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CAUCHY PROBLEM OF STOCHASTIC KINETIC EQUATIONS

XIAOLONG ZHANG, XICHENG ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper we establish the optimal regularity estimates for the
Cauchy problem of stochastic kinetic equations with random coefficients in
anisotropic Besov spaces. As applications, we study the nonlinear filtering
problem for a degenerate diffusion process, and obtain the existence and reg-
ularity of conditional probability densities under few assumptions. Moreover,
we also show the well-posedness for a class of super-linear growth stochas-
tic kinetic equations driven by velocity-time white noises, as well as a kinetic
version of Parabolic Anderson Model with measure as initial values.
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1. Introduction

Let {(W k
t )t>0, k ∈ N} be a sequence of independent one-dimensional standard

Brownian motions defined on some stochastic basis (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t>0). Let P be
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the (Ft)-predictable σ-algebra over R+×Ω, and Md
sym the set of all d×d-symmetric

positive-definite matrices. Given P × B(R2d)-measurable processes

(a, b, σ) : R+ × Ω× R
2d → (Md

sym,R
d,Rd ⊗ ℓ2),

we introduce the following operators: for a function u of (x, v) ∈ R2d,

Lvu := tr(a · ∇2
vu) + b · ∇vu, M

k
v u := σk · ∇vu, k ∈ N,

where ∇v (resp. ∇x) stands for the gradient operator that acts only on the variable
v (resp. x). In this paper we consider the following stochastic kinetic equation (SKE
for short) of Itô’s type:

du =
[
Lvu+ v · ∇xu+ f

]
dt+

[
M

k
v u+ gk

]
dW k

t , (1.1)

as well as its adjoint form

du =
[
L

∗
v u− v · ∇xu+ f

]
dt+

[
(M k

v )
∗u+ gk

]
dW k

t , (1.2)

subject to the initial condition u(0, ω, x, v) = u0(ω, x, v) being F0-measurable,
where the asterisk stands for the adjoint operator, the unknown u is a function of
(t, ω, x, v), and (x, v) represents the position and velocity, the nonhomogenous or
free terms

(f, g) : R+ × Ω× R
2d → (R, ℓ2)

are P × B(R2d)-measurable processes. Here and below we use the usual Einstein
convention for summation: An index appearing in a product will be summed auto-
matically. Notice that SPDEs (1.1) and (1.2) are highly degenerate in x-direction.

When σ, g are zero and a, b, f do not depend on ω, PDEs (1.1) and (1.2) are
degenerate deterministic equations and called kinetic Fokker-Planck-Kolmogorov
equations in the literature since they are just the associated forward and backward
Kolmogorov equations of the following SDE

dXt = Vtdt, dVt = b(t,Xt, Vt)dt+
√
2a(t,Xt, Vt)dBt, (1.3)

where B is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. Some backgrounds of non-
random PDEs (1.1) and (1.2) are referred to [17, 27, 31] and references therein.
We mention that the two-sides estimates of the distribution density of SDE (1.3)
(also called heat kernel of Lv + v · ∇x) were studied by Delarue and Menozzi [8].
The Schauder estimates for deterministic kinetic equation (1.1) were established
in [19, 20, 25], and the maximal Lp-regularity estimates in (x, v) were obtained in
[3] (see also [5], [12] and [11] for nonlocal versions). Moreover, through studying
PDE (1.1) with rough drift b, the strong and weak well-posedness of SDE (1.3) with
irregular drift b was also studied in [4, 30, 35].

On the other hand, SKE (1.1) has a close connection with the filtering problem
associated with SDE (1.3). In fact, let us consider the following simple stochastic
Langevin equation

dXt = Vtdt, dVt = dBt − dWt,

where B and W are two independent Brownian motions. In this model, W is
regarded as the observable noise, B is the hidden noise, (X,V ) stands for the
position and velocity of particles, whose distribution needs to be predicted. Let
π(t, ω, x, v) be the conditional probability density of P((Xt, Vt) ∈ ·|FW

t ), i.e., for
any ϕ ∈ L∞(R2d),

∫

R2d

π(t, ω, x, v)ϕ(x, v)dxdv = E(ϕ(Xt, Vt)|FW
t )(ω),
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where FW
t is the σ-algebra generated by {Ws, s 6 t}. It is well known that (see

[26])

(∂t + v · ∇x)π = ∆vπdt+∇vπdWt. (1.4)

This is just a model equation of SKE (1.1). Note that the nonlinear filtering problem
of SDE (1.3) is naturally related to SKE (1.2) (see Section 6 below).

The study of SPDEs has a long history since the earlier work of Pardoux [23]
about the SPDEs in Hilbert spaces, Krylov and Rozovskii [13] about the SPDEs
in the framework of Gelfand triple, and Walsh [29] about the study of stochastic
wave equations. Nowadays, the theory of SPDEs has been greatly developed, and
there are vast literatures, see, for examples, the monographs [6, 15, 18, 26], etc..
Here we only mention parts of the related work. In the case of smooth coefficients,
Rozovsky and Lototsky [26] systematically developed a complete linear L2-theory
about parabolic SPDEs, especially, addressed the application in nonlinear filtering
problems (see also [33] for a non-smooth, degenerate L2-theory). A complete Lp-
theory about semi-linear SPDEs was established by Krylov [15]. Here by a theory,
according to Krylov’s words [15], we mean not only results that, for f, gk belonging
to a space S, the solution belongs to some stochastic spaces S′, but also that every
element of S′ can be obtained as a solution for certain f, gk belonging to the same
S. In other words, we have a bijection F : S → S′ between f, gk and the solutions.
In [21], Mikulevicius obtained the Schauder estimates for nondegenerate SPDEs
when the leading coefficient a is nonrandom and σ = 0. The full Schauder theory
for nondegenerate second order SPDEs with random coefficients was established
recently by Du and Liu [9]. The main difficulty, when we consider the random
leading coefficients, is that the direct Duhamel formulation is no longer applicable
due to the non-adaptedness of the integrands in the stochastic integrals since we
have random kernels in this case. In [9], the authors adopt Campanato’s energy
characterization of Hölder spaces to overcome this difficulty.

The aim of this paper is to establish the optimal regularity estimates for SKE
(1.1) in anisotropic Besov spaces under some Hölder regularity assumptions on
a, b, σ. Our optimal regularity estimates are not only for nondegenerate velocity
component v, but also for degenerate position component x. As discussed above,
when a is nonrandom, by Duhamel’s formulation, and using completely the same
argument developed in [11], one can establish a satisfactory Schauder theory. How-
ever, for random leading coefficient a, the method adopted by Du and Liu [9], if
it is not impossible, seems hard to be used for SKE (1.1). We mention that when
d = 1, Pascucci and Pesce [24] obtained the Schauder estimates for SKE (1.1) by
using Itô-Wentzell’s formula to reduce SKE (1.1) into a deterministic PDE with
random coefficients. Thus the price to pay is that the coefficients have to be at
least C3-differentiable in x, v. Moreover, we are also interested in the following
nonlinear SKE with super-linear growth coefficient in R2:

du = [∆vu+ v · ∇xu]dt+ |u|γ+1dB, γ ∈ [0, 18 ), (1.5)

where dB stands for the velocity-time white noise. In particular, it includes a ki-
netic version of continuous Parabolic Anderson Model (abbreviated as PAM) when
γ = 0 and u > 0. We referred to [2] and references therein for some background
about PAM. In the nondegenerate case, i.e., u does not depend on x, the global
well-posedness to the above super-linear growth SKEs with Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions for γ ∈ [0, 12 ) was first established by Mueller [22]. His proof is based on
the large deviation estimates and only for positive solutions. While in [15, Section
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8.4], Krylov provides a quite different and more direct proof, and still for positive
solutions, where the key observation is that for any bounded stopping time τ ,

E

∫

R

u(τ, v)dv 6

∫

R

u(0, v)dv.

Here we aim to show the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions and the optimal
regularity of u in t, x, v to nonlinear SKE (1.5). As above, the key point is to show

E

∫

R2

|u(τ, x, v)|dxdv 6

∫

R2

|u(0, x, v)|dxdv.

See Lemma 7.9 below.

Now we describe the strategies of proving the optimal Besov regularity to SKE
(1.1). First of all, we study the model equation

du = [∆vu+ v · ∇xu+ f ]dt+ gkdW k
t . (1.6)

Using some tools from [11], we establish the optimal regularity estimates of the
solution in anisotropic Besov spaces with respect to the time and spatial-velocity
variables by Duhamel’s formula. We would like to emphasize that the semigroup Pt

associated with ∆v+v ·∇x behaves unlike the Gaussian heat semigroup. One has to
consider the transport semigroup Γtf(x, v) := f(x+ tv, v). The non-commutativity
ΓtPt 6= ΓtPt brings us many difficulties. Moreover, although Pt is a strongly contin-
uous semigroup in Lp-space, there seems not exist a good characterization for the
domain of ∆v + v · ∇x in Lp-space. Thus, SKE (1.6) does not fall into the abstract
framework studied in [6]. We have to carefully handle the anisotropicity caused by
degenerate term v · ∇x. Next, by a generalized Itô-Wentzell’s formula ([15,16]), we
transform SKE (1.1) with random but constant a, σ into model equation (1.6), and
then obtain the regularity estimates for (1.1), where the key point is that we need
to work in Besov spaces with finite integrability exponent. Finally, we shall use the
freezing coefficient argument to derive the optimal regularity estimates for variable
random coefficients a, σ. In order to make the perturbation term can be absorbed
by the freezing term, we introduce a new localized anisotropic Besov norm ||| · |||

B̃s
p;θ

in (2.18) below. Unlike L∞ 6⊂ Lp for p < ∞, one obvious advantage of using this
localized norm is that for any s > 0,

||| · |||
B̃s

p;θ
6 C||| · |||

B̃s
p′;θ

, p′ > p.

Thus our initial value can be a constant. Such a norm was also used in [36]. It
is noticed that if the coefficients a, b, σ and f, g, initial value u0 do not depend on
the position variable x, then SKEs (1.1) and (1.2) naturally reduce to the classical
SPDEs studied in [15]. To the authors’ knowledge, even in this classical case, our
Besov estimates are also new.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some anisotropic
function spaces, and prepare some useful results for later use. In Section 3, we
establish the optimal regularity estimates for random constant coefficients case,
namely, a and σk are independent of space and velocity variables. In Sections 4
and 5, we prove our main results (see Theorems 5.2,5.3,5.5). In Section 6, we apply
our results to the filtering problem of degenerate diffusion processes, and show the
existence and regularity of conditional density processes, which satisfies a nonlinear
SPDE in classical sense under some assumptions. In Section 7, we also show a well-
posedness result for a class of nonlinear SKEs driven by velocity-time white noises,
and obtain the optimal Besov regularity, which seems to be new even in the classical
nondegenerate case (cf. [15, 29]).
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Throughout this paper, we use the following conventions: The letter C = C(· · · )
denotes an unimportant constant, whose value may change in different places, and
which is increasing with respect to its arguments. We use A ≍ B and A . B to
denote C−1B 6 A 6 CB and A 6 CB, respectively, for some unimportant constant
C > 1. As usual, we use := or =: as a way of definition, and for any a, b ∈ R,

a ∧ b := min(a, b), a ∨ b := max(a, b), a+ := a ∨ 0, a− := −(a ∧ 0).

Moreover, for p ∈ [1,∞], we use ℓp to denote the usual space of a sequence of real
numbers that is p-order summable.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Vector-valued anisotropic Besov and Hölder spaces. In this subsection
we introduce the vector-valued anisotropic Hölder and Besov spaces and their basic
properties for later use. Let m = (m1, · · · ,mn) ∈ Nn with m1 + · · · + mn = N
and θ = (θ1, · · · , θn) ∈ [1,∞)n be fixed. We denote θ · m = θ1m1 + · · · + θnmn.
For x = (x1, · · · , xn) and y = (y1, · · · , yn) ∈ Rm1 × · · · × Rmn , we introduce the
following distance in RN by

|x− y|θ :=

n∑

i=1

|xi − yi|1/θi , xi, yi ∈ R
mi .

Let B be a Banach space. For p ∈ [1,∞], let Lp
x(B) := Lp(RN , dx;B) be the

usual vector-valued Lp-space over RN . For h ∈ RN and a map f : RN → B, the
first order difference operator is defined by

δ
(1)
h f(x) := f(x+ h)− f(x),

and for M ∈ N, the M -order difference operator is defined recursively by

δ
(M)
h f(x) := δ

(1)
h δ

(M−1)
h f(x).

By induction, it is easy to see that

δ
(M)
h f(x) =

M∑

k=0

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)
f(x+ kh), h ∈ R

N , (2.1)

where
(
M
k

)
is the binomial coefficient.

Definition 2.1 (Vector-valued anisotropic Hölder spaces). For s ∈ (0,∞), the
B-valued anisotropic Hölder space is defined by norm

‖f‖Cs
θ
(B) := ‖f‖L∞

x (B) + [f ]Cs
θ
(B) <∞,

where
[f ]Cs

θ(B)
:= sup

h
‖δ([s]+1)

h f‖L∞
x (B)/|h|sθ.

Here [s] denotes the greatest integer less than s.

In order to introduce the anisotropic Besov space, we need a symmetric nonneg-
ative C∞−function φθ0 on RN with

φθ0(ξ) = 1 for ξ ∈ Bθ
1 and φθ0(ξ) = 0 for ξ /∈ Bθ

2 ,

where for r > 0 and y ∈ RN ,

Bθ
r (y) := {x ∈ R

N : |x− y|θ 6 r}, Bθ
r := Bθ

r (0).

For ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξn) ∈ Rm1 × · · · × Rmn and j ∈ N, we define

φθj (ξ) := φθ0(2
−θjξ)− φθ0(2

−θ(j−1)ξ),
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where
2−θjξ := (2−θ1jξ1, · · · , 2−θnjξn).

By the very definition, one sees that for j ∈ N, φθj (ξ) = φθ1(2
−θ(j−1)ξ) > 0 and

suppφθj ⊂ Bθ
2j+1 \Bθ

2j−1 ,

n∑

j=0

φθj (ξ) = φθ0(2
−nξ) → 1, n→ ∞.

For f ∈ L1
x(B), let f̂ be the Fourier transform of f defined by

f̂(ξ) := (2π)−d/2

∫

RN

e−iξ·xf(x)dx, ξ ∈ R
N ,

and f̌ the Fourier inverse transform of f defined by

f̌(x) := (2π)−d/2

∫

RN

eiξ·xf(ξ)dξ, x ∈ R
N .

Let S be the space of all Schwartz functions on RN and S ′(B) the space of all
continuous linear operators from S to B, called vector-valued distribution space.
Note that S ′ := S ′(R) is just the tempered distribution space. In a natural way,
L1
x(B) ⊂ S ′(B), and we can extend the Fourier transform to the element in S ′(B)

by duality. For given j ∈ N0, the block operator Rθ
j is defined on S ′(B) by (see [1])

Rθ
jf(x) := (φθj f̂ )̌ (x) = φ̌θj ∗ f(x) = 2θ·m(j−1)

∫

RN

φ̌θ1(2
θ(j−1)y)f(x− y)dy, (2.2)

where the convolution is understood in the distributional sense. In particular, by
the symmetry of φθj , we have

〈Rθ
jf, g〉 = 〈f,Rθ

jg〉, f ∈ S ′, g ∈ S,
where 〈·, ·〉 stands for the dual pair between S ′ and S.
Definition 2.2 (Vector-valued anisotropic Besov spaces). For s ∈ R and p ∈ [1,∞],
the B-valued anisotropic Besov space is defined by

Bs
p;θ(B) :=

{
f ∈ S ′(B) : ‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
:= sup

j>0

(
2sj‖Rθ

jf‖Lp
x(B)

)
<∞

}
.

When θ = (1, · · · , 1), we shall simply write

Bs
p(B) := Bs

p;θ(B), Rj := Rθ
j , φj := φθj .

When B = R, we shall simply write Bs
p;θ := Bs

p;θ(R).

Remark 2.3. In the literature, there are usually two subscripts p, q in the definition
of Besov spaces, where p stands for the integrability of spatial variables and q
denotes the ℓq-norm of frequency index j. Since we only use the Besov space of
q = ∞, in our definition, we take q = ∞ and drop it for simplicity.

Remark 2.4. In application below, we usually take B = Lp
ω := Lp(Ω,F ,P). In

this case, by Fubini’s theorem, for any s < s′ and p ∈ [1,∞), one has

Bs′

p;θ(L
p
ω) ⊂ L

p
ω(B

s
p;θ) ⊂ Bs

p;θ(L
p
ω). (2.3)

Indeed, by definition and Fubini’s theorem,

‖f‖p
L
p
ω(Bs

p;θ)
= E‖f(ω, ·)‖p

Bs
p;θ

= E

(
sup
j>0

2sjp‖Rθ
jf(ω, ·)‖pLp

x

)

6
∑

j>0

2sjpE
(
‖Rθ

jf(ω, ·)‖pLp
x

)
=
∑

j>0

2sjp‖Rθ
jf‖pLp

x(L
p
ω)
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6
∑

j>0

2(s−s′)jp‖f‖p
Bs′

p;θ(L
p
ω)

= 1/(1− 2(s−s′)p)‖f‖p
Bs′

p;θ(L
p
ω)
,

and

‖f‖p
Bs

p;θ(L
p
ω)

= sup
j>0

2sjp‖Rθ
jf‖pLp

x(L
p
ω)

6 E

(
sup
j>0

2sjp‖Rθ
jf(ω, ·)‖pLp

x

)
= ‖f‖p

L
p
ω(B

s
p;θ)

.

We recall the following result whose proof is completely the same as in [1, p.52,
Lemma 2.1]. We omit the details.

Lemma 2.5 (Bernstein’s type inequalities). For any 1 6 p 6 q 6 ∞, k ∈ N0 and
i = 1, · · · , n, there is a constant C = C(θ,m, p, q, k, i) > 0 such that for all j > 0,

‖∇k
xi
Rθ

jf‖Lq
x(B) .C 2j(θik+(θ·m)( 1

p−
1
q ))‖Rθ

jf‖Lp
x(B), (2.4)

where ∇k
xi

denotes the k-order gradient with respect to xi.

As easy consequences of the above lemma, we have

Lemma 2.6. Let 1 6 p 6 q 6 ∞, s ∈ R and k ∈ N0, i = 1, · · · , n.
(i) If 0 < θik + (θ ·m)( 1p − 1

q ) < s, then for some C = C(θ,m, p, q, s, k, i) > 0,

‖∇k
xi
f‖Lq

x(B) .C ‖f‖Bs
p;θ(B)

, (2.5)

and for s′ = s+ θik + (θ ·m)( 1p − 1
q ),

‖∇k
xi
f‖Bs

q;θ(B)
.C ‖f‖

Bs′

p;θ
(B). (2.6)

(ii) For any s1 < s < s2, there is a C = C(θ,m, p, s, s1, s2) > 0 such that

‖f‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.C ‖f‖(s−s1)/(s2−s1)

B
s2
p;θ(B)

‖f‖(s2−s)/(s2−s1)

B
s1
p;θ(B)

. (2.7)

Proof. (i) Noting that f =
∑

j Rθ
jf , by Bernstein’s inequality (2.4), we have

‖∇k
xi
f‖Lq

x(B) 6
∑

j>0

‖∇k
xi
Rθ

jf‖Lq
x(B) 6

∑

j>0

2j(θik+(θ·m)( 1
p−

1
q ))‖Rθ

jf‖Lp
x(B)

.
∑

j>0

2j(θik+(θ·m)( 1
p−

1
q ))−js‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
. ‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
.

