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ON WEAK SOLUTIONS OF SDES WITH SINGULAR
TIME-DEPENDENT DRIFT AND DRIVEN BY STABLE
PROCESSES

PENG JIN

ABSTRACT. Let d > 2. In this paper, we study weak solutions for the follow-
ing type of stochastic differential equation

dXi =dS; +b(s+1t,X¢)dt, t>0,

Xo ==z,
where (s,z) € Ry x R? is the initial starting point, b : Ry x R — R? ig
measurable, and S = (St)¢>0 is a d-dimensional a-stable process with index

a € (1,2). We show that if the a-stable process S is non-degenerate and
be L (Ry; L®(RY))+ L (Ry; LP(R?)) for some p, g > 0 with d/p+a/q <

loc loc
a—1, then the above SDE has a unique weak solution for every starting point

(s,z) € Ry x RY.

1. Introduction
In this paper, we study the following type of stochastic differential equation

— >
{dXt dSy +b(s +t, X;)dt, t>0, (1)

XO =,
where (s, ) € R xR? is the initial starting point, b : R, x R? — R is measurable,
and S = (S¢)i>0 is a d-dimensional a-stable process. The equation (1.1) is a
shorthand way of writing

t
Xi=x2+ S, +/ b(s 4+ u, Xy )du, t>0. (1.2)
0

Since the drift b is not assumed to be bounded, solutions of (1.1) are supposed to
fulfill the integrability conditions

t
/ [b(s + u, Xy)|du < oo as., ¥Vi>0, (1.3)
0

such that the integral in (1.2) makes sense.

The classical results tell us, that if b is of linear growth and globally Lipschitz
in the space variable, then a unique strong solution to (1.1) exists. However, it
turns out that the Lipschitz-continuity on the drift is far from being necessary;
this is well demonstrated in the special case where o = 2, that is, when S is a
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d-dimensional Brownian motion. Indeed, there is an extensive literature devoted
to the study of Brownian motion (or more generally, diffusions) with singular drift,
see, e.g., [26, 22, 16, 21, 1, 13, 6, 24], and many others. In particular, it was shown
in [13] that if S is a Brownian motion and there exist p,q > 0 with d/p+2/¢g < 1
such that b € L] (Ry; LP(R?)), namely

loc

T a/p
/ (/ |b(t,:v)|pd:v) dt < 0o, VT >0, (1.4)
0 Rd

then strong existence and uniqueness hold for (1.1). Regarding weak solutions to
(1.1) in the Brownian case, the condition (1.4) can be relaxed, see, e.g., [1, 9],
where weak existence and uniqueness for (1.1) (in the case o = 2) were shown for
some Kato-class drifts.

There is now a growing interest to study (1.1) for the case where a € (0,2).
Earlier works in this direction include [12, 15], which primarily concentrated on
weak solutions, or equivalently, solutions to the corresponding martingale-problem.
Recently, weak existence and uniqueness of rotationally symmetric a-stable (1 <
a < 2) processes with (time-independent) singular drift belonging to the Kato-
class KCg,o—1 were obtained in [3, 11]. Compared to weak solutions, one needs
generally more regularity on the drift to obtain strong solutions to (1.1), as seen
in the diffusion case; this is also the case when « € (0,2). Priola [17] proved that
if the stable process S is symmetric, non-degenerate and with index o € (1,2),
and b is time-independent and belongs to Cf (R?) with 8 > 1 —a/2, then pathwise
uniqueness holds for (1.1). Afterwards, similar results were obtained by Zhang
[25] where it was shown that if S is as in [17], b is locally bounded and there exist
some 3 € (1 —«a/2,1) and p > 2d/« such that for any T, R > 0,

b(t, t p
/ / b(t, z) diﬁy” dxdy < oo,
tGOT (=1<r} J{wi<ry  |®—y|THPP

then a unique strong solution to (1.1) exists. As an intermediate step to obtain
the main result, Zhang [25] also obtained the following result on weak existence: if
the stable process S is symmetric, non-degenerate and with index a € (1,2), and
there exist p,q > 0 such that

d/p+a/g<a—1 and be L (Ry; L°(RY) + LL (Ry; LP(RY)),  (1.5)

then weak solutions to (1.1) exist. Very recently, the results of [17] have been
extended in [2] to a larger class of Lévy processes, including the rotationally sym-
metric a-stable process with index 0 < o« < 1. For SDEs with irregular drift and
driven by other types of Lévy noises, see also [7, 14].

In this paper, we study weak solutions to (1.1) for the case 1 < a < 2. We
are mainly interested in the weak uniqueness problem. Under mild assumptions
on the stable process, we will prove that the condition (1.5) on b implies weak
uniqueness for (1.1). More precisely, the main result of the present paper is as
follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 2 and 1 < o < 2. Assume that the a-stable process S is
non-degenerate, that is, Assumption 2.1 (see Section 2) is satisfied. Assume thatb
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is such that (1.5) holds. Then the SDE (1.1) has a unique weak solution for every
starting point (s,x) € Ry x RY,

We remark that the stable process S considered in Theorem 1.1 is not necessarily
symmetric. Therefore, Theorem 1.1 also extends the above mentioned result of
[25] on weak existence for (1.1).

We now briefly discuss our strategy to prove Theorem 1.1. Essentially, our proof
of Theorem 1.1 is based on some perturbation arguments. Under the assumptions
of Theorem 1.1, we will see that the time-space resolvent of the solution X to (1.1)
can be explicitly expressed in terms of a series, of which the main term is the time-
space resolvent of S. This enables us to obtain weak uniqueness for (1.1). On the
other hand, some estimates on the time-space resolvent of X can be established
and used as substitutes of the Krylov-estimates obtained in [25]; as a consequence,
we can adapt the proof of weak existence in [25] to make it work also for our case.
We would like to point out that the perturbation on the resolvent of S that we
will do in this paper depends mainly on the scaling property of the heat kernel
of S, rather than exact estimates of that. As shown in [23], sharp heat kernel
estimates are actually not available in our case, since S is merely assumed to be
non-degenerate. Therefore, we can not carry out the same perturbation on the
heat kernel of S as done in [3, 11], where a rotationally symmetric a-stable process
is considered for which sharp heat kernel estimates are known.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some
basic facts on a-stable processes and the definition of the martingale problem for
non-local generators. In Section 3 we establish some estimates on the time-space
resolvent of non-degenerate a-stable processes and obtain a solvability result on
the corresponding resolvent equation. In Section 4 we prove the local existence
and uniqueness of weak solutions to (1.1), under slightly stronger assumptions
than those in Theorem 1.1. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we assume that dimension d > 2. The inner product
of z and y in R is written as x - y. We use |v] to denote the Euclidean norm of
a vector v € R™, m € N. For a bounded function g : Ry x RY — R™ we write
gl == sup(s s)er, xra l9(s; )| Let S = {x € R? : |z| = 1} be the unitary
sphere.

Let a € (1,2) be fixed throughout this paper. A d-dimensional a-stable process
S = (S¢)i>0 is a Lévy process with a particular form of characteristic exponent 1),
namely

E[eist'“} =e W 4y eRY
P(u) = —/ (eiu'y —1—iu- y)l/(dy) — w7y, (2.1)
R4\ {0}

where v € R? and the Lévy measure v is given by

vB)= [ ) [T rsGon BesE.
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Here, « is called the center of S and v = E[S;]; the measure y is a finite measure
on the unitary sphere S¢~! and is called the spectral measure of the a-stable
process S. It’s worth noting that the first term on the right-hand side of (2.1) is
a homogeneous function (with variable u) of index a. As a consequence,

Y(pu) +i(pu-y) = p*(P(u) +i(u-v)), Vp>0. (2:2)

Throughout this paper, we assume S to be non-degenerate, that is, the spectral
measure p of S satisfies the following condition.

Assumption 2.1. The support of p is not contained in a proper linear subspace of
R,

The infinitesimal generator A of the process S is given by

d
@ = [ (1) = @) e @)+ Yo @), S € R,
0 i=1
(2.3)
where C2(R?) denotes the class of C? functions such that the function and its first
and second order partial derivatives are bounded. Note that CZ(R?) is a Banach
space endowed with the norm

d d
I fllcamay = IFIL+ D N0ifl+ D 105 £l,  f € CERY,
=1

i,j=1

where 0;f(x) := Oy, f(x) and 3} f(x) = (’ﬁﬂjf(x) for z € RY. For a function
f(x,y) with two variables 2,y € R%, we also use the notation A, f(x,y) to indicate
that A is operating on the function f(-,y) with y being considered as fixed.

Let
Ly:=A+5b(t,-)-V, (2.4)

where V is the gradient operator with respect to the spatial variable.

