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Abstract

We provide nonlinear generalizations of a class of stochastic Gronwall inequalities that have been
studied by von Renesse and Scheutzow (2010), Scheutzow (2013), Xie and Zhang (2020) and Mehri
and Scheutzow (2021). This class of stochastic Gronwall inequalities is a useful tool for SDEs.

More precisely, we study generalizations of the Bihari-LaSalle type. Whilst in a closely connected
article by the author convex generalizations are studied, we investigate here concave and other gener-
alizations. These types of estimates are useful to obtain existence and uniqueness of global solutions
of path-dependent SDEs driven by Lévy processes under one-sided non-Lipschitz monotonicity and
coercivity assumptions.
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1 Introduction

In this article we provide generalizations of two types of stochastic Gronwall inequalities. Whereas in the
closely related article [I2] convex generalizations are studied, we focus here on concave and more general
generalizations. The estimates we obtain seem necessary to show existence, uniqueness and non-explosion
of solutions to path-dependent SDEs under one-sided non-Lipschitz conditions. This section is structured
as follows: First, we provide two simple examples which demonstrate where the generalizations we study
can arise. Subsequently, we provide a short overview on the existing results in the literature and on the
extensions we study in this paper.

Path-dependent SDEs as motivation for stochastic Gronwall inequalities: The stochastic
Gronwall inequalities we generalize in this article were originally developed to study path-dependent
SDEs [38]: Consider the following path-dependent SDE driven by a Brownian motion B,

dy; = f(yv[fr,t]at)dt + g(X[fr,t]a t)dBta Yv[fr,O] =yE C([_Ta O]a Rd)a

where X|_, ; denotes the path segment { X (u),u € [~r,t]} and r > 0 is a constant. Uniqueness of global
solutions is known under a one-sided Lipschitz condition

2(y(t) = 2(8), F(1-r5t) = F (21 8)) + 190 8) = 9(2(-r, )F < K sup ly(s) —=(s)* (1)
se|—r,

for all y,z € C([-r,00),R%), where K > 0 is a constant. Here |- |r denotes the Frobenius norm. For
stronger and more general results see von Renesse and Scheutzow [38, Theorem 2.2] and Mehri and
Scheutzow [30, Theorem 3.3]. Note that (I]) is weaker than assuming

2<y(t> - Z(t>a f(y[—r,t]7t> - f(z[—r,t]at» < K :[Ept] |y(S) - Z(S)|2

and  [g(yi—r 1) = 9(zr, E < K sup ly(s) — 2(s)]
se|—nr,t

2

as the scalar product term might be negative. We sketch the proof ansatz for the uniqueness of global
solutions: For two global solutions Y and Z with the same initial condition y define the process X; :=
|Y; — Z|*. Tt suffices to show sup,c(g ) Xt = 0 a.s. for any T > 0. By It6’s formula and () we have

t
Xy = / 2<}/s - Zs; f(}/[O,s]vs) - f(Z[O,s],s)> + |g(}/[075]a S) - g(Z[O,s]v S)|%d8

0

t

+ / 2<Y; - Zsag(yv[o,s]as) - g(Z[O,s]a S)st>

0

t
< / KXids+M, Yt>0,

0

where X denotes the running supremum sup,¢jo ) Xu and M is a continuous local martingale starting
in 0. Obtaining upper bounds for X; (i.e. showing it is 0) using the BDG inequality and the Young
inequality does not seem to be possible because then we would obtain the term |g(yj0.4,%) — 9(2[0.4, )%
due to the quadratic variation. Also taking expectations and then applying the deterministic Gronwall
inequality to t — E[X}] does not work, due to the running supremum X in the integral. In [38] bounds
for X are obtained instead by proving a stochastic Gronwall inequality: To this end it is exploited that
X is non-negative and M is a continuous local martingale starting in 0. In [30] these results are extended
to cadlag local martingales.