Thus we get (2.5). Estimate (2.6) is direct by (2.4) and Rθ
j∇k

xi
= ∇k

xi
Rθ

j .
(ii) It follows by definition. �

The following lemma is elementary.

Lemma 2.7. For any 0 < β < α <∞, it holds that for all λ > 0,

∑

j>0

(λ2αj ∧ 1)2−βj 6

(
2β

ln 2

∫ ∞

0

(rα ∧ 1)r−β−1dr

)
λ

β
α .

Proof. Note that

∑

j>0

(λ2αj ∧ 1)2−βj 6 2β
∫ ∞

0

(λ2αs ∧ 1)2−βsds =
2βλ

β
α

ln 2

∫ ∞

λ1/α

(rα ∧ 1)r−β−1dr,

which gives the desired estimate. �

Now we show the following important characterization of anisotropic Besov space
Bs

p;θ(B) (cf. [28]).
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Lemma 2.8. For any s ∈ (0,∞) and p ∈ [1,∞], there exists a constant C =
C(θ,m, p, s) > 1 such that for all f ∈ Bs

p;θ(B),

‖f‖Bs
p;θ(B)

≍C sup
h∈RN

(
|h|−s

θ ‖δ([s]+1)
h f‖Lp

x(B)

)
+ ‖f‖Lp

x(B). (2.8)

In particular, Cs
θ(B) = Bs

∞;θ(B) and

‖f‖Bs
p;θ(B)

≍C ‖f‖
B

s/θ1
p;x1

(B)
+ · · ·+ ‖f‖

B
s/θn
p;xn (B)

, (2.9)

where for i = 1, · · · , n,

‖f‖Bs
p;xi

(B) := sup
j>0

[
2sj
(∫

RN

‖Rxi

j f(x)‖
p
B
dx

) 1
p

]
,

and for x = (x1, · · · , xn),
Rxi

j f(x) := Rjf(· · · , xi−1, ·, xi+1, · · · )(xi). (2.10)

Proof. (i) For simplicity, we set M := [s] + 1. We first prove that for any h ∈ RN ,

‖δ(M)
h f‖Lp

x(B) . |h|sθ‖f‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.

By definition, without loss of generality, it suffices to prove that for h1 ∈ Rm1 ,

‖δ(M)
h1

f‖Lp
x(B) . |h1|s/θ1‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
, (2.11)

where h1 := (h1, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ RN . Since Rθ
jδ

(M)
h1

f = δ
(M)
h1

Rθ
jf , by (2.1) with Taylor’s

expansion and Bernstein’s inequality (2.4), we have

‖Rθ
jδ

(M)
h1

f‖Lp
x(B) . |h1|M‖∇M

x1
Rθ

jf‖Lp
x(B) . |h1|M2(Mθ1−s)j‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
,

and also,

‖Rθ
jδ

(M)
h1

f‖Lp
x(B) 6

M∑

k=0

(
M

k

)
‖Rθ

jf‖Lp
x(B) 6 2M2−sj‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
.

Hence,

‖δ(M)
h1

f‖Lp
x(B) 6

∑

j>0

‖Rθ
jδ

(M)
h1

f‖Lp
x(B) .

∑

j>0

[
(|h1|M2(Mθ1−s)j) ∧ 2−sj

]
‖f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
,

which gives (2.11) by Lemma 2.7.

(ii) For j > 1, since
∫
RN φ̌

θ
j (h)dh = (2π)d/2φθj (0) = 0, by (2.1) and the change of

variable, we have

∫

RN

φ̌θj (h)δ
(M)
h f(x)dh =

M∑

k=0

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)∫

RN

φ̌θj (h)f(x+ kh)dh

=

M∑

k=1

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)∫

RN

φ̌θj (h)f(x+ kh)dh

=

M∑

k=1

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)∫

RN

φθj (k·)ˇ(h)f(x + h)dh.

In particular, if we define for j ∈ N0,

φθ,Mj (ξ) := (−1)M+1
M∑

k=1

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)
φθj (kξ),
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then

(−1)M+1

∫

RN

φ̌θj (h)δ
(M)
h f(x)dh = [φθ,Mj ]ˇ∗ f(x) =: Rθ,M

j f(x),

and for j > 1,

‖Rθ,M
j f‖Lp

x(B) 6

∫

RN

|φ̌θj (h)| ‖δ
(M)
h f‖Lp

x(B)dh

6

(∫

RN

|φ̌θj (h)||h|sθdh
)
sup
h

‖δ(M)
h f‖Lp

x(B)

|h|sθ
. 2−sj sup

h

(
|h|−s

θ ‖δ(M)
h f‖Lp

x(B)

)
. (2.12)

On the other hand, noting that

φθ,Mj (ξ) = φθ,M0 (2−θjξ)− φθ,M0 (2−θ(j−1)ξ)

and

φθ,M0 (ξ) = 1 for ξ ∈ Bθ
1/M and φθ,M0 (ξ) = 0 for ξ /∈ Bθ

2 ,

we have

supp φθ,Mj ⊂ Bθ
2j+1 \Bθ

(2j−1)/M .

Hence, for any i, j ∈ N0 with |j − i| > log2M + 2 =: γ,

Rθ,M
j Rθ

i f(x) = 0.

Moreover, noting that for any ξ ∈ RN ,

∑

j>0

φθ,Mj (ξ) = (−1)M+1
M∑

k=1

∑

j>0

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)
φθj (kξ)

= (−1)M+1
M∑

k=1

(−1)M−k

(
M

k

)
= 1,

we have

Rθ
i f =

∑

j>0

Rθ
iRθ,M

j f =
∑

|j−i|6γ

Rθ
iRθ,M

j f.

Therefore, for i > γ + 1, by (2.12),

‖Rθ
i f‖Lp

x(B) 6
∑

|i−j|6γ

‖Rθ
iRθ,M

j f‖Lp
x(B) .

∑

|i−j|6γ

‖Rθ,M
j f‖Lp

x(B)

.
∑

|i−j|6γ

2−sj sup
h

(
|h|−s

θ ‖δ(M)
h f‖Lp

x(B)

)

. 2−si sup
h

(
|h|−s

θ ‖δ(M)
h f‖Lp

x(B)

)
.

For i < γ + 1, we always have

‖Rθ
i f‖Lp

x(B) . ‖f‖Lp
x(B).

Thus we obtain another side estimate and complete the proof. �

For a Banach space B, let LB be the Banach space of all bounded linear operators
from B to B.
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Lemma 2.9. For any s ∈ (0, 2) and p ∈ [1,∞], there exists a constant C =
C(θ,m, p, s) > 0 such that for all T ∈ Cs

θ(LB) and g ∈ Bs
p;θ(B),

‖T g‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.C

{‖T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
+ ‖T ‖Cs

θ(LB)‖g‖Lp
x(B), s ∈ (0, 1),

‖T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
+ ‖T ‖Cs

θ(LB)‖g‖Bs/2
p;θ (B)

, s ∈ [1, 2),
(2.13)

where (T g)(x) := T (x)g(x) for x ∈ RN .

Proof. For s ∈ (0, 1), by definition and (2.8), we have

‖δ(1)h (T g)‖Lp
x(B) 6 ‖T ‖L∞

x (LB)‖δ
(1)
h g‖Lp

x(B) + ‖δ(1)h T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖g‖Lp

x(B)

. |h|sθ‖T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
+ |h|sθ‖T ‖Cs

θ(LB)‖g‖Lp
x(B).

For s ∈ [1, 2), noting that

δ
(2)
h (T g) = T (·+ 2h)δ

(2)
h g + δ

(2)
h T g(·+ h) + δ

(1)
2h T δ

(1)
h g,

by (2.8), we have

‖δ(2)h (T g)‖Lp
x(B) 6 ‖T ‖L∞

x (LB)‖δ
(2)
h g‖Lp

x(B) + ‖δ(2)h T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖g‖Lp

x(B)

+ ‖δ(1)2h T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖δ

(1)
h g‖Lp

x(B)

. |h|sθ‖T ‖L∞
x (LB)‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
+ |h|sθ‖T ‖Cs

θ(LB)‖g‖Lp
x(B)

+ |2h|s/2θ |h|s/2θ ‖T ‖
C

s/2
θ (LB)

‖g‖
B

s/2
p;θ (B)

.

The estimate (2.13) follows by ‖T g‖Lp
x(B) 6 ‖T ‖L∞

x (LB)‖g‖Lp
x(B) and (2.8) again. �

Remark 2.10. For any s ∈ R and s′ > |s|, we in fact have (cf. [1])

‖T g‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.C ‖T ‖
Cs′

θ (LB)
‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
, (2.14)

where C = C(θ,m, p, s, s′) > 0.

The following commutator estimates will be used to improve the regularity in x.

Lemma 2.11. Let p ∈ [1,∞], γ ∈ (0, 1) and s ∈ (0, 2). For any i = 1, · · · , n,
there is a constant C = C(θ,m, p, s, γ, i) > 0 such that for all T ∈ Cγ

xi
(Cs

θ(LB)),
g ∈ Bs

p;θ(B) and j > 0,

‖[Rxi

j , T ]g‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.C 2−γj[T ]Cγ
xi

(Cs
θ(LB))‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
, (2.15)

where [Rxi

j , T ]g := Rxi

j (T g)− T (Rxi

j g) and Rxi

j is defined by (2.10). Moreover,

‖[Rxi

j , T ]g‖Lp
x(B) .C 2−γj[T ]Cγ

xi
(LB)‖g‖Lp

x(B). (2.16)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume i = 1. For simplicity, we write

x∗1 := (x2, · · · , xn), τ
(x1)
h g(x) := g(x1 − h, x∗1), h ∈ R

m1 ,

and

δ
(x1)
h T (x) := T (x1 − h, x∗1)− T (x1, x

∗
1).

By definition we have

[Rx1

j , T ]g(x) =

∫

Rm1

φ̌j(h) δ
(x1)
h T (x) τ

(x1)
h g(x)dh.

Note that by (2.13),

‖δ(x1)
h T τ

(x1)
h g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
. ‖δ(x1)

h T ‖Cs
θ(LB)‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
. |h|γ‖T ‖Cγ

x1
(Cs

θ(LB))‖g‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.
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Hence,

‖[Rx1

j , T ]g‖Bs
p;θ(B)

.

(∫

Rm1

φ̌j(h)|h|γdh
)
[T ]Cγ

x1
(Cs

θ(LB))‖g‖Bs
p;θ(B)

. 2−γj[T ]Cγ
x1

(Cs
θ(LB))‖g‖Bs

p;θ(B)
.

Thus we get (2.15). Similarly, we can prove (2.16). �

Let χ : RN → [0, 1] be a smooth function with χ = 1 on Bθ
1 and χ = 0 on the

complement of Bθ
2 . For δ > 0 and x0 ∈ RN , define

χδ
x0
(x) := χ((x − x0)/δ). (2.17)

We also introduce the following localized Besov space (see [36]).

Lemma 2.12. Let p ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R. For any fixed δ, δ′ > 0, there is a constant
C = C(θ,m, p, s, δ, δ′) > 1 such that

|||f |||
B̃s

p;θ(B)
:= sup

x0

‖χδ
x0
f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
≍C sup

x0

‖χδ′

x0
f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
. (2.18)

In particular, the following localized Besov space is independent of the choice of δ:

B̃s
p;θ(B) :=

{
f ∈ S ′(B) : |||f |||

B̃s
p;θ(B)

<∞
}
.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume δ < δ′. For fixed x0 ∈ RN , note the
support of χδ′

x0
is contained in Bθ

2δ′(x0). By a finite covering technique, one can
find a number M independent of x0 and points {xi, i = 1, · · · ,M} such that

Bθ
2δ′(x0) ⊂ ∪M

i=1B
θ
δ (xi).

Let ϕi, i = 1, · · · ,M be the partition of unity associated with {Bθ
δ (xi), i = 1, · · · ,M}

so that

supp(ϕi) ⊂ Bθ
δ (xi),

M∑

i=1

ϕi(x) = 1 on ∪M
i=1 B

θ
δ (xi).

Since χδ
xi

= 1 on Bθ
δ (xi), by (2.14) we have

‖χδ′

x0
f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
6

M∑

i=1

‖χδ′

x0
ϕif‖Bs

p;θ(B)
=

M∑

i=1

‖χδ′

x0
ϕiχ

δ
xi
f‖Bs

p;θ(B)

.

M∑

i=1

‖χδ′

x0
ϕi‖

C
|s|+1
θ

‖χδ
xi
f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
. sup

x0

‖χδ
x0
f‖Bs

p;θ(B)
.

The proof is complete. �

Remark 2.13. By (2.6) and the definition, we have

|||∇k
xi
f |||

B̃s
p;θ(B)

. |||f |||
B̃

s+kθi
p;θ (B)

,

and for s > 0 and 1 6 p 6 p′ 6 ∞,

|||f |||
B̃s

p;θ(B)
. |||f |||

B̃s
p′;θ

(B).
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2.2. Itô-Wentzell’s formula for distribution-valued processes. In this sub-
section we recall the generalized Itô-Wentzell’s formula of distribution-valued Itô’s
processes in [16]. Let D be the set of all S ′-valued function u(t, ω, ·) : R+×Ω → S ′

with that, for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ),

(t, ω) 7→ 〈u(t, ω, ·), ϕ〉
is predictable. For p > 1, we denote by Dp the subset of D consisting of all u such
that for any ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (RN ) and T,R ∈ R+,
∫ T

0

sup
|x|6R

|〈u(t, ω, ·), ϕ(· − x)〉|pdt <∞ (a.s.− ω). (2.19)

In the same way, we define Dp(ℓ2) by u = (u1, · · · ) with ui ∈ D and replacing | · |
in (2.19) by ‖ · ‖ℓ2 .

Definition 2.14 (Generalized Itô’s process). Let u, f ∈ D, g ∈ D(ℓ2) and τ be a
stopping time. One says that the equality

du(t, x) = f(t, x)dt+ gk(t, x)dW k
t , t 6 τ, (2.20)

holds in the distribution sense if 1(0,τ ]f ∈ D1, 1(0,τ ]g ∈ D2(ℓ2) and for any ϕ ∈
C∞

0 (RN ), with probability one, for all t ∈ R+,

〈u(t ∧ τ), ϕ〉 = 〈u(0), ϕ〉+
∫ t∧τ

0

〈f(s), ϕ〉ds+
∫ t∧τ

0

〈gk(s), ϕ〉dW k
s . (2.21)

Let Xt be an RN−valued stochastic process given by

X i
t =

∫ t

0

bisds+

∫ t

0

σik
s dW k

s , i = 1, · · · , N,

where bt, σ
·k
t are predictable RN−valued processes with

∫ T

0

(|bt|+ ‖σt‖2RN⊗ℓ2)dt <∞, a.s., ∀T > 0.

The following generalized Itô-Wentzell’s formula are proven in [16, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 2.15 (Itô-Wentzell’s formula). Let f, u ∈ D, g ∈ D(ℓ2) and τ be a stopping
time, X an Itô’s process. Suppose (2.20) holds. Then w(t, x) = u(t, x+Xt) satisfies

dw(t, x) =
[
1
2σ

ik
t σ

jk
t ∂i∂jw(t, x) + bt · ∇w(t, x)

]
dt

+
[
f(t, x+Xt) + ∂ig

k
t (x+Xt)σ

ik
t

]
dt

+
[
gkt (x +Xt) + σik

t ∂iw(t, x)
]
dW k

t , t 6 τ,

in the distribution sense.

3. Model equations

Let Wt be a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. Define

(Xt, Vt) :=

(√
2

∫ t

0

Wsds,
√
2Wt

)

and the kinetic semigroup

Ptf(x, v) := Ef(x+ tv +Xt, v + Vt) = (Γtpt) ∗ (Γtf)(x, v), (3.1)
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where pt is the density of (Xt, Vt) given by

pt(x, v) =

(
2πt4

3

)− d
2

exp

(
−3|x|2 + |3x− 2tv|2

4t3

)
,

and

Γtf(x, v) := f(x+ tv, v). (3.2)

It is easy to see that for any λ > 0,

pλt(x, v) = λ−2dpt(λ
−3/2x, λ−1/2v)

and for f ∈ S, by Itô’s formula,

∂tPtf = [∆v + v · ∇x]Ptf, (3.3)

which also holds for f ∈ S ′(B) in the distributional sense by duality.
In the remainder of this paper, we take the parameters in Subsection 2.1 as

N = 2d, n = 2, m1 = m2 = d, θ = (3, 1).

For notational simplicity, we use z = (x, v) to denote a generic point in R2d, and
for a Banach space B, and for T > 0 and p ∈ [1,∞], we write

L
p
T (B) := Lp([0, T ];B), L

p
z,ω(B) := L

p
z(L

p
ω(B)) = L

p
ω(L

p
z(B)).

The operator Γt in (3.2) will play a crucial role below. Note that it is in general
not a bounded operator in Bs

p;θ, but we obviously have

‖Γtf‖Lp
z
= ‖f‖Lp

z
.

3.1. Estimates of kinetic semigroup Pt. In this subsection we show some basic
estimates about Pt in anisotropic Besov spaces. First of all we have the following
estimate about the heat kernel pt that is similar to [11, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 3.1. For any l > 0, there is a constant C = C(d, l) > 0 such that

‖Rθ
jΓtpt‖L1

z
.C (t4j)−l, ∀j ∈ N, t > 0. (3.4)

Proof. Note that

Γtpt(x, v) = t−2dp1(t
− 3

2x+ t−
1
2 v, t−

1
2 v).

Let ~ := t−
1
2 2−j. Denote the left hand side of (3.4) by I . By the change of

variable, we have

I =

∫

R2d

∣∣∣∣
∫

R2d

φ̌θ1(x̄, v̄)p1(x − ~
3x̄+ v − ~v̄, v − ~v̄)dx̄dv̄

∣∣∣∣ dxdv.

We define the following operators: for m ∈ N,

Λmf(x, v) := (∆x +∆3
v)

mf(x, v),

and for f̂ ∈ S with 0 /∈ support of f̂ ,

Λ̂−mf(ξ, η) := (|ξ|2 + |η|6)−mf̂(ξ, η).

Let
H(x̄, v̄, x, v) := p1(x− ~

3x̄+ v − ~v̄, v − ~v̄).

