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1 Introduction

The theory of random fields finds its origin in the combination of two deep schools of thought.
Firstly, from the kinetic theory of matter it is well understood that large scale, long range depen-
dencies arise from the interactions of individuals with only their neighbours. On the other hand,
probabilistic reasoning would conclude that each of these local interactions should be probabilistic
in nature. The upshot of these ideas is that many problems in the modern world can be modelled by
the joint distribution for some large collection of random variables that exhibit correlation with one
another derived from some underlying graph structure. The study of Markov random fields starts
with the Ising model of ferromagnetism from statistical mechanics [Bax89], but there there is also
interest in neurophysiology due to Hopfield networks for modelling addressable memory [Hop82].
Our focus of interest is on large collections of stochastic differential equations

dXP = b, (t,X“[t],XN“ [t])dt vz, ueV

where V represents an index set, V,, C V and (Z“) is a collection of independent additive noises.
Such stochastic processes arise in statistical physics [Der03,[RRR10], mathematical finance [NS20]
and oscillator synchronisation [Med19]].

Previous works studying the Markov random field properties for such locally interacting diffu-
sions start with [Deu87]] and [CRZ96] (which uses a variation of the Malliavin integration by parts
formula), continuing with [DRO5]] (which uses a truncation argument and convergence of the as-
sociated Hamiltonian) and later [RR14] which considers stochastic differential equations with a
confining potential and a separate locally interacting drift term.

More recently, [LRW21]] establishes a 2-Markov random field property for a much broader class
of stochastic differential equations by allowing for many different drift terms b, using a Girsanov
theorem. This work was motivated by [LRW23]] which showed how a Global 2-Markov Random
Field property is necessary for the derivation of an autonomous description of the dynamics of some
small neighbourhood of locally interacting SDEs as the marginal of some much larger collection.
This autonomous description takes the form of a singular McKean-Vlasov equation and this result
has powerful implications for the study of these infinite systems of locally interacting SDEs.

Our interest arose from studying the local equation in the context where the Brownian motion
was replaced by a Gaussian noise. We found that a necessary property for the Gaussian noises is that
the reproducing kernel Hilbert space needs to be appropriately large so that one can use a Girsanov
Theorem applied to the drift term to describe the changes of measure that are central to proving
the Markov Random Field property.

A Gaussian noise that proved to be a very effective choice was fractional Brownian motion since
the reproducing kernel Hilbert space is already well documented in [DU99] and its failure of the
semi-martingale property made it a compelling choice. While reviewing the literature, we came
across the concept of the fundamental martingale and realised this was central to our methods: a
Gaussian process is said to have a fundamental martingale if there is a Volterra kernel that trans-
forms the Gaussian process to a martingale (under the filtration generated by the Gaussian process).
In the case of fractional Brownian motion, the Volterra kernel is already known (see Equation
below) and we consider some Gaussian processes whole Volterra kernel has a similar Sonine pair.

More specifically, we found that the property that fractional Brownian motion satisfies that we
require in this work is that the collection of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces (H;);c[o,7] forms a
Hilbert space filtration that is isomorphic to the Hilbert space filtration of reproducing kernels for
Brownian motion. We refer to this property as securely locally non-deterministic (see Definition [3.25]
below).



We also emphasise that secure local non-determinism and the existence of the fundamental
martingale also leads to many other vital properties, including entropy estimates and a Mimicking
Theorem with important implications for distribution dependent dynamics that we explore in future
works.

Basic definitions

Let V be a finite or countably infinite set and let E C {{u,v} : u,v € V'}. Then we say that (V, E)
is graph. For every u € V, we denote the neighbourhood N, = {v € V : {u,v} € E}. We say
that a graph (V, E) is locally finite if for every u € V the set |N,| < oco. We say that two graphs
G1 = (Vl,El) and Go = (Vk, E5) are isomorphic if there exists a bijection ¢ : V; — V5 such that
= {{¢[u], ¢[v]} : {u,v} € E;} and we define the set of locally finite graph isomorphism classes
by g.
For a subset A C V', we define the first and second order boundary sets

90A :={u eV :3Jv e Asuch that {u,v} € E},
P A:=0AU0(AUDA).

Definition 1.1. A clique in a graph G = (V, E) is a complete subgraph of G, a subset A C V such that
(u,v) € FE for every u,v € A. Equivalently, a clique is a set A C V of diameter at most 1. We define
cly (G) to be the set of all cliques of the graph G.

Similarly, we say that any subset A C V with diameter at most 2 is a 2-clique of the graph G and
let clo(G) denote the set of 2-cliques of G.

For a normed vector space (X, || -||) we denote by B(X') the Borel sets of X. For a finite index set
V and a collection of normed vector spaces (X“, I| - Hu) we denote XV = @,y X" with norm

|-l : &Y = Rby

ueV?

1@ uev = D I2ullu-

ueV

On the other hand, when V is countably infinite index set and (X*“, || - ||.)uev is a collection of
normed vector spaces, we denote the locally convex topological vector space

xV = @ X" with collection of seminorms  f,(z") = [|2“|..
ueV

For a locally convex topological vector space X', we denote by X'* the collection of continuous linear
functionals and B’(X) to be cylindrical o-algebra, the minimal o-algebra with respect to which all
continuous linear functionals are measurable.

For a measure u € P(X V) and a subset U C V, we denote uV to be the pushforward of the
measure ;. under the canonical projection from XV onto XV,

Definition 1.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let G = (V, E) be a locally finite graph. Let YV :=
(Y")yev be a collection of random variables indexed by V with probability distribution p € P(XV).

We say that (Y"),ev (or equivalently 1) is a first-order local Markov random field (abbreviated
as 1-MRF) on XV if for every finite set A C V, the collection of random variables Y4 = (Y?),cA is
conditionally independent of Y AY94)°" = (Y'V) s 94y given Y4,

We say that (Y"),cv (or equivalently 1) is a second-order local Markov random field (abbreviated
as 2-MRF) on XV if for every finite set A C V the collection of random variables Y is conditionally
independent of Y (AY9°A)° giyen y9°4,



A collection of X-valued random elements (Y, ),cv is said to form a second-order global Markov
Random Field if for any sets A C V, B C V' \ (A U 9?A), the collection of random variables Y4 is
conditionally independent of YB given Y9°4.

When the space X'V is clear from the context, we will simply say that (X?),cy, or equivalently
its law p, is a IMRF or 2MRF.

Summary

In Section 2] we provide an accessible summary of the results we prove in this paper. These results
are specific to fractional Brownian motion, which is the canonical example of the Gaussian processes
that we use as additive noise.

In Section [3] we study the existence and properties of the fundamental martingale. In Section
[3.1] we provide a discrete time justification for the existence of a Volterra kernel that transforms
Gaussian processes into a martingale and show that the existence of a fundamental martingale
is equivalent to the Gaussian process satisfying a local non-determinism condition. In Section [3.2]
we consider continuous time Gaussian Volterra processes and demonstrate under an appropriate
assumption (see Assumption [3.7) that allows us to bijectively transform this Volterra process into a
Brownian motion, and further that we can also bijectively transform stochastic processes that take
their value on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of the Volterra process to stochastic processes
that take their values on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of Brownian motion. In Section
we introduce the concept of “secure local non-determinism” and show that this is equivalent
to Assumption [3.7. Finally, in Section [3.4] we prove a Girsanov Theorem (see Theorem for
Gaussian Volterra processes that are securely locally non-deterministic.

In Section[4] we consider collections of stochastic differential equations that interact locally with
one another through the drift term based on the underlying structure of a graph. In Section[4.1] we
prove weak existence and uniqueness using Theorem [3.28] This result also includes the case where
the graph (V, E') has countably infinite vertex set which we believe is a new result even when the
collection of Gaussian Volterra processes are taken to be Brownian motions. In Section4.2] we prove
that such collections of locally interacting stochastic differential equations form a Markov random
field. The proof when the graph is finite follows from the well known 2"¢-Hammersey-Clifford result,
but when the vertex set is taken to be countably infinite this becomes more challenging and we have
to adapt a truncation argument (the full details of which can be found in Appendix [Al

Notation

Let C4 = C([0, T); R?) be the vector space of continuous functions on the interval [0, 7 taking their
values in R? paired with the supremum norm ||z|/eo¢ = |zo| + SUPgcfo,q |7s|- Similarly, let C(C{T be
the subspace of continuous functions with xy = 0. Using the canonical decomposition that for any
r € CY, we can equivalently write x = (29,2 — ) € R? x C&T.

Measure theory

For p > 1, (X,d) a metric space with Borel o-algebra B(X) and two probability measures u,v €
P(X') we denote the p-Wasserstein distance by

Wi [, v] :< inf /X XXd(w,y)”dﬂ(%y))p

rell(u,v)
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where II(u, v) is the set of all measures on (X x X,0(B(X) x B(X))) with marginals p and v. For
a measure y € P(X) and f : X — R we denote

(u.f) = /X f(@)dp(z).

For two measures p,v € P(X) we use v << u to denote that v is absolutely continuous with
respect to u. We denote the relative entropy functional by

/Xlog <Z—'Z(w)> dpu(x) if log <%’5) € Ll(/'\,’,,u;]R),

00 otherwise.

H[M‘I/] = (1.1

Sometimes, H [,uM is referred to as the Kullback-Leibler divergence.

2 Main results

The main contributions of this paper are the extension of Girsanov’s Theorem for a collection of
Gaussian processes and an application of this to proving that collections of locally interacting equa-
tions form a 2-Markov Random Field. We also develop many of the concepts established in this paper
to prove a Mimicking Theorem for the study of McKean-Vlasov equations in the sequel [HRS24]]

2.1 Fractional Brownian motion

The focus of this work is for stochastic differential equations driven by an additive Gaussian noise,
the most intuitive of these being fractional Brownian motion:

Definition 2.1. A one dimensional fractional Brownian motion (Z;)c|o,r) with Hurst parameter H €
(0,1) is a centered Gaussian process with covariance defined for t, s € [0,T] by

E[ths} = R(t,s) = %(|t|2H Fs2H e — s|2H). 2.1)
A d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion is a centered Gaussian process with covariance
E (%0, Z,)a] = d- R(t,5).

Where notation can be reduced, we will not write the identity matrix.

A fractional Brownian motion is a continuous time stochastic process that satisfies Zy = 0 and is
the unique centered Gaussian process that is self-similar and has stationary increments:

Zy~ N -2, and Z;— Z,~ Z;_s.

The case H = 1/2 corresponds to that of Brownian motion, but otherwise 7 is neither a Markov
process nor a semimartingale. However, much like Brownian motion the process is P-almost surely
a-Holder continuous for o < H.

A fractional Brownian motion can be written as a Gaussian Volterra process

t
Z; = / K(t,s)dW,
0
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where K (t,s) =0fort < sand for s <t

1 g K H-3 g1 1
CH - 82 /(u—s) 2 2 du H > 3,
K(t,s) = ° (2.2)
_ H—> 1 t 3 1
<(t(t 3)) 2 B (H—_ %) SQH/ ’LLH E(U—S)H 2du> H < %
S S
where .
H(2H -1 2
( ( ) - > H> 1
B(2—-2H,H — 3)
CH =

S

2H )
1 H< 2
(1-2H)3(1 - 2H,H + 1)
see for example [Nua06| Chapter 5]. Through direct computation, we can verify via the It6 isometry
that

E[ths] - /OT K(t,u)K (s, u)du = R(t, s).

The fundamental Martingale

The fundamental martingale is concept first introduced in [NVV99] to understand the change of
measure for stochastic differential equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion and was sub-
sequently developed in [KLBR0Oa, KLBROOD] to study filtering problems for stochastic differential
equations driven by fractional Brownian motion. We use a slightly different Volterra kernel (Equa-
tion below) to the one stated in [NVV99] which allows us to map directly onto a Brownian
motion. The Volterra kernel is somewhat more complicated, but the advantage is that we do not
need to account for additional quadratic variation terms that arise in [KLBROOa, KLBROODb].

