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1 Introduction

Recently, the neutral stochastic functional differential equations (NSFDEs) have been
addressed by many authors, who describe many dynamical systems. Among many other
references, we would like to mention [I}, 4], 51 6] [7, [, O}, 111, 12} (13}, 20]. Many articles studied
wellposedness of NSFDEs by imposing Lipschitz condition, for example see [3, 12}, 22} [23].
However, it seemed to be frequently strong in case of the real world. In the last few decades
there has been a growing interest in addressing the existence and uniqueness of stochastic
functional differential systems under some weaker assumptions. For example [15] [16]
have studied the existence and uniqueness of solutions with infinite delay at phase space
BC((—00;0]; R) with norm [|¢||= sup_.,.g<o|%(#)| under non-Lipschitz condition. Bao
and Hou [2], under a non-Lipschitz condition and a weakened linear growth condition,
the existence and uniqueness of mild solutions to stochastic neutral partial functional
differential equations have been investigated. Tan et al. [I§] by the weak convergence
approach have reviewed stability in distribution for NSFDEs. von Renesse [19] has used
the Euler-Maruyama approximate for SFDEs to show that only weak one-sided local
Lipschitz conditions are sufficient for local existence and uniqueness of strong solutions.

Based on the approach presented above, the purpose of this paper is to investigate the
existence and uniqueness under the local weak monotone condition, the weak coercivity
condition and the global condition on neutral term which can be obtained in the state
space Ci.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section 2, recapitulates some basic definitions and
notations which has been used to develop our results. Section 3, gives several sufficient
conditions to prove the existence and uniqueness for the equation (2.2]) and the main
result. In section 4, the L? estimate and the exponential estimate have been proved.

2 Perliminary

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, we use the following notation. Let
R? denote the usual d-dimensional Euclidean space and |- | the Euclidean norm. If A is
a vector or a matrix, its transpose is denoted by AT; and |A| = \/trace(ATA) denotes
its trace norm. Denote by x7y the inner product of x and y in R%. Let C((—o0,0]; RY)
denote the family of all continuous functions from (—oo,0] to R?. We choose the state



space with the fading memory defined as follows: for given positive number 7,

€= {p e O(-o0. 0 R : gl = sup_e[o(6)] < oo]. (21)
—00<6<0
Then, (C,, || - ||-) is a Polish space. Let (€2, F,P) be a complete probability space with a
filtration {F;}icpo,4+00) satisfying the usual conditions (i.e. it is right continuous and F
contains all P-null sets). Let 15 denote the indicator function of a set B. M?([a, b]; RY) is
a family of process {x(t)}a<i<p in L2([a, b]; RY) such that Efab|x(t)|2dt < oo. Consider a
d-dimensional NSFDEwID

d{z(t) — D(z;)} = b(x¢)dt + o(x¢)dw(t), on t>0, (2.2)

with the initial data:
rg=&6={£0): —c0c <0 <0} €C,, (2.3)

where
r=x(t+0): —c0o< <0

and b,D : C, = R?; o : C, — R™ are Borel measurable, w(t) is an m-dimensional
Brownian motion. It should be pointed out that z(t) € R? is a point and a continuous
adapted process (z(t))¢>o is called a solution to (2.2) with the initial value x, if P-a.s.

x(t) = £(0) + D(zy) — D(§) —i—/o b(zs)ds +/0 o(zs)dw(s) a.s.,

while z; € C, is a continuous function on the interval (—oo, 0] taking values in R and we
call (z;)>0 a functional solution to (2.2)) with the initial value zo = £ € C,.