Since φθ1(ξ, η) ⊂ Bθ
4 \Bθ

1 , for m ∈ N, we have

I =

∫

R2d

∣∣∣∣
∫

R2d

Λ−mφ̌θ1(x̄, v̄)Λ
mH(·, ·, x, v)(x̄, v̄)dx̄dv̄

∣∣∣∣dxdv

6

∫

R2d

|Λ−mφ̌θ1(x̄, v̄)|dx̄dv̄
∫

R2d

|ΛmH(·, ·, x, v)| (x̄, v̄)dxdv.
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By the chain rule and elementary calculations, we have

sup
x̄,v̄

∫

R2d

|ΛmH(·, ·, x, v)| (x̄, v̄)dxdv . ~
6m.

Since Λ−mφ̌θ1 is a Schwartz function, we thus have

I . ~
6m

∫

R2d

|Λ−mφ̌θ1(x̄, v̄)|dx̄dv̄ . ~
6m.

Moreover, it is easy to see that

I 6

∫

R2d

|φ̌θ1(x̄, v̄)|dx̄dv̄ . 1.

The desired estimate now follows by the above two estimates. �

By this lemma, we can show the following crucial estimates.

Lemma 3.2. (i) For any p ∈ [1,∞], α ∈ R, l > 0 and T > 1, there is a constant
C = C(T, d, α, l) > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and j ∈ N0,

‖Rθ
jPtf‖Lp

z(B) .C 2−jαhl,α(t4
j)‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
, (3.5)

where

hl,α(t) := (1 ∧ t−l)
(
1 + t

)|α|
.

(ii) Let p ∈ [1,∞], α ∈ R, r ∈ [1,∞), q ∈ [r,∞] and κ, κ′ ∈ (0, 1] with κ′

r > κ
q

when q > r and κ′ > κ when q = r. For any T > 1, there is a constant C =
C(T, d, α, r, q, κ, κ′) > 0 such that for all j ∈ N0 and t ∈ [0, T ],

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ
′−1‖Rθ

jPt−sf(s)‖rLp
z(B)

ds

)1/r

.C 2−(α+2(κ′

r −κ
q ))j

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖f(s)‖q
Bα

p;θ(B)
ds

)1/q

.

(3.6)

Proof. (i) By definition (3.1), we have (see [11, Lemm 6.7]),

Rθ
jPtf = Rθ

jΓtpt ∗ Γtf =
∑

ℓ∈Θt
j

(Rθ
jΓtpt) ∗ (ΓtRθ

ℓf), j ∈ N0,

where

Θt
0 :=

{
ℓ ∈ N0

∣∣ 2ℓ 6 24(1 + t)
}

and for j > 1,

Θt
j :=

{
ℓ ∈ N0

∣∣ 2ℓ 6 24(2j + t23j), 2j 6 24(2ℓ + t23ℓ)
}
.

If j > 1, then by Young’s inequality, we have for any l > 0 and α 6= 0,

‖Rθ
jPtf‖Lp

z(B) 6 ‖Rθ
jΓtpt‖L1

z

∑

ℓ∈Θt
j

‖ΓtRθ
ℓf‖Lp

z(B)

(3.4)

. (t4j)−l
∑

ℓ∈Θt
j

‖Rθ
ℓf‖Lp

z(B) . (t4j)−l
∑

ℓ∈Θt
j

2−αℓ‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

. (t4j)−l2−jα
(
1 + t4j

)|α|‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

,

where the last step is due to [11, Lemma 6.7]. By the arbitrariness of l > 0,

‖Rθ
jPtf‖Lp

z(B) 6 2−jα(1 ∧ (t4j)−l)
(
1 + t4j

)|α|‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

.
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If j = 0, then we similarly have for α 6= 0,

‖Rθ
0Ptf‖Lp

z(B) 6 ‖Rθ
0Γtpt‖L1

z

∑

ℓ∈Θt
0

‖ΓtRθ
ℓf‖Lp

z(B) .
∑

ℓ∈Θt
0

2−αℓ‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

.
(
1 + t

)|α|‖f‖Bα
p;θ

(B) 6 T l(1 ∧ t−l)
(
1 + t

)|α|‖f‖Bα
p;θ

(B).

Thus we obtain (3.5) for α 6= 0. For α = 0, it follows by interpolation theorem.
(ii) Denote the left hand side of (3.6) by I . For q ∈ (r,∞], let q′ ∈ [r,∞) with

1
q′ +

1
q = 1

r . By (3.5) and Hölder’s inequality, we have

I . 2−jα

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ
′−1hrl,α((t− s)4j)‖f(s)‖r

Bα
p;θ(B)

ds

)1/r

. 2−jα

(∫ t

0

hq
′

l,α((t− s)4j)(t− s)
q′(1−κ)

q − q′(1−κ′)
r ds

)1/q′

×
(∫ t

0

‖f(s)‖q
Bα

p;θ(B)
(t− s)κ−1ds

)1/q

.

For the first integral denoted by I0, by the change of variable we have

I0 = 4
−( 1

q′
+ 1−κ

q − 1−κ′

r )j

(∫ t4j

0

hq
′

l,α(s)s
q′(1−κ)

q − q′(1−κ′)
r ds

)1/q′

6 4−(κ′

r −κ
q )j

(∫ ∞

0

(1 ∧ s−lq′)(1 + s)|α|q
′

s
q′(1−κ)

q − q′(1−κ′)
r ds

)1/q′

In particular, for l large enough, the last integral is finite. Thus,

I . 2−j(α+2(κ′

r −κ
q ))

(∫ t

0

‖f(s)‖q
Bα

p;θ
(B)(t− s)κ−1ds

)1/q

.

For q = r, it is similar. The proof is complete. �

Next we show the following estimate about the kinetic semigroup Pt.

Lemma 3.3. For any α ∈ R, κ > 0 and T > 0, there exists a constant C =
C(T, d, α, κ) > 0 such that for all t ∈ (0, T ],

‖Ptf‖Bα+κ
p;θ

(B) .C t−
κ
2 ‖f‖Bα

p;θ
(B), |||Ptf |||B̃α+κ

p;θ (B) .C t−
κ
2 |||f |||

B̃α
p;θ(B)

. (3.7)

Proof. Let T > 0. By (3.5), we have for any j ∈ N0 and l > |α|+ κ
2 ,

‖Rθ
jPtf‖Lp

z(B) . 2−αjhl,α(t4
j)‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)

= 2−(α+κ)jt−
κ
2 ‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
(t4j)

κ
2 hl,α(t4

j)

6 2−(α+κ)jt−
κ
2 ‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
sup
s>0

s
κ
2 hl,α(s), (3.8)

where sups>0 s
κ
2 hl,α(s) <∞ for l > |α|+ κ

2 and κ > 0. Thus by definition,

‖Ptf‖Bα+κ
p;θ (B) = sup

j>0
2(α+κ)j‖Rθ

jPtf‖Lp
z(B) . t−

κ
2 ‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
,

which gives the first estimate in (3.7).
Next we prove the second estimate in (3.7). Let χ be as in (2.17). Fix δ > 0,

z0 := (x0, v0) ∈ Rd × Rd, and for t > 0, let

z0,t := (x0 − tv0, v0), χ
δ
z0(t, z) := χ((z − z0,t)/δ) (3.9)
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and define

u(t, z) := Ptf(z), uδz0(t, z) := χδ
z0(t, z)u(t, z). (3.10)

By definition and (3.3), it is easy to see that

∂tu
δ
z0 = ∆vu

δ
z0 + v · ∇xu

δ
z0 + F δ

z0 ,

where

F δ
z0 := −2∇vu · ∇vχ

δ
z0 − ((v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0 +∆vχ

δ
z0)u.

By Duhamel’s formula, we have

uδz0(t) = Pt(u
δ
z0(0)) +

∫ t

0

Pt−sF
δ
z0(s)ds =: I1(t) + I2(t).

For I1(t), since u
δ
z0(0, z) = f(z)χδ

z0(0, z), by (3.8), we clearly have

‖Rθ
jI1(t)‖Lp

z(B) . 2−(α+κ)jt−
κ
2 ‖uδz0(0)‖Bα

p;θ(B)
. 2−(α+κ)jt−

κ
2 |||f |||

B̃α
p;θ(B)

.

For I2(t), noting that by χ2δ
z0 = 1 on the support of χδ

z0 ,

F δ
z0 = −2∇vu

2δ
z0 · ∇vχ

δ
z0 − ((v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0 +∆vχ

δ
z0)u

2δ
z0 ,

by (3.6) with q = r = 1 and (2.14), we have

‖Rθ
jI2(t)‖Lp

z(B) . 2−(α+κ)j

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
κ
2 ‖F δ

z0(s)‖Bα
p;θ(B)

ds

. 2−(α+κ)j

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
κ
2 ‖u2δz0(s)‖Bα+1

p;θ (B)ds

. 2−(α+κ)j

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
κ
2 |||u(s)|||

B̃
α+1
p;θ (B)ds.

Thus, combining the above calculations, we obtain that for any κ ∈ [0, 2),

|||u(t)|||
B̃

α+κ
p;θ (B) = sup

z0

sup
j>0

2(α+κ)j‖Rθ
ju

δ
z0(t)‖Lp

z(B)

. t−
κ
2 |||f |||

B̃α
p;θ(B)

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
κ
2 |||u(s)|||

B̃
α+1
p;θ (B)ds. (3.11)

In particular, letting κ = 1, we get

|||u(t)|||
B̃

α+1
p;θ (B) . t−

1
2 |||f |||

B̃α
p;θ(B)

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
2 |||u(s)|||

B̃
α+1
p;θ (B)ds,

which implies by Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra’s type (see [32]) that

|||u(t)|||
B̃

α+1
p;θ

(B) . t−
1
2 |||f |||

B̃α
p;θ

(B).

Substituting this into (3.11), we obtain the second estimate in (3.7) for κ ∈ (0, 2).
For general κ > 2, it follows by the semigroup property of Pt. �

The following lemma will be used to show the regularity in time variable.

Lemma 3.4. (i) For any p ∈ [1,∞], α ∈ (0, 1) and R > 0, there is a constant
C = C(d, p, α,R) > 0 such that for all t > 0,

‖Γt(χ
R
0 f)− χR

0 f‖Lp
z(B) .C t

α
3 ‖χR

0 f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

, (3.12)

and for any γ ∈ (0, α3 ] and T > 0, there is a C = C(T, d, p, α, γ, R) > 0 such that

‖Γt(χ
R
0 f)− χR

0 f‖Bγ
p;θ(B)

.C t
α−γ

3 ‖χR
0 f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.13)
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(ii) Let p ∈ [1,∞). For any f ∈ Lp
z(B), it holds that

lim
t↓0

‖Ptf − f‖Lp
z(B) = 0, (3.14)

and for any γ < α and f ∈ Bα
p;θ(B),

lim
t↓0

‖Ptf − f‖Bγ
p;θ(B)

= 0. (3.15)

(iii) For any p ∈ [1,∞] and α ∈ (0, 1), there is a constant C = C(d, α, p) > 0 such
that for all t > 0,

‖Ptf − Γtf‖Lp
z(B) .C t

α
2 ‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
, (3.16)

and for any γ ∈ (0, α3 ], there is a C = C(d, α, γ, p) > 0 such that for all t > 0,

‖Ptf − Γtf‖Bγ
p;θ

(B) .C t
α−γ

2 ‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

. (3.17)

Proof. (i) Write fR := χR
0 f . Let Rx

j be defined as in (2.10). Note that

‖ΓtRx
j fR(x, v) −Rx

j fR(x, v)‖B 6 t|v|
∫ 1

0

‖∇xRx
j fR‖B(x+ stv, v)ds.

Since fR has support in Bθ
2R, by Bernstein’s inequality (2.4), we have

‖ΓtRx
j fR −Rx

j fR‖Lp
z(B) 6 2Rt‖∇xRx

j fR‖Lp
z(B) . t2j‖Rx

j fR‖Lp
z(B),

and also,

‖ΓtRx
j fR −Rx

j fR‖Lp
z(B) 6 2‖Rx

j fR‖Lp
z(B).

Therefore,

‖ΓtfR − fR‖Lp
z(B) 6

∑

j>0

‖ΓtRx
j fR −Rx

j fR‖Lp
z(B) .

∑

j>0

((t2j) ∧ 1)‖Rx
j fR‖Lp

z(B)

6
∑

j>0

((t2j) ∧ 1)2−
α
3 j‖fR‖

B
α/3
p;x (B)

. t
α
3 ‖fR‖

B
α/3
p;x (B)

,

where the last step is due to Lemma 2.7. For (3.13), noting that by (2.8),

‖δ(1)h (ΓtfR)‖Lp
z(B) = ‖δ(1)Γth

fR‖Lp
z(B) . |Γth|αθ ‖fR‖Bα

p;θ(B)
,

where for h = (h1, h2) ∈ R2d, Γth = (h1 + th2, h2), we have

‖δ(1)h (ΓtfR − fR)‖Lp
z(B) 6 ‖δ(1)h ΓtfR‖Lp

z(B) + ‖δ(1)h fR‖Lp
z(B)

. (|Γth|αθ + |h|αθ )‖fR‖Bα
p;θ(B)

.

Moreover, by (3.12) we also have

‖δ(1)h (ΓtfR − fR)‖Lp
z(B) 6 2‖ΓtfR − fR‖Lp

z(B) . t
α
3 ‖fR‖

B
α/3
p;x (B)

.

Hence,

‖δ(1)h (ΓtfR − fR)‖Lp
z(B) . (t

α
3 ∧ (|Γth|αθ + |h|αθ ))‖fR‖Bα

p;θ(B)

6 CT t
α−γ

3 |h|γθ‖fR‖Bα
p;θ

(B).

Thus we obtain (3.13) by (2.8).
(ii) Note that by (3.1),

‖Ptf − f‖Lp
z(B) 6 ‖Γtpt ∗ Γtf − Γtf‖Lp

z(B) + ‖Γtf − f‖Lp
z(B)

= ‖pt ∗ f − f‖Lp
z(B) + ‖Γtf − f‖Lp

z(B),
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which in turn yields (3.14). Moreover, for γ < α, we have

‖Ptf − f‖Bγ
p;θ(B)

= sup
j>0

2γj‖Rθ
j(Ptf − f)‖Lp

z(B) 6
∑

j>0

2γj‖Rθ
j(Ptf − f)‖Lp

z(B).

Since ‖Rθ
jPtf‖Lp

z(B) . 2−αj‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

, by the dominated convergence theorem,

lim
t↓0

‖Ptf − f‖Bγ
p;θ(B)

6
∑

j>0

2γj lim
t↓0

‖Rθ
j(Ptf − f)‖Lp

z(B)
(3.14)
= 0.

(iii) Note that by (2.8),

‖Γtf(·+ x̄, ·+ v̄)− Γtf‖Lp
z(B) = ‖f(·+ x̄+ tv̄, ·+ v̄)− f‖Lp

z(B)

. (|x̄+ tv̄|α3 + |v̄|α)‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

. (3.18)

Thus, by definition we have

‖Ptf − Γtf‖Lp
z(B) 6

∫

R2d

Γtpt(x̄, v̄)‖Γtf(· − x̄, · − v̄)− Γtf‖Lp
z(B)dx̄dv̄

6

∫

R2d

Γtpt(x̄, v̄)(|x̄ + tv̄|α3 + |v̄|α)‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

dx̄dv̄

=

∫

R2d

pt(x̄, v̄)(|x̄|
α
3 + |v̄|α)dx̄dv̄‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
. t

α
2 ‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
.

For (3.17), set ~ := t−
1
2 2−j. Since ‖Γtpt‖L1

z
= 1, we have for j > 0,

‖Rθ
jPtf −Rθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B) = ‖(Γtpt) ∗ (Rθ

jΓtf)−Rθ
jΓtf‖Lp

z(B)

6

∫

R2d

Γtpt(x̄, v̄)
∥∥Rθ

jΓtf(· − x̄, · − v̄)−Rθ
jΓtf

∥∥
L
p
z(B)

dx̄dv̄

6

∫

R2d

Γtpt(x̄, v̄)
(
|x̄|‖∇xRθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B) + |v̄|‖∇vRθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B)

)
dx̄dv̄

. (t3/223j + t1/22j)‖Rθ
jΓtf‖Lp

z(B) = (~−3 + ~
−1)‖Rθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B).

Moreover, we clearly have

‖(Rθ
jΓtpt) ∗ (Γtf)−Rθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B) 6 2‖Rθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B).

Thus

‖Rθ
jPtf −Rθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B) . ((~−3 + ~

−1) ∧ 1)‖Rθ
jΓtf‖Lp

z(B).

On the other hand, for j > 1, noting that

Rθ
jΓtf(x, v) =

∫

R2d

φ̌θj (x̄, v̄)[Γtf(x− x̄, v − v̄)− Γtf(x, v)]dx̄dv̄,

by (3.18), we have

‖Rθ
jΓtf‖Lp

z(B) 6

∫

R2d

φ̌θj (x̄, v̄)‖Γtf(· − x̄, · − v̄)− Γtf‖Lp
z(B)dx̄dv̄

.

∫

R2d

φ̌θj (x̄, v̄)(|x̄ + tv̄|α/3 + |v̄|α)‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

dx̄dv̄

. ((t2−j)
α
3 + 2−αj)‖f‖Bα

p;θ(B)
= t

α
2 (~

α
3 + ~

α)‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

.

Therefore, for j > 1 and γ ∈ (0, α3 ],

‖Rθ
jPtf −Rθ

jΓtf‖Lp
z(B) . t

α
2 ((~−3 + ~

−1) ∧ 1)(~
α
3 + ~

α)‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

6 2t
α
2 ~

γ‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

= 2t
α−γ

2 2−γj‖f‖Bα
p;θ(B)

,
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which together with

‖Rθ
0Ptf −Rθ

0Γtf‖Lp
z(B) . ((t

3
2 + t

1
2 ) ∧ 1)‖Rθ

0Γtf‖Lp
z(B) . t

α−γ
2 ‖f‖Lp

z(B)

yields (3.17). �

3.2. Simple model equations. We consider the following simple model equation:

du = [ν∆vu+ v · ∇xu+ f ]dt+ gkdW k
t , u(0) = u0, (3.19)

where ν > 0 and f ∈ D1, g ∈ D2(ℓ2), and u0 is an F0-measurable S ′-valued
random variable.

Definition 3.5. An S ′-valued predictable process u is called a distribution solution
of the above SKE if for any ϕ ∈ S and t > 0,

〈u(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

〈u(s), ν∆vϕ− v · ∇xϕ〉ds

+

∫ t

0

〈f(s), ϕ〉ds+
∫ t

0

〈gk(s), ϕ〉dW k
s , P− a.s.

We have the following regularity estimate for this model equation.

Theorem 3.6. For any p > 2, q ∈ [2,∞], β ∈ R, κ ∈ (0, 1], α 6 β + 2(1 − κ
q )

and T > 0, there is a constant C = C(T, d, p, q, κ, α, β, ν) > 0 such that for any
distribution solution u of SKE (3.19) and t ∈ (0, T ],

‖u(t)‖
B

β+2(1−κ
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.C t
α−β

2 −1+κ
q ‖u0‖Bα

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1
[
‖f(s)‖q

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖g(s)‖q
B

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

,

(3.20)

and also,

|||u(t)|||
B̃

β+2(1− κ
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.C t
α−β

2 −1+κ
q |||u0|||B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1
[
|||f(s)|||q

B̃
β
p;θ

(Lp
ω)

+ |||g(s)|||q
B̃

β+1
p;θ

(Lp
ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

.

