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Abstract

Spatially structured neural networks driven by jump diffusion noise with monotone coefficients,
fully path dependent delay and with a disorder parameter are considered. Well-posedness for the
associated McKean-Vlasov equation and a corresponding propagation of chaos result in the infinite
population limit are proven. Our existence result for the McKean-Vlasov equation is based on the
Euler approximation, that is applied to this type of equation for the first time.
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1 Introduction and main results
T
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he purpose of this paper is to prove a unified existence and uniqueness result for the McKean-Vlasov
O equation and a propagation of chaos result for a spatially structured coupled neural network of neural
LO) oscillators in the large population limit. Our mathematical framework covers all relevant modeling issues
© of networks of point neurons. In particular, we incorporate noise terms, both in the local dynamics of the
«— neurons as well as in the synaptic transmission, in order to account for channel noise and synaptic noise in
S the neural dynamics. We also consider general delay terms modeling finite and variable propagation speed of
-— neural signals. In order to cover all conductance-based neural oscillators and all types of delays being widely
accepted in computational neuroscience, we consider stochastic delay differential equations with merely
monotone coefficients. As stochastic forcing terms for the local dynamics and the synaptic transmission
between individual neurons, we allow jump diffusions given as the independent sum of Brownian motions
and Poisson processes.

We also incorporate spatial structure into our networks to take into account morphological properties
of brain tissues. With a view towards spatial continuum limits, we consider the positions of the neurons as
discrete subsets in a bounded subset I' C R¥, and introduce spatial dependence in the network dynamics
in terms of an additional space parameter. We will then be in particular interested in the dynamical
properties of the network in the infinite population limit, where the spatial distribution of the neurons is
given in terms of a general Borel-measure on I'.

With a view towards modeling brain networks, consisting of subpopulations of neurons, we also intro-
duce a measurable partition of I' := |J,.,«p 'a and consider I',, as a given subpopulation.
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In order to incorporate variability in the neurons, and henceforth the associated neural dynamics, we
finally introduce disorder in terms of a random parameter w’.

The above mentioned modeling issues lead to the following system of coupled delay-differential equa-
tions:

AXPAN = f(t,r, X WAt + g(t,r, XN WA + / h(t,r, X7 Wl E)NT (dt, d€)
U

+Z

Z 9<t,r,r XTAN X&Aﬁ’,t ,w') dt
AN7

reAnNNTa
+ Z S B (L XX ) B (1)
AN’ FEANNT o
P
1 .
S [ (b XX €) N (), e A
a=1 Sava Ju FEANMT

for the time-evolution of the network.

Here, P is the number of different subpopulations, placed in space at disjoint measurable regions I,
1 < a < P,such that I := J,.,<p s is @ bounded subset in R*. We suppose that the total number of
neurons is N and Ay C I' denotes the position of neurons. In the equation (), the weight of neurons in
subpopulation « is 1/S4, .o With Sa, .o # 0. Finally, X[’AN € R? denotes the state of neuron at position
r € Ay and at time ¢ > 0.

The disorder w’ is an element of a second probability space (£, F',[P"). We will denote with £ the
expectation with respect to P’

7 > 0 is a fixed deterministic delay in the synaptic transmission between different neurons. For any
path y, defined on some subinterval I C R we also use the following notation y_-.; for the path segment
Ys, s € [t —7,t], for any t with [t —7,¢] C I. W" and B"*, r € Ay, 1 < a < P, are independent Brownian
motions respectively in R™ and R™. N” and N™%, r € Ay, 1 < a < P, are independent time homogeneous
Poisson measures on [0,00) x U with intensity measure dt ® v, where (U,U,v) is an arbitrary o-finite
measure space. N = N" —dt @ v and N™* = N™* —dt @ v, r € Ay, 1 < a < P, denote the associated
compensated Poisson martingale measures.

The coefficients

xI' x RY x Q) — R4, R>™

f.9:10,00]
h:[0,00[xI' x R x 0 x U — R4

0,5 :[0,00[xI' x I' x R? x Caglad ([~,0]; R?) x @ — R4 R>"
1 :[0,00[xT x I' x R* x Caglad ([—7,0; R?) x @ x U — R?

are jointly measurable w.r.t. all variables and continuous w.r.t. z € R?. Here, the space Cadlag ([—7,0]; R?)
is endowed with the supremum norm. We will specify appropriate monotonicity and growth conditions on
the coefficients below (see Hypothesis [[T]).

The initial conditions 2" for r € I', are independent and identically distributed copies of zZ% with
22 e L*(Q,P; Cadlag ([—7,0]; R?)). The space Caglad ([—,0]; R?) being again endowed with the supre-
mum norm. We assume that {W"} _, {B”’o‘}1r<eA<NP, {N"} e {Nm}fngp and the initial conditions

{#"},ea, are independent.

The reason for assuming the coefficients 6, S and 7 as being defined on caglad-processes stems from
our choice of an Euler approximation method (ZI]) for the solution of ([Il). We would like to mention that
it is also possible to consider a cadlag-version based on a different Fuler approximation scheme.



We will prove in Theorem below for this general class of neural networks existence and uniqueness
of a strong solution of the associated McKean-Vlasov equation, as well as a propagation of chaos result in
Section under suitable assumptions on the spatial distribution of neurons.

So far, the literature already contains a considerable amount of results concerning mean-field limits
of interacting stochastic differential equations and also extensions to the delay case. However, a unified
theory including all the above mentioned features of our model, monotonicity of the coefficients, general
delay, jump diffusion forcing terms and spatial structure, is not available.

Indeed, results under global Lipschitz assumptions have been obtained in [7, [I1], [10], extensions to
locally Lipschitz, resp. merely one-sided Lipschitz coefficients, have been obtained in [3] (with clarification
note [4]) and [6, @). The clarification [4] refers to an erroneous management of hitting times used in [3]
to localize the problem of existence of the McKean-Vlasov equations under local Lipschitz assumptions.
Unfortunately, the same problem arises in the paper [9]. Our approach in the present manuscript is different
from the approach in all these references, since we apply the Euler approximation to the construction of a
solution. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time in the existing literature this technique has
been applied to McKean-Vlasov equations.

As already mentioned, delay terms form an important modelling issue in the neuroscience applications,
and therefore also have been considered in the literature, e.g., point delays in [7, O 11l [I0] and other
references. Continuum limits of spatially structured biological neural networks and various types of random
delay and/or random locations of the single neurons have been considered in [6] and also in [10] [11].

Note that in all the previous mentioned results, the noise is assumed to be diffusive only. The only
existing result on McKean-Vlasov limits of biological neural networks driven by Lévy noise is the recent
paper [2] for local dynamics under global Lipschitz assumptions or local dynamics of gradient type.

Let us next specify the precise assumptions on the coefficients of () that we assume for the well-
posedness of associated McKean-Vlasov equations.

Hypothesis 1.1. There exist a probability measure A on [—7,0] and nonnegative measurable functions
Ki(w'), Li(w"), Ki(w'), Li(w') and Ky(R,w') in L}, ([0, 00[,dt), for all R > 0 and all W' € ', such that the

loc
following conditions concerning local dynamics, synaptic transmissions and disorder hold:

o Assumptions concerning local dynamics
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o Assumption referring to the disorder

(H6) for all T > 0 the following expectation value is finite:

& {exp/OT [2Ls(w’) + Ly(w') <P+6supz(#ig—mra)2> + K, (") +3PKs(w’)] ds} < 00.

NeN — AN,
Proposition 1.2. Under Hypothesis[I1], equation () has a unique strong solution.

The proof of this proposition is rather standard. However, we could not find a reference in the literature
that covers our setting completely. Therefore, we have incorporated a general existence and uniqueness

result for stochastic delay differential equations with monotone coefficients driven by jump diffusions in
the Appendix [Al

Example 1.3 (FitzHugh Nagumo model with electrical synapses and simple maximum conductance varia-
tion). Let us briefly discuss as an important ezample for networks of conductance-based point neuron models
a network of FitzHugh-Nagumo neurons. In this model, two variables, the voltage variable V having a cubic
nonlinearity and a slower recovery variable w describe the state of each neuron, that is reduced to one single
point. We consider external current acting on the neuron placed at r € I' with dI},, = Njdt + AX5dW/. To

account for the time for the signal of the presynaptic neuron to travel down the aron, we incorporate delay
in the presynaptic voltage, so that the current I”" of the presynaptic neuron at position T acting on the

neuron at position v at time t is given by the following differential equation dI]"™ = (VZEAN — Vi’f”) dJ"

where J| ™ denotes the mazimum conductance which we assume to be given as the following jump diffusion
equation:

) 1 ] ]
W= [A’l"”"dt L ATAB 4+ /
N, U

TON i dg)|.
The network equation in this example is then given as
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(see e.g. [3]). Here, the measurable functions A", 1 < i < 2 and X;,1 < i < 2 are real valued and
N3 < i <5 are positive. The measurable function (r,7) — ™" takes values in L*(U,U, V).