Let D = D([O7 oo)), the set of paths that are right continuous with left limits,
endowed with the Skorokhod topology. Set X;(w) = w(t) for w € Q and let
D=0(X;:0<t<o0)and F; :=0c(X, :0<r <t). A probability measure P on
(D, D) is called a solution to the martingale problem for L; starting from (s, z), if

t
P(X; =z, ¥t <s)=1, P(/ Ib(u, X)|du < oo, Vt > s) =1,  (25)
and under the measure P,
t
£ = [ Luf(Xa)du (2.6)

is an Fp-martingale after time s for all f € CZ(RY).
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3. Some Analytical Results

We first recall that ¢ is the characteristic exponent of the stable process (S¢):>o.
According to Assumption 2.1 and [18, Prop. 24.20], there exists some constant
¢ > 0 such that

B[] = |e7 ™| < ey e R (3.1)

By the inversion formula of Fourier transform, the law of S; has a density p; €
LY(RY) N Cy(R?) that is given by

1 _

pe(x) = —/ em e Wy zeRY > 0. (3.2)

(2m)¢ Jga
According to [23, p. 2856, (2.3)], we have the following scaling property for p;:
pi(x) =t~ Vop (Vo + (1 —t17Y%)y), zeR? t>0. (3.3)

The following result is a slight extension of [17, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.1. Let p > 1 be arbitrary. Then for each t > 0, the density p: of St
and all its derivatives D*p; belong to C3°(RY) N LP(RY), where k = (ky,- -+ , kq) is
a multi-index with k; € Zy, i =1,--- ,d, and

D* on ho |kl=k k

(@x1)F - (Owg)e wi |k 1+ -+ kg

Proof. We follow the proof of [17, Lemma 3.1]. We will only prove the assertion
for py, since the cases for the derivatives D¥p, are similar. By the scaling property
(3.3), it suffices to consider ¢ = 1. As shown in the proof of [17, Lemma 3.1], the
characteristic exponent 1) can be written as the sum of ¢y and 15, where

) == [ (e Ly udy), va=v
{0<]y|<1}

It is easy to see that exp(—1)2) is bounded and is the characteristic function of an
infinitely divisible probability measure m on R%. Tt follows from (3.1) that

|1 )] < ge=ell” w e RY,

for some constant ¢; > 0. We can easily check that ¢; € C°°(R?%) and that
exp(—11) belongs to the Schwartz space S(R?). Since the Fourier transform is a
one-to-one map of S(R?) onto itself, we can find f € S(R?) with f=exp(—t1),
where f denotes the Fourier transform of f. In particular, we have f € LP(R?)
for all p > 1. Let f *m be the convolution of f and . We have

Frm = fin=e 97 =7 = py,

which implies p; = f % m. Thus p; € Cf°(RY). By Young’s inequality, we get
p1 € LP(RY). O

Recall that the operator A defined in (2.3) is the infinitesimal generator of the
process S. The following corollary is straightforward.
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Corollary 3.2. For each t > 0, we have

Api(x) = — L / Y(—u)e W T gy g e RY (3.4)

@m)7 Jaa

Proof. According to Lemma 3.1, p, € C°(RY). Thus Ap, is well-defined. For
x € R?, we have

d
Ap) = [ (e %) =) = I wlde) + S emt)

i=1

1 . ,
N /]Rd\{O} (2m)d /Rd (e_m(mﬁ) — e g due™™ w) Y dur(dz)
1 .
+ W/ (—iu - y)e T W gy,
Rd
By Fubini’s theorem,

1 . , ,
~(2n)d /R (/Rd\m} (78 — T g 2 jyem ) ey (dz) ) du

1 . —iu-T ,— u
+ g L (i e e
L[ e [ (e
= e e “ e " —1—iz-(—u))v(dz)du
(27T)d Rd Rd\{o}( ( )) ( )

. —iu-x ,—t(u
+ @) /Rd(—zu-’y)e e Wy

T (—ap(—u))e W du.

Ap(z)

[y

Il
—~
[N}
N | =
S—
%
%
I
o

O

Remark 3.3. Let y € R? be fixed. Later in the proof of Proposition 3.8 we will
need to calculate A(p;(y —-)). Proceeding as in the proof of Corollary 3.2, we can
easily verify that

1

~ @ J, YW du, s eRL (35)

Ae((pely — ) =

Next, we show that the the right-hand side of (3.5) is an integrable function
with respect to the variable y.

Lemma 3.4. Denote by g(t,x,y) the right-hand side of (3.5), namely,

1

“@ni 1/1( Ye W W=D gy ¢ >0, z,y e R
7T

g(t,z,y) ==

Then ||g(t,x,-)||p1(ray is finite and uniformly bounded for (t,x) € [5,00) x RY,
where § > 0 is an arbitrary constant.



SDES WITH SINGULAR DRIFT AND DRIVEN BY STABLE PROCESSES 7

Proof. Using (2.2) and a change of variables v = t~/®u’ for the integral in the
definition of g(¢, x,y), we obtain

t—d/a B ' /e
gtz y) =— @n) /Rd (¢ L) +au’ - ) — it~ /! )
% ef(w(u’)Jriu'-’y)Jritl*l/o‘u’-'yefitfl/o‘uh(yfm)du/
t—d/a

- t_l / 1 t_l—t_l/a
Gyt L, () i )
% e—'t/)(u')-l—iu/»'y(tl*l/o‘—l)e—itfl/au/-(y—m)du/

tilid/a —ab(u’ i -1/ P 1/
- _ W /d Y(u)e P(u) e T (y—m =yttt ) 4!
R

.t—l—d/a — ¢t~ (d+1)/a
o (2m)d

With another change of variables y' = t=%/(y — 2 — vt + yt1/®), we get

t71 ’ A
/ lg(t, @, y)|dy <=— / / D )e P =Y gy
R4 (27T)d RrRd | JRd

-1 -1
[t=t—t /al / - we— W) =iy’ g
(2m)4 Re | JRd

Let ¥ and - be as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. We can further write ¥y =
a1 + b2, where

/ - u/e—w(u’)e—iu’»tfl/o‘(y—w—vt-l—’ytl/o‘)dul'
R4

dy’

dy'. (3.6)

wzl(u) _ _/ eluuy(dy)
{ly|>1}

and

o (u) = / (1+du-y)v(dy) —iu- .

{ly[>1}
Then
1/}e*¢ :1/)167111167#)2 + 1/}26*#)16*1112
:1/)16711)167#)2 _e ¥t (—1/)21)671112 + 1/)22671%671112.

As shown in the proof of Lemma 3.1, exp(—11) € S(R?); similarly, we have
1 exp(—11), oz exp(—11) € S(RY). Noting that —19; and e~¥2 are both char-
acteristic functions of some finite measures on R%, we can argue as in the proof of
Lemma 3.1 to conclude that

/ / Y )e P em Y du/ | dy' < .
R | JRd

The finiteness of the integral appearing in the second term on the right-hand side
of (3.6) can be similarly proved. Now, the assertion follows from (3.6).

O

The following two lemmas will be used to obtain a solvability result about the
parabolic resolvent equation for A; however, they are interesting in their own right.
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Lemma 3.5. Let (E, M,m) be a measure space and f : R4xE — R be B(RY)@M -
measurable. Denote by L*(E, M,m) the space of all M-measurable functions on
E that are integrable with respect to the measure m. Suppose [ satisfies:

(i) For eachy € E, f(-,y) € CZ(R?). Moreover, there exist go, g1, g2 € L*(E, M, m)
such that |f(z,)] < go, [Vef (2, )| < g0 and 25|02, 1 )| < g for al
r € R

(ii) For each x € R?, f(x,-) € LY(E, M, m).

Then

A( [ s@amian) = [ s pmi).

Proof. Let h(z) := [}, f(z,y)m(dy), z € R%. By condition (i) and dominated con-
vergence theorem, we have h € CZ(R?); in particular, Vh(z) = [, Va f(z, y)m(dy).
As a consequence, Ah is well-defined.

For z € R, we have

Ah(x) =y - Vh(x) + /Rd\{o} (h(z + 2) — h(z) — z - Vh(z))v(dz)

=(v — zv(dz)) - Vh(x h(z +z) — h(x))v(dz
(4 /{W} (@) <>+/{Z>1}(< +2) = h(2))v(dz)
—|—/ (h(z + z) — h(z) — z - Vh(z))v(dz)
{0<|z|<1}

=(y- /{|z|>1} zv(dz)) - /Evzf(x,y)m(dy) + I + Lo, (3.7)
where
L= /{|z|>1} (h(z + z) — h(z))v(dz)
and

I = / (h(z + z) — h(z) — 2z - Vh(z))v(dz).
{0<]z[<1}

Since |f(x,-)| < go for all z € R?, we can apply Fubini’s theorem to obtain

I = /{ - /E (F@+ 2,9) — (2, v))m(dy)v(dz)
- / / (F@+ 29) — f(@.y))v(dz)mdy). (3.8)
E J{|z[>1}

Noting that ijzl |8§izjf(x, J)| < go for all x € R?, we can find a constant C' > 0
such that

Vaf(x+2,9) = Vaf(z,9)] < Co2(y)lzl,  z,2€R’ yeE.
Therefore, for all z,z € R?, y € E,
1
|flz+2y) = f(2,y) — 2 Vo fz,y)] S/ \Vof(z+rz,y) = Vi f(z,y)||z|dr
0

<Cgs(y)|z|*.
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This allows us to use Fubini’s theorem to obtain

I = /{0<|z|§1} /E (f(@+29) = f(2.y) = 2- Vo f(2,y))m(dy)v(dz)

—[ [ et s - @) - 2 Ve y)rdmdy). (39)
£ J{0<]z|<1}
Now, the assertion follows easily from (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9). O

Lemma 3.6. Let g € CZ(R?) and h, € C§°(RY) be such that 0 < h, < 1,
hn(2) =1 for |z| < n and sup,cy ||hnl|cz@ay < 0o. Then A(ghs,) — Ag boundedly
and pointwise as n — o0.

