be a sequence of partitions of R each consisting of disjoint Borel
subsets Q € Qi such that, for each k,

Ry := sup diam@ < +oo.
QeqQy
We call it a filtration of partitions if
(i) the partitions become finer as k increases, that is

inf |Q] — +o0as k— —oo, Rp —0as k — +oo;
QeQx

(i1) the partitions are nested: for each k and Q € Qi there is a (unique) Q" € Qp_1 such that
QCcqQ;

(111) the regularity property holds: for Q and Q' as in (ii) we have |Q'| < No|Q|, where Ny is a
constant independent of k,Q and Q'.

Let # and H be Banach spaces. By L(H; ﬁ) we denote the space of bounded linear operators
from M to H. Let D be a domain (open or closed) in R. By C3°(D;H) we mean the space of
infinitely differentiable H-valued functions on D with compact support.

Definition 2.2 Let {Qy, k € Z} be a filtration of partitions. For each t,r € R, t # r, let a
K(t,r) € L(H;H) be defined. We say K is an L(H;H)-valued Calderdn—Zygmund kernel relative to
{Qu, keZ} if )

(i) for any t and ro > 0, K(t,-) € LllOC(BﬁO(t),L(’H;’H)), where By (t) = {r € R: |r —t[ > ro};

(i) the function ||K(t,r) —’C(taT)HL(H.ﬁ) is measurable as a function of (t,r,7) € R3N{(t,r,7) :

t#Er t#T)



(iii) there is a constant Cy > 1, and for each Q € Qy, there is a Borel set Q* such that Q C Q*,
Q| < GolQ|, and

[ ) = Kt )yt < Co (2.1)
R\Q*
for every r € Q, where
1
K (t,r) = / K(t, 7)dT,
W) = 1o ) T

Qr(r)

and Q(r) is the unique Q € Qy, such that r € Q

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

of dyadic cubes. Assume that KC(t,r) is weakly differentiable in r for r #t and Harlc(th)HL(H.ﬁ) <
Co(|t —r|) for all r #t, with a constant C' independent of t,r and a function ¢ satisfying
+0o0o
L / p(r)dr < C < +0o0 (2.2)

for all v > 0. Then K is an L(?—[;ﬁ)—valued Calderén—Zygmund kernel relative to the filtration of
dyadic cubes with constant Cy in (2.1) depending only on C.

Proof. Let {Qg, k € Z} be the filtration of dyadic cubes of R, i.e. Qy = {[m,m +1)27% m € Z}.
For each k € Z and Q € Q, there is a unique ky € Z such that Q = [ko, ko + 1)27F. If kg is even,
we set

ko ko

ko ko
’ 272

Qﬁ:[——l

5 5 )2_k+1 and Q] = [

+ 1) 2—k+1

then Q1, Q%5 € Qr_1. Let QF = Q% U Q3,y, we have Q C Q% and |Q}] < 4|Q|. Moreover, for every
r,7m€Q,0€[0,1] and t € R\ QF,

|t —0r — (1 —0)r| = 2|r —7|.

Similarly, if kg is odd, we set

Q2_|: 2 ) 2 >2 U|: 2 ) 92 )2 - Q21UQ227
then @ C @3, |Q3] < 4/Q[ and
t—0r— (1 —0)r| > |r—r7|

for every r,7 € Q, 0 € [0,1] and t € R\ Q4. Therefore, for each k € Z and @ € Qy, there is a Borel
set Q* = Q7 U Q5 such that Q7, Q5 € Qr_1, and for every r,7 € Q, 0 € [0,1] and t € R\ Q¥,

QcCQ QY <5|Qland |t — 07 — (1 —0)r| = |r —7|. (2.3)



Since K(t,r) is weakly differentiable in r for r # t and |0, K(¢, T’)HL(H ) S Co(|t —r]), for every
T € Qk(T) C Q, we have

/ 1K 7) — Kt ) gy

R\Q*
T R\Q*
. 1
< —
h |Qk(7)|/ / / |7 — 1K (£, 67 + (1= 0)e] 357, At dedB
1
< oy / / / |7 — o(t — 07 — (1 — 0)¢)dtdudo
= Qi)
0 Qi(r) R\Q*
+o00
< < Csup t/qb(r)dr (2.4)
( | —L‘ t>0 f

where we have used |t — 67 — (1 — 0)¢| > |7 — ¢| in the fifth line since 7,¢ € Qk(7), and in the last
inequality we have used the assumption condition (2.2).

We choose Cy = max{5, C%}, by (2.4) we conclude that condition (4ii) of Definition 2.2 is true.
Therefore, K is an L(H;H)-valued Calderén—Zygmund kernel relative to the filtration of dyadic
cubes. [J

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
fofm € L®(R;H), m=1,2,...,k, we have

A( zk: ful))| < Zk: Afm(®)], ace.,
m=1 e

and

[AS ooy < Cllf Il oo miney- (2.5)

(11) For each g € C§°(R;H) and for almost all t outside of the closed support of g we have

/ICtr

where K(t,r) is an L(H; ﬁ)-valued Calderén—Zygmund kernel relative to a filtration of partitions.

| Ag(t)




(iii) If f, f1,f2,... € L®R;H), f and all fr vanish outside of the same ball, the norms
| fill oo (myp) are bounded with respect to k, and ||f(t) — fx(t)|lsx — O at almost each t € R, then
there is a subsequence k(i) such that k(i) — 400 as i — +oo and

|Af(#)] < liminf [Afy) (t)], ae.. (2.6)
1——+00

Then the operator A is of weak-type (1,1) on smooth functions with compact support, that is there
exists a positive constant Cy such that, for any f € C3°(R;H) and v > 0,

VIt AR >4} < O / £ (1) e, (27)
R

where | - | in the left hand side of (2.7) denotes the Lebesgue measure of the set {t : |[Af(t)| > ~v}.
Furthermore, A is of strong-type (p,p) for every p € (1,400), that is there is another positive
constant Cy such that for all f € C3°(R;H),

IAflr®) < Coll fll o) (2.8)
We further give some other notions before introducing the functional spaces we work in.
Definition 2.5 An increasing continuous function p : Ry — Ry is called a Dini function if

1
ﬁr .
0/ dr < +

r

A measurable function p : Ry — Ry is called a slowly varying function at zero (in Karamata’s
sense [2, p.6]) if for all v >0,

tim 207
r—0 p(r)

A measurable function h : R™ — R is said to be locally Dini continuous if there is a Dini function p
such that

h(x) = hy)l < pllz —yl), =y R, Jr—y[ <L

Example 2.6 Let 5 < —1 and

Y(r), when r>1

log(r)|?, when 0<r <1,
p(r):{| (r)] "<
27

where ¥ € CY(R), which satisfies that ¥'(r) > 0 when r > 1/2 and

v(3) =los@P, o (3) = -2alios@

Then we have

[log(2)[P! 1
—ﬁ + §¢(1) < +00.

O\H
< ‘/g\
N—
QU
=
Il
O\_,mh—t
—
o
0Q
—~
-
=
QU
=
+
<
—~
=
N—
QU
/



Moreover, for all v >0,

B B
Cplor) L Jlog@n)l | |log(v) + log(r)
r=0 p(r)  r=0 |log(r)|?  r=0 |log(r)|?

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

(r) = \log(r)]ﬁe_%, when 0<r <1,
P P1(r), when r > %,

where 1y € CL(Ry) with ¢ (r) > 0, when r > 1/2 and

i (5) = los@Pe, v () = logPe-2-25 + d1og(2)]

Then p is a Dini function. However, for all v > 1,

Bo—= B
i 207 _ o Nlog(un)Pemer - rflog(v) + log(n)l emb

=1li
r=0 p(r) =0 |log(r)|fer r—>0[ |log(r)|?

= +00.

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

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

Lemma 2.7 Let p: Ry — Ry be an increasing continuous function, and p(r) 1 0 asr | 0. If p
varies slowly at zero, then

p(r) = exp / o <rp € (0,1], (2.9)

for some continuous function ¢ and nonnegative continuous function , which satisfy

lim ¢(r) = ¢p € R, lirr%)C( r)=0 and hm/C
r—

r—0

Proof. If (2.9) holds and ¢(r) — ¢o as r — 0, then

0
Ozlimp()—hmexp /< dr —ecoexp{—/C(T)dT
r—0

T
0

ro
which implies [ @dT — 400 as v — 0. Let ¢(r) = log(p(e™™)). Then ¢(r +7) — ¢(r) — 0

T
(r - 400), ¥ 7 € R. If one proves that ¢ can be written

) =ci(r /¢ (2.10)

where ¢; is continuous, ¢(r) is nonnegative and continuous, and

c1(r) — co, <;~S(r) —0 asr— 4oo, (2.11)

10



by writing o = e, ¢(r) = c1(—log(r)) and ((r) = ¢(—log(r)), we then complete the proof.

For r > ry, we have

1 ri+1 T
o(r) = / [6(r) — (r + 7))dr + / o(r)dr — / [6(r) — o(r + 1)]dr.
0 r1 r1

We set
ri+1

1
e (r) = / [6(r) — 6(r +7)]dr + / o(r)dr
0

1

and @(r) = ¢(r) — ¢(r + 1), then ¢;(r) is continuous in r, ¢(r) is nonnegative and continuous in r.
Moreover,

ri+1
lim er(r) = / s(r)dr,  lim $(r) = lim [6(r) — é(r +1)] = 0.

r—-+o00 r—-+00 r—-+o00
1

Thus (2.10) and (2.11) hold. O

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

Definition 2.8 Let a € (0,1), p : Ry — Ry be a monotone continuous function, and let h :
R™ — R be a Borel measurable function with |h(z) — h(y)| < Clz —y|*p(|x — y|) for z,y € R™ with
|z —y| <1 and some constant C > 0.

