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C*>°-REGULARIZATION BY NOISE OF SINGULAR ODE’S
OUSSAMA AMINE, DAVID BANOS, AND FRANK PROSKE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we construct a new type of noise of fractional nature that has
a strong regularizing effect on differential equations. We consider an equation with this
noise with a highly irregular coefficient. We employ a new method to prove existence
and uniqueness of global strong solutions, where classical methods fail because of the
"roughness" and non-Markovianity of the driving process. In addition, we prove the rather
remarkable property that such solutions are infinitely many times classically differentiable
with respect to the initial condition in spite of the vector field being discontinuous. The
technique used in this article corresponds to the Nash-Moser principle combined with a
new concept of "higher order averaging operators along highly fractal stochastic curves".
This approach may provide a general principle for the study of regularization by noise
effects in connection with important classes of partial differential equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the ordinary differential equation (ODE)

%Xf:b(t,Xf), Xo=2z, 0<t<T (1)
for a vector field b : [0, 7] x R? — R¢,

It is well-known that the ODE (IJ) admits the existence of a unique solution X;, 0 < ¢ <
T, if b is a Lipschitz function of linear growth, uniformly in time. Further, if in addition
b € CH([0,T] x R%RY), k > 1, then the flow associated with the ODE () inherits the
regularity from the vector field, that is

(z +— X7) € C*(RELRY).

However, well-posedness of the ODE (I)) in the sense of existence, uniqueness and the
regularity of solutions or flow may fail, if the driving vector field b lacks regularity, that
is if b e.g. is not Lipschitzian or discontinuous.

In this article we aim at studying the restoration of well-posedness of the ODE () in
the above sense by perturbing the equation via a specific noise process B;, 0 < ¢t < T,
that is we are interested to analyze strong solutions to the following stochastic differential
equation (SDE)

t
Xf:x+/ b(t, X")ds + B, 0<t<T, )
0
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where the driving process B;, 0 < ¢ < T'is a stationary Gaussian process with non-Holder
continuous paths given by
Hn7
B =Y ABi" (3)
n>1
Here B*»" n > 1 are independent fractional Brownian motions in R with Hurst param-
eters H, € (0,3),n > 1 such that

H, 0
for n — oo. Further, ) ., |\,| < oo for A, € R,n > 1.

In fact, on the other hand, the SDE (2)) can be also naturally recast for Y;* := X7 — B,
in terms of the ODE

t
Y=o+ / b*(t, Y )ds, 4)
0

where b*(t,y) := b(t,y + B,) is a "randomization" of the input vector field b.

We recall (for d = 1) that a fractional Brownian motion B with Hurst parameter
H € (0,1) is a centered Gaussian process on some probability space with a covariance
structure Ry (¢, s) given by

Ru(t,) = E[BI'BY) = 1
We mention that B* has a version with Holder continuous paths with exponent strictly
smaller than /. The fractional Brownian motion coincides with the Brownian motion for
H = %, but is neither a semimartingale nor a Markov process, if H # % We also recall
here that a fractional Brownian motion BY has a representation in terms of a stochastic
integral as

SH 21 4|t — 5™, t,s>0.

t
Bl = / Kot w)dW,, 5)
0

where W. is a Wiener process and where K (¢, -) is an integrable kernel. See e.g. [46]
and the references therein for more information about fractional Brownian motion.

Using Malliavin calculus combined with integration-by-parts techniques based on Fourier
analysis, we want to show in this paper the existence of a unique global strong solution
X7 to (@) with a stochastic flow which is smooth, that is

(x— XF) € C*°(R%RY)  ae. forall ¢, (6)
when the driving vector field b is singular, that is more precisely, when
be L3, = LI([0,T]; LP(R:RY)) N LY (R L([0, T]; RY))

for p,q € (2, 0.

We think that the latter result is rather surprising since it seems to contradict the par-
adigm in the theory of (stochastic) dynamical systems that solutions to ODE’s or SDE’s
inherit their regularity from the driving vector fields.

Further, we expect that the regularizing effect of the noise in @) will also pay off
dividends in PDE theory and in the study of dynamical systems with respect to singular
SDE’s:
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For example, if X? is a solution to the ODE () on [0, 0o), then X : [0, 00) x R4 — R4
may have the interpretation of a flow of a fluid with respect to the velocity field v = b
of an incompressible inviscid fluid, which is described by a solution to an incompressible
Euler equation

u + (Du)u+ VP =0, V-u=0, (7)

where P : [0,00) x RY —s R? is the pressure field.

Since solutions to (7)) may be singular, a deeper analysis of the regularity of such so-
lutions also necessitates the study of ODE’s (Il) with irregular vector fields. See e.g. Di
Perna, Lions [20] or Ambrosio [3]] in connection with the construction of (generalized)
flows associated with singular ODE’s.

In the context of stochastic regularization of the ODE (I) in the sense of @), however,
the obtained results in this article naturally give rise to the question, whether the con-
structed smooth stochastic flow in (6) may be used for the study of regular solutions of a
stochastic version of the Euler equation ().

Regarding applications to the theory of stochastic dynamical systems one may study
the behaviour of orbits with respect to solutions to SDE’s (2)) with singular vector fields at
sections on a 2-dimensional sphere (Theorem of Poincaré-Bendixson). Another applica-
tion may pertain to stability results in the sense of a modified version of the Theorem of
Kupka-Smale [52]]. We mention that well-posedness in the sense of existence and unique-
ness of strong solutions to () via regularization of noise was first found by Zvonkin [58]
in the early 1970ties in the one-dimensional case for a driving process given by the Brow-
nian motion, when the vector field b is merely bounded and measurable. Subsequently
the latter result, which can be considered a milestone in SDE theory, was extended to the
multidimensional case by Veretennikov [54].

Other more recent results on this topic in the case of Brownian motion were e.g. ob-
tained by Krylov, Rockner [29], where the authors established existence and unique-
ness of strong solutions under some integrability conditions on b. See also the works
of Gyongy, Krylov [26] and Gyongy, Martinez [27]. As for a generalization of the result
of Zvonkin [58]] to the case of stochastic evolution equations on a Hilbert space, we also
mention the striking paper of Da Prato, Flandoli, Priola, Réckner [[16]], who constructed
strong solutions for bounded and measurable drift coefficients by employing solutions of
infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov equations in connection with a technique known as the
"[t6-Tanaka-Zvonkin trick".

The common general approach used by the above mentioned authors for the construc-
tion of strong solutions is based on the so-called Yamada-Watanabe principle [56]: The
authors prove the existence of a weak solution (by means of e.g. Skorokhod’s or Gir-
sanov’s theorem) and combine it with the property of pathwise uniqueness of solutions,
which is shown by using solutions to (parabolic) PDE’s, to eventually obtain strong
uniqueness. As for this approach in the case of certain classes of Lévy processes the
reader may consult Priola or Zhang [57]] and the references therein.

Let us comment on here that the methods of the above authors, which are essentially
limited to equations with Markovian noise, cannot be directly used in connection with
our SDE (@). The reason for this is that the initial noise in ) is not a Markov process.
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Furthermore, it is even not a semimartingale due to the properties of a fractional Brownian
motion.

In addition, we point out that our approach is diametrically opposed to the Yamada-
Watanabe principle: We first construct a strong solution to (2)) by using Mallliavin calcu-
lus. Then we verify uniqueness in law of solutions, which enables us to establish strong
uniqueness, that is we use the following principle:

Strong existence ‘ + ‘ Uniqueness in law‘ = ‘ Strong uniqueness |.

Finally, let us also mention some results in the literature on the existence and unique-
ness of strong solutions of singular SDE’s driven by a non-Markovian noise in the case of
fractional Brownian motion:

The first results in this direction were obtained by Nualart, Ouknine [44] 45]] for one-
dimensional SDE’s with additive noise. For example, using the comparison theorem, the
authors in are able to derive unique strong solutions to such equations for locally
unbounded drift coefficients and Hurst parameters H < %

More recently, Catellier, Gubinelli developed a construction method for strong so-
lutions of multi-dimensional singular SDE’s with additive fractional noise and H € (0, 1)
for vector fields b in the Besov-Holder space ng;o, o € R. Here the solutions obtained
are even path-by-path in the sense of Davie and the construction technique of the au-
thors rely on the Leray-Schauder-Tychonoff fixed point theorem and a comparison prin-
ciple based on an average translation operator.

Another recent result which is based on Malliavin techniques very similar to our paper
can be found in Bafios, Nilssen, Proske [8]]. Here the authors proved the existence of
unique strong solutions for coefficients

be L2, = L'(RY L>([0,T]; RY)) N L>(R% L>=([0, T]; RY))

for sufficiently small # € (0, 1).

The approach in [8] is different from the above mentioned ones and the results for
vector fields b € Lééfooo are not in the scope of the techniques in [13]]. See also [9] in the
case fractional noise driven SDE’s with distributional drift.

Let us now turn to results in the literature on the well-posedness of singular SDE’s
under the aspect of the regularity of stochastic flows:

If we assume that the vector field b in the ODE ({J) is not smooth, but merely require that
be WhPand vV -b € L™, then it was shown in [20] the existence of a unique generalized
flow X associated with the ODE (). See also [3]] for a generalization of the latter result
to the case of vector fields of bounded variation.

On the other hand, if b in ODE () is less regular than required [20, 3], then a flow may
even not exist in a generalized sense.

However, the situation changes, if we regularize the ODE (I)) by an (additive) noise:

For example, if the driving noise in the SDE (@) is chosen to be a Brownian noise, or
more precisely if we consider the SDE

dXt = U(t7 Xt)dt + dBt, S,t Z O, Xs =X c Rd
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with the associated stochastic flow ¢, : R? — R? the authors in [41] could prove
for merely bounded and measurable vector fields b a regularizing effect of the Brownian
motion on the ODE () that is they could show that ¢, is a stochastic flow of Sobolev
diffeomorphisms with

st gos_tl € L*(Q; WP (R% w))

for all s,¢ and p € (1,00), where WP(R% w) is a weighted Sobolev space with weight
function w : R? — [0, co). Further, as an application of the latter result, which rests on
techniques similar to those used in this paper, the authors also study solutions of a singular
stochastic transport equation with multiplicative noise of Stratonovich type.

Another work in this direction with applications to Navier-Stokes equations, which in-
vokes similar techniques as introduced in [41], deals with globally integrable v € L™?
for r/d + 2/q < 1 (r stands here for the spatial variable and ¢ for the temporal variable).
In this context, we also mention the paper [22]], where the authors present an alterna-
tive method to the above mentioned ones based on solutions to backward Kolmogorov
equations. See also [21]]. We also refer to and [57] in the case of a-stable processes.

On the other hand if we consider a noise in the SDE (@), which is rougher than Brow-
nian motion with respect to the path properties and given by fractional Brownian motion
for small Hurst parameters, one can even observe a stronger regularization by noise effect
on the ODE (I)): For example, using Malliavin techniques very similar to those in our pa-
per, the authors in [] are able to show for vector fields b € L1, the existence of higher
order Fréchet differentiable stochastic flows

(z+— X7¥) € C*(R?) ae. forall t,

provided H = H (k) is sufficient small.

Another work in connection with fractional Brownian motion is that of Catellier, Gu-
binelli [13]], where the authors under certain conditions obtain Lipschitz continuity of the
associated stochastic flow for drift coefficients b in the Besov-Hdolder space B&L o € R.

00,007

We again stress that our approach for the construction of strong solutions of singu-
lar SDE’s (@) in connection with smooth stochastic flows is not based on the Yamada-
Watanabe principle or techniques from Markov or semimartingale theory as commonly
used in the literature. In fact, our construction method has its roots in a series of papers
[38]], [391, [4Q], [8]]. See also [28] in the case of SDE’s driven by Lévy processes, [23]],
regarding the study of singular stochastic partial differential equations or [9], [[7] in
the case of functional SDE’s.

The method we aim at employing in this paper for the construction of strong solutions
rests on a compactness criterion for square integrable functionals of a cylindrical Brow-
nian motion from Malliavin calculus, which is a generalization of that in [17], applied to
solutions X*"

dX7" =bu(t, X")dt + dBy, Xg" =z, n>1,
where b,,n > 0 are smooth vector fields converging to b € Lgm. Then using variational

techniques based on Fourier analysis, we prove that X" as a solution to () is the strong
L?—Ilimit of X;”" for all ¢.
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To be more specific (in the case of time-homogeneous vector fields), we "linearize" the
problem of finding strong solutions by applying Malliavin derivatives D’ in the direction
of Wiener processes IW* with respect to the corresponding representations of B in (3)
in connection with (3) and get the linear equation

DiX™ = / b (XE"MDIXE"ds + Kp(u, t) 13,0 <t < u,n > 1, (8)
t

where b denotes the spatial derivative of b,,, Ky the kernel in (3) and I, € R4 the unit
matrix. Picard iteration then yields

DiXi" = Ky(u,t) I+ / b (X2 0L (X2 Ky (51, ) Lydsy ...dsy,.

t<s1<...<sm<u
&)

In a next step, in order to "get rid of" the derivatives of b, in (9)), we use Girsanov’s change
of measure in connection with the following "local time variational calculus" argument:

m>1

/0 t/{(s)Daf(B )ds —/ Df(2)LMt, z)dz = (—1) f(z)DL(t, z)dz,

Rdn

(10)

for By := (Bs,,..., B,) and smooth functions f : R — R with compact support,

where D stands for a partial derivative of order |«/| for a multi-index «). Here, L (¢, z)

is a spatially differentiable local time of B. on a simplex scaled by non-negative integrable
function k(s) = k1(s)...kn($).

Using the latter enables us to derive upper bounds based on Malliavin derivatives D* of

the solutions in terms of continuous functions of ||b,,|| g which we can use in conncetion

with a compactness criterion for square integrable functlonals of a cylindrical Brownian
motion to obtain the strong solution as a L?—limit of approximating solutions.

Based on similar previous arguments we also verify that the flow associated with @)
for b € L3, is smooth by using an estimate of the form

sup sup E H'—Xw i

t xeU

} < Cp7q7d7H7k7a,T (annﬁgp) ,n>1

for arbitrary £ > 1, where Cp, s amrar @ [0,00) — [0,00) is a continuous function,
depending on p,q,d, H = {H,},>1,k,a, T fora > 1 and U C R? a fixed bounded
domain. See Theorem 5.1l

We also mention that the method used in this article significantly differs from that in
[8] and related works, since the underlying noise of B. in (@) is of infinite-dimensional
nature, that is a cylindrical Brownian motion. The latter however, requires in this paper
the application of an infinite-dimensional version of the compactness criterion in
tailored to the driving noise B..