3 Existence and uniqueness of solutions

Consider the NSFDEwID (22)), in order to investigate the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to NSFDEwID, we impose the local weak monotone condition (A1) and the
weak coercivity condition (A2)( the condition on the drift coefficient) by developing the
tricks adapted in [12] 14} 19, 21]. Under local weak monotonicity and weak coercivity, the
existence and uniqueness for path-independent stochastic differential equations is due to
Krylov [10], which have been extend in [ [I7], Chapter 3]. Under local weak monotone
condition and weak coercive condition, [19] studied wellposedness of path-dependent SDEs
with finite memory by following Kerylov’s approach. The Theorem [3.2] extends the result
of [19] to NSFDEwID. We assume:



(A1) (local weak monotone condition) There exists a constant L > 0 such that for any
¢, ¢ € G with [l V[lo]l, < R,

2((0) = ¢(0) — (D(¢) — D(9)), b(y) = b(9)) + llo () — a(D)I;< Lrllo — ¢lI7,

(3.1)
(A2) (Weak coercivity condition) There exist L > 0 such that:
2(0(0) = D(p), b)) V o () * < L(1 + [lll?), (3-2)
(A3) Thereis a k € (0,1) such that for all ¢,p € C,,
|D(¢) — D(p)| < kll¢ — ¢l and D(0) =0. (3-3)
Lemma 3.1 Forall p € C,, k € (0,1),
2(0) = D(@)* < (L+k)*[loll7- (3.4)

_ b|P
Proof: For any € > 0, by the elementary inequality |a + b? < [1 + EplTl]p ! <|a|p + %),
we have: 1
[(0) = DRI < (1+2) (le(O) + D) ).
Hence, by (A3):
2 LAY
#(0) = DY < (1+¢) (I OF + = ll¢l?).

Noting that, by letting ¢ = k, and

lp(0)* < Slilg<oe2”’\<p(9)\2 =|l¢llZ,

the desired assertion follows. O

Theorem 3.2 Under (A1), (A2) and (A3), the equation ([2.2) admits a unique strong
solution. Moreover, there exists constants Cy, C3 > 0 such that

E( s e al]?) < Cye™,
0<s§t/\agg)

L
where, Cy = 2C(kd)Co(Lk) + C(key) and C3 = C(kd) [(1 +2(1+ k)*)E||¢]12 + %em] .
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Proof: Throughout the whole proof, we assume that n,m > 5 are integers. Define the
Euler-Maruyama scheme associated with (2.2) in the form

dlz"(t) — D(EM)] = b(E")dt + o (3 dw(t), t>0, =il =my=E¢, (3.5)

where, for each fixed t > 0, 2} € C) is defined in the manner below

#(0) = 2 (t+O) A L), € (—00,0], t, = L (3.6)

We point out that all constants are independent of n > 1. By the fixed point theorem,
the path-dependent NSFDE (B.5) has a unique solution by solving pice-wisely with the
time step lenght % For any R > 3||£||?, define the stopping times

R (

R
o) = inf {t > 0 :]a"(t)| > 3 al =inf {t >0 |27],> 3 (3.7)

by [Wu, [21]], we have 7'}%") = agl). Observe that

|27 l="sup (2" (t +0)]) > " V2" (1),
—00<0<0

which, in addition to n > 5, we have en < 2 yields that

= D a7 = e 2, < e

" (ta)] < €77 'l < 2f|2 ]l

This, together with

7]l = sup (2} (0)) = sup (e"a"((t+0) Atn)
—00<6<0 —00<0<0

= sup (e"a"((t+0) Atu)lgvocry + sup (€72 ((E+0) Ata)lroze,)
—00<0<0 —00<H<0

= sup (¢"z"(t+0))+ sup (e"2"(t,))
—00<0<0 —00<0<0

< [l e+l @)l

further leads to
1271 < 3| |- (3.8)

C(R) := sup |b(Q)| <oo. So, [b(af)|< C(R) Re (3|E]%00), tel0.7y].