To obtain a continuum limit for [2) we now assume the existence of a finite Borel measure R on T’
with the following property: For every ¢ > 0 there exists a (finite) partition {F?’e, 1<m< M,gf)} of Ty,
such that
m e —R(I™E), 1<m< MP (3)

and imy_oo Say.a = 00, 1 < a < P and for every r,7 € '™ and 1,7 € FZ?I’E

rr! 7,7
4;™ - 47

<e 1<i<2 N =N <e, 1<i<B; /nnr’(g)_nff
U
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Under these assumptions the solution of ([2) converges to the solution of the following McKean-Viasov
equation:

P

-> / (Vo —V[,) AT"R(d7) dt
a=1 a
P P

S [ v AR e

_Z / / (Vi = V) 7™ (€)R(dF) N™*(dt, d¢),

(dw; = AQ(V[ + AL = Ajwi-)dt

1.1 Well-posedness of the McKean-Vlasov equation

For a given finite Borel measure R on I, specifying the spatial (unnormalized) distribution of neurons,
the McKean-Vlasov equation for the infinite population limit of the network () is given by the following
equation:

AR = f (6r X o) de g (6 X)W 4 [ (e KT8 W (09
. ) A U
+ Z/ E [9 (t,r, r/,XZ,,Xg_T),:t,,w')} R(dr")dt
a=1 a
~ [ - . 5
+Z / E [5 <t,r, r’,)_([,,X@/_T),:t,,w’ﬂ R(dr')d B (5)

/ B[ (o X X w6 RE AT, de),

X[_Z{> _T 0]

for independent Brownian motions W, B™* and independent compensated Poisson measures N” and N"™°.
Here X is an independent copy of X, the solution of

AX] = f (6 X0 ) e+ g (X0 ) AWt [ (e X0, N (dt,dg)
U

P

’ Z/ E [9 (t,r, r X;,X(T;_T),:t,,w,ﬂ R(dr')dt
a=1 e
P

+ ; /Fa fE [ﬁ (t, r, T’/’XZ;’X&/_T)i:ti’w/>j| R(dr/)dBta (6)
P

3B X ) i,

X/ =%, rel,C=1,...,P te|-,0],

where X = X is a copy of X, defined on another probability space, say (Q, F, I@’) and E denotes expectation

with respect to P. To avoid unnecessary notations, we assume R([',) =1, forall 1 < a < P.
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Note that a solution to (@) requires in particular the measurability of X w.r.t. 7/, since otherwise the
integrals of the expectation values w.r.t. PP are not well-defined. In Theorem below we will therefore
prove existence and uniqueness of a strong solution of equation (@) that is also measurable w.r.t. r. Note
that this implies in particular the existence of an independent measurable copy X or X of X. Therefore
the integrals w.r.t. R(dr’) in () and (@) are well-defined. Since for each r € I'; X" and X" have the same
law, so that X" can be assumed to be a copy of X" too.

In the reference [10] a representation of the McKean-Vlasov equation was given in terms of a continuum
family of independent Brownian motions, so called spatially chaotic. In the statement of Theorem [L.8] we
only use the solution of equation (&) for r in the countable set | Jyy An and for X being an independent
copy of X, the solution of equation (). In this sense our solution coincides with the solution constructed
in [I0], but we had circumvented measurability issues of X" w.r.t. 7.

Lemma 1.4. Assume Hypothesis [l For every measurable strong solution X of equation (@) which
belongs to L>=([—7,T],dt; L*(Q x T, P ®@ R;R%)) for P'-almost all w' € ', we have

sup E[|X])"] <Ci(t,of), rel t<T,

SE[—T,t]

where

Ci(t,w") =] sup E ‘ég(u)}z +1 | exp (/0 (Ks(w") + 3PK (W) + P) ds) . (7)

u€[—7,0]
1<¢<P

Proof. Let 7,, :=inf {t > 0;|X]| > n} and

Yi(w') := exp <— /0 t (K,(w) + PE,(«') + P) ds) .

Using Ito’s formula, we get for r € I'¢ that

or +/ ) 20X f (s, X)) + lg(s,r XI, o) |ds
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0
P
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2
ds

M~

fE/ B (s,r, r’,Xg,,X(;_T),:S,,w’) R(dr")

2

N(ds, d¢)

IE/ n (s,r, r',X;L,X(T’;_T),:S,,w') R(dr")
Lo

tATn,r B
B / Vo) (Ko@) + PE(W') + P) [XT_[2ds + My, .
0

where My, . is a martingale starting from zero. Taking expectation and using |[(H2)| and |(H5)| we get

E <¢ W) 2) <E

< E|[25(0

(0 f+E/“mﬂgwﬂK<v+PK<»

// (’X(s—i-u + 1{u<0} ‘X

tATn,r
)‘ —|—1+E/ 20 (W) K5 (w') sup E/‘XT’
0 ue
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tATn,r

) W R(dr )] ds
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and with Fatou’s lemma it follows that
B IXT P < Timinf B (o, (@) [ X )
n— oo ’ n

)‘2+1+E/0t2¢3(w’)Ks(w’) sup E/‘X"

u€[—r,s]

<E|2(0

R(dr')ds. (8)
Integrating w.r.t. R and using Gronwall’s lemma we obtain that

Py (W) sup E/|XT\ R(dr)

[—T,t]

g( sup EZ

u€[—7,0]

By substituting ([@) in (8), we get

t
(WEIXT < | sup E\z \2+1 exp/ (2PK (W) ds.
ERy 0

Therefore

t
sup E|XP< | sup E }2’C(u)‘2 +1 exp/ (Ky(w') + 3PK,(w') + P)ds = Ci(t, ).
sel—T,t] ue[—7,0] 0

1<¢<Pp

O

Theorem 1.5. Equation (@) has a unique strong solution X (w') € L°([—7,T],dt; L*(2 x T, P @ R; R?))
on [—1,T] for any T > 0 and P’'-almost every w' € Q" which is in particular measurable w.r.t. (r,w’).

The proof of the theorem is postponed to Section

1.2 Propagation of Chaos

We are now going to state a convergence result for the solution of the network equations () to the solution
of the McKean-Vlasov equation (B in the infinite population limit. To this end we first have to specify
a condition on the spatial density of the approximating network populations and a statement concerning
the dependence of X] w.r.t. the spatial parameter . To this end consider the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 1.6. The coefficients of the network equation () satisfy Hypothesis [I1. In addition we
assume the existence of a finite Borel measure R on I' with the following property: For every e > 0 there

exists a (finite) partition {F;”’E, 1<m< Mf)} of 'y, such that

lim # (Av NTE)

— m,e < < (6)
Nooo SANA R(Fa )v 1<m< M (10)

«

and also My _00 Sapy,a =00, 1 <a < P.
W.r.t. this partition and |(H}) of Hypothesis [L1 are then replaced by the following stronger

assumptions:



(H1') Y 7,7 € T,
2(x —y, f(t,r,2,0) = f(t,7,2,0)) + g(t,r,2,0) — g(t, 7, ,0)]
/ \h(t,r, z,w, &) — h(t, 7, &, &P v(dE) < Ly(w) [|:E—§:|2 +e(l1+ |£E|2)] :

(H}') ¥ r,7 € T Y ! 7 e T,

>0t Yy, W) = O F 7, E, g, )
©€{6,8}

4 / 0t o, Yy €) — s o7 s o )2 (dE)
U

0
< Lt(w') [|ZE — ZZ’|2 + / “ys - gs|2 + 1{s<0} |y5+ - gs+|2:| )\(dS)