It is commonly understood that a fractional Brownian motion is not a semimartingale; indeed
fractional Brownian motion often chosen as the go-to stochastic process that is not a semimartingale.
However, consider the following Volterra process driven by a fractional Brownian motion Z (with
Hurst parameter H € (0,1))

T
W = / L(t, 5)dZ,
0

where L(t,s) =0 fort < s and for s < ¢

1 t
t— —-H 1 1 3
(S( S))2 _( _%)Sz_H/(T_S)Q_HTH_2d’U .[_I>l

S

L(t,s) = ¢

The Volterra kernel L : [0,7] — H has the unique property that
E[Wt*wg‘} —tAs

so that W* is a Brownian motion. We prove that the stochastic process (W;")c(o7) is a local-
martingale with respect to the filtration F# = (F#);c(o, 7 and further the two filtrations F# and F""~
are equal. Therefore, while a fractional Brownian motion is not a semimartingale, it is a Volterra
convolution away from a Brownian motion. We prove these results not just for fractional Brownian
motion but also for a class of Gaussian processes in Section [3l
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2.2 Girsanov’s Theorem

The dynamics of a stochastic process of the form
X; = Xo + /Ot b(s, X[s])ds + Z
can be transformed via a convolution with the Volterra kernel (2.3) into the stochastic process
X = Xo+ /Ot L(t,s)dX, = Xo + /Ot Q" (s, X[s])ds + Wy

where for any progressively measurable function b : [0, 7] x C% — R?% we define Q" : [0, T] x C% — R
by

Qb(t,X[t]) ::%/0 L(t, s)b(s, X [s])ds 2.4)

1

t 1 1
=1 —H)tH—i/ (t —5)~ 2T p(s, X[s])s2 " ds.
0

This choice of definition is motivated by the fact that for every ¢ € [0, T']

t b S S S = t S S S S t S S S = t S b S S S
/OQ (s, X[s])d /OL(t, Jb(s, X[s])ds and /Ob( X[s))d /OK(t, )QP (s, X [s])d

where the Volterra kernel L(¢,-) was defined in Equation (2.3).
When the integral

/OT ‘Qb(t,m[t]) ‘th < oo we conclude that H /0. b(t,m[t])dt‘

< 0
Hr

where #Hp is the reproducing kernel Hilbert space generated by the covariances R(¢,-) defined
in Equation (2I). As the Hilbert space of square integrable functions L?([0,7]; R) has a natural
projection onto the Hilbert space L*([0,¢];R) by multiplying by the indicator function Ljg,, We
define a projection operation I1; : Hp — H; defined by

Ht[/o.b(s,X[s])ds} = /OIMK(HS)QE)(S’X[S])dS- (2.5)

Further, we establish a Girsanov type result for stochastic processes with an additive fractional
Brownian motion:

Theorem 2.2. Let d € N let Py € P(R?) and let v € P(C&T) be the law of a fractional Brownian
motion. We denote P* = Py x v € P(C$).
Let b: [0,T] x C% — R? be progressively measurable and suppose that

H /0. b(s, X[s])ds

Further, suppose that on the probability space (C%, B'(cd), P*) the process

t s Zt[/o. b(s,X[s])ds} = exp <5<Ht[/0' b(S,X[s])dsD _ %H /0- b(s,X[S])dS‘

< oo P*-almost surely.
Hr

2
) (2.6)
He



(where § is the Malliavin divergence) is a martingale that satisfies that

BP’ {ZT[/'b(s,X[s])dsH ~1 @.7)

0

Let P be the probability measure defined by
ar |\ _ Zt[/. b(s,X[s])ds].
0

dpP*

Fi
Then the law of the process
t
X; — / b(s, X[s])ds under P
0
is the same as the law of the canonical process X under P*.

This is a slight adaption of the well known result first proved in [DU99] and we emphasise that
we prove this result for a much richer class of Gaussian processes (see Theorem [3.28 and Section [3]
for more details).

2.3 Locally interacting stochastic differential equations

For some (V, E) € G, we are interested in studying the correlation between the collection of random
variables from the solution of the locally interacting stochastic differential equation

dX¥ = b, <s,X“[s],XN“ [s])ds +dZt, weV, (XY)uey ~ fo. (2.8)

The collection of fractional Brownian motions (Z"),cy will all be independent of one another.

Theorem 2.3. Let (V, E) be a countably infinite locally finite graph, let (b,)ucv be a collection of
functions and let 11y € P((RY)Y).
Suppose that for every u € V, the function

by 1 [0,T] x C& x (C3)Ne — R?
is progressively measurable and that there exists M € L*([0,T];R) such that for every (X*, X™) €

Cf x (CE)M,

: 2
H/ by (s, X“[s], XN [s]) ds < 00,
0 Ho

QP (1, X [0, X™[1))| < M- By (X, X™)  and (2.9)

de > 0 such that supE[exp <e CFu (2" + X§,(Z + XO)N“)ﬂ < 0.
ueV

Then there exists a unique weak solution to the collection of stochastic differential equations
dXY = b, (t,X“[t],XN“ [t])dt +dZE, weV, (X¥)uev ~ .

We prove a more general version of Theorem [2.3]in Section [4] but very briefly the proof relies
on an adaption of Theorem [2.2] to random variables defined on locally convex topological vector
spaces. To the best of our knowledge, this adaption is novel and avoids previous techniques that
rely on compact embeddings.



Remark 2.4. We emphasise that the dynamics of stochastic differential equations of the form (2.8) are
non-Markovian in the sense that for every u € V the drift term b, (t,-) is dependent on the path of the
stochastic process up to time-t. We denote a path by X |[t| while the time marginal by X;.

There are a couple of reasons for this choice of generality: Firstly, as we shall see below the paths of
these locally interacting SDEs form a 2-Markov Random Field as a measure on pathspace in part due to
the drift term being expressible as a clique functional. This would also be the case if the drift term was
only dependent on time marginals, but it is more interesting to consider the most general setting.

Another good reason is that the Volterra transformation of the drift term, which we denote by
Q"(t, ), is by definition a functional on the entire path up to time-t even when b is only dependent on
the time marginals of the path. By considering b(t,-) as a path functional, the bijective nature of the
transformation b <= QP becomes more natural.

Example 2.5. Let K : [0,7] — L%([0,T];R) as in Equation (2.2) be the Volterra kernel for fractional
Brownian motion. Let b : [0, T] x C% — RY be a progressively measurable and denote

Q.+ [0,T) x Cf » R definedby Q! _d [
w0 7 v Qh(talt]) == [ Lt )b(s,als])ds
0

where L : [0, T] — H is defined in (2Z.3).
Further, suppose that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

sup E [exp (e]XOIQ)] < 0. (2.10)
ueV

First consider the case where H < 3. Suppose that there exists M : [0,T] — R such that
T t 1
b, x10)] < 2 (1+]%],,) and / / (t — s)" @ DM, |ds| My |dt < 00, (2.11)
’ o Jo

In particular, if b satisfies a uniform in time linear growth condition then Equation (2.11)) follows. By
adapting the techniques first detailed in [NOOZ2[, we observe that

L[ 1 1
‘Qb(s,X)‘ :‘SH§-/ (s—r)7(§+H)r57Hb(r,X)dr‘
0
S R
<|s 2/(8—7") 2727 | M, |dr -(1—|—HXHOOS>.
O )
Further, by direct calculation we obtain that
T 2 T s 1 1 2
/ ds:/ 32H1</ (s—r)ﬁHr§H|Mr|dr> ds
0 0 0
T ooma [ ~Aym i om —Aim iy
</ sHHT / /(S—T’) G+ 2=H 0 (s — )~ @2~ 7| My, | dudrds
0

~Jo 0
e in lin i n i n

S/ / (/ $PH=1 (g — p)=(@HH) (5 — g~ (2 )d5> cr27 N Myp|u2” 7 | My |dudr
0 0 uVr

T (T 1 1 1 1
S/ / wvr) I 2T —uvr)2 Huvr —unr) @ A r)2 5| M, - | M,|dudr
o Jo

gl [® 1yl
s 2 (s—r) 27" r2" 7| M,|dr
0

T r 1
s/ / (r —w) "2 | M || M, | dudr < .
0 0

9



To conclude, we remark by Ferniques Theorem and Equation (2.1Q) that for some choice of € > 0,
E[exp (6(1 + | Z + Xon))] < 00.

As such, we conclude that Equation (2.9) follows.

Example 2.6. Now suppose that H > % but we still have Equation (2.1Q). Consider a function of the
form

b(s,z[s]) :
‘l;(s,x) —l;(t,y)‘ < C<|t—s|“/—i— |:U—y|o‘> for ae(1-541), v>H-1

b(s,zs) where b:[0,T] xR’ = R? and
(2.12)

Again, by adapting the techniques first detailed in [NOO2] we have that

‘Qb(s,x[s])‘ :6(5,$3)8%_H + (H — %)SH_%Z)(S,CES) /05 <5%—H _ T%—H> (s — T)—(%—FH)dT

1 (S /. . 1 1
+ (H — %)stﬁ / (b(s,xs) — b(r, :Us))rifH(s — T)f(iJrH)dr
0

By applying Equation (2.12)), we conclude that

Qs als))| <52~ ([600,0)] + C (17 + [z )

1 /4
o+ (H = 1)s™ 2 ([6(0,0)] + C (5] + |z, |*) s~

Next, by evaluation we obtain that for some ¢ > 0 chosen small enough that
1_ N
@ (s,als)| <Crs2 ™ (Jool + [l2]% + sl + [b(0, 0] + [Je]l5,_5°*"=2).
Notice that this choice of the function F' from Equation (2.9) is not necessarily finite for every choice
of (X4, XNu) € 4 x (C4)Nu and yet the expectation is finite because paths for which F is not defined
occur on a null set of the Gaussian measure.

Now we remark that since a fractional Brownian motion Z with Hurst parameter H has that for
any choice of ¢ € (0, H), there exists some ¢ > 0 such that

E[exp <6HZH§{_E)} < oo,
we conclude for € > 0 chosen small enough that

E[exp (e(1%ol + | X0 + ZI1% + | X0 + ZH%_J)] < .
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Quenched 2-Markov Random Fields

As each stochastic differential equation is strongly correlated with its neighbours via the drift term
and we restrict ourselves to the case where the number neighbours of any vertex is finite, we
should not expect to observe any statistical decoupling that one would hope for in a mean-field
setting. Therefore, the correlation between the processes marking any two vertices will be highly
challenging to compute, even when those two vertices are far from one another.

We prove that the collection of stochastic differential equations considered in this work form a
2-Markov Random Field:

Theorem 2.7. Let (V, E) be a countably infinite locally finite graph, let (b,).cv be a collection of
functions and let 1 € P((R%)V). Let M € L*([0, T}; R).
Suppose that:

1. for every u € V, let b, : [0,T] x C& x (C&)N« — R? be progressively measurable and satisfies
Equation (2.9);

2. the measure pg is a 2-Markov Random Field and there exists a collection of measures (\y)uev
such that for any finite set A C V, the marginal measure p}, is equivalent to the product measure

:U'Ek]’A = H Av

vEA

and the initial law p satisfies

sup/ |2°Pdpo(z") < oo;
veV JRA

Then the collection of random variables (V, E, (X"[t])ycv) is a quenched 2-MRF.

The first thing to note is that we do not require that the graph is finite, only that every vertex has
a finite neighbourhood. Secondly, as has already been explained in detail in [LRW21]], the law of
the process forms a 2-MRF as a measure on pathspace and it is not the case that the time marginals
of the stochastic processes form a 2-MRF. In a sentence, this is because one needs to condition on
the entire path of the collection of processes in the separating set and the o-algebra generated by
only the time marginals is not large enough.

To prove Theorem which follows from Theorem we first consider the finite graph set-
ting. In this setting, we can write down an explicit Radon-Nikodym derivative between the law of
the law of the solution and a reference measure (which we choose to be the product law the col-
lection of independent fractional Brownian motions). This has a natural 2-clique factorisation, so
by Proposition [4.6] we conclude. The extension to the infinite graph setting is more technical, but
the techniques are similar to those used in [LRW21]] and we include an adaption of them here for
completeness.

3 The fundamental martingale and Girsanov’s Theorem

The fundamental martingale is a concept that was first introduced in [NVV99]] and further developed
in [KLBROOa, KLBROOb] as a tool for studying fractional Brownian motion. While results that rely
on the existence of the fundamental martingale of fractional Brownian motion are often well cited
in the literature, the concept has not received much study in recent years. It is widely known that
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a fractional Brownian motion is not a martingale (under the canonical filtration), nor indeed a
semimartingale; this is often cited as a reason for the study of such processes. It is also well known
that fractional Brownian motion admits a representation as a Volterra process driven by a Brownian
motion. What is less often used in the literature is that there is a Volterra kernel (defined in Equation
[2.3) that transforms a fractional Brownian motion into a Brownian motion.

A stochastic process that has a fundamental martingale is one which can be transformed into a
martingale via convolution with a Volterra kernel. While the motivating example that we consider is
a fractional Brownian motion, we emphasise that we also consider a much larger class of Gaussian
processes.

