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Strong solutions to McKean–Vlasov SDEs with

coefficients of Nemytskii-type: the time-dependent case

Sebastian Grube†

August 8, 2022

Abstract

We consider a large class of nonlinear FPKEs with coefficients of Nemytskii-type

depending explicitly on time and space, for which it is known that there exists a

sufficiently Sobolev-regular Schwartz-distributional solution u ∈ L
1
∩ L

∞. We show

that there exists a unique strong solution to the associated McKean–Vlasov SDE with

time marginal law densities u. In particular, every weak solution of this equation with

time marginal law densities u can be written as a functional of the driving Brownian

motion. Moreover, plugging any Brownian motion into this very functional produces

a weak solution with time marginal law densities u.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we will consider the following McKean–Vlasov stochastic differential equa-

tion (abbreviated by McKean–Vlasov SDE or MVSDE) in R
d, d ∈ N, with coefficients of

Nemytskii-type, which in our case is of the form

dX(t) = b

(

t,X(t),
dLX(t)

dx
(X(t))

)

dt+

√

2a

(

t,X(t),
dLX(t)

dx
(X(t))

)

1d×d dW (t),

X(0) = ξ, (MVSDE)

where t ∈ [0, T ], T ∈ (0,∞), 1d×d is the d-dimensional unit matrix, (Wt)t∈[0,T ] is a standard

d-dimensional (Ft)-Brownian motion and ξ an F0-measurable function on some stochastic

basis (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ]), i.e. a complete, filtered probability space, where (Ft)t∈[0,T ] is a

normal filtration, and LX(t) := P ◦ (X(t))−1, t ∈ [0, T ]. Here, we assume that the drift and

diffusion coefficient are given through Borel-measurable functions

b : [0, T ]× R
d × R → R

d, (1)

a : [0, T ]× R
d × R → R. (2)

Further, let us define β(·, r) := a(·, r)r, b∗(·, r) := b(·, r)r, r ∈ R. As in [BR21a], we impose

the following conditions on the coefficients of (MVSDE).
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(H1) a ∈ C1([0, T ]×R
d ×R), a, ∂ra are bounded and, for all s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R

d, r, r̄ ∈ R,

(β(t, x, r) − β(t, x, r̄))(r − r̄) ≥ γ0|r − r̄|2, (3)

|∂rβ(t, x, r) − ∂rβ(s, x, r)| ≤ h(x)|t− s|∂rβ(t, x, r), (4)

|β(t, x, r) − β(s, x, r)| + |∇xβ(t, x, r) −∇xβ(s, x, r)| ≤ h(x)|t− s|(1 + |r|), (5)

|∂tβ(t, x, r)| + |∇xβ(t, x, r)| ≤ h(x)|r|. (6)

(H2) For each (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×R
d, b(t, x, ·) ∈ C1(R), b, (t, x, r) 7→ r∂rb(t, x, r) are bounded

and for all s, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, r ∈ R,

|b∗(t, x, r) − b∗(s, x, r)| ≤ h(x)|t− s|(1 + |b∗(t, x, r)|),

and

|b∗(t, x, r)| ≤ h(x)|r|, (7)

where γ0 > 0, h ∈ L∞(Rd) ∩ L2(Rd), h ≥ 0. We note that the derivative ∂z denotes the

derivative with respect to a scalar z-coordinate. Further, div = divx, ∇ = ∇x, ∆ = ∆x and

D = Dx denote the divergence, gradient, Laplacian and Jacobian with respect to the spacial

x-coordinate. All the derivatives are supposed to be understood in the sense of Schwartz-

distributions. Here, we would like to point out that condition (3) and the continuity of a

in the r-variable imply

a ≥ γ0 > 0, (8)

which means that the diffusion matrix of (MVSDE) is assumed to be non-degenerate.