0
e (1 e+ [ [l + Lo ] A(ds>) ] |

Lemma 1.7. Under hypothesis 1.4 the solution X (') € L>®([—7,T),dt; L*(Qx T, P®R; RY), o' € Y, of
equation (@) satisfies
E|X - X]|" < Cy(t,)e  Vriel™ t<T,

where .
Cs(t,w') := exp [/ (Ls(w') + PLy(w") + P) ds} (14 3C(t,w") .
0
Proof. Let 1y(w') := exp [ fo ( )+ PLy(w') + P) ds} To simplify notations, let u := (s,r, X]_,w’),
= (5,7, X, w ),v.: (s,r, 1, X! er s W) and U= (s,7, 0", X7 er s '), We then have

EIX; = XI[ < B [ o200 = X @) = £ @)+l (1) =g ()

+/ |7 (u, &) — (@, €))* v(d€) — (Ls(w') + PLy(W) + P) | XI- —X;iﬂds
U

+gE/0t¢s(w') [2 <X;‘ —X§,E/a (@ (v) —9(6))R(dr’)>

+ B / (5) — 8 @) R + LE[ (0.9 = (. R() 2u<ds>] s
<& [ e [Le) (11X )+ <’>(P+P|X;z|2
+E// UX“*“ 4 Loy | X ] R(dr")) | ds
< 5/ (w W)+ Lo(@")) (14 3C: (s,0/)) ds
< (1430 (¢, w))
Dividing by ¢, (w") we get the desired result. O



The following theorem now is our second main result:

Theorem 1.8. Under Hypothesis and the chaotic initial condition assumption (i.e., the initial con-
ditions 2" forr € T'y, N (UNGN AN) are independent and identically distributed copies of 2% with 2% €

L*(Q,P; Cadlag ([—T,0];RY))), the solution <X§’AN, —7<t< T) of the network equation ({II) converges in

the space L* (Y, L> ([0,T],L? (0, E))) towards the process ()_([, —7<t< T) which is the solution of the

mean-field equation (), i.e.
2
lim & sup E‘X{’AN x| =o.
N—oo te[—7,T]
reAn

The proof of the theorem is given in Section [Bl

2 Proof of Theorem

Proof. Existence: Fix n € N and define x(n,t) := % for ¢ € ]ﬁ @} We then define the process

X™" inductively as follows: Let X, := 25 for t € [—7,0] and r € I'c. Given that X;"" is defined for ¢t < L
and for all » € T we extend X;"" for t € } L @] as the unique strong solution of

t

t
XM= X +/ fsom X W') d$+/ g (s:m X1 0) AW,
o kr

kr
t ~
+/ / h(S,’f’, X:iraw/,f) N(ds,df)
kr Ju
P t
" Z /’;T 8 /1" f <87 ' X‘?f’ YHTE£7(S—T):S)’ w,) R(drl>d5 (11)
a=1"Y "7 (e
P t
_I_ Z /];7— EA /6 (Sa T) T,, X:ir, YI‘ZZ/?LA,(S—T);S)? w/) R(drl)dB?
a=1 n oY

P t
+Zﬂ /UE/ 1 (570 X0 Yy €) RN (ds, ).
a=1 n o

T

which exists and is measurable w.r.t. (¢,r,w,w’) € [l‘” M] x ' x Q0 x € and satisfies

n’ n

t
1+supE | X™7|* < (1 + sup E |X;”|2) exp (/ (K (W) + BPKS(w'))ds)
k

u<t uSk—TZ' T/TL
according to Theorem [AX2] Then for all n € N and all r € T,

sup E[X[" [ < Cy(T,o). (12)

te|—7,T)

Here Y™ is an independent copy of X n" on the probability space (Q,f , If”) and the expectation E is
taken with respect to P and / /
YI{?;’:‘,(S—T)ZS) (u) = YI:EZI’:‘,S—FU)’ u e I:_T’ 0].
We also use in the following the notation
y"" )= limY"" )
SN\t n,s

K(n,tt K(n,
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For convenience we assume that Y™" is obtained similar to X™" using independent copies

<{2a}1§agp ) W, {Ba}1gagp ) N= {Na}1§a§P)

of ({2} cacp s WiAB } cacp N AN} cacp). Note that X™" is cadlag, whereas the process X’

Kk(n,t)?
kr (k+1)
o

t > —r, is caglad. It is easy to see, using induction w.r.t. to k, that Xt("), t e } } is a.s. locally

bounded and that the stochastic integrals are well-defined and local martingales up to time +oc.

Let us next define the remainder
P =X =X g =Y =Y e - T,

K(n,t) t— t—

We can then write
t t
X = 340) —I—/ f (s, T, Xs"f,w') ds +/ g (s, T, Xs"f,w') dW,
0 0
¢
+/ / h (s,r, Xs"f,w’,g) N(ds, d§)
0o Ju
P t
™ / n,r n,r’ n,r’ / /
+ Z/o IE/ 0 (s,r, r, X ,Y(S_T),:S, Ty W ) R(dr")ds (13)
a=1 @
P t
+ Z/o E/ I& (s,r, X Y(ZfT),:s, + q?s’;):s,w’> R(dr")dB¢
a=1 @

Pt
+ Z/(] /UE/ n (S, r, ’r’,’ X;Lir’ )/(quﬂizs? + qz’:i‘r)zs’ w/’ 5) R(dT,)NQ(dS’ dé_)
a=1 @

In the next step let us define the stopping times
R
T = inf {t >0: | X" > g}

for given R > 0. Then

2R
—— XTL,’I‘
3

|p?77‘| S n(nqt)

‘Xn,r

+—

< te (0,7,

Y

i
3 Y

We now prove the following properties which complete the existence proof.
(i) For all t > —7, 1(_ nry(t) [pi""| — 0 in probability as n — oo.

(i) For any stopping time 7% < T A 75" we have E|X™"|> < C(T,w").

)
(iii) limp oo limsup,, , P{rp" < T} =0.
(iv) Ve > 0,1imp, oo P {sUD,co 1 X7 — X7 > e} =0.
)

(v) 3X :Ve > 0,limy, 00 P {supepory [X;"" — X > ¢} = 0 and X is a strong solution of equation ().
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Proof of [(1); Since 2¢ is cadlag w.r.t. time, it follows that 1(_, g (¢)[p;”"| — 0 almost surely. Using (II)
and Hypothesis [[LTl we have

IP’{|p " >e0<t<Th }

§P{/t )(sup |f(s,r z,w) |+P\/K 1+R2+201(tw))> dsze/S}

(n,t) \Jo|<R
i p{

¢
/ g (s,r, X" W)
K(n,t)
P {

h(s,r, XM, W', €) N(ds, d¢)
n,t
P t
+ZIP{ / fE/ s, XTI o) RAAr)ABS
K(n,t) «

P -
+ZP{ /( )/E/ S, 7”7‘ X:T,Y::; (s S)jw/’g) R(dT/)Na(ds’dg)
r(n,t U «

s >e/5,t < TE’T}

>e/5,t < TE’T}

€ n,r
> 5_P’t§TR }

SIP’{/: )( W) + Py R () 1+R2+201(tw)))d325/5}

25 (| ff ’

+ ?E ( /(n t) 1{SSTE’T}g (S, ’f’, X::T,w/) dWS )

+ P 1 h(s,r, X" W', €) N(ds, dg)
52 (nt {S< n, 7‘} S ’I“ — w S

2)
25P2 - v -
n,r 'I’LT / (6%

+ = E /ﬁ(nt)/UE/Fa 1{59;”'}77 s,rr’, X Y s—r)es) ,w' f) R(dr')N*(ds, d¢&)

a=1

25 P Lo
n,r ’I’LT / / (0%
+25-YE /( t)E/F Uy B (5,70, XITVI ) RS
1 Kk(n, o

a=

2

and finally by

IN

P{/t (KS(R,w’)+P\/K( )(1+R2+201(tw))) d525/5}

K(n,t)
25 [t - ) 25P% [

+ = Ky (R,w")ds + K, (W) (14 R*+2C(t,w')) ds.
€% Jr(nt) € K(n,t)
So
limsupP{|p;""| > e, -7 <t <73"} =0
n—oo
which implies .