It is crucial to note here that the above technique explained in the case of perturbed
ODE’s of the form (@) reveals or strongly hints at a general principle, which could be
used to study important classes of PDE’s in connection with conservation laws or fluid
dynamics. In fact, we believe that the following underlying principles may play a major
role in the analysis of solutions to PDE’s:
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1. Nash-Moser principle: The idea of this principle, which goes back to J. Nash
and and J. Moser [42]], can be (roughly) explained as follows:

Assume a function ® of class C*. Then the Nash-Moser technique pertains to the study
of solutions w to the equation

D(u) = (uo) + f, (11)

where ug € C* is given and where f is a "small" perturbation.

In the setting of our paper, the latter equation corresponds to the SDE (@) with a (non-
deterministic) perturbation given by f = B. (or ¢B. for small ¢ > 0). Then, using this
principle, the problem of studying solutions to (L)) is "linearized" by analyzing solutions
to the linear equation

(u)o =g, (12)

where @' stands for the Fréchet derivative of ®. The study of the latter problem, how-
ever, usually comes along with a "loss of derivatives", which can be measured by "tame"
estimates based on a (decreasing) family of Banach spaces F,,0 < s < oo with norms
|-|, such that N> E; = C*°. Typically, E; = C* (Holder spaces) or E/; = H* (Sobolev
spaces).

In our situation, equation (I2) has its analogon in (8] with respect to the (stochastic
Sobolev) derivative D (or the Fréchet derivative D in connection with flows).

Roughly speaking, in the case of Holder spaces, assume that

@ (u)ob(u) = Id
for a linear mapping v (u), which satisfies the "tame" estimate:

[¥(w)gla < Cglaga +19ly (1 + fulsp))

for numbers A\, > 0 and o > 0. In addition, require a similar estimate with respect to
®"(u). Then, there exists in a certain neighbourhood W of the origin such that for f € W
equation () has a solution u(f) € C®. Solution here means that there exists a sequence
uj,j > 11in C* such that for all ¢ > 0, u; — win C* ¢ and ®(u;) — P(ug) + f
in C**t2~¢ for j — oo. The proof of the latter result rests on a Newton approximation
scheme and results from Littlewood-Paley theory. See also [1]] and the references therein.

2. Signature of higher order averaging operators along a highly fractal stochastic
curve: In fact another, but to the best of our knowledge new principle, which comes into
play in connection with our technique for the study of perturbed ODE’s, is the "extrac-
tion" of information from "signatures" of higher order averaging operators along a highly
irregular or fractal stochastic curve v, = B; of the form

(no,y,ll,...,lk (b)([[’), /Ivtl,%ll,...,lk (b) (l’), 7}2,’7,1L-.-Jk (b) (l‘), )

= (Id,/ bz 4 2 TLIle(2))d2y
Rd

/2d b2 (2@ 4 zQ)Fi’h"“’l’“(zg)dzg,/ b3 (2 4 2 D20l (25)dzg, ..
R

R3d

e R xR x R x . (13)
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where b : R — R?is a "rough", that is a merely (locally integrable) Borel measurable
vector field and

TN U S
Dteti(z,) = (DY T LN 20) V1< <d

for multi-indices a/t-Jn=1:31-le € Npd of order |adt-n-vdlilk| = p 4 k — 1 for all
(fixed) Iy, ...l € {1,...,d}, k > 0 and 2™ := (x,...,2) € R™. Here L" is the local
time from (I0) and the multiplication of 6" (z,) and ['"»!*»+!(2, ) in the above signature
is defined via tensor contraction as
d
B )T )i = > (0% (20))igs s (T2 (20)) 1o > 2.

J1yeeosdn—1=1

If £ = 0, we simply set

Tyt () (@) = TP (b) () = / b(2) LA (1, 2)d

R4
foralln > 1.

The motivation for the concept (I3)) for rough vector fields b comes from the integration
by parts formula (IQ) applied to each summand of (@) (under a change of measure), which
can be written in terms of T/%11(b)(x) for k = 1.

Higher order derivatives (D%)* (or alternatively Fréchet derivatives D* of order k) in
connection with (Q) give rise to the definition of operators T/t (p)(z) for general
k > 1 (see Section 5).

For example, if n = 1, k = 2, kK = 1, then we have for (smooth) b that

t t
/ b'(z + vs)ds = / b'(z + By)ds
0 0
= ([ W )DL ) ot
R

= ([ pa T 1)),

= (L2 (0) ()<t n<a € RTORY (14)

In the case, whenn = 1,k =0,k = 1 and y, = BtH a fractional Brownian motion for
H < %, the first order averaging operator Ttl’7 along the curve ~; in (I3) coincides with
that in Catellier, Gubinelli [13] given by

T} (6)(x) = / b(x + BH)ds,

which was used by the authors- as mentioned before- to study the regularization effect
of v, on ODE’s perturbed by such curves. For example, if b € ng;o (Besov-Holder
space) with o > 2 — ﬁ, then the corresponding SDE (2)) driven by B admits a unique
Lipschitz flow. The reason- and this is important to mention here- why the latter authors
"only" obtain Lipschitz flows and not higher regularity is that they do not take into account
in their analysis information coming from higher order averaging operators ﬂ"’”’ll"“’lk for
n > 1, k > 1. Here in this article, we rely in fact on the information based on such higher
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order averaging operators to be able to study C°>°—regularization effects with respect to
flows.

Let us also mention here that T. Tao, J. Wright [S3] actually introduced averaging
operators of the type 7;' along (smooth) deterministic curves ; for improving bounds
of such operators on L” along such curves. See also the recent work of and the
references therein.

On the other hand, in view of the possibility of a geometric study of the regularity
of solutions to ODE’s or PDE’s, it would be (motivated by (I4) natural to replace the
signatures in (I3) by the following family of signatures for rough vector fields b:

StO)(x) = (LT0) (), (T8 (0)(@))rcn <as (T2 (0) (@) 1<ty o< -+2)
e T(RY) = [[(®LRY),n>1,

where we use the convention ®)_R? = R. The space T'(R?) becomes an associative al-
gebra under tensor multiplication. Then the regularity of solutions to ODE’s or PDE’s can
be analyzed by means of such signatures in connection with Lie groups & C T} (R?) :=
{(90,91,..) € T(RY) : go = 1}.

In this context, it would be conceivable to be able to derive a Chen-Strichartz type of
formula by means of S}'(b) in connection with a sub-Riemannian geometry for the study
of flows. See [[10]] and the references therein.

3. Removal of a "thin" set of "worst case" input data via noisy perturbation: As ex-
plained before well-posedness of the ODE (1) can be restored by "randomization" or
perturbation of the input vector field b in (d)). The latter suggests that this procedure leads
to a removal of a "thin" set of "worst case" input data, which do not allow for regulariza-
tion or the restoration of well-posedness. It would be interesting here to develop methods
for the measurement of the size of such "thin" sets

The organization of our article is as follows: In Section[2l we discuss the mathematical
framework of this paper. Further, in Section [3| we derive important estimates via varia-
tional techniques based on Fourier analysis, which are needed later on for the proofs of
the main results of this paper. Section [ is devoted to the construction of unique strong
solutions to the SDE (). Finally, in Section [5] we show C'*°—regularization by noise B.
of the singular ODE ().

1.1. Notation. Throughout the article, we will usually denote by C' a generic constant.
If 7 is a collection of parameters then C'; will denote a collection of constants depending
only on the collection 7. Given differential structures M and N, we denote by C2°(M; N)
the space of infinitely many times continuously differentiable function from M to N with
compact support. For a complex number z € C, Z denotes the conjugate of z and 2 the
imaginary unit. Let £ be a vector space, we denote by |z|, z € E the Euclidean norm.
For a matrix A, we denote | A| its determinant and || A ||, its maximum norm.

2. FRAMEWORK AND SETTING

In this section we recollect some specifics on Fourier analysis, shuffle products, frac-
tional calculus and fractional Brownian motion which will be extensively used throughout
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the article. The reader might consult [36]], [35]] or [19] for a general theory on Malliavin
calculus for Brownian motion and [46, Chapter 5] for fractional Brownian motion. For
more detailed theory on harmonic analysis and Fourier transform the reader is referred to

[25]).

2.1. Fourier Transform. In the course of the paper we will make use of the Fourier
transform. There are several definitions in the literature. In the present article we have

taken the following: let f € L'(R?) then we define its Fourier tranform, denoted it by f,
by

fle) = /R f@)erintdr, ¢ e RY (15)

The above definition can be actually extended to functions in L?(R¢) and it makes the
operator L2(R%) > f — f € L?(RY) a linear isometry which, by polarization, implies

<f7/g\>L2(]Rd) = <f7 g>L2(]Rd)7 f7g € L2<Rd)7

where

()@ = | f2)g@)dz  fige LR,

2.2. Shuffles. Let k € N. For given my, ..., m; € N, denote

J
my.; i= E my,
i=1

e.g. myx = my + -+ + my and set my := 0. Denote by S, = {0 : {1,...,m} —
{1,...,m}} the set of permutations of length m € N. Define the set of shuffle permuta-
tions of length my., = my + -+ -my, as

S(my,....my) ={0 € Sn,, : olm;+1) < - <o(myp1), i=0,....k—1},

and the m-dimensional simplex in [0, 7' as

AR =81, ,8m) €10, T tg <51 <o < sy <}, to,t €[0,T], to<t.

Let f; : [0,7] — [0,00),7 = 1,...,my. be integrable functions. Then, we have
k—1
H s fm1:i+1(8m1:i+1) e fm1:i+1 (Sm1:i+1)d$m1:i+1 U d8m1:1+1
i=0 / Bigre

(16)

mi:k

= Z / H fU(i) (wi)dwl U dwml:k'
k) A"

o~teS(mi,....,m to,t =1
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The above is a trivial generalisation of the case k = 2 where

mi1+ma

to<sp-+<smq <t H fi(si) dsy -+ - dSpymy

Lo<Smy+1<<8my+my<t 1=1

mi1+m2 ’
B Z / H fo(i) <wz)dw1 e dwm1+m2

o—teS(my,mz2) to<w1 < <Wmy+my <t j—1

(17)

which can be for instance found in [34].
We will also need the following formula. Given indices jo, j1,...,Jx-1 € N such
that 1 < 5, < myy1, 0 = 1,...,k — 1 and we set jo := m; + 1. Introduce the subset

Sivin_y(ma, ... my) of S(my, ..., my) defined as
Sjl,___7jk71(m1, .. ,mk) = {O’ & S(ml, .. ,mk) . U(ml:i —+ 1) < e K a(mu +]Z — 1),

o(l) =1, my; + Jjs §l§m1;i+1,i:0,...,k:—1}.
We have

mi:k
(s Vst - -d
/Amk <Ak —1 W AT H fl(sz) o1 Sma

0,870 my g i Smytjp =1

mi:k
= / to<s1<:<Smy <Smj+j; H fZ(Sl) d81 s dSmHC
t

0<Smy +mo+1<<Smy +mg <Smy+mo+ig 1 . (18)

t0<3m1+...mk71+1<"'<Sm1+...+mk <t

mi:k
_ > /t I fo(wi) duwy - - duwy,, -

_ <wi<---<w <t ,_
07LES ey (Myemy) ¥ O Mk =1

my + -+ my)!
#S(ml,...,mk):< ! ' 'k>,
mql---my!
where # denotes the number of elements in the given set. Then by using Stirling’s ap-

proximation, one can show that
#S(my,...,my) < O™
for a large enough constant C' > 0. Moreover,

#Sjlv"'vjk—l(m17 s 7mk) < #S(ml, e, mk)

2.3. Fractional Calculus. We pass in review here some basic definitions and properties
on fractional calculus. The reader may consult and [33]] for more information about
this subject.

Suppose a,b € R with a < b. Further, let f € L?([a,b]) with p > 1 and o > 0.
Introduce the left- and right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals by

19 f(x) = ﬁ / (@ — g f )y
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and

12 f(z) = ﬁ / (v — ) f(y)dy

for almost all = € [a, b], where I" stands for the Gamma function.

Furthermore, for an integer p > 1, denote by [% (L?) (resp. I (LP)) the image of
L?([a, b]) of the operator %, (resp. ). If f € I% (LP) (resp. f € Iy (LP))and 0 <
a < 1 then we define the left- and right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives

by
@ — #i x&
Di ) = 7 |, o

and

oo Ld " fy)
D5-F0) = =y . e

The above left- and right-sided derivatives of f can be represented as follows:

D <x>=r(11_a)(x_a v [T,
510 = oy (s /f ).

By construction one also finds the relatlons

ar (D f) =1

forall f € I (LP) and
aravf)=F
forall f € LP([a,b]) and similarly for I and Dj" .

2.4. Fractional Brownian motion. Consider d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion
B = (B/"W .. B/"Y) 0 <t < T with Hurst parameter H € (0,1/2). So B” is a
centered Gaussian process with covariance structure

(Ru(t, 5))i; = BB BEO) = 5, 1 g (P =) ij=1,...4,

where 9, ; = 1if i = j and §; ; = 0 otherwise.

One finds that E[|Bff — BH|?] = d|t — s|*". The latter implies that B has stationary
increments and Holder continuous trajectories of index H — ¢ for all € € (0,H). In
addition, one also checks that the increments of BY, H € (0,1/2) are not independent.
This fact however, complicates the study of e.g. SDE’s driven by the such processes
compared to the Wiener setting. Another difficulty one is faced with in connection with
such processes is that they are not semimartingales, see e.g. [46] Proposition 5.1.1].

In what follows let us briefly discuss the construction of fractional Brownian motion
via an isometry. In fact, this construction can be done componentwise. Therefore, for
convenience we confine ourselves to the one-dimensional case. We refer to [46] for further
details.



C*°-REGULARIZATION BY NOISE OF SINGULAR ODE’S 13

Let us denote by & the set of step functions on [0, T'] and by H the Hilbert space, which
is obtained by the closure of £ with respect to the inner product

(Liogs Lps))n = Ru(t, s).

The mapping 14 +— B! has an extension to an isometry between H and the Gaussian
subspace of L?({2) associated with BY. We denote the isometry by o — B ().

The following result, which can be found in (see [46, Proposition 5.1.3] ), provides an
integral representation of Ry (t,s), when H < 1/2:

Proposition 2.1. Let H < 1/2. The kernel

t H_% 1 1 1 t 3 1
Ky(t,s) =cy [(;) (t—s)¥2 + (5 — H) S2H/ w2 (u — S)H2du] ,

where cy = \/(172H)6(127%H7H+1/2) being (3 the Beta function, satisfies

tAs
Ru(t, s) = / Kt u) K (s, u)du. (19)
0
The kernel Kj; also has a representation in terms of a fractional derivative as follows
1 1 1_ 1
Ky(t,s) =cyl (H + 5) s2— 1 (Dt_ HuH*§> (s).

