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Abstract

Differentiability of semigroups is useful for many applications. Here we focus on stochastic dif-
ferential equations whose diffusion coefficient is the square root of a differentiable function but not
differentiable itself. For every m € {0, 1,2} we establish an upper bound for a C"™-norm of the semi-
group of such a diffusion in terms of the C™-norms of the drift coefficient and of the squared diffusion
coefficient. The constants in our upper bound are often dimension-independent. Our estimates are
thus suitable for analyzing certain high-dimensional and infinite-dimensional degenerate stochastic
differential equations.

1 Introduction

Let d € INand let X = (X{)se[0,00) be the solution of a stochastic differential equation (SDE) with values in
[0,1]%. We prove existence and continuity of spatial derivatives of the functions [0, 00) x [0,1]¢ > (¢, z)
(T,f)(x) == E[f(X:) | Xo = 2] € R, f € C?([0,1]%,R), under suitable assumptions. More precisely,
Theorem 4.1 below shows under suitable assumptions for every ¢ € [0, 00) and every m € {0,1,2} that

ITefllgom < €™ A3 £l o, (1)

where A\, and p,, depend respectively on the partial derivatives of the drift function and of the squared
diffusion function up to order m and where || - ||, is defined in Subsection 1.1 below. In particular,
note that we do not assume differentiability of the diffusion coefficient but only of the squared diffusion
coefficient. The “cost” of allowing square-root diffusions is that we need to assume the diffusion coefficient
matrix to be diagonal; see Theorem 4.1 for the precise setting. We also note that even differentiability
of the semigroup is nontrivial since singular diffusion coefficients (that is, degenerate noise) can lead to
loss of regularity; see Theorem 1.2 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler, & Jentzen [9].
Partial differentiability of semigroups is used in a number of applications, e.g.:

e inequalities between expectations of diffusions with different coefficient functions, e.g. Theorem 1
in Cox, Fleischmann, & Greven [1] or Proposition 2.2 in Hutzenthaler & Wakolbinger [14],

e weak convergence rates for numerical approximations of SDEs, e.g. Theorem 1 in Talay & Tubaro [19],

e stochastic representations of quasilinear parabolic partial differential equations, e.g. Theorem 3.2
in Peng [16],

and many more. These results can now also be derived for those SDEs for which we establish differen-
tiability of the semigroup.

In the literature, differentiability of semigroups is well-known in the case of differentiable coefficient
functions of suitable order (see, e.g., Theorem 8.4.3 in Gikhman & Skorokhod [8]) and in the case of one-
dimensional SDEs including the case of square-root diffusion coefficients (see, e.g., Dorea [3] or Ethier [6]).
Moreover, Ethier [5] establishes differentiability of semigroups for a class of multidimensional SDEs with

square-root diffusion coefficient {y € [0,1]%: Z'ii:l yi <1} 3z (/oi(1— 2?21 z;))ieq1,....ay € R%
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In addition, Lemma 4.3 in Epstein & Pop [4] establishes differentiability of semigroups corresponding to
so-called Kimura operators. So differentiability of semigroups corresponding to degenerate SDEs is in
principle known in the literature. However, we have not found a result on differentiability of semigroups
corresponding to the specific form of the SDE (51) beyond the one-dimensional case.

In fact, differentiability of semigroups of degenerate SDEs is not our main concern. Our main goal is to
establish the regularity estimates (1) with constants Ag, A1, A2, to, 141, te that are dimension-independent.
This dimension-independence of regularity estimates of semigroups of degenerate stochastic differential
equations seems to be a new observation. The benefit of such estimates with dimension-independent
constants is that it allows us to analyze infinite-dimensional (where d = co0) or high-dimensional (where
d — o00) SDEs. To mention an example application, our main result, Theorem 4.1 below, is applied in
Hutzenthaler & Pieper [13] to a system of interacting diffusions on D € IN demes to obtain that the
partial derivatives of the semigroups are uniformly bounded in D € IN. This then allows to establish a
many-demes limit as D — oo, that is, to generalize Theorem 3.3 in Hutzenthaler [11] to a class of SDEs
with nonlinear squared diffusion coefficients. In addition, by approximation with finite-dimensional SDEs,
Theorem 4.1 can also be applied to McKean-Vlasov SDEs (e.g. (1.2) with g(z) = 2(1 — «) in Dawson &
Greven [2] or (1.2) in Hutzenthaler [11] or (8) in Hutzenthaler, Jordan, & Metzler [12]).