11



Proof of Let 7* be a stopping time such that 7 < T'A75". Similar to the proof of the corresponding
statement in Theorem [A.2] we have that

E | X% / [2 (X f (s,m, X7, W')
0
+ g (s,r, X", W) }2 +/ }h (s,r, X" W', €) ‘2 V(df)] ds
U
+ZE/ / [ X270 (.m0 XTI )
, 2
+ ‘5 (87 T T/v X:fd? Y;@rzg,(s—ﬂ-):s)’ w/)
+/ 0 (s X2T VI g)‘ (dg)]R(dr’)ds
T v N 9
<E|3 +IE/ [(Ks(w,)—l-PKs(w,)—l—P) (1+ \X:f\ )
0
, 2
/ / [ e VI ] A(du)n(dw)} ds
+(1+01(T,w))/ (Ky(w) 4+ 3PK (w') + P)ds
0
< C(T,u').

Here we have used that for ¢ € (0,7

E|X])? < hmme| T2 < sup E|XMTP < Oy(T,w).
se[—7,T]

Proof of : Let
=T A7y" Anf {t > 0:|X;""| > a}

in we get

1 T
Pq sup X[ >ap < SEIXE < M-
te[0,TATR"] a
So
. . n.,r R n,r R
limsuplimsupP ¢ sup |X;""| > —; < T ; <limsuplimsupP sup | X} > —
R—00 n—00 te[oﬂ—gvr} 4 R—o0 n—00 te[O,T/\q—g’T} 4
= lim sup lim sup ( )
R—o00 n—r00

Hence we have

R
limsuplimsupIP’{T}"%’rST}glimsuplimsupIP’{ sup |XW|EZ }’%’"ST}:O

R—o00 n—00 R—o00 n—oo tE[O,T}%’ ]

which completes the proof of

12



Proof of Let ™" :=T AN7p" A7p"" and let
~n,ro . n,r R ~n,m,r . ~n,r ~m,r
Th .—1nf{t20.|Y; |>§}, T =T NTR NTR.

To shorten notations let u? := (s,r, X", ') and v := (s, 7,7/, X""). Using It6’s formula, we have for any
stopping time 7 < t A T,"%m "ot e o, T] that

E|X77 - X7]? < ‘/2@@”—X?CfWD—f0$D®

+E/’w ﬂds+E/./vl%, — b (&) v(de)ds

+;E/O 2<Xgm_X:w,1@/Fa {9( Y w') —9( Y w')}’R(dr’)>d3
+ZP:E ? E/ l ( s’Y/:Zr:(s 7):s)? Wl) —5< U 7Y,{mr(5 )is)? ')]R(dr’) 2ds
VLA T e

Hypothesis [Tl implies

2

v(d¢)ds

2
n,r m,r
E| X" — X7

t
< / (Ls(w') + P+ PLy(W)) sup E|X[%: — Xiiz® ds
0

u€l0,s]

P z )
+ZE/ 2L8(w/)E/ < s<~nm}/ Y =Y

a=1 0 La

/ — 2
+1{u<0} Yn(;z,(s—i-u) +) Y( (s+u)T) :|)\(du)>7?,(dr/)d5

- T 2 2 0
+) E / AK (W fE( Lf e\ R(AF ) B / <2+ X+ | xR+ / [ Yo

az:; 0 ( ) r. {S>TR } ( ) I } s ‘ } s } . K(n,s+u)

! 2 2 ,
+ n(m s+u) +1{u<0} Yn(n,(s—l—u)Jr) ( (s—l—u) ) i|)\(dU))R(d’l") ds

13



where we separate the two cases {s > Tgm " } and {s < 7M™ } in order to apply Gronwall’s inequality

to the difference E‘X = X ‘ . Using |(i1)| we obtain that

E|X2" — X2

<[ favcn] [ ruser]

+8(1+3C(T,w")) /Ot K, (W) /FIP’ {s > 7" }R(dr')ds]

/
0

2
+

/

ps—i—u

2 ) 2 /
e IO (O R o i PYCE T

2
]ds

R UATR'

(Ls(w') + 13PLy(w') + P) sup sup E‘X’” , = X

n 77L,T n,m, 7"
r’€l’ uel0,s]

t 2
= Igp (W) + / (Ls(w") + 13PLy(w") 4+ P) sup sup E 'X"Tnmr, — X" Tnmr, ds
0 r GF UE[O S] u/\TR u/\TR
(14)
Choosing 7 =t A 75" for ¢t € [0,T] we obtain by Gronwall’s inequality
sup sup E ‘prg mr — X[ Tgmr < O(T, W) I (W) (15)

rel’ te[0,T
Inserting this bound in the left hand side of ([I4]) implies
E[XP" — X < O(T, W) I (W) .

Note that C(7', w') may differ from a line to another line but always 7" — C(7',w’) is an increasing function.
By setting
Ti=7"" Anf{t > 0: |X;"" — X""| > ¢},

we have
P sup | X" = X" >ep <P{T >} +P{T > 73"} + P sup | X} = X" > ¢
te[0,7) te(0,r™ "]
1
<P{T>7" Y +P{T > 1y }+ SE X2 — X
C(T,w Mgt

<P{T >13"} +P{T > 17"} + =

From and one can obtain that

lim limsup /577 = 0
R—00 pm—oo

and so

: n,r m,r C(T7 wl)'[}r%’/g?
limsupP ¢ sup | X" — X" > < lim limsup |P{T > 73"} + P{T > ;"' } + ————| =0.

n,m—00 te[0,T] 0 n,m—o0 g2

So is obtained.

14



Proof of [(v)i Since the space L? (2, Cadlag([—7, 77, E)) is complete with respect to the topology of
convergence in probability, yields that there exist X", Y" € L? (Q, Cadlag([—7,T], E)) such that

n—00 te[0,T] n—o0 te[0,T]

limIP’{ sup |XZ”—X[|25}:0, lim If”{ sup |Ytn’r—Y[|25}:0.

We next have to show that all terms of equation (I3]) for a subsequence of n € N converge almost surely
to the terms of equation (@). We have

lim P{ sup ‘Y . AT
n—o0 t€[0,7]
< lim P sup V7 =Y/, | >¢e/2p+ lim P . Vi =Y | >¢e/2p =
n—=0o | 40,7 neo el
So there exists a subsequence, say {n;},.y, such that, as [ — oo,
sup X7 = X7 |+ v, —vr|] -0, PoP-as (16)

te[0,7
for all (r,w’) in a subset Dy of I' x ' of full R ® P’-measure. Now let us define
Si(t) := sup | X[""|,

1eN

S.(t) == sup [y
leN

Then

sup S.(t) <oo P—a.s., sup Sp(t)<oo P—a.s.
t€[0,7)] t€[0,T]

for all (r,w’) € Dy. So by and inequality (I2]), for (r,w’) € Dy,
t
/E/ ’6’ s,ry 1! X"iT,Y,:?n:(STS )’Rdr)ds<oo P— a.s.
o Jra
Using continuity of # and L'([0,7] x Q x I', dt ® P ® R)-uniform integrability of

(s,w,r") »—>6’<s o X yrr s w’)

= T k(ng,(s—7
for all ( ) € Dgy, we obtain that
lim s r.r X”,”,Y"” R(dr')ds = s e XTI YT 7,w’) R(dr')ds
l—o0 r(ng,(s—7):s) s (s—7)~:s

P-almost surely for R @ P-almost all (r,w’). Let
Topi=inf{t>0:8,(t) > RYAT, 7= inf {t >0:5,(t) > R} AT

For all ¢t € [0,T] and for all (r,w’) € Dy, we have

tATy, R 2

s o Xy Jis): w') - B (s,r, r',XSTL,Y(’"/_ . 7,w'>] R(dr")dB¢

s— 0 T k(ng(s—7 s—T):s

. , 2
< QIE/ IE/ Uy mmn) B (570 X0 Y0 ) = B (s, XY RAA)ds
0 I, >Tr,R\Tr R 1

—|—4E/0 1{89_7“'12}}?8( 2—|—}X"”’} —|—|X’"7| —|—4Cl($ w)) / 1{s>7' R}R(d?“)d

15



So

|

1
Sg—QE

e

tATr R _ , ’
/ i / [ﬁ (s, Pl X7 YH’&Z(S_T):S),W’> —3 (s, r, X;",,Y(Z_T),:s,,w’)} R(dr')d B
0 o

