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Abstract

By using coupling arguments, Harnack type inequalities are established for a class
of stochastic (functional) differential equations with multiplicative noises and non-
Lipschitzian coefficients. To construct the required couplings, two results on existence
and uniqueness of solutions on an open domain are presented.
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1 Introduction
Consider the following stochastic differential equation (SDE):
(1.1) dX(t) =o(t, X (t))dB(t) + b(t, X (t))dt,

where (B(t));>0 is the d-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtered probability
space (Q, (Z)i>0, F,P), 0 : [0,00) xR - RI@R? and b : [0, 00) x R? — R are measurable,
locally bounded in the first variable and continuous in the second variable. This time-
dependent stochastic differential equation has intrinsic links to non-linear PDEs (cf. [19])
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as well as geometry with time-dependent metric (cf. [§]). When the equation has a unique
solution for any initial data x, we denote the solution by X*(¢). In this paper we aim to
investigate Harnack inequalities for the associated family of Markov operators (P(t))¢>o:

P@t)f(z) :=Ef(X"(t), t>0,2 €RY fe BRY,

where %, (R?) is the set of all bounded measurable functions on R

In the recent work [23] the second named author established some Harnack-type inequal-
ities for P(t) under certain ellipticity and semi-Lipschitz conditions. Precisely, if there exists
an increasing function K : [0,00) — R such that

lo(t,2) = ot y)lliis + 2(b(t, 2) = b(t,y), 2 —y) < K(t)|lz —y[*, 2,y €RY, £ >0,
and there exists a decreasing function A : [0, 00) — (0, 00) such that
lo(t, 2)Ell > A@WIEl, > 0,82 R,
then for each T' > 0, the log-Harnack inequality

K(T)|x — y|”

o,y € R?
INT)2(1 — e k@1 Y

(1.2) P(T)log f(y) < log P(T)f(x)+

holds for all strictly positive f € %,(R?). If, in addition, there exists an increasing function
d :[0,00) — (0,00) such that almost surely

‘(O'(t,l’) - O'(t,y))*(llf - y)} < 5(t)|l’ - y|> T,y € Rdat > 07

then for p > (1 + %)2 there exists a positive constant C(T") (see [23] Theorem 1.1(2)] for

expression of this constant) such that the following Harnack inequality with power p holds:
(1.3) (P(T)f(y)" < (P(T) ()T, y € RY, f € By (R,

This type Harnack inequality is first introduced in [20] for diffusions on Riemannian man-
ifolds, while the log-Harnack inequality is firstly studied in [14], 22] for semi-linear SPDEs
and reflecting diffusion process on Riemannian manifolds respectively. Both inequalities have
been extended and applied in the study of various finite- and infinite-dimensional models,
see [11, 2, [ Bl [7) 12] T3], 211, 23] and references within. In particular, these inequalities have
been studied in [24] for the stochastic functional differential equations (SFDE)

(1.4) AX(t) = {Z(t, X (1)) + alt, X;) }dt + o(t, X(1))dB(t), Xo € F,

where € = C([—rp,0]; R?) for a fixed constant 79 > 0 is equipped with the uniform norm
| - [loo; Xi € € is given by X;(u) = X(t + u),u € [~rg,0]; o : [0,00) x R — R? @ RY,
7 :[0,00) x R" — R and a : [0,00) X € — R? are measurable, locally bounded in the first
variable and continuous in the second variable. Let Xf’ be the solution to this equation with



= ¢ € €. In [24] the log-Harnack inequality of type (LZ) and the Harnack inequality of
type (L3]) were established for

PF(¢) :=EF(X{), t>0,F € %(%)

provided o is invertible and for any 7" > 0 there exist constants K, Ko > 0, K3 > 0 and
K, € R such that

1) [o(t,n(0))"{a(t,&) — a(t,n)}| < Kill€ = nlloo, t € [0,T],€,m €
(2) [(o(t,x) = olt,y)| < K2(LA |z —yl]), t €[0,T], 2,y € R:
(3) }Utx )7 < K, t>0,2 € RY

(4) ot x) — ot y)llhs + 20z —y, Z(t,2) = Z(t,y)) < Kalz —yl*, t €[0,T], 2,y € RY.

The aim of this paper is to extend the above mentioned results to SDEs and SFDEs
with less regular coefficients as considered in Fang and Zhang [6] (see also [I1]), where the
existence and uniqueness of solutions were investigated. In section 2, we consider the SDE
case; and in section 3, we consider the SFDE case. Finally, in section 4 we present two
results for the existence and uniqueness of solutions on open domains of SDEs and SFDEs
with non-Lipschitz coefficients, which are crucial for constructions of couplings in the proof
of Harnack-type inequalities.

2 SDE with non-Lipschitzian coefficients

To characterize the non-Lipschitz regularity of coefficients, we introduce the class

ds
su(s)

(2.1) U = {u € C((0,00);[1,00)) : /0 = 00, lirg%nf {u(r) +rd'(r)} > O}.

Here, the restriction that u > 1 is more technical than essential, since in applications one
may usually replace u by u V 1 (see condition (H1) below).