3.1 Discrete time intuition

In order to provide some intuition to the purpose of the fundamental martingale, consider the
following discrete time Gaussian process:

Let Z = (Z,)nen be a sequence of Gaussian random variables on a probability space (2, F,P)
and for each n € N let the cumulative vector Z,, = (Z;);=1,... » be an n-dimensional centred Gaussian
vector with covariance matrix

R, =E|Z, 7} | = (E[Z 7,]) .
i,j=1m
Suppose (for the moment) that for each n € N the covariance matrix R, is invertible. Then for each
n € N the Gaussian vector Z,, has density

1

= - ex —le 1z
) = e e (57 (R,

By inductively defining the matrices, row vectors and scalars such that

_ Rna Rnl -1 _ Sna Snl
Rn+1 B <R1n7 rn+1> and (Rn+1) B <Sln7 3n+1> ’

we get the identities

Sn : Rn + Snl . Rln :In and Sln . Rn + Sp+1* Rln =0 (3 1)
S, +8S,1-Ri,- (Rn)—l :(Rn)—l and Si, + Spp1- Rip - (Rn)_l -0 .
We define the sequence of random variables
(My), .y where M, :=17-(Rn)"" - Z,, (3.2)

where 1,, is a column vector with all values equal to 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let Z = (Z,)nen be a sequence of Gaussian random variables on a probability space
(Q, F,P) and suppose that for each n € N the covariance matrix R,, is invertible.
Then the sequence of random variables (M,,),cn is a Martingale.

We refer to (M,), _ as the fundamental martingale.

Proof. First consider the sequence of o-algebras (O’(Mn))n cn- Since for each n € N we have the
matrix R,, is invertible, we have that o(M,,) = o(Z,,) C F.

12



Courtesy of classical results for conditional Gaussian measures, we have that
E{Z”Jrl‘J(Z")} = Rt - (Rn)_l L.
Combining this with Equation (3.1I), we get
E{MnH‘U(Ml, . Mn)] = E[lg c(Rng1) - Zn+1‘U(M1, . Mn)}
S Sn1 Z
=E|(1T 1) (™ ") Z,
{( n ) <Slna 5n+1> <Zn+1> ‘U( )]
:(15 'S, + Sln> T + (15 S+ sn+1) - E[Zn+1‘a(zn)]
=17 (R,)"'Z, = M,

In particular, this means that
E[My - (Mas1 = M)
517 (R 2 (1 Res) B~ 1 (R) 2,
— E[lf 'S, Z - (12 “Su1 - Znst + St - Zon + Snsa - Znﬂﬂ
=178y (RSt + Ryt - St - L+ R - 5041 = 0.

As first described in [NVV99], we can interpret M,, as the (discrete time) stochastic integral of
the kernel L(n,i) = (17, - (R,,) "), with respect to the cumulative process Z, = 31" | Z;.

Local non-determinism and the fundamental martingale (discrete time)

The sequence of matrices (R, ),en need not be invertible, but for the martingale M, to exist, we
require that each inverse exists. With this in mind, we introduce the following:

Definition 3.2. Let Z = (Z,,)nen be a sequence of Gaussian random variables and for each n € N let
the sumulative vector Z,, = (Z;)i=1,... n be an n-dimensional centred Gaussian vector with covariance
matrix

R, = E[zn : zﬂ - <IE[ZZ- : Zj])

i,j=1,...,n

We say that Z is locally non-deterministic if for every choice of n € N we have that
2
E {(Zn+1 - E[Zn+1\a(zn)]) ] >0 (3.3)

Lemma 3.3. Let Z = (Z,)nen be a sequence of Gaussian random variables and suppose that Z is
locally non-deterministic. Then for every choice of n € N we have that the matrix R, is invertible.

Proof. We proceed via induction: suppose that the matrix R,, is invertible and consider the matrix

R, 1= Ro Rin where R, e R"!' R,, ¢ R™™¥ and R,, €R.
Rny Ryy

13



Then our primary hypothesis (3.3) can be rewritten as
AMm=Ri;y —R,i (R, Ry, >0.

Consider the matrix

Q = i An(Rn)_l + (Rn)_l "Ry Ry - (Rn)_l ) _(Rn)_l g 2
n+1l — )\n _Rn+ i (Rn)fl ’ 1 .
By direct calculation we obtain that,
Iy, 0

I, ., 0
Rot1-Quyr = <0 1) and Quy1-Rpp1i= (5 1)

so that the matrix R,,; 1 has an explicit inverse. O
This means that the fundamental martingale
T —1
M, =17 . (R,)"" Z,
satisfies the identity

T (1-17- (R, Ryy) Ry
n
An

1-17 (Ry) ™ Ry
+( = ()\) +)Zn+1

MnJrl — . (Rn)il . Zn

Example 3.4 (FractionalA Brownian motion). Let {[ti,n,ti+1,n] ci=1, ,n} be a uniform partition
of [0,1], so that t;,, = *. Let Z; be a fractional Brownian motion on [0, 1] with Hurst parameter
H € (0,1). We denote the increments of the stochastic process Z = (Z]")i=o,...n by Z§ = 0 and

Zin = Zti,n - Ztiﬂ,n’ (3.4
fori e {1,...,n}. Thanks to Equation (2.1)), the covariance matrix
R, = <IE {ZZ" . ZJ"D where
ij=1
1
E{Zfzjn] =3 <|7fzn — i1 ticin = tjnl = ltin — tja* = [ticin — tjfl,n|2H>
= W(h -7 - 1|2H +li—j7+ 1|2H —2|i —]|2H) =: A(|’L —]|).
where A : Ny — R satisfies
1
A(k) = §<u<;— 127 4 yk+112ﬂ_zyk\2H). (3.5)

Hence the covariance matrix takes the form

1 1 .
R, — n2—HA" = o7 Toeplitz ({A(k?)}k:o,_..,n—1>'

14



When H < 1, we have that A(k) < 0 for all k > 1 so that

nil |A(R)| =4 SPLA(K)  when H <
pt Sonot A(k) when H >

N D=

and by a telescoping argument

o L(1nfPH = fn — 127 — [127)  when H < 4,
> lAk)] =
k=1 %(m CAPRH _|p2H 4 |1|2H) when H > 3.

When H < %,

E_j [ A(R)| < % < 1= A(0)
k=1

and the Gershgorin Circle Lemma (see [HJ13]]) tells us that this is sufficient to ensure the invertibility
of a Toeplitz matrix R,,.

Remark 3.5. We have shown that the discrete time fractional Brownian motion admits a fundamental
martingale, but this is does not necessarily ensure that the fractional Brownian motion admits a funda-
mental martingale (although at this point we know that it does) . Further, it is not clear how we define
the operator (R,,)~! in the continuous time limit.

3.2 Volterre processes

Let H C C4 be a Hilbert space of continuous functions over [0,7] and leti: H — C% be a compact
linear operator. By the structure theorem for Gaussian measures [Bog98|l, we have that there exists a
unique centred positive Gaussian measure with support equal to  the closure of # in the supremum
norm. We interchangeably refer to this Gaussian measure and the abstract Wiener space (C%, H,1).

Definition 3.6. Let d € N and let (2, F,F,P) be a complete filtered probability space carrying a
d-dimensional Brownian motion.

Let K : [0,T] — L?([0, T); Lin(R¢,R?)) be a Volterra kernel (that is K (t,s) = 0 for s > t). We say
that a stochastic process is a Gaussian Volterra process if it can be expressed as

t
7y = / K(t,s)dW, (3.6)
0

where W is a Brownian motion and K is a Volterra kernel.

In particular, the covariance function for a Gaussian Volterra processes satisfies

R(s,t):/ot/\s <K(t,u),K(s,u)> du:/OMSTr(K(t,u)-K*(S,U))dw 3.7

Lin(Rd,Rd)

In order to illustrate the key properties of the Gaussian processes that we consider for driving
signals, we need to consider three distinct Hilbert spaces:

15



(i) The reproducing kernel Hilbert space is the closure of the collection of covariance functions
Hr = span {E[(Zt,u>RdZ.] :t€[0,T],u€ Rd}
with inner product <E[(Zt,u>Z.],E[(ZS,v>Z.}>H = E[(Zt,m AZg,v)|.
T

(ii) The first Wiener-Ito chaos is the closure of the collection of step functions
Hp = span {l[o,t](-)ei,i 1t e [0,7T],i € {1, ...,d}}
with inner product <]l[o,t}€z',z', 1[078}€j’j>’7qT = E[(Zt, e;) - (Zs, ej>}.
(iii) The Volterra space is the closure of the collection of Volterra kernels

Vr 1= span {K(t, )ite [O,T]} with inner product <K(t, ), K (s, )> = R(t,s).

Vr
We have the following Hilbert space isometric isomorphisms
L:Hr = Hr, J:Vr—Hr, K:Vr—Hr,
defined by
d
L1y ()ei] (5) = E[(ZeenZ], I[K (8] (5) = Vo ()ar KK (1) () = E[ta, )7y

and I o J = K. Further, using Equation (3.7) we conclude that

Vr C L2([0, T); Lin(R%, R%))  since <K(t,-),K(s,-)>VT = /OT <K(t,r),K(s,T)>dr-

I
ﬁT i’ HT
J

\ o
Vr

Given a probability space (€2, F,P) carrying a Gaussian process (Z),c[o,7], We define the mapping
Z:H — L2(Q,P;RY) by

Isonormal Gaussian processes

Z(lpy) = Z so that E[(Z(g),Z(h»Rd] — <g,h>ﬁT

Then Z is an isonormal Gaussian process. Similarly, the isonormal Gaussian process of It6 integration
T
W L*([0,T);R?) — L?(Q,P;R?) defined by W (f) = / fsdWs.
0
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Then we conclude that P-almost surely the random variables
T
Z(h) = / J*[h] LAWs. (3.9
0
In particular, Iyl € H,J* []l[oﬂld] = K(t,-) and

t
Zt = Z(l[o,t}ld) :A K(t,s)dWS.

Further, due to Equation (3.7) we observe that the inner product on Vr is equiyalent to the inner
product on L?([0, T];R?) so that Vy C L2([0,7]; R?) and the dual operator J* : Hy — Vr satisfies

<J* (/1,37 [4] >L2([O,T}) _ <f,g>ﬁ, (3.10)

The fundamental martingale

Now, we extend our framework the continuous time setting. First of all, we introduce the following
condition for the kernel of a Gaussian Volterra process:

Assumption 3.7. Let d € N and let K : [0,T] — L*([0,T]; Lin(R?,R%)) be a Volterra kernel. Let the
d-dimensional Gaussian Volterra process defined by

t tAs
Zt:/o K(t,s)dWs with covariance R(t,s):/o <K(t’T),K(S,T)>Lin(Rd,Rd)

Suppose that there exists a Volterra kernel L : [0,T] — # such that for any s,t € 0,77,
J[L(t,)](s) = T 4(s) 1 (3.11)
where I; € Lin(R?, R?) is the identity matrix.
We are interested in choices of K for which the Volterra space
Vr s isometrically isomorphic to  L?([0, T]; Lin(R?, R%)).

Lemma 3.8. Let (2, F,F,IP) be a complete filtered probability space carrying a Brownian motion, let
K :[0,T] — L? ( [0, T); Lin(RY, Rd)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption and let Z be a
Gaussian Volterra process of the form (3.6).

Then for any t € [0, T] the reproducing kernel Hilbert space is isometrically isomorphic to

%t = { / K(-,s)hsds . h S LQ([O,t],Rd)} g C&T
0
Proof. For any element

hespan{E[<Zt,u>-Z] te [O,T],ueRd} =

he=E| Y ailZe, ui) 2] = /OTK(t,r)- <ZaiK(si,r)-ui>dr,

el el
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where [ is a finite set and a; € R, s; € [0,7] and u; € R?%. Thus we have a bijection between the sets
span {t — E{(Zs,umd . Zt] :s€[0,T],u € Rd} and
T
{t > / K(t,r)frdr: fe€ span{(K(s, J,u) s €[0,T),ue Rd}}.
0

Further

< 3 azE[<Zs¢’ ui>Z.] > bR {(eravﬁz.} >H

icl jed
T
= / <ZaiK(si,r) -ui,ijK(rj,r) -vj> dr (3.12)
0 el jeJ R4
= <ZazK(5u) -ui,ijK(rj,-) -Uj> . (313)
il jed 12 (j0.7];R?)

so that the topology induced by the inner product (-, ) is equivalent to the topology induced by
the L?([0,T]; R?) inner product on V. Hence

Hr = span {R(s, )is€E [O,T]}HT

T 2 ([0,7);k<)
:{tr—>/ K(t,r)frdr: fespan{K(s,-)-u:se[O,T],ueRd} } (3.14)
0

Next, recall that the isometry J : V — H defined by J [K(t,)] = 1plq is an isomorphism.
Assumption [3.7] implies that for every ¢ € [0, 7, there exists some L(t,-) € H such that the adjoint
operator J* : H — V satisfies Equation (3.11). In particular, this means that for every ¢ € [0, 7] and
ie{l,..,d},

]1[0,15} €ii € Vr.