Proof. Firstly, we note that sup,,cy [|ghnllc2(ray < 0o. Therefore,
[(ghn)(z + 2) = (ghn)(x) = 2 - V(ghn)(2)]
< O ey + 12151y + 12 1 a1<1y) (3.10)

for all 2,z € R? and n € N, where C' > 0 is a constant. Thus there exists C’ > 0
such that ||A(ghy)|| < C’. On the other hand, it is easy to verify that

Jim (ghn)(2) = g(x)  and  lim V(gh,)(x) = Vg(z) (3.11)
for all z € R?%. Since the right-hand side of (3.10) is an integrable function with
respect to the measure v, by (3.11) and dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

nh_)rrgo Aghn)(z) = Ag(z), =z € R4
This completes the proof. 1

Remark 3.7. The existence of a sequence of functions (h,,)nen being as in Lemma
3.6 is obvious. For example, we can take

_ e g, te (L),
g(t) N {0’ t% (174>
Then let F(t) := ([ g(s)ds)™" [ g(s)ds and hy(z) := F(|z|?/n?), z € R%

For A > 0, the time-space resolvent operator R* of the stable process S =
(St)t>0 is defined by

R )= [ [ Mty = o)f @+ soddudt, (s,0) € Ry xR (312)
0 R4

where f : R, x R? — R is an arbitrary measurable function such that the integral
on the right of (3.12) is finite for all (s,z) € R x R%

The following proposition is about the solvability of the parabolic resolvent
equation for the generator A of the stable process S. It plays a key role in obtaining
a perturbative representation of the time-space resolvent of the solution to (1.1).

Proposition 3.8. Suppose A > 0 and g € C* (R xRY). Let f(s,x) := R g(s, z),
(s,7) € Ry x RY. Then f belongs to C’;’Q(RJr x R%) and solves the equation
N —0sf—Af=g on Ry xR% (3.13)
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where A is defined by (2.3).

Proof. By the definition of R*, we have

f(s,z) = /Ooo /Rd e Mpi(y — 2)g(t + s,y)dydt (3.14)

:/ /d e Mpi(y)g(t + s, + y)dydt (3.15)
o Jr

for (s,x) € Ry x R%. In the rest of this proof we will use either the representation
(3.14) or (3.15), according to our needs.

Since g € C} (R x RY), the functions |g], |d:g], |Vg| and 02,9, 4,5 =1,--- ,d,
are all bounded on R, x R?. Tt follows from (3.14) and dominated convergence
theorem that J,f is bounded and continuous on R x R%; moreover,

Osf(s,2) = /0 /Rd e Mpi(y — )05 (gt + 5,9))dydt, (s,x) € Ry x R

Similarly, by (3.15), Vf and 8i2jf, i,7 =1,--- ,d, are also bounded and continuous.
Thus f € 02’2(R+ x R?). Furthermore, it follows from (3.15) and Lemma 3.5 that

Af(s,x) = /000 /]Rd ef)‘tpt(y)Az(g(t + s, 4 y))dydt. (3.16)

We are now in a position to define an approximating sequence (f¢)cso of f. In
the following we will first derive an equation that f. fulfills, and then take the
limit as e — 0 to obtain (3.13) for f.

Let € > 0 and

fe(s,x) == / / e*)‘tpt(y)g(t + s, x + y)dydt.
€ Rd
Then
Oufetsa) = [ [ e Npn)outolt + sm+y)dyds
€ R4

and

lin% Osfe(s,x) = s f(s,7), (s,2) € Ry x RY (3.17)
e—
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Noting (3.3), it follows from Lemma 3.1 that lim; . p;(x) = 0 for all z € R?. By
Fubini’s theorem and integration by parts formula, we have

ot sa) = [ [ Mmoot + s+ )ity

- /Rd /°° e Mpi ()0 (g(t + s, +y))dtdy
:/ e "oe(y)g(t+ s,z +y }t : > dy

~/]Rd/ (t+ 5,2 +y)oh (e~ ¥pi(y)) didy
__/ 2pe()g(s + e,z + y)dy

[Nl s ) On) ~ 0y
R4 Je
=1, + J.. (3.18)

Obviously,

lim I, =—1lim [ pc(y)g(s+e x+y)dy

e—0 e—0 Rd

:—li_r)x(l)E[g(s—Fe,x—l—Se)] = —g(s,x). (3.19)

By Fubini’s theorem and a change of variables,

Je :/OO /Rd e Mgt + 5,2+ y)Ape(y) — Oupe(y))dydt

[ [ e Ont - o) - oty — agte + sy, (320
R
Just as in (3.16), we have

Afs.) = [ [ ) Adale+ sz + )yt

SO

i ALG.0) = [ [ e p) Aol + s+ o)yt = Af(sa). (320
e—0 0 R4
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Let h, be as in Lemma 3.6. By Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.6 and dominated conver-
gence theorem, we have

Afs.0) = [ | e mn)Asole+ s+ y)dya
]Rd
= lim / / o(hn(x +9)g(t + s,z +y))dydt
n—oo R
— lim A, / / ha(z + 1)g (t—l—s,:c—i—y)dydt)
n—oo Rd

n—r00

~ Jim / h /R N ALy = )b ()g(t + 5,9)dyt.

n—00 €

= lim A, / / e_)‘tpt(y —2)h,(y)g(t + s,y)dydt)
€ R4

Since |h,| < 1 and g is also bounded, it follows from Lemma 3.4 and dominated
convergence theorem that

Afe(s,x) = /00 /]Rd eiMAz(pt(y —x))g(t+ s,y)dydt. (3.22)

Finally, we verify that f—as the limit of f.—is a solution to the equation (3.13).
By (3.18) , (3.20) and (3.22), we have

()‘fe —Osfe — Afe)(s,:zr)
=Afe(s,2) = Ie = Je — / /Rd e M AL (pr(y — 2))g(t + s, y)dydt

/ / HOupe(y — ) — Apely — 2) — Aa(prly — 2)))g(t + 5, y)dydt
+ AMe(s,x) — 1.

Since

1 )
ope(y — ) = — / Y(u)e W W=D gy 2 e Rt >0,

(2m)4 Jga
it follows from (3.5) that O;p¢(y — ) = A, (p¢(y — x)), which implies
(Me = 0sfe — Afe)(s,z)

=Afe(s,x) — I — /\/ / —x)g(t + s,y)dydt = —1I. (3.23)

Rd
Obviously, fc(s,z) converges to f(s,z) as e — 0. Letting e — 0 in (3.23), the
equation (3.13) follows from (3.17), (3.19) and (3.21). O

Proposition 3.9. Let T > 0 and f : R, x R — R be a measurable function such
that supp(f) C [0,T] x R<.
(i) If f € L9([0,T); LP(RY)) with d/p + a/q < «, then

IRMII < Nallf Il paqo,mysze (me))
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where Ny > 0 is a constant depending on A\, p and q. Moreover, Ny | 0 as A — oo.
(ii) If f € L9([0,T); LP(RY)) with d/p + a/q < a — 1, then

IVRA 1| < Mul| £l Laqo,ry;ze Re))»

where My > 0 is a constant depending on A\, p and q. Moreover, My | 0 as A — oo.

Proof. (i) Since supp(f) C [0,7] x R?, upon using Holder’s inequality twice, we
get

Rl =| [ [ nly— s+ s
0 R
< / M pa(- — )| o oy L E + 2 ) ooy
T
- / e pll o ey [ (E + 5, ) | oty

T —g* A q 1/q*
S( ; e ||pt||Lp*(Rd)dt) I £l Lo, 17; L7 (RaY)»

where p*, ¢* > 0 are such that 1/p*+1/p=1and 1/¢* +1/q = 1. By the scaling
property (3.3),

. 1/p*
Iptll Lo+ (may =(/ I (y) P dy)
]Rd

:(/Rd R ()

:t*d(:v**l)/(ap*)npl

X 1/p*
p dy)

||LP* (R4)-
Thus the assertion holds with
° « - « 1/qa"
Ny = (/ Cai )df) P11l Lo (ray,
0
which is finite if —d¢*(p* — 1)/(ap*) > —1, or equivalently, d/p + a/q < a. By

dominated convergence theorem, limy_, o, Ny = 0.
(ii) We first show that for fixed ¢ > 0,

V([ =)+ snay) = [ Vool =a)fe s (320

To this end, set fn(t,y) == f(t,y)1{y<n}(¥), (t,y) € Ry x RY By dominated
convergence theorem and Holder’s inequlaity,

[ p—antrsnay = [ p-asersns 62
uniformly in € R? as n — oco. Again by dominated convergence theorem,

Vo( [ o= orpult+sds) = [ Fulouly =) e+ 5,91
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Just as in (3.25),

/ Vo (pr(y — ) fult + 5,9)dy — / Vo (pely — 2)F(t + 5,9)dy
R4 Rd

uniformly in 2 € R? as n — oo. Since [pu pi(y — ) fn(t+s,y)dy € CL(R?) for each
fixed s,t > 0 and C} (R?) is a Banach space, it follows that

[ plo =5+ 5.0y € G

and (3.24) holds.
Fori=1,---.d, by (3.3), we get

ol ooy =( [ napn(o”ds)”

. . 1/p*
[ @@ e s (- A )
R

(]
(Lo )"
t

(d+1)/a+d/(

HLP (R4)-

As in (i), we can apply Holder’s 1nequahty to obtain

‘ /Rd Va(pe(y — 2)) f(t+s, y)dy‘ <[IVa@e(- = @)l o= may | (E + 85 ) | Lo (ra)

<IVpell Lo eyl £ (E + 8, )| Lo (ma)
Scf(dﬂ)/mrd/(ap*)”f(t +s, .)HLP(W), (3.26)
where C' > 0 is a constant. If d/p+ o/q < a — 1, then
—q¢"(d+1)/a+dq"/(ap®) > —1.
Since f € L4([0,T]; LP(RY)), by Hélder’s inequality, we see that the right-hand

side of (3.26) is an integrable function (with the variable t) on [0,7]. Now, it
follows from (3.24), (3.26) and dominated convergence theorem that

Asa::ooex— spely —x s, .
VR (s.) = [ esp(oh) [ Valonly = a) £+ o)y

The rest of the proof is completely similar to that of (i), and we omit the details.
We can take

My = / > e—q*xtt—q*<d+1>/a+dq*/<ap*>dt)1/ -
0
0

Similarly to Proposition 3.9 (ii), we have the following estimate for R*. Its
proof is very simple and is thus omitted.