(i) If p is a Dini function and r—Pp(r) — +oo for every € (0,1) as v | 0, the function h
1s called locally Hélder—Dini continuous. The set consisting of all locally Holder—Dini continuous
functions is denoted by C}';f (R") .

(ii) If p is increasing and p(r) L 0 as r | 0, but r=Pp(r) — +oo for every B € (0,1) asr | 0,
the function h is called locally strongly Hélder continuous. The set consisting of all locally strongly
Holder continuous functions is denoted by Clof;p (R™).

(i1i) If p = constant on [0,1], the function h is called locally Holder continuous. The set
consisting of all locally Holder continuous functions is denoted by Clofép (R™).

(iv) If p is decreasing such that p(r) 1 +oo but rPp(r) — 0 for every B € (0,1) as r | 0, the
function h is called locally weakly Holder continuous. The set consisting of all locally weakly Hélder
continuous functions is denoted by C;'7 (R™) .

Remark 2.9 (i) If p is a Dini function, we also use Clo’dp(]R") to denote the set consisting all
continuous functions h on R™ such that |h(z) — h(y)| < Cp(]a; —yl) for jx —y| < 1.

(ii) Let h € C;P(R") (s € {d,s,c,w}) with a € [0,1). For each z,y € R" such that [z —y| > 1,
then there exist x1,xa, ...,z (k is the integer part of |x —y|) such that |x —x1| = |x1 — 22| = -+ =
|xg—1 — zk| = 1 and |z, — y| < 1. Denote x by xq, then

k

h(@) = hly)l < [ D2 h(ir) = h(@)l] + h(r) - h(y)|
1=1
< Chp(1) + Clax = y|pllar — y)) < 2Cp(1)]z =yl

11



which implies the function h grows at most linearly. Define the norm for h € CQP(R") (s €
{d,s,c,w}) by

h h(z) —h
[Allcermny = sup [h(@)] +  sup | (33?1 (v)|
- verr L+ |2 ocp—yi<r 2 —yl*p(lz — yl)

= A+ -DTROlo + [Alayp =t Al

then C;"(R™) (s € {d,s,c,w}) are Banach spaces.

(iii) For a Borel measurable function h, if h is bounded and belongs to Cﬁg’p(Rn), we say h €
C{i’gp(R") (s € {d,s,c,w}). For he le:’gp(R") we define the norm by

Ih(z) — h(y)|
hapn—suph + sup
1Plegoen = sup M@+ sup = iasTe — o)

=: [|hllo + [hla,p =: I7lle,a,p:

then C;’gp(Rn) (s € {d,s,c,w}) are Banach spaces as well.

(v) Let p be given in Cg?(R"™) (@ € {I,b}, ¢ € {d,s,c,w}) and o € (0,1). Then there are two
positive constants Cy and Co such that for every r € [0,1] and every 0 < e < a < <1

B < Cirop(r) < Cyrt. (2.12)

Definition 2.10 Let p € [1,+00] and a € [0,1), we denote by LP(R;C;"f (R™)) (locally bounded
Lebesgue—Holder—Dini space) the set consisting of all Borel measurable fu;zctz'ons h € LP(R;C(R™))
satisfying |h(t,z) — h(t,y)| < f(t)|x — y|*p(|Jz — y|) for every xz,y € R™ with |z —y| < 1 and some
integrable function f € LP(R). Moreover, we denote by LP(R;C, ’p(R")) (s € {s,c,w}) (locally
bounded Lebesgue—Holder spaces) the set consisting all elements belong to LP(R) as Cﬁg’p(R")-valued
functions.

Further, we say h € LP(R Ck+a’p(R")) (s € {d,s,c,w} and 0 < k € N) if h € LP(R;C(R™)) and
for1 < j <k, 1<iy,.,i; <n, 8%7 oz h € LP(R;Cy(R™)) (the subscript b means the functions
are bounded), and for 1 < iy,...,ix < n, [6’c h(t,)]a,p € LP(R). For h € LP(R;C;T:FQ”’(R"))

Tip Ty,
(s € {d,s,c,w}), we define the norm by

1
P

HhHLP(R;Cﬁj“’p(R")) = [
p

- / (€t Yo + V5Bt oy dt]

- / 1 ] , (2.13)

where the integrals in (2.13) are interpreted as the essential supermum when p = +oo. Then
LP(R;ija’p(R")) are Banach spaces under the norm (2.13). Similarly, if h is bounded as well, we

(ha+1-1- HwZHWh Mo + [V#A(t, )]a,p)pdt]

1 E—

Al
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define the norm for h € LP(R;Clﬁja’p(R")) (s € {d,s,c,w}) by

1
k P
. P
Hh”Lp(R;Cf:a’P(Rn)) - /(ZHV]h(t, ')|’0+[th(tv’)]a,p) dt]
R IO
1 1
k P’ P !
- [ [ (1o + (7008 ) dt] = [ / uh@,-)nb,ﬂwdt] -
R R

Moreover, for every open or closed domain D C R, we define spaces LP(D;Cgta’p(R")) and
Wl’p(D;Cf;:a’p(R")) (¥ € {l,b}, s € {d, s,c,w}) in a similar way.

3 Main results

Let a(t) = (a;j(t))nxn be a symmetric n X n matrix valued Borel bounded measurable function
for t € R. Assume that there is a constant I' > 1 such that

THEP <Y a (068 < TIEP, (3.1)

1,7=1

for all t € R and £ € R™. For r < t, we set

¢
Ay = /a(T)dT, B, = A;tl

Then
DUt — )P < ETAE ST —7)E:, Tt —r) P <ETBE <T(t—r) ¢
Let

n BT’ )
K(r t,2) = 115, (27) "% det(B,)? exp{ - %} (3.2)

and

t
Gxf(t,z) = / /K(T,t,x—y)f(r, y)e_)‘(t_r)dydr

—coR™

t
= [ [ Kottt - ey, (33)
—00 Rn
where A > 0 is a given real number and f € LP(R;C:;"’f(R")) (¥ € {l,b}, s € {d,s,c,w}). We now

give our first result.

Theorem 3.1 Let p € [1,+00], a € (0,1) and A > 0, and let a(t) = (ai;(t))nxn be a symmetric
n x n matriz valued Borel bounded function such that (3.1) holds. Let f € LP(R;Cy?(R™)) (i) €

13



{l,b}, s € {d,s,c,w}). Further assume that p is a slowly varying function at zero when it is
increasing. Then there exists a positive constant C' such that for every ~ > 0,

/ ”G)\f(ta ')”19,2,0dt + ’Y’{t : [V2G)\f(t7 ')]a,p > 7}’ < C/ Hf(t7 ')Hﬁ,a,pdta when b= 17 (34)

and

( JAL LRI ) < ( JARIE ) Cwhen pe (Lo, (3

where the integrals in (3.5) are interpreted as the essential supermum when p = +00.

Remark 3.2 Whenp € [1,+00] and o > 0, Krylov [19] proved (3.4) and (3.5) for 9 =b and ¢ = c.
In the above theorem, when f belongs to smaller or larger function spaces, including the Lebesque—
Holder—Dini and Lebesque—Hélder spaces, we also prove the maximum reqularity for the second
order differential operator [% S = 1 @it )82 — A which extends Krylov’s result not only from
Holder continuous functions to locally Hélder continuous functions but also from Hélder continuous
functions to Hélder—Dini and Hélder classes.

We give an example to illustrate Theorem 3.1.
Example 3.3 For g € R, we set
|log(r)|?, when 0<r <1,
plr) = { 1(r)lg<o + 2(r)1g50 + 1g=0, when r > %,
where Y1 and 9 are smooth functions on [1/2,+00) such that
Ui(z) = log(2)°, ¥{(3) = —2B|log(2)]”~! and ¢i(r) >0, when B <0,
{ ha(z) = [log(2)|%, ¥h(3) = —2B|log(2)|”~" and ¢5(r) <0, when S > 0.

Let f € LP(R;C(R™)) with p € [1,+00]. Suppose that there exists an integrable function f; € LP(R)
such that f

|f(tz) = ft, )l < CH)|lxe —yl“p(lz —yl), xyeR" |-yl <1

Then f € LP(R;C(R™)) if B < —1, f € LP(R; GV (R™)) if B <0, f € LP(R;C; P (R™)) if B =0,
and f € LP(R;CP(R™)) if B > 0. Let Gy be given by (5.3). Then [0 — %szzl a;j ()03, 4, +
NGAf = f (see, for instance [17] when f € CO(R™L)), i.e. GAf satisfies

8tU(t,.Z') = Au(t,a:) + f(tax)7
with A = %Z?,j:l ai j(t)02. . — \. By (3.5), then Grf € LP(R;CEIOW(R”)) NWHP(R; Cy? (R™))

T,
and there is a positive constant C such that

(/HatGAf HM> (/HAGAf HM) < </Hf Hm,p>

for p € (1,400]|. Therefore, the operator A has the mazimum regularity for p € (1,4+o0c0]. This
result, as far as we know, is new.
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Let T'> 0 be fixed. If f =0 in R\ [0,77], by (3.3), then

t
Grf(t,z) = //K(T,t,a: —y)f(r, y)e_)‘(t_r)dydr, t € (0,77, (3.6)

0 Rn

and lim; 0 G f(t,z) = 0, which implies that G f satisfies the following Cauchy problem:

du(t,x) = 5 > ai ()03, o, ult, @) — Mu(t,z) + f(t,2), (t,z) € (0,T] x R", (3.7)
7‘7.]:1 N
u(0,z) =0, z € R™.