As the step functions form a dense subset of L*([0,T];R), we conclude that

£2([0,7);R?)
span{K(s,-)-u:sG [O,T],uéRd} ZLQ([O,T];Rd)

and the final conclusion follows from Equation (3.14). O

Example 3.9. Recalling the Volterra kernel defined in Equation (2.2), we recall the result originally
proved in [DU99] that the reproducing kernel Hilbert space for fractional Brownian motion can be
written as

{t »—>/Ot (/OS u%fH(s — u)Hﬁ%fudu)stéds . fe LQ([O,T];R)}, H > %
Ry
0
— (H — %) /Ot </OS uéfH(s — u)Hﬁ%fudu>sH7%ds) fe LQ([O,T];R)}, H < %
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The existence of such a Volterra kernel provided by Assumption [3.7]introduces a new Gaussian
process via the stochastic integral with respect to Z:

Lemma 3.10. Let (Q, F,F,P) be a filtered probability space carrying a Brownian motion. Let K :
[0,T] — L?([0,T); Lin(R?,RY)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.7 and let Z be the
Gaussian Volterra process of the form Equation (3.6).

We define

t
Wt*:/ L(t, s)dZ,. (3.15)
0

Then W} is a d-dimensional F-Brownian motion.

Proof. Firstly, for each ¢ € [0, 7] the random variable W;* is FZ-measurable. Further, the random
variable Z; is F;-measurable so that W/ is also F;-measurable.
By calculating the covariance operator, we get that for any s, ¢ € [0, 7] that

R(t, s) :E[(Wt*,wgw} :E[< /OtL(t,u)dZu,/OsL(s,u)dZu>Rd}
- /T (3 [L(, )] (1), 3" [L(5,)] (7))
0

T
:dA Lo,q(r) - Loy (r)dr = d - (£ A 5).

"
Lin(Rd,Rd)

Therefore, W* has the same covariance relationship as a d-dimensional Brownian motion. O

Drift transformations

Given two Hilbert spaces G and H, we define the set of Bilinear forms BiLin(G, #) to be the collection
of bilinear forms from G and # to R.

Lemma 3.11. Let K : [0,7] — L*([0,T]; Lin(R%, R?)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption

3.7 and for every t € [0,T] let H,; and 7, be the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert space and the
first Wiener-Ito chaos. R
We denote the functional A : [0,T] — BiLin(Hr, Hr) defined by

t
Mo.w] = [ (366K [0](0), s
For every t € [0,T), we define A [L(t,-),| : Hr — R. Then for every ¢ € Hr,
ts Ay [L(t, -),w] (3.16)

is absolutely continuous.
Proof. Let ) € Hr. Then thanks to Lemma[3.8] there exists some h € L?([0,7]; R?) such that

Wy = /0 "Rt $)hads.
Then J*[L(t, )| (s) = Ljg4(s) and K*[¢](s) = hs so that
t = M[L(t, ), 0] = /Ot hsds. (3.17)
Therefore, by construction this map is absolutely continuous. O
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Having established that the existence of a Volterra kernel that transforms our Gaussian Volterra
process back to a Brownian motion, our next result explores how elements of the Reproducing
Kernel Hilbert space can also be transformed bijectively to L?([0,T]; R¢):

Proposition 3.12. Let K : [0,T] — L?([0,T]; Lin(R%,R%)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assump-
tion[3.7land for every t € [0, T let H; be the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert space.
Let b : [0,T] — R? and suppose for any choice of t € [0, T that

H/O bsds‘

Let L : [0,T] — # be the Volterra kernel from Assumption3.2) Then the function

< oo0. (3.18)

He

t
tr—>/ L(t, s)bsds
0

is contained in W12([0, T];R?) the Sobolev space of functions with square integrable derivatives. We
define Q° € L?([0,T);R?) by

t t t
Qb ::i/ L(t, s)bsds and /dis:/ L(t, s)bsds. (3.19)
0 0 0

dt
toy N3
w = (1)

t t .
/bsds:/ K(t,s)Q%s and H/ bsds‘
0 0 0
he L*([0,T;RY) <= / K(-,8)hsds € Hr
0

Then

Proof. Firstly thanks to Lemma [3.8] for any

and by construction

n
Zail[ti,tiﬂ}[d € Hr

i=1
so that

n . n tit1 t;
AT[gai]l[tmiH}Id’/o K(-,s)hsds} :2%( ; K(tit1,8)hsds — ; K(ti,s)h3d8>. (3.20)

Assumption [3.7] implies that

: t t
H / bsds L, <0 = / bsds = / K (t,s)hsds for some h € L*([0,T]; RY)
0 ¢ 0 0

and H/ bads :/ || *ds.
0 He 0

Therefore, our goal is to show that for ¢-Lebesgue almost everywhere that h; = Q¥ as defined in
Equation (3.19).
More specifically, Equation (3.20) means that

n . n tit1 T n
AT[iZZ;ai]l[ti,ti+1]Ida/0 bsds} :;ai /tZ bsds :/0 (Zail[ti,tHl]Id)bst

i=1
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and more generally that for every ¢ € [0, 7],

n _ . .
At[;ail[ti,tiwtl]ld,A bst} :A <;ai1[ti7t¢+ﬂ(s))bsd8.

Taking appropriate limits on 74;, we conclude that

A [L(t, )/0 bsds] :/OtL(t, 5)bsds

and from Lemma [3.1T7lwe know that

t
t— / L(t,s)bsds is absolutely continuous.
0

Therefore, we define Q° : [0, 7] — R? according to Equation (3.19) and observe that

/Ot Qbds = A, [L(t, ), /0 bsds].

Finally, thanks to Equation (3.17]), we observe that

A [L(t,-),/o.bsds} :/Ot heds

where h € L?([0,T); R?) was defined above. This leads us to our conclusion. O

With Proposition [3.12] established, we now provide a slightly more general definition for the
element Q°:

Definition 3.13. Let (Q,F,F,PP) be a complete filtered probability space supporting an F-Brownian
motion W. Let K : [0, T] — L*([0,T]; Lin(R?,R%)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.7}
Let b : [0,T] x Q — R? be progressively measurable and suppose that

H / bsds
0

Then we define Q° : [0,T] x Q — R? by

< oo [P-almost surely.
Hr

d

t
Q} = 5/0 L(t, s)bsds. (3.21)

Hilbert space projections

Assumption [3.7] also allows us to define a project from the Hilbert space Hy onto H; for any ¢ €
[0,T7].

Definition 3.14. Let K : [0,T] — L?([0,T]; RY) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption 3.7
Then for any t € [0, T, we define I, : Hy — H, for h € L2([0,T7; R?) by

I, [/0 K(-,r)hrdr} (s) = /Os K(s,r)]l[o,t](r)hrdr
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Such a projection exists because by Assumption we necessarily have that 15, € Vr for any
choice of ¢ € [0, T].

Remark 3.15. It is worth emphasising here that for every choice of t € [0,T], the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space H; C CgT. In words, while H; is a smaller Hilbert space than Hr, each element of
‘H; remains a function 7deﬁned on the interval [0,T]. When the Gaussian Volterra process is chosen
(trivially) to be Brownian motion, this point is lost because

H, = {/0 helo(r)dr < b€ L2(0, T RY) }

so that any element of the reproducing kernel Hilbert space is constant for any value s € [t,T). This is
emphatically not the case for other Gaussian Volterra processes.

These next results, which build on some of the techniques first used in [DU99], allow us to link
the projection operator that arises naturally from our Volterra kernel satisfying Assumption [3.7]with
conditional expectations which provide a natural sense of projection on filtered probability spaces:

Lemma 3.16. Let (2, F,F,P) be a filtered probability space carrying a Brownian motion. Let K :
[0, 7] — L2([0, T); Lin(R%, R%)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption3.Zand let (Zy),c[o 1] be
a Gaussian process of the form (3.6). Then

E[exp (50 - thjm)

I
ftZ] = exp <5(Ht[h]) - 2’“)
where ¢ is the Malliavin divergence and F = (F/ Jtelo,7) is the filtration generated by the Gaussian
Volterra process (3.6)).

Proof. Let F be a smooth random variable that is 77 -measurable, so that it can be expressed as

F= f(Ztil - Ztim)

for some continuously differentiable function f : R™ — R that has at most polynomial growth and
tiys ..y ti,, € [0,t]. As we have that the random variables Zy;, = 6 (K (t;;,-)) (where § is the Malliavin
divergence), we obtain that

FE=o(3(K(s,) s el0,) @ Ff =o(o(h) she ) o Ff. (3.22)

Let (hy,)nen is an orthogonal basis of #;. Equation (3.22) means that any smooth random variable
can be expressed as

F = F(5(hi,), 60, ) )

where f : R™ — R is continuously differentiable that has at most polynomial growth.
Let h € Hp. Applying the Cameron-Martin Theorem and using that

<hij7h>7'lT = <hij7Ht[h]>'HT = <hij7Ht[h]>'Ht7
we obtain

113,

E {Fexp <5(h) - T)] =E {f(é(hil), ey 8(Ri, ) exp (5<h) _ %)]
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) f(a(hil) + (hir, W) 2gs e (R, ) + (R h>HT>]

= | F(8010) + G Tl 8005, ) + G Tl )

=E -F exp (5(Ht[h]) - %)]

Therefore

oo (s ) 7)) < 5[ s - )

and by density of smooth random variables that are 7/ -measurable in the space of square integrable
random variables that 77 -measurable, we obtain that

E[exp (5<h) B ||h||2%ﬁ>

77 = exp (50111 ).
]

Lemma 3.17. Let (2, F,F,P) be a filtered probability space carrying a Brownian motion. Let K :
[0, 7] — L2([0, T); Lin(R?, R%)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies AssumptionB.Zland let (Z;),c(0 1] be
a Gaussian process of the form (3.6).

Let F' : Q — R such that F' is Malliavin differentiable with Malliavin derivative

DF € L*(Q,P; Hr).
Then F is 77 -measurable if and only if DF = II;|DF|.

Proof. First, we fix ¢ € [0, 7] and let I be a smooth random variable such that F is F#-adapted. Let
(hn)nen be an orthogonal basis of H; and let

T
a”zo(Z(hl-) :¢:1,...,n) where Z(hi):/ hi(s)dZs.
0

Then the sequence of o-algebras satisfies that

o" Co" and FZ® U o" = F7.
neN

For each i € {1,...,n}, we have that Z(h;) is F# measurable and we define
F, :=E[F|o"] = f, (Z(hl), ...,Z(hn))

where f, : R® — R is a smooth function. Then F,, — F is L?(Q2,P; R) and the Malliavin derivative
is

DF, =Y Ofn <Z(h1), Z(hn)>It[hi](s) s €[0,4]

o0x;
i=1 ’

where I, : ﬁt — H, is an isometric isomorphism. As F € D'? we additionally have that D,F,, —
D F in L2(Q,P; Hr).
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Thanks to Assumption 3.7, I1; [I[h]] = I[A] for any choice of h € #; and we obtain that

DF, = Zn:
i=1

Taking the limit as n — oo, we obtain DF = II,[DF].
On the other hand, suppose that F' is a smooth random variable that satisfies DF' = II,[DF].
Then, for any choice of h € Hp we have that P-almost surely

gj; (Z(hl)’ tt Z(hn)>Ht [It[hz]] = Ht [DFn] .

F(-+h)—F() = /01 <DF( L AR), h>HTd)\. (3.23)

We define
Wi = {h e Hr : IL[A) :0}

so that Hy = H; ® H; and we can express P = P, x P;. By Assumption [3.7] and Proposition [3.12]
we can write

Hi = {/O.K(-,s)hsds the LQ([t,T];Rd)}.

In particular, for any h; € H; and hy € Hj, we have that (hy,h2)y, = 0. Let (hy)nen be an
orthogonal basis of H; and let (h),),en be an orthogonal basis of #;. We denote the o-algebra

Fr = c;(Z(h;) ‘ne N)
so that any random variable G that is F#-measurable must satisfy that
E[G(f;} -E[c].
Thus, for any h € H;, we have that P-almost surely

(DEh) = (W [DF)1[A]) =0,

Hence, by the Cameron-Martin formula,

T

E[<DF(. + AR), h>HT] - E[<DF, h>H exp (5(An) — %)} =0

and we conclude that
E[F(- +h) - F(-)] - /01 E [<DF(- + Ah), h>HT] dX = 0.