(3.21)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume ν = 1 in equation (3.19). Let Pt be
defined by (3.1) and ū := Ptu0. Since ∂tū = ∆vū+ v ·∇xū, one sees that ũ = u− ū
solves

dũ = [∆vũ+ v · ∇xũ+ f ]dt+ gkdW k
t , ũ(0) = 0.

Thus by (3.7), we may assume u0 ≡ 0.
(i) By Duhamel’s formula, we have in the distributional sense,

u(t) =

∫ t

0

Pt−sf(s)ds+

∫ t

0

Pt−sg
k(s)dW k

s =: I1(t) + I2(t).

For I1(t), by (3.6) with (r, α) = (1, β) and B := Lp
ω, we have

‖Rθ
jI1(t)‖Lp

z,ω
.

∫ t

0

‖Rθ
jPt−sf(s)‖Lp

z(L
p
ω)ds

. 2−(β+2(1−κ
q ))j

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖f(s)‖q
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω)
ds

)1/q

.



20 XIAOLONG ZHANG, XICHENG ZHANG

For I2(t), by BDG’s inequality and Minkowskii’s inequality, we have

‖Rθ
jI2(t)‖pLp

z,ω
= E

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

Rθ
jPt−sg

k(s)dW k
s

∥∥∥∥
p

L
p
z

. E

(∫ t

0

‖Rθ
jPt−sg(s)‖2Lp

z(ℓ2)
ds

)p/2

.

(∫ t

0

‖Rθ
jPt−sg(s)‖2Lp

z(L
p
ω(ℓ2))ds

)p/2

. (3.22)

By (3.6) with (r, α) = (2, β + 1) and B := Lp
ω(ℓ

2), we obtain

‖Rθ
jI2(t)‖Lp

z(L
p
ω) . 2−(β+2(1−κ

q ))j

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖g(s)‖q
B

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))
ds

)1/q

.

Combining the above calculations, we obtain (3.20).
(ii) Let χδ

z0 be as in (3.9) and define

uδz0(t, ω, z) := u(t, ω, z)χδ
z0(t, z).

It is easy to see that

duδz0 = [∆vu
δ
z0 + v · ∇xu

δ
z0 + F δ

z0 ]dt+ gkχδ
z0dW

k
t , (3.23)

where

F δ
z0 := fχδ

z0 − 2∇vu · ∇vχ
δ
z0 − ((v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0 +∆vχ

δ
z0)u.

Note that by (2.14),

sup
z0

‖F δ
z0(s)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) . |||f(s)|||

B̃
β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + |||u(s)|||

B̃
1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω).

By (3.20), we have

|||u(t)|||
B̃

β+2(1− κ
q

)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

= sup
z0∈R2d

‖uδz0(t)‖
B

β+2(1− κ
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1 sup
z0

[
‖F δ

z0(s)‖
q

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖gχδ
z0(s)‖

q

B
β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

.

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1
[
|||u(s)|||q

B̃
1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)
+ |||f(s)|||q

B̃
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ |||g(s)|||q
B̃

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

.

In particular, taking q = 2, κ = 1 and then by Gronwall’s inequality, we get

|||u(t)|||2
B̃

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω)
.

∫ t

0

[
|||f(s)|||2

B̃
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ |||g(s)|||2
B̃

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds.

Substituting this into the above inequality we obtain (3.21). �

The following stochastic convolution lemma provides the existence of a contin-
uous version of the solution in time variable, and also will be used to show the
boundedness of ‖u(ω, ·)‖L∞

T,z
in the probability sense.

Lemma 3.7. (Stochastic convolutions) Let p > 2, T > 1 and α, β ∈ R with

α < β + 1 − 2
p . For any g ∈ D(ℓ2) ∩ L

p
T (B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ

2))), there is a continuous

version S̃g of [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Sg(t) :=
∫ t

0
Pt−sg

k(s)dW k
s ∈ Bα

p;θ so that for some

C = C(p, T, α, β) > 0 and any stopping time τ ,

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τ ]

∥∥∥S̃g(t)
∥∥∥
p

Bα
p;θ

)
.C

∫ T

0

‖g(s ∧ τ)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds. (3.24)
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Proof. We use the factorization method in [7]. Noting that
∫ t

s

(t− r)κ−1(r − s)−κdr =
π

sin(κπ)
, 0 6 s < t <∞, κ ∈ (0, 1),

by stochastic Fubini’s theorem (cf. [16]), we have for each t ∈ (0, T ),

Sg(t) =

∫ t

0

Pt−sg
k(s)dW k

s =
sin(κπ)

π

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1Pt−sG(s)ds =: S̃g(t), P− a.s.

where

G(t) :=

∫ t

0

(t− s)−κPt−sg
k(s)dW k

s .

We show the above defined S̃g has the desired property. Since α < β + 1− 2
p , one

can choose κ, ε ∈ (0, 1) small enough so that

α = β + 1− 2
p − 2κ

p − ε. (3.25)

By Minkowskii’s inequality and (3.6), we have
∥∥∥Rθ

j S̃g(t)
∥∥∥
L
p
z

.

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖Rθ
jPt−sG(s)‖Lp

z
ds

. 2−αj

(∫ t

0

‖G(s)‖p
B

α−2(κ− 1
p
)

p;θ

ds

)1/p

,

which implies that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

∥∥∥S̃g(t)
∥∥∥
p

Bα
p;θ

.

∫ t

0

‖G(s)‖p
B

α−2(κ− 1
p
)

p;θ

ds 6

∫ T

0

‖G(s)‖p
B

α−2(κ− 1
p
)

p;θ

ds.

From this a priori estimate, as in [7, Lemma 1], one sees that t 7→ S̃g(t) is continuous
as long as the last integral is finite a.s.. In particular,

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥S̃g(t)
∥∥∥
p

Bα
p;θ

)
.

∫ T

0

E‖G(s)‖p
B

α−2(κ− 1
p
)

p;θ

ds

(2.3)

.

∫ T

0

‖G(t)‖p
B

α−2(κ− 1
p
)+ε

p;θ (Lp
ω)

dt
(3.25)
=

∫ T

0

‖G(t)‖p
B

β+1−2κ− 2κ
p

p;θ (Lp
ω)

dt. (3.26)

On the other hand, by BDG’s inequality and (3.6) again, we have

E‖Rθ
jG(t)‖pLp

z
. E

(∫ t

0

(t− s)−2κ‖Rθ
jPt−sg(s)‖2Lp

z(ℓ2)
ds

)p/2

.

(∫ t

0

(t− s)−2κ‖Rθ
jPt−sg(s)‖2Lp

z(L
p
ω(ℓ2))ds

)p/2

. 2−(β+2( 1−2κ
2 −κ

p ))pj

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖g(s)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds.

Hence,

‖G(t)‖p
B

β+2( 1−2κ
2

−κ
p

)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖g(s)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds.

Substituting this into (3.26), we obtain

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥S̃g(t)
∥∥∥
p

Bα
p;θ

)
.

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1‖g(s)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

dsdt
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=
1

κ

∫ T

0

(T − s)κ‖g(s)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds

6
T κ

κ

∫ T

0

‖g(s)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds.

Finally, for any stopping time τ , since S̃g(t ∧ τ) = S̃g(·∧τ)(t ∧ τ) a.s., we have

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τ ]

∥∥∥S̃g(t)
∥∥∥
p

Bα
p;θ

)
6 E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥S̃g(·∧τ)(t)
∥∥∥
p

Bα
p;θ

)

6

∫ T

0

‖g(s ∧ τ)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds.

The proof is complete. �

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.6 and Lemma 3.7.

Corollary 3.8. Let p > 2, T > 0 and α 6 β + 2− 2
p . Suppose that u0 ∈ Bα

p;θ(L
p
ω)

and

I
T
f,g :=

∫ T

0

[
‖f(s)‖p

B
β
p;θ

(Lp
ω)

+ ‖g(s)‖p
B

β+1
p;θ

(Lp
ω(ℓ2))

]
ds <∞.

Then for any γ < β + 2 − 2
p , the unique weak solution u in Theorem 3.6 admits

a continuous version ũ(ω, ·) ∈ C((0, T ];Bγ
p;θ). Moreover, if γ < α, then ũ(ω, ·) ∈

C([0, T ];Bγ
p;θ), and in this case, there is a constant C = C(p, T, d, α, γ, β) > 0 such

that

E

(
‖ũ‖p

C([0,T ];Bγ
p;θ)

)
. ‖u0‖pBα

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+ I
T
f,g.

Although the above corollary asserts the continuity of u in time variable, it does
not say any Hölder regularity in the time variable. The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 3.9. For any p > 2, β ∈ (0, 1), γ ∈ (0, β3 ] and T > 0, there is a constant
C = C(T, d, p, β, γ, ν) > 0 such that for any distribution solution u of SKE (3.19)
and 0 < t1 < t2 6 T ,

‖u(t2)− Γt2−t1u(t1)‖Bγ
p;θ(L

p
ω) .C (t2 − t1)

β−γ
2

×
(
‖u(t1)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) + ‖f‖

L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−2
p;θ (Lp

ω)) + ‖g‖
L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)))

)
,

(3.27)

where L∞
t1,t2(B) := L∞([t1, t2];B).

Proof. For 0 < t1 < t2 6 T , noting that

u(t2) =

∫ t2

t1

Pt2−sf(s)ds+

∫ t2

t1

Pt2−sg
k(s)dW k

s + Pt2−t1u(t1),

we have

u(t2)− Γt2−t1u(t1) =

∫ t2

t1

Pt2−sf(s)ds+

∫ t2

t1

Pt2−sg
k(s)dW k

s

+ (Pt2−t1 − Γt2−t1)u(t1)

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

For I1, by (3.5) with l = 3 + (γ − β)/2, we have for all j ∈ N0,

‖Rθ
jI1‖Lp

z(L
p
ω) .

∫ t2

t1

‖Rθ
jPt2−sf(s)‖Lp

z(L
p
ω)ds
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. 2j(2−β)

∫ t2

t1

hl,β−2((t2 − s)4j)‖f(s)‖
B

β−2
p;θ (Lp

ω)ds

. 2−jβ

∫ (t2−t1)4
j

0

hl,β−2(s)ds‖f‖L∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−2
p;θ (Lp

ω))

. 2−jβ

∫ (t2−t1)4
j

0

s
β−γ

2 −1ds‖f‖
L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−2
p;θ (Lp

ω))

. 2−jγ(t2 − t1)
β−γ

2 ‖f‖
L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−1
p;θ (Lp

ω)),

where we have used that for l = 3 + (γ − β)/2,

hl,β−2(s) = (1 ∧ s−l)(1 + s)2−β 6 (1 ∧ s−l)(1 + s)2 6 4s
β−γ

2 −1.

For I2, as in (3.22), by (3.5) with l = (3 + γ − β)/2, we have for all j ∈ N0,

‖Rθ
jI2‖Lp

z(L
p
ω) .

(∫ t2

t1

‖Rθ
jPt2−sg(s)‖2Lp

z(L
p
ω(ℓ2))ds

)1/2

. 2j(1−β)

(∫ t2

t1

h2l,β−1((t2 − s)4j)‖g(s)‖2
B

β−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))
ds

)1/2

. 2−jβ

(∫ (t2−t1)4
j

0

h2l,β−1(s)ds

)1/2

‖g‖
L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)))

. 2−jβ

(∫ (t2−t1)4
j

0

sβ−γ−1ds

)1/2

‖g‖
L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)))

. 2−jγ(t2 − t1)
β−γ

2 ‖g‖
L
∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))).

For I3, since γ ∈ (0, β3 ], by (3.17) we have

‖I3‖Bγ
p;θ(L

p
ω) . (t2 − t1)

β−γ
2 ‖u(t1)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω).

Combining the above estimates, we obtain (3.27). �

Remark 3.10. In the kinetic case, it is not possible to show the Hölder continuity
of t 7→ u(t) in Bγ

p;θ(L
p
ω) due to the transport term of v ·∇x. In other words, one can

not show the same estimates for ‖Ptf − f‖Bγ
p;θ

as in (3.16) and (3.17). However,

(3.27) together with (3.13) still says some Hölder continuity of t 7→ u(t, x, v) in time
variable locally in x, v (see Corollary 7.6 below).

4. SKEs with constant random coefficients

In this section we consider the following SKE with constant random coefficients:

du = [tr(a · ∇2
vu) + v · ∇xu+ f ]dt+ [σk · ∇vu+ gk]dW k

t , u(0) = u0, (4.1)

where u0 : Ω → S ′ is F0-measurable, f ∈ D1, g ∈ D2(ℓ2) and

(a, σ) : R+ × Ω → (Rd ⊗ R
d,Rd ⊗ ℓ2)

are predictable processes. Suppose that for some c0, c1 > 0 and all (t, ω) ∈ R+×Ω,

2a(t, ω)− σ·kσ·k(t, ω) > c0I (4.2)

and

‖a(t, ω)‖Rd⊗Rd + ‖σ(t, ω)‖Rd⊗ℓ2 6 c1. (4.3)
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Definition 4.1. We call a predictable process u(t, ω) : R+ ×Ω → S ′ a distribution
solution of SKE (4.1) if for any ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (R2d) and t > 0,

〈u(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

[〈u, tr(a · ∇2
vϕ)〉 − 〈u, v · ∇xϕ〉+ 〈f, ϕ〉]ds

+

∫ t

0

[〈gk, ϕ〉 − 〈u, σk · ∇vϕ〉]dW k
s .

We use Krylov’s trick [15] to give a representation for the solution of SKE (4.1)
in terms of the solution of the model equation (3.19). Let

σ̃ := (2a− σσ∗ − c0I)
1/2 ∈ R

d ⊗ R
d (4.4)

and

f̃ := f − σk · ∇vg
k. (4.5)

Let (Bk)k=1,··· ,d be another Brownian motion that is independent of W . Define

Ii
t :=

∫ t

0

σik(s)dW k
s , Ĩi

t :=

∫ t

0

σ̃ik(s)dBk
s , i = 1, · · · , d.

We introduce the following auxiliary equation

dū =
[
c0
2 ∆vū+ v · ∇xū+ f̄

]
dt+ ḡkdW k

t , ū(0) = u0,

where

f̄(t, x, v) := f̃

(
t, x+

∫ t

0

(Is + Ĩs)ds, v − It − Ĩt
)

and

ḡ(t, x, v) := g

(
t, x+

∫ t

0

(Is + Ĩs)ds, v − It − Ĩt
)
.

Let

w(t, x, v) = ū

(
t, x−

∫ t

0

(Is + Ĩs)ds, v + It + Ĩt
)
.

By Itô-Wentzell’s formula (see Lemma 2.15), we have

dw =
[
tr(ã · ∇2w) + v · ∇xw + f̃ + σk · ∇vg

k
]
dt

+ (gk + σk · ∇vw)dW
k
t + (σ̃k · ∇vw)dB

k
t ,

where
ã := 1

2 (σ̃σ̃
∗ + σσ∗) + c0I/2.

Now we define
u(t, x, v) := E(w(t, x, v)|FW

t ),

where FW
t is the σ-algebra generated by {Ws, s 6 t} and F0. By (4.4) and (4.5),

one sees that
ã = a, f̃ + σk · ∇vg

k = f.

Note that (cf. [26, p.28 Theorem 1.15])

E

(∫ t

0

ξk(s)dW k
s

∣∣∣FW
t

)
=

∫ t

0

E
(
ξk(s)|FW

s

)
dW k

s

and

E

(∫ t

0

ηk(s)dBk
s

∣∣∣FW
t

)
= 0.

In particular, one sees that u solves SKE (4.1). Now by Theorem 3.6 and Fubini’s
theorem, we have
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Theorem 4.2. Let p > 2, q ∈ [2,∞], β ∈ R, κ ∈ (0, 1], α 6 β+2(1− κ
q ) and T > 0.

Under (4.2) and (4.3), there is a constant C = C(T, d, p, q, κ, α, β, c0, c1) > 0 so
that for any distribution solution u of SKE (4.1) and t ∈ (0, T ],

‖u(t)‖
B

β+2(1−κ
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.C t
α−β

2 −1+κ
q ‖u0‖Bα

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1
[
‖f(s)‖q

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖g(s)‖q
B

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

.

(4.6)

Proof. Note that by Fubini’s theorem,

‖Rθ
ju(t)‖Lp

z(L
p
ω) = ‖Rθ

ju(t)‖Lp
ω(L

p
z) 6 ‖E(‖Rθ

jw(t)‖Lp
z
|FW

t )‖Lp
ω

6 ‖Rθ
jw(t)‖Lp

ω(Lp
z) = ‖Rθ

j ū(t)‖Lp
ω(Lp

z) = ‖Rθ
j ū(t)‖Lp

z(L
p
ω).

Therefore, by Theorem 3.6,

‖u(t)‖
B

β+2(1−κ
q

)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

= sup
j

(
2(β+2(1−κ

q ))j‖Rθ
ju(t)‖Lp

z(L
p
ω)

)

6 ‖ū(t)‖
B

β+2(1− κ
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.C t
α−β

2 −1+κ
q ‖u0‖Bα

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1
[
‖f̄(s)‖q

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖ḡ(s)‖q
B

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

.

Finally, it is just noticed that by Fubini’s theorem again,

‖f̄(s)‖
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) = ‖f̃(s)‖

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω) . ‖f(s)‖

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + ‖∇vg‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω(ℓ2))

and

‖ḡ(s)‖
B

1+β
p;θ

(Lp
ω(ℓ2)) = ‖g(s)‖

B
1+β
p;θ

(Lp
ω(ℓ2)).

Thus we obtain (4.6). �

5. SKEs with variable random coefficients

In this section we consider SKEs (1.1) and (1.2) with variable coefficients, and
assume the following super-parabolic conditions:

(H0) There are c0, c1 > 0 such that for all (t, ω, x, v),

2a(t, ω, x, v)− σσ∗(t, ω, x, v) > c0I

and
‖a(t, ω, x, v)‖Rd + ‖σ(t, ω, x, v)‖Rd⊗ℓ2 6 c1.

5.1. Optimal Besov regularity estimates. In this subsection we consider SKE
(1.1) and assume (H0) and

(Hβ
1) We suppose that for some β ∈ (0, 1) and c2 > 0,

‖a‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

β
θ )

+ ‖b‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

β
θ )

+ ‖σ‖
L
∞
T,ω(C1+β

θ (ℓ2)) 6 c2, ∀T > 0,

where L∞
T,ω(B) := L∞([0, T ]× Ω,P , dt× P;B).

We first introduce the following notion about the solution of SKE (1.1).

Definition 5.1. Let T > 0, β ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ [2,∞). A predictable process

u ∈ L∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) is called a weak solution of SKE (1.1) with initial value u0 ∈

B̃2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) if for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d),

〈u(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

[〈tr(a · ∇2
vu), ϕ〉 − 〈u, v · ∇xϕ〉+ 〈b · ∇vu, ϕ〉]ds



26 XIAOLONG ZHANG, XICHENG ZHANG

+

∫ t

0

〈f, ϕ〉ds+
∫ t

0

〈σk · ∇vu+ gk, ϕ〉dW k
s a.s., ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

We have the following existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for SKE (1.1).