An important technical insight of this paper is as follows. Results in the literature are often (e.g.,
Ethier [5] or Epstein & Pop [4] with the domain suitably replaced) formulated in the norms

C™ (0, )5 R) 3 f = If llomoryem == D sup [0%f (). 2)

d
ozE]Ng,\oz\gmme[O’l]

This norm, however, introduces unnecessary dimension-dependence due to the sum in (2). To give an
illustrative example, if the drift coefficient is [0,1]¢ > x + x € RY, if the diffusion coefficient is zero, and
if f € C'(R,R), then the solution of the SDE (51) is (xs€");c[0,00),ic{1,...,a} and it holds for all ¢ € [0, c0)
that

’H[O, 1195z f(ixiet) eR
i=1

(sz )‘—l—z sup

(Z% )e

ci([o,1)¢,R)  @€[0,1]¢ 1 z€[0,1]4 (3)
< sup|f(z)| + dsup|f'(z)|e’
z€R z€R
If the norm [ - [l[c1((0,14,r) is replaced by our norm || - [[o1 where the sum in (2) is replaced by the

maximum, then the dimension d does not appear on the right-hand side.

1.1 Notation

We write Ng := {0,1,2,...} and IN := INy \ {0}. For every topological space (F,E) we denote by B(E)
the Borel o-algebra on (E, £). For every d € IN and every m € INg we denote by C™([0,1]¢,R) the set of
functions f: [0,1]¢ — R whose partial derivatives of order 0 through m exist and are continuous on [0, 1]%.
For every d € N and every f: [0,1]¢ — R we define || || = sup,eqo,1)¢/f ()| € [0,00]. For every d € N

. d . d s . glel
and every multiindex o = (aq,...,aq) € INj of length |af := > _; a we write 9% := PR For

every d € IN, every m € Ny, and every f € C™([0,1]%,R) we define || f|| 5 = MaX,eNd o <m |0 f |l - For
every d € IN, every & = (2x)reqa,....ay € [0, 1]¢, and every i,j € {1,...,d} we write ; := (k) ke{1,....d)\{i}
and Zij = (Tk)ke(1,....d}\{i.j}-

2 Drift part

In this section, we prove (1) for m € {0,1,2} and an analogous result for the || - || ;3-norm under suitable
assumptions in the case where the diffusion coefficient is zero. The case of non-zero diffusion coefficient
is analyzed in Section 3. The following Setting 2.1 establishes the precise setting assumed throughout
this section.

]9, R) satisfy for all i € {1 ..,d}

Setting 2.1 (Drift coefficients). Let d € IN, let by,...,bs € C 1
1)*ib > 0, and for every m € {1,2,3} we

and all z = (21,...,24) € [0,1]¢ with z; € {0,1} that (
d o
define A, := maXaEINg,O<\a\§m Zz:l”a bl”oo
Theorem 3.2 in Shiga & Shimizu [18] ensures the existence of a deterministic Markov process y =
(Y1, -5 ya): [0,00) x [0,1]7 — [0,1]¢ satisfying for all i € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all z =
(,CCl, BN ) [0, 1] that

[0,
)

o3
i (z

yi(t,z) = x; Jr/o bi(y(s,x))ds. (4)



We denote by {T}: t € [0,00)} the associated strongly continuous contraction semigroup on C([0,1]¢, R),
which satisfies for all ¢ € [0,00), all f € C([0,1]%,R), and all z € [0,1]¢ that (T} f)(z) = (foy)(t,x). ©

Lemma 2.2 (C'-esimate for drift part). Assume Setting 2.1 and let f € C1([0,1]%,R). Then it holds
for all t € [0,00) that T} f € C*([0,1]4,R) and

1T fller < €M)l (5)

Proof. The theory of ordinary differential equations yields for all ¢ € [0, 0o) that y(t, -) € C*([0,1]%, [0, 1]%)
(see, e.g. Corollary V.4.1 in Hartman [10]) and this together with f € C1([0,1]¢,R) implies that T} f €
C1([0,1]%,R). The dominated convergence theorem and (4) imply for all 4,j € {1,...,d}, all t € [0, c0),
and all z € [0, 1]¢ that

y; k
695] ( —] + /0 ayk SC))a—xJ(S, :L') ds. (6)

It follows for all j € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all 2 € [0,1]¢ that

<1+/ ( a—yk“@)\)%(s’@

ds

&E

d
Yk
<1 —|—/ max 0°b; — s 7
O(QGWHD 1) (S ] ) o
t d
=1 Jr/o A1 Z Z—zlj(s,x)‘ ds.
k=1
This and Gronwall’s inequality yield for all j € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all x € [0,1]? that
d
Ay At
(t,x)] < e (8)
i:zl aSCj
It follows from the chain rule and from (8) for all j € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all z € [0, 1]? that
foy ayz | yi Art
A0 ‘ Ve 6] <l S| 0] < Sl O