To ensure the existence and uniqueness of the solution and to establish the log-Harnack
inequality, we shall need the following assumptions:

(H1) There exist u, % € % with u/ < 0 and increasing functions K, K € C([0, 00); (0, 00))
such that for all t > 0 and z,y € RY,

1
(bt x) = b(t, ), x = y) + 5llo(t.2) — o(t,y)lis < KOz —y[ulle —yl)
lo(t,z) —o(t.y)lfis < KOz — yla(z —y[?).
(H2) There exists a decreasing function A € C([0,00); (0, 00)) such that

lo(t,z)y| > AB)|y|, t>0,z,y€R™



The log-Harnack inequality we are establishing depends only on functions u, K and \, K
and 4 will be only used to ensure the existence of coupling constructed in the proof. As in
[23], in order to derive the Harnack inequality with a power, we need the following additional
assumption:

(H3) There exists an increasing function 6 € C([0, 00); [0, 00)) such that

(o(t,2) —o(t,y) (@ —y)l < d(t)|z —yl, =,y Rt >0.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that (H1) holds.

(1) For any initial data X (0), the equation (LI has a unique solution, and the solution
18 non-explosive.

(2) If moreover (H2) holds and
(2.2) o(s) == /Su(r)dr < ysu(s)?, s>0
0

for some constant v > 0, then for each T > 0 and strictly positive f € By(R?),

K(T)e(lz — yP?)
MT)(1 = exp[-2K(T)T'/~])’

P(T)log f(y) <log P(T)f(x)+ f>1, z,y € R%

(3) If, additional to conditions in (2), (H3) holds, then

K(T)\/4(v/a— Dp(lz —y|?)
26(T)((v/a — L)NT) — 6(T)) (1 — exp[—2K (T)T /7))

(P(T)f(y))" < P(T)f(x)-exp

holds for T > 0, for ¢ > 1+ 5(T)+2/\)‘((TT))2V 5(T), z,y € RY and f € B (R?), the set of all

non-negative elements in %,(RY).

Typical examples for u € % satisfying v’ < 0 and (Z2)) contain u(s) = log(eVs™),u(s) =
{log(e VvV s71)} loglog(e® VvV s71), -« - .

Although the main idea of the proof is based on [23], due to the non-Lipschitzian coeffi-
cients we have to overcome additional difficulties for the construction of coupling. In fact,
to show that the coupling we are going to construct is well defined, a new result concerning
existence and uniqueness of solutions to SDEs on a domain is addressed in section 4.

2.1 Construction of the coupling and some estimates

It is easy to see fromm Theorem [A.] that the equation (ILT]) has a unique strong solution
which is non-explosive (see the beginning of the next subsection). To establish the desired
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log-Harnack inequality, we modify the coupling constructed in [23]. For fixed 7" > 0 and
0 € (0,2), let
2—-0 2K’5T) (t—T)

t) =
then € is a smooth and strictly positive on [0,7") so that

t €10,7],

(2.3) 2—2K(T)E(t) +~€'(t) =0, t€[0,T).
For any z,y € R%, we construct the coupling processes (X (t), Y (t))i>o as follows:

dX(t)=o(t, X (£)dB(t) + b(t, X (t))dt, X, =,
(24) LAY (H)=a(t, Y(£))dB(t)+b(t, Y (t))dt
tapo(t, Y (#)o(t, X (6) (X () =Y ()u(| X (&)=Y (#)[*)dt, Yo=y.

£(t)

We intend to show that the Y'(¢) (hence, the coupling process) is well defined up to time 7
and 7 < 7T, where
Ti=inf{t >0: X(t) =Y ()}

is the coupling time. To this end, we apply Theorem 1] to
D={(,y) eR*xRY: 2’ #£4}.
It is easy to verify (£2) from (H1). Then Y (¢) is well defined up to time ¢ A 7, where

¢:= lim G, and ¢, := inf{t € [0,7); |Y(t)] > n}.

Here and in what follows, we set inf () = co.
As in [23], to derive Harnack-type inequalities, we need to prove that the coupling is
successful before ¢ A T under the weighted probability Q := R(T'ATAC)P, where

R(s) =exp [— / }t)w, X(1) " (X(8) - Y(O)u(|X (1) — Y (£)), dB(1))

1/5
2 Jo

for s € [0,TACAT). To ensure the existence of the density R(T'ATAC) , letting

(2.5)

5(;2 o (t, X (£)) (X (1) = Y(0)) "u?(|X (8) — Y (£)[*)dt ]|,

T =1inf{t €[0,¢): | X(#) =Y ()| >n"'}, n>1,
we verify that (R(SAC,AT,))seo,r),n>1 is uniformly integrable, so that

R(TATAC) = lim R(T —n"") AT, AG)
n—o0
is a well defined probability density due to the martingale convergence theorem. Then we
prove that (AT > 7 a.s.-Q, so that Q = R(7)P. Both assertions are ensured by the following
lemma.



Lemma 2.2. Assume that the conditions (H1) and (H2) hold for some u satisfying (2.2).
Then

(1) For any s € [0,T) andn > 1,

K(T)e(|x —yl*)

E[R(s ATy A Gu) log R(s AT A G)] < ANT)20(2 — 0)(1 — exp[—2K(T)T/~])’

Consequently, R(T N¢ A7) = lim, oo R(T — 1Y) A7, A () exists as a probability
density function of P, and

K(T)e(lz —yl)
AT)?0(2 = 0)(1 — exp[-2K(T")T/7])

E{R(T AN{AT)IogR(T ACAT)} <

(2) Let Q= R(T'NCAT)P, then QCAT >7)=1. Thus, Q = R(7)P and

K(T)e(lz —yl)
(T)26(2 = 0)(1 — exp[-2K(T")T/~])’

E{R(r)log R(1)} < T
Proof. (1) Let

(2.6) / s X (5)=Y(s)u(|X(s) =Y (s)|*)ds, t<TATAC.
Then, before time T'A 7 A ¢, (24]) can be reformulated as

27 dX () = o(t, X (1)dB(t) + b(t, X (1))dt — X Du(| X (1) -V ()P)dt, X, =,
' AY (t) = o(t, Y (£))dB(t) + b(t, Y (£))dt, Yo = y.