By the calculations in Section 4, (3.4) and (3.5) hold for A > 0, which give a positive answer for
the question (&). Moreover, the strong solutions of (3.7) in the class of Lp([O,T];nga’p(R")) N
Wl’p([O,T];C;’gp(R")) (¥ € {l,b}, s € {d,s,c,w}) is unique for p € (1,+o0c]. Here, the unknown
function u(t, z) is called a strong solution of (3.7) if w, atu,agi,%_u € LY[0,T); L2 (R™)) (1 <4, j <
n), which grow linearly at most, such that (3.7) holds for almost all (t,z) € [0,7] x R™.

For the unique strong solution of (3.7), we also get the boundedness for the gradient of w.
Precisely speaking, we have

Theorem 3.4 Let a,p,p,a,9,¢ and f be stated in Theorem 3.1 with o > 2/p — 1, and let X > 0.
Let u be given by (3.6).
24—
(i) If & & {2/p—1,2/p}, then u € L=([0,T);C, "

2
PT(R™)) and

] < Clf e omseer @y - (3.8)
9,5

24a—2,
L=([0,1):c, P (®n))

(ii) Let ¢ = d. If « = 2/p — 1, then u € LOO([O,T];CII;’?(R")), and if « = 2/p, then u €
L“([O,T];C;:?(R”)). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that

2 2
U R <C COPRnYy, O E9——1,—¢8, 3.9
| HLoo([o,T};CZIW%'”(Rw) 17 lertomcs o) {p p} >
where
r 1
plr) :/@dT—Fp(T)—i—T/%dT, r € (0,1]. (3.10)
0 T

Remark 3.5 By the definition of space LP([0,T];Cy(R™)), p(r)/r € L'([0,1]). For v > 0, set
h,(r) = 1,5, then



the dominated convergence theorem yields

1
lim [L/&g)dr] =0.
1—0 T

L

Therefore, p(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

n

atu(tv$) = % Z ai,j(t7x)agi,mju(tv$) + g(t,l‘) : Vu(t,x)

ig=1
—u(t,z) + f(t,z), (t,z)e (0,T] x R, (3.11)
U(O,x) = 0, T € RTL,
where a; (t,z),i,j = 1,...,n are real-valued functions such that a;; € L®([0,T];C, 7 (R"™)) (¢ €

{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 (Mazimal Lebesgue—Hoélder—Dini and Lebesque—Hélder regularity) Let o, p,p,9,
and f be stated in Theorem 3.1, and let X > 0. Let g = (g1,92,... ,gn) € Lq([O,T];Cz’gp(R";R")). We
assume further that a; ; € L“([O,T];lef’gp(R")) (s € {d,s,c,w}) and there is a constant I" > 1 such
that
n
TP <Y aij(t2)&8 <TIEP, VY EER, (tx) €[0,T] x R™.
ij=1

(i) If g = p € [2, 4], then there is a unique u € Lp([O,T];Cg’ta’p(R")) N Wl’p([O,T];C:;‘”f(R"))

solving the Cauchy problem (3.11), and

10sull Lo (o, 71052 Ry + HUHLP([O,T];C;TW(R”)) < Ol llpeqo,micg 2 ny) (3.12)

" 2+a_gvp .
for some positive constant C. Further, u € L>([0,T];C, . " (R")) and (3.8) holds if o # 2/p.

a—25
u € L‘X’([O,T];Cst v p(]R”)) and (3.9) holds if ¢ = d and oo = 2/p.

(i) If ¢ = +o0, then there is a unique u € Lp([O,T];ng;a’p(R")) N Wl’p([O,T];C:;"’f(R"))

solving the Cauchy problem (3.11) for p € (1,400] such that (3.12) holds. Furthermore, u €
24« 24«

_z2 _2;
L2(0,7;C, " " (R™) and (5.8) holds if 2/p — 1 < o # 2/p. w e L=([0,T]:C,," *"(R")) and
(5.9) holds if ¢ =d and o € {2/p — 1,2/p}.
Remark 3.7 Consider the 2-dimensional Navier—Stokes equations in vorticity form
1
Ow(t,x) +u(t,x) - Vo(t,z) = §Afu(t,x), (t,z) € (0,T] x (R/Z)?,

where

ul(t,z) = —VEH(=A)"lu(t, z) = / (—02G,0.G)(z — y)v(t, y)dy,
(R/Z)?
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and G is the Green function of the Laplacian on the torus (R/Z)?. For every bounded measurable
function v, we have (see [3, 31])

[ut(t,2) — u’(t,y)| < Clz — ylllog(lx —yl)l, .y € (R/Z)?, o —y| < 1. (3.13)

Therefore the coefficient u satisfies condition (1.6) with o = B = 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 o > 0, f € L>([0,T];Cy7 (R™)) and g; € L>®([0,T];Cy 0 (R™)) (1 < i < n),
u belongs to Lw([O,T];nga’p(R")) (¥ € {l,b}, s € {d,s,c,w}). This conclusion is not true for
a = 0 and general n even if g = 0, (a; ;(t,2))nxn = Inxn and ¢ = d (see [4] for elliptic equations).
However, when n = 1, a(t,z) = 1, g = 0 and p(r) = |log(r)|?, it is still true for time independent f.
Precisely, we have

Corollary 3.8 (Mazximal Dini regularity) Let f be time independent and p(r) = |log(r)|? for r €
(0,1/2) with B < —1. Let u be given by (3.6). If f € Cg:Z(R), then u € L“([O,T];C;”Z(R)) and
O € L([0, T);Cy5(R)).

Remark 3.9 We refer to Section J for more proof details. The main differences are to estimate
terms Ji, Jo and Jy (given by (4.8)). For Jy we calculate that

|J1(t7$7y)| =

2 / [f(z) — f(:n)]dz/e_’\(t_r)arK(r,t,x — z)dr
0

lz—z|<2|z—y|

/ [f(z) — f(a;)]e_)‘tK(O, t,x — z)dz

|z—2[<2|z—y|

+A / [f(2) = f(x)]dz / e_’\(t_T)K(T,t,a; — z)dr
0

|z—2|<2[z—y|

< 4p(2lr —yl) < Cp(lz — yl).

At the same time, we get

t
o< [ e - Wl [0 Kty - 2)dr| < Coll )
ly—z|<3|z—yl 0
For Jy, we use L’Hospital’s rule ([7, p. 346]) to get
1
P
|z —yl f pT_QdT
. 2y i |log(2|z — y])|” _1
e—yl=0  p(lz —yl) lo—yl—0 2[|log(|z — y[)|? + Bllog(|lz — y|)|P~] 2

Thus

| Ja(t,z,y)] < Cp(|lz —yl).
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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
(Q, F,P, (Ft)o<t<T) associated to SDE (1.13) is a map (s,t,x,w) = Xs¢(x,w), defined for 0 < s <
t<T, ©eR" we Q with values in R™, such that

(1) the process {X;.(x)} = {Xs4(z), t € [s,T]} is a continuous {Fs}s<t<r-adapted solution of
SDE (1.13) for every s € [0,T] and x € R™;

(it) P-a.s., Xs(-) is a homeomorphism, for all 0 < s <t < T, and the functions X,(x) and
X;tl(a;) are continuous in (s,t,x), where X;tl(-) is the inverse of Xs4(-);

(111) P-a.s., Xg1(z) = Xp t(Xsp(x)) for all0 < s <r <t < T, zeR"” and X, 4(z) = x.
Now, let us give our main result for SDE (1.13).

2_9 2
Theorem 3.11 Letb € LP([0,T1;C/, 7P(R"; R™)) with p € (1,2] such that pfw—f? is a Dini function.

Further assume that p is a slowly varying function at zero. Then there exists a unique stochastic
flow of homeomorphisms {Xs(x), t € [s,T]} to SDE (1.13).

Example 3.12 Let p € (1,2] and B € (—o0,1/p — 5/2). Suppose b € LP([0,T];C(R™;R™)) and
satisfies

2
|b(7f,3§‘) - b(tyy)| < bl(t)|$ - y|p 1,0(|$ - y|)7 T,y € Rn) |$ - y| < 17 te [OvT]7 (314)
for some Borel function by € LP(]0,T]), where

|log(|z —y|)|?, when 0< |z —y| < %,
ola—gh =1 1
V(= yl), when 5 <[z —y[<1,

and the smooth function ¢ on [1/2,+00) satisfies

) = —28|log(2)|’~! and ¢’ > 0.

N —

9(3) = logI?, 3/

2
Then b € LP([0,T];Cl, 7P(R”;Rn ). By Theorem 3.11, there exists a unique stochastic flow of
homeomorphisms {Xs(x), t € [s,T]} to (1.13) and (3.14).