The McKean–Vlasov SDE (MVSDE) arises from the study of the following type of

nonlinear Fokker–Planck–Kolmogorov equation (FPKE)

∂tu(t, x) + div(b(t, x, u(t, x))u(t, x)) −∆(a(t, x, u(t, x))u(t, x)) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d,

u|t=0 = u0, (FPKE)

which describes, for example, particle transport in disordered media (see, e.g. [BR21a,

BR18] and the references therein). In general, this equation is to be understood in the

Schwartz-distributional sense. In this work, we will say that a family u = (ut)t∈[0,T ] =

(u(t, ·))t∈[0,T ] of L
1(Rd)-functions is a Schwartz-distributional solution to (FPKE) if t 7→

utdx is narrowly continuous and

ˆ

Rd

ϕ(x)u(t, x)dx =

ˆ

Rd

ϕ(x)u0(x)dx +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

bi(s, x, u(s, x))∂iϕ(x)u(s, x)dxds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

a(s, x, u(s, x))∆ϕ(x)u(s, x)dxds, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (9)

for each ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) (using Einstein summation convention), where b = (bi)di=1. If, ad-

ditionally, ut ∈ P0(R
d), i.e. ut is a probability density on R

d, t ∈ [0, T ], then u is simply

called a probability solution to (FPKE).

Very recently, (FPKE) has been investigated in [BR21a] under the conditions (H1) and

(H2). In their work, the authors found that, under their conditions, (FPKE) even has

a (unique) analytically strong solution u in H−1 with initial condition u0 ∈ D0, where

D0 := {f ∈ L2 : β(0, ·, f) ∈ H1}. If, additionally, u0 is a probability density, then the

solution u is a curve of probability densities and is therefore also a probability solution in

the above sense. This enabled the authors to construct a weak solution to (MVSDE) via

2



a superposition principle procedure for McKean–Vlasov SDEs presented in [BR20, Section

2] (see also [BR18, Section 2]) based upon Trevisan’s superposition principle for SDEs (see

[Tre16, Theorem 2.5], generalising [Fig08]; see also [BRS21] for a recent improvement of

both results). [BR21a] is subsequent to several papers of the same authors in the study

of (FPKE) with time-homogenous coefficients (cf. [BR18, BR20, BR21b, BR21c] (and

references therein)). Let us note that in (H1) and (H2) a number of the assumptions are

always fulfilled in the time-homogeneous setting. However, in the time-dependent case these

assumptions are owed to the additional technical challenges, which come along with it.

We recall that [BR21a] follows the approach developed in [BR18] and [BR20] by first

finding a probability solution to (FPKE) and then associating a weak solution to (MVSDE)

such that its time marginal law densities are given by such a probability solution. This

constitutes a vital part in the realisation of McKean’s original idea, proposed in [Mj66], to

associate Markov processes to certain nonlinear PDEs, covering, in particular, the viscous

Burgers’ equation, in a way that the process’s transition probabilities solve the PDE.

The aim of this paper is to use the above mentioned connection between probability

solutions to (FPKE) and weak solutions to (MVSDE) in the setup of [BR21a] and show

that under the conditions (H1), (H2), and additionally (H3) (see p. 7) there even exists a

(probabilistically) strong solution to (MVSDE), which is pathwise unique among all solu-

tions with time marginal law densities u, where u is the probability solution to (FPKE)

with initial condition u0 ∈ P0(R
d)∩D0 provided by [BR21a] (for the exact formulation see

Corollary 3.5 below). In particular, all weak solutions to (MVSDE), whose time marginal

law densities coincide with u have the same law in P(C([0, T ];Rd)).

In order to achieve this result, we will employ the procedure developed in [Gru21],

which builds upon an application of a restricted Yamada–Watanabe theorem for SDEs to

McKean–Vlasov SDEs (see [Gru21, Section 5]).