For fixed s € [0,7) and n > 1, let ¥, s = s A7, A, and Qs = R(V,s)P. Then by the
Girsanov theorem, (B(t)):c[0,9,.] is a d-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability
measure Q,, ;. Let Z(t) = ( ) Y (t). By the It6 formula and condition (H1), we obtain

dlZ(t)]? = 2<Z(t), b(t, X (1)) —bl(t, YG)PW

+2(Z(t), (o(t, X (1)) —o(t, Y (t))dB(t))
< 2(K<T> (1))|Z< )Pul| Z(0))ct
(t, X () ~o(t, Y (O)AB()), <D

Applying the It6 formula to ¢(|Z(¢)|?) and noting that ¢” =« < 0, we derive

Yl (t, X (6) ot Y (1) st

+2(Z(t), (0

Aol Z()P) < AM (1) + 2(K(T) — = )| Z(0Pu(Z(0)P)L 1< 9,

£(t)
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where

M(t) ::/0 2u(|Z,[*)(Z(s5), (o (5. X(5)) = o(s,Y ()))dB(s)), ¢ < Vs

is a Q, s-martingale. Thus, by (2.2) and (2.3)),

a2ZO0 < Langey + 22O =2 722 20y yae - ED o1z e

& e £y R0k
| ZOPR(Z0P) -
(2.8) < M) Fe (2 + 2K (T)ED) — € (D)
1 ZPR(Z0)P)
= g MO - O dt, t<0,,

Taking the expectation w.r.t. the probability measure Q, ; and noting (B(t))ic(o,s,.] is a
Brownian motion under Q,, s, we get

e 2P 2(0)17) pllz —yl?)
. | [ ] =

On the other hand, it follows from (H2) that

e ] -1 2 [
log R(0y,4) = — / @ o X @) 2(Wu(Z0)F), aB®)
1 /ﬂnvs\o—@,X<t>>—1Z<t>\2u2<\Z<t>|2>

P G0k &

2
e ] —1 2 ™
S—/O @(U(t,X(t)) Z(t)u(|Z2@)]7), dB(t))

1L 2@ PRz P
+ o, OE

Combining with ([Z.9]), we arrive at

o(|z —y[?)

(210)  E[R(0)log R(Vns)] = Eq,, [log R(Vn)] < 2IN(T)20€(0)’

s€[0,T),n>1.

This implies the desired inequality in (1), and the consequence then follows from the mar-
tingale convergence theorem.

(2) Let ¢X = inf{t > 0; |X(#)] > n}. Since X(¢) is non-explosive as mentioned above,
(X 1 oo P-a.s. and hence, also Q-a.s. For n > m > 1, it follows from (28] that

QCE > s ATw > ) [0 20,007 _ ol —y?)
£0) /0 “(S)dSSE@{ o }S o)

(2.11)



Letting first n — oo, then m — oo, and noting that « > 1, we obtain Q(¢ < s A1) = 0 for
all s € [0,7"). Therefore, Q(¢ > T A7) = 1. So, it remains to show that Q(7 < T') =1 and
according to (1) and (2.9),

T2 Pu(Z2()) K(T)e(lx —yl*)
EQ/O §(t)? V= NI = 0)(1 - expl-2K(TDT/])

Since fOT ﬁdt = o0, 7 > T implies that

inf |Z(tAT)2u(|Z(tAT)?)? >0,
te[0,T)

which yields that

TNt 2 2\2
[Z)Fu(Z(0)]%)
QT <) S@(/O ;(t)2 dtzoo) =0.
Combining this with Q(¢ > T'A 7) = 1, we prove (2). O

If moreover (H3) holds, then we have the following moment estimate on R(7), which
will be used to prove the Harnack inequality with power.

Lemma 2.3. Assume (H1), (H2) and (H3) hold. Then for p := semeiigsemsas > O
20(T) + MT)6)0¢(lz — yI*)

2.12 ER(1)"? < ( :

(2.12) Rr)™ < op {45(T>g(0)(25(T) ToNT)6)

Proof. By (2Z8) and (H3), for any r > 0 we have

e 2P ZOP)
Eg, ., exp {r/o £00)? dt

<o | o e |5 [T MBI 200, (0. x(0) - ot v () aB0)

0£(0) 0 §(t)l 12
» { %} (EQWGXP {% R >dtD ,

where in the last step we use the inequality

EeM®) < (Ee2(M)(t)) 1/2

Y

for a continuous exponentially integrable martingale M (t), and (M)(t) denotes the quadratic
2

6 8r25(T)*
86(T)2 such that r = T

variational process corresponding to M(t). Putting r = , wWe

get

0> [ 2P (1 Z(1))) Oo(lz —yl*)
Eg, . exp {786(T)2/0 £)? dt} < exp l 13(T)2%(0) ]
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Due to Lemma 22 we have 7 < T'A (, Q-a.s. By taking s = T'— n~! and letting n — oo in
the above inequality, we arrive at