Theorem 5.2. Let T > 0, p ∈ [2,∞), β ∈ (0, 1) and

u0 ∈ B̃2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω), f ∈ L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)), g ∈ L

∞
T (B̃1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ

2))).

Under (H0) and (Hβ
1 ), there is a unique weak solution u to SKE (1.1) so that

|||u|||
L
∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) .C |||u0|||B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω) + |||f |||

L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) + |||g|||

L
∞
T (B̃1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))), (5.1)

where the constant C = C(d, p, β, κ, T, c0, c1, c2) > 0.

Proof. Let ū := Ptu0 solve ∂tū = ∆vū+ v · ∇xū. By (3.7) we have

|||ū|||
L
∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) .C |||u0|||B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω).

If we consider ũ = u− ū, then ũ solves SKE (1.1) with

f̃ = f + Lvū−∆vū, g̃k = gk + σk · ∇vū,

and f̃ , g̃ satisfy the same assumptions as f, g. Thus, without loss of generality we
may assume u0 ≡ 0. We divide the proof into three steps. In the first two steps, we
prove the a priori estimate (5.1) by freezing coefficient argument. In the last step,
we use the continuity method to show the existence of weak solutions.

(i) Let χδ
z0 be as in (3.9) and define

az0(t, ω) := a(t, ω, z0,t), σz0(t, ω) := σ(t, ω, z0,t)

and

uδz0(t, ω, z) := u(t, ω, z)χδ
z0(t, z).

Let u be any weak solution of SKE (1.1). By Definition 5.1, it is easy to see that
uδz0 is a weak solution of the following freezing SKE:

duδz0 =
[
tr(az0 · ∇2

vu
δ
z0) + v · ∇xu

δ
z0 + f̃

]
dt+

[
σk
z0 · ∇vu

δ
z0 + g̃k

]
dW k

t

with uδz0(0) = 0, where

f̃ := tr((a− az0) · ∇2
vu

δ
z0)− 2tr(a · (∇vu⊗∇vχ

δ
z0)) + χδ

z0b · ∇vu

−
[
tr(a · ∇2

vχ
δ
z0) + (v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0

]
u+ fχδ

z0 ,

and

g̃ := (σ − σz0) · ∇vu
δ
z0 − σ · ∇vχ

δ
z0u+ gχδ

z0 .

For simplicity of notations, if we let

ā := (a− az0)χ
2δ
z0 , b̄ := 2a · ∇vχ

δ
z0 − χδ

z0b, σ̄ := (σ − σz0)χ
2δ
z0 ,

and

c̄ := −
(
tr(a · ∇2

vχ
δ
z0) + (v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0

)
, h̄ := σ · ∇vχ

δ
z0 ,

then due to χ2δ
z0 = 1 on the support of χδ

z0 , we can write

f̃ = tr(ā · ∇2
vu

δ
z0)− b̄ · ∇vu

2δ
z0 + c̄ · u2δz0 + fχδ

z0 (5.2)

and

g̃ = σ̄ · ∇vu
δ
z0 − h̄ u2δz0 + gχδ

z0 . (5.3)
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(ii) Let T > 0, p ∈ [2,∞) and β ∈ (0, 1). For any q ∈ [2,∞], by Theorem 4.2
with κ = 1, there is a constant C > 0 such that for all δ ∈ (0, 1), z0 ∈ R2d and
t ∈ (0, T ],

‖uδz0(t)‖
B

β+2(1− 1
q
)

p;θ
(Lp

ω)
.C

(∫ t

0

[
‖f̃(s)‖q

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖g̃(s)‖q
B

β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

. (5.4)

Now let us estimate ‖f̃(s)‖
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) and ‖g̃(s)‖

B
β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)). Below we drop the

variable s. For each (t, z) ∈ R+ × R2d, we introduce a bounded linear operator:

T ā
t,z : Lp

ω → L
p
ω , T ā

t,zf(ω) := ā(t, z, ω)f(ω).

Noting that by the assumptions,

‖T ā
t,zf‖Lp

ω
6 c2(2δ)

β‖f‖Lp
ω
, ‖(T ā

t,z − T ā
t,z′)f‖Lp

ω
6 c2|z − z′|β‖f‖Lp

ω
,

by (2.13), (2.7) and Young’s inequality, we have

‖tr(ā · ∇2
vu

δ
z0)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) . δβ‖∇2

vu
δ
z0‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) + ‖∇2

vu
δ
z0‖Lp

z(L
p
ω)

. δβ‖uδz0‖B2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) + Cδ‖uδz0‖Lp
z(L

p
ω).

Similarly, since ‖b̄‖
L
∞
T,ω(Cβ

θ )
+ ‖c̄‖

L
∞
T,ω(Cβ

θ )
. 1, by (2.13) again, we have

‖b̄ · ∇vu
2δ
z0‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) +

∥∥c̄ · u2δz0
∥∥
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

. ‖u2δz0‖B1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) . ‖u2δz0‖B2
p;θ(L

p
ω).

Therefore, for any δ ∈ (0, 1) and some C0, C1 > 0 independent of δ and z0,

‖f̃‖
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) 6 C0δ

β‖uδz0‖B2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) + Cδ‖u2δz0‖B2
p;θ(L

p
ω) + C1‖f δ

z0‖Bβ
p;θ(L

p
ω)

6 C0δ
β|||u|||

B̃
2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) + Cδ|||u|||B̃2
p;θ(L

p
ω) + C1|||f |||B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω). (5.5)

Next we estimate ‖g̃‖
B

1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)). As above, by (2.13), we have

‖σ̄ · ∇vu
δ
z0‖B1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2)) . ‖σ̄‖

C
1+β
θ (L∞

ω (ℓ2))‖∇vu
δ
z0‖B1

p;θ
(Lp

ω) + ‖σ̄‖∞‖∇vu
δ
z0‖B1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)

. ‖uδz0‖B2
p;θ(L

p
ω) + δ‖uδz0‖B2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω),

and so,

‖g̃‖
B

1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)) 6 C0δ|||u|||B̃2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) + Cδ|||u|||B̃2
p;θ(L

p
ω) + C1|||g|||B̃1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2)). (5.6)

By (5.4), (5.5), (5.6) and Lemma 2.12, we obtain that for any q ∈ [2,∞], δ ∈ (0, 1)
and t ∈ [0, T ],

|||u(t)|||
B̃

β+2(1− 1
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

= sup
z0∈Rd

‖uδz0(t)‖
B

β+2(1− 1
q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.

(∫ t

0

[
C0δ

β|||u(s)|||q
B̃

2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)
+ Cδ|||u(s)|||q

B̃2
p;θ(L

p
ω)

]
ds

)1/q

+KT , (5.7)

where
KT := |||f |||

L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) + |||g|||

L
∞
T (B̃1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))).

In particular, taking q = ∞ and δ being small enough, we obtain for all t ∈ [0, T ],

|||u|||
L
∞
t (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) .C |||u|||

L
∞
t (B̃2

p;θ(L
p
ω)) +KT . (5.8)

Substituting this into (5.7) and taking q = 2
β , we obtain

|||u|||
L
∞
t (B̃2

p;θ(L
p
ω)) .

(∫ t

0

|||u|||q
L∞
s (B̃2

p;θ(L
p
ω))

ds

)1/q

+KT ,
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which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that

|||u|||
L
∞
T (B̃2

p;θ
(Lp

ω)) . KT .

Substituting this into (5.8), we obtain (5.1).
(iii) We use the continuity method to show the existence of weak solutions. Let

aλ := (λa+ (1− λ)I), σk
λ := λσk, λ ∈ [0, 1].

Note that aλ, σλ satisfy (H0) and (Hβ
1 ) uniformly in λ ∈ [0, 1]. For instance,

2aλ − σλσ
∗
λ = 2(1− λ)I + λ(2a− λσσ∗) > (2(1− λ) + λc0)I > (2 ∧ c0)I.

Given (f, g) ∈ L∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω))× L∞

T (B̃1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)), we consider the following SKE:

du = [tr(aλ · ∇2
vu) + v · ∇xu+ λb · ∇vu+ f ]dt+ [σk

λ · ∇vu+ gk]dW k
t (5.9)

with u(0) = u0. Suppose that for some λ0 ∈ [0, 1], the above SKE admits a unique

weak solution u ∈ L∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) so that (5.1) holds. We want to show that there

is a δ independent of λ such that for any λ ∈ [λ0, λ0 + δ], the above SKE still has

a unique weak solution u ∈ L∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)). Indeed, given w ∈ L∞

T (B̃2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)),
consider SKE

du = [tr(aλ0 · ∇2
vu) + v · ∇xu+ λ0b · ∇vu+ f

+ tr((aλ − aλ0) · ∇2
vw) + (λ− λ0)b · ∇vw]dt

+ [σk
λ0

· ∇vu+ (σk
λ − σk

λ0
) · ∇vw + gk]dW k

t (5.10)

with u(0) = u0. Note that by (2.13),

|||tr((aλ − aλ0) · ∇2
vw)|||L∞

T (B̃β
p;θ(L

p
ω)) . |λ− λ0| · |||w|||L∞

T (B̃2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)), (5.11)

|||(λ− λ0)b · ∇vw|||L∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) . |λ− λ0| · |||w|||L∞

T (B̃1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)), (5.12)

and

|||(σλ − σλ0) · ∇vw|||L∞
T (B̃1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) . |λ− λ0| · |||w|||L∞

T (B̃2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)). (5.13)

By the assumption, SKE (5.10) admits a unique solution denoted by Qλw. In other
words, we obtain a mapping

L
∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) ∋ w → Qλw ∈ L

∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)).

Moreover, by the linearity of SKE (5.10) and (5.1), (5.11)-(5.13), there is a constant
C0 > 0 independent of λ0 and λ such that

|||Qλ(w − w̄)|||
L
∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ
(Lp

ω)) 6 C0|λ− λ0||||w − w̄|||
L
∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ
(Lp

ω)).

In particular, if we let δ = 1/(2C0), we obtain a contraction map Qλ. By the fixed

point theorem, for any λ ∈ [λ0, λ0 + δ], there is a unique u ∈ L∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)) so

that

Qλu = u.

That is, SKE (5.9) is uniquely solvable in L∞
T (B̃2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω)). Since for λ = 0, SKE

(5.9) is uniquely solvable (see Theorem 3.6), by iteration, (5.9) is also uniquely
solvable for λ = 1. The proof is complete. �
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5.2. Improvement of the regularity in x. Note that by (2.9),

B2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) = B(2+β)/3
p;x (Lp

ω) ∩B2+β
p;v (Lp

ω).

For β ∈ (0, 1), the regularity of weak solutions in variable x in Theorem 5.2 does not
exceed 1. Naturally, we may ask under what weakest conditions on the coefficients,
weak solutions u of SKE (1.1) become strong solutions, i.e., u is C1-differentiable
in variable x. For this aim, we make the following assumptions:

(Hβ,γ
1 ) We suppose that for some γ, β ∈ (0, 1),

‖a‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

γ
x(C

β
θ ))

+ ‖b‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

γ
x(C

β
θ ))

+ ‖σ‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

γ
x(C

1+β
θ )) 6 c3.

We also introduce the following mixed space: for β, γ > 0 and p ∈ [1,∞],

‖f‖
B

γ,β
p;x,θ

(B) := sup
j

2jγ‖Rx
j f‖Bβ

p;θ
(B) = sup

j,k
2jγ2kβ‖Rx

jRθ
kf‖Lp

x(B) <∞,

where Rx
j is defined in (2.10), and

|||f |||
B̃

γ,β
p;x,θ(B)

:= sup
z

‖χδ
zf‖Bγ,β

p;x,θ(B))
<∞,

where χδ
z is defined in (2.17). We have

Theorem 5.3. Let T > 0, p ∈ [2,∞), β, γ ∈ (0, 1) and

u0 ∈ B̃γ,2+β
p;x,θ (Lp

ω), f ∈ L
∞
T (B̃γ,β

p;x,θ(L
p
ω)), g ∈ L

∞
T (B̃γ,1+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω(ℓ

2))).

Under (H0) and (Hβ,γ
1 ), the unique weak solution u in Theorem 5.2 also satisfies

|||u|||
L
∞
T (B̃γ,2+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω)) .C |||u0|||B̃γ,2+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω) + |||f |||

L
∞
T (B̃γ,β

p;x,θ(L
p
ω)) + |||g|||

L
∞
T (B̃γ,1+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))),

where C = C(d, p, β, γ, T, c0, c1, c3) > 0.

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 5.2, noting that

dRx
j u

δ
z0 =

[
tr(az0 · ∇2

vRx
j u

δ
z0) + v · ∇xRx

j u
δ
z0 +Rx

j f̃
]
dt

+ (Rx
j g̃

k + σk
z0 · ∇vRx

j u
δ
z0)dW

k
t ,

(5.14)

for any q ∈ [2,∞], by Theorem 4.2 with α = β + 2(1− 1
q ) and κ = 1, we have

‖Rx
j u

δ
z0(t)‖

B
β+2(1− 1

q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.C ‖Rx
j (u0χ

δ
z0(0, ·))‖

B
β+2(1− 1

q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

[
‖Rx

j f̃(s)‖q
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖Rx
j g̃(s)‖q

B
β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

.

(5.15)

We estimate ‖Rx
j f̃(s)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) and ‖Rx

j g̃(s)‖Bβ+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)). Note that

Rx
j tr(ā · ∇2

vu
δ
z0) = tr(ā · Rx

j∇2
vu

δ
z0) + tr([Rx

j , ā] · ∇2
vu

δ
z0)

and
Rx

j (σ̄ · ∇vu
δ
z0) = σ̄ · Rx

j∇vu
δ
z0 + [Rx

j , σ̄] · ∇vu
δ
z0 .

By Lemma 2.11, (Hβ,γ
1 ) and Young’s inequality, it is easy to see that

‖Rx
j tr(ā · ∇2

vu
δ
z0)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) + ‖Rx

j (b̄ · ∇vu
2δ
z0)‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) + ‖Rx

j (c̄ · u2δz0)‖Bβ
p;θ(L

p
ω)

. δβ‖Rx
ju

δ
z0‖B2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω) + ‖Rx

j u
δ
z0‖Lp

z,ω
+ 2−γj‖u2δz0‖B2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω),

and

‖Rx
j (σ̄ · ∇vu

δ
z0)‖B1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2)) + ‖Rx

j (h̄ u
2δ
z0)‖B1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))

. δ‖Rx
j u

δ
z0‖B2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω) + ‖Rx

ju
δ
z0‖Lp

z,ω
+ 2−γj‖u2δz0‖B1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω).
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Recall the definitions of f̃ and g̃ in (5.2) and (5.3). Substituting these two estimates
into (5.15), we obtain

‖Rx
j u

δ
z0(t)‖

B
β+2(1− 1

q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

.C ‖Rx
j (u0χ

δ
z0(0, ·))‖

B
β+2(1− 1

q
)

p;θ (Lp
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

[
δβ‖Rx

j u
δ
z0‖B2+β

p;θ (Lp
ω) + ‖Rx

ju
δ
z0(s)‖

q
L
p
z(L

p
ω)

]
ds

)1/q

+ 2−γj

(∫ t

0

‖u2δz0(s)‖
q

B
2+β
p;θ (Lp

ω)
ds

)1/q

+

(∫ t

0

[
‖Rx

j f
δ
z0(s)‖

q

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

+ ‖Rx
j g

δ
z0(s)‖

q

B
β+1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))

]
ds

)1/q

,

which further implies by definition and (5.1) that for any q ∈ [2,∞],

|||u(t)|||
B̃

γ,β+2(1− 1
q
)

p;x,θ (Lp
ω)

.C |||u0|||
B̃

γ,β+2(1− 1
q
)

p;x,θ (Lp
ω)

+

(∫ t

0

[
δβ|||u(s)|||q

B̃
γ,2+β
p;x,θ (Lp

ω)
+ Cδ|||u(s)|||q

B̃
γ,1
p;x,θ(L

p
ω)

]
ds

)1/q

+KT ,

(5.16)

where

KT := |||f |||
L
∞
T (B̃γ,β

p;x,θ(L
p
ω))) + |||g|||

L
∞
T (B̃γ,1+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))).

In particular, letting q = ∞ and δ be small enough, we get

|||u|||
L
∞
t (B̃γ,2+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω))) .C |||u0|||B̃γ,β+2

p;x,θ (Lp
ω) + |||u|||

L
∞
t (B̃γ,1

p;x,θ(L
p
ω)) +KT . (5.17)

Substituting this into (5.16) and taking q = 2, we have

|||u|||
L
∞
t (B̃γ,1+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω))) .C |||u0|||B̃γ,β+2

p;x,θ (Lp
ω) +

(∫ t

0

|||u|||2
L∞
s (B̃γ,1+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω)
ds

)1/2

+KT .

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

|||u|||
L
∞
T (B̃γ,1+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω) . |||u0|||B̃γ,β+2

p;x,θ (Lp
ω) +KT .

Substituting this into (5.17), we obtain the desired estimate. �

5.3. Solvability of adjoint equation (1.2). In this subsection we study the ad-
joint equation (1.2), and assume

(Hβ
1)

′ We suppose that for some β ∈ (0, 1) and c2 > 0,

‖a‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

β
θ )

+ ‖b‖L∞
T,ω,z

+ ‖σ‖
L
∞
T,ω(C

β
θ (ℓ

2)) 6 c2, T > 0.

We also introduce the following notion about the solution of SKE (1.2).

Definition 5.4. Let T > 0, β ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ [2,∞). A predictable process

u ∈ L∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) is called a weak solution of SKE (1.2) if for any ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R2d),

〈u(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

[〈u,Lvϕ+ v · ∇xϕ〉+ 〈f, ϕ〉]ds

+

∫ t

0

[〈u,M k
v ϕ〉+ 〈gk, ϕ〉]dW k

s .

We have the following result.
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Theorem 5.5. Let T > 0, p ∈ [2,∞), β ∈ (0, 1) and

u0 ∈ B̃β
p;θ(L

p
ω), f ∈ L

∞
T (B̃β−2

p;θ (Lp
ω)), g ∈ L

∞
T (B̃β−1

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ

2))).

Under (H0) and (Hβ
1 )

′, there is a unique weak solution u to SKE (1.2) so that

|||u|||
L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) .C |||u0|||B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω) + |||f |||

L
∞
T (B̃β−2

p;θ (Lp
ω)) + |||g|||

L
∞
T (B̃β−1

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))), (5.18)

where the constant C = C(d, p, q, β, T, c0, c1, c2) > 0.