Remark 3.13 Let n =1 and p € (1,2]. Take p € (p,3) and o € (—1,2/p — 1). Define
b(t, ) =t Fsign(z)|z[*, ¢ e [0,T]. (3.15)

Then b € Lp([O,T];C%_l_e(]R)) for some € € (0,2/p — 2/p), in which we regard C%_l_E(R) as

R
the usual Hélder space if 2/p — 1 — e > 0, and the homogeneous Hélder—Besov space B&, 6(IR) if
2/p—1—€ < 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 ¢ = b is similar to ¥ = [, we just give the detail calculation for ¢ = [. Let G\ f(t, )

be given by (3.3). Then

;2%1l9%£§%59i = ;ggzl t/’]/f<7-ty — e M dydy
% [fn
< C sup / /K(r,t,y)[l + |x| + ‘y’]fl(T)G_)‘(t_r)dydr
zern 1+ |x|_Oo J
¢ t
< C / e ENdr 4 ¢ / /K(T,t,y)|y|f1 (r)e ) dydr
e o

t

e / AL+ (- r)3e >N dr,
where f1(r) = ||[(L+ |- )7 f(r,)]lo € LP(R). By virtue of Young’s inequality

(/u1+| 1GJ()V£> < (/u1|MQ,

where the integrals in (4.1) are interpreted as the essential supermum when p = 4.

For 1 < i < n,

[ [ourtts =) - S0l dyar

—co R™

|axiG)\f(tv $)| =

t
< 2//\%K(ht,y)\fz(r)[ly|<1!y\“p(!y\)+\y!1y|>1]e‘“t‘”dydr

—0co R"

< C//K2r2tyf2()[1+|y| } A=) dy drr

—00 RTL

< C/f2 14 (t—7) Z] A=) gy,

(4.2)

where fo(r) = [f(r,)]a, € LP(R), and in the third line we have used (2.12). The estimate (4.2)

implies

(/meﬁa»%w>p<c</um»me7
R

R
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Furthermore, for 1 < i,j7 < n, we get an analogue of (4.2)

102, .,Gaf(t, @) < C / fa(r) [(t ) (t— T)%—l}e—)\(t—r)dn

which implies that

1 1
P P
(/H%%GU’)%ﬁ> <c</um»mwﬁ . (1.4
R
Combining (4.1), (4.3) and (4.4), it remains to show for every v > 0,

A (VG ap > ) < C [ I bapit, when p=1. (4.5)

and

(/[V2G>\f(t, )] > < (/Hf Hmp > , when pe€ (1,+00]. (4.6)

R

We first prove (4.6) for p = +o00. By (4.4), we need to show that for every 1 < i,7 < n and
every x,y € R" (|]z — y| < 1/3) there exists a positive constant C' such that

02,2, G (1) = 35, Gaf (4.9)] < Cesssuplf(rale — yl"p(x ~y). fort R (47)

reR

By (3.3)

07, ., Gaf(t, ) — 02, Gaf(ty)
t
= [ea [ Kt = 2)lf02) - o)
—00 |o—2|<2|lz—y|
t
= [ea [ Kty - 2l - Sl
“o0 lz—2|<2|z—y|
t
+ / e~ At=7) g / 852 g Kty —2)[f(ry) — f(r,2))dz

o jo—2[>2]z—y|
t

+ / e N0 dr / [aﬁi’ij(T, tw—z)— agi,yjK(r’ ty —2)]
—00 2lz—y|<|z—z|<1
X[f(r,z) = f(r,x)]dz

t

—\t—r 2 2
+ / e Ndy / [ami,ij(T’t’x —2) - ayi,yjK(r’t’y —2)]

—00 lx—z|>1
X[f(n Z) - f(r,:z:)]dz
= Jl(taxvy) + JQ(tvxvy) + J3(t7x7y) + J4(t7x7y) + J5(t7x7y)‘ (48)
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For J; we have

“+oo
n |2]2
Ni(ta,y)| < Cesssuplf(r,lap / 121° p(|2])d= / e i
R
e |2 <3le—y 0

400
< Cesssuplf(r; )a,p / |Z(|LZ_|()1dz/TnTze‘£dr
0

reR
|2]<2]z—y|
2[z—y]
< Cesssup[f(r,-)]a,p / pl(:)xdr. (4.9)
reR 0 T

Observe that when |x —z| < 2|z —vyl|, [y — 2| = |y —x + = — z| < 3|z — y|, and thus

t
|Ja(t,z,y)| < / e M= dy / 105, K (rtoy = 2)||f (r, 2) = f(r,)ldz,

- ly—z|<3|z—yl
which implies
3lz—y]
p(r)
|Ja(t, z,y)| < Cesssup[f(r,-)]a,p Tl_adr. (4.10)
reR
0

For J3, by Gauss—Green’s formula

|J3(t,3§‘,y)|
t

/ e M=) gy / Oy, K (r,t.y — 2)vi[f(r,y) — f(r,z)]dS

o0 je—2|=2|e—y|

ly—z|>

t
< C / e A= gy / ly — 2l(t — )" e f(r,y) — f(r,2)|dS,

|z—2|=2[z—y|

where v = (v1,14,...,1,) is the exterior unit normal of the spherical surface {z € R";|z — z| =
2|z — y|}. Thus

400
_n+2 _Jo—y|?
stz 9)l < Cesssuﬂg[f(n-)]a,p!w—y!“p(!w—y\)\x—y!”/r 2% e~ o dr
re
0
S Cesssuplf(r, ]aple = y"p(lz = y))- (4.11)
re

For Jy, since |z — z| > 2|z — y|, for every £ € [x,y] (the line with endpoints x and y), we get

1
lt =2 <€ =2 <2z — 2|
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Thanks to the mean value inequality

t 2
n+3 |z—z|

i(tzy)| < Clz—y / dr / F(r2) — f(r2)|(t — )~ "F e 6Ty

-0 2z—y|<|z—2|<1

+oo
< Clz —ylesssup[f(r,)]la,p / |z|°‘p(|z|)|z|_"_ldz/rnzle_lrﬁdr
R
e 2|lz—y|<|z|<1 0
1
-
< Cesssup[f(r,-)|a,ple — ¥ / p;_ldr. (4.12)
reR r
2Jz—y|
Let g € (o, 1) and |z — z| > 2|z — y|,
02 ) K (rtw = 2) = 32, K(rit,y — 2)|
— 2 ) A2 _ 792 a2 _ g
= (03,2, K(r,t,x —2) =0, , K(rt,y — z) Oy, Kt w —2) = 0 K(r, 1,y — 2)

[192 2 1-5
< |ami,mjK(r7ta$ - Z)| + |ayi,yjK(r7tay - Z)|]

X

B
a£i7ij(r’t7$ - Z) - 8§i,yjK(r7t7y - Z)‘

_nt2 _ _lz=z? 91-B _nts __lz=z® 98 8
< C|:(t_7«) 2 e 16F(t77-):| [(t—?‘) 2 e 16F(t7r)i| ‘x_y’

_ nt248 |—z|2

< Cle—ylPt—r)" "2 e 160G,

Therefore,
|J5(t7$7y)|
t
n _ le—z]?
< Gyl [ [ 15 - s - ) T e T
—00 |lx—z|>1
+o00 )
n |z]
< Cla—ylPesssup[f (r, o, / e dr / o - g
R
e 0 |z|>1
“+oo
< C]a:—y\ﬁesssup[f(r,')]mp/e‘”r_lgﬁdr
reR
0
< Cla = y| esssup[f(r, )] a.p, (4.13)
reR

where in the third line we have used the fact that f(r,-) has at most linear growth (Remark 2.9 (i7)).
Combining (4.8)—(4.13), we deduce that
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3lz—y| 1
T o T
< Cesssulg[f(r,')]a,p[ | Bt —slotie =+l -l [ fz(_idrﬂx—yﬁl
re
0 2|z—y]
) [ olr)
T T
< C /fl_adrﬂx—y\”‘p(!w—y\)Jr!w—y! / fg_adT]
-0 2|z—y]
- |z—yl ) 1 -
T T
< C /fl_aerr!w—y!“p(\x—y\)Jr?!w—y\ / fQ_adT]
-0 lz—y
2|z —y| 2|z —y| 3lz—y
+C / pl(fidr—2|x—y| / pz(fidr +C / pl(fidr
T T T
|z—y| lz—y| 2lz—y
|z—y] 1 3|z—y|
< C /fl(fidwr|x_y|ap(|x—y|)+|x—y| / ﬁ—fldwr / fl(—:ldr], (4.14)
0 |z—y| 2|z—y|

where in the second inequality we have used (2.12).
If f € L®(R;C"(R™)) (s € {d, s,c}), using L'Hospital’s rule ([7, p. 346]), we get

T
) Tdr Sp(3lo—yl) _ 20(2le—y))
fim l‘:;:z: - e o)
Ix_yl_) Tpl(r()l dT \x—y\—) W
0
— o —
_ 30 Jim pBlz —yl) oo pQlr —yl) 30 9050
le—yl=0 p(lz —yl) e—y|=0 p(lz —yl)

where in the last line we have used the assumption that p is a slowly varying function at zero if p
is increasing. Then there is a positive constant C' such that for every |z —y| < 1/3,

3z —yl |z—y
/ pl(f) dr < C / pl(r) dr. (4.15)
r [0 r —Q
2[z—y] 0
In the case of f € L™(R;C;"”(R™)), by the definition, p is decreasing , we have

3lz—y| ( ) 3lz—yl 1
p(r
/ o dr < p(2lx —yl|) / o dr
2|z—y| 2|z—y|
= pQ2lz —ya B —2%)|z —y|* <a7'p(lz —y)lz —y[*.  (4.16)