Consider now a one-sided non-Lipschitzian monotonicity assumption: Replace in (Il) K sup,¢(o ¢ [y(s)—
2(s)[* by Kn(supsepo . ly(s) — z(s)|?), where 5 : [0,00) — [0,00) is a non-decreasing function satisfying

0
this case, consider as before X; = |Y; — Z;|?. It would satisfy the following type of inequality

J: N % = oo for all € > 0 (Osgood condition). To prove that uniqueness of global solutions also holds in

t
0

This is a special case of the inequalities (and applications) we study in this article.



Application of stochastic Gronwall inequalities to other types of SDEs: Deterministic Gron-
wall inequalities are widely used to study SDEs. We provide a typical example when the deterministic
Gronwall inequality is not applicable and instead stochastic generalizations of Gronwall inequalities ap-
pear useful to shorten calculations. Consider a non-path-dependent SDE driven by a Brownian motion
B

dY; = b(Y;, t)dt + (Y, t)dB;, Yo =1yo € R?

with random coefficients b and o. Assume the following one-sided condition
2<y_zvb(yat)_b(z’t)>+ |U(y7t) _U(th)ﬁ? SKt??(|?J—Z|2) Vy,z GRd,VtZO, (2)

where 7 : [0,00) — [0, 00) is a non-decreasing function satisfying [; % = oo for all € > 0, and (K;)i>0
is an adapted non-negative stochastic process with suitable integrability assumptions. It is known that
under additional assumptions this implies the uniqueness of global solutions. For more details in a more
general setting see e.g. Lan and Wu [20, Theorem 1.1] and the references therein. Let Y and Z be global
solutions of this SDE and set X; := |Y; — Z;|?. Similarly as in the path-dependent case above, using Ito’s
formula to compute X; and applying assumption ([2]) gives

t
0

for the local martingale M, := fot 2Ys — Zs,0(Ys,s) — 0(Zs, s))ds. Hence, to prove uniqueness of solu-
tions in this case, the typical argument to take expectations and then apply the deterministic Gronwall
inequality to t — E[X,] fails already in the linear case n(z) = x if (K});>o is random. Using different
techniques, uniqueness of solutions and further properties have been shown in Lan and Wu [20, Theorem
1.1]. Here, alternatively, generalizations of stochastic Gronwall inequalities could be applied and would
shorten computations.

Results in the literature on stochastic Gronwall inequalities: Now we summarize the existing
literature on the two stochastic Gronwall inequalities we will generalize. The following stochastic Gronwall
inequality with supremum is due to von Renesse and Scheutzow [38, Lemma 5.4] and was generalized by
Mehri and Scheutzow [30, Theorem 2.1]: Let (X;):>0 be a non-negative stochastic process, that satisfies

X, < X dAs + M, + H, for all t > 0, (3)
(0,¢]
where X = sup,¢(g s Xu denotes the running supremum. Here, M is a cadlag local martingale that
starts in 0, and H and A are suitable non-decreasing stochastic processes. Then, for all T' > 0 and
p € (0,1) there exists an explicit upper bound for E[sup,c(q 7 X{] which does not depend on the local
martingale M.

There is also a stochastic Gronwall inequality without supremum which is closely connected to the
previous inequality with supremum. This result is due to Scheutzow [35, Theorem 4] and was generalized
by Xie and Zhang [40, Lemma 3.7] to cadlag local martingales: If we assume instead of (3] the slightly
stronger assumption that

X < X,-dAs + My + Hy for all t > 0, (4)
(0,¢]
sharper bounds can be obtained.

Both previously mentioned inequalities are useful tools for SDEs. The stochastic Gronwall inequality
with supremum is applied to study SDEs with memory, see for example [4], [5], [6], [7], [19], [30], [36] and
[38]. The stochastic Gronwall inequality without supremum is applied to study various SDEs without
memory, see e.g. [11], [16], [I7], 211, [24], [29], [33], [34], [37], [39] and [41].

Further stochastic Gronwall inequalities with a somewhat different setting have been studied by Glatt-
Holtz and Ziane [14] Lemma 5.3] and Agresti and Veraar [I, Lemma A.1].