I¢-<%



Then, it follows from (B.8) and the notation of 7'1(%") that
b(Ep)] < C(R), <7 =al). (3.9)

To show that (z}');>¢ converges in probability to some stochastic process ()0 as n — 0o,
for n,m > 5, set 2" (t) = 2"(t) — 2™(t), D™"(2) = D(a}) — D(2}"), 2V"(t) =
am(t) —a™(t), pp =z} —a} and ™™ (t) := 2"™™(t) — D™ (&), by using the fact that z}
and z}" share the initial value with the elementary inequality and (A3), we note that for

anye’;‘lzﬁand&t2>L

7, we have

27 = sup (e[ (s)[)

0<s<t
= sup (72" (s) — D™™(i,) + D™ (&)[)
0<s<t
1 TS| n,m n,m/ 2 rt|) an ~m
< T s (@) - D)) 4 ke —
1 <
< sup ([ (s)|?) + k(1 + e2)e®"[|p} — p}"|[7
1—k 0<s<t
E(1+¢
ML) o g
€2
k(1
note that ¢ := ﬂ < 1, therefore
€9
T n,m 1 TS n,m k(l —"_ 82) T V23 m
A [ moiugt(ez | (5)[7) + ﬁQQ ot = o117 (3.10)

Also, with the definition of T}(z") and ag), (B.8) implies that

4
R, t<r (3.11)

il <5



Now, for t < 700 ATT = oW AT | by the It6 formula, we derive from (A1), (33),(3I0)
(B.I0) and (A3) that
(e [T (O)F) = e {2r| T () + 2(0m™(8), b(7) — b))
+llo(@y) = o(@")|7 dt + dMm™(t)
= 20 [T ()7 4 202" () — DM (&) + 27T (E) — M), b(EY) — b(27"))
+llo(@}) — (@) |7t + dM™™(t)
= 20T ()P + 2027 () — 2MM(E), D(E)) — b(E7")) + 2(2™ () — D™ (dn),
b(@y) — b(@7")) + o (@) — o (@) |7}t + dM™™ (1)
< e 2r[ I ()7 + 2(p7(0) — pi"(0), b(37) — b(3]")) + Lglla} — 27|17 bt
Canr (3.12)
< e {2r[ M) + 21p7 (0) — pi(0)] - (Ib(E7)|+[b(E])])
+2Lglpf — (I + 2Lell2"" P} dt + dM™™ (1)

gem{@r+@i§§%j$)wwwwe+meMﬁmﬂ+m%Rm$mﬂ

k(14 ¢ o
B2 — g2+ av )

< K{ sup (e[ ()" + e (Ilp} -+ lpi" 1) Yt + dMm™™(¢),

0<s<t

+2LR(1+

Ty ;L(ﬁ - 5)) + (40(R) + 4La(1 + 7k(11j§2))) > 0, dM™(t) =

22 (Imm(t), (o(27) — o (27))dw(t)). Thus, for fixed T > 0, each p € (0,1) and o > 1+p
in terms of stochastic Gronwall inequality [[19], Lemma 5.4], there exist constant ¢ > O
depending on p, a such that

where K > (27“ +

E sup 62”|F"’m(s)|2)p <
0<t<TATS) A;}{”) p i ,, (3.13)
o | BRI o))" e [ BT e )
Finally, to estimate p}, for < 0, note that (3.5) implies
pr(0) =a"(t+0)—z"(t+60)=a"({t+6)—z"((t+6)Nt,)
B 0, for t+60<t,,
a { D(ip) — D(@p) + [ 0(@m)ds + [ o(@l)dw(s), for t+0>t,,
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in view of (A3), we deduce that

It ll="sup_ (™} (O)]) = sup ("o (t+0) — 2" ((t +0) Ata))1jero20,)

—00<0<0 —00<0<0
=e " sup (e"¥|2"(s) — 2" (s A ty,)])
tn<s<t
. ) . 5o 5 (3.14)
< sup (e"sw(;pg) —D(E", )| + e / Ib(E™)|du + e a(xg)dw(u)))
tn<s<t tn tn
t s
< ket sup (e = at, ) + [ panlds+ sup | [ otanduto]
tn<s<t tn tn<s<t, ! Jt,
Note that,
&7 = a2l = sup (€1 (s +0) = 2 (s + 0) Ata)]) 1, <os0)
—00<0<0
<e " sup (e™[@"(u) — :i:"(tn)|> =0,
tn<u<s
so that,
t s
Ipell< [ alds + sup | [ otaduu)] (3.15)
tn tn<s<t, ! Jt,
By means of ([B.9), for any ¢ > 0 and t < T}(zn) = ag), we infer that
t/\TI({L) 1
lim IE/ |b(z)|ds < lim —C(R) = 0. (3.16)
n—00 tn n—oo N