Combining (4.14)—(4.16), we have
’a:%i,ij)\f(ta ‘T) - 8§i,ij)\f(t7 y)‘

lz—y| 1
T r
< of [ Masiyrpte—vprie—l | ;(_idr]. @)
0 lz—y|
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By L’Hospital’s rule ([7, p. 346]) and Lemma 2.7, we have

|z—y|

20 g
lim 0
le=yl=0 |z — y|*p(|lz — yl)
lz—yl
e g
= ¢ lim 0
lz=31=0 |z = y|*p(|2 — y[)e~el==vD
_ _ o ja—1
= ¢ lim plle =yl : vl _ 1 (4.18)
la—yl-0 [a + ¢(lz — yD)]|z — y|*" oz — yl)eel==vD o
and
1
o —yl [ Hldr
lim ey
le—yl=0 |z —y|*p(|lz — yl)
1
L1 dr
_ . |z—y|
= e ]
© emimo 2=yt ol — yPe e
- —p(|z —yDlz —y*~? 1
= ¢ % lim = . 4.19
B () [ ) o A R
By (4.18) and (4.19), for |z — y| < 1/3, we get
e e
p(r p(r o
max { / Tl_adr, |z — T2_adr} < Clz —y“p(Jx — y|). (4.20)
0 lz—yl
We then conclude (4.7) from (4.17) and (4.20).
Let H = Cla’p(R") and H = C{f’p(R") (ce{d,s,c,w}). For 1 <i,j<n,h¢eH,set
Kij(t,m) / o, K (1t = y)h(y)dy = /Ki,j(r,t,a: —y)h(y)dy . (4.21)
Further for f € L>®(R;H) set
Ayt = [N ) e (122
R
and
AF() = [IAX £ (8 )l K(E7) = Kag(tr)e 277, (4.23)

where we set IC; ;(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 f, € L®(R;H), m=1,2,...,k then

(A(f:fm(t))‘—HA (me )H~ Ei:|,4fm(t)|, ae.. (4.24)

m=1
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Therefore condition (i) of Lemma 2.4 holds.
By (4.22) and (4.23), for every h € H,
|0rK(t,7)h(z)]

= /@Ki,j(r,t,y)h(x —y)dy + )\/Ki,j(r,t,y)h(:E —y)dy e At=7)
R™ R™

< /arKi,j(n ty)[h(@ —y) = h(z)]dy + A / K j(rt,y)[h(z — y) — h(x))dy|e 207
R™ Rn
n __lyl? V.
< C[h]a,p/(t—?“)_ St =)t e T [y p(ly )y + [yl Ly s )dye )
Rn
n P o
< Clllay (= r)F (e = 7)™+ e Ty + lyldge ")
Rn
< Clhla, [(t e T)%—ﬂ e~ Mt—r) (825

where in the fifth line we have used (2.12).
For every x # y and |z — y| < 1/3, we calculate that

oK (t,r)h(z) — 0, K(t,r)h(y) =

/ O, Ky (rs b, )b — 2) — h(y — 2))dz
R’!L

+&/Kﬁ&¢JﬂMx—zy_My_@wzeﬂwq)
Rn

= - [Il(tvrv$7y) +I2(tvrv$7y)]e_)\(t_r)' (426)
We divide I; into five parts which is analogue of (4.8)

Li(t,rx,y)
_ / 02,0 K (1,1, — 2)[h(2) — h(x)]d>

|z—2[<2|z—y|

= [ B Kty = Al - s

lo—2|<2|e—y|

+ / 8§7yi7yjK(r, t,y — z)[h(y) — h(x)]dz

|z—2|>2[z—y|

TyZTq,T 5 TYi Y5

+ / 08 K(rta—2) -0  Krty—2)hz) - hz)ds

20z—y|<|z—2|<1

+ / [a?,mi,ij(rv t7 r— Z) - a?,yi,yjK(r7 ta Yy— z)][h(z) - h(x)]dz
|lx—z|>1

= Ill(t7r7x7y) + 112(t7T7$7y) + 113(75,7",$,y) + 114(t,T',$,y) =+ 115(t,r,:1:,y). (427)
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Notice that for every m € N,

n+m __ ‘1‘2
| T x117 T mK(T’7t,x)| gc(t—r)_l_%e 4F(t—r),
then
N
|I11(t,7‘,x,y)| g C[h]a,p / |Z|a,0(|z|)(t—r)_%4e 4F(t7r)dz
|z|<2]z—y|
2. n REL
< Clhfa,(t—r)? / ]z\a_”p(]z‘)<_t|z| )26 =)
—-r
|2|<2]z—y|
2|z —y| -
_ p(r
< Clilaglt-n? [ Han

0
Repeating all calculations from (4.10) to (4.13), we get analogues of Jo—J5 that

( 3lz—y|
[Na(t, 7, 2,9)] < Clhla,(t—1)"2 [ Ldr,
0

[Lis(t, 2, y)| < Clhap(t — 1) 72|z — y|*p(lz - yl),

1
[Na(t, 7, 2,9)| < Clhlap(t— 1) 2o —y| [ G,

2z —y|
3+8

\ |115(t,7‘,x,y)| C[h] ,p(t_r) 2 |$_y|67

where 3 € (a,1).
By (4.28), (4.29) and (4.14)—(4.20), we conclude that

— —348 ot n
|11 (t, 7, 2,y)| SC[h]a,p[(t—T) P+ (t—r) e }!w—y! p(lz —yl), z,yeR”, |z —y| <

Similar calculations also implies that

— _ﬂ o n
Dt 7,2, 9)| < Clhlay (¢ =)™+ (E=7)7F o —yl%p(le = yl), @,y €R?, [2—y| <

Combining (4.25), (4.26), (4.30) and (4.31), we assert
10t PRl < Clllpe| (£ = )75 4 (8 = )72,
which implies that
1010 M)y < CL(E = )72+ (= )72 = ot 1)
Similarly, we get
1)y < C| (8= 1)+ (8 = 7)),

By (4.21), (4.23) and (4.33), conditions (7) and (ii) of Definition 2.2 hold.
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Noticing that for every ¢« > 0

+00 oo
. / o(r)dr = / 2 + 772 Mdr < C < +o0, (4.34)

L

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

for f € CP(R;H)

)

H

AF ()] = / A, () F () dr

R

/K(t,r)f(r)dr
R

H
which implies that condition (i7) in Lemma 2.4 holds.

Now let f, f1, fo,... € L (R;H) such that f and all f; vanish outside of the same ball. Moreover,
we assume that the norms || fi||pe(r) are uniformly bounded with respect to k, and [|f(t) —
fr()|l — 0 for almost all ¢ € R. By using the Fatou lemma, (2.6) holds, and thus condition (4i7) 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,+00) on smooth functions with compact support, as C§°(R; #H) is dense in LP(R; H), there
exists a positive constant C' such that

At IV2GAf (1)l > 1) < © / 1£(t, ) lxdt, ¥~ >0, when p=1,
R

and

(/HV2G)\f(t, -)H%dt) ’ < C(/Hf(t, )H%dt)p, when p € (1,400),
R R

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 ¥ =1. O

5 Proof of Theorem 3.4

The proof for 1 = b is easier than that for 9 = [, here we just show the detail for the case of ¥ = .
On the other hand, the proofs for 2/p — 1 < a < 2/p and @ = 1 — 2/p are similar to « > 2/p and
a = 2/p, respectively, we only prove the case of o > 2/p for ¢ € {d, s,c,w} and o = 2/p for ¢ = d.
When ¢ € {d,s,c,w}, the calculations for ¢ € {d,c,w} are similar to the case of ¢ = s, we only
prove the case of ¢ = s.

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

t
u(t, z)| 1 / / ~A(t-7)
su < Csup —— K(r,t,y)[1 + |z| + r)e ") dydr
0 Rn
t
1
< ¢ [+ e-ntar <Clhlpon, (51)

0
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where f; is given in (4.1).
For 1 < i < n, it follows by (3.6) that

t
uutt) < C [ [ 10Kt o) ol bea ool + oLy poile ™ dyar

0 Rn»
t
< 0 [ [Een2tpne)s e dydr
0 R»
t
< C/fg(r)[l—i—(t—r)azls}dr
0
T p-1
(a—1—¢e)p P
< Cllfallzeo) 1+/T 2D dr] < o0,

0

where f5 is given in (4.2), and in the second line we have used (2.12) for 0 < e < 1.
Let 1 <4,j < n. Choosing 2¢ = (a — 2/p) in (5.2) yields

t

1 a—¢
\8§i7xju(t,a:)] < C/fg(r) [(t—r)_i —l—(t—T)T_l}e_)\(t—r)dr
0
T T p—1
__>p (a—4)p+2 P
< C”JCZHLP([O,T})[/T 2<P1)dr+/r (1) dr] < 400,
0 0

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

(5.3)

By (5.1)—(5.3), it remains to show for every 1 < i,j7 < n and every z,y € R" (Jx —y| < 1/3)

there exists a positive constant C such that
_2
|02, 2, u(t, ) = 05, ult,y)| < Clz —y|* #p(lz —yl), fort €[0,T].