Therefore, applying the Cameron-Martin Theorem again we obtain for any ~ € H; that

E{Fexp (5(n) - %)} ~E|F|.

In particular,
E{E 7|7 exp (3() - %)} = E{E |7 exp (a(n) - %)]
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As the collection of random variables

A3,

{exp(é(h)—T) :hEHz‘}

form a dense subset of the square integrable random variables generated by polynomials of the
collection of random variables { Z(h) : h € H; }, we obtain that

E[F‘}'t*} = E[F] P-almost surely.
O

Proposition 3.18. Let (2, F,F,P) be a filtered probability space carrying a Brownian motion. Let K :
[0, 7] — L2([0, T); Lin(R?, R%)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies AssumptionB.Zland let (Z;),c(0.1] be
a Gaussian process of the form (3.6)).

Let h € L?(Q,P; Hr) such that h € Dom(J) so that

E A3, ] < oo (3.24)
Then the stochastic process t — §(II;(h)) is an FZ = (F7 )telo,r)-martingale and
E[[6(m () [*] = E[||]]3, ] (3.25)

Proof. First of all, we want to show that §(II;[]) is F7-measurable. To see this, let v € Hy such
that IT;[v] = 0 and observe that

(D(6(m(n))),v) =(1m[n], U>HT +o( D (1))
=0+ 6(0) =0 P-almost surely.
Hence
D<5(Ht(h))) =1L [D <5(Ht(h))>]

so that by Lemma [3.17] the random variable §(II(h)) is F7-measurable.
Next, observe that for any smooth random variable F' € S such that F' is 77 -measurable, we
can apply [Nua06, Proposition 1.3.1] to get for any v € Hp such that IT;[v] = 0 that

E [E [5(h)| 7] F} —E [5(h)F} ~E [(h, DF}HT}
—E|(h, DI, [F]),, | = E[(h, L[DF]),, |
—E [(Ht[h], Ht[DF]>HT] —E [5(Ht[h]) : F}
By density of smooth random variables, we conclude that for any ¢ € [0, 7],
5(1,(h)) = E [5(h)(ftz]

and thus ¢ — §(II;(h)) is an F7-martingale. To compute the second moments, let F € S be a
smooth random variable that is 7Z-measurable for some s € [0,¢) and notice that

E[(M(Ht(h))f - HhH,QHt)F] _E [Dmh) (5(11(m) Fﬂ — &[], 7]
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—E| (DM F) - 6(11,(h))| + E|§(D™® Pi(h)) - F] — E| |13, F]
[DHNOF 5(11,(h) )] [ 5(D™M1I, (k) F}

[Dnt(h) o pHt(h )F] +E[<Dnt(h) (h)’DF>HT]

Thanks to Lemma [3.17, since F is FZ-measurable we have that

<DF,1}>HT - <DF, HS[U]>HT

so that
| (lam)[* = 3, ) F| =E[p" e D™ F] + B[ (D" m ). DF), |

Now, reversing the argument implies that for any F' € S such that F' is 7Z-measurable, we obtain

B (Istamcw) Il ) | = &[ (a0 - a]3, ) 7]
and we conclude that
E[[o(mm(n)|* ~ |n]5, |77] = E[|o(m(n) o)

From this, we conclude Equation (3.25). O

We conclude that the Doléans-Dade exponential of the martingale constructed in Proposition

3.18
t 5 exp <5(Ht(h)> _ %)

is a local martingale under the assumption that » € Dom(d) and satisfies Equation (3.24).

3.3 Secure local non-determinism and the fundamental martingale

We wish to explore a framework for the reproducing kernel Hilbert space that is equivalent to As-
sumption [3.7] (upon which the results of this work rely). Following on from Section [3.1] where we
saw that the invertibility of each covariance matrix implied the existence of a fundamental mar-
tingale and that this was equivalent to local non-determinism as defined in Equation (3.3). In this
section, we will explore how these concepts adapt to the continuous time setting:

Definition 3.19. Let (I, <) be a totally ordered set and suppose that for every i € I we have that
(Hi, +, (-, >Z) is a Hilbert space over a common field F. We say that (H,;)ics is a filtration of Hilbert
spaces if

foreveryi<j H;CH; and VYf,geH; (f,g9);={f 9)

Two Hilbert space filtrations (H;)ic; and (G;)icr are said to be isomorphic if for every j € I there
exists a Hilbert space isomorphism

W (Hy, (0)5) = (950 (0)y)  suchthat Vi< 07

_
Hi—\I/.
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We contrast Definition with the concept of a filtration of o-algebras. The purpose of the
o-algebra is to describe the event space, so that a filtration of o-algebras allows mathematicians
to capture the ordered nature of events. When working with Gaussian processes, all information
necessary to compute the probability of events can be derived from the reproducing kernel Hilbert
space so that we only need to keep track of the time-ordered nature of covariances.

Example 3.20. Let ([O,T], < ) be the totally ordered compact time interval and for every t € [0,T]
consider the vector space

L2([0.TIR) 2 {f 1oy : f € L2(10, T R) } i= L3(R)
Pair each of these vector spaces with the inner product

<>t : L2([0,T};R) x L2([0, T];R) — R,

<f7g>t _ /OT (fs - l[o,t}(s)> : <gs : ]1[0715}(3))653_

(0.0,

is an example of a filtration of Hilbert spaces.
Next, for every t € [0, T the reproducing kernel Hilbert space for fractional Brownian motion H; as
expressed in Example with the inner product

</0.K(.,s)fsds,/o'K(.,s)gsd5>t:/Ot<fs’gs>Rdd5

form a Hilbert space filtration. Finally, the Hilbert space filtrations
(L%,T(R)? <'a >t>

Example 3.21. Let (Z;)ic[o 1) be a Gaussian process with covariance function R : [0,T]*? — R defined
by

Then

te[0,7

and <’Ht, <-, >t> are isomorphic.

te[0,T] te[0,T]

R(t,) = E[(Z 2}

Recall that for any t € [0,T] the collection of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, the closure of the
linear span

H; = span {E{f(Z)Z] cfe (Cfl)*}
with inner product <E [f(2)Z],E|g9(Z)Z] >H = E[f(Z) -g(Z)}

t

form a filtration. Similarly, the collection of first Wiener-Ito chaos, the closure of the linear span

H, := span {]]_[078}(')62‘,2‘ :s€[0,t],i € {1, ...,d}}

with inner product <]l[o,s}€z',z', 1[07r]€jvj>ﬁ = E[(Zs, ei) (Zp, ej>].
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form a filtration. Further, the two Hilbert space filtrations

<’Ht, (-, .>’Ht) and (ﬁt, (-, .>7:Zt> are isomorphic

t€[0,T t€[0,T]

due to the Hilbert space isomorphism I : Hy — Hy satisfying that I‘ﬁt = Hq.

Proposition 3.22. Let K : [0,7] — L?([0,T]; Lin(R%, R%)) be a Volterra kernel and let Hr, Hr and
Vr be the isometrically isomorphic Hilbert spaces defined in Equation (3.8)).
Suppose that for every t € [0, T]

H = {/.K(-,s)fsds fe L2([0,t];Rd)} C Cé . (3.26)
0

Then for every t € [0, T), there exists L(t,-) € H, such that
J*[L(t, )] (s) = Lp,g(s)1a- (3.27)

In particular, a Volterra kernel K : [0,T] — L?([0, T]; Lin(R¢, R?)) satisfies Assumption B2if and only
if the Hilbert space filtration

.. . 2 d
(Ht’<"'>ﬂz)t€[o,ﬂ is isomorphic to (Lt,T(R )7<.7.>t)te[O,T]

Proof. First, we suppose that the Hilbert space filtrations

<’Ht, (- >Ht) is isomorphic to (LiT(Rd), (-, >t) .

te[0,T] te[0,T]

Next, we remark that the Hilbert space filtration

(7:2,57 (-, .>ﬁt)te[0,T] = <span{]l[07s]fd 1S E [O,t]}’ <.’ >ﬁz>

t€[0,T]
is isomorphic to <7—Lt, (-, .>’Ht)te[0 - thanks to the Hilbert space isomorphism I; : ”;Qt — H; defined
by 7
I Lo, q1a] (r) = R(s,7)
satisfying that IT‘?% = I,. Hence, by the transitivity of isomorphisms,
> PR . 2 d
<’Ht, (s >ﬁt)te[0,T] is isomorphic to (Lt,T(R ), (-, ‘>t)te[0,T]'

Hence, for every ¢t € [0, T, there exists an element L(¢,-) € Hr such that Equation (3.27) is satisfied.
Lemma [3.8] proves the reverse implication and we conclude. O

Example 3.23. The filtration (H;)ic[o,r) associated to the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of a Brow-
nian bridge with termination time T is not isomorphic to

<L§T(Rd>’ <" >t>

t€[0,T]
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To see this, first note that
. T
HE = {/ feds: f € L*([0,T);R?Y) and / fods = o}
0 0

. : T
with inner product </o fsds,/o gsds>HT :/0 (ft> 9t)gadt

T

On the other hand, the reproducing kernel Hilbert space generated by the Brownian bridge with termi-
nation time T running over the sub-interval [0,t] where t < T is

At At At t
yT — { fods: f € L2([0,T];Rd)} with < fsds,/ gsds> :/ (fs9s)gads.
0 0 0 HE o Jo
Therefore, the Hilbert space filtration
<7—LtT, (- .>Hz)te[0,T) is isomorphic to (L2 ([0, T;; RY), (., ->)te[07T) with isomorphism ¥,

but it is not the case that under the associated mapping

Ur[HE, ()| isnotequalto (L2([0,TIRY), ().
In particular, there is no way to bijectively transform a Brownian bridge into a Brownian motion
without enhancing the underlying o-algebra.

Theorem 3.24. Let (Z;);c(0,1] be a d-dimensional Gaussian process with covariance R : [0, T]** — R.
Let

H; := span {E[(Zs,u>Rd Z]:sel0t]ue Rd}

with inner product <E[<ZS,U>Rd - Z.],E[(Zp, v)pa - Z]> = E{(Zs,umd ALy, V) pa |-

He
Then the following are equivalent:
1. The Hilbert space filtration

<7_[t, ¢, .>Ht) is isomorphic to (LiT(Rd), ()

te[0,T] t) t€[0,T] !

2. There exists a Volterra kernel K : [0,T] — L?([0,T]; Lin(R¢,R?)) such that

t
7y = / K(t, s)dW,
0

and K satisfies Assumption

Proof. Proposition [3.22] proves that 2] implies [l so we focus on proving [Ilimplies
Therefore, we start by assuming that the filtration of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces satisfies
[Il Following on from Example [3.21] we conclude that this is equivalent to

<ﬁt’<"'>ﬁt)te[07T} being isomorphic to (L?’T(Rd)’<"'>t)te[o,T]'
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In particular, this means that for every ¢ € [0, T] there exists L(t,-) € H such that

t
Wy ::/O L(t,s)dZ, and E{(Wf,W:}Rd} :d-<1[O7ﬂ,]1[0,S]>L2([07T};R)

and we conclude that the Gaussian process (W;");co,r has the same covariance as a Brownian
motion.

Similarly, we also obtain that for every ¢ € [0, 7] there exists a K(t,-) € L*([0,T]; Lin(R%,R?))
such that

E[(Zt,ZS>Rd] = R(t,s) = /OT <K(t,7"),K(s,r)>

Lin(R4,R%)

Further, since 1y € H, and the restriction of 1o, to H, is just 1y ), we conclude that
T
K(tv ) € Lz([07t]aLln(Rd7Rd)) and / K(t, S)dS =0.
t

Hence, we conclude that K is a Volterra kernel.
As W is a Brownian motion, we define the new Gaussian process (Z;).c(o,r) where

t
Z; = / K(t,s)dW;.
0
By direct calculation, we conclude that
E[(Z;, Z;>Rd] — R(t, s)

so that (Z;),c[o,7] has the same covariance as the Gaussian process (Z;).¢|o,r)- Hence, we conclude
that (Z;)¢c[o,7r] admits a Volterra representation. O

Definition 3.25. We say that a Gaussian measure -y associated to the abstract Wiener space
(C(C)l,T7 HT? iT)

is securely locally non-deterministic if the filtration of Hilbert spaces

<Ht7 <'7'>t)

Remark 3.26. The authors endeavoured to find a direct connection between Definition [3.25] and more
common definitions of Local Non-determinism such as for every s € [0,T] and t € (s, T,

is isomorphic to <Lt2,T(Rd), (, >t)

te[0,T] te[0,T]

E {(Zt - E[Zt|]-"s])2] > 0. (3.28)

For a more detailed exploration of some non-equivalent definitions of local non-determinism, we refer
the reader to [Xia06]. We conjecture that (3.28) is not equivalent to[3.25] but we leave this as an open
problem. The local non-determinism of fractional Brownian motion has found a lot of interest recently
in the context of regularisation by noise, see for example [GG20,/GG22]. These techniques rely on a
scaling property for estimates of the form which is quite different from our setting. None the less,
we do feel that it is worth exploring this connection in more detail.
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3.4 Girsanov’s Theorem

Having established a class of Gaussian processes that can be transformed via a Volterra kernel into
a Brownian motion bijectively, our next goal is to understand how the existence of the fundamental
martingale allows us to prove additional properties for such Gaussian measures using martingale
techniques that would otherwise only apply to the law of Brownian motion.