In our case, we consider McKean–Vlasov SDEs with so-called Nemytskii-type coeffi-

cients; we regard (MVSDE) as a McKean–Vlasov SDE of the form

dX(t) = F (t,X(t),LX(t))dt+ σ(t,X(t),LX(t))dW (t),

X(0) = ξ, (MVSDE)

with coefficients

[0, T ]× R
d × P(Rd) ∋ (t, x, ν) 7→ F (t, x, ν) := b(t, x, va(x)),

[0, T ]× R
d × P(Rd) ∋ (t, x, ν) 7→ σ(t, x, ν) :=

√

2a(t, x, va(x))1d×d,

where P(Rd) is the set of all Borel probability measures on R
d, va denotes the version of

the density of the absolutely continuous part of ν both with respect to Lebesgue measure,

which is obtained by setting va = 0 on the complement of its Lebesgue points. F and σ

are therefore Borel-measurable functions (cf., e.g. [Gru21, Remark 3.4]). The dependence

of F and σ on ν in terms of va evaluated at a fixed point x excludes the continuity of

F and σ in their measure-component with respect to the topology of weak convergence

of probability measures, Wasserstein distance or bounded variation norm. These types of

continuity assumptions are made in the major part of the literature (see, e.g. [CD18]).

Let us briefly recall the connection with our previous work. In the case the coefficients

of (MVSDE) are of the form b(t, x, r) = E(x)b̄(r), b̄ ≥ 0, and a(t, x, r) = a(r), a result

analogous to Corollary 3.5 was achieved in [Gru21] under weaker conditions.

This paper is structured as follows. First, we will fix some frequently used notation and,

afterwards, recall the notation of a P(vt)-solution to and P(vt)-uniqueness for (MVSDE),

where v is a probability solution to (FPKE). Second, in Section 2, we will provide the

reader with a two-step procedure on how to obtain a unique strong solution to (MVSDE)
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with time marginal law densities u, where u is the probability solution to (FPKE) with

initial condition u0 ∈ P0∩L∞∩D0 provided by [BR21a], based on the procedure developed

in [Gru21]. This procedure will then be carried out in the last section, Section 3, which

is divided into three subsections. Subsection 3.1 is devoted to gathering the results on the

existence and the regularity of u and the existence of a weak solution to (MVSDE) with

time marginal law densities u. In Subsection 3.2, we will give a pathwise uniqueness result

for (MVSDE) among all weak solutions with time marginal law densities u. In Subsection

3.3, we will apply the restricted version of the Yamada–Watanabe theorem for SDEs from

[Gru21] to (MVSDE) and combine the results of Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 in order to obtain a

strong solution to (MVSDE), which is pathwise unique given the time marginal law densities

u.

Notation

Within this paper we will use the following notation, which is essentially taken from [Gru21].

For a topological space (T, τ), B(T) shall denote the Borel σ-algebra on (T, τ).

Let n ≥ 1. On R
n, we will always consider the usual n-dimensional Lebesgue measure

λn if not said any differently. If there is no risk for confusion, we will just say that some

property for elements in R
n holds almost everywhere (or a.e.) if and only if it holds λn-

almost everywhere. Furthermore, on R
n, | · |Rn denotes the usual Hilbert–Schmidt norm. If

there is no risk for confusion, we will just write | · | = | · |Rn . By BR(x) we will denote the

usual open ball with center x ∈ R
n and radius R > 0.

Let (S,S , η) be a measure space. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, Lp(S;E) symbolises the usual

Bochner space on S with values in E. If S = R
n and E = R, we just write Lp(Rn;R) =

Lp(Rn). The set of locally p-integrable functions on R
n with values in E will be denoted by

Lp
loc(R

n;E). Moreover, W 1,p(Rn) denotes the usual Sobolev-space, containing all Lp(Rn)-

functions, whose first-order distributional derivatives can be represented by elements in

Lp(Rn). In the case p = 2, we set H1(Rn) := W 1,p(Rn) and its continuous dual space shall

be denoted by H−1(Rn). Accordingly, vector-valued first-order Sobolev functions on R
n

will be denoted by W 1,p(Rn;E).