On the other hand, the Burkhold-Davis-Gundy inequality, together with the local bound-
edness of o, there exists a constant My > 0 such that, for any t > 0 and ¢t < Té") = a;ﬁj’,

S 2 M
/ J(ﬁ:?)dw(s)‘ ) < lim % =,
tn

lim E( sup

n—o0
tn<s<tAr”

thus, from this with (315) and (316]), we conclude that

n—oo N

sup E(||p?||,‘3‘1{t<7(n)}) —0 as n— oo. (3.17)
t€[0,T] - R
1
Subsequently, for p = 3 taking (3.13) and (3.I0) into consideration implies that
lim IP{ sup |z — 2} = 0. (3.18)
n,M—00

0<t<TAT I A"
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Next, to ensure that ™ converges in probability to a solution of (2.2)), it remains to prove

lim lim sup ]P)(T](%n) <T)=0. (3.19)

0 p—oo
Indeed, (B18) and (B.19) yield that

lim IP’{ sup ||z} —x}*|,> e} =0, e>0,
7, Mm—00 OStST

Whence, by keeping in mind that C) is a Polish space under the metric [|-||.( completeness
of (Cy, |I]l-)), there exists a continuous adapted process stochastic process (z)icjo,r) on
C, such that

sup ||z} — x¢||,— 0 in probability as n — oo. (3.20)
0<t<T

Then, by following the standard argument we can show that (), is the unique
functional solution to (2.2]) under (A1), (A2) and (A3).

So, in what follows, it remains to show that (3.19) holds true. Set I'"(t) = a™(t) —
D(#}). Note, by the elementary inequality and (A3) similar to (BI0) with 2§ = &, for
3k
> 13127 that

3k2(1 +¢
g2 < 612+ (1+2) sup (e r(s)) + ELEDarmyz

0<s< €
3k2(1
set, v 1= ﬁ < 1, thus
£
g2 < —— el + S sup (o). (3.21)
R e R s '



By It6’s formula, we deduce from Lemma B.1] (A3), (8.8), (A2), and (3.9) that

HO =le0) ~ DO+ [ ¢ [2rirn o)
202" (s) = D(@2), b(&2)) + o (22) 2] ds + dN" (1)
<P+ [ e s [arfa () + 4rk 22 + 20a(s) — D) + () — (9
(&) + llo(@)112] ds + (1
<+ w7l + | s a2 + 12022 + 20 () — (5), b))
+ 24" (s) = D(2), b(&2)) + o (27) 2] ds + dN" ()
<+ Pl + | e [4r(1+ 38%) a2 + 20p2(0) (22
+ L(L+ [ja212)|ds + dn"(2)

L t t

— (L RPN + o + CuLR) [ elatlds +20(R) [ elpi(o)lds + " ()
0 0

(3.22)

where, Cy(Lk) = (4r(1+ 3k?) + 3L) and dN"(t) = 2ft Zrs(T(s), o(2")dw(s)). Thus for
any t € [0, 7], from (3:22) we have,

L
E( sup e I(s)) < (1+k)EIIE)2 + e

0<s§t/\'rl(%n)

t t
+ Cl(Lk)IE/ eS|z ||2ds + QC’(R)/ 62T3E<|p?(0)|1{S<T<n>})d8 (3.23)
0 0 -k

+2E< sup /Se2m<rn(u),a(:eg)dw(u)>).