Results of this article on generalizations of stochastic Gronwall inequalities: In this paper,
we study the following nonlinear generalization of the above mentioned stochastic Gronwall inequalities:
We replace the assumptions (B) and @) by

Xt S / T](X:7>dAS + Mt + Ht for all t Z 0, (5)
(0,¢]



and
Xt S / T](XS—)dAS + Mt + Ht for all ¢ Z 0, (6)
(0,1]

respectively, where 7 : [0,00) — [0,00) is a non-decreasing function. For continuous martingales and 7
that satisfy floo nd(—z = +o00 inequality (B]) has been studied by von Renesse and Scheutzow [38, Lemma
5.1] in the context of global solutions of stochastic functional differential equations, but no explicit upper
bounds for Efsup;c( 7] X/ were derived. For conver n these inequalities are studied in [12]. Also other
types of nonlinear extensions of the stochastic Gronwall inequalities have been studied, see [Section 2.3
for more details.

For the deterministic case (i.e. M = 0) the Bihari-LaSalle inequality provides an upper bound for
X, see [§], [22]. In []] and [22] the integrator is of the form A(t) = f(f ©(s)ds, but we will need a version
where the integrator A is only cadlag. As this version is difficult to find in the literature, we provide a
short proof in the appendix, which goes along the lines of the standard proof.

Lemma 1.1 (Deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality). Let H > 0 be a constant and let = : [0,00) —
[0,00) be a cadlag function and A : [0,00) — [0,00) a non-decreasing cadlag function with A(0) = 0. Let
n : [0,00) = [0,00) be a left-continuous non-decreasing function satisfying n(u) > 0 for u > 0. Define

G(v) = fcv % for some constant ¢ > 0. Assume that the function x satisfies

() < /(0 I NAAG) HH e 0.T] M)

for some T > 0. If G(H) + A(T) € domain(G~1), then the following inequality holds true:
z(t) < G HG(H) + A(t))  Vte|o,T).

Note that the upper bound on = does not depend on the choice of the constant ¢ > 0 used in the definition
of G. We obtain the well-known Gronwall inequality by choosing ¢ = 1 and n(u) = « in [Lemma 1.1l so
that G(u) = log(u), which implies the upper bound

a(t) < H exp(A(t)).

In the present article we show for concave 7 a stochastic version of the Bihari-LaSalle inequality which
provides upper bounds similar to that of the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality. Let (2, F, P, (F;)¢>o0
an underlying filtered probability space satisfying the usual conditions. The following theorem is a part
of Mheorem 3.11 (noting that x +— G~(G(x'/?) 4 Ba)? is concave under the assumptions of the theorem,
i.e. E[- | Fo] may be replaced by E[-] by Jensen’s inequality).

Theorem 1.2 (Concave stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequality with supremum). Let p € (0,1) and assume

that
» (Xi)i>o0 is an adapted non-negative right-continuous process,

» (At)e>0 is a deterministic non-decreasing cadlag function with Ag =0,

» (Hi)i>o0 is an predictable non-negative non-decreasing cadlag process,

» (My)i>0 is a cadlag local martingale with My = 0,

» 71 :[0,00) = [0,00) is a continuous non-decreasing function with n(z) > 0 for all x > 0 such that

Np : (0,00) = [0,00), z— 1f%pn(:zjl/p):zzl_l/p is concave and non-decreasing.

Moreover, assume that

X < / n(X;_)dAs + M, + H; P-a.s.
(0,t]

holds true for all t > 0. Then, for all T > 0 such that E[HY] < oo the following inequality holds

1/p
E| sup XP| < G7'(Glor0aE[HR]'7) + A7),
+€[0,T)
where we use the notation G(v) :== [/ %. The constants 3 = (1 —p)~" and ayas = (1 —p)~YPp~1 are

sharp.



The assumption that 7, is concave is slightly stronger than the assumption that 7 is concave. By a
time change argument this theorem also implies estimates for random integrators A, see [Corollary 3.8
Under the stronger assumption (@) we obtain for concave 1 and random A also the following weak L!

estimate: For allt >0, R > 0, w > 0, v > 0 we have

G YG(E[H; Aw]) + R)
U

see The benefit of this estimate is that it does not require integrability assumptions on H

and A. It can be shown that under the weaker assumption (&) the weak L' norm is in general not finite,

in particular () fails to hold true in this case. Note that in the special case n(z) = x the estimate (8]

simplifies to

PX] > u] < +P[H: > w] + P[A; > R], (8)

PIX} > u] < %E[Ht Aw] + P[H, > w] +P[A; > R), 9)

for more details on the estimate (@) and the linear case n(x) = x see [I2, Section 5]. The inequality
@ is applied by Agresti and Veraar [2] Lemma 5.3, Lemma 6.7] to prove global well-posedness for
reaction-diffusion systems with transport noise.