The following classical result can be found in [Bog98]:

Theorem 3.27 (Cameron Martin Theorem). Let (X, 3,~) be a probability space with a Gaussian
measure and let H be the reproducing kernel Hilbert space. Then for any h € H,

hllZ

/X F(x+ h)dy(z) = /XF(I') exp (5(h) — ”—Q*L)d’y(x)

Theorem [3.27] allows us to study the linear translation of Gaussian measures, in this case by a
Hilbert space element h. However, it is much more practical to want to consider non-linear trans-
formations of a Gaussian measure. We refer the interested reader to [Nua06, Chapter 4] for an
impressive collection of results on the translation of the Wiener measure. Our focus is instead on es-
tablishing a Girsanov-type result for Gaussian processes that are securely locally non-deterministic.

For every t € [0,T], we denote 3, : C& — C{ to be the canonical projection and denote the
o-algebra filtration on C% by

Fimo((B) Al Aect).
We now come to the first main result of this work:

Theorem 3.28. Let K : [0,7] — L*([0, T); Lin(R?,R?)) be a Volterra kernel that satisfies Assumption
BZand let (Hi)scpo, be afiltration of Hilbert spaces defined as in Equation (3.26). Let i; : H; — C(C)l,T
be a compact embedding and let v be the Gaussian measure associated with the abstract Wiener space
(C(C)l,T? Hr,ir). Let Py € Po(R?) and let denote P* = Py x 7.

Let b: [0,T] x C% — RY be progressively measurable and suppose that

H /0. b(s, X|s])ds

Further; suppose that on the filtered probability space (C%, B(C4), (]:t)te[O,T},P*) the process

< oo P*-almost surely.
Hr

(t, X) Zt|:/. b(s, X[s])ds| = exp <5 <Ht [/ b(37X[s])ds}> = / b(s, X [s])ds| 2 ) (3.29)
0 0 0 Hi
(where § is the Malliavin divergence) is a martingale that satisfies that
EP* [ZT[/ b(s,X[s])dsH =1. (3.30)
0
Let P be the probability measure defined by
dpP ‘
P |, = Zt[/o b(s,X[s])ds].

Then the law of the process
t
X; — / b(s, X[s])ds under P
0

is the same as the law of the canonical process X under P*.
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Notice that Theorem[2.2lfollows as an example of Theorem[3.28. Further, note that the statement
of Theorem [2.2] relies on the projection mapping IT defined in Definition [3.14l Without the Volterra
kernel K satisfying Assumption [3.7, this projection mapping would not be ’rich enough’ for this
result to hold.

Proof of Theorem Let us start by observing that since for every ¢ € [0, 7] we have that
/ b(s, X[s])ds € H; for P*-almost everywhere,

0
we can write

/O.AtK(.7s)Q2(X[s])ds = Ht[/o.b(S,X[s])ds] and
H /O.K(‘,S)Qg(X[s])ds = Hﬂt[/o.b(s,X[s])ds]

Therefore, to align notation with the previous results we henceforward write h(X) = [, b(s, X[s])ds.
Thus Equation (3.29) can be rewritten as

Hi Hr

tr Zi[h] = exp (8(h) — 1)

and thanks to Equation (3.30) we conclude that Z;[h] is a P*-martingale.
Thanks to Assumption [3.7, the process

t
t— W7(X):= X +/ L(t,s)dX
0
is a Brownian motion so that under P the process

ts WHX) — /Ot Q% (X[s])ds

is a Brownian motion. Finally, thanks to Proposition [3.12] we conclude that the process

t t t
tr—>Xt—X0—/ b(s,X[s])dS:/ K(t,s)dW:—/ K(t,s)Q"(X[s])ds
0 0 0
is a fractional Brownian motion under P. O

In practice, proving that the local martingale defined in Equation (3.29) is in fact a martingale is
as challenging as it is in the classical setting. In the next result, we provide an adaption of Novikov’s
famous condition from [KS91| Corollary 3.5.14]:

Proposition 3.29 (Novikov’s Condition). Let K : [0,7] — L*([0, T]; Lin(R?,R?)) be a Volterra kernel
that satisfies Assumption 3.7 and let (H;)cjo,) be a filtration of Hilbert spaces defined as in Equation
(3.26). Let b : [0, T] x C% — R? be progressively measurable suppose there exists a monotone increasing
sequence (ty, )nen taking values in [0, T] such that t,, T co and for every n € N

exp (HHW"+1 [/O.b(s,X[s])ds] ‘ j{)] < (3.31)

tnsr = 1, — II;, and II; is the operator defined in Definition 3.14

EF”

where 11,
Then

t s Zt{/. b(s, X[s])ds} is an JF;-martingale.
0
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Proof. Firstly, on the interval [0,¢;] Equation (3.31]) implies that

i e (| [ otextpa]], )] <

so that we conclude that for any ¢ € [0, ¢1] the process
£ zt[/ b(s, X[s])ds| is a martingale and E"" {gt[/ b(s,X[s])dsH ~1.
0 0

Next, for any choice of n € N we denote

and we conclude that on the interval [0, ¢,,+1] Equation (3.31)) implies that

t+— Zi[hn(X)] is a martingale and

{1 for any s € [0, ,],

B |2 [hn(X)] Z,[ha(X)]  forany s € [tn, tusi].

J—“SZ] —

Next, using the orthogonality of the Hilbert spaces projections 1I;, and II;, ;, , we obtain that for
any h € Hr

(o 1 oA [ PP 1] P
2 N 2 2
so that we obtain that for ¢ € [t;, to]
2
1T [A]
t 2 [1(X)] = exp (S(1[n]) - %)
2 2
iy At [h] (Mg ne—TTey ar)[A]
— exp <6(Ht1/\t[h]) — %) . exp <5((Ht2/\t — Htl/\t)[h]) - H e ;1 : HHT)

= Zi[m(X)] - 2 [ha(X)]

is a martingale. By induction on n and using that ¢,, T oo, we conclude that Z;[h] is a martingale
over the whole interval ¢ € [0, T]. O

3.5 Examples of Gaussian processes
The following was first observed in [MSS20] and includes fractional Brownian motion:

Example 3.30. Motivated by the case H > 3, let K : [0,T] — L*([0,T];R) be a Volterra kernel of the
form

t
K(t,s) =a(s) - / b(u) - c(u — s)du (3.32)
where a,b,c : [0,T] — R satisfy that

1. The functions a € LP([0,T]), b € L4([0,T]) and ¢ € L"([0,T]) for p € [2,00], ¢ € [1,00] and
r € [1, 00] such that
_|_

Q=

_|_

S =

<

=
][]



2. The function ¢ € L'([0,T)) forms a Sonine pair with h € L'([0,T)), that is
t
/ c(s)-h(t—s)ds=1 Vte (0,7T].
0

3. The functions a and b are positive almost everywhere on [0, T'.
4. The functions a=! € C1([0,T]), d := b~ € C?([0,T]) and either

(a) We have that d(0) = d'(0) = 0.
(b) The function a=2 - h € C*([0,T)).

Then the Volterra kernel K satisfies Assumption [3.7)and the Volterra kernel L : [0,T] — H is equal

to
L(t,s) = UC) + ! / (vzjzfj); )dv.

In particular

T
I [Lp ) (s) =K(t,s) = K(t,s) — K(s,s) = / %‘f(u 8) 1o, (u)du

so that
J[L(t,)] (s):/ %—Ij(u,s)-L(t,u)du (3.33)
=3 100 PGS 0 - 30555 [ 00 hio = 5] )
(t) - h(t — u)

=a(s)p(t) / c(u— s)h(t —u)du — [ a(s)p'(v) /U c(u — s)h(v — u)dudv
=a(s) - p(t)Ljoq(s) — a(s) - [p(t) — p(s)]Lo,(s) = Liog(s)-

Example 3.31. Extending the ideas of [MSS20Q] and motivated by the case H < %, consider a Volterra
kernel of the form

K(t,s) = als) <c(t — )b(t) — / (- s)d% [b(w)] du>

Observe that

8]1
I [1p,q](s) = K(t,s) /Kusét /K [Ot]( )du

so that
‘ T oL
J[L(t, )] (s) = —/ K (u, s)a—u(t,u)du = 1jp,4(s) (3.34)

Equation (3.33) and ([3.34) can equally be interpreted as the existence of a Sonine kernel for the
Volterra kernel, see [Son84].
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4 Locally interacting processes and the 2-MRF property
Our next goal it to study stochastic differential equations of the form
axp = b (t X[, X000 )de +dzy,  weV.  (X§luev ~ po 4.1

where (V,E) € G and recall N, = {v € V : {u,v} € E}. We want to study the existence and
uniqueness of such countably infinite collections of processes, along with their Markov Random
Field properties.

Firstly, in Section [4.1I] we prove a weak existence and uniqueness result for such collections of
stochastic differential equations driven by additive Gaussian processes. The key challenge here is
that each equation is strongly correlated with its neighbours and the number of equations is taken
to be countably infinite. This relies on Theorem [3.28 which we established previously.

In Section 4.2 we prove the Markov Random Field property for collections of stochastic differ-
ential equations of the form (4.1)). Firstly, we consider the finite graph case and prove Theorem [4.§
via a clique factorisation. When the graph is countably infinite, this approach does not work and
instead we need to consider appropriate truncation and convergence arguments where we prove

Theorem [4.11]
4.1 Weak existence and uniqueness
We commence by defining in what sense we establish our solution:

Definition 4.1. Let (V, E) € G. We say that
((2.F.P), (X5, 2", b0, X))
is a weak solution to the stochastic differential equation (4.1) when (2, F,P) is a probability space and

(X¢, 2% X ) oy Q= (REx Clpx )Y

€
is a random variable such that:
1. The random variable (X{') has distribution yo € P((R%)Y);

2. The expectation
supIEMX“HiO] < 00;
ueV

3. For every u € V the function b, : [0, T] x C% x (C%)N« — R? is progressively measurable and the
random variable

- (f

4. The random variables

b (£, XU [t], XN [1]) ‘dt> e (RY)Y  P-almost surely;
ucV

(XV) and <Xg +/0. bu(t,XU[t],XNu[t])dt+Z.u>uev

are P-almost surely equal.
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We work under the following set of assumptions:

Assumption 4.2. Let (V,E) € G, let M € L*([0,T};R) and let py € P((R)Y). Let (v, by)uecv and
suppose that:

(X.1) Foreveryu eV, lety" € P(C&T) be a Gaussian measure with abstract Wiener space (€, HY.,i")
where £ C Cd ;. Further, suppose that the filtration of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces

</Hg, <" '>7—lt>te[0,T} is isomorphic fo (Lg’T(Rd), <" ‘>t>te[07T}‘

(X.2) For every u € V, the function b, : [0,T] x C% x (C4)Ne — R? is progressively measurable and
suppose for any (X*, XNv) € C4 x (C4)Nv that

< 0. 4.2)
Hr

H/O by (s, X“[s], XNV [s])ds

Further, suppose for every s,t € [0,T] and (X, X™N¢) € (R? x £%) x (R? x £Y)Nu that

|

2

I, ¢ [/0 bu(s,X”[s],XN“ [s])ds}

Hr

t
< [ (14 |5+ 3
S u 'UENu

i) < o0 (4.3)

where the operator I1; : Hr — H,; is defined in Definition 3.14}

Remark 4.3. Let us take a moment to compare Equation (4.3) and (2.9): thanks to Proposition 3.12
we conclude that for every (X%, XN«) € C4 x (C4)N,

2 t
Wl
where Q% is defined in Equation ([3.19).
Therefore, if Equation (@.3) holds for some function M € L*([0,T];R) then the function F from
Equation (2.9) is simply
2
&)

As we saw in Examples 2.5l and[2.6] the norm of the abstract Wiener space can by ||- ||oo,r when H < 1,
but when H > 1 we need the larger norm | - || y—.-Hoélder norm.