0<s<trriy) 70

10



Next, by the Burkholder - Davis - Gundy inequality, we infer that

2E(  sup /ezT“[F"(u)]Ta(iZ)dw(u))
0<s<tari) 70

o :
<svap( [ oty i)
0
/\T(n)

thrl] 1
< 12E< / 62"“|r”(u)|2|o—(:zz)\2du)2
0

1

1 t/\rl(?”) 1
121@[( sup e2m|r"(u)|2)2(/0 o )|2du)]

0<u§t/\7'1(;)

IN

t/\TI({L)
2T (u)[*) + T2E /0 X o (2™)|*du

IA
DO |

E

0<u<mr(")

IN
N

E + 72LIE/ e (1 + [|27]1?)du
0

t/\TI(—gL)
+72LE/ e (1 4 3|2 |2)du
0

IA
DO |

E 2ru‘rn(u)‘2

( )
( 0<u<t/\7'(n) )
( 0<u<mr(") )
( )2,

< FE

| —

0<u<t/\7'(n)

Plugging (3.24) into ([3.23), we get that

73L
_627‘T

E( suwp e I(s)) < (1 +k)VEIEIE+ o

0<s<tAT)

+ Cy(Lk)E /

0

t

t
e ads +2C(R) | B (001 ey, )
0 - L

1
SE( s e (s,

O<s<tAr)

11
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where, Cy(Lk) = C1(Lk) + 216 L. Consequently,

73L
E( swp e I(s)) < 201+ kB + e
0<s§t/\7'1(;) r
t
+ 20, (Lk)E / ||z ||2ds (3.26)
0

t
2rs n
AC(R) [ B (001 g ).

Considering ([3.21]), the ([B:26)) gives that, for any ¢ € [0, T,

2C,(Lk)t 73L
E( swp e lM(s)P) < [(2004+ 0% + %)Engn% e

(n)
0<s<tATR (327)

t t
2rs n n
+4C(R) / e E<|ps(0)|1{s STgl)})ds} + OF /0 T (s)ds,

0

So, the Gronwall inequality yields that
2 (1) < Cre®7, (3.28)

20, (Lk)(1 + ¢)

T , and

where, Cy =

2Cy(Lk)t 73L '
_ 2 2Ca(LR)E 2 [9% T R |ph
o= [(200+ 1?7+ T JElg)2 +—=e +4C(R)/O RO < g, ) 5]

According to the notion of Té"), the event

n R
{7‘,(%) <T, sup |z"(t)|< —}

0<t<TATG) 4

is empty set, which, together with (8.17), (8:28) and Chebyshev’s inequality yields that

lim lim P(75" < T) = lim lim P(ﬁ{” <T, sup |a"(t)| > %)

R—00 n—o0 R—00 n—o0 (n)
0<t<r 'AT

R
< lim lim IP’( sup |z"(t)| > _> (3.29)
R—o0 n—00 OStSTI(;)/\T 4
.. ler~(T)
< = Y
S

12



So, (319) holds. Finally, by [B.I7), (3I8) and (3:28)) and employing Fatous lemma for

n — oo, we obtain there exists constants Cs, Cy > 0 such that

E( sup e fal|?) < Coe™,
0<s§tAagw

L
where C3 = C'(k¢) [(1 +2(1+ k)2 E||]12 + EeZT’T] and the proof complete. O
T

4 Exponential estimate

Let z(t) where t € [0, 00), be a unique solution to NSFDEwID (2.2)). In this section, first
we derive the L? estimate, then we obtain the exponential estimate for the solution.

Theorem 4.1 Under (A2) and (A3), fort > 0 there exists constants Cy,Cs > 0 such
that the solution x(t) of (2.2)), satisfies:

Elsup [o(s)?] < Cye, (4.1)
0<s<t
1 2_—2rt o , 146L 2
where Cy = —— [(% et 4 A(1 + k)® + —)EH&HT + 292LT] and Cs = 292L.
- T

Proof: By using the inequality (a + b)?* < 2a* + 2b* and (A3), we have

E( sup [2(s)|*) < 2E( sup |D(a)?) +28( sup [a(s) — D(x.))

0<s<t 0<s<t 0<s<t
(4.2)
< 22|z, 2 + 2B ( sup |a(s) — D(,) ),
0<s<t
Applying It6 formula to |z(t) — D(z;)|?, we have:
t
2(t) = D(@)|? =|2(0) = D) + / 20a(s) = D] b(z,)+Ho (2, ] ds
(4.3)

42 /0 12(s) — D(w)|To () duw(s),

13



taking expectation on both sides, we get

IE( sup |z(s) — D(IS)|2> = E|z(0) — D(¢)?