Let (M,d) be a metric space. Then P(M) denotes the set of all Borel probability

measures on (M,d). We will consider P(M) as a topological space with respect to the

topology of weak convergence of probability measures. A curve of probability measures

(νt)t∈[0,T ] ⊂ P(M) is called narrowly continuous if [0, T ] ∋ t 7→
´

ϕ(x)νt(dx) is continuous

for all ϕ ∈ Cb(M). By P0(R
n) we will denote the set of all probability densities with respect

to Lebesgue measure, i.e.

P0(R
n) =

{

ρ ∈ L1(Rn) | ρ ≥ 0 a.e.,

ˆ

Rn

ρ(x)dx = 1

}

.

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space and (S,S ) a measurable space. If X : Ω → S is an

F/S -measurable function, then we say that LX := P ◦ X−1 is the law of X , whenever

there is no risk for confusion about the underlying probability measure P.

By C∞
c (Rn) we denote the set of all infinitely differentiable functions with compact

support. Let (E, ‖·‖E) be a Banach space. The set of continuous functions on the interval

[0, T ] with values in E is denoted by C([0, T ];E) and is considered with respect to the usual

supremum’s norm. Further, we define

C([0, T ];E)0 := {w ∈ C([0, T ];E) : w(0) = 0}.

For t ∈ [0, T ], πt : C([0, T ];E) → E denotes the canonical evaluation map at time t, i.e.

πt(w) := w(t), w ∈ C([0, T ];E). Further, we set Bt(C([0, T ];E)) := σ(πs : s ∈ [0, t]) and,

4



correspondingly, Bt(C([0, T ];E)0) := σ(πs : s ∈ [0, t])∩C([0, T ];E)0. Moreover, PW denotes

the Wiener measure on (C([0, T ];Rd)0,B(C([0, T ];Rd)0)).

P(vt)-solutions to (MVSDE)

Let us briefly recall the solution concepts for (MVSDE) from [Gru21] in order to make

the steps in Section 2 and the application of the restricted Yamada–Watanabe theorem in

Section 3.3 conceptually more feasible.

If v is a probability solution to (FPKE), we set

P(vt) := {Q ∈ P(C([0, T ];Rd)) : Q ◦ π−1
t = vtdx, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]}.

A P(vt)-weak solution (X,W, (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ])) is a (probabilistically) weak solu-

tion (X,W, (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ])) in the usual sense such that LX(t) = vt, for all t ∈ [0, T ].

For the convenience of the reader, we will just write (X,W ) = (X,W, (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ]))

in cases in which do not need to refer explicitly to the underlying stochastic basis

(Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ]).

We will say that (MVSDE) has a P(vt)-strong solution if there exists a function

F : R
d × C([0, T ];Rd)0 → C([0, T ];Rd), which is B(Rd)⊗ B(C([0, T ];Rd)0)

v0dx⊗PW

/

B(C([0, T ];Rd))-measurable, such that, for µ0-a.e. x ∈ R
d, F (x, ·) is Bt(C([0, T ];Rd)0)

PW

/

Bt(C([0, T ];Rd))-measurable for all t ∈ [0, T ] and, whenever ξ is an F0-measurable func-

tion with Lξ = v0dx and W is a standard d-dimensional (Ft)-Brownian motion on

some stochastic basis (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ]), (F (ξ,W ),W, (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ])) is a P(vt)-

weak solution to (MVSDE). Here, B(Rd)⊗ B(C([0, T ];Rd)0)
v0dx⊗PW

denotes the com-

pletion of B(Rd) ⊗ B(C([0, T ];Rd)0) with respect to the measure v0dx ⊗ PW , and

Bt(C([0, T ];Rd)0)
PW

denotes the completion of Bt(C([0, T ];Rd)0) with respect to PW on

(C([0, T ];Rd)0,B(C([0, T ];Rd)0)).