02 [T1Z@)P*(1Z(1)]%) Op(|z — yI*)
e Eae g [ ] < o0 [ |
Since for any continuous Q-martingale M (t)
Eqexp M) + 500

= (E@ exp [qu(t) - p2q2<M>(t)/2] ) " (E@ exp l%(ﬂ@(t)} ) (a=1)/q

< (Boew [%WMDMW, 0>

we obtain from (H2) that

ER(7)'"? = Eg exp [ p/OT%(U(t,X(t))_lz(t)uﬂZ( %), dB(t))
+g/T€(1)2}a(t,X( N Z(u(Z(0))] dt]

1 Z 22 (¢=1)/q
< (Boue [l 200 Z0P) o)
q_

Taking ¢ = 1 + /1 4+ p~! which minimizes ¢(pg + 1)/(q — 1), and using the definition of p,
we have

pepg+1) (p+/p*+p)?* 0 g—1 _ 25(T)+\NT)0
2AN(T)2(q—1) 2\(T)2 8T g 28(T) +2A(T)6°

Combining this with (213]), we complete the proof. O

2.2 Proof of Theorem [2.7]

According to Theorem Il below for D = R¢, (H1) implies that (LT]) has a unique solution.
Since u is decreasing, the first inequality in (H1) with y = 0 implies that for |z| > 1,

(2.14) 20b(t,2), 2)H|o(t, 2)llEs < 2(b(t,0), 2)+|o(t,0)llfis + 2]l (£, 0) [ms]lo (¢, 2)[us+EK (1) | [*u(1).

Moreover, the second inequality in (H1) with y = 0 implies that for |z| > 1,

kx (k—1)x
(o) o ()
< llo(t,0)llus + 2laly/ K (1) /ul1)

9
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where [|z|] stands for the integer part of |z|. Combining this with ([2I4) we may find a
function h € C(]0, 00); (0,00)) such that

2(b(t, z),x) + |lo(t, 2)l[Es < R()(L + |2[*),

which implies the non-explosion of X (¢) as is well known. Thus, the proof of (1) is finished.
Next, by Lemma and the Girsanov theorem,

B(t) = B(t) + /OW o5, X(s) " (X(s) - YD) (1x(5) — Y (5)B)ds, 30

is a d-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability measure Q. Then, according to
Theorem 2Z)(1), the equation

(2.15) AV (t) = o(t, Y (£))dB(t) + b(t, Y(£))dt, Y(0) =y

has a unique solution for all ¢ > 0. Moreover, it is easy to see that (X (t));>o solves the
equation

X(t) = Y(1)
£(t)

Thus, we have extended equation (2.7) to all ¢ > 0, which has a global solution (X (), Y (¢))>0
under the probability measure Q, and

(2.16) dX(t) = o(t, X (£))dB(t) + b(t, X (t))dt — Lyendt, X(0) = 2.

=inf{t>0: X(t)=Y()} <T, Q-as.

Moreover, since the equations (2.I5]) and (2.I6]) coincide for ¢ > 7, by the uniqueness of the

solution and X (7) = Y (7), we conclude that X (7') = Y (7T'), Q-a.s.
Now, by Lemma and the Young inequality we obtain

P(T)log f(y) = Eg[log f(Y(T))] = E[R(7)log f(Y(T))]
< log E[f(X(T))] + E[R(r) log R(7)]

K(T)e(lz —yl*)
ANT)0(2 —0) (1 — exp[—?K(T)T/v]) '

Taking 0 = 1, we derive the desired log-Harnack inequality.
Moreover, by the Holder inequality, for any ¢ > 1 we have

(P(T)fW)" = (B [F(V(T)])! = (B[R-F(X(T))])" < (P(T) f7(x)) (B[R @ D])*

< log P(T) f(x) +

2
Setting ¢ = 1 + H(T) ;:;)92);)(2T)5(T) such that
q B A(T)20
(217) =1 =N e s ()

10



it then follows from Lemma that

26(T) + A(T)0
2N(T)26(T)0 €(0)

(P(T)f(y))" < P(T)f(x) - exp p(lz —yl*)]-

. 24 oN(T)(T) B 20(T)
It is easy to see that for any ¢ > 1 + M, @&I7) holds for § = —————.
MI)? ANT)(ya—1)

Therefore, the desired Harnack inequality with power ¢ follows.

3 SFDEs with non-Lipschitzian coefficients

For a fixed rg > 0, let ¢ := C([—79,0]; R?) denote all continuous functions from [—rg, 0] to
R? endowed with the uniform norm, i.e.

[¢lloc := max |@(s)], for¢e@.

—r0<s<0

Let T' > 7y be fixed, for any h € C([—7ro, T];R?) and t > 0, let h; € € such that
hi(s) == h(t+s), s € [-10,0].

Consider the following type of stochastic functional differential equation

(3.1) dX(t) ={b(t, X(t)) + a(t, Xy) }dt + o (t, X;)dB(t), Xo€ €,

where a : [0,00) x € — R?% 5 :[0,00) x € — R?®@R? and b : [0,00) — R? are measurable,
locally bounded in the first variable and continuous in the second variable.

According to the proof of Theorem [4.2] below, we introduce the following class of functions
to characterize the non-Lipschitz regularity of the coefficients:

ds
su(s)

7= {ue 000 oo [

= 00, s+ su(s) is increasing and concave}.