Together with the fact that SUPte[o,oo)”TtlfHoo < || fll, this implies for all ¢ € [0, 00) that

A(foy)
al'j

ITtlflclmaX{lthlflw max  sup (t, )

je{1,...,d} z€[0,1]¢

} <M fllea (10)

This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.2. O

Lemma 2.3 (C?-estimate for drift part). Assume Setting 2.1 and let f € C2([0,1]%,R). Then it holds
for all t € [0,00) that T} f € C?([0,1]4,R) and

HTtlme < €4A2t||f||02- (11)

Proof. The theory of ordinary differential equations yields for all ¢ € [0, 00) that y(t,-) € C2([0,1]%, [0, 1]%)
(see, e.g. Corollary V.4.1 in Hartman [10]) and this together with f € C2([0,1]¢,R) implies that T} f €
C?%(]0,1]%,R). The dominated convergence theorem and (4) imply for all i, j, k € {1,...,d}, all t € [0, 00),
and all z € [0, 1]¢ that

OYm 529
3$ka$g /0 lz aymayl %) oxp (5,2 )+ Z 8yl &Tkaxj (s,2)ds. (12)



This, (8), and A\; < A imply for all j,k € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all x € [0,1]¢ that

2 Oym 591
Z 3zk8$ ’ / l;1< 3ym3yz (vl ) D " Ha% ‘
8b 82yl
+ —(y(s,x s,x)| ds
;(;'W (s >>D ot (s.2)
! 8y ¢ w
< b, = ( =
<[ (et 2o ) (e (&)
N (13)
“b; d
(aeﬂl\lgax| 1lea | ) (l 69%830 ) s
</ )\262/\28+)\22 ﬂ(s,w ds
- 0 =1 (9:Ck(9z]
t d 2
9"y
_1/.2Mat
=3(e 1)+/0 )\QZ Fenda, (s,2)|ds.
1=1
This and Gronwall’s inequality yield for all j,k € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all z € [0, 1]¢ that
d
323/1‘ 1,200t Aot
t < = 28— 1)e™?". 14
> Gy 7| < B e (1)

It follows from the chain rule, (8), A1 < A9, and from (14) for all j,k € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all
x € [0,1]? that

aQ(f © y a 2 3% 3% d a Yi
t t
‘ awka% IZ layz 6 30 ™) Z 8mk8 (t,2)
Iy .| 9y L Py
< ) —(t “(t s L (¢ 15
< Ifllo (; o d)(; o >D Sl Y ) 09
< (62)\215 + %(62/\2t o 1 /\gt)llfHCZ
< (4 (22— e | flca = P f] o
Together with Lemma 2.2 and A\ < \g, this shows for all ¢ € [0, 00) that
1 _ 1 *(foy) Agt
T flles = maxd [T fllen, max— sup (S L2009/ & < et ] . (16)
j.ke{1,...,d} z€[0,1]4| OTEOL;
This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.3. (|

The proof of the following Lemma 2.4 is analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.3 and therefore omitted
here.

Lemma 2.4 (C3-estimate for drift part). Assume Setting 2.1 and let f € C3([0,1]%,R). Then it holds
for all t € [0,00) that T} f € C3([0,1]4,R) and

1T fllos < e fll s (17)

3 Diffusion part

The goal of this section is to prove (1) for m € {0, 1,2,3} under suitable assumptions in the case where
the drift coefficient is zero; see Lemma 3.8 below. For that, we first look at the one-dimensional case in
Subsection 3.1 below, and then we lift this result to the multidimensional case in Subsection 3.2 below.



3.1 One-dimensional case

The following lemma on smoothness preservation of the semigroup is well-known if, for m € {0, 1,2, 3},
the norm || - || is replaced by the equivalent norm ¢ — > ;" 0|| 2| o; see Dorea [3]. The proof of the
new upper bound of the operator norm of the semigroup with respect to || - ||gm for m € {0,1,2,3} is a
straightforward adaptation of the proofs in Dorea [3].

Lemma 3.1 (Smoothness preservation of one-dimensional diffusive part). Let a € C3([0,1],R) satisfy
that a(0) = 0 = a(1) and for all x € (0,1) that a(x) > 0, let A: C%([0,1],R) — C([0,1],R) satisfy for all
o € C?([0,1],R) and all x € [0,1] that

(Ap)(x) = Falz)—— (x), (18)

for all m € Wy we deﬁne D (A) == C?(|0, 1] R)N C’m([ 1,R) n A=tC™([0,1],R), we define vy :=
0, 1 ' =0, 1rp = 2||dma||oo, and vs = Hdm |l 3Hdz > and we denote by {S¢:t € [0,00)} the
strongly continuous contraction semigroup on C([0,1],R) generated by (A, Do(A)); see Theorem 1 on
p. 38 in Mandl [15]. Then it holds for all m € {0,1,2,3} that