Let us now introduce a linear operator K3, : £ — L?*([0,T]) by

0Ky

(Kpe)(s) = Ku(T, s)e(s) +/ (p(t) = @ls)) =~ (¢ s)dt

for every p € £. We see that (K7 1104)(s) = Ku(t,s)lj4(s). From this and (I9) we
obtain that K3 is an isometry between £ and L?([0,T]) which has an extension to the
Hilbert space H.

For a ¢ € H one proves the following representations for Kj;:

- g_1

(Kio)(s) = caT (H " %) st (D2 p(w) (s),

(Kive)s) =euT (143 ) (D "6(00) (9

1 T 3 AN
+cn <§ — H) / o)t —s)72 (1 - (—) dt.
s s
On the other hand one also gets the relation H = 1.2~ H(Lz) (see [18] and [2], Proposi-
tion 6]).
Using the fact that K}, is an isometry from # into L*([0, T']), the d-dimensional process

W = {W;,te0,T]} given by
We = B ((Ky) ™ (1))
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is a Wiener process and the process B can be represented as

t
B = / Ky (t, s)dW,. (20)
0

See [2].

In the sequel, we denote by V. a standard Wiener process on a given probability space
endowed with the natural filtration generated by W augmented by all P-null sets. Further,
B. := B stands for the fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (0,1/2)
given by the representation (20).

In the following, we need a version of Girsanov’s theorem for fractional Brownian
motion which goes back to [I8, Theorem 4.9]. Here we state the version given in [44]
Theorem 3.1]. In preparation of this, we introduce an isomorphism Ky from L*([0,T])

1
onto Iéfj? (L?) associated with the kernel K (¢, s) in terms of the fractional integrals as
follows, see [[18], Theorem 2.1]

1 g,2-H g 1
(Kup)(s) = 13227 s 30, o e L2([0,T)).

Using the latter and the properties of the Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals and
derivatives, one finds that the inverse of K is given by

—1 _ AenpsH g-1 o0 H+3 12
(K @)(s) =2 " Do, s 2Dy p(s), @ € Ioy *(L7). 2n)
Hence, if ¢ is absolutely continuous, see [44]], one can prove that
_ 1 l-m o1
(Kg'o)(s) = s"7212 " s27 1/ (s),  ae. (22)

Theorem 2.2 (Girsanov’s theorem for fBm). Let u = {u;,t € [0,T]} be an F-adapted

process with integrable trajectories and set BVtH = Bf + f; usds, t € [0,T]. Assume
that

(i) [, usds € [OIT%(LQ([O,T])), P-a.s.
(ii) E[¢r] = 1 where

Er = exp {—/OTKHl (/0 urdr> (s)dIV, — %/OTKHI (/0 urdr)Z(s)dS}.

Then the shifted process B isan F -fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter
H under the new probability P defined by % =¢&r.

Remark 2.3. For the multidimensional case, define
(Kne)(s) = (Kug) ()., (Kup'@)(s))", ¢ € LX([0. T]; RY),
where * denotes transposition. Similarly for K and K3,

Finally, we mention a crucial property of the fractional Brownian motion which was
proven by for general Gaussian vector fields.
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Letm € Nand 0 =: tq < t; < --- < t,, < T. Then for every &, ...,&,, € R there
exists a positive finite constant C' > 0 (depending on m) such that
m

Var Z<£j7 BtIJ{ - Btlj_1>Rd

j=1

>0 Ig1°E [\B{j - B{j_l|2] . (23)
j=1

The above property is known as the local non-determinism property of the fractional
Brownian motion. A stronger version of the local non-determinism, which we want
to make use of in this paper and which is referred to as two sided strong local non-
determinism in the literature, is also satisfied by the fractional Brownian motion: There
exists a constant K > 0, depending only on H and T, such that for any ¢ € [0, 7],
0<r<it,

Var [B|{BI' : |t — s| > r}] > Kr*". (24)
The reader may e.g. consult or [55] for more information on this property.

3. A NEW REGULARIZING PROCESS

Throughout this article we operate on a probability space (€2, 2(, P) equipped with a
filtration F := {F;}cjo,r) Where 7' > 0 is fixed, generated by a process B. = BH =
{BH t € [0, T]} to be defined later and here 2 := Fr.

Let H = {H,},>1 C (0,1/2) be a sequence of numbers such that H,, \, 0 forn —
oo. Also, consider A = {\,,},>1 C R a sequence of real numbers such that there exists a
bijection

{n:M\#0} =N (25)
and .

> 1Al € (0,00). (26)

n=1

Let {W"},>1 be a sequence of independent d-dimensional standard Brownian motions
taking values in R? and define for every n > 1,

t t ¢ '
Blinn :/ Ky, (t,8)dW! = (/ K, (t, S)dWs"’lj---,/ K, (t, S)dWsn’d) :
0 0 0

(27)

By construction, B»" n > 1 are pairwise independent d-dimensional fractional

Brownian motions with Hurst parameters H,,. Observe that W™ and B~ generate the

same filtrations, see [46, Chapter 5, p. 280]. We will be interested in the following sto-
chastic process

B = AB{"", te[0,T], (28)
n=1

Finally, we need another technical condition on the sequence A = {\,},>1, which is
used to ensure continuity of the sample paths of B:

S lE | sup 5271 < o, 29)

n—1 0<s<1

where supg < | B»"| € L'(Q) indeed, see e.g. [11]].
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The following theorem gives a precise definition of the process B! and some of its
relevant properties.

Theorem 3.1. Let H = {H,},>1 C (0,1/2) be a sequence of real numbers such that
H, N\, 0forn — oocand A\ = {\,}n>1 C R satisfying @3), @8) and @29). Let
{BHnn1%0 be a sequence of d-dimensional independent fractional Brownian motions
with Hurst parameters H,, n > 1, defined as in 21). Define the process

Bf ==Y \.B{"", tel0,T],
n=1

where the convergence is P-a.s. and B is a well defined object in L*(S)) for every
te[0,T].
Moreover, B is normally distributed with zero mean and covariance given by

E[B{ (BY)] =Y AiRu,(t, )L,
n=1

where x denotes transposition, 1, is the d-dimensional identity matrix and Ry~ (t,s) =

% (SQH" N I s|2H") denotes the covariance function of the components of the

fractional Brownian motions Bf{ o,

The process B has stationary increments. It does not admit any version with Hélder
continuous paths of any order. BY has no finite p-variation for any order p > 0, hence
BY is not a semimartingale. It is not a Markov process and hence it does not possess
independent increments.

Finally, under condition @9), B has P-a.s. continuous sample paths.

Proof. One can verify, employing Kolmogorov’s three series theorem, that the series con-
verges P-a.s. and we easily see that

E[Bf]) =d> Nt <d(1+1)) X < oo,

n=1 n=1

where we used that x* < 1 + x for all z > 0 and any « € [0, 1].
The Gaussianity of B follows simply by observing that for every 6 € R¢,

E [exp {#(0,B{ )ga}] = e 0 Sy M2

where we used the independence of BtH”’" for every n > 1. The covariance formula
follows easily again by independence of Bf w

The stationarity follows by the fact that B»" are independent and stationary for all
n > 1.

The process B could a priori be very irregular. Since B* is a stochastically con-
tinuous separable process with stationary increments, we know by [37, Theorem 5.3.10]
that either B has P-a.s. continuous sample paths on all open subsets of [0, 7] or B¥

is P-a.s. unbounded on all open subsets on [0,7]. Under condition (29) and using the
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self-similarity of the fractional Brownian motions we see that

E | sup |Bf| SE |)\n|TH”E sup |Bf”"|
s€[0,T 1 s€[0,1]
<A+ B [ sup B[ < oo
o s€[0,1]

and hence by Belyaev’s dichotomy for separable stochastically continuous processes with
stationary increments (see e.g. [37, Theorem 5.3.10]) there exists a version of B with
continuous sample paths.

Trivially, B is never Holder continuous since for arbitrary small o > 0 there is always
ng > 1 such that H,, < « for all n > nq and since the sequence \ satisfies (23) cancel-
lations are not possible. Further, one also argues that BY is neither Markov nor has finite
variation of any order p > 0 which then implies that B¥ is not a semimartingale. U

We will refer to 28) as a regularizing cylindrical fractional Brownian motion with
associated Hurst sequence H or simply a regularizing fBm.

Next, we state a version of Girsanov’s theorem which actually shows that equation (3))
admits a weak solution. Its proof is mainly based on the classical Girsanov theorem for a
standard Brownian motion in Theorem

Theorem 3.2 (Girsanov). Let u : [0,T] x Q — R? be a (jointly measurable) F-adapted
process with integrable trajectories such that t — fot usds belongs to the domain of the
operator Kl}io from 1)) for some ng > 1.

Define the R%-valued process

t
B .= BY —i—/ usds.
0

Define the probability ]3n0 in terms of the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dP,,
P, T
where
T : T : 2
7= exp —/ Kt L/uds (s)dW"“—l/ K L/uals (s)| ds
T 0 fno )‘no 0 ’ ° 2 0 Hno >‘n0 0 ’ .
If E[£7°] = 1, then I@H is a regularizing R-valued cylindrical fractional Brownian

motion with respect to F under the new measure P,, with Hurst sequence H.
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Proof. Indeed, write

t [e.e]
BY = / Uds + Ao BT+ 3 N, B
0

n#ng

1 " =
= Ang <>\—/ usds + Bf”o’ 0) + Z )\nBtH"’"
no

0 n#ng

1 t

= Ay <)\—/ u5d8+/ KHno (t,s dW"O) Z An BH”’n
ng J0O n#no

= n</ K, tde"O) Z)\BH”’

n#ng

—~ ¢ 1 :
W = Wno+/ Ky <—/ urdr) (s)ds.
0 )‘no 0

Then it follows from Theorem 2.2] or [45] Theorem 3.1] that

where

t
Bltmome .~ / Ku,, (t,5)dW,™
0

is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter /{,,, under the measure

dﬁno g -1 1 . 1 ! —1 ! .
o —opd [ Kt [ [ ugds ) (s)awme — = [k ([ ud
aP, eXp{ /0 hy (Am /0 ! S) () 2/0 0 \ S /0 s ) 1)

Hence,

o0
~H NHnyn
B, = g A BT
n=1

where

Y

Hn,mn -
Fnn _ {Bt if n # ng,
h —

SHpy, .
B, ™" if n=n
defines a regularizing R?%-valued cylindrical fractional Brownian motion under ﬁno. 0

Remark 3.3. In the above Girsanov theorem we just modify the law of the drift plus one
selected fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter ,,. In our proof later, we

show that actually ¢ — f(f b(s, BH)ds belongs to the domain of the operators K 1;711 for any
n > 1 but only large n > 1 satisfy Novikov’s condition for arbitrary selected values of

P, q € (2,00].

Consider now the following stochastic differential equation with the driving noise B,
introduced earlier:

t
X, =1 +/ b(s, X,)ds + B, te[0,T), (30)
0

where 2 € R? and b is regular.

2
ds}.



C*°-REGULARIZATION BY NOISE OF SINGULAR ODE’S 19

The following result summarises the classical existence and uniqueness theorem and
some of the properties of the solution. Existence and uniqueness can be conducted us-
ing the classical arguments of L?([0, 7] x €)-completeness in connection with a Picard
iteration argument.

Theorem 3.4. Let b : [0, T] x RY — R? be continuously differentiable in R? with bounded
derivative uniformly in t € [0, T] and such that there exists a finite constant C' > 0 inde-
pendent of t such that |b(t, )| < C(1+ |z|) for every (t,z) € [0, T] x R% Then equation
BQ) admits a unique global strong solution which is P-a.s. continuously differentiable in
x and Malliavin differentiable in each direction W', i > 1 of BY. Moreover, the space
derivative and Malliavin derivatives of X satisfy the following linear equations
0 ¢ 0
—X; =1 b (s, X,)—X,ds, tel0,T
SeX =L+ [ W X0 Xds, e
and
¢
D; Xy = MK, (¢, to) Iy + / V(s,X,)D, Xyds, i>1, to,t€[0,T), to<t,
to
where U denotes the space Jacobian matrix of b, 1 the d-dimensional identity matrix and
Dio the Malliavin derivative along W*, i > 1. Here, the last identity is meant in the
LP-sense [0,T).

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE SOLUTION

We aim at constructing a Malliavin differentiable unique global JF-strong solution to
the following equation

dX, = b(t, X,)dt +dBF, Xo=zecR? te0,T], (31)

where the differential is interpreted formally in such a way that if (3I)) admits a solution
X, then

t
X, = a;+/ b(s, Xs)ds + Bt €[0,T],
0

whenever it makes sense. Denote by L? := L%([0,T]; L?(R% RY)), p,q € [1,00] the
Banach space of integrable functions such that
1/q

Ilsg = < /(] d|f(t,z)\1’dz)q/pdt> <o

where we take the essential supremum’s norm in the cases p = oo and ¢ = oo.
In this paper, we want to reach the class of discontinuous coefficients b : [0, 7] x R? —
R? in the Banach space

g, = L9((0, T); IP(R% RY) A LR L2([0, THRY),  pg € (2,00],
of functions f : [0, T] x R? — R? with the norm
Flles, = Uflzg + 1o
for chosen p, ¢ € (2, 0o], where
Ll = LYRY L>([0, T); RY).



C*°-REGULARIZATION BY NOISE OF SINGULAR ODE’S 20

Hence, our computations also show the result for uniformly bounded coefficients that
are square-integrable.

We will show existence and uniqueness of strong solutions of equation (3I) driven by
a d-dimensional regularizing fractional Brownian motion with Hurst sequence H with
coefficients b belonging to the class Lq Moreover, we will prove that such solution is
Malliavin differentiable and infinitely many times differentiable with respect to the initial
value z, where d > 1, p, q € (2, 00| are arbitrary.

Remark 4.1. We would like to remark that with the method employed in the present arti-
cle, the existence of weak solutions and the uniqueness in law, holds for drift coefficients
in the space L. In fact, as we will see later on, we need the additional space L!_ to obtain
unique strong solutions.

This solution is neither a semimartingale, nor a Markov process, and it has very irreg-
ular paths. We show in this paper that the process B! is a right noise to use in order to
produce infinitely classically differentiable flows of (3T)) for highly irregular coefficients.

To construct a solution the main key is to approximate b by a sequence of smooth
functions b, a.e. and denoting by X™ = {X}*, ¢ € [0, T']} the approximating solutions, we
aim at using an ad hoc compactness argument to conclude that the set {X7},,>; C L?(2)
for fixed t € [0, T is relatively compact.