2
‘dr

HH“ [ /0 by (r, X [r], XN [r])dr] Q" (r, X [r], X [u))

1
B (X", XN) = <1 + X2, + N S
VENy

Theorem 4.4. Let (V,E) € G, M € L*([0,T|;R), po € P(RY)Y) and (v*, b, )uev satisfy Assumption
4.2] Then there exists a unique in law solution to Equation (4.1]).

Proof of Theoremd.4lwhen |V| < co: We use the techniques of [KS91, Proposition 5.3.6]:
We rewrite (C4)” = €%V and denote d’ = d x V.

Since the collection of measures (y*),cy satisfies we conclude from Theorem [3.24] that
the product measure [[,.\ 7" € P(Cg:T) is the law of a d’-dimensional Gaussian Volterra process
that satisfies Assumption 3.7,
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Using that C§ = R? x C¢,., we can define the measure

Pt =g x [[ 7" € PRY xCiy) =P(CF) (4.4)
ueV

Thanks to[(X.2)] we conclude that for every u € V'

|

Further, Equation (4.3) in particular means that we can choose a monotone increasing sequence
(tn)nen taking values in [0, 7] such that ¢,, T co and for every n € N

e [p( 5 [t [ bt i 6] [ )
ueV 0 Hr
tn
exp</ " Medr- 3 <1+HX“H;+|N—1U‘ ST xe i))] < 00
tn ueV vEN,

thanks to Ferniques Theorem. Therefore, we can apply Proposition [3.29]to conclude that

/. bu(s,X“[s],XN“[s])ds

0

< oo P*-almost surely.
Hr

=EF"

t— 2 [ EB / by <5, XU[s], XNu [5])ds} is an F;-martingale.
0

ueV

We apply Theorem [3.28]to conclude that there is a measure P € P(C%’ ) defined by

_ zt[@ /0 b (s, X"[s], XN [s])ds]

Fi ueV

dpP
dpP*

and under P the law of the process
(Zu)uev = EB (Xu — / bu, (S,Xu[s],XNu [3])d8>
ueV 0

is the same as the law of the canonical process under P*. Therefore, our weak solution to Equation
(4.1) is the probability space (C%/ ,B(CE), P) paired with the collection (X{, Z¥, by, X*)ucv O

Measure theory recap

Suppose now that |V| ¢ oo: then the vector space (C%)Y is no longer a Banach space but a locally
convex topological vector space and we need to take additional care when we define our measure
change.

The following well known Theorem which can be found in [Taol1] shall be used to extend
Theorem [3.28 to countably infinite collections of Gaussian processes:

Theorem 4.5 (Kolmogorov’s measure extension Theorem). Let ((C$)N,B'((C$)Y)) be a measurable
space for every n € Nlet P, € P((Crf,é) *n). We say that the sequence of measures (P, )ncn is consistent
if for every n € N and every A € B((C4)*™),

Poi1[Ax CE] = P, [A]. (4.5)
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Then there exists a unique probability measure P € P((C%)V) such that for every n € Nand A €
B((C4)*™), the cylinder sets

Cul) = {(@1,22,) € (€ s 21,.0ma) € (G0

satisfy that
P[Cy(A)] = P"[A]. (4.6)

Proof of Theoremd.4lwhen |V| £ co: As the set of vertices is countably infinite, let ¢ : V' — N be an
enumeration and denote V" := {v € V : ¢[v] < n}.

For every n € N, we denote the canonical projection 7, : (RY)V — (RY)V" and p" := ug o
(mn) ™t € P((R?)*™). For every u € V, we have the Gaussian measure v, € P(C$) and we define
the product measure

n
i=1
Then the sequence of measures P™* satisfies Equation and we conclude from Theorem
that there exists a measure P* € P((C4)") that satisfies Equation (4.6).
Thanks to [(X.2)] we conclude that for every n € N

Z /.bu(s,X“[s],XN"[s])ds

ueVmn 0

< oo P*™-almost surely.
Hr

Further, Equation (4.3) in particular means that we can choose a monotone increasing sequence
(tm)men taking values in [0, T'] such that ¢,,, 1 oo and for every n € N
2
< o0
Hr

exp ( Z HHtm7tm+1 [/0 b (5, X "[s], XV [s])ds”
EB /0. by (s, Xu[s], XNu [s]>ds] is an F;-martingale.

Ep*,n

ueVmn
as above. Therefore, we can apply Proposition to conclude that
t— Z [
ueyn

We apply Theorem [3.28]to conclude that there is a measure P" € P((C$)"") defined by

L= LE[?” /0 bu (5, X"[s], X [5]>d8]

We can also verify that the sequence of measures P" satisfies Equation and we conclude from
Theorem (4.5 that there exists a measure P € P((C4)") that satisfies Equation (4.6). Under P, for
any choice of n € N the law of the collection of processes

(Z2") v = P <X,u— /O | bu(s,X“[s],XN“[s])ds>

ueVvmn

dpPm
dP*,n

is the same as the law of the (X “)u cyn under P*. Therefore, our weak solution to Equation (4.1) is

<(Crf,l~)v, B'((¢$)V),P) paired with the collection (X, Z", by, X“)uev
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4.2 Markov Random Field property

We start by recalling the Second-order Hammersley-Clifford Theorem (a proof of which can be
found in [LRW21]):

Proposition 4.6 (2"-order Hammersley-Clifford). Let G = (V, E) be a finite graph and let (X, d) be
a metric space. Suppose that v € P(X"") is absolutely continuous with respect to a product measure
v* =PV for some P € P(X).

(i) The measure v is a 2-Markov Random Field.

(ii) The Radon-Nikodym derivative of the measure v with respect to the measure v* factorises of the

form
dv

dv*

@)= J] fx@), zeaV (4.7)

Kecla(Q)

or some measurable function fx : XV — RT for any K € cly(G).
Ly

Then implies [(7)] Further, if jy’; (x) is strictly positive then [([)] implies

Curiously, Hammersley and Clifford never published their original work on the link between
Gibbs random fields and Markov random fields as they considered it incomplete given the - now
known to be essential - requirement of positive definite probabilities, but subsequent publications
were accepted along with new adaptions of the proof [Gri73|Bes74].

This actually points us to a vital detail of our technique: when the graph (V, E)) has a vertex set
that is countably infinite, we are not able to write down a Radon-Nikodym derivative that is strictly
positive so that we must use alternative truncation methods:

Finite graphs

We start by considering a system of interacting equations with interactions described by a finite
graph.

Assumption 4.7. Let (V,E) be a finite graph, let M € L'([0,T];R) and let yp € P((R?)Y). Let
(Y%, by )uev satisfy Assumption and additionally that:

(X.3) For every u € V, there exist probability measures \, € P(RY) such that pg € Pa((R)V) is
absolutely continuous with respect to the product measure

po = H Ay and the density ;l’ug () = H fr(@X), ze@®HY, (4.8)
veV Ho Kec(G)

Theorem 4.8. Let (V,E) € G, M € L*([0,T|;R), po € P(RY)Y) and (v*, b, )uev satisfy Assumption
M.70 Then for any t € [0, T, the unique in law solution to Equation (4.1)

Po <XV[t])_1 e P((cf)v)
is a 2-MRF.
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Proof. Let P* € P((C%)V) be defined as in Equation (4.4) and let P be the unique law to the weak
solution to Equation (4.1).

For each u € V, since b, is dependent only on (X%, X™«) € C4 x (C4)N« and the set {u} UN,, €
cla(G), we can conclude that for any K € cly(G) there exists measurable functions fx : (C%)% — R

such that
dP

dpP*

i) = TI F(x%) (49)

KEC]Q (G)

where
Zi| Jobu(s, X5)ds| i K = {u}UN,
0 otherwise.

ﬂXﬁmz{

Secondly, by Assumption [4.7]

Ao < 30) ey _ o vy T fe(o)

d('ua % ny) dus Kecl(G)
so that
dP dpP* dP ~
—(XV[1]) = : XV = i (X5 - Fre (X,
d(MS X 'YV)( [ ]) d(MS % 'YV) dP*( [ ]) KGZEQI(G) ( [ ]) ( 0 )
Thus for each ¢ € [0, 7] the Radon-Nikodym derivative W (z[t]) has a 2-clique factorisation of
0

the form Equation (4.7) and courtesy of Proposition [4.6]we conclude that P is a 2-Markov Random
Field over the graph (V, E). O

Infinite graphs

The argument used in the proof of Theorem [4.8| relies on the underlying graph (V, E) being finite,
but we also want to consider the case where the graph is countably infinite:

Assumption 4.9. Let (V, E) be a countably infinite locally finite graph, let M € L'([0,T};R) and let
po € P((RY)V). Let (%, by)uev satisfy Assumption B2l and additionally that:

(X.3’) Suppose that the measure pgy € P((Rd)v) is a 2-Markov Random Field and further that there
exists a collection of measures (A )ycy such that for any finite set A C V, the marginal measure
,uOA is equivalent to the product measure

:U'Ek],A = H Av

vEA
and the initial law pu satisfies
sup/ |2¥|?dpo (") +sup/ HXH;dV‘(X) < 00; (4.10)
veV J(Rd)V veV Jgu

Building on Lemma[A.4]and [LRW21] Proposition 4.4], we obtain the following:
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Proposition 4.10. Let G = (V,E) and G = (V, E) be finite graphs and suppose that V* ¢ VNV
satisfies (AID. Let A C V* satisfying 94A C V* and 93 A C V*.

Suppose (fio, (bu, 7*),c7) and (,uo,( us 74 uer ) both satisfy AssumptiondZand let P € P((C%)V)

and P € P((C%)V) be the corresponding unique laws of SDE (4.1). Additionally, suppose that:
Yoe AUD?A, b,=b, and YoeV NV, 7' =37 (4.11)

Further, for each v € V UV there exists \, € P(R?) such that the product measure

H )\UGP((Rd)VUV) such that (4.12)
veVUV
oy = ] Fe@®). and L@y = [T ), (4.13)
dpy Kecla(G) dpiy Kecly(V)

for some measurable functions (f : (RH)X — R eay @) and (fx (RDK = Ry) eay @) and

VK €Ka frx=fi

where K 4 are defined as in Equation (B.2). Then PA[ - |0?A] = PA[ - |02A] for each t > 0, both in
the sense of P?*A-almost sure and P?*4-almost sure.

Proof. Using that (C%)VVV = (R%)VYV x (C&T)VU‘?, we denote P* € P((C%)VUV) to be the product

measure _MOX<H’Y H _>‘

ueV ueV\V

Working on the canonical probability space

(e, B ((eh)77), )
and recalling Equation (3.29), for ¢t € [0, 7] we denote:

foreachu eV

t Z2(XY) = exp (5(11{/' Bu(s,X“,XNu)dsD -1 / by (5, X", XM)ds

0 0

2
;
He

2
Ht) .
Then by Theorem and Equation (4.13), we have

dPp, . . dPp, _
*t‘? = JI /x5 ]2 and *f\’/ = I] 7m&&)-I[ 2
dry Kecla(G) veV ar; Kecla(G) veV

foreachu € V

t— ZH(XY) =exp (5(11{/' bu(s,X“,XN“)dsD -1 /'bu(s,X“,XNu)ds

0 0

Finally, due to (A.I) we have that u € A U dA implies N, = N, so that Ef = Ztforu € AUOA.
Applying Lemma [A4] it follows that P/[ - |02A] = P/ - |0>A] holds in the sense of P;[0%Al-

almost sure equality. Since both P/ [9?A] and PZ[0?A] are absolutely continuous with respect to

Py[0%A], the claim follows. O
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Theorem 4.11. Let (V,E), M € L*([0,T};R), po € P(RY) and (v*,by)uev satisfy Assumption
Then for any t € [0, T, the unique in law solution to Equation (4.1)

—1
Po(xVH]) eP((ch)
is a 2-MRF.
Notice that Theorem [2.7] follows immediately from Theorem 4.171

Proof. Let (V, E) be a countably infinite locally finite connected graph, fix (uo, (bu,7")ucv) and let
XV = (X?)yev € (CL)" be the weak solution to Equation (4.1)). For n > 4, let G,, = (V,,, E,,) be the
sequence of finite graphs defined in Definition [A.T] below.