Let Ji,...,Js be given by (4.8) with —oo replaced by 0. By using Holder’s inequality

+00 p=t
_(n+2)p __ plz[? 4
Ntay) < Clflpay / EE) / P

|2|<2lz—yl 0
2|z—yl
< C / 7'°§|jg|)_adz<0 / 1'0+(Qadr,
el<teyl 1A o "7
T
where [f]}.a,p = [1f(r,)]a.pdr.
0
Similarly, we achieve
3lz—yl
e <c [ L
Tl—i—;—a
0

28

(5.4)



For J3 we have

+00 p—1
o " _(n+2)p _ pla—yl? P
|3t 2,9)] < Clflpaplz —y[“o(lz — yl)|z -y r 2-De Te-Urdr
0
_2
< Clz—y|* 7p(Jz —y|). (5.7)

For J4 we obtain that

+00 p=1
_3)p _ plzl? P
Iitag)l < Clflpage=sl [ Elo(ehds| [ E el
2|lz—y|<|z|<1 0
1
< Clz —y) / p(;‘) dr. (5.8)
T2+;—a
2|lz—y|
We estimate J; by
+00 p=1
_(n+248)p __ plz? P
Tt < Clllpagle—ol [ | [ 50 e o] a
|z|>1 0
< Clamyl? [ 7T s < Ol -yl (5.9)
|z|>1
where § € (a, 1) such that g+ 2/p > 1.
Combining (5.5) to (5.9) and (2.12), for every t € [0,T], we conclude
’aii,l‘ju(t7 x) - aji,yju(t7 y)‘
o) e
p(r _2 p(r
T p r P
0 2|z—y]

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 & = 0 we get for
|z —y| < 1/3 that

V2u(t, z) = VZu(t,y)| < Clf oo, rycppnyple = yl), for t € [0,T7. (5.11)

On the other hand, by (5.1) and (5.2), (1+ |- )~ u(t, )|, Or,u € L=([0,T] x R™), it remains to
check Q,%Mju € L>*([0,T] xR™) (1 <,j <n). In fact

0% ult, az)‘

Ti,Tj
t

/ dr / 02, . Ktz — y)lf(ry) — F(r,)]dy
0 Rn
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p—1

T p—1
pint2) plyl® ! «a _ly?
< Clfllzeoryersy @n) / /T b e dr | (g1 p(yl) Lyt + Iyl Lyl S dy
0

< Ol lergomierz @) / o™ oly ) Ly a + = Do dy

+oo

1
p s
< Cllfllzeqomyesy @ny) [/— / Y~ ST dr
0

1

< ClAllpeqomiepp eny) » (5.12)

which completes the proof. [J

6 Proof of Theorem 3.6

We only prove the case of ¢ = [. Clearly, if u € LP([0,T]; C2+QP(R")) N whe([o,T);C, ’p(R"))

solves the Cauchy problem (3.11), for all A € R, a(t,z) = u(t,x)e()‘ Nt e Lr([0,T]; Cz+a’p(R"))
WP ([0,T7; Ca P(R™)) solves the following Cauchy problem

d(t,z) =1 3 ai,j(t,m)agmjﬁ(t,x) +g(t,x) - Va(t, x)
=
_)‘ﬂ(tv$) + f(t7$)7 (t,l‘) € (OvT] X Rna
u(0,z) =0, z € R™,

where f(t, x) = f(t, a:)e(’\_)‘)t, and vice versa. So we just need prove the well-posedness of (3.11) for
some A\ > 1.

(i) For 7 € [0, 1] we consider the following of equations

7

Owu(t,z) = (1 — 7)Au(t, z) + T|:% > am(t,x)a%i’xju(t,x) +g(t, x) - Vu(t,a;)]
ij=1
Xaft @) + f(t2), (t.o) € (0,T) x R, o1
u(0,z) =0, z € R™,
where A = 3 Z” 1 a; 5 (6)02, «; and a(t) = (a;;(t)) is given in Theorem 3.1.

In view of Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique u € LP([0,T7; Cija’p(R”)) NWEP([0,T]; ¢ (R™))
solving the Cauchy problem (6.1) with 7 = 0. Further, with the aid of Theorem 3.4, u €

L2([0,T]:C; . “HPRRY) ¢ Lo(0, T); CLEOP(R)) when o # 2/p and u € L([0, T];C2P(R™))
C L*([0,T]; C1+a’p(R")) when a = 2/p. Define a mapping 7 on H; := LP([0,T7; C2+a’p(R"))
L=([0,T7; CHa’p(R")) by

To(t,z) = 7 [ e MK (rt,-) *
/ [
+9(r,-) 'Vv(r,’)] (z)dr +/€_A(t_T)K(7‘7ta ) x f(r, ) (@)dr
0

= Hl(t,l') + Hg(t,x), (62)
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where K (r,t,x) is given by (3.2).
Since [(a@j(rv ) - aij( ))8%@] ( )]7 g(?", ) ’ VU(TV) and f are all in Lp([o T] C 7P(Rn))7

have Hy, Hy € Hi. Moreover, by Theorems 3.1 and 3.4, for vy,ve € Hq, there ex1sts a constant
C > 0 which is independent of v; and wvs, such that

HTU;[ - TUQHHl
< G )~ 192,01 =) #0102 F 0 =] [y
7.]_ ’ ’ l7§
§ CTH’Ul — 1)2”7.[1. (63)

It follows that there exists an 79 > 0 such that for 7 € (0, 7], the mapping 7 is contractive in H;
and has a fixed point u which obviously satisfies that

[l < ClfllLr(o,ry0000 mnY)- (6.4)
l,s

2+a—2,
Further, if a # 2/p, then u € LC’O([O,T];CZ’:r P p(R")) and (3.8) holds. If ¢ = d and o = 2/p, then

u € L=([0,T]; €Y (R™)) 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 [0,27]. Continuing this procedure with finitely
many steps, there is a unique strong solution u for the Cauchy problem (6.1) with 7 € [0,1]. In
particular, there is a unique u € LP([0,T; Cz+ap(R")) N WP (0, T7;C, ’p(R")) solving the Cauchy
problem (3.11), and (3.12) holds mutatis mutandis. Moreover, for a 75 2/p, we have (3.8), and for
¢ =d,a =2/p, we have (3.9).

(ii) Let v € LP([0,T7; C2+QP(R")). Since g = +o0, for p € (1,+0o0], we have g(r,-) - Vo(r,-) €
LP([0,T); Cap (R™)). Then applymg a fixed point argument as that in (i) and repeating analogue
calculatlons 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 < 1.

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

QU (t,x) = 2AU(t,2) + b(t,z) - VU (t,2)
—\U(t,z) +b(t,x), (t,z)c (0,T] x R, (7.1)
U0,z) =0, z<€R"

Hr = {UeL®(0,T]; LR R™); |VU| € L™([0,T] x R™),
IV2U| € L*([0,T); L™(R™)), |0,U| € LP([0,T]; L5.(R™))},

29,
where A > 0 is large enough, b € LP([0,717;C/, p(R”; R™)) with p € (1,2]. The unknown function U
is called a strong solution of (7.1) if U, 0,U, 8%2.7%,[] € LY([0,T); L2 (R™)) (1 < 4,5 < n), which have
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at most linear growth in space variable, such that (7.1) holds for almost all (¢,z) € [0,7] x R". We
divide the proof into two cases: p € (1,2) and p = 2.

Case 1: p € (1,2). We extend b from [0,7] to (—oo,T| by defining b(t,z) = 0 for ¢t < 0. Let o
be a regularizing kernel

0< o€ CP(R), supp(e) C [0.1] /ﬁxmdr:lu
R

For m € N, we set g,,,(r) = mo(mr), and then smooth b in time variable by g,

bt 7) = (b, 2) * 0 /bt—r$gm r)dr.

For R > 0, we define b, r(t,x) = by, (t, xxr(x)), where xg(z) = x(z/R) and

1, when z € By,

7.2
0, when z € R"\ Bs. (7.2)

X €ECMRY), 0<x<1, [¥|<2 and x(z) =
0

23
Then b, rp € L*([0,T];C? " R™;R™)) and there exists a (unlabelled) subsequence such that
) b,d

ml_lfiloogglf |bm,r(t, ) —b(t,z)] =0, a.e. (t,z)€[0,T] x R". (7.3)
Moreover,
T T
/||(1+|-|)_lbm,R(t, ')H](!))dt</||(1+|'|)_1b(tv )lloat (7.4)
0 0
and
T 1
br(t, ) — b rE,y)P |
[me] __1p _ / sup | ,R( 2)_p ,R( y)| dt
’ 0 0<|z—y|<1 |x—y| pp(|$_y|)
29
< bz, sup lzxR(®) yXR(y)\: 1p(\xXR(SC) yxrY)|)
7 o<yl <1 |z —yl? "p(lz —yl)
2 pB3lz —yl)
< 3r (b 2 sup ——>< OB, 24, 7.5
[ ]p,p 17p0<\x—y\<1 p(|gj - y|) [ ]p7p Lp ( )
where
T T
N bl
Pv,, 1p / 3—1,pdr and 72 / 7_17p
0 0

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

|z —ylxr(x) + |ylIxr(T) — xR (V)
[z —y[[L+ sup |xg(rz+ (1—-7)y)[] <3z —yl,

T€[0,1

lzxr(x) —yxr(y)| <
<
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and the fact p is a slowly varying function at zero.

Consider the following Kolmogorov equation

atUm,R(tv$) = %AUm,R(tv$) +bm,R(tv$) VU, R(t l‘)
_)\Um,R(tv $) + bm,R(t7 l‘), ( ) ( 7T] X Rn7 (76)
Unr(0,z) =0, ze€R".

1+2,
With the help of Theorem 3.6 (ii), there exists a unique U, r € Lp([O,T];Cl;F” p(R”;R")) N

2_ X
whp([o, T);:Cly l’p(}Rn; R™)) N L>(]0, T];Cl{’sp(R”; R™)) solving the Cauchy problem (7.6), where p is
given by (3.10).