Lemma 3.10. For each X\ > 0, there exists a constant Ly > 0 such that
IVRAg|| < Lallgll o ((0,00): Low ()
for all g € L>=([0,00); L>=(R%)), where Ly 1 0 as A — oo.
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4. Existence and Uniqueness of Weak Solutions: Local Case

In this section, we confine ourselves to the local case and thus assume in addition
to Assumption 2.1 the following:

Assumption 4.1. The drift b : Ry x R? — R% is such that supp(b) C [0, T] xR and
b e L°°([0,T]; L°°(RY)) + L9([0, T]; LP(R?)) for some T, p,q > 0 with d/p+a/q <
a—1.

We first consider smooth approximations of the singular drift b. According to
Assumption 4.1, we can assume b = by + by with supp(bi) C[0,T] xR fori=1,2,
and

(011 o< 0,100 Ray) < M, (b2l Lagro,7);20 (ma)) < 00 (4.1)
where M > 0 is a constant and d/p + o/q < o — 1. Let
by = b11{ip,<nys bap = bal{|py<n}-
Next, for (t,y) € Ry x R?, define

b (ty) = (bra(t,) * @u)(y), 05 (ty) = (ban(t, ) * 00) (y), (4.2)

where (0, )nen is a mollifying sequence on R?. Then bgn) and bg") are both bounded
and globally Lipschitz in the space variable. Finally, let

() = b 4 i

Obviously,

supp(b™) C [0,7] x R? and [[b™)] < 2n. (4.3)
Since [|b1| Loo (0,77 L ey < M, it is easy to see that
||b§n)|\Loo([o,T];L°o(Rd)) <M. (4.4)
Remark 4.2. For each fixed t > 0, it follows from Young’s inequality that

185" (8, M zocaay < Nbzn(t, )o@y < [1B2(t )l ogay- (4.5)

Therefore,
165 | ao,71: 2oy < b2l ago,r1;Lo(may)- (4.6)

If ¢ > 0 is such that [|ba(t, )| Lr(re) < 00, then

lim (657 (t, ) = ba(t, )| Logee)

n—oo
= lim b2, (t, ) * @ — ba(t,") % n + ba(t, ) * @ — ba(t, )| Lo (e
S lim sup ||[A)27n(t, ) — bg(t, ')”Lp(]Rd) + lim sup ||b2(t, ) * Op — bg(f, ')HLp(Rd)
n—oo n—oo
=0. (4.7)

It follows from (4.5), (4.7) and dominated convergence theorem that

Tim (165 = bl oo 7y; oy = 0- (4.8)
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Now, consider an a-stable (1 < a < 2) process S = (S¢)i>0 defined on some
probability space (€2, 4, P). As before, we assume that S fulfills Assumption 2.1,
that is, S is non-degenerate. Recall that R* is the time-space resolvent of S and
is defined in (3.12).

Define an operator BR* as follows. Given a function f : R, x R — R for
which V(R*f) is everywhere defined, define BR f : R, x R? — R by

BRMf(t,y) :=b(t,y) - VR f(t,y), (t,y) € Ry x R<. (4.9)

For example, BR*f is well-defined if f € L*°(R,;L>(R%)). Similarly, define
B,RMf as

B.RM(ty) =" (t,y) - VR f(t,y), (t,y) € Ry x RY, (4.10)

provided that VR f exists everywhere.
Let My and L) be as in Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.10, respectively. Since
My l0Oand Ly | 0 as A = oo, we can find A\g > 0 such that

LgM + M, [|b2l Lago,1y:e (mey) < 1, (4.11)

where M > 0 is the constant appearing in (4.1). If A > Ao, then Ly < L), and
My < My,. In view of (4.11), we have

kix 1= LaM + Mx|[b2|| La(jo,1);r(ra)) <1 (4.12)

for any A > Ag.
Note that 5™ is bounded and globally Lipschitz in the space variable. We now
consider an a-stable process with drift b(").

Lemma 4.3. Let Ao > 0 and k) be as in (4.11) and (4.12), respectively. Suppose
(s,7) € Ry x RY. Let X = (X;)i>0 be the unique strong solution to the SDE

dXy =dS, +b™ (s +t,Xy)dt, t>0
{ t t+ (S+ ) t) ) = U, (413)
XO = X.
Then for any X > \g and g € By(Ry x RY), we have
E{/ e_’\tf(t—i—s,Xt)dt} = 3" RNB.RV*g(s, ), (4.14)
0 k=0
where B, R is defined by (4.10). Moreover, for each k € N,
IRN(Bu R gl < Lallgll(52)*~H (MA™" + Nallbzll aqo, ryszeqray)s  (415)

which means that the series on the right-hand side of (4.14) converges and its
convergence rate is independent of (s,x) and n.

Proof. For the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the SDE (4.13), the
reader is referred to [8, Theorem 9.1] and [19, Theorem 117].
For A > 0 and f € By(Ry x RY), define

VA= E[/OOo e ME(t + s,Xt)dt]
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Applying 1[t6’s formula for f € C’Z}’Q(]RJr x R?%), we obtain
f(t+s,X:) = f(s,Xo)
of

=“Martingale” + / (— + L £ (u + s, X, )du,
0

where LY 1= A+ ™ (u,-)-V for u > 0. Taking expectations of both sides of the
above equality gives

E[f(t + s, X,)] — f(s,2) = E[/ (% + L F)(u+ s, Xy)dul. (4.16)

Note that
E[/ e”\t|b(”)(t+s,Xt)|dt} < 0.
0

Multiplying both sides of (4.16) by e~**, integrating with respect to ¢ from 0 to
oo and then applying Fubini’s theorem, we get

E[/OOo e M+ s,Xt)dt}
:%f(&:p) + E[/OOO e~ M /t (8—f + ng")f)(u + s, Xu)dudt}

_if(sﬂg)-k%E[/ooo ’A“(gf +L(" f)(u—l—s,Xu)du]

Therefore, for f € C’Z}’Q(]RJr x R%),

9 n

AVAS = f(s,x) + V,j(—f +1{"f). (4.17)
ot

Given g € C’Z}’Q(]RJr x R?), it follows from Proposition 3.8 that f := R*g €

Cr?(Ry x R?) and (A — A — %)f = g. Substituting this f in (4.17), we obtain

Vg = Rg(s,x) + V; (B, R g) (4.18)

for g € C; ’2(R+ x R%). After a standard approximation procedure, the equality
(4.18) holds for any bounded continuous function g on Ry x R?. For any open
subset O of R, xR?, we can find f;, € Cy(Ry xR%), k € N, such that 0 < fi, 1 10 as
k — oo. It is easy to see that R* f;, and VR fi converge boundedly and pointwise
to R* o and VR, respectively. By dominated convergence theorem, (4.18)
holds for ¢ = 1p. Then we can use a monotone class argument (see, for example,
[4, p. 4]) to extend (4.18) to every g € By(Ry x R%).
Therefore, we have shown that

VA — R MNf(s,x) = VNBLRNf), f€By(Ry x RY). (4.19)

For any bounded measurable function g on Ry x R?, taking f = B,,R*g in (4.19),
we get

VMNB,R g) — R*B,R"y(s,z) = VN(B,R")%g
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and thus
Virg =R*g(s, ) + V;\(BR*g)
=R g(s,z) + R*B, R g(s,z) + V) (B,R)*g.
Similarly, after ¢ steps, we obtain
Vg => RMB.RMFg(s,z) + V) (B.R) g, g€ By(Ry xRY).  (4.20)
k=0

In order to show that the first term on the right-hand side of (4.20) converges as
i — 00, we first need to prove the following claim.

Claim 1. Suppose that g : Ry x R? — R is such that ||[VR g|| < co. Then for
each k € Z,

k
IVRN(BnRMEg|| < [IVRg]| () (4.21)

and
k n n
[(Bu RN 9| < VR g (12) " (165™] + [5]). (4.22)

We prove Claim 1 by induction. If &k = 0, then (4.21) is trivial and
|B.RNg| < VR g||[p™)] < [[VR g||(p{™)] + [657]).

Suppose now that the above claim is true for k. Note that (4.3), (4.4) and (4.6)
hold. By Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.10, we get

IVRN(B, RN g =|VRNb'™ - VRN(B, RN g)|
< VRN - VRN B, RN g)| + [VRMNbS" - VRNB, RN g)|
<Lyl - VRN Bn R gl o< ((0,00):1. (R4))
+ My [p5" - VRN Bn R gl| a0 1310 (re))
<IVR g (2) " (LAM + MBS | oo z), 1o (k)
SHVRAQH("@\)]C(L/\M + M>\HbQHLq([O,T];LP(Rd)))
= VR gl (s2) """

and
k+1 n n
|(Ba R 2g] < VRl (m2)" (107 + [b5"))).
Thus the claim is also true for k£ 4+ 1. Hence Claim 1 is true for any k € Z.
Note that |[R*f|| < A7 fllpe(r, poeray for all f € L®(Ry; L>(R?)). By
(4.22) and Proposition 3.9, we obtain

k—1 n n
|RN(BoRMEg| <[IVR g (kx)" "R (61" | + [57))
k—1 _
§||VR/\9H(’@\) (M/\ 1+N)\Hb2HLq([O,T];LP(Rd)))' (4'23)

If g € By(Ry x RY), then ||[VRg|| < Lyl|lg|| by Lemma 3.10. So the inequality
(4.15) is proved. By (4.12) and (4.15), we see that the series >, | RN B, R*)*g
converges uniformly on Ry x R? for any A > \g and g € By(R, x R?).
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Finally, we show that the second term on the right-hand side of (4.20) converges

to 0 as i — oo. Note that |b{"] and [b{"| are both bounded by n. According to
Claim 1, we have, for any A > \g and g € B,(R; x R9),

V2 (BWBN ™| <[ VR (52) V2 (05] +1057])
§27’L)\_1L)\||9H(I€)\)Z,
which converges to 0 as i — oo. Now, the equality (4.14) follows from (4.15) and

(4.20). This completes the proof. O
In view of (4.15), we can define an operator G on By(R, x R?) as
Grg =Y RMB.RM'g, ge€BRy xR?), (4.24)
k=0

provided that A > \g. In the next lemma we study the limiting behavior of G as
n — 0.