Moreover, P(vt)-pathwise uniqueness holds for (MVSDE) if for every two P(vt)-

weak solutions (X,W, (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ])), (Y,W, (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ])) (with respect to

the same Brownian motion on the same stochastic basis) with X(0) = Y (0) P-a.s., one has

supt∈[0,T ] |X(t)− Y (t)| P-a.s.
We say that there exists a unique P(vt)-strong solution to (MVSDE) if there exists

a P(vt)-strong solution to (MVSDE) with functional F as above, and every P(vt)-weak

solution (X,W ) is of the formX = F (X(0),W ) almost surely with respect to the underlying

probability measure.

2 The procedure

We will essentially follow the same procedure as proposed in [Gru21].

Our overall goal is to apply a restricted Yamada–Watanabe theorem for SDEs to

(MVSDE) (see Theorem 3.4 below), which will enable us to show that there exists a

unique P(ut)-strong solution to (MVSDE) under the conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) (see

below), where u is the analytically strong solution in H−1 to (FPKE) with initial condition

u0 ∈ P0 ∩D0 ∩L∞ provided by [BR21a] (see Theorem 3.1 below). In order to achieve this,

we will need the following ingredients.

1. A P(ut)-weak solution to (MVSDE),

2. P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness holds for (MVSDE). In order to show this, we will use that

u ∈ L2([0, T ];H1(Rd)) ∩ L∞([0, T ]× R
d) (see Theorem 3.1).
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The ingredients will be gathered in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 and combined via the previously

mentioned restricted Yamada–Watanabe theorem in Section 3.3.

3 The main result

3.1 Ingredient 1: A P(ut)-weak solution to (MVSDE)

In [BR21a], Barbu and Röckner studied (FPKE) as an evolution equation in H−1 in the

analytically strong sense. The following existence result for a Schwartz-distributional so-

lution to (FPKE) is a special case of [BR21a, Theorem 2.1] and we will, thus, omit the

proof.

Theorem 3.1. Let D0 := {v ∈ L2(Rd) : β(0, ·, v) ∈ H1(Rd)}. Assume that (H1) and

(H2) hold. Then, for each u0 ∈ L1(Rd)∩D0 there exists a Schwartz-distributional solution

u = (ut)t∈[0,T ] to (FPKE) such that

u ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Rd)) ∩W 1,2([0, T ];H−1(Rd)) ∩ L∞([0, T ];L1(Rd)), (10)

u, β(·, u) ∈ L2([0, T ];H1(Rd)),

and ‖u(t)‖L1(Rd) ≤ ‖u0‖L1(Rd) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. If u0 ∈ P0(R
d)∩D0, then u is a probability

solution to (FPKE).

Finally, assume that the condition (7) is replaced by the stronger condition

|b∗(t, x, r) − b∗(t, x, r̄)| ≤ h(x)|r − r̄|, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, r, r̄ ∈ R, (11)

where h ∈ (L2 ∩L∞)(Rd), h ≥ 0 is the function introduced in (H1) and (H2). Then, for all

u0, ū0 ∈ L1(Rd) ∩D0, the corresponding solutions u(t, u0), u(t, ū0) to (FPKE) satisfy

‖u(t, u0)− u(t, ū0)‖L1(Rd) ≤ ‖u0 − ū0‖L1(Rd) , ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (12)

Moreover, if Dxb ∈ L1
loc([0, T ]× R

d × R;Rd×d),∆xβ ∈ L1
loc([0, T ]× R

d × R;Rd), and

Λ(b, β) := ess sup{|Dxb(t, x, r)r| + |∆xβ(t, x, r)| : t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ R
d, r ∈ R} < ∞,

then, for all u0 ∈ L1(Rd) ∩D0 ∩ L∞(Rd), u ∈ L∞([0, T ]× R
d) with

‖u‖L∞([0,T ]×Rd) ≤ Λ(b, β)T + ‖u0‖L∞(Rd) .

The following theorem can be found in the same work [BR21a, Corollary 2.3], which is

based on the superposition principle procedure from [BR18, Section 2].

Theorem 3.2 (P(ut)-weak solution). Assume (H1) and (H2) and u0 ∈ P0(R
d)∩D0. Then,

there exists a P(ut)-weak solution (X,W ) to (MVSDE) where u is the probability solution

to (FPKE) provided by Theorem 3.1.