As for the regularity of the mapping x — X[, we are interested in proving that it is
infinitely many times differentiable. It is known that the SDE dX; = b(t, X;)dt + dB/,
Xo = x € R? admits a unique strong solution for irregular vector fields b € L;ggo and
that the mapping = — X7 belongs, P-a.s., to C* if H = H(k,d) < 1/2 is small enough.
Hence, by adding the noise B, we should expect the solution of (31)) to have a smooth
flow.

Hereunder, we establish the following main result, which will be stated later on in this
Section in a more precise form (see Theorem [4.16)):

Let b € L3, p,q € (2,00] and assume that X\ = {\;}i>1 in (28) satisfies certain
growth conditions to be specified later on. Then there exists a unique (global) strong
solution X = {X;,t € [0,T]} of equation (31). Moreover, for every t € [0,T], X; is
Malliavin differentiable in each direction of the Brownian motions W", n. > 1 in @7).

The proof of Theorem .16 consists of the following steps:

(1) First, we give the construction of a weak solution X. to (3I) by means of Gir-
sanov’s theorem for the process B!, that is we introduce a probability space
(2,2, P), on which a regularizing fractional Brownian motion B¥ and a pro-
cess X. are defined, satisfying the SDE (3I)). However, a priori X. is not adapted
to the natural filtration F = {F; },c[o,r) With respect to B,

(2) In the next step, consider an approximation of the drift coefficient b by a se-
quence of compactly supported and infinitely continuously differentiable func-
tions (which always exists by standard approximation results) b,, : [0, 7] x R —
R?, n > 0 such that b, (¢t,z) — b(t,z) for ae. (t,z) € [0,7] x R? and such
that sup,,> ||0,|| 4 , < M for some finite constant M/ > 0. Then by the previous
Section we know that for each smooth coefficient bn, n > 0, there exists unique
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strong solution X™ = {X/",t € [0,T]} to the SDE
dXT" = b, (t, XM du +dBF, 0<t<T, X' =z R, (32)

Then we prove that for each ¢ € [0, T'] the sequence X' converges weakly to the
conditional expectation F[X;|F;] in the space L?((2) of square integrable random
variables.

(3) By the previous Section we have that for each ¢ € [0, T the strong solution X},
n > 0, is Malliavin differentiable, and that the Malliavin derivatives DiX L1 >,
0 < s < t, with respect to W* in (27) satisfy

t
DIXT = N Ky (t, )1, + / b, (u, X" D' X" du,

for every i > 1 where b/, is the Jacobian of b, and I, the identity matrix in R*¢,
Then, we apply an infinite-dimensional compactness criterion for square inte-
grable functionals of a cylindrical Wiener process based on Malliavin calculus
to show that for every ¢ € [0, T'] the set of random variables { X' },,>¢ is relatively
compact in L?(€2). The latter, however, enables us to prove that X' converges
strongly in L?(2) to E[X;|F;]. Further we find that E[X;|F;] is Malliavin differ-
entiable as a consequence of the compactness criterion.

(4) We verify that F[X;|F;] = X;. So it follows that X, is F;-measurable and thus a
strong solution on our specific probability space.

(5) Uniqueness in law is enough to guarantee pathwise uniqueness.

In view of the above scheme, we go ahead with step (1) by first providing some prepara-
tory lemmas in order to verify Novikov’s condition for B¥. Consequently, a weak solution
can be constructed via a change of measure.

Lemma 4.2. Let B be a d-dimensional regularizing fBm and p,q € [1,00]. Then for
every Borel measurable function h : [0, T] x R? — [0, c0) we have

T
B| [ w3 < clay, 33
0
where C' > (0 is a constant depending on p, q, d and H. Also,
T
Blew{ [ nte.tarf| < atinliy), 34
0

where A is an analytic function depending on p, q, d and H.

Proof. Let B be a d-dimensional regularizing fBm, then
o0 t
B~ B [B17,) = - [ K, (t5)aw?.
n=1 to

So because of the independence of the increments of the Brownian motion, we find that

Var [B{'|F,] = Var[B — E B/ | F,]]-
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On the other the strong local non-determinism of the fractional Brownian motion yields
Var[Bf — E [B|F,]] = Var [BI|F,] Z N2 (1 — to)?Tn,

where C), are the constants depending on H,,.
Hence, by a conditioning argument it is easy to see that for every Borel measurable
function h we have

T
E U h(ty, BT)dt, fm}

/ / (t, Y + 2)(2m)~ d/zatotlexp< 2| o )d dty
totl

where

)

Y= An fOO K, (t,s)dWn

Jto t - Z)\QC |t1 to‘QH"

n=1

Applying Holder’s inequality, first w.r.t. z and then w.r.t. £; we arrive at

T
E [/ h(ti, B/ )dt

to

T q/p 1/q T 1) 2 1/q
<C / </ h(tl,xl)pdxl) dt, </ (% dtl) :
to Rd to '

for some finite constant C' > 0. The time integral is finite for arbitrary values of d, ¢’ and
p’. To see this, use the bound Zn ap > ap, for a, > 0 and for all ny > 1. Hence,

—dq' (p'—1)/2p’
/ (ZA2 (t, — to) 2Hn) dt,

s ’ T
< (Aiocno)idq (p 1)/2p/ (t — to)~ Hpodg' (p'—1)/p’ dty,

to

) <

then for fixed d, ¢’ and p’ choose nq so that H,,dq'(p" — 1)/p’ < 1. Actually, the above
estimate already implies that all exponential moments are finite by [48] Lemma 1.1].
Here, though we need to derive the explicit dependence on the norm of h.

Altogether,

1/q

T a/p
Ft0:| S C (/ </ h(tl,l’l)pdﬂf1> dt1> s (35)
to R4

and setting t, = 0 this proves (33).
In order to prove (34)), Taylor’s expansion yields

eloaf [t e se | [T

T
E U h(ti, B} )dt,

to

t,]B%fj)dtm-~-dt1].

1_]1
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Using (33)) iteratively we have

e [ esm)] < S (f parar) ") " = S

and the result follows with A(z) := Y% C0_pm, O

Lemma 4.3. Let BY be a d-dimensional regularizing fBm and assume b € L4, p,q €
2, 00|. Then for everyn > 1,

tl—>/ s,BM)ds € I, (L2([0,T])), P —a.s.,

i.e. the process t — fo b(s,BH)ds belongs to the domain of the operator Kﬁi for every
n > 1, P-a.s.

Proof. Using the property that D, +2[ H+s (f) = ffor f € L*([0,T]) we need to show
that for every n > 1,

HnJrQ/ |b S ]BH)|dS c LQ([O T]) P_as.

Indeed,

' Pt </|bsBH|d5)()' %iHn)< %/O|buIB%H|du
(H %) (t —s)~Hn / |b(w, ]BH)|duds>
SP(%iH <tHn+ ) t—s)—Hn—%ds> /Ot|b(u,IB%f)|du.

Hence, for some finite constant C'y > 0 we have

]Déi*% ( /| |b<s®f>\ds) 0|

and taking expectation the result follows by Lemma 2] applied to |b|. U

T
< CH,T/ |b(uw, B)[*du
0

We are now in a position to show that Novikov’s condition is met if n is large enough.

Proposition 4.4. Let B be a d-dimensional regularizing fractional Brownian motion
with Hurst sequence H. Assume b € L%, p,q € (2,00|. Then for every i € R, there exists
ng with H, < 5 — = for every n > ng and such that for every n > ng we have

exp {M/OT Ky <Ain /O'b(r,Bfff)dr) (s) st}

for some real analytic function C, g, 4.7 depending only on X\, H,, d, T" and .

E < Cx,.Hydpur ([0l Lg)
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In particular, there is also some real analytic function Cy, u, 4,1 depending only on
Ay Hy, d, T and o such that

ele( Ky (5 [ srEar) <s>dW£)”] < Caapr(Pl1g).

forevery i € R.

Proof. By Lemmal4.3]both random variables appearing in the statement are well defined.
Then, fix n > ng and denote 67 := K} (i Jo 1o(r, ]Bf)|dr> (s). Then using relation
@2) we have

1651 =

gHn= 2[2 3§H"|b(3,]B%f)\‘

n

_M Hp—% /s . —Hy .5 —Hy H
e _Hn)s i (s—r)2 |b(r, B,")|dr (36)

2

Observe that since H,, < 3 — l, p € (2,00] we may take e € [0,1) such that H, <

1 1+
=3 and apply Holder’s 1nequa11ty with exponents 1+ ¢ and ==, where the case € = 0

Corresponds to the case where b is bounded. Then we get

S
|9?| < C&An,HnSﬁiHni% </ |b(T’ Bf)
0

T(1—(1+&)(H,+1/2)™ D (1+ (1+¢)(1/2— H,))T=
AT (5 — H,) T (201 — (1+¢)H,)T
Squaring both sides and using the fact that |b| > 0 we have the following estimate

2e
T Tte
1671 < CaQ,An sbe 2=l (/ |b(r, Bfﬂlj dT) , P —a.s.
0

Since 0 < 7= < land |z|* < max{a, 1 —a}(1 + |z|) forany 2 € Rand o € (0,1) we

have
g T 14¢
/ 02 2ds < Cex, 1,7 (1 +/ |b(r, BH)|
0 0

E dr) , P—a.s. (38)
for some constant C. y, g, > 0. Then estimate (34) from Lemma with h =

Cenn HoT I b= with £ € [0,1) arbitrarily close to one yields the result for p,q €
(2, 00]. O

1+4e l_ig
| g dr) , (37)

where

Cenn i, =

Let (2,2, P) be some given probability space which carries a regularizing fractional
~ H
Brownian motion B.  with Hurst sequence H = {H,},>1 and set X; = x + ]B%

t€[0,T), x € R% Set 67° := (KI}iO (ﬁ J, b(r, X,Jdr)) (t) for some fixed ng Z 1
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such that Proposition 4.4l can be applied and consider the new measure defined by
dP,,
dP,,

= 7,
where
¢} t 1 t
zo = Te e, =es{ [ @y awze -3 [oepash. cepn)
n=1 0 0

In view of Proposition[.4the above random variable defines a new probability measure
and by Girsanov’s theorem, see Theorem[3.2] the process

t
B .= X, —:c—/ b(s, Xs)ds, te€0,T] (39)
0

is a regularizing fractional Brownian motion on (2,2, P,,) with Hurst sequence H.
Hence, because of (39), the couple (X,B) is a weak solution of (ZI) on (2,2, P,,).
Since ng > 1 is fixed we will omit the notation F,,, and simply write P.

Henceforth, we confine ourselves to the filtered probability space (2,2, P), F =
{Fi}tepo,r) which carries the weak solution (X, B) of 31).

Remark 4.5. In order to establish existence of a strong solution, the main difficulty here is
that X is F-adapted. In fact, in this case X; = F}(BH) for some family of progressively
measurable functional F}, t € [0,7] on C([0, T]; R?) and for any other stochastic basis
(Q, 2, P,B) one gets that X, := F,(B.), t € 0,71, is a solution to SDE (ZI)), which is
adapted with respect to the natural filtration of B.. But this exactly gives the existence of
a strong solution to SDE (31).

We take a weak solution X of (3T) and consider F[X,|F;]. The next result corresponds
to step (2) of our program.

Lemma 4.6. Let b, : [0,T] x RY — R% n > 1, be a sequence of compactly supported
smooth functions converging a.e. to b such that sup,,>; [|b,||3 < oo. Lett € [0,T] and
X' denote the solution of (1) when we replace b by b,. Then for every t € [0,T] and
continuous function ¢ : R? — R of at most linear growth we have that

P(X7) == Elp(X0)| 7,
weakly in L*(S2).
Proof. Let us assume, without loss of generality, that z = 0. In the course of the proof
we always assume that for fixed p, ¢ € (2, 00| then ny > 1 is such that H,,, < % — % and
hence Proposition [4.4] can be applied.
First we show that

£ (% /Ot K. </0 b (7, Bﬁ)dr)* (s)dWS”O) — & (/Ot Ky (% /O b(r, Ef)dr)* (s)dng)

(40)
in LP(Q2) for all p > 1. To see this, note that

Kt <$ /0 b, Bﬁ)dr) (s) = Kz <% /0 | b(r,Bf)dr) (s)
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in probability for all s. Indeed, from (37) we have a constant C; AngrHng > 0 such that

Bk, (% /0 .bn(r,Bf)dr) (s) = Kz (% /0 | b(r,Bﬁ)dr) (s)]

e Tre
c dr) — 0

< Oy iy 570 ( [ )~ 0082
0

as n — oo by Lemma-
Moreover, {KHiO v Jo Ou(r BH)dT)} . is bounded in L?([0,¢] x ©;R9). This is

directly seen from (38)) in Proposition 4.4l
Consequently

t 1 . * t 1 . *
/ K <— / bn(r,Bﬁ)dr) (s)dWro — / Kt (— / b(r,Bﬁ)dr) (s)dWre
0 "0\ Angy Jo 0 "0\ Ang Jo

and
+ 1 . 2 t 1 :
/ Kt (— / by (7, ]Bf)dr) (s) K (— / b(r, ]Bf)dr) (s)
0 "0\ Ang Jo "0\ Ang Jo

in L?(Q) since the latter is bounded LP((?) for any p > 1, see Proposition L4l

By applying the estimate |e” — e¥| < e”t¥|x — y|, Holder’s inequality and the bounds
in Propositiond.4lin connection with Lemma[4.2] we see that (Q) holds.

Similarly, one finds that

exp {<a /: ba(r, Bf)dr>} s exp {<a /: b(r, Bﬁ)dr>}

in LP(Q) forallp >1,0<s<t<T,ac R
In order to complete the proof, we note that the set

2

ds

Zt —{GXP{Z a]’ tJ 1>} {O[]} 1CRd70:t0<<tk:tak21}
is a total subspace of L?((2, F;, P) and therefore it is sufficient to prove the convergence
lim E{(p(X}") = Elp(X)|F]) €] = 0

for all £ € ¥;. In doing so, we notice that ¢ is of linear growth and hence ¢(BX) has all
moments. Thus, we obtain the following convergence

w(Xt")eXp{Z@jaBH Bff&}]

J=1

E

k

e {05 [ ]

j=1 tj—

:E[so@%exp{émw s - [ wistiane ([ (5 [ et ave)

ti—

=F
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L BB exp(> (s, BB — / s Bas)e ( | Ky (5 [ b >dr)* ()

70
j=1 1

k
= Elp(Xe) exp{} (e, B — By_,)}]

= BIE[p(X))|F]exp{)_(a;, B — Bl )}].

j=1

We now turn to step (3) of our program. For its completion we need to derive some
crucial estimates.