For the application to path-dependent SDEs the cases fol % = 4ooand [;° % = +oo (without nec-
essarily imposing concavity or convexity assumptions on 7)) are especially useful. Whilst we do not obtain
explicit upper bounds for the quantity E[supte[O’T] X?] without concavity or convexity assumptions, we
do observe that (X¢)¢c[o,7) still behaves similarly w.r.t the process (H¢):>o as the function x(t),t € [0, T
w.r.t. the constant H in the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality, for details see [Theorem 3.111 These
properties are sufficient for our applications: We apply these results to prove existence and uniqueness
of global solutions to path-dependent SDEs driven by Lévy processes under one-sided non-Lipschitzian
monotonicity and coercivity assumptions.

2 Notation, assumptions and overview

We assume that all processes are defined on an underlying filtered probability space (Q, F,P, (F¢)t>0)
satisfying the usual conditions.

2.1 Notation and constants

Constants: For p € (0,1) define the following constants:

6 = (1 _p)ila a1 = (1 _p)il/pa Q2 = pil' (10)
Quasinorms: We denote by | - | the Euclidean norm and | - | the Frobenius norm. Let ¥ be a random
variable. We use for p € (0, 1] the notation (if well-defined)
Er[Y]:=E[Y | Fo, Y1l := E[|YP]"/?, Y llp,7, = E[IY]” | Fo] /7.

Running supremum: Let X be a non-negative stochastic process with right-continuous paths. We use
the following notation for the running supremum and its left limits:
X/ = sup X, vt > 0,
0<s<t
X :=lim X} = sup X, vt > 0.
s/t s<t
As usual, we set X7 = Xo. If X is cadlag, then also X = sup,.; X,- holds true. If X is only
right-continuous then X and X take values in [0, +o0].

Functions: Let 7 : [0,00) — [0,00) be a non-decreasing function with n(u) > 0 for u > 0. Define the
following functions for p € (0,1).

— [ 4w x € [0,00
G(a) ._/C o vz € [0, 00), (11)
p(@) s= (et )t Var € (0,00), (12)
B = [ z € (0,50
Gp(z) = / o VY € (0,00). (13)

The functions have the following properties:



» The function G satisfies G(0) € [—00,0). Moreover, G is increasing and concave. In particular, it

has a well-defined increasing inverse G~ : range(G) N (—00, 00) + [0, 00). If G(0) = —oo, then we
set G71(G(0) + a) := 0 for a € (—o0,00). If n is continuous, then G is continuously differentiable
on (0, 00).

» The functions G' and G, satisfy for all z € (0, o)

G =L [ [ S~ a-nGE) (14)

P S n(ut/P)ut=t/e

and for all 2 € domain(G,")

2.2 Assumptions
We study the following two cases:
Definition 2.1 (Assumption Ag,p). Let

» (Xi)i>0 be an adapted non-negative right-continuous process,

(Xt)

(Ap)e>0 be a predictable non-decreasing cadlag process with Ag = 0,
(Hy)i>0 be an adapted non-negative non-decreasing cadlag process,
(

>
>
» (Mi)e>0 be a cadlag local martingale with Mo = 0,
| 4

7 :[0,00) = [0,00) be a continuous non-decreasing function with n(x) > 0 for all x > 0.

We say the processes X, A, H, M satisfy Asup if they satisfy the inequality below for all t > 0:
X, < / n(X;-)dAs + M, + Hy P-a.s. (16)
(0,t]

The following assumption is slightly stronger:

Definition 2.2 (Assumption Aposup). Under the same assumptions on the processes as in the previous
definition, we say that the processes satisfy Anosup of n addition X has left limits and the processes
satisfy the following inequality for all t > 0:

X < / n(Xs-)dAs + M; + H; P-a.s. (17)
(0,1]

We also use the two definitions above for processes defined on a finite time interval [0, 7] and corre-
spondingly adapt the definition in this case.