Proof. We only prove the a priori estimate (5.18). We follow the proof of Theorem
5.2 and use the same notations therein. It is the same reason as in the proof of
Theorem 5.2 that we may assume u0 ≡ 0. By Definition 5.4, one sees that uδz0 is a
weak solution of the following freezing SKE:

duδz0 =
[
tr(az0 · ∇2

vu
δ
z0)− v · ∇xu

δ
z0 + f̃

]
dt+

[
σk
z0 · ∇vu

δ
z0 + g̃k

]
dW k

t ,

where

f̃ := ∂2vivj ((a
ij − aijz0)u

δ
z0)− 2∂vi(a

iju)∂vjχ
δ
z0 + divv(bu

δ
z0)

−
[
tr(a · ∇2

vχ
δ
z0) + (v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0 + b · ∇vχ

δ
z0

]
u+ fχδ

z0 ,

and

g̃ := divv((σ − σz0)u
δ
z0)− σ · ∇vχ

δ
z0u+ gχδ

z0 .

For simplicity of notations, if we set

ā := (a− az0)χ
2δ
z0 , σ̄ := (σ − σz0)χ

2δ
z0 , h̄ := σ · ∇vχ

δ
z0 ,

and
c̄ := −

(
tr(a · ∇2

vχ
δ
z0) + (v − v0) · ∇xχ

δ
z0 + b · ∇vχ

δ
z0

)
,

then due to χ2δ
z0 = 1 on the support of χδ

z0 , we can write

f̃ = ∂2vivj (ā
ijuδz0)− 2∂vi(a

iju2δz0)∂vjχ
δ
z0 + divv(bu

δ
z0) + c̄ u2δz0 + fχδ

z0

and

g̃ = divv(σ̄u
δ
z0)− h̄ u2δz0 + gχδ

z0 .

For any p ∈ [2,∞) and q ∈ (2,∞], by Theorem 4.2, there is a constant C =
C(T, d, p, q, β, c0, c1) > 0 such that for all δ ∈ (0, 1) and z0 ∈ R2d,

‖uδz0‖
L
∞
T (B

β− 2
q

p;θ (Lp
ω))

.C ‖f̃‖
L
q
T (Bβ−2

p;θ (Lp
ω)) + ‖g̃‖

L
q
T (Bβ−1

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))). (5.19)

We estimate each term of the right hand side. By Bernstein’s inequality and (2.13),

‖∂2vivj (ā
ijuδz0)‖Bβ−2

p;θ (Lp
ω) . ‖āuδz0‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) . δβ‖uδz0‖Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω) + Cδ‖uδz0‖Lp

z(L
p
ω),

and by (2.14),

‖∂vi(aiju2δz0)∂vjχ
δ
z0‖Bβ−2

p;θ
(Lp

ω) . ‖∂vi(aiju2δz0)‖Bβ−2
p;θ

(Lp
ω)‖∂vjχδ

z0‖C2
θ

. ‖aiju2δz0‖Lp
z(L

p
ω) . ‖u2δz0‖Lp

z(L
p
ω),

and
‖divv(buδz0)‖Bβ−2

p;θ (Lp
ω) . ‖buδz0‖Bβ−1

p;θ (Lp
ω) 6 ‖b‖L∞

z,ω
‖uδz0‖Lp

z(L
p
ω).

Since c̄ is bounded, we also have

‖c̄u2δz0‖Bβ−2
p;θ (Lp

ω) . ‖c̄u2δz0‖Lp
z(L

p
ω) . ‖u2δz0‖Lp

z(L
p
ω).

Therefore,

‖f̃‖
B

β−2
p;θ (Lp

ω) . δβ |||u|||
B̃

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + Cδ|||u|||L̃p

z(L
p
ω) + |||f |||

B̃
β−2
p;θ (Lp

ω).
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Similarly, one can show that

‖g̃‖
B

β−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)) . δβ |||u|||
B̃

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + Cδ|||u|||L̃p

z(L
p
ω) + |||g|||

B̃
β−1
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2)).

Substituting these two estimates into (5.19), and taking supremum in z0 ∈ R2d, we
obtain that for any q ∈ [2,∞],

|||u|||
L
∞
T (B̃

β− 2
q

p;θ (Lp
ω))

.C δβ |||u|||
L
q
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) + Cδ|||u|||Lq

T (L̃p
z(L

p
ω))

+ |||f |||
L
q
T (B̃β−2

p;θ (Lp
ω)) + |||g|||

L
q
T (B̃β−1

p;θ (Lp
ω(ℓ2))).

The remaining proof is completely the same as in Theorem 5.2. �

6. Applications in nonlinear filtering problems

Fix d, d1 ∈ N. Let (B̃t)t>0 and (Bt)t>0 be two independent d and d1-dimensional
Brownian motions on some stochastic basis (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t>0). Let

(b̃, σ̃, σ, b̂) : R+ × R
2d × R

d1 → (Rd,Rd ⊗ R
d,Rd ⊗ R

d1 ,Rd1)

and
σ̂ : R+ × R

d1 → R
d1 ⊗ R

d1

be bounded Borel measurable functions. Consider the following SDE of Itô’s type:

d




Xt

Vt
Yt



 =




Vt,

b̃(t, Ut)

b̂(t, Ut)



 dt+




0, 0, 0
0, σ̃(t, Ut), σ(t, Ut)
0, 0, σ̂(t, Yt)



 d




0

B̃t

Bt



 , (6.1)

where
Ut := (Xt, Vt, Yt) =: (Zt, Yt) ∈ R

2d × R
d1 ,

Zt stands for the unobservable signal and Yt denotes the observable signal, U0 is an
F0-measurable random variable. Let FY

t be the P-completed σ-algebra generated
by {Ys, s 6 t}, which represents the observation information. In application, we
want to predict Zt in terms of FY

t . More precisely, we want to calculate the
conditional distribution of Zt under FY

t :

Πt(ω,A) := P(Zt ∈ A|FY
t ).

This is usually called the filtering problem (cf. [26]).
Throughout this section we suppose that

(A1) Π0(ω, dz) = π0(ω, z)dz with π0 ∈ ∩p>2B̃
β
p;θ(L

p
ω) for some β ∈ (0, 1).

(A2) b̃, σ̃, σ, b̂, σ̂ are bounded and Lipschitz in (x, v, y) and uniformly in t.
(A3) σ̃ and σ̂ are non-singular, and for some K > 0 and all t, x, v, y,

‖σ̃−1(t, x, v, y)‖Md
sym

+ ‖σ̂−1(t, y)‖
M

d1
sym

6 K.

Under the above assumptions, it is well-known that SDE (6.1) admits a unique
strong solution. Let

h̃(t, z, y) := (σ̂−1b̂)(t, z, y), b̄(t, z, y) := (b̃− σh̃)(t, z, y)

and

Wt = Bt +

∫ t

0

h̃(s, Us)ds.

Then we can write SDE (6.1) as

d




Xt

Vt
Yt


 =




Vt,
b̄(t, Ut)

0


dt+




0, 0, 0
0, σ̃(t, Ut), σ(t, Ut)
0, 0, σ̂(t, Yt)


d




0

B̃t

Wt


 .
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Define

ρt := exp

{∫ t

0

h̃(s, Us)dBs +
1

2

∫ t

0

‖h̃(s, Us)‖2ds
}
. (6.2)

Fix T > 0. Since h̃ is bounded, by Itô’s formula, it is easy to see that

E(ρ−1
T |Ft) = ρ−1

t , t ∈ [0, T ]. (6.3)

Thus, by Girsanov’s theorem, under the new probability measure

P̄T (dω) := ρ−1
T (ω)P(dω), (6.4)

(Wt)t∈[0,T ] is still a d1-dimensional Wiener process and independent of B̃. Moreover,
since σ̂ is invertible, it is easy to see that (see [26, Lemma 6.2])

F
Y
t = F

W
t ∨ F

Y
0 . (6.5)

This is the crucial point for deriving the density equation of Πt(ω, ·). In other
words, by Girsanov’s technique, the observation information is transformed into
Brownian filtration information.

Now we let

Σ(t, ω, z) := σ (t, z, Yt(ω)) , Σ̃(t, ω, z) := σ̃ (t, z, Yt(ω)) ,

b(t, ω, z) := b̄ (t, z, Yt(ω)) , h(t, ω, z) := (σ̂−1b̂)(t, z, Yt(ω)),
(6.6)

and

Lvϕ := tr(a · ∇2
vϕ) + b · ∇vϕ, Mvϕ := Σ · ∇vϕ+ hϕ, (6.7)

where a := 1
2 (ΣΣ

∗ + Σ̃Σ̃∗). Consider the following linear SKE:

du = [L ∗
v u− v · ∇xu]dt+ M

∗
v udWt, u(0) = π0, (6.8)

where L ∗
v and M ∗

v stand for the adjoint operators of Lv and Mv, respectively.
Under (A1)-(A3), by Theorem 5.5, there exists a unique generalized solution

u ∈ ∩p>2L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)), T > 0, (6.9)

to the above SKE. We first show the following result.

Lemma 6.1. For each t > 0, R > 0 and β′ < β, it holds that for P-almost all ω,

χR
0 (·)u(t, ω, ·) ∈ ∩p>2B

β′

p;θ, (6.10)

where χR
0 is the cutoff function in (2.17), and for any bounded measurable ϕ,

〈u(t, ω), ϕ〉 = E
P̄T
(
ϕ(Zt)ρT |FY

t

)
(ω), (6.11)

where ρT is defined by (6.2).

Proof. First of all, for each R, t > 0, by (6.9) and (2.3), we have

χR
0 u(t) ∈ ∩p>2B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) ⊂ ∩p>2L

p
ω(B

β′

p;θ),

which in turn gives (6.10). Let

(bε, Σ̃ε,Σε, hε) = (b, Σ̃,Σ, h) ∗ ̺ε,
where (̺ε)ε∈(0,1) is a family of mollifiers in R2d. Let (L ε

v ,M
ε
v ) be defined as in

(6.7) in terms of the above mollifying coefficients. Let uε be the unique solution of
the following SKE:

duε = [(L ε
v )

∗uε − v · ∇xuε]dt+ (M ε
v )

∗uεdWt, uε(0) = π0.
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By (5.18), there is a constant C > 0 independent of ε ∈ (0, 1) such that

|||uε|||L∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) .C |||π0|||B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω). (6.12)

Let
Uε := uε − u, Fε := (L ε

v − Lv)
∗uε, Gε := (M ε

v − Mv)
∗uε.

Then one sees that

dUε = [(Lv)
∗Uε − v · ∇xUε + Fε]dt+ [(Mv)

∗Uε +Gε]dWt, Uε(0) = 0.

By (5.18), we have

|||Uε|||L∞
T (B̃β

p;θ
(Lp

ω)) . |||Fε|||L∞
T (B̃β−2

p;θ
(Lp

ω)) + |||Gε|||L∞
T (B̃β−1

p;θ
(Lp

ω(ℓ2))). (6.13)

Here and below, the implicit constant in . is independent of ε ∈ (0, 1). Noting that

Fε = ∂2vivj ((a
ij
ε − aij)uε) + ∂vi((b

i
ε − bi)uε),

by Bernstein’s inequality (2.4), (2.13) and (6.12), we have

|||Fε|||B̃β−2
p;θ (Lp

ω) . |||(aε − a)uε|||B̃β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + |||(bε − b)uε|||B̃β−1

p;θ (Lp
ω)

. ‖aε − a‖
L
∞
t,ω(Cβ

θ )
|||uε|||B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω) + ‖bε − b‖L∞

t,ω,z
|||uε|||L̃p

z(L
p
ω)

. (ε1−β + ε)|||uε|||B̃β
p;θ(L

p
ω) . ε1−β,

where in the third inequality we have used that for |z − z′| 6 1,

|(aε − a)(t, ω, z)− (aε − a)(t, ω, z′)| . ‖aε − a‖1−β
∞ ‖a‖βLip|z − z′|β . ε1−β |z − z′|βθ .

Similarly we have

|||Gε|||B̃β−1
p;θ (Lp

ω) . |||(Σε − Σ)uε|||B̃β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + |||(hε − h)uε|||L̃p

z(L
p
ω) . ε1−β .

Thus, by (6.13),

lim
ε→0

|||Uε|||L∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) = 0. (6.14)

Let Zε := (Xε, V ε) solve the following SDE

dXε
t = V ε

t dt, dV ε
t = bε(t, Z

ε
t )dt+ Σ̃ε(t, Z

ε
t )dB̃t +Σε(t, Z

ε
t )dBt, Z

ε
0 = Z0.

Since bε,Σε, Σ̃ε are bounded and Lipschitz continuous in z uniformly in (t, ω, ε), it
is by now standard to show that

lim
ε→0

E|Zε
t − Zt|2 = 0. (6.15)

Now by [26, p.201, Theorem 5.6], we have for any ϕ ∈ C∞
b (R2d),

〈uε(t, ω), ϕ〉 = E
P̄T
(
ϕ(Zε

t )ρ
ε
t |FY

t

)
(ω), P− a.s. (6.16)

where

ρεt := exp

{∫ t

0

hε(s, Z
ε
s )dBs +

1

2

∫ t

0

‖hε(s, Zε
s )‖2ds

}
.

By (6.14) and (6.15) and taking limits for (6.16), we get

〈u(t, ω), ϕ〉 = E
P̄T
(
ϕ(Zt)ρt|FY

t

)
(ω), P− a.s. (6.17)

On the other hand, for any A ∈ FY
t , by (6.4) and (6.3) we have

E
P̄T (1Aϕ(Zt)ρt) = E

(
1Aϕ(Zt)ρtρ

−1
T

)
= E

(
1Aϕ(Zt)E(ρtρ

−1
T |Ft)

)

= E (1Aϕ(Zt)) = E
(
1Aϕ(Zt)ρTρ

−1
T

)
= E

P̄T (1Aϕ(Zt)ρT ) ,

which means that

E
P̄T
(
ϕ(Zt)ρt|FY

t

)
= E

P̄T
(
ϕ(Zt)ρT |FY

t

)
.
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Substituting this into (6.17), we obtain (6.11). �

We now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.2. Under (A1)-(A3), for each t > 0, the conditional distribution
Πt(ω, ·) has a continuous density πt(ω, ·) for P-almost all ω, and

πt(ω, ·) = u(t, ω, ·)/‖u(t, ω, ·)‖L1
z
, (6.18)

where u is given in (6.9). Moreover, πt solves the following nonlinear SKE:

dπt(ϕ) = πt(Lvϕ+ v · ∇xϕ)dt+ (πt(Mvϕ) −Πt(ht)(πt(ϕ)))dW̄t, (6.19)

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2d), where W̄t :=Wt +

∫ t

0 Πs(hs)ds.

Proof. Let T > 0. Note that by (6.2),

ρt = exp

{∫ t

0

h̃(s, Us)dWs −
1

2

∫ t

0

‖h̃(s, Us)‖2ds
}

satisfies

ρt = 1 +

∫ t

0

h̃(s, Us)ρsdWs.

Taking the conditional expectation with respect to FY
t , by [26, p.28, Theorem

1.15], we have

E
P̄T (ρt|FY

t ) = 1 + E
P̄T

(∫ t

0

h̃(s, Us)ρsdWs|FY
t

)

= 1 +

∫ t

0

E
P̄T

(
h̃(s, Us)ρs|FY

s

)
dWs

= 1 +

∫ t

0

E

(
h̃(s, Us)|FY

s

)
E
P̄T
(
ρs|FY

s

)
dWs,

which together with Πt(ht) = E
(
ht(Zt) | FY

t

)
= E(h̃(t, Ut)|FY

t ) yields that

E
P̄T
(
ρt | FY

t

)
= exp

{∫ t

0

Πs(hs)dWs −
1

2

∫ t

0

‖Πs(hs)‖2ds
}
. (6.20)

Now, by Bayes’ formula about the conditional expectations (cf. [26, p.218,
Lemma 6.1]) and (6.11), we have

Πt(ϕ) = E
(
ϕ(Zt) | FY

t

)
=

EP̄
(
ϕ(Zt)ρT | FY

t

)

EP̄
(
ρT | FY

t

) =
〈u(t), ϕ〉
〈u(t), 1〉 =

〈
u(t)

〈u(t), 1〉 , ϕ
〉
.

By the arbitrariness of ϕ, we get (6.18). The continuity of πt(ω, ·) follows by (6.10)
and the Sobolev embedding.

Moreover, by (6.16) and (6.20),

〈u(t), 1〉 = exp

{∫ t

0

Πs(hs)dWs −
1

2

∫ t

0

‖Πs(hs)‖2ds
}

and
d〈u(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u(t),Ltϕ〉dt+ 〈u(t),Mtϕ〉dWt.

Thus, by Itô’s formula,

dπt(ϕ) =
[
πt(Ltϕ) + (πt(Mtϕ)− πt(ϕ)) ‖Πt(ht)‖2

]
dt

+ (πt(Mtϕ)− πt(ϕ)Πt(ht)) dWt

=πt(Ltϕ)dt + (πt(Mtϕ)− πt(ϕ)Πt(ht)) (dWt +Πt(ht)dt).

From these, we obtain (6.21) and complete the proof. �
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Remark 6.3. Under further assumptions on b̃, σ̃, σ, b, σ̂ and π0, by Theorem 5.3,
one can show the C1 and C2-smoothness of π with respect to x variable and v
variable so that π solves the following SKE in the point-wise sense of x, v,

dπt = (L ∗
v πt + v · ∇xπ)dt+ (M ∗

v πt −Πt(ht)πt)dW̄t. (6.21)

For instance, we assume that for some γ, β ∈ (0, 1) with 3γ + β > 1,

(A′
1
) For almost all ω, Π0(ω, dz) = π0(ω, z)dz with π0 ∈ ∩p>2B̃

γ,2+β
p;x,θ (Lp

ω).

(A′
2
) b̃, σ̃, σ, b, σ̂ are bounded and Lipschitz continuous in spatial variables (x, v, y)
and uniformly in time variable t. Moreover, we also suppose that

σ, σ̃,∇2
vσ,∇2

vσ̃, b̃, divv b̃,∇vb,∇vσ̂ ∈ L
∞
T,y(C

γ
x(C

β
θ ))

and

divvσ ∈ L
∞
T,y(C

γ
x(C

1+β
θ )).

Thus, under (A′
1
), (A′

2
) and (A3), by Theorem 5.3, there exists a unique solution

to SKE (6.8) with regularity

u ∈ ∩p>2L
∞
T (B̃γ,2+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω))), T > 0. (6.22)

Due to 3γ + β > 1, by (6.18), (6.22), (2.3) and Sobolev’s embedding, we have

π ∈ ∩p>2L
∞
T (B̃γ,2+β

p;x,θ (Lp
ω))) ⊂ ∩p>2L

∞
T (Lp

ω(C
1
x ∩ C2

v )), T > 0,

where C1
x ∩C2

v stands for the space of C1 and C2-smooth functions in x and v.

7. SKEs driven by velocity-time white noises

Let {B(t, v), (t, v) ∈ R+×R} be a Brownian sheet of time and velocity variables,
whose distribution derivative in t, v is usually considered as velocity-time white
noise. Let

(f, g)(t, ω, x, v, u) : R+ × Ω× R
2 × R → (R,R)

be P × B(R3)-measurable functions. We consider the following nonlinear SKE
driven by B,

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu+ f(u)

]
dt+ g(u)dB(t, v), u(0) = u0, (7.1)

where the stochastic integral is understood in the sense of Walsh [29]. Here we have
suppressed the variables (t, ω, x, v) of f, g. We introduce the following notion about
the solution to the above SKE.