In preparation of those estimates, we introduce some notation and definitions:
Let m be an integer and let the function f : [0, 7™ x (R%)™ — R be of the form

f(s,2) = Hfj(sj,zj), s=(51,...,8m) €0,T™, 2= {(z1,...,2m) € RH)™,
=1

(41)
where f; : [0,T] x R — R, j = 1,..., m are smooth functions with compact support.
Further, let 5 : [0, 7)™ — R a function of the form

w(s) =[5, selo.T), (42)
j=1
where s : [0,7] — R, j = 1,..., m are integrable functions.
Let a; be a multi-index and denote by D/ its corresponding differential operator. For
a = (ay,...,q,) viewed as an element of NZ*™ we define |a| = > S oé” and
write

D%f(s,z) = HDajfj(sj, ;).

The objective of this section is to establish an integration by parts formula of the form

I

where B := B*, for a random field AZ. In fact, we can choose A/ by

D%f(s,B,)ds = / A (0,t,2)dz, (43)

(Re)™

m
0.t

A(J;(@’ 2 Z) = (27T>dm/ / H fj(Sj, zj)(—iuj)aj exp{—i(uj, ]st - zj>}dsdu.
(Rd)m bt j=1
(44)
Let us strat by defining Al (0,t, z) as above and show that it is a well-defined element
of L?(Q).
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We also need the following notation: Given (s, 2) = (S1,. .., Sm, 21 .., 2m) € [0, T]™x
(R4)™ and a shuffle ¢ € S(m,m) we define

2m
2) = [ feon (s z06n)
j=1
and
2m
) =[] 200 (si):
j=1

where [j]isequalto jifl <j<mandj—mifm+1<j<2m.
For a multiindex «, define

2} (9 t 2z, H)
1
= 2 [a®]) / »(s,2) dsy...dson,
H\/ CICEDIDS £ |H BT oLt
ceS(m,m) J=1 8] Sj— 1|
respectively,
Ux(0,t, H)
a 1
= H \/ (2]a®)! Z / |7, (s)| H ds1...dsgy,.
=1 o€ S(mm) s — 85| @2 Tim o)

Theorem 4.7. Suppose that V1 (0,t,z, H,), V*(0,t, H,) < oo for some r > ro. Then,
N(0,t,2) as in @) is a random variable in L?(Q). Further, there exists a universal
constant C,, = C(T, H,.,d) > 0 such that

2 1 m «
E[|AL(0,t,2)]] < 12O Helg/ (0.t 2, H,). (45)
Moreover, we have
7 /(Rd) A (6,1, )] < cm/“‘a'/?H 13l oy (R0, H))V2.

7j=1
(46)

Proof. For notational simplicity we consider # = 0 and set B. = B, A/ (¢, 2) = AJ(0,¢, 2).
For an integrable function g : (R%)™ — C we get that

2
(Rt)m

— /(;Rd) Q(U1, ,um)du1dum/ g(um+17 ...7’U/2m)dum+1._.du2m

(Re)™

= /(Rd) g(ul,...,um)dul...dum(—l)dm/ G(= Uity ey — Uz ) AUy 1. AUy,

(Rd)™
where we employed the change of variables (w1, ..., Uzm) — (—Umi1, ..., —Ugp) iN
the last equality.
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This yields
‘Af (t, 2) ‘2
= (2m) de dm/ / Hfj (85, 25)(—iug)*e” {g By 2 >dSl Adsp,
Rd 2m

Ot] 1

si, z) (—iu;) e i(u; Bs, 2[31>dsm+1 dsop,duy ... dus,,
[J VERIV] J

Ot] m+1

= (271') 2dm / < ei<zjvuj+uj+7n>>
"2 [ Ul

UGS(m m)

2m
A0

2m
% fa s,z Huaéj(ﬂ] exp {— Z <ua(j),Ist } d81...d82mdul...du2m,
j=1

where we applied shufﬂmg in connection with Section[2.2]in the last step.
By taking the expectation on both sides in connection with the assumption that the
fractional Brownian motions B%’i i > 1 are independent we find that

E[|AL(t. ) ﬁ
= (2m)” 2dm Z / ( e ZJ’uJ+uJ+m>>
oeS(m,m)
[o(5)] =
X s fol(s, z Hu exp {— Var| Z<u0(] By > }dsl dsomduy ...dusg,y,
= (2m)” 2dm Z / < - ZJ’uJ+uJ+m>>
oeS(m,m)
X Ny fol(s,z Huaz(”] exp { Z A2 Z Var| Z u, ® B(l)’" Hn) } dsy .. .dSdeugl) . du%,)L
0,t n>1
. .du1 . .dugf%
— (9 2dm / e~ Wzt m)
ey S <U
oeS(m,m) =
X ad fo(s,2) Husz“” HHGXP {——)\2 f,l i<i<em) Qn((u fyl()j))lﬁjSQTn)} dsy...dsapy,
j n>11=1
e)) M (d)
du Uy (1) duU(Qm ) du ) duU(Qm)

(47)
where * stands for transposition and where

Qn = Qu(s) = (E[BY BY)1<i j<om-
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Further, we get that

2m d

d
U() ]- l * l
/A | fo(s, 2 |/ HH ully [ HHeXp{_5)‘i<(u¢(7()j))1§j§2m) Qn((ufy()j))lﬁjﬁ2m)}
— n>1 =1
dua(1 du(l(Qm ...du du(zm dsy . ..dSon,
2m d
</ £ oo
- Jagy =11=1
d 1
« 200,40 40
Hexp{ 2 T<QU‘ y U >
dulV . dul ol dulDdsy .. dsop,
d 2m
:/ |fa(s,z)|H/ (T [ “’“”) {——A2<Qr , <l>>} O dul) dsy . dsom,
AjY =1 /R g

(48)

where

‘We obtain that

2m

(1 u
[

- )\im (det Q) 1/2/ H’<Q 2l e >} a(]) exp{—— <U(l) >}d V. dug}m

()
J

@
al® 1
" exp {‘W (Qru, u“’>} du...dus),

where ¢;,i = 1, ..., 2m is the standard ONB of R>™,
We also have that

0 (N T Ty

= (Qﬁ)mE[H ‘<Q;1/QZ7 €j> ‘afi)(m]’

j=1
where

~ N(Oa IQmXQm)~
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On the other hand, it follows from Lemma [B.6] which is a type of Brascamp-Lieb in-
equality, that

2m
B[ @22, ¢;) ‘“f?un]
j=1

Q‘a(l)|

< perm(Z) = Z H Qim (i)

W€S2|Q(l)| =1

where perm()_) is the permanent of the covariance matrix » , = (a;;) of the Gaussian

random vector
(<Q_1/2Z7 61>

0
a[o(l)}

la®] =" o'’ and where S,, denotes the permutation group of size n.
Furthermore, using an upper bound for the permanent of positive semidefinite matrices

(see [[6]]) or direct computations, we find that

Q7 Z,e1) (Q7PZ ey . <Q V27,e3), .. Q7 Z o) . (Q7P 2 e0m)),

times

times [0(2)] times a[0<2m)]

2|a(l)| 2|a<l)|
perm(Z) = Z H Aini) < (2 }a(l)})! H @i (49)
meS, | =t i=1

Let now i € [ ] 104 p 1 S 1(1 p) for some arbitrary fixed j € {1,...,2m}.

Then
aj; = E[<Q7~_1/ZZ> €;) <Q7»_1/227 e;)l.

Further, substitution yields

E[<Qr_1/227 6j> <Q7~_1/QZ> 6j>]

= (de th)l/Z(Q;) / <u,e]~>Qexp(—%<Qru,u))du1...duQm

1 1
= (et Q) [ exp(= g Q).

In the next step, we want to apply Lemmal[B.7l Then we obtain that

1
/Rm u? exp(—é (Qru,w))duy...du,,

(27r)(2m—1)/2 ) 1 ) 1
Q" o v exp(—§v )dv?

(2m)
[@et Q)P o

H, H, H, ] H
where 07 := Var[BJl" | B, ..., By; without B! ] :

1
2
9;
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We now aim at using strong local non-determinism of the form (see (24))): For all
tel0,T,0<r<t:

Var[Bf"

B |t —s| > r] > Kr*"r

for a constant K depending on H, and 7T'.
The latter entails that

(det Qr(s))l/2 > K@m-1)/2 \51|Hr |sg — 51|H”" o [Som — Som—1 H

as well as
2 . 2H, 2H
oy = Kmin{[s; —s; 17" |sj1 — 5577}
Hence
2 2
T 200 -~ 1
H o. Wl < K
J - . 2H, oY 2H,aY
j=1 j=1 min{|s; — s;_q|7 W] 85400 — 85 oG }
2m 1
0
< Cm+|a |
- 4H oY
[0 (5)]

j=1|sj — 851

for a constant C' only depending on H, and 7.

So we conclude from (49)) that

2‘a(l)|

perm(Z) < (2’a(l)’)! H Qi

i=1
2m
1 o™ 1
< 2]a" [((det @)1 (2m) o
j=1

el
@) (et Q)12 o2

1

2m
< @O eI

®
=1 Jsy — s [

; .
o ()]

Thus

2m
BT 1@ 22, ) %] < \Jperm(3)
j=1
| (l)| 2m 1
m—+|a
< Jelopem= ]

=185 — 851

@
[e(h)]
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Therefore we see from (47) and (48)) that

E[|AL(6,t,2)|"]
p 1
< Z / | fo(s, 2 |H/ °lon ) exp {—5 <Qru(l),u(l)>} dugl)...du%dsl...dSQm
oceS(m,m)
1
< / | fo(8,2)| 5 \/ (2]a®| 'Cm+|“(l)| dsy...q
o@gm AFY )‘2 “ detQ )2 H H 1]s; — s 1|2Hralef)u)1
1
— m ymd-+|of
_ A2mdM C H\/ ARG / |fo(s, 2 |H e a0t dsam
7€S(m,m) 1]s; — 51| ()]

for a constant M depending on d.
In the final step, we want to prove estimate (@6). Using the inequality (@3), we get that

’E [/ A7 (0, z)dz}
(RE)™

1
< / (E[\Agf(e,t,z)f)l/?dzgWcmmlw/ (U (0,1, 2, H,))Y2d>.
(Rd)m r (Rd)m

By taking the supremum over [0, 7'] with respect to each function f;, i.e.

| ot (845 20| < P | frotn (83> 2tG)| 15 = 1,00 2m

s;€

we find that

'E [/(Rd)m A7 (0,1, z)dz]

1/2
1 m o
< gl max /(Rd (HHf[oun o)) [OT]> dz

T

d
1
O] 1/2
<(ITv/@leon 3 / |52, (s ||| TSI [U(J)])dsl...dszm)

=1 ceS(m,m) |8J Sj— 1|
1/2
— Cm/2+‘a‘/2 / - - dz - (U*(0.t Hr 1/2
N B ] HHf[ 016 200D | ooy | 42 (V0.2 Hy))

= )\Mdcm/2+\a\/2 /Rd) HHfJ % ”LOO(OT} dz - (U7(0,t, Hr))l/Q

J=1

= N C«m/2+\oc\/2 H I1£(- Z])HLI(Rd Loo(0.TT)) (U7(0,t, Hr))l/Q.
Jj=1
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Using Theorem [4.7] we obtain the following crucial estimate (compare [8]], [9], [4] and

IS

Proposition 4.8. Let the functions [ and s be as in (62), respectively as in (42)). Further,
let 6,01,t € [0,T],00 < 6 < tand

%j(s) = (KHro (870) - KHro (870/))6j70 <s <t

for every j = 1,....m with (¢1,...,,,) € {0,1}™ for 6,61 € [0,T] with 01 < 6. Let
a € (NO)™ be a multi-index. If for some v > rq

< é_’%’o
d l
(d—1+237 oY)

holds for all j, where ~y,, € (0, H,,) is sufficiently small, then there exists a universal
constant C,., (depending on H,,, T and d, but independent of m, { f;}i=1...m and «) such
that for any 6,t € [0, T] with 6 < t we have

E/m (HDajfj(Sjast)%j(Sj)> ds

0,t \j=1

m|c 0 — 01 Tro 22 ] 185 H oy e
/\mdc H||fj(',Zj)||L1(Rd;L°°([0,TD>( 001 ) g

Hz 1(2[a® Py — )~ Hr(md+2la)+(Hry =g =) ity €54

(- H(2md+4|&l)+2(H — 3~ ) 2

.....

IN

j1€5 +2m)1 2

Proof. From the definition of A%/ [@4) we see that the integral in our proposition can be
expressed as

/ (HDaﬂ'fxsj,Bif)%j(sj)) dS:/ A0, 2)dz.
Ap, Rdm

j=1
By taking expectation and using Theorem [4.7] we get that

E/m (HDajfj(SjaBg)%j(Sj)> ds

J=1

< Cm/2+\oz\/2H £ (- Z])||L1(Rd Lo (0.T]) '(\I’Z(Qata Hr))l/Q’

J=1

where in this case

\1/%(9 t, H,)
2m
—H\/ T | CAUL R e
ceS(m A%t j=1
1
dSl...dSQm.