2.3 Overview of the results

[Table 1 summarizes the results obtained by von Renesse and Scheutzow [38, Lemma 5.4], Scheutzow [35]
Theorem 4], Xie and Zhang [40, Lemma 3.7], Mehri and Scheutzow [30, Theorem 2.1] and the author
[12, Corollary 5.2, Corollary 5.4] on stochastic Gronwall inequalities. For a detailed overview on these
results, see e.g. [12, Section 5]. [Table 2 summarizes the stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequalities obtained
in this article, and for the convenience of the reader, also the results obtained in [12].

The constant a;aq is the sharp constant from Lenglart’s inequality, asg is the sharp constant from a
monotone version of Lenglart’s inequality [I3]. The constants a1, ajas and § appearing in the stochastic
Gronwall inequalities are sharp, see [12, Theorem 3.5, Theorem 3.7].



Assumption Anosup, n(z) =2
(Special case of Agup

Assumption Asup, 7n(z) ==

A deterministic,
p€(0,1)

» H predictable or AM > 0:
IX5llp < araz||Hr|lpe?T
and

A
P[X5 > u] < T E[Hr A w] + P[Hr > w]

u

» E[Hr] < oco:

IX31lp < a1l Hr|l1e?T
and N

PIX7 > u] < <ZEE[Hr]

» H predictable or AM > 0:
1X571p < aras||HrllpeP T
» E[Hr| < oco:

IX71lp < arl|Hr|l1ePAT

A random,

» H predictable or AM > 0

» H predictable or AM > 0:

* Ay *
0<g<p<l1 HXdTHq Sarea|[Hrlple™ T llgp/(p—a) 1X7llq < craal Hrllp P2 T llgp/ (p—a)
an
P[X} > u] » E[Hr| < oco:
< < E[Hy A w] + P[Hr > w] + P[Ar > R] 1X71lq < carllHrlll1e®AT llgp/ (p—a)
» E[H7] < oo:
IX7 e < crllHrllh 1T lgp) (p—q)
an =
P[X} > u] < £2E[Hr] + P[Ar > R]
Constants B=01-p) 7Y a1=01- p)fl/p, as =p!
Notation Y|, := E[|Y|P]*/? for random variables Y

Table 1: Summary of stochastic Gronwall inequalities (i.e. n(x) = x) known in the literature




Assumption Ay o sup Assumption Agyp
(Special case of Agup)
A random » For ffo % = +o0o and continuous M
see von Renesse and Scheutzow [38, Lemma 5.1]
» If limy o0 n(x) = +o0, E[Hr] < 0o and
]E[A%] < oo:
IG(c+ XT)llp < craz||Ar 4+ G(c+ E[HT])p
— (x _d .
for p € (0,1), G(x) i= [ ;9% ¢ >0
See
» If f0+ % = +o0 and E[Hr]| = 0:
X7 =0 P-as.
See [Theorem 3.11]
7 concave, » H predictable or AM > 0: » H predictable or AM > 0:
A deterministic, | | X7]l, < a1G~ (G(azl|Hrllp) + AT) X7, < G *(G(eraz||Hrllp) + BAT)
p € (0,1) See [Theorem 3.1] See [Theorem 3.T]
» E[Hr| < oo: » E[H7] < oc:
1X71lp < ax GG Hrll1) + AT) X7 N, < G~ (G(ar||Hrll1) + BAT)
and . See [Theorem 3.1
P(X5 > u] < S_HCEHTDTAT)
See
n concave, » E[Hr| < oo: » E[Hr] < oco:
: -1 *
e R I L - D ’
g <y See < CIHNP P PE(GTHG(ca || Hell1)+BA:)) 1P
for C = (oL )/P(P=a)/p
See
7 convex, » H predictable or AM > 0: » H predictable or AM > 0:
A predictable, Il supsefo,r) G~ H(G(Xe) — AD)llp G~ H(G(X5) = BAT)|lp < araz||Hrllp
p € (0,1) < aras||Hrllp See [12, Theorem 3.1]
See [12} Theorem 3.1]
» E[H7] < oco:
> E[Hr] < oo G~ H(G(XF) = BAT)|lp < eallHr |1
lsup,eo, 7 G~ (G(Xe) — Ab)llp < rllHrllx See [I2 Theorem 3.1]
and
* E[HT]
P[X7T > u] < Wﬁ)*m +P[Ar > R]
See [12} Theorem 3.1]
Constants ,8:(1—;0)717 ay :(1_1))71/13’ az=p*
Notation 1Y |l := E[|[Y|P]*/? for random variables Y, G(z):= e n((lz) Yz > co