"—]P){t > Tr,R}-

2 b ny,r ny,r’ r r! 2
< SE /O E /F 1 e o) ‘5 <s,r, P X" ,YK(;Z,(S_T):S),@ —8 (s,r, r’,Xs,,Y'(s_T),:s,,w’ﬂ R(dr)ds

t
/ IE/ [5 (s,r, X Y,:z’,;jl(s_ﬂ,s),w/) i (s,r, r' XTI, Y(Z,_T),:Sf,w’ﬂ R(dr")dB¢
0 Ta ’ ’

2

+ [:;2 /Ot Ko(w)(1+ 301(3,0«/))/ P{s > 7 g} R(dr')ds + P {t > TT,R}:|

[e3

For given 0 > 0 we can now find R sufficiently large, such that the second term on the right hand side is
less than ¢. Taking the limit [ — co now implies that
> 5} <9J.

lim P {
l—o0
t _ , ¢ ~ ’
/ E / 3 <s,r, r/,in”‘,Y;;;;j’(s_ﬂ:s),w’) R(dr')dB® — / E / 3 <s,r, r’,XsT,,Y(g_T),:S,,w’) R(dr')dB°
0 Ta 0 o

t
/ E / 18 (s, X2 e ) = 8 (s XY o) | RAAr)ABE
0 Lo ’ '

Therefore

in probability. The same argument implies
t
/ / E / U (S’ T T/’ X;LET’ Y/:er;r/(s—'r)'sy w/7 5) R(dT/)Na(dS, dg)
o Ju o b ‘

t
= / / E / n(s,r, r’,X},Y’é’_T),ZS,,w’,g) R(dr')N*(ds,d€) in probability
0 U T'a

and for some further subsequence n;, the above convergences are P — a.s. The convergence of the terms
concerning the local dynamics in ([I3]) to the respective terms of (@) follow from dominated convergence
for the stopped solution (using 7, ) and Therefore X is a solution of equation (@) for R x P’-almost
all (r,w’).

Uniqueness: Let X and Y be two strong solutions of equation (@). To shorten the notation again, let
ul = (5,7, XI_), ul = (s, ', XI), vl = (s,7,Y]) and ol = (s, ', Y ). We then have

X7 -y

- Mt +A [2 <X§* - szrfv f (ung/) - f (Ung/» + |g (ung/) - g (U§7w/)|2]d8

}2

+/t/ b (ul, W', &) = h (v], 0, )" N(ds, d€)
0 JU
Pt
ro_\T " ro! ! N rl e , ,
i ;/0 [2 <X8 }/;’/QE |:9 (us ’X(S—T)’:s*u(’U) ‘9 (Us ’}/*(S_T)7:87’w>i| R(dr)>
2
}ds

2
N<(ds, d§)

/

+ / E |8 (ul, X’ ) = B (007 V) | RAAP)
Ta

P

S

/ E [n (u;‘,r" X(rsl—‘r)*:s* ) w/7 5) - (,U;‘,T', }7(2/—7')*:5* ) w/7 5)] R(d?”/)
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where <)~( , ff) are independent copies of (X, Y") and M, is a local martingale w.r.t. some localizing sequence
on, n > 1, of stopping times. Using Fatou’s lemma and Hypothesis [T we then have

E|X; - Y/ <liminfE|X],, — Y}, |

<E/t(L( ')+ PLy(w) + P)|X!- — Y |*ds

T .

t
supE [ | X7 — Y P R(dr) < Ly(w') +3PLy(w) + P)supE [ |X] — Y/[" R(dr)ds
p/lssl()/(() (w') p/l R (dr)
T 0

s<t u<s

+ 1iu<oy ‘XST ~ Y

] A(du)R(dr")ds

SO

By Gronwall’s lemma and Lemma [[.4] we have

sup® [ X7 VI R(dr) =0,
I

s<T

which proves uniqueness. ]

3 Proof of Theorem [1.8

Proof. Let us first introduce the notation

1 ) y
/A V(" YR(dr) == { R(A) /AW JR(dr'), R(A)#0,

0, R(A)=0.
To shorten the notation again, let ul = (s,r, X;’,AN,W’), ul™ = (s,1,7, X;’,AN, X{;AJ‘B,:S,,W’), vl =
(s,r, X7, w') and v7"" = (s, 7,7’ X’L,X(”s -5+ w'). Then

X x| = Mt+/t[2<X;‘““N Xr- f<z>—f<v;>>+|g<u:>—g(vz>|ﬂds

//m ul, €) — h (o], ) N"(ds, d)

r AN T 1 rr\ T rr! /
+Z/O 2<X8 X @;pae ) E/ae <vs )R(dr)>ds
+ Z/

s

2
ds

g ~E | 4 (027) Riar

AN a ~E.AN Nl

2

N™(ds, dé)

0 ()~ B [ n(u.6) Riar)

SAN a ~€.ANOF

17



where M, is a local martingale up to time T starting from zero with localizing sequence o,, n > 1, of
stopping times. Taking expectation, using Fatou’s lemma and Hypothesis [[.Tl we obtain that

2
E|X7 — X7[* < liminf E }X{Af,‘N X7

n—oo thon

< / t Ls(w’)E’X;;AN - X " ds
0
2
E| XN — X7 d - / 0 (ul" —IE/ 0 (o7 ) R(dr")| ds
/ | ’ Z SANQ*EANHFQ (47) ) G
2
+ / B (ug” —E/ B (™) R(dr')| ds
Z SAN“*GA Nl (u ) Lo <U ) '
2
+Z / JEs— X ner9-8 [ a(uwre)rar)| vagas
ANO‘*GANOF o
(17)
Note that
2
ZE 3 e(u;‘f)—fE/ 9( )R(dr) ds
Ny Fe ANNT g o
2
<2 E/ O (ul") =0 (s,r,7 X X[, o, ds
Fo s 5 00 -0(or )
2
+2 E/ 0(s,r7, e, W —fE/ 0 (vn ) R(dr")| ds
Z SANOC~GJ%|;F ( ( )~ ) o ( )

_ r, ; _
< 21@/ Ls(w,)m > [\XSLAN — X7
0

SAN a  FeAnMTa

0 AN e e 2 AN 7
+ / (‘X(s—i-u) X(S-i-u)*‘ + 1{u<0} ’XS:F Xs—l—u

t
13::1@/

The remaining terms on the right hand side of ([I7) can be estimated from above similarly so that (I7)
now yields the following estimate

) )\(du)] ds +2 EP: r

a=1

with
2

ds.

1 L _
S o0 (s,r,f,X;l,X(S_T),:s,,w’> _E /

Saya FEANNT o La

0 (v;”r/) R(dr")

ds+2 Z ZIGJrQZI”

t
B - X < [ (L) + PE[CAY - X2
° Oc{0,f} a=1

XA - X

+2Z/ #ANmF S &

AN a  FeAnTy

0 7,A YR 2 7 AN
+/ (‘X S+;\r X(S-i-u)*‘ + 1{u<0} ’Xs:i- Xs+u
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2
t 1 B . B B -,
°—E / 5o Y e <s,7’, 7, Xg,,X(s_T),:s,,w'> ) / o <s,7’, r’,X;L,X(T’S_T),:S,,w’) R(Ar)| ds
« Fre ANy @
. 2
SSE/ O (s,7,7 X1, X{i 1. ,w') —E© (s,r,r,X;,X(’l s ,w')} ds
0 Ay, re ANy
¢ | ME 1 ~ ~
S YT T l
+3E/ 3 S5 S OE @(s,r,r,Xs,,X(s_T),:s,,w>
O =1 "AN e gynre
2
_/ S) (8,7”, W,X;,f({;_ﬂ,:s,,w'> R(dr')] ds
P
2
IS
N Fme R ~ .
4+ 3E / Z <#A§V— R(rgw)) & / O (srr, X7 Xy ) R()| ds
0 |m=1 Ana a
_ [+ IT+1II, say
We can now further estimate the integrals I — I'I] from above as follows:
L 5 I T
I= 52 / Etr (0 (s, X0 X0y ow) B0 (s, X X0, w) )
Ao 71 TQGANHFQ
(o <s,r, Fos X X[y ) — BO (s,m 7, XL X2 w) ) [as
3 t . ~ - ~ - 2
-~ X / E[ ‘@ (s,r,f,XST,,X(TS_T),:S,,(AO TS (s,r, 7, X;;,ng_ﬂ,:s,,w/) }ds
AN Fe ANMTy
(19)

since for distinct 71 and 7o, if 74 £ 7 or 7o # 1 then X™ or X™ are independent of each other and also
independent of X", and therefore for arbitrary i-th component of ©,
E[<@z (S,’l",fl,Xr )(r1