5 — sy |2 el

We wish to use Lemma[B2l For this purpose, we need that —H,.(d + 2", a[g(m) +
(Hy, — % — Yo )E[o(jy] > —1 forall j = 1,...,2m. The worst case is, when e[,(;); = 1 for
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1
. 5—r ..
all j. So H, < 5. ffz)ml) for all j, since H,, > H,. Therfore, we get that

9(Hro—3=r0) 501 €10 (5]

2
60— 01 Tro 22521 Elo ()]

x < 2m

vioan) < cp Y (L0)

oeS(m,m)

d
> H /(2 @)L, (2m) ( — e)er(2md+4\a\)+(Hr*%*"/r)Z?;nlE[g(j)]+2m’
=1

where IL, (m) is defined as in Lemmal[B.2]and where C,, is a constant, which only depends
on H,, and 7. The factor IL,(m) has the following upper bound:

2m
'l —H.(d+2 «
11, (2m) < 17 P - H(d+23, [0(2]2)) |
D(=H,(2md + 4al) + (Hry — 5 = o) 2250 o) + 2m)
Note that Z 1 Elo()] = 2 ;- £5- Hence, it follows that
(\1:4(9 t, H ))1/2

6 — o1 PYTO 169 H,.—L1_ L
5 C’"°< 061 ) e

( (2 ‘a(l)‘ DA 9)er(der?IaI)f(Hrof%f%o)22":1 gj+m

F( Hr(2md+4|a|) +2(H7’0 - % _77’0) Z] 165 +27’”)1/27

2m d l m
where we used [[JZ, I'(1 — H,(d+2 ), a[(g)(j)]) < K™ for a constant K = K (v,,) > 0
and \/a; + ... + a,, < \/a; + ...\/a,, for arbitrary non-negative numbers ay, ..., a,,. [

Proposition 4.9. Let the functions f and s be as in (62), respectively as in (42). Let
0,t € [0,T] with 6 <t and

#j(s) = (Kn,,(s,0))7,0 <s <t

forevery j =1,...mwith (g1, ...,&,) € {0,1}™. Let o € (NI)™ be a multi-index. If for
some 1 > 1y

< % — Tro
d-1+257 )
holds for all j, where ~y,, € (0, H,,) is sufficiently small, then there exists a universal

constant C,., (depending on H,,, T and d, but independent of m, { f;}i=1....m and o) such
that for any 6,t € [0, T] with 6 < t we have

E/m (HDajfj(Sj,]st)%j(Sj)> ds

0.t j:l

-----

m+|a 1 m o
= Amdc " ‘H||fj(-,Zj)||L1<Rd;L°°<[o,T}>) gtiro ) 2

Hz, 2}a<l} DA ( — §)~Hr(md+2laD+(Hrg=5 ) XLy &5+m

F( H,.(2md + 4 |a|) +2(Hry — 3 — o) Dol g4 2m)1/2
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Proof. The proof is similar to the previous proposition. U

Remark 4.10. We mention that

ﬁ@ @) < (2]a))tCt

for a constant C' depending on d. Later on in the paper, when we deal with the existence
of strong solutions, we will consider the case

e {0,1} forall j,1

with
la| =

The next proposition is a verification of the sufficient condition needed to guarantee
relative compactness of the approximating sequence { X' },,>1.

Proposition 4.11. Let b, : [0,T] x R? — R% n > 1, be a sequence of compactly
supported smooth functions converging a.e. to b such that sup, >, ||b,|| £y, <00, P, q €
(2,00]. Let X" denote the solution of (31)) when we replace b by b,. Further, let C;
for rq = 1 be the (same) constant (depending only on H;, T and d) in the estimates of
Proposition 4.8 and .9 Then there exist sequences {a;}3°,, = {Bi}2, (depending
only on {H;}22,) with 0 < o; < f5; < = {0;}2, as in TheoremA3land \ = {\;}°,
in 28), which satisfies (23), (26), (IE) and which is of the form \; = ; - ¢(C;) being
independent of the size of sup,,>1 ||bn | 23 pfor a sequence {p;}2, and a bounded function
@, such that ’

o0

|S0i|2 50
Z 1— 2—2(@'—0{,’)522 < 00, ( )

i=1

sup E[[| X7'[]?] < o0
n>1
o] t
E[|Di X7 })dts < Cr(sup [lballeg, ) < oo,

=
n>14= 07 Jo

E[||D;, X3 — Dy XPIPP)
SUPZ(l_Q 2(61 o) / / |t0—tg|1+2/3 diodty

< Calsup [balleg ) < o0
n>1 :

and

for all t € [0,T], where C; : [0,00) — [0,00), j = 1,2 are continuous functions
depending on {H;}5°,, p, q, d, T and where D’ denotes the Malliavin derivative in the
direction of the standard Brownian motion W, - || denotes any matrix
norm.

Remark 4.12. The proof Proposition L.11] shows that one may for example choose \; =
i+ p(C;) in @8) for p(z) = exp(—z'?) and {p;}72, satisfying (50).
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Proof. The most challenging estimate is the last one, the two others can be proven easily.
Take ¢p,t;, > 0 such that 0 < t{, < t, < t. Using the chain rule for the Malliavin
derivative, see [46] Proposition 1.2.3], we have

t
DzoXt" = NKg, (t,t0)1q+ / b, (t1, X2 ) Dy X7 dty

to

P-as. forall 0 < ¢y <t where U/,(t,z) = (%bg) (t, z)) denotes the Jacobian
g ij=1,...,d

matrix of b, at a point (¢, z) and I the identity matrix in R%*¢, Thus we have

Dion_ ’%Xf = )\1<KHZ (ta tO)[d - KHi(t7 té])[d)

t t
+/ b’n(tl,Xg)Djngdtl—/ by, (ty, X{2) Dy, X2 dty

to t6

=\ (Kg, (t, to) g — Ku,(t,ty) 1)

= [ e XDy X+ [ b, XD}, X ~ DX
tl

to
=\ Kft’( ) ( %Xg) - )‘ZKHz(tmt())[d)
t
+/ b'n(tl,XZ)(DzoXZ - zéXg)dtl,
to

where as in Proposition 4.8 we define

Iterating the above equation we arrive at

D Xp—D: L XT =\ ICft/( )14

+ Z/ Hb’ t, XK'y (tn) Ladty, - - dty

to t j=1
(Id+ Z/ Hb/ L, X})d -dt1> ( L Xp - /\Z-KHi(tO,tg)Id> .
to t j=1
On the other hand, observe that one may again write
X — N, (o th) la =N\ Y . [T 0.t XTI (K, (o, ) L) b - - .
m=1 t6,t0 j=1

In summary,

D; X7 — Dy X7 = Nili(to, to) + NiI3 (g, to) + Ml (T, to),
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where
L(ty, to) =Ky (1o = K, (1 to) Lo — K, (1, £0) Lo
I3 (), to) : Z/ Hb’ (£, X0yt (bn) Lo b - - - dlty
tot_] 1
I2(th, to) : (Id+2/ Hb’ (t;, X')d ~dt1>
tot] 1
Z/ Hb’ (t, X7 (K g1, (b, t) La) - - - .
m=1 At’ t()] 1
Hence,

E[|| Dy, X7 — Dy XPIIP] < OX; (B[ 1 (¢, to) 7] + B[ 15 (t6, to)I°] + E[II 13 (6, to)[1*]) -
It follows from Lemmalﬂl and condition (30) that

i // 11 (t, to) 172y ) g g
ot 1 - 9- Qﬁ, a,)52 |t0_t/|1+2ﬁ 0%%0

4H;—6v;—28;—1
Z 1— 92 2(61 a1>52t ! <o

for a suitable choice of sequence {Bi}iZl C (0,1/2).
Let us continue with the term I (¢(, o). Then Theorem Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity and Lemma [4.4] imply

E[||13 (t5, to) 1]

41 1/2

Cllonllg) E Hb’ (tjs 2+ BIKL, (b g by -ty

totj 1

where C': [0, 00) — [0, oo) is the function from Lemma4.4l Taking the supremum over
n we have

sup C(||bn|L2) =: C1 < oo,

n>0
Let || - || from now on denote the matrix norm in R%*? such that || A|| = Z?,j:l |aj;| for
amatrix A = {a;;}; j=1,..4, then we have

.....

B3 (ty, to) I”] < 01<Z YD

m=1 Jk=111,..., lm—1=1

0
/Am dxy, Dy, 00 (2 BE)

0
— b= (t, o+ BE )let/( )t - dty

0
pl) (¢ BH)Y...
X n ( 27x+ tg) 8.Tk

83712

2
L4(Q,R)>

(D
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Now, the aim is to shuffle the four integrals above. Denote

9 0
B(thte) = [ bt 4 B b0 1, 4 BIKTE
AT I
to,t

e i ()t (52)

Then, shuffling J2' (¢, o) as shown in (I7), one can write (J5(t),ty))? as a sum of at
most 2™ summands of length 2m of the form

/2 gn(tl,l’—FBg)ggm(tQm,l’—i-Bgm)dtdetl,
A m

to.t

where foreach [ = 1,...,2m,
0 0
g,z + B € {axkb@ (-,z + B, o kbO (o + BN, (), gk = 1,...,d}.

Repeating this argument once again, we find that J'(¢(,, to)* can be expressed as a sum
of, at most, 28™ summands of length 4m of the form

/ gt (ti,x + B - gl (tam, @ + B by, - - dty, (53)
A4m

to,t

where foreach [ = 1,...,4m,
g,z +BY) e {8xkb(] (o + B H%bg)<'7x+BH>Kft’<'>7 J k= 17---,d}-

It is important to note that the function ICt t/ () appears only once in term (32) and

hence only four times in term (33). So there are indices ji,...,js € {1,...,4m} such
that we can write (33)) as

4m
/N (Hby(tj,x+BH ) | J Lo ' () dba, - - - di,

to,t \j=1

where
b;‘(-,x+]B%_H)e{aab (,x+B,H),j,k:1,...,d}, l=1,...,4m.
Tk

The latter enables us to use the estlmate from Proposition 8l for S7" ¢, = 4, |a| =
4m, S a§l = 1forall |, H, < for some r > i combined with Remark [4.10l
Thus we obtain that

2(d+2)

(B3t 1)) <

Vi

1 " to — 1t (Hi—3—)
)\deQ st (REsL=(0T) | "y g |ty ®
C(d)™((8m)! )1/16 It — tg |_Hr(md+2m)+(Hi_l_'Yi)+m
I'(—H,(2-4md +4-4m) + 2(H; — ¥i) + 8m)1/8

for a constant C'(d) depending only on d.
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Then the series in (31)) is summable over j, k, I, ..., [,,_1 and m. Hence, we just need
to verify that the double integral is finite for suitable v;’s and /3;’s. Indeed,

t f}/ 2vi—1-28; 2(H;—1—; ; i
/ / = tot P to( ’ v)ht—to\‘2<H"%‘%>dltodt6 < 00,

whenever 2 (Hi — 5 — %) > —1,2v;,—1—208; > —1and 2 (HZ — % — %-) —27v; > —1
which is fulfilled if for instance v; < H;/4 and 0 < 3; < ;.

Now we may choose for example a function ¢ with p(z) = exp(—x
we find that

100) In this case,

1\ L

So, finally, if H, for a fixed r > 1 is sufficiently small, the sums over : > 1 also converge
since we have (; satisfying

For the term /3 we may use Theorem Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice and ob-
serve that the first factor of 7% is bounded uniformly in ¢y, ¢ € [0, 7] by a simple applica-
tion of Propositiond.9 with ; = 0 for all j. Then, the remaining estimate is fairly similar
to the case of /3 by using Proposition again. As for the estimate for the Malliavin
derivative the reader may agree that the arguments are analogous. U

The following is a consequence of combining Lemma.6 and Proposition .11l

Corollary 4.13. For every t € [0,T] and continuous function ¢ : RY — R with at most
linear growth we have

P(X]') "= o(E[Xi| F])
strongly in L*(Q). In addition, E[X;|F;] is Malliavin differentiable along any direction
W', i > 1of BE. Moreover, the solution X is F-adapted, thus being a strong solution.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the relative compactness from Theorem [A.3] com-
bined with Proposition 4.11] and by Lemma [4.6] we can identify the limit as F[X;|F;].
Then the convergence holds for any bounded continuous functions as well. The Malli-
avin differentiability of F[X;|F;] is verified by taking ¢ = I, and the second estimate in
Proposition 4.11]in connection with [46] Proposition 1.2.3]. O

Finally, we can complete step (4) of our scheme.
Corollary 4.14. The constructed solution X. of (31) is strong.

Proof. We have to show that X, is F;-measurable for every ¢ € [0, 7' and by Remark [4.5]
we see that there exists a strong solution in the usual sense, which is Malliavin differen-
tiable. In proving this, let ¢ be a globally Lipschitz continuous function. Then it follows
from Corollary .13 that there exists a subsequence ny, k > 0, that

@(thk) — @(E[XtLFt]), P —a.s.

as k — oo.
Further, by Lemma 4.6 we also know that

p(X7) = Ep(Xy)|F
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weakly in L?(£2). By the uniqueness of the limit we immediately obtain that
¢ (E[Xi|F]) = Elp(Xe)|R], P—as.
which implies that X, is F;-measurable for every ¢ € [0, 7. 0

Finally, we turn to step (5) and complete this Section by showing pathwise uniqueness.
Following the same argument as in [50, Chapter IX, Exercise (1.20)] we see that strong
existence and uniqueness in law implies pathwise uniqueness. The argument does not
rely on the process being a semimartingale. Hence, uniqueness in law is enough. The
following Lemma actually implies the desired uniqueness by estimate (37)) in connection
with Theorem 7.7].

Lemma 4.15. Let X be a strong solution of (31) where b € Li p,q € (2,00|. Then the
estimates (33) and B4) hold for X in place of B. As a consequence, uniqueness in law
holds for equation (31)) and since X strong, pathwise uniqueness follows.

Proof. Assume first that b is bounded. Fix any n > 1 and set

= K (A—ln /0 b(r, Xr)dr) (s).

Since b is bounded it is easy to see from (36)) by changing B with X and bounding b that
for every k € R,

T T
Ep {exp {—%/ (ng)"dW — 2,@2/ |?7?|2d8H =1, (54)
0 0

dP T 1 (7
R _ n*d n__ nZd )
7P eXp{ /O(ns) W, 2/0 75 8}

Hence, X; — z is a regularizing fractional Brownian motion with Hurst sequence 4 under

P. Define
T K T )
= { - [Copyaws -5 [Cpas).
0 0
Then,
T K T
Bplet] = By [exo { - [ nyawy =% [ ieas}]
0 0
T T K T
= g5 oo { - [opyawy - [Cpashes { (4 5) [ hipas
0 0 2 0
o T 1/2
< (Eﬁ |:8Xp{2}/‘€2+§}/ |ng|2dsH)
0

in view of (34).
On the other hand, using (38)) with X in place of B¥ we have

T T
| s < Conn (1+ / |b<r,Xr>|l‘?dr), Pas
0 0

where
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for any € € (0, 1). Hence, applying Lemmal4.2] we get

2 ko K Lo 1/2
Bp 5] < el 810t (A (Con e |62+ 5| 16 Nag ) )
where A is the analytic function from Lemma 4.2

Furthermore, observe that for every x € R we have

Epl&r] = Eplef™). (55)

In fact, (33)) holds for any b € L} by considering b, := b1{pj<n}, n > 1 and then letting
n — oo.
Finally, let § € (0, 1) and apply Holder’s inequality in order to get

Ep UOT h(t, Xt)dt} <79 (Eﬁ[(g})%“]) s (Eﬁ UOT h(t, Xt)1+5dt] ) ﬁl& :

and

1

Ep lexp {/OT h(t,Xt)dtH <78 (Eﬁ[(g;)lﬁ‘s])% (Eﬁ lexp {(1 + ) /OT h(t,Xt)dt}D o

for every Borel measurable function. Since we know that X;—x is a regularizing fractional

Brownian motion with Hurst sequence  under P, the result follows by Lemma 4.2] by
choosing 0 close enough to 0. 0

Using the all the previous intermediate results, we are now able to state the main result
of this Section:

Theorem 4.16. Retain the conditions for A\ = {\;}i>1 with respect to B in Theorem
Letb € L5, p,q € (2,00]. Then there exists a unique (global) strong solution
X, 0 <t < T of equation (31)). Moreover, for every t € [0,T], X, is Malliavin differen-
tiable in each direction of the Brownian motions W", n > 1 in 7).