According to Theorem with D = RY, the equation (B.I)) has a unique strong solution
provided there exist a locally bounded function K : [0,00) — (0,00) and u € % such that

(32) < K)o —vl5ulllo —vl2),

l(t,¢) — a(t,¥)llhs < K(B)lle — vlZullle —vII5)
holds for all £ > 0 and ¢,9 € €. Since su(s) is increasing and concave in s, we have
su(s) < c(1 + s) for some constant ¢ > 0. Therefore, it is easy to see that the above
conditions also imply the non-explosion of the solution.

Let X be the segment solution to BI) for Xo = ¢. We aim to establish the Harnack
inequality for the associated Markov operators (P;);>o:

Pif(¢) =Ef(X)), f€B(F),¢€F.

11



As already known in [5], 24], to establish a Harnack inequality using coupling method, one
has to assume that (-, ¢) depends only on ¢(0); that is, (¢, ¢) = o (¢, $(0)) holds for some
o :[0,00) x R? — RY @ R% Therefore, below we will consider the equation

(3.3) AX (1) = {b(t, X (1))} + alt, X))}t + o(t, X(1)dB(1), X, €E,

where a : [0,00) x € — R?, 7 :[0,00) x R? — R? ® R? are measurable, locally bounded in
the first variable and continuous in the second variable. We shall make use of the following
assumption, which is weaker than (1)-(4) introduced in the end of Section 1 since u might
be unbounded.

(A) There exist u € % and increasing function K, K, Ky, K3, K, € C(]0,00); (0, 00))
such that for all t > 0,

(1) (bt 2) = b(t,y), @ —y) + 5llot,2) — ot Y)lis < Ka(®)lz — yPulle —y), 2,y € R
(i) ot ) = ot y)llis < KOl = yPulle - y), z,y € RE
(iii) a(t, ¢) — a(t, ) < Kao(t)[|6 — vl Zulllé = ¥I%), ¢,¢ € E;
) (o(t,z) — ot y)o(t,y) 7 1* < Ks(t), llo(t,2)7"* < Ku(t), v,y € R,

(iv

Obviously, (A) implies ([B.2) so that the equation (B3]) has a unique strong solution and
the solution is non-explosive. Let G(s fl ml(r dr,s > 0. It is easy to see that G is strictly
increasing with full range R. Let

O(T,r) = G (G(Qrz) + G(A{EKL(T) + 2K,(T)K5(T) + 32K(T)})),
O(T,r)=C(T,r)u(C(T,r)), T>0.

Since G(0) := limg)y G(s) = —oo, we have C(7,0) = 0 for any 7" > 0. So, if lim, su(s) =0
then ®(7',0) = 0. The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (A). If (22) holds for some constant vy > 0, then for T > 0

PT+7‘0 log f(lb) - 10g PT+r0f(¢)

27¢(16(0) —(0)*)
T

holds for all strictly positive f € By, (€) and ¢, Y € €.

< K4(T)< + T{8K(T)*+8K5(T) K3(T) + Ky (T) (T, || — wHoo))

The proof is modified from Section 2. But in the present setting we are not able to derive
the Harnack inequality with power as in Theorem 21J(3). The reason is that according to
the proof of Lemma below, to estimate ER(7)? for ¢ > 0 one needs upper bounds of the

exponential moments of || Z;||2 u(||Z:||2,), which is however not available.
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Let T > 0 and ¢,v¢ € € be fixed. Combining the construction of coupling in Section
2 for the SDE case with non-Lipschitz coefficients and that in [24] for the SFDE case with
Lipschitz coefficients, we construct the coupling process (X (t), Y (¢)) as follows:

X(t) =A{o(t, X (1) + alt, Xo) pdt + o(t, X(1))dB(t), Xo = ¢,
(,

(3.4) dY(t) b(t,Y(t)) + a(t, Xy)}dt + o(t, Y (t))dB(t)
ALY QX XOY O 1, (1) (|X (1) — Y (HP)dE, Yo =,
where T
é(t) = 7, te0,7].

As explained in Subsection 2.1 for the existence of solution to ([2.4]) using Theorem [.1]
due to Theorem .2l and (i) in (A), the equation (3.4) has a unique solution up to the time
T NC AT, where

=inf{t>0: X(t)=Y(®)}, (:= 7}13305,1; (p i=inf{t € [0,T): |Y(t)] > n}.

From (A) it is easy to see that ( > T. If 7 < T, we set Y (t) = X(t) for t > 7 so that
(X(t),Y(t)) solves ([B4) for all £ > 0 (this is not true if o(¢,Y(t)) is replaced by &(t,Y})
depending on Y (t + s),s € [—719,0]). In particular, 7 < T implies that X7 ,, = Xrir-
To show that 7 < T, we make use of the Girsanov theorem as in Section 2. Let Z(t) =
X(t) = Y(t) and

A = 2 “”2)“(5(’5( V720 L o4 v () (alt, X)—alt, V7).

We intend to show that
(3.5) R(s) = exp [— /0 M), dB(1)) — % /0 S \A(t)|2dt}

is a uniformly integrable martingale for s € [0,7° A7), so that due to the Girsanov theorem,
(3.6) Bls) = B(s) + / AL {<T A7
0

is a d-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Q := R(7 A CA T)P. To this end,
we make use of the approximation argument as in Section 2.
Define
—inf{t € [0,T7); |X(t) =Y (@) >n""'}, n>1.