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

Ut 7) = /K (t =1, ) # o () - (1 + VU (r ) (@)e > dr, (7.7)
0

=®
where K(t —r,x) = (2n(t — 7)) 2e 21,
Let zo € R™. Consider the following differential equation
Ty = —bm,R(t,$0 + l‘t), l‘t|t:0 =0. (78)
There exists a unique solution to (7.8). By setting Uy, r(t, x) := Uy, r(t,x + 20 + 2), by p(t, ) ==
b, r(t, x + xo + x¢) and by, r(t,z) = by r(t,x + x0 + 2¢) — by, r(t, zo + z¢), then

t
Opn(t,z) = / 1) gy / K(t— 2 — )bms(ry) - VOma(r.y)dy
0

t
+ / e—)\(t—T)dr / K(t —r,x— y)l;m,R(Tv y)dy (79)
0
Therefore,
|VUm,R(t7 0)|

t
0 Rn

t
2_
< [ ar [19K = bt Vo Hyielsl " osl) + ol

RTL

0
X[L+ [[VUn,r(r-)lo]dy

N

c / e ro N2y L+ VU () o]
0
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lyl<1
t
< O [Nl 1+ VUl
0
1
><</e (t—r) n§17%+"_2p(7')d7'+1) dr
0
t
< O [ (g 1+ VU (o]
0
L =2 _2p_
E5p—2 — 5p—2
x /e =) r) ) )5” oV ) 1| ar, (7.10)
0 VE=T) (t—r)'">» T
where in the last inequality we have used
7_2
eI (E =) T ()
2, -2 (lin-l o (1) N2 i”;—:g(m) dj—EQ(T)
_ e‘m( >" 2 e‘m( p )5”2’) P
t—r p(Vt—r) (t—r)'">» T
s (_p) B P (V) ()
< C’e 8(t77“)< ) T .
p(Vt—r) t—r)"» T

On the other hand, we have

_z2 p(T) 5p—2
sup e sr
7€[0,1],7€(0,T] [ <P(\/F)) ]

< sup e 8
re(0,T),7€[0,+/7], [ p(\/T)

_22 0 p(T) 52
+ sup e s8r
re(0,T),7€[v/7,1] [ (P(\/F)> ]

< 1+ sup e~
r€(0,T],uell,1/7]

PVEVT)YS
[e 8< p(\%) >

Choosing 79 = 1 in Lemma 2.7, in view of (2.9), leads to

VBT
sup M = sup exp{c(\/ﬁﬁ)—c(\/?)—l— / @dT}
NG

< 1l+sup sup
=1 re(0,1/u]

]. (7.11)

re(0,1/y  P/T) re(0,1/4]

< exp{2 sup |e(T)|+ sup ((7 )log(\/ﬁ)}
0<7<1 0<7<1
3 sup ((7)
< COposra (7.12)
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Combining (7.11) and (7.12), one concludes

Bp=2)
y 10p—4 p C(T)
e s P72 ogr<a <C.

2 op(n) \ B3
D) [ “(Gm)

T€[0,1],r€(0,

This, together with (7.10), yields that

‘Vﬁm r(t,0)]
r 3p—2 . 1 2p
5 2 — 5p—2
< C/ Db,y 1+ 19U Yol | = =D [ g
-2 T
| (t—r) P ]
r 3p72( t )
— 7‘ 5p—2 —7r
< C/ At— (r, )]2 1l + IVUn g(7, ) o] pr\wt=r) \/1_l 1 dr, (7.13)
L (t—T) P
2
where in the last inequality we have used assumption p5pf2 is a Dini function.
Since xg € R™ is arbitrary, we conclude from (7.13) that
sup [[VUn,r(t,-)lo
0<t<T
i BTy e
Apr 5p—2)(p—1
g C[bm]p 2_10[1 + sup HVUm R( )HO]{ /e_ppl |:1 + P (\/F)]dr}
P 0<r<g r
0
 p(Bp-2) =t
_apr? p(5p72)(p71) (7‘) P
< Ol 1+ sup [VUna(r ol [ e [r 4+ 22 gy
p’p P O<T<T ) r

VT

0/

VT 2p %

< 1+ VU, g(r,- = [l G 7.14

< OBl i+ s (VU arolold [ e ¥ [rr AT
0

o<T<T
where in the first inequality we have used the Holder inequality.

2
Since p5p€2 (r)/r € L*([0,v/T]), by virtue of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we
get

2p

VT
Apr2 5p—2
lim /e =y [T+L(r)}dr:0,
0

A—400 T

which, by choosing A large enough, also implies that

\/T A 2 r2—p2( ) Ple 1
_Apr pie=2(r
C[b]P,g—Lp{ /e p—1 [r—i—f}dr} < g

For this fixed large enough A, then

v p2)y, |7
Apr 5p— r
sup (VU (t o < 5 __1,,3{ [ }dr} <
0

OJ

(7.15)

DO =

o<t<T 2
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This, together with (7.7), also suggests that

t
‘Um R(th')‘ /
sup sup ————— < sup sup t—nry)l
o<t<Tzekn 1+ |z] 0<t<T zern 1 + \ J J K )
+ sup [[VUpn,r(r,")o] + [L + [#] + |yllbm,1(r) | dy
o<r<T

T
Co/bl(r) [1 + (T—r)%]dr

< Cllballe(po,ryy < Cllol 2
Lo(oTCr, " R

where
b1 (r) = [[(L+ - ) b, (7)o, 0a(r) = [[(1 4+ - [)~"b(r, ) llo € LP([0,T]),

and [[bm, 1l e o,7) < 101l 22 (0,17)-
For the second order derivatives of Uy, r(t,z), we get an analogue of (7.13) that

|V2ﬁm,R(tv 0)|
t

—A(t—r) 2 21
< e dr [ VK (¢ = y)lbm,r(r, )2y ,Ly<alyl> p(1y]) + [y1Ljy>1]
0 R
X[+ VU, r(r,)ll0]dy
t
—A(t—r) _1 _1, 24
< C [ (r, )2y (t—7)72 K2t —r),y)t—7r)" 2yl p(ly))dy + 1
0 yl<1
t r 3p—2 ; 1 2p
5 2 —
< C/e—*@—”[bm(r, ooy, (t—7)73 | 2 l_j" /p D e +1|dr
(t—r) » 0
=
5p—2 —
< C eI (r ), (t—7)2 prEVETT) Ly dr,
1,p 1—-1
P | (t—r) >
which, by Young’s inequality, implies that
IV?Unn, | 120,771 (R &)
T (S =
Is S5p—
< Cloul, o 1p{/e—3pz [r—ﬁeri(T)}dr}
'p T

\/_ 2p 2P

< C 2 2 ( r)d <Cb

< CYl p.2-1p v r X Hp,%—lvp'
0

Further, by (7.6), (7.15)—(7.17), then 0Uy r € LP([0,T}]; L5S

loc
there is a positive constant C' such that

11+ |- D7 0Unm, r(E, )l Lo (0.7 00 (73R
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(R";R"™)) and by (7.15

(7.16)

dr

(7.17)

)—(7.17)



N

C[”V2Um,RHLZ([O,T];LOO(R”;R”)) A AN+ ) U, ()| Loo (0,77 xRmRA)
VU &l Lo 0,17 xR7 2 (1 + 1 ) 0m, (8 )| 1o (0,77 L0 (R

L+ ) om,r(E, ')”LP([O,T];LOO(R”;]R”))]

< Cll (7.18)

2 .
re(o,1)ick, " (RrsRnY)

On account of (7.15)-(7.18) and (7.3), there exists a (unlabelled) subsequence U, r and a measur-
able function U € Hr such that Uy, r(t,z) — U(t,z) € Hr for a.e. (t,z) € [0,T] x R™ as R and m
tend to infinity in turn. In particular U satisfies (7.1) and the following estimate

sup [[VU(t,)]lo <

1
1 7.19
0<t<T 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

OU(t,z) = LAU(t,x) + b(t,z) - VU(t,x) — AU(t,z), (t,z)€ (0,T] x R,
U(0,z) =0, z€R",

For the above Cauchy problem, if one sets U , b and b as in (7.9), then

t

U(t, x) = /e_’\(t_r)dr / K(t—rx— y)l;(r, y) - VU(T‘, y)dy.
0 Rn

Further, we get

sup [VU(t,)o = sup VU)o
0<t<T 0<t<T
= sup /e_’\(t_’")dr/VK(t -7, — y)g(r,y) . VU(T, y)dy
Ogth Rn 0
T o 2 o
Apr 5p—
< sup ||VU(r, -)”OC[b]pz_lp{ /e_ = [r—kw]dr}
0<r<T v r

0

1
< 5 sw VU)o
o<r<T

and deduce that VU = 0, which leads to U = 0 by a similar argument as in (7.16).
Case 2: p = 2. Let ¢ be another regularizing kernel

0<5eCPRY, supp(s) C B, /@(:L")d:n _1
RTL
For k € N, we set gr(z) = ko(kx), and then smooth b in space variable by gy

V(1) = (b, ) * 3k) (&) = / b(t,x — y)ar(y)dy

R
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Let xr be given by (7.2). We set bk, (t,x) = b¥(t,zxr(x)), then b, € LQ([O,T];Cgf(R";R")) for
every 3 € (0,1) and

lim  lim [b}(t,z) — b(t,x)| =0, forall (t,z) € [0,T] x R™. (7.20)
k—+o00 R—+00

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

T T
/ 1L+ - )b, ) 2dE < 4 / 1L+ [ )bt )| 2 (7.21)
0 0
and
(3l — yl)
V2.0 < [bl2.o sup —— < C[bl2,0,p, (7.22)
Orlzop < Blaoe, 08 o) P
where

T T
[bk]2 L d
k2.0, = roan 20m
0 0

Consider the following Kolmogorov equation

QUE(t,x) = SAUL(t,x) + bk (t,2) - VUE(t,2)
—)\UR(t,az)—i—bk (t,x), (t,z)€ (0,T] x R", (7.23)
UE(0,z) =0, x€R".