()= sam ,w') — EO, (s 7, X X(; - ﬁ,,w’))
X (@i (s,r, P XD X ,u/) _Ee, <s,r,f2,XT . w)) |Xﬂ
—E[(©: (5.7 X0 X(y o) = B0, (5770, X0 X w) ) | X
X E[(@Z (S,T,lf:Q,XT X(TS2 - ,w') — K6, (s T, Ty, X1 X{SQ_T),:S,,wD) | )_(’“] =0.
Using Lemma [[4] we can then further estimate the right hand side of (I9) from above by

2}ds

3 ! s ) s
3 / E| ‘@ (57,7 K0 Kl yms) = BO (5,77, KL Xy

S‘ANQ reANNT o 0

0
< 52 / Ky {1 FEIXT ]2+ / E|X], - |? + 1{u<0}E|X§+u|2)\(du)} ds
AN Fe ANAT -7
I _
< % / 125, (o) (1 4+ 3Ch (s, ) ds
AN, 0

19



The next term can be estimated from above as follows:

t M(E)

f[§3/2 Z Lo(w )#ANQF

m=1fFc AnnTa"® SAN «

- 0 . . ) B L
X [E/m,s/ “X(s—l—u) - X{s-}u)f} + 1{u<0} ‘Xs—i-u — X8+u

_ N N 2 -
+5(1+E}X§\2+E/ “X(sw)) + Lu<o} ‘X§+u

] A(du)R(dr)

)

(#AN N Fa)2

< 3e
SAN «

/Ot Ly(w) (14 3C1(s,w') + Cy(s,w)) ds

using Lemma [[.4] and Lemma [I.7. Finally,

Mc(f) 2 t
Tm.e
I <3mMP N (m R(rma)) IE/

m=1 S‘AN’a

2

ds

fE/ © (s,r, ' )_(;",,X(;_T),:s,,w'> R(dr")

M) moe
§3M§>Z<M—mra rme) /K (14 Xz

SAN,a

+ E/ms / UX(M)
I J—

M(E)

o Fm€

§3M§€)Z<%—R rme) /K ) (14 3C1(s,w")) ds
Apn o

m=1

» 2} A(du)R(dr’)) ds

m=1

using Lemma [[L4l Summing up the above estimates we now obtain that

(e)
r r,)’ & rme ?
IS <6 #AZ2V Nly _'_6(#-’41\2/ n Oc) + M(ge) E : # (-AN nly ) _ R(FZ’L,E) C’g(t,w’).
S.AN « S.AN « m=1 S-ANyol

Similar arguments imply that

L5

n <Sv T, 7:7 X;L ) X(FS_T),:S,’M/7 5)

FEANNT o

— IE/ n (s,r, r',Xg,,X(;_T),:S,,w',ﬁ) R(dr")
Fa

2 Mo m,e 2
oy #ANNT, N 6(#~AN NT,) + MO Z <#AN—mFa _ R(Fg”vf)) Co(t,w').
m=1

‘9«41\;04~

2

v(dé)ds

8.1241\7 « S¢24N « S-ANvoé
So
A _ 12
E|x;4 - X
! " #A AT,
g/ Ly(w') + 6Ly( Z > " P ) ma sup E|X0AY — X7|"ds
0 ] Shina rEAN uelo,s]

SRS a Sana

Apn,a

P 2 M(s) m,e 2
s #ANNTa | (#ANOTS) 3 <#AN—”F R (rg%f)) Oy(t, ).
a=1

An o m=1
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Hence Gronwall’s lemma implies

sup E }X;”AN — )_(;"2

s€[0,7T
reAn
" [ #ANOT (#Ay NT,)° My # Ay NTe 2
<36) R A ) +MO N ( N R(rgw)) Co(T, w')
a=1 SAN@ SAN,a m— S.AN «
T P
_ r,
X exp [/O (Ls(w’) +6Ly(w) %S{é—m) + P) ds
a=1 N,X
#ANmF FANNT % rpAy N R
<144Z tet g +ME Y (e~ R
-AN @ AN ,a m=1 An,a
T P 2
_ 1" _
X exp [ / <2Ls(w’) + Ly(w') (6 Z (#/}ng—m“) + P) + K (W) + 3PK (W) + 3P> ds
0 a=1 An,a

Now by integrating with respect to w’, we get for some finite constant C'(7T") that

E | sup E‘X;”AN —X;"Q

s€[0,7T7
reAn
P 2 M(S) 2
NI, NI, nIme
(1)) #AN s FANOL e 3 (FANOLET g ey
S S.A ot
a=1 .AN (e} An,a m=1 N

Hence

lim & | sup E|X74 — X7°| < PC(T)e,
N—o0 $€[0,T]
reAy

where ¢ is arbitrary and therefore

lim £ | sup E|[X7AY — X7 | =0.
N—oo s€[0,T]
reAn

O

A Well-posedness for SDEs with path-dependent delay driven
by jump diffusions

The purpose of this Appendix is to provide a general existence and uniqueness result on strong solutions

of stochastic delay differential equations with monotone coefficients driven by jump diffusions, that in

particular covers the assumptions on the network equations (Il). For further reference we formulate our
results under more general assumptions on the coefficients.

Let (€2, F,P) be a complete probability space with filtration (F;);>¢ satisfying the usual conditions.
Let (€2, F',IP") be a probability space of parameters w’. Consider the following stochastic delay differential
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equation:

dX;/UI = f(tvvaal—T)*:tfv(")/)dt+g(tvw7X?;/—T)*:t*7w/)th _'_/ h(t w, X it uW 5) (dt dg) (20)
U

/ /

Xy =z, tel[-7,0].

Here, W is a standard Brownian motion in R™ adapted to the filtration (F;);>¢ such that (W, — W) is
independent of F;, s > 0. N is a time homogeneous Poisson measure on [0, 00) x U with intensity measure
dt ® v, where (U,U,v) is an arbitrary o-finite measure space. N is adapted to the filtration (F;)i>o,
and N (A) is independent of Fg, s > 0, for every measurable subset A C (s,00) x U. Finally, denote
with N := N — dt ® v the compensated Poisson measure associated with N. The initial condition 2% Y0
belongs to L%(Q, P; Cadlag ([—7, 0]; RY)) and is measurable w.r.t (t,w,w’) € [—7,0] x 2 x Q. Recall that we
consider the space Cadlag ([—7,0]; R?) as well as Caglad ([—,0]; ]Rd), to be endowed with the supremum
norm. Finally we assume that W, N and 2¢_ are independent. The coefficients

f,9: ([0,00) x Q x Caglad ([—7,0]; R?) x @, BF ® B (Caglad (-, 0[;RY)) @ F)
N (]Rd, B (]Rd)) ’ (]Rdxm’ B (]Rdxm))
are progressively measurable and
h: (0, 00) x Q x Caglad ([—7,0; RY) x Q' x U, P ® B (Caglad ([-7,0];RY)) @ F' @ U) — (R?, B (R?))

is predictable. Here BF and P are the o-field of progressively measurable sets and predictable sets on
[0, 00) x € respectively.
The following monotonicity and growth conditions are assumed:

Hypothesis A.1. There exist a probability measure A on [—7,0] and nonnegative measurable functions
Ki(w"), Li(R,w') and K,(R,w'") in L},.([0,00[,dt), for all R > 0 and all w' € ', such that the following

loc
conditions hold:

(C1) for 2], 9l < R,
2 <x0 - y(]u f(t,W,I_T;O,W/) - f(tvwa y—7207w/)> + |g(t7w7 x—T:Ouwl) - g(t7w7 y—T:07w/)‘2
+ / (0, 200, €) — Bt 0,y )] (dE)
U

0
< Li(R,w") / [2s = ysl” + Liscoy 75+ — yst ] A(ds),

—T

(Cg) 2 <I0a f(ta W, T—r.0, w/)> + |g(t> W, 1.0, w/)|2 + fU |h(t> W, T—r:0, W/a §)|2 V(dg)
0
< K0+ [ [+ Lo ! M)

(C3) x_ro > f(t,w,2_r0,w') as a function from Caglad ([—7,0];R?) to R? is continuous.