By the Girsanov theorem, for any s € (0,7") and n > 1, {R(t)

and {;B(t>}t€[0,s/\7~'n/\én}
R(SAC AT )P

}tE[O,s/\%n/\fn] is a martingale

is a d-dimensional Brownian motion under the probability Q;, =

13



For t < T A C, A 7y, rewrite (34) as

X (1) = {b(t, X(¢)) + alt, Xo)}dt + o(t, X (1))dB(t) — ZF (IZ( )[?)dt
—o(t, X(1))o(t, Y ()" (alt, Xi) — a(t, Kt)) t, = ¢,

dY (1) = {b(t, Y (1)) + a(t, Y;)}dt + o(t, Y ())dB(?), w.

We have Zy = ¢ — ¢ and

sn 0= (ot X (1)) =0 (t,Y (1))dB(0) + (b<t,X<t>>—b<t,y<t>>—u(|z<gg)2(t))dt
+{o(t,Y(t) — o(t, X (1)) }o(t, (a(t, X,) — a(t, Y;))dt

fort<T/\7~‘n/\g:n.
Lemma 3.2. Assume (i), (i) and (iii) in (A). Let E,, stands for taking the expectation
w.r.t. the probability measure Qs ,, := R(SA(,NAT,)P. Then

sup )E( sup |Z<t>|2)s0<T,||Zo||oo>.

n>1,s€[0,T —10<t<sACn ATy

Proof. Let £,(t) = sup_, <,<irzac, | Z(7)[?. By the first inequality (i) and (iii) in (A), B.1)

and using the Ito formula, we get

dlZB)F <2(2(t), (o(t, X (1) —o(t. Y (#)))dB(t))

(38) +2(Kl<>|2<t>\ u(|ZW)) + 12O KO Ko Zi B al 1212 )t

for t < s A7, A Cy. Moreover, according to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, for any
continuous martingale M (t) one has

E sup M(s) < 2\/7E\/

s€[0,t]
Combining this with ([B.8)) and (ii) in (A), and noting that su(s) is increasing in s so that
ZOPu(1Z®)?) < 1 ZilIZu(| Zill%) < La@)ulla(t)), < sAF0 A

we obtain

2 4

Esnln(t) < 1 Z0|% + 8Esn K(T)(/O €n(r)2u(€n(r))dr) + ZES,nﬁn(t)

+ {2K(T) + 4K2(T)K3(T)}/O Es b (r)u(ly,(r))dr

< ||ZO||§O+%ES,n£n(t)+2{K1(T)+2K2(T)K3(T)+32K(T)} /0 Ey o [6(r)u(6u(r))] dr-

14



Since su(s) is concave in s so that Eg [0, (r)u(l,(1))] < Eg b (r)u(Eg .0, (7)), this implies
that

Egnln(t) < 2|| Zo||2 +4{ K1 (T)+2Ky(T) K3(T)+32K (T)} /t Es nln(r)u(Es nln(r))dr, t <s.

Therefore, the desired estimate follows from the Bihari’s inequality. O

Lemma 3.3. Assume (A). If (2Z2) holds for some constant v > 0, then

sup E [R(s/\gn/\%n) log R(s/\fn/\%n)}
s€[0,T),n>1

< 16,(1) (PO sy (1) 4 s (1) + Kol Y(T. | )

Proof. By the first inequality in (A2), (87) and using the It6 formula, we obtain

A2 <2(Z(0), (o(t, X (1) —o(t, Y (£)dB(#)) — 22U >|§(t()‘Z( ) gy

+2(Kl<t>\2<t>|2u<\2< ) + 12O E (O K O ZEu(Z%) )t

for t < s A7y A G So, as in the proof of Lemma B.2] there exists a Q,,-martingale M(t)
such that for t < s A7, A (,,

22UZ20P) g Z(6)Pu*(1Z(1))

{O. o= £(t)? (238 0))
+ %(mt)\zwu(w N+ 2O EO RO ZlZu(lZ0%) ) dt
<dM(o)+ (4{K1<t>2+f<2<t>f<3<t>}Hztuzou<uztuzo>dt— A
where in the last step we have used u > 1 and & (t) = —%. Therefore,

e 2P Z(0F)
B o
FBT{ET)? o+ Kol(T) Iy ()} Enl(T)u(la(T)).

3.9
G sz

£(0)
Since by Lemma B2 and the concavity of r — ru(r)

Esnln(T)u(ln(T)) < C(T, [| Zolloo)u(C(T, | Zolloo)) = (T | Zoll o),

15



combining ([39) with Lemma B2 and (iv) in (A) we arrive at that
1 S/\%n/\én
—Em/ |A(t)|Pdt
2 0

~ g, [ (PORCZOD | oz aqizi) )

§(t)?
w + T{8K(T)* + 8K5(T)K3(T) + K»(T) } (T, HZO||°°)>'

E[R(s A7y AGu)log R(s A 7 A Ga)] =

< K4(T)<
U

Proof of Theorem[31. As discussed in Section 2 that Lemma B3 and ([B.3) imply that 7 <
T A ¢ Q-as., where Q := R(T AT A (P = R(7)P. Since by the construction we have
X(t) =Y(t) for t > 7, this implies that X7, = Yr,,. Applying the Young inequality and
Lemma [3.3] we obtain

PT+7”O 1Og .f(,lvb) - 1Og PT+rof(¢) = EQ [1Og f(YT+ro):| - 1Og PT+?“of(¢)
= E[R(7)log f(Xr4r,)] = logE[f(X71ry)] < E[R(7)log R(7)]

270(12(0)1*)

< K4(T)< T

+T{S K (T +8K> (T) K(T)+ Kol T) (T, || Zo]lc) ).