(i) 4t holds for all t € [0,00) that Sy: C™(]0,1],R) — C™([0,1],R),

ol

(if) {Si: t €[0,00)} defines a strongly continuous semigroup on C™([0,1], R) with generator (A, Dy, (A)),
and

(ili) 4t holds for all t € [0,00) and all p € C™([0,1],R) that
ISeellom < € llpllgom- (19)

Proof. For every m € {0, 1,2, 3} Theorem 1 and Remark 1 in Ethier [6] and the Main Theorem in Dorea [3]
yield for all ¢ € [0,00) that S;: C™([0,1],R) — C™([0,1],R) and that {Ss: s € [0,00)} restricted to
C™([0,1],R) defines a strongly continuous semigroup with generator (A, D,,(A)). This proves (i) and
(ii).

It remains to check that (19) can be established with our choice of the norm on C™([0,1],R). For
every m € {0,1,2} Theorem m in Dorea [3] yields for all A > v, and all ¢ € C™([0,1],R) that
Jap = (A — A)"Lp € D,,(A) exists and its proof shows that

1

1422l
00 — A—Um

dx™

d" o
dx™

. (20)
Fix m € {0,1,2} for the rest of this paragraph. Consider G := A — v, with domain D(G) = D,,(A).
Since C*°([0,1],R) € D(G), it follows that D(G) is dense in C™([0,1],R) w.r.t. || - || om. Equation (20)
implies for all A\, )" > 0 with A = X + v,,, and all ¢ € C™([0,1],R) that (N — G) "ty = Jy¢ € D(G) and

max [ €],

N =) Yol am = |1 =
¢ ) elle lIxelle relo

(21)

< max }k P H Hoo Al . ||50||Cm = %H@”Cm

Thus D(G) is dense in C™([0,1],R), G is dissipative, and R(1 — G) = C™([0,1],R). Consequently,
the Hille-Yosida theorem (see, e.g. Theorem 1.2.6 in Ethier & Kurtz [7]) yields that G generates a
unique strongly continuous contraction semigroup {P;: ¢t € [0,00)} on C™([0,1],R). This implies that
{e""*P,: t € [0,00)} is a strongly continuous semigroup on C™([0,1],R) with infinitesimal generator
vm + G = A. Tt follows that {S;: ¢ € [0,00)} restricted to C™([0,1],R) is given by {e’™'P;: t € [0,00)}
and that it holds for all ¢ € [0, 00) and all ¢ € C™ ([0, 1], R) that

ISepllom = e [Pl < € llellom- (22)
Since m € {0, 1,2} was arbitrary, (19) is shown for all m € {0, 1,2}.

To prove (iii), it remains to treat the case m = 3. Define 5 := 1/3 — || 9% lo- Theorem 3 in Dorea [3]
yields for all A > 773 and all ¢ € C3([0,1],R) that Jyp := (A —A)"lp € Dg( ) exists and its proof shows
that .

d*J d d’J
1922 ., < 2z (15 1L + 38l 22 ) (23)

This, (20), and the inequality vy < 11 < vy < 73 yield for all A > 3 and all p € C3([0,1],R) that

Irelles < 5 (Ielles + S48 1] I rgles). (24)



If A > vs, then A > 3 and 1 — %H%Hm()\ — )"t = ’A\:l'flg > 0, rearranging (24) therefore yields for all

A > vg and all p € C3([0,1],R) that

1Txelles < 370 525 lellos = 525 1ol s (25)

The remaining part of the proof of (iii) follows from an application of the Hille-Yosida theorem as in the
previous paragraph. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

3.2 Multidimensional case

Throughout this subsection, we use the definitions and the notation introduced in the following Set-
ting 3.2.

Setting 3.2 (Diffusion coefficients). Let d € IN, let (2, F,P, (F;)ic[0,00)) be a stochastic basis, let
W = (W(1),...,W(d)): [0,00) x @ — R? be a standard (F;);c[o,0)-Brownian motion with continu-
ous sample paths, let aj,...,aq € C3([0,1],R) satisfy for all i € {1,...,d} and all z € (0,1) that

ai(0) = 0 = a;(1) and a;(x) > 0, and we define po := 0, p1 := 0, pp = maxeq1, . ay 3| C;Z‘?HOO, and
3 2
ps = maxieq,...ay (155 oo + 3155 o0)-

Theorem 3.2 in Shiga & Shimizu [18] implies that there exist (F);c[o,00)-adapted processes Y* =
(Y=(1),...,Y*(d)): [0,00) x Q — [0,1]%, z € [0,1]¢, with continuous sample paths satisfying for all
i€{l,...,d},allt €[0,00), and all x = (x1,...,24) € [0,1]¢ that P-a.s.