By Theorem 3.6 (i), there exists a unique UF, € L%([0, T];Ci:{ﬁ’p(R”; R™))NWL2([0, T); Cﬁ(’ip(R"; R™))N
Le°(]0,T7; CHB P(R™;R™)) solving the Cauchy problem (7.23). Moreover, U% satisfies integral equa-
tion (7.7) if one uses b% instead of by, g. Similar to (7.8)—(7.13), if one chooses p = 2, then we get
an analogue of (7.14) that

0<t< <7<

C[b]ZO,p{
by choosing A large enough such that

VT
CWHZQP{L/}{aAﬂ[T+_£%j]dT}

0

JT 1

sup VUL, o < C[b] [1 vUk( —23? T) b

P R 0 < Clbl20,|1+ sup [[VUR(r Ho € re o
0

which also suggests that

sup [|VUE(t,)[lo <
o<t<T

N w

o\§|

o2 [7‘ + @] dr} < %7 (7.24)

D=

N
W~
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By similar arguments as (7.16)—(7.18), we also get

Uk ()
sup_ sub LR < Clbl 2o ryeppen sen

0<t<T z€R™

~

)7

1
o2 p2(r) d?‘] < Clbl2.op, (7.25)

T

IV2UE | 22 (0,77; 00 (i) < C[bh’o’p[l *

O\E

I+ 1 D71 0UR(E 2 qo.ryzoe @iz < CIOl 2oyl gy

In view of (7.24)—(7.25) and (7.20) there exists a (unlabelled) subsequence U% and a measurable
function U € Hr such that UL(t,x) — U(t,z) € Hr for a.e. (t,x) € [0,7] x R™ 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 Hy.

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,z) = U(T — t,x), then V € Hy and
satisfies

OV (t,x) + LAV (t,z) + b(t,x) - VV(t,z)
= AV (t,z) = b(t,z), (t,z)e[0,T)xR", (7.26)
V(T,z) =0, x € R".

Moreover, (7.19) holds true for V. Now set ®(¢,x) = = + V(t,z), then ® forms a nonsingular
homeomorphism uniformly in ¢ € [0,7] and

1
5 < sup [[Ve(L,-)|lo <
o<t<T

where U(t,-) = ®71(¢, ).
For 0 < e < 1andte€|0,T)], define

N W

2

0\\

t+e

1
/V(T,m)dr = O/V(t—i-re,m)dr

t

Ve(t, ) =

| =

and ®.(t,z) = x + Vc(¢t,z), where V(t,x) := V(T,z) = 0 when ¢ > T. Notice that &, €
WL2([0, T); W2 (R™ R™)), if X, (x) is a strong solution of SDE (1.13), in light of Itd’s formula

loc

([25, Theorem 3.7]), we derive

Be(t, Xoy(2)) = B (s, 7) + / DLV (ry X () + / b(r, X (2)) - VVi(r, X (2))dr

+% / AV,(r, X, (2))dr + / b(r, X, (2))dr + / [+ VV(r, Xo (@) AWy (7.28)

s

Since V' € Hrp, if one lets € tend to 0 in (7.28), we obtain

D(t, Xsi(x)) = O(s,x) + /&V(r, X r(x))dr +/b(r, Xsr(2))  VV(r, X (2))dr

s
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+% / AV (r, X, (2))dr + / b(r, X0 (2))dr + / L+ YV (r, Xop (2)))dIV,

S S

t t
— B(s,z) + A / V(r, Xop(2))dr + / (I + YV (r, X, ()W, (7.29)
where in the last line we have used the fact that V satisfies the Cauchy problem (7.26).
Denote Y; (y) = ®(t, X5 (x)), it follows from (7.29) that
dYsi(y) = AV, W(E, Y (y))dt + (I + VV (¢, V(L Y (y))))dW

=1 b(t, Ys o (y))dt + 5(t, Ys 1 (y))dWs, t € (s, T, (7.30)
Yss =y = ®(s,2).

Conversely, if Y, +(y) is a strong solution of SDE (7.30), with the help of (7.27) and It6’s formula,
Xsi(z) = U(t,Ys4(y)) satisfies SDE (1.13). Therefore, SDEs (1.13) and (7.30) are equivalent.
By the regularity of V, we have b € L>([0,T]; Lip(R™;R™)) and & € L?([0, T]; W12°(R™; R"*")).
Owing to Cauchy-Lipschitz’s theorem, there exists a unique strong solution Y ;(y) to (7.30), which
also satisfies that Y;(y) = Y, (Y5 ,(y)) for all 0 < s <r <t < T and y € R”, and Y, 5(y) = v.
Moreover, an application of It6’s formula to |Y¢|? yields that

d|Ys e ()|" < C[L+ Yo o()|)dt + | Yeu ()17 (Yo (y), 6(¢, Vi (y))dWy),  for g > 2.
t
Observe that for every t > s, [ Vs, (y)|972(Ys,(y),5(r, Y5, (y))dW,) is a martingale. Then

sup E|Y,.(y)|? < C(1+ |y|?). (7.31)
s<t<T
Now let us check the homeomorphisms. Due to [26, Lemmas I1.2.4, I1.4.1 and 11.4.2] and the
estimate

sup E(1+ [V (y))* <CA+y)), for € <0,
s<t<T

which is direct by using the It6 formula, it is sufficient to prove that for every y,y" € R" (y # ¢/)
and every s,t,s',t' € [0,T] (s <t, s’ <t'),

sup E|Y;(y) — Yau(y)** < Cly —y/|%*, for £ <0, (7.32)

s<t<T

and
EJYs(y) = You )1 < C{ly = /17 + (1 + 1yl + 1y/19)ls = 1% + |t = ¢]3]}, for ¢ > 2. (7.33)

We first treat (7.32). For e > 0, we choose fc(z) = (e+]|x|?) and set Y5 +(y,y') := Ys1(y)—Ys+(v).
In view of Itd’s formula

t t
[ Vaily ) < iy —1y) + Cle] / FE(YVan (/)i + CIECE — 1)) / R2(7) £E (Yo (g ))dr

+2¢ / Y (0, 9))) Vs (0,9, (6(r, Y (y) — (7, Vs o () dW,.), (7.34)
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where s(r) = ||[V2V (r,-)||o € L?([0,T]) for VV € L2([0, T]; W1 (R"; R?*9)). Due to the Grénwall
inequality, we obtain from (7.34) that

sup Ele + [Ysi(y) — Yar () < Cle+ ly — /P
s<t<T

Then (7.32) follows by letting € | 0.
To prove (7.33), we assume without loss of generality that s < s’ <t <, then

[Ye,t(y) = Yoo (y)|?
< 3MY(y) = Yer(W)| + [Yer(y') — Yoo )%+ Yot (y) — Yorwr (¥/)]%). (7.35)

Applying the It6 formula to |Y;(y) — Ys+(y')|? yields

t
ElYsi(y) — Ys: (¥ < |y —y/|7+ C /[1 + &2 (r)]E|Y;, (y) — Y, ()| %dr,

then by the Gronwall inequality

sup E|Y;:(y) — Ysr(v))|9 < Cly — o/|7 (7.36)
s<t<T

For |Y+(y') — Yo +(y/)|9, by employing Itd’s formula again, one ascertains

t
E[Y1(y') — Yoo ()" <EYso(y) — o/ + CE/U + R (]| Yer(y) = Yo ()| dr.

s/

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

E|Y;:(y) — Yo ()T < CE[Y,u(y) -y

q
2

- 1|9 ~
< o [witr vty nimiar] + [ [ 150, Yoot Par

< Cli+ sup EYs,(y))|4]s = '|"+ Cls — /|2

s<r<T
< ClA+1Y1Dls =81+ s = /1] S COA+ Iy 19)]s —s/|2,  (7.37)
where in the third line we have used the fact b is Lipschitz continuous uniformly in time variable

and & is bounded.

For the term Yy (y") — Yy ¢(y')|? we have

t/ t

/5(7", Y;/m(y/))d?"—k/a'(?", Y;/m(y/))dWr
t t
< CO+y |9t —1|5. (7.38)

q
E|Y;/7t(y/) — Y:S’,t’ (y/)|q = ]E
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Summing over (7.35)—(7.38), we obtain (7.33). Thus Y,(-) forms a homeomorphism. Observing
that Y ; satisfies equation (7.30), then

Vi (Y3 () = / b(r, Yo (V3 (9))dr + / 5(r, Yar (Y3 (1)) AW,

Noting that Y;T(Y;Ttl (y)) = Y;_tl(y), thus

t t

Vil v [Hn Y whdr — [ oy waw,. (7.39)

S S

We then get an analogue of (7.33) for Ys_t1 (y) once taken into account the backward character of the
equation (7.39). Hence Ys_tl(y) is continuous in (s, t,y) almost surely in w, and {Y;.(y), t € [s, T}
forms a stochastic flow of homeomorphisms to SDE (7.30). O
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