4  Existence and uniqueness of solutions

There are a lot of literature on the existence and uniqueness of SDEs and SFDEs under
non-Lipschitz condition, see e.g. Taniguchi [I7, [I§] and references therein. In the following
two subsections, for the construction of couplings given in the previous sections, we present
below two results in this direction for SDEs and SFDEs on open domains respectively.

4.1 Stochastic differential equations

Let D be a non-empty open domain in R? and let 7' > 0 be fixed. Consider the following
SDE:

(4.1) AX (1) = o(t, X(£))dB(t) + b(t, X (t))dt,

where (B(t)):>o is the m-dimensional Brownian motion on a complete filtered probability
space (9, (F1)i>0, Z,P), 0 :[0,T)x D - RIQR™ and b: [0,T) x D — R? are measurable,
locally bounded in the first variable and continuous in the second variable.

Theorem 4.1. If there exist u € %, a sequence of compact sets K,, T D and functions
{©n}n>1 € C([0,T);(0,00)) such that for everyn > 1,

2(b(t,x) = b(t,y), @ —y) + [lo(t, 2) — o(t, y)llis

4.2
(4.2) < Ou(t)]z — ylPulle —yP), |-yl < Loy € Kt € [0,T).
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Then for any initial data X (0) € D, the equation (A1) has a unique solution X (t) up to life
time
(:=TA lim inf {t € [0,7): X(t) ¢ K,},

n—oo

where inf () := oco.

Proof. For each n > 1, we may find h, € C*®(R%) with compact support contained in D
such that h,|k, = 1. Let

b(t, ) = h(2)b(t,2), on(t,2) = hn(2)o(t, ).

Then for any n > 1, b, and o, are bounded on [0, :—fl] x R? and continuous in the second

variable. According to the Skorokhod theorem [15] (see also [9, Theorem 0.1]), the equation
(4.3) dXn(t) = on(t, Xn(£))dB(t) + bn(t, Xn(t))dt, Xn(0) = Xo

has a weak solution for ¢ € [0, 7?—4?1] So, by Yamada-Watanabe principle [25], to prove the

existence and uniqueness of the (strong) solution, we only need to verify the pathwise unique-

ness.

Let X, (), X,,(t) be two solutions to (@3] for ¢ € [0, :—fl] Since the support of h, is a

compact subset of D and since K,, 1 D, there exists m > n such that K,, D supp h,,. Then
([A.2)) yields that

2<bn(t,l’) - bn(tay)ax - y) + ||Un(t>z) - O-n(t>y)||12{S S Cn|£lj' - y|2u(|a: - y|2)

holds for some constant C,, > 0, all ¢ € [0, 7?—4?1] and 7,y € R? with |z — y| < 1. By the Ito
formula, this implies
d|X () = X (O < Cul X (t) = X () Pu(| X (1) — X (8)]*)dt

(4.4) B 3
+2(X0(t) = X (1), {on(t, Xn(t)) — on(t, Xn(t)) 1dB(2))

for t € [0, g—fl] On the other hand, u € % implies that

uw(r)+ru'(r) >N, €0, po

holds for some constants A, py > 0. Let

U (r) = exp [A/ L}, r,e > 0.
1

€+ su(s)

Then, for any € > 0, we have ¥, € C?([0,0)) and

ru(r)Wi(r) = %\I’a(ﬂ < AU (r),

A2 — Mu(r) +ru'(r)}
(e 4+ ru(r))?

v (r) =

£

< Ov re [07p0]
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Therefore, letting

nT
n+1

ro=inf {t e [0, [Xa(t) = Ku(®)F = o},
it follows from (A4]) and the It6 formula that

AW (|1 X, (1) — X, (D)]?) < AC WL (|X,0(1) — X, ()]?)dt
+2UL(| X (t) — Xn() )X (t) — Xo(t), {onlt, Xu(t)) — 0n(t, X (t)) }dB(2))

holds for ¢t < 75 A :—Il Hence,

nT

BV, (| X, (t A1) — Xn(t ATo)|?) < W (0), t < T
n

Letting € | 0 and noting that ¥(0) = 0, we arrive at

EWo (| X, (t ATo) — Xn(t A To)[2) = 0.

Thus, X,,(t A7o) — X,,(t A7) holds for all ¢ € [0, 2L]. Therefore, 75 = oo and X,,(t) = X, ()

’ n+1
holds for all ¢ € [0, :—JrTl] In conclusion, for every n > 1, the equation (£3) has a unique
solution up to time :—JrTl

Since h, =1 on K,, so that (@3] coincides with (Z.I]) before the solution leaves K,,, the
equation (4.1]) has a unique solution X (¢) up to the time

nT

Cn ::n+1Ainf{t20:X(t)§éKn}.