Lemma 4.4. Let A > \g. For g € By(Ry x RY), define

Grg:=> RMBRMy. (4.25)
k=0
(i) Then the series on the right-hand side of (4.25) converges uniformly on Ry x R?
for any g € Bp(Ry x RY).

(ii) For each g € By(Ry xRY), G)g converges locally uniformly to G g as n — oo,

n

that is, for any compact K C Ry x RY,
lim sup | Ghg(s,x) — G*g(s,z)| = 0.

n=0 (s x)eK

Proof. (i) Let g € By(Ry xR?). With the same argument that we used to establish
(4.21) and (4.23), we conclude that, for each k € N,
k
IVRMBRY gl < [VR gl (52) (4.26)
and
k—1 -
IRMNBRM*g|l < [VR g||(x)" (MA™" + Nallball Lo, rpszr(ray)- (427

As before, we have |[VR*g|| < Ly||g|| by Lemma 3.10. Noting (4.12), we see that
the series > p- ) R*(BR*)*g converges uniformly on Ry x R for any A > Ao.

(ii) Suppose g € By(Ry x R?). By (4.12) and the estimates (4.15) and (4.27),
we only need to show the following claim.

Claim 2. For any fixed k € Z, and compact K C R, x R?,
lim sup |RB,RM"g(s,z) — R (BR"g(s,z)| =0 (4.28)

N0 (sx)eK
and

lim sup |VRMB,RMg(s,x) — VRN BRM*g(s,z)| = 0. (4.29)

N0 (s0)eK
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We prove Claim 2 by induction. If k& = 0, then (4.28) and (4.29) are trivially
true. Suppose that the above claim is true for k. For m > 0 let

Ay = {2z €RY: |z] <m}. (4.30)
Define h,, : Ry x R? — R by
hn(t,y) =14, (y), (t,y) € Ry x R (4.31)
Now set
Cpom == sup |VRY(B,RM"g(s, z) — VR (BR)kg(s, z)).

(s,2)€[0, T xAp,

By induction hypothesis, lim;, , Cy, m = 0 for any m > 0.
Since the support of b(™ and b are both contained in [0, 7] x R¢, it follows that

VRN B,RM"*g(s,z) = VR(BRM"g(s,2) =0, Vs >T,z € R%
By (4.21) and (4.26), we have
(BoRM)* g — (BRM)M g
<|(BRM)"*'g — B,RNBR)"g| + |B, R (BR")"g — (BR)* |
<|VRMNB,R")*g — VRNBR)*g||b™| 4 | VRN BR) g]|[p"™ — b|
=|VRN B RN g — VRN BR g|b™ (i + (1 = )
+[|[VRNBRY) g|[[6™) - b|
<Crom |6 4 2C16™|(1 = hyp) + CB™ —b],

where i .
C = ||VR’\gH(f<a,\) < Lilgll(kr)" < o0
is a constant. Therefore,
|R>\ (BnRA)k+1g _ R)\(BR)\)k+lg|
<CrmRMD™]) + 20RM (6™ |(1 = ) + CRM([B™ — b))
<Com|[RM(IB™N)|| + 2CR}(6™|(1 = hy)) + CRM[B™ — b)), (4.32)
By (4.4), (4.6) and Proposition 3.9, we have
sup | RA(D™ ]| < sup B> ([5™] + [b5))]
neN neN

<sup (AT'M + NkHbgn)HLq([o,T];Lp(Rd)))

neN
<ATIM + Nalba| oo, 1y rrey) < 00, (4.33)
which implies
lim Coml|RA(D™D) =0, ¥Ym > 0. (4.34)

Similarly,
RM|B™ — b)) <RM(BY" — b1| + b5 — bal)
SRM|BE — b1]) + NAlIBS" — b2l pa(o,77: v (ma)- (4.35)
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For (s,z) € Ry x RY,
RM|bY — ba])(s, )
=R — by |hn) (5, 22) + RM([B = 01| (1 = hun)) (s, )

SN = oD lssneon +2M [ [ ety
0 y|>m

=:Lym + I (). (4.36)
Similarly to (4.8), for any fixed m > 0,
lim I, =0, Vm >0. (4.37)
n—r00

If (s,2) is in the compact set K and m > 0 is sufficiently large, then

() =2M / / e Mpi(y')dy'dt
0 My +al>m}

§2M/ / e Mp,(y')dy'dt.
0 Hly'[>m/2}

By dominated convergence theorem,

lim sup J,(x)=0. (4.38)

M—=0 (s 2)e K
In view of (4.36), (4.37) and (4.38), we can use a simple “e —4” argument to obtain

lim  sup RM|B\™ = by|)(s,x) = 0. (4.39)

n=0 (sx)eK
It follows from (4.8), (4.35) and (4.39) that
lim sup RM|b™ —b|)(s,2) = 0. (4.40)

N0 (5. x)EK

We now turn to treat the second term on the right-hand side of (4.32). For
(s,z) € K and sufficiently large m > 0, we have

RMND™[(1 = hiy)) (s, )
<SRN |1 = hi))(5,2) + RM(IBSV (1 — hyn)) (5, 2)

§M/ / e_Atpt(y — x)dydt
0 J{lyl>m}

+ / e = 2)(L = o) o gty [0 + )| oy

IN

Im () +/ €M1 = hany2)pell Lo (rayllb2(s + £, )| Lo raydt
0

IN

T
Im () + /0 (1 = hmy2)pell o= (may 102(s + t, ) || Lo (ray dE

N = D= N =

IN

Im (@) + [|(1 = A y2)Pell Lo (0,77 0% (RaY) 02| La (0,77 L7 (R)) -
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By (4.38) and dominated convergence theorem, we see that

lim  sup RM[b™[(1 = hp))(s,z) = 0. (4.41)
m—r oo (S>I)§K
ne

For any € > 0, we can find large enough mg > 0 such that

€
sup RM|b™|(1 = hpy))(s,2) < —.
S BN ) 5,2) <
neN

By (4.34) and (4.40), there exists ng € N such that, for n > no,

Cromo IR(B™N) < = and  sup RM(|p™ —b])(s,2) < —.
’ 3 (s,x)eK 3C

It follows from (4.32) that

sup |RMB,R)*1g(s,x) — RN(BRM  g(s,2)| < e, Vn > ng,
(s,z)EK

which shows (4.28) for &k + 1.
Similarly, we can show that (4.29) is also true for k£ + 1. Hence Claim 2 is true
for any k € Z,. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.5. By (4.27), Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.10, we have
k—1 _
IRNBRM* ()| <IVRM DI (52)" " (MA™! + Nallbal| Lago,17; 0 (r1)))
k—1 _
=[VR*[br + b2)[|(52)" (MA™" + Nallbal| La(o1y:20 () )
k _

<(5a)" (MA™" + Nalball Lago,yse ra) ) -

For A > X, G (|b]) := Y_pe g RN BR)*(]b]) is thus well-defined and
IGA (DI < D IRNBRM* (b)) < oc.
k=0

Lemma 4.6. As A\ — oo, G)(|b(™)|)(s,z) converges to 0 uniformly in (s,z) €
R, x R? and n € N.

Proof. Let m,n € N and A\ > \g. Since [b(™| is bounded, by (4.24),

GR(p™ 1) = RMN B RN (b)),
k=0
Since |b(™)| < |b§m)| + |b§m)|, by (4.22), Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.10, for each
keZs,

(B RN (™)) <[[VRMN(™ )| (k) (1657 + [b5™ )
<(ra)" (B |+ [p5)).
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Therefore,
GA(IB™ ) SRMN[D™1]) + 5002, (ka) FRM(B5| + [b5"))
SRAM(BY™ | 4 [bS™]) + 352 (k) (MA™Y 4 Nallb2 | paqo.19: 20 ey )
S(MA™ 4 Nallb2ll pago,r) o)) Dopeo(£2)F
=(MA™" 4 Nallb2l| Lafo. 1y Lo @y ) (1 = £2) 7 (4.42)

Since Ny | 0 as A — oo, it follows that G} (|b(™|)(s,x) converges to 0 uniformly
in (s,z) € Ry x R and n € N as A\ — oo. O

We are now ready to prove the local weak existence for the SDE (1.1).

Theorem 4.7. Let d > 2 and 1 < a < 2. Assume Assumption 4.1. Then for
each (s,z) € Ry x R?, there exists a probability space (2, A, P), on which a non-
degenerate a-stable process (St)i>o0 and a cadlag process (Xi)i>o are defined, such
that (1.1) is satisfied and

E[/ e Mgt + s, Xp)dt| = Grg(s,z), A> X, g€By(Ry xRY), (4.43)
0

where G is defined in (4.25).

Proof. For the construction of weak solutions to (1.1), we basically follow the
proofs of [25, Theorem 4.1] and [14, Theorem 3.1]. We will see that the weak
solutions constructed in this way would automatically satisfy (4.43).