0<s<t

+B( s [ [2ew) — D@l ) ot Jdu) (4

0<s<t

+2E( sup /0 o) — D(a,)] o (x,)duw(u) ).

0<s<t

Note that

1

2E<Os<1§<)t/08[at(u) — D(xu)]Ta(a:u)dw(u)) < 8\/§E</Ot|[at(s) - D(:L’s)]2|o'(l’s)|2d8)§

< 121@(/;\:6(5) — D(xs>|2\a(xs)\2ds)§
< 12E[< sup |z(s) — D(;L’s)P)% </Ot\a(xs)|2ds)%]

0<s<t

< %E( sup |z(s) — D(:L’s)|2) + 72E /0t|a(:vs)|2ds.

0<s<t

(4.5)
Substitute (£5) into ([@4]) and using Lemma 3] yields

B( sup o(5) — D) < (14 kPBIEIAE( sup [ [2e( - Dl b

: (4.6)
Floea) 2] du) + %E( sup [z(s) — D(x,)?) + 72 /O o()2ds.

0<s<t

Applying assumption (A2), one have

E( sup a(s) = D(@,)) < (1 + k)EJ¢]?

0<s<t

+ 5B sup Jo(s) = D)) + BLE [ (1+ s @)

2 0<s<t

1 t
=1+ k)2E||§||3+§IE< sup | (s) — D(x5)|2> +73LT + 73LE/ 5| 2ds,
0

0<s<t

this implies to

t
E( sup |z(s) — D(xs)|2> < 2(1 + k)?E|/€||*+146 LT + 146LE/ lzs|?ds.  (4.8)
0

0<s<t

14



Substituting (4.8)) in (£.2), we obtain,

t
E( sup |z(s)?) < 2k°E||z||? + 4(1 +k)2Ey|§y|$+292LT+292LE/ |zs|?ds.  (4.9)
0

0<s<t

Now, correspond to the definition of the norm |-||,, we have:

2
Ellz]2 =E( sup_e|a(6)])
Toos=0 (4.10)
< )2+ E( sup [a(s)]?).
0<s<
by substituting this into (£9]), we get
E( sup |2(s)]*) < 2K*E||€][7 + 4(1 + k)E[|¢[[7+292LT
0<s<t
¢ (4.11)
+292LE/ [ Bl + B(ja(o)) ] ds,
0
this yields to,
2 2 2, 292L 2 ' 2
E(z(t)]) < [(% L A1+ k) +?)E||g||r+292LT} +202LE E(u(s)\ )ds,
0
(4.12)
so, by the Gronwall iniquity we get,
E( sup [z(s)]?) < Cye™, (4.13)
0<s<t
, , 292 , ,
where, Cy = [(21{: +4(1+ k)" + 2—>E||£||T + 292LT} and C5 = 292L. The proof is
r
complete. O]
Theorem 4.2 Let assumption (A2) and (A3) hold. Then
1 N
lim sup —log|z(t)| < C, (4.14)
t—o00 t
. 292L
where C' = QT

15



Proof: From the Theorem [4.1] for each m =1, 2,3, ... we get

E[ sup a(s)] < Cye®?t™,
m—1<t<m

292L
where Cy = [(21{:2 +4(1 + k)? + —92 )EH&H? +292LT|. By Chebyshev inequality we
r

further obtain that

P{w: sup |z(s)]? > e®RLrImy < e, (4.15)

m—1<t<m

As the series > °_, Cye™ ™ is convergent, for almost all w € €, the Borel-Cantelli lemma
yields that there exists a random integer my = mg(w) such that

sup  |z(t)|? < e®2EFO™ whenever m > my,
m—1<t<m

That is, for m — 1 <t < m and m > mg, we derive
|LL’(T,)| < 6%(292L+6)m.
Hence for almost all w € Q if m — 1 <t < m and m > my, then
1 1
) 1 <1
tlgglo suptLog\:c(t)\ < 2(292L +¢)m,

the required claim (£.14) follows because € > 0 is arbitrary. O
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