V(i) = i + / Va (V@) AW, (i), (26)

We denote by {T7?: t € [0,00)} the associated strongly continuous contraction semigroup on C([0,1]¢, R),
which satisfies for all ¢ € [0,00), all f € C([0,1]¢,R), and all = € [0,1]¢ that (T2f)(z) = E[f(Y*)]; see
Remark 3.2 in Shiga & Shimizu [18]. For every i € {1,...,d} we denote by {S;: t € [0,00)} the strongly
continuous contraction semigroup on C([0, 1], R) associated with Y (i), which satisfies for all ¢ € [0, c0),
all ¢ € C([0,1],R), and all x € [0, 1] that (Sip)(z) = E[p(Y*(i))], and by

[0,00) x [0,1] x B(R) > (t, 2, A) + pi(x, A) € [0,1] (27)

the corresponding transition kernel.
Note that Y (i), i € {1,...,d}, are independent diffusion processes with generators 4;: C?([0,1],R) —
C([0,1],R), i € {1,...,d}, satisfying for all i € {1,...,d}, all ¢ € C?([0,1],R), and all z € [0, 1] that

1 d?p
(Aip)(x) = gai() S5 (@), (28)
so that the result of Subsection 3.1 applies. Moreover, it holds for all i € {1,...,d}, all ¢ € [0, 00), all

v € C([0,1],R), and all z € [0, 1] that

(So)(z) = / pi(z, dy)e(y) (29)
and it holds for all ¢ € [0,00), all f € C([0,1]¢,R), and all z = (x1,...,24) € [0,1]¢ that
d
T2() = [ @k, du) ) (30)
k=1 o

The aim of this subsection is to show for all m € {0,1,2,3} that it holds for all ¢t € [0,00) that
72: ¢™([0,1)4,R) — C™([0,1]%R) and for all ¢t € [0,00) and all f € C™([0,1]%, R) that |T2f]|cm <
e’ |l gm; see Lemma 3.8 below.

Lemma 3.3 (Continuity property). Assume Setting 3.2, let t € [0,00), let f € C([0,1]%,R), and let
I C{1,...,d}. Then the function
0,1]93 2~ / ® P (o, dyr) f ((milicr + yiligr)ieq1,....ay) (31)
ke{l,....d}\I

s continuous.



Proof. Throughout this proof, we denote by fr:[0,1]? x [0,1]¢ — R the function satisfying for all
z,y € [0,1]¢ that fr(z,y) = f((zilies + yiﬂigj)ie{17...7d}>. Let {2":n € IN} C [0,1]? be a convergent
sequence with lim, . 2" =z € [0, l]d. Then it holds for all n € IN that

[ ® deranea-[ & shendnfiy)

ke{1,...,d\T ke{l,...,d}\I

< ® whdm(i )~ filw)

ke{l,..d\I
+ Q) vy, dye) filw,y) - Q) Pl @k, dyr) f1(x,y)
ke{l,..d\I k{1, dp\I
< sup |fi(z",y) — fi(z,y)|
y€(o,1]4

H® derdwny- [ @  shendfite)

ke{l,...,d}\I ke{l,...,d\T

By uniform continuity of f on [0,1]%, the first summand on the right-hand side converges to zero as
n — oo. For fixed z € [0,1], the function [0,1]¢ > y + fi(z,y) is continuous, which implies the

.....

right-hand side converges to zero as n — o0o. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

Lemma 3.4 (Continuity of pure derivatives). Assume Setting 3.2, let m € {0,1,2,3}, let t € [0, 00), and
let f € C™([0,1]%,R). Then it holds for every i € {1,...,d} that the partial derivative

M

9 .
0,192z — pe /pi(xiadyi)f(xla T 1, Yis Tig 1y -+ Td) (33)

exists and is continuous.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the claim for i = 1. For fixed = € [0, 1]%, the function [0,1] > y + f(y,21) is in
C™([0,1],R), so Lemma 3.1 implies that the function [0,1] 3 z — [ p{(z,dy1) f(y1,21) is in C™([0, 1], R).
This shows the existence of the partial derivative (33). It remains to show continuity on [0, 1]¢. For that,
let {z": n € N} C [0,1]¢ be a convergent sequence with lim,, ., " =z € [0,1]?. Lemma 3.1 implies for
all n € IN that

om _ A
i [ ) (0,7 - Fn.0)|
1
<efmt omax  sup ak_f(z 7)) — ﬁ(z ) (34)
> kE{0,...,m} 2€[0,1] O0zk "’ 1 Dk N 1)1