First note that by Assumption [4.9]and Lemma [A.3] the marginal y;" is a 2MRF with respect to
the graph G,,. Moreover, the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dpgy”
*, Vi,
djg

is strictly positive by Assumption (4.9) and Proposition [4.6] demonstrates that ,ué/” admits a 2-clique

factorization with respect to the product measure ,ug’v" for each n. Further, courtesy of Equation
(A4) we conclude that (ug", (b7, H")yev, ) satisfy Assumption @7, As P™"» is the law of the SDE
(A.3) on the finite graph G,,, by Theorem [4.8]it is a 2-MRF.

Now, fix two finite sets A, B C V with B disjoint of A U 9?A. Let ny denote the smallest integer
greater than or equal to 4 for which A U 82,14 UB C V,,—3, and let n > ngy. Then, Lemma [A.3]

implies that ,ug” and p,"° admit 2-clique factorisation which are consistent in the sense that the

corresponding measurable functions fg" and fﬁ"o agree for every K € cla(G,,) that intersects A
(equivalently, for every K € cla(G) that intersects A).

Following Equation ([A4), for all v € A U 9% A we have b = b = b, so we apply Proposition
[4.10, with G = G,,, G = G, and V* = V,,_3,

for k € {no,...n} pg* = pg*, for (th)uec = (b5) ,eq,

to deduce that for all n > ng, P/"[ - [924] = P4 -JQQA].

Thus, given a bounded continuous function f : (C%)* — R, there exists a measurable function
 (that does not depend on n) such that for n > nyg

SD(XaQA[t]) — B [f(XA[t])‘XaQA[t]] P"-almost surely. (4.14)

Now, fix additional bounded continuous functions g : (C4)?°4 — R and h : (C4)B — R. For t > 0,
taking the conditional expectation with respect to X "»\4[¢] inside the expectation on the left-hand
side below and using the 2-MRF property of P" and Equation (4.14), we have

P [ (XA[) g (XA h(XP11) | = B [EP” [F(x A1) [ x7] g(X(r)QA[t])h(XB[t])}
= " | (X7 A1]) g (X7 A1) n(X 1))
Applying LemmalA.6] for the finite set A’ = AU 9?A U B and for
G(u) =1 e Hh”) = o™ e (™) ("),
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we pass to the limit n — oo to get

E” [ (XA[]) g (X7 A)R(XP10) | = B [o(x7418) g (X A1) n(XP[1) .

This at once shows both that

E” [ £ (XA)| X0 4] = (X2 A1) = B [ £ (x4 10) | x4

for all bounded continuous f and n > ng, which proves that

PA[-|02A] = P02 A].

and also that X4[t] and X P[t] are conditionally independent given X2 4[t] under P.
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A Approximations of locally interacting equations

A.1 Graph truncation

Firstly, we include a result from [LRW21]] which we shall use to establish that the 2-MRF property
is retained under limits.

Definition A.1. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, fix ¢ € V to be the root and let n > 4. We define

Vo i={v eV :da(v,0) <n}, Up:=Vy\Vaz and
En ;:{(u”u) & Vn X Vn : (u,v) S E} U {(u,v) S Un X Un’u 7& U}.

Example A.2. In order to illustrate the graph truncation described in Definition[A. 1] consider the graph
V =Zand E = {(i,i+ 1) : i € Z}. Choosing n = 5 and ¢ = 0, we obtain that

V,={-5-4,-3,-2,-1,0,1,2,3,4,5} U, ={—5,-4,4,5},
E, ={(-5,-4),(-4,-3),(-3,-2),(-2,-1),(-1,0),(0,1),(1,2),(2,3),(3,4),(4,5) }

U{(-5,4),(-5,5), (—4,4),(—4,5)}.
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We can visualise this as the following

For any A C V,_s, it holds that 03A = 0F A. Further, for any A’ C Vo, 92A" = 0% A'.
Further, if K € cly(G) satisfies that K C V,,, then K € cla(G,,).

Lemma A.3 ([LRW21, Lemma 4.2]). Let G = (V, E) be a locally finite graph and let (X,d) be a
metric space. Suppose that a XV -valued random variable YV = (Y"?),ey is a 2-MRF with respect to G.
Then Y'V» is a 2-MRF with respect to G, = (V;,, E,,) as defined in Definition [A.1l

Secondly, suppose that V is finite and the law v € P(XV") admits the following 2-clique factorisation
with respect to a product measure v* =[], oy, o € P(XY) for some sequence of measures (1, )vev,

L@y= T w6

Kecla(G)

for some measurable functions fx : X% — R, and for K € cly(G).
Then for any n > 4, the marginal measure v"» € P(XV») admits a 2-clique factorisation

dv'r Vi, 0/ K
dy*:Vn (m ): H fK(x )’

Kecla(Gn)

for some measurable functions f% : XX — R, and K € cly(G).
In particular, f2 = fx for any K € cly(G) such that K C V,,_3.

Let us briefly recall a notation we introduced more carefully: For v € P(XV) and A, B C V we
write [ - | B] for the conditional law of the A-coordinates given the B-coordinates.

Lemma A.4 ([LRW21, Lemma 4.3]). Let G = (V,E) and G = (V, E) be finite graphs and assume
that V* C V NV satisfies )
EN(V*xV*=En(V*xV*). (A.1)
Further; let A C V* and suppose that 92 A C V* and 93A C V*,
Next, let v € P(XV) and v € P(XV) and let v* = [] cpip 00 € P(XVUV) where for each
v € Vg U Vi we have that 0, € P(X). Suppose that the densities factorise as

L@ = ] Fele®) and ST = T fee),

Kecla(G) Kecla(Q)

for measurable functions (fx : X% R4) kea,y (@) and (frc : XK — Ry ) kecy (@), and

VK e Ka fH=fS where
Kag:i= {Keclg(é):KﬂA#@}:{KECIQ(G):KﬂA#@} (A.2)

Then 04| - |9%A] = o[ - |62 A], almost surely with respect to v*[0*A].
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Given 2-MRFs on two overlapping graphs, Lemma [A.4] provides conditions under which the
conditional distributions of a subset in the intersection (given its complement) coincide for both
2-MRFs.

A.2 Entropy estimates and convergence of truncation

For a collection of locally interacting equations of the form Equation (4.1)) and n € N, we define the
sequence of collections of stochastic differential equations

ax = b (6 X (X))t + A2 w eV (X ey ~ b (A3)

’UENu)

where for any u € V,,, we define b7 : [0, 7] x C% x (C$)N« — R? to be the progressively measurable
function such that

b (mu’ (w”)veNu> _ {Zu (t,xu, (:UU)UENU> ii Z i ZH.Q A

Proposition A.5. Let (V, E) be a countably infinite locally finite graph, let M € L'([0,T]) and let
((bus ¥ )uev s o) satisfy Assumption Then for any n > 4, we denote P" to be the law of the

solution to Equation (A.3) and for every finite set A C V and t € [0, T there exists a constant C; > 0
such that

sup (H [Ptn,A‘Pt*,A} v H[Pt*,A‘Ptn,A]> < Cy- ’A‘ (A.5)
Proof. Let ((C$)V,B'((C4)"), P*) be the canonical measure space and denote
(X")uev = (€1)" = (Cp)”

be the canonical process. Fix n € N such that n > 4.
Consider the function Z" € (C{ ;)" of the canonical process

t
7= XP— XY~ / b (s,X“[s],XN“ [s])ds, ueV. (A.6)
0
For any choice of ¢ € [0,7] and XV € (C$)V we denote ZJ : [0,T] x (C4)V — R by

H Zt[/O. bZ(s,X“[s],XN“[s])ds] u€ ANV, o

ueV |1 otherwise.

t ZP(XY) = (A7)

Thanks to Equation (4.2]) we have for every u € V that

/O' bu (5, X 0[], XN [s))ds € My

so that by Proposition [3.18] the stochastic process ¢ — Z;' is an JF;-local martingale. Further, by
Equation (4.3) we have for every for any u € V,,_5 and s,t € [0, T] that

2

gv

2 t
g/ M, .dr - <1+HX“ §+ﬁ Z | x©
Hr S

vGNu
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Hnt[/o bu (r, X Jr], XN [r])dr}




t
S/ M,.dr - (1—{—2 sup HXU ;)
S veEVh—1

)
)]
< exp (/t Mydr) - B [féla exp (2 /: Mydr - || X"

t t
<exp (/ Mrdr> . Z EX” [exp (2/ M, dr - HX”
§ ueVy s

By choosing |t — s| small enough so that

so that

P [exp(HHs,t[/. bu(r, XU[r],XNu[V"])dr”

0

<R

t
exp </ M,.dr - <1 + 2 sup HX”
s veEVn

)]
)]

1
M,d < f ———— A.8
/ TS WL B IXVIE] (A.8)

we obtain by Fernique’s Theorem that

EP* [exp <Hnt[ /O b (r, X ], XN [r])dr] (

)] <

Therefore, we apply Proposition [3.29] to conclude that Z}* is an F/7-martingale and Theorem [3.28
applies. Hence, we conclude that for every ¢ € [0, 7] the measure P € P((C{)") defined by

dP
dP*

(xV) =z (XV[H)

7

is a unique weak solution to Equation (A.3). What is more, the V,,-marginal P™"» is equal to the
law of the system of interacting equations

ax;t = by (6, X010, XV )de + dZE, (X uev, ~ iy, w €V,

on the finite graph (V;,, E,,). Given a normed subspace & C C%, we also denote & C C{ to be the
canonical projection. Next, for u € V,,_, and t € [0, 7], the expectation

2

Ht:|

B [0z, ] <sm™ (1 + 12708 + | [ o Gs, X015 X s s
t
§3<E“°Um8‘2} +E [ x|2. ] +/ Mds

.| ds)

B [ 2] < 2 [l ] + B [l ).
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+2/ Mg - sup EPR{HXU
vEB1 (u)

and foru € U,



In particular, this means that for any choice of ¢ € [0, T

sup B 73]

§3< sup / | X8 2dpao (X3 + sup /

u€EVn, (E¥)Vn
}d

and an application of the Gronwall inequality yields

t
x| 2 dy ™ (X V) + /0 Msds>

+6/ M, - sup E7 (|| X7 2
vEVn

sup B [quu }
u€eVy

T
§3< sup/ ‘Xo‘ d,uo(XV”) + sup/ HX”HiOTd'yV"(XV") +/ Msds>
ueVn J(RI)Vn (Ew)Vn 7 0

T
- exp <6/ Msds>.
0

Finally, we take a supremum in n € N and apply Equation (4.10) in order to conclude that
sup E {HX“HZ“} < 00.
ueV

To conclude, we ecall Equation (I.I) and Proposition [3.18 we conclude that for any finite subset
A CV, that

alee )= [ s

:% Z EP"[

I1 zt[/ (s, X"[s ],XNu[s])ds]>dP(XVn”A[t])

ueVyNA
2
Ht

/ bZ(s,X“[s],XN“[s])ds‘

uc ANV,
Z / Mds - <1+E|:HXuH£u] + \Nul Z {HXU 8”})
ueAﬁV VENy
<|A] - / Mds - sup IE{HX“ gu} < 00
which implies (A.5). -

The next lemma will be used to show both that the existence of a weak solution to the infinite
SDE system (2.8) holds automatically and also that it arises as the limit of finite-graph systems.
Recall that P € P(C") denotes the law of the solution of (2.8).

Lemma A.6. Let (V, E) be a locally finite graph, let (po, (by, H")uev) satisfy Assumption 4.9 Then for
any finite set A C V and any bounded measurable function 1) : (C%)A — R, we have

lim B” [p(x*)| = E|u(x4)].

n—o0

In particular; P* — P weakly on (C$)V.
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Proof. Firstly, we recall that for any v € P(X’) and any ¢ > 0 the set
{pePX):Hluv] <c}

is compact in the weak-* topology (see [DZ10, Lemma 6.2.16]) so that the entropy bound from
Equation (A.5) implies that for any ¢ € [0, 7] the sequence of measures (Pt"’A)neN is tight. Further,
since this holds for every finite set A C V and every ¢ € [0,7] we deduce that the entire sequence
(P™)en is tight in (C3)Y .

Note also that for sufficiently large n it holds that under P™ the processes

X! — Xy — / by (r, XV[r], XN [r])dr, s>0, v€ Vo, (A.9)
0

are independent Gaussian processes with distribution v, due to the consistency condition for the
(b")yev and the identity that NG» = N¢ for any v € Vj,_.

Now let Q € P(C") and suppose that there exists a subsequence ny, such that P — @ weakly.
In particular, this implies that for any finite set A C V and any bounded measurable function
Y (ChA = R,

lim EP™ [(X4)| = B2 [u(x*)],

k—o0

We conclude that, under @, the processes in (A.9) are independent Gaussian distributed pro-
cesses with distribution v* and hence @ = P. O
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