Therefore, ([£I]) has a unique solution up to the life time ¢ = 7" A lim,, o (- O

4.2 Stochastic functional differential equations

Let € := €([~7¢,0]; RY) for a fixed number ry > 0, and for any set A C R? let A = {¢ €
€ : ¢(|—ro,0]) C A}. For fixed T > 0 and a non-empty open domain D in RY we consider
the SFDE

(4.5) dX(t) = b(t, X,)dt + a(t, X,)dB(t), X, € D?,

where B(t) is the m-dimensional Brownian motion, b : [0,7) x D¥ — R? and & : [0,7) x
D% — R? ® R™ are measurable, bounded on [0,t] x K for t € [0,T) and compact set
K C D, and continuous in the second variable.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that there exists a sequence of compact sets K, T D such that for
every n > 1,

(4.6)  2(b(t, ) — b(t, ), 6(0) — ¥(0)) + [|7(t, ) — (1, ¥)llEs < [l6 — ¥llZun(lle — ¥1I1%)
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and

(4.7) lo(t, @) — ot ¥)lfs < 16 — Ylleunlllé — ¥1%)

hold for some u, € % and all p,7p € K&, t < :—Il Then for any initial data Xy € D, the
equation ([ALD) has a unique solution X (t) up to life time
¢ = T/\Ji_)noloinf {te[0,T): X(t) ¢ Ky}

Proof. Using the approximation argument in the proof of Theorem [LI, we may and do
assume that D = R? and a and & are bounded and continuous in the second variable and
prove the existence and uniqueness of solution up to any time 7" < T. According to the
Yamada-Watanabe principle, we shall verify below the existence of a weak solution and the
pathwise uniqueness of the strong solution respectively.

(1) The proof of the existence of a weak solution is standard up to an approximation
argument. Let B(s) = B(rg + 1+ s),s € [—ro, 0], where B(s) is a d-dimensional Brownian
motion. Define

Gn(t,d) =Ea(t, ¢ +n"'B),by(t, ) = Eb(t, ¢ +n'B), n>1.

Applying [3, Corollary 1.3] for o = %Idxd, m=0,Z=b=0and T =1+ rg, we see that for
every n # 1, 6, and b, are Lipschitz continuous in the second variable uniformly in the first
variable. Therefore, the equation

AX () = by (t, X)) dt + 5,(t, X")AB(t), X = X,

has a unique strong solution up to time 7': X™ € C([0,7"]; R?). To see that X ™ converges
weakly as n — oo, we take the reference function

h(t +s)) — h(t
ge(h) :== sup sup [A( )Z ®)]
te[0,T) s€(0,(T—t)A1) S

for a fixed number € € (0, 3). It is well known that g. is a compact function on C([0, 7"]; R?),
i.e. {g. <r}is compact under the uniform norm for any r > 0. Since b,, and &,, are uniformly
bounded and € € (0, 5), we have

sup Eg. (X™) < 0.

n>1

Let P(™ be the distribution of X(™. Then the family {P(™},; is tight, and hence (up to
a sub-sequence) converges weakly to a probability measure P on Q := C([0,T;]; R?). Let
Fi=o0(w— w(s):s<t)forte[0,7']. Then the coordinate process

X(t)(w) :=w(t), t€0,T],weQ

is .Z,-adapted. Since P is the distribution of X ™, we see that

M®™(t) = X(t)—/tbn(s,XS)ds, t€[0,T]
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is a P(™-martingale with

m

(M, MM (1) = Z/Ot {(n)ik(@n)ji } (s, X)ds, 1<i,j<d.

i=1

Since 7, — & and b, — b uniformly and P™ — P weakly, by letting n — oo we conclude
that

M(t) = X(t) — /0 b, X.)ds, s € 0.7

is a P-martingale with

(M;, M;)( Z/ {Gdi (s, X)ds, 1<i,j<d.
According to [10, Theorem I1.7.1], this implies

M(t) = /0 t(r(s,XS)dB(s), te 0,7

for some m-dimensional Brownian motion B on the filtered probability space (2, %, P).
Therefore, the equation has a weak solution up to time 77.

(2) The pathwise uniqueness. Let X (¢) and Y (¢) for t € [0,7"] be two strong solutions
with Xg =Y. Let Z =X —Y and

=T Ainf {t € [0,T): |X(t)|+ [V ()| > n}.
By the It6 formula and (4.6]), we have
(48)  dlZ(t)] < 2{(a(t, Xy) = 3 (t, Y))AB(t), Zo) + | ZlZun | Z:][%), ¢ < T
Let

0.(t) := sup |Z,*, t>0.

s<tATp

Noting that su,(s) is increasing in s, we have
1Zel2un (1 Ze1%) < La(t)un(la(t)), t>0.

So, by (£1), (£.8) and using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, there exist constants
C1,Cy > 0 such that

1/2

El,(t) < /Ot El,,(s)un(ln(s))ds + ClE(En(t) /Ot En(s)un(fn(s))ds)

<

El,(t) + Cy /Ot El,(8)un(£,(s))ds.

N —
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Since s — su,(s) is concave, due to Jensen’s inequality this implies that

El,(t) <20 /Ot Bl (s)u, (EC,(s))ds.

Let G(s) = [} Wl(s)ds, s > 0, and let G~! be the inverse of G. Since fol ﬁ(s)ds = 00, We
have [—00,0] € Dom(G™!) with G™*(—o00) = 0. Then, by the Bihari’s inequality (cf. [?,
Theorem 1.8.2]), we obtain

El,(t) < GTH(G(0) + G(2C5t)) = G (—00) = 0.

This implies that X (t) = Y (¢) for t < 7, for any n > 1. Since b and & are bounded, we have
T, T T'. Therefore, X (t) =Y (t) for t € [0,T"]. O
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