Since b(™)(-,-) is bounded and globally Lipschitz in the space variable, for any
non-degenerate a-stable process S defined on a filtered probability space (92, 4, P),
there exists a strong solution (X7")¢>o to the SDE

dXp = dS; + b (s + 1, XpP)dt, ¢ >0,
XO = XT.

Therefore, for each t > 0,
t
X'=x+ S+ / b (s 4+ u, XM)du  as.. (4.44)
0

Define Y := (Y,");>0 with Y := [/ b0 (s + u, X2)du, t > 0, and Z" :=
(X™, Y™, S). Since the remaining proof is rather long, we do it into several steps.

“Step 1”7: We show that the family {Z" : n € N} of random elements in
(D3, D3) is tight. It suffices to show that

lim limsupP( sup |Zy| > l) =0, Vt>0, (4.45)
0 pnooo 0<u<t
and
limsup P (|25, (rniyy = Zinen| > €) =0, V6 >0, € >0, (4.46)

n—oo

where each 7" is an stopping-time with respect to the natural filtration induced
by Z", n € N, and (r,)nen is a sequence of real numbers with r,, | 0 as n — oo.
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For 0 < u < t, we have

12212 V3 (jal 415 + [ 05+ r XPdr),
0
SO

t
sup |Z”|<\/_(|:v|+ sup |Su |+/ |b(”)(s—|—r,Xﬁ)|dr).
0<u<t

Therefore, to get (4.45), it suffices to show

t
lim limsupP(/ 16T (s 4+ u, X™)|du > z) =0, Vt>0. (4.47)
0

=00 nooo

By Chebyshev’s inequality and Lemma 4.3, we have
t t
P(/ 6™ (s + u, X™)|du > l) grlE[/ |b<">(s+u,Xg)|du}
0 0
t
§l_1eetE{/ e 0™ (s +u,X§)|du}
0

SlfleetE[/ 679“|b(")(S+U,X3)|d’UJ}
0
<171 GO (16" )) (s, x), (4.48)

where 6 > \g is a constant. By (4.42), sup,cy G2 (|6 ])(s,2) < oo. So (4.47)
follows from (4.48). As a consequence, (4.45) is proved.
By (4.44), we have

tA(T"+Tn)
| Zin (g = Zinen| < 2\/§(|St/\(7"+rn)_5t/\rn|+/ |b(")(8+u,X7’})|du),
tAT™
s0
P12ty = Zineel > ) SP(ISinrnsr) = Siner] > 1)
tA(T"+TR) (n) €
+P(/ |b"(s+u,X§)|du>—).
tArn 43

(4.49)

Since Sy = 0 a.s. and S has cadlag paths, it follows from strong Markov property
that

€
lim su P(S Frgp ) — Sparn| > —) < limsu P( su Sul > ):O.
msup |Sen(rrar,) — Starn] Ve msup Ogugnl | W
(4.50)
Again by the strong Markov property,
tA(T"+ry) (n) €
P(/ |b”(s+u,xg)|du>—)
tAT™ 4\/§
tA(T"+15)
- [P(/ o) s -, X > ’th)}. (4.51)
tAT™
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By Chebyshev’s inequality and Lemma 4.3,

(T"+rn)
P(/ D) s -, X > ’ th)
tAT™

tAT 1

§4\/§€71E{/ 16T (s 4+ u, X™)|du ’ th/\rn]
tAT™

AT 410 ¢ n

§4\/§ee*1E[/ exp(— u)ﬂ)(" (s +u, X,))|du ’ X ]
tAT™ n

<4VBee G (1B ) (X 1)

<4vBee |G (™), (4.52)

where A, := 1/r,. By Lemma 4.6, we have lim, . [|GA*(|b(™)])|| = 0. Tt follows
from (4.51) and (4.52) that

( +Tn) €
limsup P b (s 4+ u, X™)|du > — ) = 0. 4.53
op( [ s+, XDl > =) (453)

n—r00 AT™
Combining (4.49), (4.50) and (4.53), we obtain (4.46).

As shown in the proof of [14, Theorem 3.1], we can use the conditions (4.45) an
(4.46) to find a probablhty space (Q, A, P) and processes Z = (X,Y,S), Z,
(X", yn, S’"), n=1,2,---, defined on it, such that

(i) Z, — Z P-as. (as random elements in (D3, D3)) as n — oc.

(ii) Z, and Z, are 1dent1cally distributed for each n € N.

(iii) Z, Zn,n=1,2,---, have cadlag paths.

In fact, the above three properties hold only for a subsequence Zn ., k € N; however,
for simplicity, we denote this subsequence still by Zn,meN. Tt is easy to see that

5™ and S are both a-stable processes with the characteristic exponent .
By (ii) and (4.44), we have

¢
Xt=xz+8"+ / b (s 4 u, XM du P-as., Vt > s. (4.54)
0

According to (iii) and [5, Chap. 3, Lemma 7.7], there exists a countable set I C R
such that

P(Zi =7Z;)=1, VteR \I (4.55)
It follows from (i), (4.55) and [5, Chap. 3, Prop. 5.2] that
lim X=X, and lim S"=S, P-as., Vte Ry \ I (4.56)
n— 00 n—00

“Step 27: Next, we show that, for any f € By(Ry x R%) and A > Ao,

E[/Ooo exp(—=At)f(t + s, Xt)dt} =GN (s,z),

v~vhere ]E)[-]Ndenotes the expectation taken with respect to the probability measure
P on (Q, A) and G* is defined in (4.25). We first consider f € Cy(R; x RY). By

dominated convergence theorem,

lim E[f(t +s XM =E[f(t+s,X;)], VteRy\L

n—roo
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Since I is countable, by dominated convergence and Fubini’s theorem, we have

oo

lim ]:3[/00 exp(—)\t)f(t—i—s,)zf)dt} = lim exp(—\)E[f(t + s, X[")]dt
0

n—r00 n—oo 0

= /OOO exp(—=M)E[f(t + s, X;)]dt

:E[/OOO exp(—AL) f(t + s, Xt)dt} . (4.57)

From Lemma 4.3 we know that, for any A > Ao,

E[/Ooo exp(—)\t)f(t+s,)~(f)dt} = G f(s,2). (4.58)

Since G2 f — G*f locally uniformly as n — oo by Lemma 4.4, it follows from
(4.57) and (4.58) that

E[/Oo exp(=\t) f(t + S,Xt)dt] =G f(s,2), feCy(RLxRY. (459
0

For any open subset O of Ry x R?, we can find f, € Cy(R, x R?), n € N, such
that 0 < f,, T 1o as n — oo. For A > A,

|G)\10(va) - kan(svx” :|G>\(1O - fn)(8,$)|

<D IRNBRY (1o — fu)l(s, @), (4.60)
k=0
For each k € Z,, we have
lim |RM(BRM*(1o — f,)|(s,z) = 0. (4.61)

n—oo

This can be achieved by applying dominated convergence theorem for k + 1 times.
By (4.60), (4.27) and (4.61), we see that

lim |G*(10 — fn)|(s,2) = 0. (4.62)

Since (4.58) is true for f = f,,, with n — oo, it follows from monotone convergence
theorem that (4.59) is also true for f = 1p. Now, we can use a monotone class
argument to extend (4.59) to all f € By(R; x R%).

Similarly to (4.62), we know that G*(|b|Ak)(s, ) goes to G*(|b])(s, x) as k — oo.
By Remark 4.5 and monotone convergence theorem,

o0

E[/OOO exp(~M)[b(t + 5, Xo) it :JL“;OE[/O exp(~ M) (b(t + 5, X)| A k)]
= lim GM|b| A E) (s, )
=G([b])(s,2) < |GM(Jb])]| < oo (4.63)

Therefore, for each ¢t > 0, we have fot b(t + s, Xu)|du < 0o P-a.s..
“Step 3”: We next show that

t
Xi=z+5 + / b(s+u, X,)du P-as., VteRy\I (4.64)
0
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In view of (4.54) and (4.56), it suffices to show that, for each ¢ > 0,

t t
/ b (s 4 u, X du — / b(s +u, X,)du in probability as n — co.  (4.65)
0 0
For any 6 > 0 and A > A, by Chebyshev’s inequality,

t t
P(‘ / b (s 4 u, X du — / b(s + u, f(u)du‘ > 35)
0 0

t t
SP(\/O b<k>(5+u,f(g)du—/o b®) (s + u, X,,)dul >5)

+P(]/Ot(b<">—b<k>)(s+u,X3)duy >5)—1—15(]/Ot(b—b(k))(s—i—u,f(u)du] >5)
<0T'E ‘/tb(k)(s—l—u,f(f)du—/Otb(k)(s—l—u,f(u)du”

+07'E / 6™ — b®)| (s 4 u, X")du} +07'E / b —b®)|(s +u, X )du}
< leM <e”]§] /0 ‘b(k)(s +u, X1 — ) (s + u,f(u)|du}

t t
+E[/ e—A"|b(")—b(k>|(s+u,X3)du] +E{/ e—Au|b_b(k)|(S+u,j(u)duD
0 0

¢
<5t / E[|b(k)(s + u, X{}) —p®) (s + u, Xu)|]du + e)‘té_lGiﬂb(”) — b(k)|)(s, x)
0

+ MG (b — b)) (s, ), (4.66)

where & € N will be determined later. At the moment, we assume the following
claim is true.

Claim 3. 1im,, 00 GA([D™ — bR)|) (5, 2) = limg_y00 G (|b — 0¥ |)(s,2) = 0.