Definition 7.1. Let p > 2 and T > 0. We call a predictable process u ∈ L∞
T (L̃p

z(L
p
ω))

being a weak solution of SKE (7.1) if for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2) and t ∈ [0, T ],

〈u(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

[
〈u,∆vϕ− v · ∇xϕ〉+ 〈f(u), ϕ〉

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∫

R

ϕ(x, v)g(s, x, v, u(s, x, v))dx

)
dB(s, v) a.s.

(7.2)

In order to use our previous results to study SKE (7.1), we shall use the following
representation of B(t, v) (cf. [15, Section 8.2]),

B(t, v) =
∞∑

k=1

(∫ v

0

ηk(r)dr

)
W k

t , (7.3)
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where {ηk, k ∈ N} ⊂ C∞
c (R) is an orthogonormal basis of L2

v(R). In particular, for

any measurable adapted processes ξ(s, v) with
∫ T

0 E‖ξ(s, ·)‖2
L2
v
ds <∞,

∫ T

0

∫

R

ξ(s, v)dB(s, v) =

∞∑

k=1

∫ T

0

(∫

R

ξ(s, v)ηk(v)dv

)
dW k

s . (7.4)

For N = 1, · · · ,∞ and a function h, we introduce the following notations:

GN(h) := (hη1, · · · , hηN , 0, · · · ), G(h) := G∞(h).

By this notation and (7.4), we can write SKE (7.1) as

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu+ f(u)

]
dt+G

k(g(u))dW k
t , u(0) = u0. (7.5)

We have the following important lemma.

Lemma 7.2. For any p > 2 and r ∈ [1, p], there is a constant C = C(p, r) > 0
such that for all N = 1, · · · ,∞ and h ∈ Lp

ω(L
r
z),

‖GN(h)‖
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2)) 6 C‖h‖Lp

ω(Lr
z)
, (7.6)

where β := 4( 1p − 1
r )− 1

2 . Moreover, for any β′ < β, we also have

lim
N→∞

‖GN(h)−G(h)‖
B

β′

p;θ(L
p
ω(ℓ2))

= 0. (7.7)

Proof. Let h ∈ Lp
ω(L

r
z). Recall (2.2). By Parsaval’s identity, we have for any j ∈ N0,

‖Rθ
jGN(h)(x, v)‖2ℓ2 =

N∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣
∫

R2

φ̌θj (x − x̄, v − v̄)h(x̄, v̄)ηk(v̄)dx̄dv̄

∣∣∣∣
2

6

∞∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

(∫

R

φ̌θj (x− x̄, v − v̄)h(x̄, v̄)dx̄

)
ηk(v̄)dv̄

∣∣∣∣
2

=

∫

R

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

φ̌θj (x − x̄, v − v̄)h(x̄, v̄)dx̄

∣∣∣∣
2

dv̄

=

∫

R

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

φ̌θj (x̄, v̄)h(x − x̄, v − v̄)dx̄

∣∣∣∣
2

dv̄.

Let q, s ∈ [1,∞] be defined by

1
q + 1

r = 1
2 + 1

p ,
1
s + 1

r = 1 + 1
p .

Since p > 2, by Minkowskii’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

‖Rθ
jGN (h)‖p

L
p
z(ℓ2)

=

∫

R

‖Rθ
j (hη·)(·, v)‖pLp

x(ℓ2)
dv

6

∫

R

(∫

R

∥∥∥∥
∫

R

φ̌θj (x̄, v̄)h(· − x̄, v − v̄)dx̄

∥∥∥∥
2

L
p
x

dv̄

)p/2

dv

6

∫

R

(∫

R

‖φ̌θj(·, v̄)‖2Ls
x
‖h(·, v − v̄)‖2

Lr
x
dv̄

)p/2

dv

6 ‖φ̌θj‖pLq
v(Ls

x)
‖h‖p

Lr
v(L

r
x)

. 2p(4−
3
s−

1
q )j‖h‖p

Lr
z
= 2−pβj‖h‖p

Lr
z
, (7.8)

where the last inequality is due to the scaling property of φ̌θj and φ̌θ1 ∈ S. Thus, by
Fubini’s theorem,

‖GN(h)‖
B

β
p;θ

(Lp
ω(ℓ2)) = sup

j>0
2βj‖Rθ

jGN(h)‖Lp
z(L

p
ω(ℓ2))
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= sup
j>0

2βj‖Rθ
jGN(h)‖Lp

ω(Lp
z(ℓ2)) . ‖h‖Lp

ω(Lr
z)
.

Moreover, for β′ < β, by the dominated convergence theorem we have

lim
N→∞

‖GN(h)−G(h)‖
B

β′

p;θ(L
p
ω(ℓ2))

= lim
N→∞

sup
j>0

2β
′j‖Rθ

j(GN (h)−G(h))‖Lp
z(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

6
∑

j>0

2β
′j lim

N→∞
‖Rθ

j(GN (h)−G(h))‖Lp
ω(Lp

z(ℓ2)),

which converges to zero since for each x, v,

lim
N→∞

‖Rθ
j(GN (h)−G(h))(x, v)‖ℓ2 = 0.

The proof is complete. �

Remark 7.3. Fix δ > 0 and v0 ∈ R. By (7.3) and BDG’s inequality, it is similar
to (7.8) that for any p > 2 and j ∈ N0,

‖Rj(χ
δ
v0Ḃ(t, ·))‖Lp

v(L
p
ω) =

(∫

R

E

∣∣∣
∑

k

Rj(χ
δ
v0ηk)(v)W

k
t

∣∣∣
p

dv

)1/p

. t
1
2

(∫

R

‖Rj(χ
δ
v0η·)(v)‖

p
ℓ2dv

)1/p

. t
1
2 2

j
2 ‖χδ

v0‖Lp
v
= t

1
2 2

j
2 ‖χδ

0‖Lp
v
,

which implies that

Ḃ(t, ·) ∈ ∩p>2B̃
−1/2
p (Lp

ω).

7.1. SKEs with Lipschitz coefficients. In this subsection we make the following
Lipschitz assumptions about f and g.

(Hs
f,g) For some s ∈ (8,∞], there is a ξ ∈ ∩T>0L

∞
T,ω(L

s
z) such that for all (t, ω, z) ∈

R+ × Ω× R2 and u, u′ ∈ R,

|(f, g)(t, ω, z, u)− (f, g)(t, ω, z, u′)| 6 ξ(t, ω, z)|u− u′|. (7.9)

Since the time variable is not important in the estimates below, we shall drop the
time variables in f and g.

Lemma 7.4. Under (Hs
f,g), for any p > 2, there is a constant C0 > 0 only

depending on p, s and supt,ω ‖ξ(t, ω, ·)‖Ls
z
such that for all u, u′ ∈ L̃p

z(L
p
ω),

|||f(u)− f(u′)|||
B̃

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + |||G(g(u)− g(u′))|||

B̃
β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2)) .C0 |||u − u′|||

L̃
p
z(L

p
ω),

where β = − 1
2 − 4

s , and for all u, u′ ∈ Lp
z(L

p
ω),

‖f(u)− f(u′)‖
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + ‖G(g(u)− g(u′))‖

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2)) .C0 ‖u− u′‖Lp

z(L
p
ω).

Proof. We only prove the first one. Let r ∈ [1, p] be defined by 1
r = 1

p + 1
s . Fix

δ > 0 and z0 ∈ R2. Let χδ
z0 be as in (2.17). For β = − 1

2 − 4
s , we have

‖χδ
z0(f(u)− f(u′))‖

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω)

(2.3)

6 ‖χδ
z0(f(u)− f(u′))‖

L
p
ω(Bβ

p;θ)

(2.6)

. ‖χδ
z0(f(u)− f(u′))‖

L
p
ω(B

−1/2
r;θ )

. ‖χδ
z0(f(u)− f(u′))‖Lp

ω(Lr
z)

(7.9)

. ‖χδ
z0ξ|u− u′|‖Lp

ω(Lr
z)

6 ‖χδ
z0ξ‖L∞

T,ω(Ls
z)
‖χ2δ

z0(u− u′)‖Lp
ω(Lp

z),
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where the last step is due to Hölder’s inequality, and also,

‖χδ
z0G(g(u)− g(u′))‖

B
β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

(7.6)

. ‖χδ
z0(g(u)− g(u′))‖Lp

ω(Lr
z)

(7.9)

. ‖χδ
z0ξ|u − u′|‖Lp

ω(Lr
z)

. ‖χδ
z0ξ‖L∞

T,ω(L
s
z)
‖χ2δ

z0(u − u′)‖Lp
ω(Lp

z).

Combining the above two estimates and by the definition of ||| · |||
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω), we obtain

the first estimate. �

Now we can state and prove our main result of this section.

Theorem 7.5. Let p > 2, s ∈ (8,∞], β = − 1
2 − 4

s and α ∈ (−1, 1 + β]. Under

(Hs
f,g), for any F0-measurable u0 ∈ B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω) and T > 0, there is a unique weak

solution u ∈ L∞
T (L̃p

z(L
p
ω)) to SKE (7.1) with regularity estimate:

|||u(t)|||
B̃

1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω) .C1 t
α−1−β

2 |||u0|||B̃α
p;θ(L

p
ω) + Ĩp(f, g), t ∈ (0, T ], (7.10)

where C1 = C1(C0, T, p, α, s, κ) > 0 and

Ĩp(f, g) := |||f(·, 0)|||
L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω)) + |||G(g(·, 0))|||

L
∞
T (B̃β

p;θ(L
p
ω(ℓ2))). (7.11)

Moreover, if u0 ∈ Bα
p;θ(L

p
ω), then we also have

‖u(t)‖
B

1+β
p;θ

(Lp
ω) .C1 t

α−1−β
2 ‖u0‖Bα

p;θ(L
p
ω) + Ip(f, g), t ∈ (0, T ], (7.12)

where

Ip(f, g) := ‖f(·, 0)‖
L
∞
T (Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω)) + ‖G(g(·, 0))‖

L
∞
T (Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω(ℓ2))). (7.13)

In this case, for N ∈ N, let uN be the unique weak solution of the following SKE
driven by finitely many Brownian motions:

duN =
[
∆vuN + v · ∇xuN + f(uN)

]
dt+G

k
N(g(uN ))dW k

t , uN(0) = u0.

If p > 2
1+β , then for any γ ∈ (0, 1 + β − 2

p ),

lim
N→∞

‖u− uN‖Lp
ω(C([0,T ];Bγ

p;θ))
= 0. (7.14)

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.
(i) We use Picard’s iteration to show the existence of a weak solution. Let

u1(t) := Ptu0, t > 0.

For n > 2, let un solve the following linear SKE:

dun =
[
∆vun + v · ∇xun + f(un−1)

]
dt+G

k(g(un−1))dW
k
t (7.15)

with un(0) = u0. Since s ∈ (8,∞] and α ∈ (−1, 1+β], one can choose κ ∈ (0, 12 − 4
s )

such that

0 < δ := 1
2 − 4

s − κ < α+ 1.

Note that by Lemma 7.4,

|||f(u)|||
B̃

β
p;θ(L

p
ω) + |||G(g(u))|||

B̃
β
p;θ(L

p
ω) . |||u|||

L̃
p
z(L

p
ω) + Ĩp(f, g),

where Ĩp(f, g) is defined by (7.11). Thus by Theorem 3.6 with therein β = − 3
2 − 4

s
and q = 2, there is a constant C > 0 independent of n such that for all t ∈ (0, T ],

|||un(t)|||2
B̃δ

p;θ(L
p
ω)

.C tα−δ|||u0|||2
B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1|||un−1(s)|||2
L̃
p
z(L

p
ω)
ds+ Ĩ2

p (f, g).
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If we let

hN (t) := sup
n=1,··· ,N

|||un(t)|||2
B̃

δ
p;θ(L

p
ω)
,

then

hN(t) .C tα−δ|||u0|||2
B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1hN (s)ds+ Ĩ2
p(f, g).

Since α− δ > −1, by Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra’s type (see [32]), we get

|||un(t)|||2
B̃δ

p;θ(L
p
ω)

6 hN (t) .C tα−δ|||u0|||2
B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω)

+ Ĩ2
p (f, g). (7.16)

(ii) Let Un,m(t) := un(t)−um(t). By Theorem 3.6 with therein β = − 3
2 − 4

s and
q = 2, and by Lemma 7.4, there is a constant C > 0 such that for all t ∈ (0, T ] and
n,m > 2,

|||Un,m(t)|||2
B̃δ

p;θ(L
p
ω)

.C

∫ t

0

(t− s)κ−1|||Un−1,m−1(s)|||2
L̃
p
z(L

p
ω)
ds. (7.17)

Let

ψ(t) := lim sup
n,m→∞

sup
s∈(0,t]

(
sδ−α|||Un,m(s)|||2

B̃δ
p;θ(L

p
ω)

)
.

By (7.16) and (7.17), it is easy to derive that

ψ(T ) ≡ 0.

Thus, there are u(t) ∈ B̃δ
p;θ(L

p
ω) with

|||u(t)|||
B̃δ

p;θ(L
p
ω) .C t

α−δ
2 |||u0|||B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω) + Ĩp(f, g) (7.18)

so that

lim sup
n→∞

sup
s∈(0,T ]

(
sδ−α|||un(s)− u(s)|||2

B̃δ
p;θ

(Lp
ω)

)
= 0.

Since for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2),

〈un(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

[
〈un,∆vϕ− v · ∇xϕ〉

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

〈f(un−1), ϕ〉ds +
∫ t

0

〈Gk(g(un−1)), ϕ〉dW k
s ,

by the dominated convergence theorem and taking limits n→ ∞ for both sides, one

sees that the above u is a weak solution of (7.1). The uniqueness of u ∈ L∞
T (L̃p

z(L
p
ω))

follows from the same calculations as above.
(iii) Fix t ∈ (0, T ] and ε ∈ (0, t). Note that by (7.18),

sup
s∈[ε,t]

|||u(s)|||
B̃δ

p;θ(L
p
ω) .C ε

α−δ
2 |||u0|||B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω) + Ĩp(f, g).

Starting from the time ε, by Theorem 3.6 with therein β = − 3
2 − 4

s and q = ∞, we

can repeat the proof of (7.16) with (δ, 12 − 4
s ) in place of (α, δ) there, and obtain

|||u(t)|||
B̃

1
2
− 4

s
p;θ (Lp

ω)
.C (t− ε)

δ
2−

1
4+

2
s |||u(ε)|||

B̃δ
p;θ(L

p
ω) + sup

s∈[ε,t]

|||u(s)|||
L̃
p
z(L

p
ω) + Ĩp(f, g)

.C (t− ε)
δ
2−

1
4+

2
s ε

α−δ
2 |||u0|||B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω) + Ĩp(f, g).

In particular, taking ε = t
2 and recalling β = − 1

2 − 4
s ., we obtain (7.10).

(iv) As for (7.12), it is completely the same. We show the limit (7.14). Let
UN := u− uN . By definition, we have

dUN =
[
∆vUN + v · ∇xUN + f(u)− f(uN)

]
dt
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+ (Gk(g(u))−G
k
N (g(uN )))dW k

t .

Since p > 2
1+β = 2/(12 − 4

s ), one can choose ε small enough so that

β + 1− 2
p − ε > 0.

By Corollary 3.8 and Lemma 7.4, we have

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t]

‖UN(s)‖p
B

γ
p;θ

)
.

∫ t

0

‖f(u)− f(uN)‖p
B

β−1−ε
p;θ (Lp

ω)
ds

+

∫ t

0

‖G(g(u))−GN(g(uN ))‖p
B

β−ε
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))
ds

.

∫ t

0

‖f(u)− f(uN)‖p
B

β−1−ε
p;θ (Lp

ω)
ds

+

∫ t

0

‖GN(g(u)− g(uN ))‖p
B

β−ε
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))
ds

+

∫ t

0

‖(G−GN)(g(u))‖p
B

β−ε
p;θ (Lp

ω(ℓ2))
ds

.

∫ t

0

‖UN‖p
L
p
z(L

p
ω)
ds+

∫ t

0

‖(G−GN)(g(u))‖p
B

β−ε
p;θ

(Lp
ω(ℓ2))

ds,

which implies (7.14) by Gronwall’s inequality and (7.7). �

Corollary 7.6. Let s ∈ (8,∞], β = − 1
2 − 4

s , γ ∈ (0, 1+β
3 ], α ∈ (−1, 1 + β] and

u0 ∈ ∪α>−1B̃
α
p;θ, Ĩp(f, g) <∞, ∀p > 2, (7.19)

where Ĩp(f, g) is defined by (7.11). Under (Hs
f,g), for any R, T > 0, p > 2 and

ε ∈ (0, T ), there is a constant C2 > 0 depending on C1, α, γ, ε, R, Ĩp(f, g) and
|||u0|||B̃α

p;θ(L
p
ω) such that for the solution u in Theorem 7.5 and for all ε 6 t1 < t2 6 T ,

‖(u(t2)− u(t1))χ
R
0 ‖Bγ

p;θ(L
p
ω) .C2 (t2 − t1)

1+β−γ
3 , (7.20)

where χR
0 is the cutoff function in (2.17). In particular, for any δ ∈ (0, 12 − 4

s ),
there is a finite random variable C = C(ε, T,R, ω) such that for all ε 6 t1 < t2 6 T
and x1, x2, v1, v2 ∈ BR,

|u(t1, ω, x1, v1)− u(t2, ω, x2, v2)| .C (|t1 − t2|
δ
3 + |x1 − x2|

δ
3 + |v1 − v2|δ), a.s.

Proof. For fixed R > 0, by definition it is easy to see that

d(uχR
0 ) =

[
∆v(uχ

R
0 ) + v · ∇x(uχ

R
0 ) + FR]dt+G

k(g(u)χR
0 )dW

k
t ,

where
FR := F (u)χR

0 − 2divv(u∇vχ
R
0 ) + (∆vχ

R
0 − v · ∇vχ

R
0 )u.

Thus, for γ ∈ (0, 1+β
3 ], by (3.27) we have

‖u(t2)χR
0 − Γt2−t1(u(t1)χ

R
0 )‖Bγ

p;θ(L
p
ω) .C (t2 − t1)

1+β−γ
2

×
(
‖u(t1)‖B1+β

p;θ (Lp
ω) + ‖FR‖L∞

t1,t2
(Bβ−1

p;θ (Lp
ω)) + ‖G(g(u)χR

0 )‖L∞
t1,t2

(Bβ
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2)))

)
.

By Bernstein’s inequality (2.6), (7.6) and (7.10), we clearly have

‖FR‖L∞
t1,t2

(Bβ−1
p;θ (Lp

ω)) + ‖G(g(u)χR
0 )‖L∞

t1,t2
(Bβ

p;θ(L
p
ω(ℓ2)))

. ‖uχ2R
0 ‖L∞

t1,t2
(Lp

z(L
p
ω)) + 1 . t

α−1−β
2

1 |||u0|||B̃α
p;θ(L

p
ω) + 1 6 Cε.
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Thus,

‖u(t2)χR
0 − Γt2−t1(u(t1)χ

R
0 )‖Bγ

p;θ(L
p
ω) .C (t2 − t1)

1+β−γ
2 .