3.2 Ingredient 2: P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness for (MVSDE)

Let u be the probability solution to (FPKE) with initial condition u0 ∈ P0(R
d)∩D0 provided

by Theorem 3.1. Recall that, by definition, P(ut)-weak solutions to (MVSDE) all have the

same time marginal laws. In particular, all these solutions fulfill the following SDE(!)

dX(t) = bu(t,X(t))dt+
√

2au(t,X(t))1d×ddW (t), t ∈ [0, T ], (SDEu)

LX(0) = u0(x)dx,

6



where bu(t, x) := b(t, x, ut(x)) and au(t, x) := a(t, x, ut(x)), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R
d, and where,

for each t ∈ [0, T ], we consider the λd-version of ut obtained by setting ut = 0 on the

complement of its Lebesgue points (cf. Introduction and [Gru21, Remark 2.8]).

Our aim is to show P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness for (SDEu), which is obviously equivalent

to show P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness for (MVSDE). We will do so via a pathwise uniqueness

result for SDEs extracted from the proof of [RZ10, Theorem 1.1]. In order to be able to

apply it, we need some additional assumptions. In particular, we need to guarantee that u

is bounded. These assumptions are formulated in the following.

(H3) Assume that (11) holds, Λ(b, β) < ∞ (see Theorem 3.1 for its definition) and b ∈
C1([0, T ]× R

d × R).

The following theorem provides the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 3.3 (P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness). Assume that (H1), (H2) and (H3) hold. Let

u0 ∈ P0(R
d) ∩ D0 ∩ L∞(Rd) and let u denote the corresponding probability solution to

(FPKE) provided by Theorem 3.1. Let (X,W ), (Y,W ) be two P(ut)-weak solutions on a com-

mon stochastic basis (Ω,F ,P; (Ft)t∈[0,T ]) with respect to the same standard d-dimensional

(Ft)-Brownian motion W .

Then, supt∈[0,T ] |X(t)− Y (t)| = 0 P-a.s.

Proof. As already mentioned before, (X,W ) and (Y,W ) both solve (SDEu) and we will show

P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness for solutions to (SDEu). Therefore, we will check the assumptions

from [Gru21, Theorem 2.4] (extracted from the proof of [RZ10, Theorem 2.5]). These

assumptions are implied by the following conditions:

(i) bu ∈ L∞([0, T ]× R
d;Rd), au ∈ L∞([0, T ]× R

d),

(ii) bu and
√
au are weakly differentiable in the x-coordinate such that

Dxb
u ∈ L2([0, T ];L2

loc(R
d;Rd×d)),∇x

√
au ∈ L2([0, T ];L2

loc(R
d;Rd)).

Clearly, (i) is satisfied. Let us now consider (ii). Recall that Theorem 3.1 guarantees

that u ∈ L2([0, T ];H1(Rd)) ∩ L∞([0, T ]× R
d). Hence, by the usual chain-rule for Sobolev

functions, for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], bu(t, ·) has a weak gradient, with the representation

Dxb
u(t, x) = (Dxb)(t, x, u(t, x)) + (∂rb)(t, x, u(t, x))∇T

x u(t, x)

for a.e. x ∈ R
d. Let R > 0. Due to the local boundedness of the derivatives of b, we may

find a constant C > 0 such that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

BR(0)

|Dxb
u(t, x)|2dxdt ≤ TC|BR(0)|+ C

ˆ T

0

ˆ

BR(0)

|∇xu(t, x)|2dxdt < ∞.