5. INFINITELY DIFFERENTIABLE FLOWS FOR IRREGULAR VECTOR FIELDS

From now on, we denote by X, the solution to the following SDE driven by a regu-
larizing fractional Brownian motion B with Hurst sequence H:

dX5" = b(t, XP™)dt + dBY, st € [0,T], s<t, X =zcR7

We will then assume the hypotheses from Theoremd.16 on b and H.

The next estimate essentially tells us that the stochastic mapping x — X" is P-a.s.
infinitely many times continuously differentiable. In particular, it shows that the strong
solution constructed in the former section, in addition to being Malliavin differentiable, is
also smooth in = and, although we will not prove it explicitly here, it is also smooth in the
Malliavin sense, and since Hormander’s condition is met then implies that the densities
of the marginals are also smooth.
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Theorem 5.1. Let b € C>°((0,T) x RY). Fix integers p > 2 and k > 1. Choose a r such

1 ; ; : ) 2
that H, < [CESESIE Then there exists a continuous function Cy g, p5g7 © [0,00)° —

[0, 00), depending on k,d, H,.,p,p,qand T.

p
sup s || Zox:7| | < Cuampmar (1ol o)

5,t€[0,T] z€R4

Proof. For notational simplicity, let s = 0, B. = B and let X7,0 <t < T be the solution
with respect to the vector field b € C2°((0,7) x R?). We know that the stochastic flow
associated with the smooth vector field b is smooth, too (compare to e.g. [30]]). Hence, we
get that

) ‘ )
FoXi = Ta+ / Db(u, X7) - 5-Xidu, (56)

where Db(u, ) : R — L(R? R?) is the derivative of b with respect to the space vari-
able.
By using Picard iteration, we see that

3 = I+ Z ~ Db(u, X3,)... Db(u, X5, duy...duy, (57)

m>1
where
ATy = {(tm, wr) € [0,T]™ 20 < upy < ..o <uy < L}

By applying dominated convergence, we can differentiate both sides with respect to
and find that

— X' = Z/ 833 [Db(u, X, )...Db(u, Xy )| dtiy,...dus.

m>1
Further, the Leibniz and chain rule yield

aﬁwb(ul,xsf )or-Db(t, X, )]

0 XZ Db, XT ),

ZDb u, X2 ) D2b(uy, X2 )8
xr

where D?b(u,-) = D(Db(u,-)) : R — L(R?, L(R4, RY)).
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Therefore (57) entails

Z/ ZDbul,X”C )...D*b(u,, XT)

m1>1 Ot r=1

<Id + ) / b(v1, X2)...Db(Upny, Xng)dva,,,dm)

m2>1 A0 ,Up

XDb(uri1, Xy, ) - Dby, X5 )dtg, ...duy

= ZZ Db(uy, X5)oo- Db, X7 ). Db(thyny, X5 )bty ..y
ml

mi>1 r=1 Y 8o

FEES [ P D)

mi>1 r=1 my>1 Boup
xDb(vl,X;fl)...Db(vaXfm)Db(urH,Xiﬂ)...Db(uml,ijm)
AVpy ... dv1 AUy, ... duy

= L1 + L. (58)

In the next step, we wish to employ Lemma[B.8](in connection with shuffling in Section
2.2) to the term I5 in (38)) and get that

L=>)" Z > / _— Hox iy (WU, ity (59)

mi1>1 r=1 mo>1

for u = (1, ..., U, +m, ), Where the integrand H;) . (u) € R? @ R? @ R? has entries
given by sums of at most C'(d)™ "™ terms, which are products of length m; + my of
functions being elements of the set

oYV A+ D
Ny 0 2y

bV (u, X2), r=1,..,d, vV + .. +~4D <2 /D eNy, [ =1, ...,d} :

Here it is important to mention that second order derivatives of functions in those products
of functions on AF’} ™™ in (59) only occur once. Hence the total order of derivatives |o|
of those products of functions in connection with Lemma [B.8in the Appendix is

la] = mq +mg + 1. (60)

Let us now choose p,c,r € [1,00) such that cp = 27 for some integer ¢ and % + % =
1. Then we can employ Holder’s inequality and Girsanov’s theorem (see Theorem [2.2))
combined with Lemma .4l and obtain that

AT
SUEID 33D

mi1>1 r=1 mo>1 i€l

p

/ ( VAU, £y ---dUy (61)
m1+m2

L29(Q;R)
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where C' : [0,00) — [0,00) is a continuous function depending on p,p and g. Here
#1 < K™*™2 for a constant K = K (d) and the integrands H} (u) are of the form

m1-+ma
HBH H hi(u),hy € AT =1,....m1 +my
=1
where e
A::{ e O B =L d }
WO T <o S0 eN, 1=1,..d
As above we observe that functions with second order derivatives only occur once in those

products.
24
J = </Aml+m2 H?(u)duml+m2...du1> :
0,t

Let
By using shuffling (see Section[2.2]) once more, successively, we find that .J has a reprsen-
tation as a sum of, at most of length K (¢)" ™2 with summands of the form

24 (m1 +m2)

/A2q<m1+m2> H Ji(ug)dusa(m, 4ms)---dus, (62)
0.t 1=1

where f; € A for all [.

Note that the number of factors f; in the above product, which have a second order
derivative, is exactly 2?. Hence the total order of the derivatives in (62) in connection
with Lemma[B.8] (where one in that Lemma formally replaces X* by = + B, in the corre-
sponding terms) is

|0z| :2q(m1+m2+1) (63)

We now aim at using Theorem @.9]for m = 29(m; + ms) and £; = 0 and find that

24 (m1 +m2)

E AQQ(ml+m2) U fl (ul>du2q(ml+m2)...dul

<O (|[p) g ) Ome)
x ((2(2%(my +my +1))HM*
D(—H,(2d29(my + ma) + 429(my + mo + 1)) + 229(my + mo))'/2

for a constant C' depending on H,., T, d and q.
Therefore the latter combined with (&) implies that

E[|| L")
C(|lbllz) (Z > 0 KT (b, )2 )

m1>1mo>1

((2(29(my + my + 1))/ 1)
X )
[(—H,(2d29(my + mg) + 429(my + mo + 1)) + 229(my + my))1/2
for a constant K depending on H,., T, d, p and q.




C*°-REGULARIZATION BY NOISE OF SINGULAR ODE’S 46

Since for my, ms > 1, one concludes that the above sum

1 1
— mq+mo—+1
2(d+3) 2(d+27A et

converges, whenever H, < m.

Further, one gets an estimate for E[||I;||"] by using similar reasonings as above. In
summary, we obtain the proof for £ = 2.

We now give an explanation how we can generalize the previous line of reasoning to

the case £ > 2: In this case, we we have that

k

Ok

where each I;, i = 1,...,2F"! is a sum of iterated integrals over simplices of the form

AOU, O<u<t j= 1 ., k with integrands having at most one product factor D*b,
while the other factors are of the form D70, 7 < k — 1.

In the following we need the following notation: For multi-indices m. = (my, ..., my)
and 7 := (ry,...,7k_1), set

— X7 =1L+ ...+ Iy, (64)

J
mj_ = g m;
i=1

and
My _q
m>1 mi1>1ri=1mg>1ro=1 rr_1=1mgp>1
ri<m;
1=1,....k—1

In what follows, without loss of generality we confine ourselves to deriving an estimate
with respect to the summand Iox—: in (64). Just as in the case & = 2, we obtain by
employing Lemma[B.8] (in connection with shuffling in Section 2.2)) that

L= Y / - Hot o (W Aty oyt (65)
m>1
ri<m;
I=1,....k—1
for w = (Um,+...4my, -, t1), where the integrand H,, , .. (u) € ®k+1Rd has entries,

which are given by sums of at most C(d)™ ™+ terms. Those terms are given by
products of length m; + ...my, of functions, which are elements of the set

(1) (d)
f?(;/) + a:zd) o) (u, X3),r=1,....d, .
fy(l)—l— 4D <k D eNg,l=1,...,d

Exactly as in the case k = 2 we can invoke Lemma [B.§]in the Appendix and get that the
total order of derivatives |« of those products of functions is

lal =mq + ... +mp +k— 1. (66)

Then we can adopt the line of reasoning as before and choose p, ¢, € [1, 00) such that
cp = 27 for some integer ¢ and X + 1 = 1 and find by applying H6lder’s inequality and
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Girsanov’s theorem (see Theorem [2.2)) combined with Lemma [4.4] that

B[l Iy )
p
aely | XX / (O] T—— (67)
m>1 el L29(4R)
rl<ml
I=1,....k—1

where C' : [0,00) — [0,00) is a continuous function depending on p,p and §. Here
#I < K™ *FTmk for a constant K = K (d) and the integrands H? (u) take the form

mi+...4+myg
H; (u) = H hi(w), hy € A, IT=1,...,m1 + ... +my,

I=1
where

(1) 4. 4~ (d)
A —aﬁz)m:.;@x V) (u,z +B,), r=1,..,d, .
AW 4 +7<dd) <k YWeNy, l=1,..d

29
J = (/;gltl_h“-rmk H]?(u)dumﬁerkdul) )

Once more, repeated shuffling (see Section[2.2]) shows that .J can be represented as a sum
of, at most of length K (¢)™ "™ with summands of the form

Define

29(ma+...+my)

/quﬂmﬁﬁm,@) II  flw)dwmgms. oy du, (68)

=1

where f; € A for all [.

By applying Lemma [B.§] again (where one in that Lemma formally replaces X by
x + B in the corresponding expressions) we obtain that the total order of the derivatives
in the products of functions in (68) is given by

la| =2%(my + ...+ my + k — 1). (69)
Then Proposition 4.9 for m = 2¢(m; + ... + my,) and £; = 0 yields that

29(my+...+my)

s /quwﬁm,@) [T Alw)dwmms. m- du

=1
<O p] et

y (2(27(my 4 ... + my + k — 1)))/4
[(—H.(2d29(my + ... + my) +429(mq + ... +mp + k — 1)) +229(my + ... + my))/?

for a constant C' depending on H,, T', d and q.
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Thus we can conclude from (67)) that

E||Iox—1||"]
< C([|bll 7) (Z ST (], )t
’ m1>1 mp>1
X ((2(2q(m1 + o my k- 1)) )1/4 1/2q>p
D(—H,(2d29(my + ... +myg) +429(my + ... +my + k — 1)) +229(my + ... +my,))Y/2
<

Clellz | > > K™l )™

m>1 1y,...,01;>0:
l1+...+l=m

» (220 (m + k= 1)) =)
D(—H,(2d29m + 424(m + k — 1)) 4 22am)1/2

for a constant K depending on H,., T, d, p and q.
Since H, < m by assumption, we see that the above sum converges. Hence the
proof follows. U

The following is the main result of this Section and shows that the regularizing frac-
tional Brownian motion B! "produces" an infinitely continuously differentiable stochastic
flow x > X7, when b merely belongs to £3 , for any p, g € (2, oc].

Theorem 5.2. Assume that the conditions for A\ = {\;}2°, with respect to BY in Theorem
H16 hold. Suppose that b € L3, p,q € (2, 00]. Let U C R* be an open and bounded set
and X;, 0 <t < T the solution of (31)). Then for all t € [0, T| we have that

X; e () L2(Qwhe(U)).

k>1 a>2

Proof. First, we approximate the irregular drift vector field b by a sequence of functions
by i [0, 7] x R — R%, n > 0in C((0,7) x RY R?) in the sense of (32). Let X™* =
{X,"*,t € [0, T]} be the solution to (BI) with initial value 2 € R? associated with b,,.

We find that for any test function ¢ € C°(U, R?) and fixed ¢ € [0, T'] the set of random
variables

(X1, ) = / (X2, o(2))pedz, 1= 0
U

is relatively compact in L?*(€2). In proving this, we want to apply the compactness cri-
terion Theorem [A3] in terms of the Malliavin derivative in the Appendix. Using the
sequence {0; }°, in Proposition d.11] we get that
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d

=1 T s 2
2wkl / DX o) Pds) = ( / E[DYD) X" ’<”1gol<x>dx)
=1

=1
Sd”‘ﬁ”%?(Rd,Rd))‘{SUPP }SUPZ 52 [/ DX ds] ,

where D*U) denotes the Malliavin derivative in the direction of ") where W is the
d-dimensional standard Brownian motion defining B/ and W*\) its j-th component,
the Lebesgue measure on R?, supp (¢) the support of ¢ and || - || a matrix norm. So it
follows from the estimates in Proposition 4. 1] that

Sglgz 52||DZ t 7<P>||%2(Qx[o,T]) < C||<P||i2(Rd,Rd)>\{SuPP (¥)}-

Similarly, we get that

E[|| Dy t",@) DX )llP]
i]igz (]_—2 Qﬁz Oz,) / / S _S|1+261

for some sequences {«;}2,, {5;}:2, as in Proposition E.11} Hence (X;",¢), n > 0
is relatively compact in L?(€2). Denote by Y;(¢y) its limit after taking (if necessary) a
subsequence.

By adopting the same reasoning as in Lemma 4.6 one proves that

(X7, o) 5 (X, )

weakly in L?(£2). Then by uniqueness of the limit we see that
(X @) — Yilp) = (X 9)

in L?(Q) for all ¢ (without using a subsequence).
We observe that X;"",n > 0 is bounded in the Sobolev norm L*(Q, W*<(U)) for each
n > 0 and k& > 1. Indeed, from Proposition[5.1] it follows that

o 167 [ iy —supZE X o)

K 4 2

az n,xr||lo ¢

<> /USUPE |:||%Xt7 I ] dx
i=0

n>0

<0

The space L?(Q2, Wk(U)), a € (1, 00) is reflexive. So the set { X;""},,>¢ is (relatively)
weakly compact in L?(Q2, Wk<(U)) for every k > 1. Hence, there exists a subsequence
n(7), 7 > 0 such that

XV sy e LHQ,Whe(U)).