Since f € C™([0,1]%,R), it follows for all k € {0,...,m} that [0,1]? 5 = — 2£(x) is uniformly con-

Oz
tinuous. Therefore, the right-hand side of (34) converges to zero as n — oco. It holds for all n € IN
that

e [t am s~ 2 e dn)fna)
- ‘W/p%(z?adyl)(f(ylaﬁl)f(’yl,il))‘ (35)
am m
+ ’0(:6’1’)’" /Ptl(x?,dyﬂf(yhil) - W /p%(.%‘l,dyl)f(yl,i'l)

The first summand on the right-hand side of (35) converges to zero as n — oo by (34). We have shown
above that [0,1] 3 z — [pi(z,dy1)f(y1,%£1) is in C™([0,1],R), so also the second summand on the
right-hand side of (35) converges to zero as n — oo. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.4. g

Lemma 3.5 (Continuity of pure derivatives, continued). Assume Setting 3.2, let m € {0,1,2,3}, let
t €[0,00), and let f € C™([0,1]%,R). Then it holds for every i € {1,...,d} that the partial derivative

" d
0015 g | @vktan s (36)

exists and is continuous.



Proof. Tt suffices to show the claim for i = 1. By Fubini’s theorem, it holds for all = € [0,1]? that

d d
[ @ptwrdu f0) = [ piardn) [ @piton,du) ). (37)
k=1 k=2

For fixed z € [0,1]¢, the fact that f € C™([0,1]%,R) and the dominated convergence theorem im-
ply that the function [0,1] > z — f®Z:2pf(xk,dyk)f(z,g1) is in C™([0,1],R). Therefore, (37) and
Lemma 3.1 prove the existence of the partial derivative (36). Moreover, Fubini’s theorem, the fact that
f€C™([0,1]%,R), Lemma 3.1, and the dominated convergence theorem imply for all = € [0,1]¢ that

/®pt T, dyr) f /®pt T, dyr) /pt(zlvdyl)f( )
:/®pf(zk,dyk)£—mm/pi(zl,dm)f(y)-
k=2 1

Consequently, Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.3 imply the continuity of (36). This completes the proof of
Lemma 3.5. O

(38)

Lemma 3.6 (Continuity of mixed second derivatives). Assume Setting 3.2 and let t € [0,00) and [ €
C2%([0,1]4,R). Then it holds for everyi,j € {1,...,d} that the partial derivative

d
0,145 2 azza% / ®pt 2 dyi) £ (9) (39)

exists and is continuous.

Proof. The case where ¢ = j is treated by Lemma 3.5. It suffices to consider ¢ = 1 and j = 2. The
dominated convergence theorem implies for all 2 € [0,1]¢ that

0
a.’L'l /®pt xkadyk wlayl /®pt xkadyk f (‘Tlayl) (40)

Using (40) and Fubini’s theorem, it follows for all z € [0, 1]¢ that

B d d B
— / gpfm,dyk)f(xl,gl) - / P2 (2, dyn) / gpmk,dyk)a—i(m,@l). (a1)

For fixed z € [0,1]¢, the fact that f € C2([0,1]?,R) and the dominated convergence theorem imply
that the function [0,1] 3 2 — [ ®{_, pf(zk,dyk)g—zfl(:cl,z,gjlg) is in C1([0,1],R). Therefore, (41) and
Lemma 3.1 imply the existence of the partial derivative [0,1]? > x #zm J ®Z:2 pr (., dyr) f(z1,91).
Fubini’s theorem, Lemma 3.1, and the dominated convergence theorem imply for all = € [0, 1]? that

0 0 .
69526:51 /®pt T, dyk) f (21, 91) /®pt iy dye) 5~ /pt (x27dy2)a—l‘i(x17y1)' (42)

Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.3 show that (42) is continuous as a function of z € [0,1]%. Consequently,
Schwarz s theorem (see, e.g. Theorem 9.41 in Rudin [17]) implies that the partial derivative [0,1]? 3 z

leazz J ®k o P (g, dyk) f (21, 91) exists and satisfies for all z € [0,1]¢ that

82 d k 62 d .
N . ,
52197 /@Pt (@, dyr) f (21, 91) D021 /gpt (zk, dyg) f (21, 91) (43)

In particular, for fixed z € [0,1]¢, the function z ~ 6%2 f®Z:2 i (wg, dyr) f(z,91) is in C1([0,1], R).
From this and Lemma 3.1, it follows that the partial derivative (39) exists. Fubini’s theorem, Lemma 3.1,
and the dominated convergence theorem further show for all z € [0, 1]¢ that

8361(%2 /@Pt Tk, dyr) f /®Pt Tk, dyr) pr /Pt w1, dyn) 5 - /Pt xo,dy2) f(y).  (44)

Then Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.3 imply that (44) is continuous as a function of # € [0, 1]¢. This concludes
the proof of Lemma 3.6. (|




The proof of the following Lemma 3.7 is analogous to the proofs of Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 above
and therefore omitted here.