Similarly, by (H1), au(t, ·) has a weak gradient with

∇xa
u(t, x) = (∇xa)(t, x, u(t, x)) + (∂ra)(t, x, u(t, x))∇T

x u(t, x),

for almost every x ∈ R
d. It is easy to extend the restricted square-root function

√ · |[γ0,∞)

to a function h√ ∈ C1(R) with h√ (x) =
√
x, x ∈ [γ0,∞). Now, employing (8), we may

calculate with the help of the usual chain-rule for Sobolev-functions

∇x

√

au(t, x) = ∇xh√ (au(t, x)) = h′√ (au(t, x))∇x(a
u(t, x))

=
(∇xa)(t, x, u(t, x)) + (∂ra)(t, x, u(t, x))∇xu(t, x)

2
√

a(t, x, u(t, x))
,
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for almost every x ∈ R
n. Since a ∈ C1([0, T ] × R

d × R) and u ∈ L2([0, T ];H1(Rd)) ∩
L∞([0, T ]× R

d), for each R > 0, we can find a constant C > 0 such that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

BR(0)

|∇x

√

au(t, x)|2dxdt ≤ C

2
√
γ0

(

T |BR(0)|+
ˆ T

0

ˆ

|∇xu(t, x)|2dxdt < ∞
)

< ∞.

This concludes the proof.

3.3 Application of the restricted Yamada–Watanabe theorem to

(MVSDE)

Now let us combine the ingredients from the previous two subsections and apply the re-

stricted Yamada–Watanabe theorem for SDEs obtained in [Gru21] to (MVSDE) in order to

obtain the unique P(ut)-strong solution to (MVSDE). For the terminology of P(ut)-solutions

and uniqueness, please consult page 5.

The following theorem is a special case of [Gru21, Theorem 3.3].

Theorem 3.4. Let v = (vt)t∈[0,T ] be a probability solution to (FPKE). The following

statements regarding (MVSDE) are equivalent.

1. There exists a P(vt)-weak solution and P(vt)-pathwise uniqueness holds.

2. There exists a unique P(vt)-strong solution to (MVSDE).

Gathering the results of Section 3.1 and 3.2, we have the corollary, which represents the

main result of this paper.

Corollary 3.5 (unique P(ut)-strong solution). Assume that (H1), (H2) and (H3) hold. Let

u0 ∈ P0(R
d) ∩D0 ∩ L∞(Rd) and let u denote the probability solution to (FPKE) provided

by Theorem 3.1. Then, there exists a unique P(ut)-strong solution to (MVSDE).

Remark 3.6. In the situation of Corollary 3.5, the condition on the initial datum can

be relaxed to u0 ∈ P0(R
d) ∩ L∞(Rd). The argumentation sketches as follows. Assuming

the condition (11) and using the L1-contraction property (12) of the solution u, Barbu

and Röckner argued that, by an approximation argument, for u0 ∈ P0(R
d) there exists a

probability solution u to (FPKE) (cf. [BR21a, Remark 2.2, Remark 3.3]), which, by the

superposition principle, can be lifted to a P(ut)-weak solution to (MVSDE). Additionally

assuming that Λ(b, β) < ∞, in fact, the same approximation argument also yields that

u ∈ L∞([0, T ]×R
d) and, using [BR21a, (3.26)], u ∈ L2([0, T ];H1(Rd)). Consequently, the

argumentation in the proof of Theorem 3.3 works also if the assumption u0 ∈ D0 is dropped

and, thus, P(ut)-pathwise uniqueness holds under this relaxed condition on u0.

In addition, the condition b ∈ C1([0, T ]×R
d×R) in (H3) can be considerably relaxed to

the following one: Assume that for every compact set K ⊂ R
d×R there exists a nonnegative

function g ∈ L2([0, T ]) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all z, z̄ ∈ K,

|b(t, z)− b(t, z̄)| ≤ g(t)|z − z̄|.

Then, using a chain-rule for compositions of a Lipschitz function with a Sobolev function

as, for example, in [ADM90, Corollary 3.2], Theorem 3.3 can be proved in a similar way.

For the details, please consult [Gru22].
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[BR18] Viorel Barbu and Michael Röckner. Probabilistic representation for solutions

to nonlinear Fokker–Planck equations. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 50(4):4246–4260,

2018.
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