Jj—00

We als know that X;"* — X7 strongly in L*(Q2) for all £.
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So forall A € F and ¢ € C5°(R?% R?) we have for all multi-indices v with || < k
that

E[1a(X;, D7p)] = jli_{go ELa(X]"Y" D))
= lim (- ELA(D" XV, )] = (~1)E[14(D"Y, o))
]*)OO

Using the latter, we can conclude that
X, € LA(Q,Wk(U)), P—a.s.
Since k£ > 1 is arbitrary, the proof follows. U

APPENDIX A. A COMPACTNESS CRITERION FOR SUBSETS OF L*((2)

The following result which is originally due to in the finite dimensional case and
which can be e.g. found in [12], provides a compactness criterion of square integrable
functionals of cylindrical Wiener processes on a Hilbert space:

Theorem A.l. Let B;,0 <t < T be a cylindrical Wiener process on a separable Hilbert
space H with respect to a complete probability space (S, F, i), where F is generated by
By, 0 <t <T. Further, let Lis(H, R) be the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H
toR and let D : D2 — L?(Q; L*([0,T)) ® Lus(H,R)) be the Malliavin derivative in
the direction of B;, 0 < t < T, where D% is the space of Malliavin differentiable random
variables in L*(2).

Suppose that C' is a self-adjoint compact operator on L*([0,T]) ® Lgs(H,R) with
dense image. Then for any c > 0 the set

_ 1,2, -1
G ={G €D Gl sy + 107 DG agquimoryocsiinmy = €

is relatively compact in L*(2).

In this paper we aim at using a special case of the the previous theorem, which is more

suitable for explicit estimations. To this end we need the following auxiliary result from
.

Lemma A.2. Denote by v, ,s > 0 with vy = 1 the Haar basis of L*([0,1]). Define for
any 0 < a < 1 the operator A, on L*([0,1]) by

Agvg =28, if s=2"+4, k>0 0<j<2F
and
Al =1
Then for a < < % we have that

2 2 1 e \f(t)—f(u)\Q
||Aaf||L2([o,1]) <2 <||f||L2([o,1]) + 1_92B-a) o —1+2ﬁdtd“ :

o Jt—ul
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Theorem A.3. Let D' be the Malliavin derivative in the direction of the i-th component
of B, 0 <t < 1,1 > 1. In addition, let 0 < «; < 3; < %andéi > 0 forallt > 1.
Define the sequence A\ ; = Q—haig. ifs = 2k 4 5, E>0,0<75< 2k i > 1. Assume that
Asi — 0 for s,i — oo. Let ¢ > 0 and G the collection of all G € D"? such that

HG”L2(Q) <c

> 510G oy < €

i>1

1 ||DZG D’GHL2 @
Z (1—2- 2(61 ;) 52/ / u[ TP dtdu < c.

Then G is relatively compact in L*(52).

and

Proof. As before denote by v, s > 0 with vy = 1 the Haar basis of L?([0,1]) and by
e; = (e;,)m, © > 1 an orthonormal basis of Lys(H,R) (= H*) where ¢;, i > 1 is

an orthonormal basis of H. Define a self-adjoint compact operator C' on L*([0,1]) ®

Lys(H,R) with dense image by
Clos@ef) =Avs®@e;, s>0, i>1

Then it follows for G € D"? from Lemmal[A.2] that

HCilDGHiQ(Q'LQ ([0,1])®L g s(H,R))
=D > NIEUDG, v, ® €) 2o 1psps(inm)

i>1 s>0
—9 ) 2

= > 6240 DGl a0 0.

i>1

2 || i |2
<2 Z 6 2||D GHL?(Q;L?([OJD)
i>1
1 ||DZG DiG|l12q)
©)

+2 Z (1-2- 2(61 &) / / uf o

<M
for a constant M < co. So using Theorem [A.Il we obtain the result. o

APPENDIX B. TECHNICAL ESTIMATES
The following technical estimate is used in the course of the paper.
Lemma B.1. Let H € (0,1/2) and t € [0, T be fixed. Then, there exists a f € (0,1/2)

such that
| K ( t t’ — Kyt to)?
/ / o[ dtodty < oo. (70)
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Proof. Let to, t, € [0,1], t; < to be fixed. Write
1
Kantot0) = Kt ) = o | lto) = 5005) + (5~ ) (alto) — a5

H-—1
where fi(to) = (i) * (1 — to)=% and gy(to) = [ L0 du, 1, € [0,1].

to
We will proceed to estimating Ky (¢,tg) — Kg(t, t’O). FlI‘St, observe the following fact,

yfa — @
(x —y)
+—H) € (0,1/2) and v < & — a. This implies

st s = (=) = (o)

<Cy 77

forevery 0 < y < x < oo and o := (

0 (totp)
(to — tp) 1
< O (=)
otp)
t _t/ ol 1
<C<0 0) tff 2t — )2

Further,

g (t(]) g to / fu tO fu(t/) ‘o fU(ta)dU,

/futO fut’) t

olto—%) / (u—tg)"2

U

N (toté)) to Uu
(ot -t [ (am

< (C———>ty 2 ~——du

o (toty)r 1

U
< Cv<t0_t{)),y Hféf'Y
= (toth) °

to—1th)Y H-1_
SC%%{ T — ),
olo

As aresult, we have forevery v € (0, H),0 <tj <ty <t <T,

(to —to)" H-1- 1
Wto Tt —to) 27, (71)

for some constant C'y 7 > 0 depending only on /7 and 7.

Kg(t,to) — Ku(t,ty) < Cur

V]
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Thus
O (Ky(t to) — Kglt, t’o))th,dt
Ito — th[1+28 020
to t t/ 1-28+2v
< C/ / ‘ t ‘t/ o t2H71727<t . t0)2H7172fydt/0dt0
0

to
:C/ t3H147(t_t0)2H12fy/ |t —t0| 1- 25+2’y( ) 27dt0dt0
0 0

t o1 P(=28 + 29) (=27 + 1) _
2H-1—4vy/, 2H—1—2~ 23

IN

t
C/ t%H—l—élfy—QB(t . tO)ZH—l—Q'ydtO
0
U'(2H — 29)I'(2H — 4y — 25)1541{76%2571
T(4H — 67 — 20)

for appropriately chosen small v and .
On the other hand, we have that

YKyt to) — Kg(t, t)))?
‘tO — ‘1+25

t t/ 1— 25+2’y
SC/ t2H 1— 47( 2H 1— 27/ |0 0| dtgdto
0

t
(J/ tﬁH‘l‘GV(t—to)QH—l—QV/ |t0—t{)|‘1‘2ﬁ+27dt’0dto
0 to

I
Q

< 00,

dt)dto

IN

t
_ C/ 21707 (p — 1) 21728 g,
0
Hence

Kyt to) — Ky(t,t)))?
|to — tp|1+28

Lemma B.2. Let H € (0,1/2), 0,¢t € [0,T), 0 < tand (eq,...,e,) € {0,1}" be fixed.
Assume w; + (H — % — 7) e;j > —1forall j = 1,...,m. Then exists a finite constant
C =C(H,T) > 0 such that

/ H KH 5]7 KH<Sj,9,))Ej‘Sj — Sj,1|wjd8

0,t =1

0 — ¢ 722’;1@ m m m
< (% ) U4 ) T L (m) (¢ — )i (=) B
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for~ € (0, H), where
m 1T (Z{:l w+ (H -3 - 7) Z{:l €l +j> I'(wjs1 +1)
A M(ZHws(HE-3 ) Tla+i+)

Observe that if e; = 0 forall j = 1, ..., m we obtain the classical formula.

(72)

Remark B.3. Observe that

"o D(w;+1
H'ym < H] - (1w] ) 1
P(Zj:1wj+(H_§_7)Z] 1 5]+m)
< H;n—lr(wj‘i‘l)

since the function I is increasing on (1, 00).

Proof. First, we recall the following well-known formula: for given exponents a,b > —1
and some fixed s;; > s; we have

Si+1 u Fa+1)T'(b+1)
/6 (5541 — 55)"(s5 — 0)"ds; = T(atbt2) (841 —

We recall from Lemma 70 that for every v € (0, H),0 < ¢ <0 <s; < T,
6 —0)
(66")

for some constant C'; 7 > 0 depending only on // and 7'. In view of the above arguments
we have

e)aerJrl )

01 sy = 0) R,

Kp(s;,0) — Ky(s;,0') < Cuyr

52
/ |KH(81, 0) — KH(Sl, 0/)|€1|82 — 81|w2|81 — 0|w1d81
[%

0 — ") ! 52
< C;}?Ti( ) plH-3-7)a / |se — s1]“2|s1 — 0|w1+(H )Elds
0

(00")r=1
_ CET((Q(Q_Q/?;):I (H-1—)ex 2(&35_22))( L — 0)w1+w2+(H )el+1’
where
Wy = wy + <H—%—7)€1—|—1, Wo 1= woy + 1.
Integrating iteratively we obtain the desired formula. U

Finally, we give a similar estimate which is used in Lemma ??.

Lemma B4. Let H € (0,1/2), 0,t € [0,T], 0 < tand (e1,...,e,) € {0,1}™ be fixed.
Assume w; + (H — %) ej > —1forallj =1,...,m. Then exists a finite constant C > 0
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such that
[ T utss 00, syoa]ds
bt j=1
< 0me(H=3)Z500 e 1 (m) (¢ — §) s wrt(H=3) Zitaegm
for~ € (0, H), where 11 is given as in (I2). Observe that ife; =0 forall j =1,...,m
we obtain the classical formula.

Remark B.5. Observe that

T oT(w; + 1
Mo(m) < L= : : ,
r (Zj:l w; + (H = 3) D16t m)
due to the fact that I is increasing on (1, 00).

Proof. By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemmal[7Qlit is easy to derive the following
estimate

K (s5,0)| < Crrls; — 020"
for every 0 < 6 < s; < T"and some constant C'; 1 > 0. This implies

52
/ (KH(Sl,H))€1|82 —81|w2|81 —0|w1d81
[%
<Chr G(H_%)al/ |s2 — 51|81 — 9\w1+(H_%)€1d81
0

G(H_%)Elr(wl + wo + (H— %) g1+ 1)F(w2—|—1)
F(w1+w2+(H—%)51—|—2)

Integrating iteratively one obtains the desired estimate. U

(59— 9)w1+w2+(H—%)61+1

_ €1
= CH,T

The next auxiliary result can be found in [31]].

Lemma B.6. Assume that X, ..., X,, are real centered jointly Gaussian random vari-
ables, and ¥ = (E[X;X}])1<jk<n is the covariance matrix, then

E[|X1] ... | X,|] < /perm(%),

where perm(A) is the permanent of a matrix A = (a;;)1<i j<n defined by

perm(A) = > [ im0

TESy j=1
for the symmetric group S,,.
The next result corresponds to Lemma 3.19 in [[14]]:

Lemma B.7. Let 71, ..., Z,, be mean zero Gaussian variables which are linearly indepen-
dent. Then for any measurable function g : R — R, we have that

1 = B (27) (=172 v 1,
/ng(vl)eXp(—QVaT[Zijj])dvl---dvn = (et Coo(Zs Z))1P /Rg(—)exp(—f )dv,

g
i=1 !

where o := Var|Z, | Zy, ..., Z,).
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Lemma B.8. Let n, p and k be non-negative integers, k < n. Assume we have functions
fi:0,T] =R j=1,...,nand g; : [0,T] - R, i =1,...,p such that

8a51)+---+a§d) (r) z .
fj € 0 a0 (u, X)), r=1,...d,, j=1,..n
0% x1..0% x4

and

98+ 46
; € b (u, X5), r=1,...,d%,i=1,..,
g {aﬁgl)xl...ﬁﬁgd)xd ( R } b

)

fora = (ag»l)) € NI and = (ﬁ(l)) e NP vwhere X7 is the strong solution to
t
X7 :x+/ b(u, Xdu+ B, 0<t<T
0

for b = bV ... b@D) with b € C.([0,T] x RY) for all r = 1,...,d. So (as we shall
say in the sequel) the product g,(r1) - - - - - g,(1,) has a total order of derivatives || =
27:1 P8 " We know from Section 22 that

7

fi(s1) - fr(sg) / g1(r1) - gp(rp)dry ... dry fer1(Sks1) - - fu(Sn)ds, ... ds;

Ag,t Ag,sk
— Z / . hS (wy) .. hG (Wap)dwy gy - . - dwy, (73)
0€ALp Ag”

where hi € {f;,9; + 1 < j < n,1 < i < p}, A,, is a subset of permutations of
{1,...,n+ p} such that #A,, < C"P for an appropriate constant C' > 1, and sy = 0.
Then the products

have a total order of derivatives given by |a| + | 5] .

Proof. The result is proved by induction on n. For n = 1 and k£ = 0 the result is trivial.
For k = 1 we have

t
/ fi(s1) / g1(r1) - gp(rp) dry...drids
0 ap

= o fi(wi)gi(wz) . .. gp(wpi1)dwyyy - . . dwy,
AGY

where we have put w; = s1, wp = r1,...,wpy1 = 7. Hence the total order of derivatives
involved in the product of the last integral is given by Ele a&” + 221:1 - ﬁi(l) =
af +[B].

Assume the result holds for n and let us show that this implies that the result is true for
n+ 1. Either k = 0,1 0r 2 < k < n + 1. For k = 0 the result is trivial. For £k = 1 we
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have

f1(81)/ 91(r1) - gp(rp)dry ... drifa(s2) - .- frs1(Sn41)dsni - - - ds
agtt

/ fi(s1) /n /Ap ) gp(rp)dry . odryifo(sa) .. far1(Sng1)dSntn -

0,51

Using Section 2.2] we obtam by employing the shuffle permutations that the latter in-
ner double integral on diagonals can be written as a sum of integrals on diagonals of

length p + n with products having a total order of derivatives given by » _,_, Z?Zl oz(l) +

Zz 1 8. Hence we obtain a sum of products whose total order of derivatives is

nl l l
zllz+ <+zll P B0 =1al + 18]

For £ > 2 we have (in connectlon with Section [2.2)) from the induction hypothesis that

/ fi(s1)- --fk(sk)/ 91(r1) - gp(rp)dry . dry fopa(Sk1) - fari(Sna1)dspyr -
At Ab

0,sp,

= [t [ plo o0 [0ty

0,5},

X fk—i—l(sk—l—l) C. fn—l—l(sn—i—l)dsn—l—l e d82d81

Z /f1 51 / +ph"(wl) gy (Wnip)dwy gy - . dwidsy,

0E€An,

where each of the products hi(wy) - -+ b7y,

givenby > ,_, E"H V>0 52 8% Thus we get a sum with respect to a set of
permutations An+1 e w1th products having a total order of derivatives which is

(wy+p) have a total order of derivatives

d n+l1
> af +ZZB(”+Za<” ] + 18]
=1 j=2 =1 =1
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