(04) Sup\m|Loo§R “f(tvwvx—f()vwl)‘ + |g(t7w7 x—7:07w/)‘2 + fU ‘h(tvwvx—ﬂ'ﬂvw/v f)‘ (df)} < Kt( )

We are going to prove existence and uniqueness of a strong solution using the Euler method. To this
end let us introduce for n € N the Euler approximation

t t
X = XZLTW +/ f (s w X"(:(S ) w') ds—l—/ g (s w X"(:(S ) S),w'> dW,
kr

// sz:(:(srs f) N(ds, d¢), te]%’@}
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to the solution of (0). Here, x(n,t) := £ for ¢ € } . (kH)T]. The process X™* can be constructed

n

inductively as follows: X" := 2¢' for t € [—7,0], and given X" is defined for ¢ < FT we can extend

XM for t € ] L M} using (2I). Note that X™' is cadlag, whereas the process X™* (n t > —71,1is

n t)’

kTt (k-i-l)
n

caglad. It is easy to see, using induction w.r.t. to k, that X~ n’ ,t € } } and is measurable w.r.t.

(t,w,w’) and is a.s. locally bounded and that the stochastic mtegrals are well-defined .

Theorem A.2. Under Hypothesis[A 1, equation 20) has a unique strong solution (X;‘”)

almost all W' € ¢V, (th,w’) converges to (X{")
>0

P’ -almost all W' €

and for IP’'-

t>0’

>0 locally uniformly in probability, i.e. for all’T > 0 and

n—00 te[0,T]

limIP’{sup ‘X;W’—Xf’ >5}:O Ve>0.

and X is measurable w.r.t. (t,w,w’) € [—7,00[xQ x Q' and satisfies

! 2 t
2 - exp </ QKS(w')ds) , t>0. (22)
ue[—7,0] 0

Remark A.3. To the best of our knowledge, the above theorem is new in this full generality. Although
the idea of the proof is based on previous works, in particular [5], [I2]. The most far reaching existence and
uniqueness results for stochastic delay differential equations driven by jump diffusions have been obtained
in [I, [8], and [I3] for locally Lipschitz continuous coefficients and in [14] under slightly more general
assumptions. Existence and uniqueness of stochastic delay differential with merely monotone coefficients
driven by diffusive noise have been obtained in [12].

12
1+2E‘X;" <

Proof. (of Theorem [A.2]) First we prove that every strong solution X to equation (20)) satisfies the moment
estimate (22). To this end consider the stopping time og ./ = 1{R>|z“’" % inf {t >0: ‘X;"" > R}. By

[t6’s formula, [(C2)|and |(C4)} we have

W’ 2 R w’ / w’ n|?
‘ tAGR ZO +E/(; [2 <Xs*’ f(S w X(s T) 5T )> + ’g(sa"‘%X(s—T)*:s*?w)
, 2
+ /U h(s,w,Xf‘;_T),:s,,w’,g)’ u(dg)]ds
, 2 t/\&R’w/ 0 , 2 , 2
<els] [ KW (1+ UXEEW) # L [ XL At ) s
0 —

2 t
+/ Ky (w') <1+2 sup E|X u/\UR ,
0 [—7,9]

Therefore by Gronwall’s lemma and subsequently Fatou’s lemma,

2
<142
u€[—7,0]

P =Xy — X2, te(-T,00).

2 2) - exp ( /0 t 2Ks(w’)ds) .

;12
1+2E‘X§J

<1+ 2liminfE ‘X;JA; ,
R—o0 Rw

Existence: Let us define the remainder
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We can then write
XZL’MIZZBJI“_/Otf(SWXZLw):‘I’p( - )ds
+/tg<sz"w ,:,—i-p( )dW (23)
/ / S,w X(T;“T),:s, +p?s’°j;):s,w’,§) N(ds, d¢).

In the next step define the stopping times
- R
3

Tg,w = 1{3‘ZWI|OO<R} -inf {t >0: ‘th,w

for given R > 0. Then

] <2 | < B ey
For R > 3|2*'|, the above inequalities extend to all t € (—7, 7y “'] due to the right continuity of X",
For the proof of existence however, we will need a control of | X ":’ .| in the mean square. To this end
note that for R > 3|2*'| the stochastic integrals ’
) tATR®
M =2 / (X (s, XIE W)W,

AT
+2/ - /Xg_“,hswxg(:(sm )N (ds, d€) ,t > 0

are well-defined and square-integrable centered martingales. It follows that

/
sup T = lim 7% = +o00
R R—00 R ’

hence the stochastic integral M; := M " wn st < Tg’w/, is a local martingale up to time +oo with localizing

sequence g,,, m > 1, say.
From now on we will fix 7" > 0 and prove the following properties which complete the proof of existence

on [0, 7], and hence on t > 0, since T was arbitrary.

(i) For every ¢t > 0 and w' € ', 1 _ n,wr](t)p?’w/ — 0 in probability as n — oo.
T’TR

2 /
< CO(T,w) (1 + 1% ), for some

(ii) For any stopping time 7 < T'A Tg’“/, R as in|(i)| we have E ‘Xf;w,

upper bound I;’g satisfying lim,, o I;”‘fz =0.
(iii) limp_e lim sup,, .. P {Tgw < T} — 0.

>6}:0.

(iv) Ve > 0, limy, o P {suptem ’Xt"’“' _ XM

} = 0 and X is a strong solution of equation (20))

(v) 3X : Ve > 0, Timy oo P fsupycp )XgW’ P
on [0, 7.
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Proof of (D)} Since z*' is cadlag w.r.t. time, 1(_, o (¢)p; “" _y 0 almost surely. Using (ZI)) and Hypothesis
[A.1l we have for every ¢t > 0

t
<P {/ sup |f(s,w,x_r0,w")|ds > 5/3}

k(n,t) |2] oo <R

t
+IP’{ g(sz:(:(s ) ) s| >¢e/3,t <Tp }
t)
+IP>{ s w X:(:(s sy @ f) N(ds, d¢) 25/3>t§713’w’}

nt
<P { K ds>€/3}

+_(E
€2

62

) 1{s< 9 (5060 X ) AV,

2)
sz"

(:( >:s>>w',€) N(ds, d¢)

K(n,t)
3 t _ 9 t/\‘l'g’wl N 3 9 t N
< - K (R,w')ds + 5K / Ky(R,w')ds | < (— + —2) / s(R,W')ds,
€ Jr(n,t) € Ii(n,t)/\ﬂ'g’w, € K
SO

limsup P { Dy

n—o0

_5,—T<t§7§’“,} =0
which implies .

Proof of Using It6’s formula equation (23]) implies that

,2 t /
“f {2<Xg,w,f<wmw>> [ CESr—
0

t
+//)h s,w, X 5)) N(ds, ) + M,
0 U

o w
<0

Xn,w’ 2
t
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For any stopping time 7% < t A r};’“' we then have

E|X75,
12 T*Nom 2
<E ZSJ +E/ |:2<ng7./:($@)(”(:;(8 T)s)w>> ‘g(SWXn(:(S 7):8)? WI)
0
o N S )
. (s5—7):
12 T*ANom ,
<E|z +E/ 2<p?’_w,f<sz"(:(s ) )w')>ds
0

n,w’
(stu)t

T*Nom , 2 2
4 E /O Ko () (1 + / (’X(M + ) )\(du)) ds

+ Lucoy | X250 +p

T , 0 |2 w12
S C(Ta w/) + E/ |:2K5(Ra w/) p?,w s(w,)/ ( p?fu + 1{u<0} ’p(s7—|—u)Jr ) )\(du):| 1{3<T/\7—17%""/}ds
0 . <
=17

t
+/ 4K, (W) sup E‘XZA“;
0

u€e(0,s]

Taking the limit m — oo yields by Fatou’s lemma that

E ‘Xn,w’ 2
T*

< C(T,w') + Iy + / AK (W) sup E\XZA“;
u€e[0,s]
with

lim I"“ =0.