The proof of this claim will be given in “Step 4”. According to Claim 3, for any
€ > 0, we can choose kg large enough such that, for any n > ko,
GMN|b—b%)|)(s,2) < ede™™/3 and GA(|B™ —bko)|)(s,2) < ede /3. (4.67)

Noting that b(*0) is bounded and globally Lipschitz in the space variable, by dom-
inated convergence theorem,
t

Ji | B[[6%*) (s + u, X7) — b%) (s + u, X,,)[]du = 0. (4.68)
Therefore, there exists ng > kg such that for n > ng,
/t E[p%0) (s +u, X1) — 6% (s + u, X,,)|]du < €5/3. (4.69)
Combining (4.68), (4.67) and (4.69) yields
P(| /Ot b (s 4 u, X)du — /Ot b(s + u,f(u)du| > 35) <€, Vn > ng,

which implies (4.65).
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“Step 47 In this step, we prove Claim 3. Let A > \g. Since
b = 6] < o™ — 6 o — 047
by (4.58), we have
Gh(b™ = b®) < (™ — b)) + G (g — b)), (4.70)
It follows from Proposition 3.9 and Remark 4.2 that
VR (b5 = 657 ) | < Mallbs™ = 05" | oo,y
By (4.23), we have, for each i € N,
| RNB RN (165 = 05 ])|
<My by — b5 a0, 73:20®2)) (KA) T (MA™" + Nallb2| papo,7); 10 (R)) )-
By Proposition 3.9 and (4.8),
I1GA (155" = b5l
<IRAH? — 8D + 3 IR BB — b
=1
<N, [[p5 — bgk)HLq([O,T];LP(]Rd)) + C1 M, ||pSY — bék)”Lq([O,T];LP(Rd))a

where C1 1= (1 — k)" (MA™! 4+ Nallb2ll La(jo,7);17(re)) is a constant. Tt follows

that G2 (|65 — b$¥|) converges uniformly to 0 as n, k — oco.
By (4.70), to show that G2 (|6 —b*)|)(s,2) goes to 0 as n, k — oo, it suffices
to show that

G;\L(|b§n) - bgk)|) — 0 locally uniformly as n, k — oc. (4.71)
By (4.21), (4.23) and Lemma 3.10, we have, for each i € Z,
IR (B R (17" = 3 | < 2LaM (m2)' ™ (MA™ + Nallball oo, 70 i)

(4.72)

and
IVRNBLRY (" = )| < 2L M ()", (4.73)

Next, we show by induction that, for any i € Z, and compact K C Ry x R%,
lim sup RMNBu RV (7Y — b)) (¢ y) =0 (4.74)
n,k— oo (ty)EK

and

lim sup [VRMB.RN (00" = o{]|(t,y) =0 (4.75)

n,k—o00 (ty)EK
For i = 0, by (4.39), it is easy to see that

lim  sup RN — 0] (t,y) = 0.

n,k— o0 (ty)EK

Very similarly, we also have

lim  sup [VEMN[B — 8|t y) = 0.

n,k— oo (t,y)EK
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Suppose that (4.74) and (4.75) are true for i. For m > 0 let A,, and h,, be as in
(4.30) and (4.31), respectively. Set

Cugmi= — sup  [VRNBRY (b = DIt ).
(t,y)€[0,T]x A,

By induction hypothesis, lim, ;o0 Cn,k,m = 0 for any m > 0. It follows from
(4.73) that

[RABL R (b = 0]l )
=R (o) (han 1 = hm) - VRN (Bu RN (07 = 017]) |2, 9)
<[RNOhy - VR (B RN (] = 57])] ()
RO = ) - VRN (BL RN (1 = 0171) |1, 9)
<Con | RO+ 2L M ()[R (D™ (1 = hn)) [ (E, ). (4.76)
Combining (4.33), (4.41) and (4.76), we obtain (4.74) for i + 1. The claim (4.75)
for i + 1 can be similarly proved. Therefore, (4.74) and (4.75) are true for any

i€ Zy.
By (4.24), (4.72) and (4.74), we see that (4.71) holds. As a consequence,
lim G (|p™ — ™) (s,2) = 0.
n,k— o0

With a very similar argument as above, we conclude that
lim G*(|b—b™)|)(s,z) = 0.
k—o0

Thus Claim 3 is proved. o )
“Step 57: Since I is countable and X, S and fg b(u + s, X, )du all have cadlag
paths, (4.64) must hold for all ¢ > 0. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.8. Assume the same assumptions as in Theorem 4.7. For each
(s,7) € Ry x RY, let X% = (X;"");>0 be the solution of (1.1) that we constructed
in Theorem 4.7. Define the process Y% = (Y"")i>0 by

yse _ ) 0<t<s,
t ;
X", t>s.

Let P5% be the probability measure on the path space (D, D) induced by Y**. Then
P** is a solution to the martingale problem for Ly = A+ b(t,-) - V starting from
(s,z). Moreover, the family of measures {P*® : (s,x) € Ry x R?} is measurable,
that is, P**(A) is measurable in (s,z) for every A € D.

Proof. A simple application of Itd’s formula leads to the fact that P** is a solution
to the martingale problem for L; starting from (s, z).

Let X = (X;)i>0 be the canonical process on (D,D). Let E**[] denote the
expectation taken with respect to the measure P** on (D, D). It follows from
(4.43) that, for any A > \g and g € B,(R; x R?),

E*" {/00 e Mg (t, Xy )dt] = GPg(s,x) = ;RA(BRA)Z'Q(S, ). (477)
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We next show that the family {P*% : (s,z) € Ry x R?} is measurable. Let
¢ € Cy(R%) and t > 0. Define @, : R, x R? — R as follows:

0, u <t,
oW)pn(u—1t), u>t,

where p,, is a mollifying sequence on R with p,, (u) = p,(—u), u € R. By (4.77),
for s € [0,t), z € R and A > ),

Pn(u,y) = {

_ [/OO e_)\(u—s)@n(u, Xu)du} _ i R)\(BR)‘)iQZ?n(Sv x).
s =0

It follows that E**[[™ e Mu=9) 3, (u, X, )du] is measurable in (s,x). By domi-
nated convergence theorem and noting that X; is right-continuous, we get

lim ESI[/ eiA("fs)ngn(u,Xu)du} = lim Esx[/ e M) (X)) pr (0 — t)du

n—r00 n—oo t

—E57 [2—16—)\(t—s)sp(Xt)]

for all (s,z) € [0,t) x R%, which implies that E**[p(X;)] is measurable in (s,z) €
[0,) x R9. If s > t, then E>*[p(X;)] = ¢(z). Thus E®*[¢(X;)] is measurable in
(s,7) € Ry x RY.

Similarly, for 0 < r; < --- < 7 and g1, -+ ,q1 € Cp(R?) with | € N, one
can show that ES’”E[H;:1 g;(X,,)] is measurable in (s,z) € R x R%. Now, the
assertion follows by a monotone class argument. O

The following lemma is analog to [20, Theorem 6.1.3], which plays an impor-
tant role in showing the uniqueness of solutions to martingale problems. With
this lemma, we can use the standard argument to show that multi-dimensional
distributions of solutions to the martingale problem for L; are unique, provided
that one-dimensional distributions of those are so. Recall that X = (X};):>0 is the
canonical process defined on the path space (D, D) and (F;)i>o is the filtration
generated by (Xi)¢>o.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose that the probability measure Q** on (D = D([0, 00); R?), D)
satisfies:

(i) Q%% is a solution to the martingale problem for L, starting from (s,z), where
Lt =A + b(f, ) . V,'

(ii) Eqe.s [[j" e*A(t*S>|b(t,Xt)|dt} < oo

For a given t > s, we denote by Qu,(A) = Q(w, A) : Q x Fy — [0,1] the regular
conditional distribution of Q> given F. Then there exists a Q%% -null set N € F;

such that, for each w ¢ N, Q. solves the martingale problem for L; starting from
(t,w(t)) and

Eo. [/t e*A<U*S>|b(u,Xu)|du} < .

Proof. We follow the proof of [20, Theorem 6.1.3]. Let { f, : f, € C5°(R?), n € N}
be dense in C§°(R?). By [20, Theorem 1.2.10], for each f,, there exists N,, € F;
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such that Q**(N,,) = 0 and, for all w ¢ N,

M = fo (X)) — fu(X0) —/t Ly fn(r, X, )dr, u>t,

is an F,-martingale after time ¢ with respect to Q.
By (ii), we have

/ Eo. | / e b(u, X, |du| Q (dw) < o0,
D ¢
so there exists Q**-null set Ny € F; such that
Eo, {/ e_)‘(“_s)|b(u,Xu)|du} < oo forallw ¢ Np. (4.78)
t

Let N := Up>oNy.
We now fix w € Q\ N. For any f € C5°(R?), we can find f,,, such that f,, — f
in C5°(R?) as k — oo. In view of (4.78), we have for all u > ¢,

Muf”’c — MJ Q.-a.s. as k — oo.

By (4.78), dominated convergence theorem and the martingale property of M |
we see that M/ is also an F,-martingale after ¢ with respect to Q.. Thus Q.
solves the martingale problem for L; starting from (¢, w(t)). O

Proposition 4.10. Let d > 2 and 1 < a < 2. Assume that the a-stable process S
is non-degenerate and Assumption 4.1 is satisfied. Then for each (s,r) € Ry xR?,
solutions of the SDE (1.1) are weakly unique.

Proof. Our proof is adapted from the proof of [1, Proposition 5.1]. Consider
an arbitrary weak solution of (1.1), that is, a non-degenerate a-stable process
S = (Si)t>0 and a cadlag process Y = (Y;)i>0 that are both defined on some
probability space (€2,.4, Q) and are such that

t
Yt:a:—l—St—l-/b(s—l—u,Yu)du a.s., Vt>0.
0

Define a measurable map ® : 2 — D by

T, t<s,

Q3w W) e D, where B(w)(1) = {Y W), t>s.