Lemma 3.7 (Continuity of mixed third derivatives). Assume Setting 3.2 and let t € [0,00) and f €
C3([0,1]%,R). Then it holds for every i,j,l € {1,...,d} that the partial derivative

° d
0,193 2+ 92:07.07, /®P§($k7dyk)f(y) (45)
Lt k=1

exists and is continuous.

Lemma 3.8 (C™-estimate for multidimensional diffusive part). Assume Setting 3.2, let m € {0, 1,2, 3},
let t € [0,00), and let f € C™([0,1]¢,R). Then it holds that T2f € C™(]0,1]¢,R) and

T2 fllm < e I fllgom- (46)

Proof. Existence and continuity of the partial derivatives follow from Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.6, and
Lemma 3.7. It follows from Lemma 3.1 and from the dominated convergence theorem for all n € INg with
n < m and all z € [0,1]¢ that

oMTEf), | | o <
ok -
— pi(xi, dyi) f(z,71)
7 | ® 1

d
i orf,
/gpt(‘ria dyl)@(zvyl)

IN

e’ max  sup
ke{0,...,n} z€[0,1]

(47)
=elt max  sup

ke{0,...,n} z€[0,1]
o°f
oxk ||

efnt max
ke{0,...,n}

IN

If m > 2, Lemma 3.1 and the dominated convergence theorem show for all z € [0, 1]? that

PIf), || o , o
‘m z ‘ = 02102 /pt(xlvdyl)/®pt(xudy2)f(y)

az 6x2/®pt zzadyz Zlvyl)

1

0 "

Dy /pt(x%d:’ﬁ /®pt xz,dyz)a {(Zlvyl)

o N
9L /®Pt T, dyr) f(ZhZz,ylz)
2

IN

max  sup
k€{0,1} z1€[0,1]

(48)

= max sup
k€{0,1} z1€[0,1]

< max sup
k,1€{0,1} 21,22€[0,1]

ak-ﬁ-lf
01:’{8902

<
k ze{o 1}

Similarly, if m = 3, it follows for all € [0,1]¢ that

‘ aB(Tth) (49)

010132

‘ < e#zt

‘ akJrlf

[
0xfoxs ||

ax
ke{0,1},1€{0,1,2}

and

‘WHH) 50

ak+l+nf
0x10x2013 ’ ~ k,lne{0,1} ‘

k l n
0z 0x507% ||

All of the above estimates also hold for the partial derivatives in the remaining coordinate directions.
Combining all of these estimates shows (46). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.8. O



4 Main result: Spatial derivatives of semigroups

Theorem 4.1 (C™-estimate for semigroups of square-root diffusions). Letd € IN, let (2, F, P, (Ft)c[0,00))
be a stochastic basis, let W = (W(1),...,W(d)): [0,00) x @ — R? be a standard (Fy);e0,00)-Brownian
motion with continuous sample paths, let ay, ..., aq € C3([0,1],R) satisfy for alli € {1,...,d} and allx €
(0,1) that a;(0) = 0 = a;(1) and a;(z) > 0, let by, ...,bg € C3([0,1]%, R) satisfy for alli € {1,...,d} and
allx = (x1,...,24) € [0,1]% with z; € {0,1} that (—1)%b;(z) > 0, for every m € {1,2,3} we define \,, :=
maXaG]Ng,O<|a|§m Z?:l”aabi”oo7 and we deﬁne )‘0 = 07 Ho ‘= 07 M1 = 07 H2 = maXiE{l,...,d} %H%”oo:

3.
and p13 = Max;e(1,..., d}(lllfiita:; Il oo 3||d % \l..)- Then

(i) there exist (Ft)iejo,00)-adapted processes X* = (X*(1),...,X*(d)): [0,00) x @ — [0,1]%, = €
[0,1]¢, with continuous sample paths satisfying for all i € {1,...,d}, all t € [0,00), and all
r=(z1,...,2q4) € [0,1]¢ that P-a.s.

t
Xf(i):xﬂr/ bi(X3) der/ va )) dW( (51)
0
and

(ii) it holds for all m € {0,1,2}, all t € [0,00), and all f € C™([0,1]¢,R) that the function [0,1]?
x> E[f(XF)] is an element of C™([0,1]¢,R) and satisfies

2
lz = ELf (Xl g < e A0 £ (52)

Proof. Theorem 3.2 in Shiga & Shimizu [18] implies (i).