Setting 7% :=t A TE’“I, t € [0,T], and using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that

2
sup E ‘X o < C(T,W) (1 + ];f:;)

te[0,7T] AT

and for any stopping time 7 < T A Tg’“’l (24) now implies that
E| X% > < C(T, o) (1 + I;;;’) .

Note that C(T,w’) may differ from line to line, but always can be chosen to be an increasing function.

>a} .

Proof of : Let
=T ATy Ainf{t >0 }X;W'

then implies that

’ 1 /12
X >ay < <E ‘Xf;“’
a

P sup
te[0,TAT]

for any a > 0. In particular,

R /
lim sup lim sup P sup | X;" o Z 7R < T p <limsuplimsupP sup

R—o0 n—oo tE[O,TE'W ] R—o0 n—oo tE[O,T/\T;'W,]

16C/(T, ") (1 + J;;;{)

/ R
XTL,LU > -
i 4

=0.

< lim sup lim sup 5
R—o0 n—00 R
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It follows that

/ R /
lim sup lim sup P {7‘2’“ < T} <limsuplimsup {P{  sup |X"| > —;73" <T »+P{3|z| > R}| =0
R—o0 n—>00 R—o0 n—00 tG[O,T}é w’} 4

which completes the proof of

Proof of [(iv)l Let Tg’m’w, =TA Tg’“/ A Tg’w,. Using Ito’s formula, we have for any stopping time
T <tATp"™* that

2
n,w’ m,w’
E ‘Xf s

n,w’ m,w’ n,w / m,w’ /
SEA 2<XS— _XS— f<SWXI£(TL(S T)S)LU)—f(S,(U XK/(TL(S T)s)w>>d8
+E/ g (s w X:é:(s ) w’) —g (s,w,XZ;:j;S_T):S),w’>
+E/ /‘h szmanTs W' 5) (sz:Z;J(STS W' 5)‘ v(d¢)ds

Hypothesis [ATl implies

2

! /2
E‘X?"" _ X
§E/ 2<p?’_w,—p;”_’“/f<sz"ZSTs,w') f<szmanT w'>>ds
0 (n,(s=7):s) (n,(s=7):s)’

7 0
+ E/O Ls(Rv w/> / (’X::L)s—i-u X;ré:s'f‘u)

-7

T
<B{ [ 1m0

X (n, s+u) )

+ 1{u<0} ‘Xn(n (s+u)t

2) A(du)ds

AR, (R, o) (

n,w’ m
Py’ Ds

0 12 2 , o |2
+ 3L5(R> W,)/_ (p:fu + Pﬁﬁ + 1{u<0} (‘pgj_uﬁ p(s;uﬁ )) )\(du)] dS)
t 2
+/ 6Ls(R,w') sup E X"wnmw —menmw ds
0 u€el(0,s] uNTpR UNATR
t 2
_[g?’w / 6Ls(R,w') sup E‘X"wnmw —Xﬂj\wnmw ds
0 u€[0,s] o
(25)
By setting 7 :=t A 7p me’ e [0, 7], and using Gronwall’s inequality, we get
2 T
sup E‘X"wnmw —melmw < exp (/ 6Ls(R,w )ds) ["mw. (26)

Substituting this bound into the right hand side of (25) implies

<C(T,R,w )I}’%?“

26},

2
n,w’ m,w’
E ‘XF _ X

By setting
7= 0 A inf {t >0 ‘Xt”""/ —xme
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we have

IP’{ sup ’th,w’ — X

te[0,7

$

IP{T>7‘,"%’“/}+IP’{T>T$’“/}+P sup

te[0, 7]

IN

/ /
X - x| >

IN
~

/ / ]_ / / 2
{T > 1Y } +P {T > TR } + ?E ‘X’;"" — X7

C(T7 Rv )]nmw
R T :

SP{T>T;’MI}+P{T>T}?’MI}+ =

and dominated convergence now implies that

. nm,w’
limsup [z 77 =0
n,M—00

)

/ / T,
< lim limsup {IP’ {T > 7" } —l—IP{T > TR } + M[ﬁ}” =0.

and using |(iii), we get

lim supIP{ sup ’Xt"’“l X

n,Mm—00 t€[0,T]

R—00 n.m—oco 52
So is obtained.

Proof of [(v)f Since the space L? (Q Cadlag ([— R?) ) is complete w.r.t. convergence in probability,
yields that there exists X« € L? (€2, Cadlag ([—7‘ T], R?)) such that

>8}:0.

We have to show that all terms of equation (23]) for a subsequence of n € N converge almost surely to the
terms of equation (20). We have
> 5}

< lim IP’{ sup ’X:(’;j’t) — Xt

n—00 te[0,T]

=00 te[0,1]

lim IP’{ sup ’Xt”""/ _ X

lim IP{ sup ‘X"w — X

n—00 t€[0,T] rn.b)

> 5/2} + lim IP’{ sup ’X:}(’n,t) - X

n—00 te[0,T]

25/2} =

We can find a subsequence, say {n;},.y, such that as [ — oo,

—0 P—a.s.

sup )X:’ “ X
]

nl t
te[0,T

for all ' in a subset € of full P’-measure. Now let us define

S(t,w') := sup | X"~

t M
len | Rt
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then

sup S(t,w') < oo P—a.s.
te[0,7

for all w' in €. So by using and dominated convergence, we obtain for all w’ in € that

t

t
lim [ f (s w X:(lnw (o >ds —/ f (s,w,X(ﬁl_T),.sf,wj ds P—a.s.
l—=oo /g l 7) 0 :

Let 7(R) :=inf {t > 0: S(t) > R}AT. Forallt € [0,T] and all " € €, we have by dominated convergence

that
tAr(R) , 2
lim E gls,w, X"l“ W) —gls,w, X0 o W) | AW
=00 0 r(ny,(s—T):s) (s—7)~:s
) 2
= JIE&E/ 1{s<-(r)} }g (s w, X (lw(s n s),w') —g (s,w,X(ﬁ_T),:s,,w'> ds =0
So

t
[ o (s Xy ) = 0 (0 X ) s >

tAT(R) )
<P / [g (s w X:’n“l’ (s—r):s)" ’) —g (s,w,XE‘;_T),:sf,w’)] dW,| > ¢
0

Y P{t>7(R)}.

Fix sufficiently large R such that the second term on the right hand side is less than > 0, then taking
the limit [ — oo implies
5} <4

t
111{23]?{ /0 |:g (S w X:lni)(s T):s)? /) -9 (vaaXé—r)*:sfvw)]
t
/ g (5.0 X2 ) AW, = / 5,0, X¢_ o) AW, in probability
0

where 0 > 0 is arbitrary. Therefore
The same argument implies

// S, w X;”nf(s s) W 5) N(ds,d¢) —>// S, w X(s - A f) N(ds,d¢) in probability

and for some subsequence n;, the above convergences are P — a.s. Therefore X is a solution of equation
0) on [0, 7). Since X, is measurable w.r.t. (t,w,w’) € [~7,00[xQ x ', X#' is also measurable.

|

Uniqueness: Let X and Y be two solutions of equation (20) and define

7(R,o) = inf{t > 0; )X;J' > Ror |v¥] > R} .

We have
, , 2 tAT(R,w') , ,
E :/)\T(R,w') _Y;XT(R,w’) :E/O [2 <X;U* _}/tsui’f (8 w Xs ) s*?w/> f (8 w Ys T) s*vw/)>
! ! 2
+ )g (s w, XG5 7.87,w’) -9 (s w, Yo ,_S,,w’> |ds
tAT(R,w') 2
+E/ /‘h szSTfsf,w f) (isS s W f)‘ v(d¢)ds

)

!

tAT(R,w’
< E/ LS<R7 w' / <‘X (stu)— s+u ) + 1{u<0} ‘X YZ’“
0

2) A(du)ds
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so that

/ 2 t ! 2
sup B | X2 gy — ;/J\T(R)} < / 2Ly(R,w SUPE‘XW\T(R unr(r)| 8-
0

s<t u<s

Gronwall’s lemma now implies that

2
SUPE ’XS/\T }/su/)\ﬂ' ‘ = 07
s<T
S0)
P{xs = v} = lim [P{X = s <r(R)} + P s > n(R)}] =1
—00
and the uniqueness is proved. O
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