Let Q*7 be the image measure of Q on (D, D) under the map ®. Then it is routine
to check that Q®7 is a solution to the martingale problem for Ly = A + b(t,-) - V
starting from (s,z). To show that weak uniqueness for (1.1) holds, it suffices to
prove Q%% = P*% on (D, D), where P** is defined in Corollary 4.8.

Let (My)¢>0 be the usual augmentation of (F3);>¢ with respect to the measure
Q**". Define a sequence of F;,-stopping times

t
on i=inf{t > s: / [b(u, Xy)|du >n}, neN,

and let
Thi=op An forn €N with n>s.
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Clearly, o,, and 7,, are also M;-stopping times. According to the condition (1.3),
we have 7, = co Q*%-a.s..

For each fixed w € D, it follows from [20, Lemma 6.1.1] that there is a unique
probability measure 4, ®Tn(w) P7(«)%(7n) on (D, D) such that

00 @, (o) P9 (X = w(t), 0 <t < 7p(w)) =1

and

00 @, () P9 (4) = Pl (4), A e Frol),
where Ft := o(X(r) : 7 > t) for t > 0. In view of Corollary 4.8, we can eas-
ily check that d¢y &), PO s a probability kernel from (D, M., ) to

(D,D). For details, the reader is referred to the proof of [20, Theorem 6.1.2].
Thus 6y &, () P7():()(™) induces a probability measure Q3 on (D, D) with

Q)= [ 8@, PO (), A€,
D

For each A\ > A,

Eq:- [/OO e~ A=) (¢, Xt)|dt}

S

:EQS,Z[ / e”\(t’s)|b(t,Xt)|dt}

+Eq- [e*MTn*ﬂEPT",XTH [ / e”\(t’T")|b(t,Xt)|dtH

Tn

<n+Eqs. {e—MTn—S)EPM,xm [/ e"\(t_T")|b(t,Xt)|dt]] (4.79)

Tn

Just as in (4.63), we have

Epruoxes | [ X bt Xoldt] = GA(B) (2, X-,) < [GABD] < o

! (4.80)
It follows from (4.79) and (4.80) that

EQ[/ e p(t, X, )|t < oo. (4.81)

Next, we proceed to show Q%% = P**. For f € C§°(R?), set

M = (X)) — f(X)) —/t Lof(u, Xo)du, t>s.
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Then M7 := (Mtf)tZS is an Fy-martingale after time s with respect to the measure
Q3. To see this, let s <t; <t9 and A € F;,. Then

Eqq+ [M{,; 4]
:/ EPWM,W(W)[Mtj;;A]Qs’x(dw)—I—/ Mj;l(w)lA(w)Qs*z(dw)
{rn<t1} {t1<mn<to2}

w [ M) )
{‘rn>t2}
:/{ } Epr)wim) [Mii;A]QS’I(dw) +Eq: - [Mg;ATn; An{r, > t:1}].
Tn<t1

Since AN{7, > t1} € My -, , by optional sampling theorem,

Eqe« [M{ . s AN {1, > t1}] =Eqe [M] 1. ;AN {7, > t1}]

toATp? t1ATR?
=Eq:« [M/;An {r, > t:}].
So
Eq:+[M]; Al

t27

= /{ }EPW),w(Tn)[Mtfl;A]st(dw) +Eqoe [M{; AN {1, > t1}]
Tn<t1

:/ qu—n(w),w(rn)[Mtfl;A]QS’I(dw)+/ Mtfl(w)lA(w)Qs’””(dw)
{Tngtl}

{Tn >t }
=Eq:= [Mti i Al

5
n

This shows that M7 is an Fi-martingale after time s with respect to Q3. It
follows from (4.81) and [20, Theorem 4.2.1] that, for any f € 02’2(]R+ x R%),

t
0
6.0 - 15, X0 = [[(GE+ LuptuX)a
is an Fi-martingale after time s with respect to Q:*. As a consequence,

Eqs=[f(t, X¢)] — f(s,2) = Eqy= [/ (% + Luf)(u,Xu)du]

We now define a linear functional V,} as follows. For any measurable function
fon Ry x R? with

Baze| [ eI Xlat] < o
let
VAT = B [ e s xal].
By the same argument that we used to obtain (4.18), we get
Vg =Rg(s,x) + V' BRYg, g€ By(Ry x R?). (4.82)
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where BR* is defined by (4.9). Since, by (4.81), V(|b|) < oo, we can use the
equality (4.82) and dominated convergence theorem to get

VABR g = R*BRy(s,z) + V) (BRY)?g, g€ By(R, x R%),
which implies

Vg = R g(s,x) + R*BR¢(s,x) + V)(BRY)%g, g€ By(Ry x R?).
After a simple induction, we obtain
k
Vig=Y RMBRY)'g(s,x) + VN BR) g, g€ ByRy xRY).
i=0

For A > Ao, by (4.12) and (4.26), we get

[VXNBRMg| < [VRNBRY g|[V;M[b) = 0 as k — .
It follows from Lemma 4.4 and (4.77) that, for any A > \g and g € By(Ry x R?),

Eq;- | / T A0t x,) )dt| =V, ZR’\ (BR)ig(s, x)

:EPs,m |:/ e_)\(t_s)g(t,Xt)dt .
By the uniqueness of the Laplace transform, we have
Eq:-[f(X0)] = Epes [f(X0)], Vf € Cy(RY), t > .

This means that one-dimensional distributions of Q* and P*7 are the same.
By (4.81), Lemma 4.9 and the argument in the proof of [20, Theorem 6.2.3], we
conclude that multiple-dimensional distributions of Q;* and P3? also coincide,
that is, Q%* = P** on (D, D).

Note that 7,, - oo Q®%7-a.s.. With the same reason, we have 7, — co P*%7-
a.s.. Since Q" and Q%* coincide before 7, it follows from dominated convergence
that, for 0 <r; <---<r;and g1, , g € Cp(R?) with [ € N,

l
EQs,m [HJ:1 g] (X;,«]. )} = 11m EQS x [ j=1 g]( ’I"]/\Tn)}
nh_Er;O EQ [ j=1 gj( T N\Tn )}
= lim Ep:. 11, i=191(Xr;nr,)]
= Ep:.» [H_j:l 9]( )]
Thus Q** = P*? on (D, D). This completes the proof. O

5. Existence and Uniqueness of Weak Solutions: Global Case

In this section we study the general case and prove Theorem 1.1. In contrast to
Theorem 4.7 and Proposition 4.10, the main task here is to remove the restriction
that supp(b) C [0,7T] x R?, which was assumed in the previous section.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. “Existence”: For each n € N, consider the drift a,, :
R, x RY — R? defined by

an(t, ) == {b(t’ )otsm, (5.1)

0, otherwise.

According to Theorem 4.7, there exist a cadlag process X™ = (X[*);>0 and a non-
degenerate a-stable process S™ = (S}');>0 with characteristic exponent v that are
both defined on some probability space (Q,,, .4, P,) such that

t
X'=z+ 5 —I—/ an(s+u, Xy)du as., Vt>0. (5.2)
0

Define @, : (2, An) — (D, D) by

T, t <s,

Q2w Oy(w) €D, where @, (w)(t) = {Xn (W), t>
t—s\W), S

Consider the measure Q%* on (D, D) defined as Q3* = P, o (®,)" !, that is,
Q2® is the image measure of P,, under the map ®,,. Since supp(a,,) C [0,T] x R?,
by the local weak uniqueness for (5.2) that we have shown in Proposition 4.10,
the measures Q3”, n € N, must be consistent, that is, Q.Y |r, = Q%”|#, for all
n € N. Tt follows from the projective limit theorem (see, e.g., [10, Corollary 6.15])
that there exists a probability measure Q** on (D, D) such that Q*%|z, = Q%%| £,
for all n € N. Let X = (X;);>0 be the canonical process defined on (D, D). For
any ¢ € R? and ¢t > 0, by choosing n € N such that n > t + s, we obtain

|:ei£-(Xs+t*I*fot b(s+u,Xs+u)du):| |:ei§~(Xs+t7x7f[;‘ b(s+u,Xs+u)du):|

EQs,z :EQ;,I

=Ep, [eiﬁ'(Xt"—m—f(; b(5+u7XZ)du):|
=Ep, [eif'(Xt"fsz(; an(sﬂyxg)du)}
=Ep, [eif'sq — (O

that is, under the measure Q%7, the process

t
S, ;:XSth—:z:—/ b(s 4+ u, Xequ)du, t>0,
0

is an a-stable process with characteristic exponent . Define X := (Xt)tzo with
Xi = X415, t > 0. Then X satisfies

¢
Xi=a+ S, +/ b(s+ u, X,)du Q°%-a.s., Vt>0.
0
Thus X is a weak solution to the SDE (1.1).
“Uniqueness”: Consider an arbitrary weak solution of (1.1), that is, a non-
degenerate a-stable process S = (S¢)i>0 and a cadlag process Y = (Y;);>0 that

are both defined on some probability space (€2, .4, Q) such that

¢
Yt::v—i—S’t—i—/b(s—i—u,Yu)du a.s., Vt>0.
0
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For k € N with k > s, let aj be as in (5.1), and define Y} :== Y, for 0 <t <k —s
and

Ytk =Yp s+ S5 — Sk_s, t>k—s.

Thus

¢
Ytk:a:—l—St—l—/ ar(s +u, Y)du as., Vt>0.
0

By Proposition 4.10, the law of Y* := (Y*);>0 is uniquely determined. Since

Y;

=Y} for t < k — s, the law of the process Y is uniquely determined at least up

to time k — s. With k£ — oo, we see that the law of X is completely and uniquely
determined. O
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