We denote by {T;: t € [0,00)} the family of operators on C([0,1]¢,R) that satisfy for all ¢ € [0, ),
all f € C([0,1]4,R), and all = € [0,1]¢ that (T;f)(x) = E[f(XF)]. Then {T}: t € [0,00)} is the strongly
continuous contraction semigroup on C([0, 1]%, R) associated with the diffusion process X '; see Remark 3.2
in Shiga & Shimizu [18]. Let G: C%([0,1]¢,R) — C([0,1]¢, R) satisfy for all f € C?([0,1]¢,R) and all
x = (r1,...,74) € [0,1]? that

d d 92

(GN)@) = S bl (@) + 5 > aile) S5 @) (53)

=1 1=1

Then the generator of {T;: t € [0,00)} is given by the closure of G (see, e.g., Remark 3.2 in Shiga &
Shimizu [18]), so C?([0,1]%,R) is a core (cf., e.g., Section 1.3 in Ethier & Kurtz [7]) for G. Let {T}: t €
[0,00)} be as in Setting 2.1, let {T2: ¢ € [0,00)} be as in Setting 3.2, and let Gy, Go: C?([0,1]¢,R) —
C([0,1)4, R) satisfy for all f € C?([0,1]4,R) and all z = (z1,...,z4) € [0,1]¢ that

d
G = 3 h@ 5@ 69

and .,
(Gaf)(z :%Zaz a (55)

Then the closures of G; and G» are the generators of the strongly continuous contraction semigroups
on C([0,1]¢,R) given by {T}: ¢t € [0,00)} and {T?: ¢ € [0,00)}, respectively. Hence, it holds that
C%([0,1]%,R) is a core for G, that C2%([0,1]¢,R) is a subset of the domains of both G; and Gg, and
that G = G + G2 on C?([0,1]4,R). Therefore, it follows from Trotter’s product formula (see, e.g.,
Corollary 1.6.7 in Ethier & Kurtz [7]) that the semigroup {7}: ¢t € [0, 00)} satisfies for all ¢ € [0, 00) and
all f € C([0,1]4,R) that

T T3 — (T3,72,)" fll. =0, (56)

By induction, it follows from Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.4, and Lemma 3.8 for all n € IN, all
m € {0,1,2,3}, all t € [0,00), and all f € C™([0,1]¢, IR) that (T,}nTan) fec™(0,1]% R) and

H( t/nTt2 ) fHCm < e((m +4]1{3}(m))/\er#m)tHf”Cm- (57)

Equation (57) shows for all m € {0,1,2}, all ¢ € [0, oo) and all f € C™*1([0,1]¢,R) that the se-
quence {(T,), T )"f: n € IN} is bounded in C™+1([0, 1]4,R). Therefore, the Arzela-Ascoli theorem

guarantees for all m € {0,1,2}, all t € [0,00), and all f € C™*+1([0,1]¢,R) that every subsequence of

10



{(Tt}nTin)” f:n € N} has a convergent subsequence in C™([0,1]¢,R), whose limit is given by T} f due
to (56). This and (57) imply for all m € {0,1,2}, all t € [0,00), and all f € C™*1([0,1]¢,R) that
T,f € C™([0,1)%, R) and
1T fllem < €T AmFrm £ . (58)
For the rest of the proof, fix m € {0,1,2}, fix t € [0,00), and fix f € C™([0,1]¢,R). Since
C™+1([0,1]4,R) is dense in C™([0,1]¢,R), we find a sequence {fx: k € N} C C™*+1(]0,1]¢,R) with
the property that limp oo || f — fillcm = 0. By the previous step, it holds for all k& € IN that T} f €
C™([0,1]%,R) and for all k,I € IN that

T3 fr = Tefillgm = 1T (fe = i)l g < €™ 2mF0mb ] o (59)

which shows that {7} fx: k € IN} is a Cauchy sequence in C™ ([0, 1]¢,R). By completeness, it follows that
{Tifr: k € N} converges in C™(]0,1]%,R). Moreover, since T} is a contraction on C([0,1]¢,R), it holds
for all £ € IN that

1T f —Tifll oo = 1Te(f = fi)lloo < I = frlloo- (60)
This identifies the limit point of {T}f: k € N} € C™([0,1]%, R) and shows that T3 f € C™([0,1]%, R) and
that limy oo || T3 f — Tt fil|om = 0. Then it follows from (58) that

Hth”Cm = klggolthkaCm < klingo e(m )\er#m)tkallcm — e(m )\er#m)tHchm- (61)

Since m € {0,1,2}, ¢t € [0,00), and f € C™(]0,1]%,R) were arbitrary, this proves (ii) and completes the
proof of Theorem 4.1. O
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