Moreover, by (3.13) we also have

‖Γt2−t1(u(t1)χ
R
0 )− u(t1)χ

R
0 ‖Bγ

p;θ(L
p
ω) . (t2 − t1)

1+β−γ
3 ‖u(t1)χR

0 ‖B1+β
p;θ (Lp

ω).

Combining the above two estimates, we obtain (7.20). Finally, the Hölder continuity
of u(t, ω, x, v) in t, x, v follows by (7.20), (7.10) and the Kolmogorov continuity
theorem. �

Example 7.7. Here we provide an example for (7.19). Suppose that

u0(x, v) = ρ(x, v)µ(dv),

where µ is a σ-finite measure over R with supv0 µ{v : |v− v0| 6 1} <∞ and ρ(x, v)

is a bounded measurable function on R2. Then

u0 ∈ ∩p>1B̃
1/p−1
p;θ ⊂ ∩p>2 ∪α>−1 B̃

α
p;θ. (7.21)

Indeed, for z0 = (x0, v0) ∈ R2, by definition, we have

Rθ
j (χ

δ
z0u0)(x, v) =

∫

R2

φ̌θj (x− x̄, v − v̄)(χδ
z0ρ)(x̄, v̄)dx̄µ(dv̄)

=

∫

R2

φ̌θj (x̄, v − v̄)(χδ
z0ρ)(x − x̄, v̄)dx̄µ(dv̄).

Thus by Minkowskii’s inequality,

‖Rθ
j (χ

δ
z0u0)(·, v)‖Lp

x
6

∫

R2

|φ̌θj (x̄, v − v̄)|dx̄‖(χδ
z0ρ)(·, v̄)‖Lp

x
µ(dv̄)

and

‖Rθ
j (χ

δ
z0u0)‖Lp

v(L
p
x) 6

∥∥∥∥
∫

R

|φ̌θj (x̄, ·)|dx̄
∥∥∥∥
L
p
v

∫

R

‖(χδ
z0ρ)(·, v̄)‖Lp

x
µ(dv̄)

. 2j(1−
1
p )µ
{
v̄ : |v̄ − v0| 6 2δ

}
. 2j(1−

1
p ),

which in turn gives (7.21).

7.2. SKEs with super-linear growth coefficients. In this subsection we con-
sider the following super-linear growth SKE:

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu

]
dt+ |u|γ+1dB(t, v), u(0) = u0,

or equivalently,

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu

]
dt+G

k(|u|γ+1)dW k
t , u(0) = u0. (7.22)

We want to show the following well-posedness result.

Theorem 7.8. Let γ ∈ [0, 18 ) and p >
12

1−8γ . For any u0 ∈ L1
z∩B

1
2−4γ

p;θ , there exists

a unique weak solution u ∈ Cb([0, T ]× R2) a.s. to SKE (7.22).

Before giving a proof, we first consider the following linear SKE

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu+ f

]
dt+G

k(ξu)dW k
t , u(0) = u0, (7.23)

where ξ : R+ × Ω × R2 → R is a bounded predictable function. The following a
priori estimate is crucial for proving Theorem 7.8.
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Lemma 7.9. Suppose that ξ is a bounded predictable process. Let p > 2, u0 ∈ Lp
z

and u ∈ L∞
T (Lp

z(L
p
ω)) be a weak solution of SKE (7.23). If u+0 ∈ L1

z, then for any
bounded stopping time τ ,

E‖u+(τ)‖L1
z
6 ‖u+0 ‖L1

z
+ E

∫ τ

0

‖f+(s)‖L1
z
ds. (7.24)

Proof. By (7.14) and Fatou’s lemma, it suffices to show (7.24) for the unique solu-
tion of the following SKE driven by finitely many Brownian motions:

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu+ f

]
dt+G

k
N (ξu)dW k

t , u(0) = u0, (7.25)

whereN <∞. Let ρε(x, v) := ε−4ρ(ε−1x, ε−3v), where ρ is smooth density function
with support in the unit ball. Define uε := u ∗ ρε and fε := f ∗ ρε. Then

duε(t) = (∆vuε + v · ∇xuε + [ρε∗, v · ∇x]u+ fε)dt+G
k
N (ξu) ∗ ρεdW k

t ,

where

[ρε∗, v · ∇x]u := ρε ∗ (v · ∇xu)− v · ∇x(u ∗ ρε).
Let ψ : R → [0,∞) be a smooth convex smooth function with bounded derivative
of all orders greater than 1. By Itô’s formula, we have

ψ(uε(t)) = ψ(uε(0)) +

∫ t

0

ψ′(uε)(∆vuε + v · ∇xuε + [ρε∗, v · ∇x]u+ fε)ds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

ψ′′(uε)‖GN (ξu) ∗ ρε‖2ℓ2ds+
∫ t

0

ψ′(uε)(G
k
N (ξu) ∗ ρε)dW k

s .

Let χ be a nonnegative smooth function with compact support. Multiplying both
sides by χ and then integrating on R2 and noting that
∫
ψ′(uε)(∆vuε + v · ∇xuε)χ = −

∫
ψ′′(uε)|∇vuε|2χ+

∫
(∆vχ− v · ∇xχ)ψ(uε),

we obtain that for any bounded stopping time τ ,

E

∫
ψ(uε(τ))χ 6

∫
ψ(uε(0))χ+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
(∆vχ− v · ∇xχ)ψ(uε)

+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
ψ′(uε)([ρε∗, v · ∇x]u+ fε)χ

+
1

2
E

∫ τ

0

∫
ψ′′(uε)‖GN(ξu) ∗ ρε‖2ℓ2χ.

Here and below we drop the integral variables dxdvds for simplicity. Letting ε→ 0
and by Fatou’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem, we get

E

∫
ψ(u(τ))χ = E

∫
lim
ε→0

ψ(uε(τ))χ 6 lim inf
ε→0

E

∫
ψ(uε(τ))χ

6

∫
ψ(u(0))χ+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
(∆vχ− v · ∇xχ)ψ(u)

+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
ψ′(u)fχ+

1

2
E

∫ τ

0

∫
ψ′′(u)‖GN(ξu)‖2ℓ2χ.

(7.26)

Now we take

ψ(r) = ψδ(r) := (r +
√
r2 + δ)/2, δ > 0.

Clearly,

lim
δ↓0

ψδ(r) = r+, ψ′′
δ (r) > 0, r2ψ′′

δ (r) 6
√
δ, |ψ′

δ(r)| 6 1.
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Thus by (7.26),

E

∫
ψδ(u(τ))χ 6

∫
ψδ(u(0))χ+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
(∆vχ− v · ∇xχ)ψδ(u)

+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
f+χ+

√
δ

2
E

∫ τ

0

∫
‖GN(ξ)‖2ℓ2χ.

Letting δ ↓ 0, we get for any bounded stopping time τ ,

E

∫
u+(τ)χ 6

∫
u+(0)χ+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
u+(∆v − v · ∇x)χ+ E

∫ τ

0

∫
f+χ. (7.27)

Now, let χ : R2 → [0, 1] be a nonnegative smooth function with

χ(x, v) =

{
1, |x|1/3 + |v| 6 1,

0, |x|1/3 + |v| > 2.

For R > 1, let

χR(x, v) := χ(R−3x,R−1v).

By the chain rule, it is easy to see that

(∆vχR − v · ∇xχR)(x, v) = R−2(∆vχ− v · ∇xχ)(R
−3x,R−1v)

6 ‖∆vχ− v · ∇xχ‖∞R−2χ2R(x, v).
(7.28)

Thus, for any n ∈ N0, by (7.27) with χ2nR in place of χ, we get for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E

∫
u+(t)χ2nR 6

∫
u+0 + C0(2

nR)−2
E

∫ t

0

∫
u+χ2n+1R + E

∫ T

0

∫
f+,

where C0 := ‖∆vχ−v ·∇xχ‖∞. Let Hn(t) := E
∫
u+(t)χ2nR. The above inequality

means that

Hn(t) 6

∫
u+0 + E

∫ T

0

∫
f+ds+ C0(2

nR)−2

∫ t

0

Hn+1(s)ds.

By iteration, we get for any N ∈ N,

H0(t) 6

(∫
u+0 + E

∫ T

0

∫
f+ds

)(
1 +

N−1∑

n=1

(C0R
−2t)n

2n(n−1)n!

)

+
(C0R

−2)N

2N(N−1)

∫ t

0

∫ s1

0

· · ·
∫ sN−1

0

HN (sN )dsN · · · ds1.

Since by Hölder’s inequality and the assumption, for q = p
p−1 ∈ (1, 2],

HN (t) 6 E‖u(t)‖p‖χ2NR‖q 6 C1(2
NR)

4
q ,

where C1 does not depend on N,R, t, we have

(C0R
−2)N

2N(N−1)

∫ t

0

∫ s1

0

· · ·
∫ sN−1

0

HN (sN )dsN · · ·ds1 6
C1(2

NR)
4
q (C0R

−2t)N

2N(N−1)N !
→ 0

as N → ∞. Hence,

E

∫
u+(t)χR = H0(t) 6

(∫
u+0 + E

∫ T

0

∫
f+ds

)
eC0R

−2t.

Letting R → ∞, we obtain that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E

∫
u+(t) 6

∫
u+0 + E

∫ T

0

∫
f+.
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Finally, by this estimate and (7.27), (7.28) again,

E

∫
u+(τ)χR 6

∫
u+(0)χR +

‖∆vχ− v · ∇xχ‖∞
R2

E

∫ τ

0

∫
u+ + E

∫ τ

0

∫
f+χR,

which implies the desired result by taking limits R→ ∞. �

Remark 7.10. Suppose f− ≡ 0. If u(0) > 0, then u(t) > 0 a.s. by (7.24). This in
turn implies the nonnegativity of the solution to SKE (7.22) provided u0 > 0.

Remark 7.11. Estimate (7.24) is also used to derive the local uniqueness of SKE
(7.1) under (H∞

f,g). More precisely, let u1 and u2 be two solutions of SKE (7.1)

before stopping time τ 6 T with the same initial values, i.e., for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2),

〈ui(t), ϕ〉 = 〈u0, ϕ〉+
∫ t

0

[
〈ui,∆vϕ− v · ∇xϕ〉+ 〈f(ui), ϕ〉

]
ds

+

∫ t

0

〈Gk(g(ui)), ϕ〉dW k
s , t 6 τ, a.s., i = 1, 2.

Then it holds that

u1(t) = u2(t), ∀t 6 τ, a.s.

Indeed, let U := u1 − u2. Then U solves the following SKE: for t 6 τ ,

dU = [∆vU + v · ∇xU + ξ0U ]dt+G
k(ξ1U)dW k

t , U(0) = 0,

where ξ0 := (f(u1) − f(u2))/(u1 − u2) and ξ1 := (g(u1) − g(u2))/(u1 − u2). Here
we use the convention 0

0 := 0. Under (H∞
f,g), ξ0 and ξ1 are bounded predictable.

Using (7.24), we have

E‖U(t ∧ τ)‖L1
z
6 E

∫ t∧τ

0

‖ξ0U(s)‖L1
z
ds 6 ‖ξ0‖∞E

∫ t

0

‖U(s ∧ τ)‖L1
z
ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality, U(t ∧ τ) = 0 for any t ∈ [0, T ]. We would like to point
out that the local uniqueness seems not be an obvious consequence of the global
uniqueness since for uτ (t) := u(t ∧ τ), we only have

∂tu
τ = 1t6τ

[
∆vu

τ + v · ∇xu
τ + f(uτ)

]
dt+G

k(g(uτ ))dW k
t∧τ ,

which has a random degenerate coefficient in front of the Laplacian operator.

Remark 7.12. By (7.24) and [14, Theorem III 6.8] or [34, Lemma 2.7], when
f = 0, we have

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖1/2
L1
z

)
6 2‖u0‖1/2L1

z
. (7.29)

Now we are in a position to give

Proof of Theorem 7.8. For m ∈ N, we define

gm(u) := (|u| ∧m)γ+1.

Clearly, gm is global Lipschitz. By Theorem 7.5, the following SKE has a unique

weak solution um ∈ L∞
T (B

1
2−4γ

p;θ (Lp
ω))

du =
[
∆vu+ v · ∇xu

]
dt+G

k(gm(u))dW k
t , u(0) = u0. (7.30)

From the definition, one sees that um is also a weak solution of the following
linearized equation:

dw =
[
∆vw + v · ∇xw

]
dt+G

k(ξmw)dW
k
t , w(0) = u0,
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where

ξm(t, x, v) := gm(um(t, x, v))/um(t, x, v), 0
0 := 0.

Since |ξm| 6 mγ , by (7.29), we have

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t)‖1/2
L1
z

)
6 2‖u0‖1/2L1

z
.

In the following we shall use this a priori estimate to derive that for any T > 0,

lim
R→∞

sup
m

P

(
ω : sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t, ω, ·)‖Cb(R2) > R

)
= 0. (7.31)

For S > 0, define a stopping time

τSm := inf
{
t > 0 : ‖um(t, ·)‖L1

z
> S

}
.

Noting that

|ξm(t, ω, z)| 6 |um(t, ω, z)|γ,
we have for s = 1/γ,

‖ξm(t ∧ τSm, ω, ·)‖Ls
z
6 Sγ .

On the other hand, by Duhamel’s formula, we also have

um(t) = Ptu0 +

∫ t

0

Pt−sG
k(ξmum)dW k

s .

Let 1
r = 1

p +
1
s = 1

p +γ and β = 4( 1p − 1
r )− 1

2 = − 1
2 − 4γ. For any δ ∈ (0, β+1− 2

p ),

by (3.7), (3.24), (7.6) and Hölder’s inequality, we have

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t∧τS
m]

‖um(s)‖p
Bδ

p;θ

)
. ‖u0‖p

B
β+1− 2

p
p;θ

+

∫ t

0

‖G((ξmum)(· ∧ τSm))(s)‖p
B

β
p;θ(L

p
ω(ℓ2))

ds

. 1 +

∫ t

0

‖(ξmum)(s ∧ τSm)‖p
L
p
ω(Lr

z)
ds

6 1 + Sγp

∫ t

0

‖um(s ∧ τSm)‖p
L
p
ω(Lp

z)
ds,

which implies by Gronwall’s inequality that

sup
m

E

(
sup

s∈[0,t∧τS
m]

‖um(s)‖p
Bδ

p;θ

)
6 C1 = C1(S).

Since p > 12
1−8γ , one can choose δ ∈ ( 4p , β +1− 2

p ) = ( 4p ,
1
2 − 4γ − 2

p ) so that by the

above estimate and (2.5) with q = ∞,

sup
m

E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τS
m]

‖um(t)‖pCb(R2)

)
6 C2 = C2(S).

By Chebychev’s inequality, we have

P

(
ω : sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t, ω, ·)‖Cb(R2) > R

)
6 P(τSm 6 T )

+ P

(
ω : sup

t∈[0,T∧τS
m]

‖um(t, ω, ·)‖Cb(R2) > R

)
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6
1

S1/2
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t, ·)‖1/2
L1
z

)
+

1

R
E

(
sup

t∈[0,T∧τS
m]

‖um(t)‖pCb(R2)

)

6
2‖u0‖1/2L1

z

S1/2
+
C2

R
,

which yields (7.31) by firstly letting R → ∞ and then S → ∞.
Finally, by (7.31), we can construct a unique solution of (7.22) as in [15]. Indeed,

for given m,n ∈ N, we define

τnm := inf
{
t > 0 : ‖um(t)‖Cb(R2) > n

}
.

Since for m > n, um and un satisfy the same equation (7.30) with coefficient gn
before τnm. By the local uniqueness (see Remark 7.11), we have um|[0,τn

m) = un|[0,τn
m).

Hence,

τmm > τnm > τnn , a.s.,

and we can define without ambiguity

u(t, x, v) := um(t, x, v), t 6 τmm .

Clearly, u is a unique weak solution of (7.22) before τmm . By (7.31), one sees that

P(τmm 6 T ) 6 P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖um(t)‖Cb(R2) > m

)

6 sup
n

P

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖un(t)‖Cb(R2) > m

)
→ 0

as m→ ∞. The proof is complete. �
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tion (2020). arXiv: 2006. 13325.
[25] Priola E.: Global Schauder estimates for a class of degenerate Kolmogorov equations. Studia

Math. Vol. 194, No. 2, pp. 117-153 (2009).
[26] Rozovsky B. L. and Lototsky S. V.: Stochastic evolution systems. Probability Theory and

Stochastic Modeling. Vol. 89, Springer, Cham, 2018.
[27] Sone Y.: Kinetic theory and fluid dynamics. Modeling and Simulation in Science, Engineering

and Technology, Springer, 2002.
[28] Triebel H.: Theory of function spaces III. Monographs in Mathematics. Vol. 100, Birkhäuser
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coefficient. SIAM J. Math. Anal. Vol. 48, No. 3, pp. 2189-2222 (2016).
[31] Villani C.: Hypocoercivity. Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society. 2009.
[32] Zhang X.: Stochastic Volterra equations in Banach spaces and stochastic partial differential

equations. J. Fun. Anal., Volume 258, Issue 4, 15, Pages 1361-1425(2010).
[33] Zhang X.: Stochastic partial differential equations with unbounded and degenerate coeffi-

cients. J. Differential Equations. Vol. 250, No. 4, pp. 1924-1966 (2011).
[34] Zhang X. and Zhao G.: Singular Brownian Diffusion Processes. Communications in Mathe-

matics and Statistics, 6 (2018), no. 4, 533-581.
[35] Zhang X.: Stochastic Hamiltonian flows with singular coefficients. Science China Mathemat-

ics, Vol. 61, No. 8, pp. 1353-1384 (2018).
[36] Zhang X. and Zhao G.: Stochastic Lagrangian Path for Leray’s Solutions of 3D Navier–Stokes

Equations. Comm. in Math. Phys., volume 381, pages491-525(2021).

Xiaolong Zhang: School of Mathematics and Statistics, Wuhan University, Wuhan,

Hubei 430072, P.R.China, Email: zhangxl.math@whu.edu.cn

Xicheng Zhang: School of Mathematics and Statistics, Wuhan University, Wuhan,

Hubei 430072, P.R.China, Email: XichengZhang@gmail.com


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Vector-valued anisotropic Besov and Hölder spaces
	2.2. Itô-Wentzell's formula for distribution-valued processes

	3. Model equations
	3.1. Estimates of kinetic semigroup Pt
	3.2. Simple model equations

	4. SKEs with constant random coefficients
	5. SKEs with variable random coefficients
	5.1. Optimal Besov regularity estimates
	5.2. Improvement of the regularity in x
	5.3. Solvability of adjoint equation (1.2)

	6. Applications in nonlinear filtering problems
	7. SKEs driven by velocity-time white noises
	7.1. SKEs with Lipschitz coefficients
	7.2. SKEs with super-linear growth coefficients

	References