Table 2: Summary of stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequalities

Also other nonlinear extensions of the stochastic Gronwall inequalities have been studied. Makasu
[28, Theorem 2.2] and Le and Ling [26] Lemma 3.8] studied a non-linear generalization where in the
assumption the term f(o,t} X,-dA; is replaced by (f(o,t} (Xs)‘gdAs)l/e for # > 0 and obtained estimates
for Elsupyepo,m X7

A further nonlinear extension of the stochastic Gronwall inequalities has been studied by Mekki, Nieto
and Ouahab [31] Theorem 2.4]: For continuous local martingales a stochastic Henry Gronwall’s inequality
with upper bounds that do not depend on the local martingale M can be proven.

In addition, also extensions of the stochastic Gronwall inequalities have been studied, where the upper
bounds depend on the quadratic variation of the martingale M, see e.g. Makasu [28], Makasu [27] and
Mekki, Nieto and Ouahab [31]. In the present paper, we focus on bounds which do not depend on the
local martingale M. Furthermore, Hudde, Hutzenthaler and Mazzonetto [18] have extended the stochastic
Gronwall inequality without supremum to the setting of It6 processes which satisfy a suitable one-sided
affine-linear growth condition.

3 Main results: Stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequalities

In this section we provide nonlinear generalizations of the stochastic Gronwall inequalities mentioned in
the introduction and [Table 11 For the definition of the constants see (I0).



3.1 Estimates for concave n and deterministic A

Theorem 3.1 (A sharp stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequality for concave n). Let (X, A, H, M) and n
satisfy[Assumplion Agyp| or[Assumption Ay, supl Moreover, assume that A is deterministic and p € (0,1).
For n we use the notation

np + (0,00) = [0, 00), T %n(xl/p)xlfl/p-

a) Let[Assumption Asup| hold and assume that n, is concave and non-decreasing. Then, the following
assertions hold for all t > 0:

G1 (G(a1a2||Ht||p7}-0) + BA,:> if E[H?] < 0o and H is predictable,

1 X pr < GTH (G(a1a2||Ht||p7}-0) + BA,:> if E[H?] < 00 and AM > 0,

G*l <G(O&1||Ht||17]-'0) —+ /BAt> Zf ]E[Ht] < o,

where = (1 —p)™, a; == (1 —p)"? and oy := p~'. We use the notation (AM;)i>o =
(My; — My )i>0 and ||Y||p. 7, = E[|[Y|? | Fo]'/? for random variables Y.

The constants oy, ayae and B are sharp, they are already sharp when n(x) = x.

b) If[Assumption A, sup| holds, the following assertions are true for all t > 0:

0 G- <G(042||Ht||pfo) + At> if E[HY] < 0o, H is predictable,

and n, is concave and non-decreasing

1 X Np7o < QanG™1 <G(a2||Ht||p7f0) + At> if E[H}] < oo, AM >0, (18)

and n, is concave and non-decreasing,

<aG1 (G(||Ht||17}-0) + At> if E[H:] < oo and n is concave.

The constant oy is sharp. If n(x) = x, then aias appears in the estimates for E[HY] < oo and the
constant 1s sharp.

Under[Assumplion A, sup| also the following weak L' estimates are true for allt > 0, u > 0, w > 0:

G Y (G(Ery [HAW])+A,)

+Pxr [He >w] if H is predictable and 1 is concave,
Py, [X; > ] <
G~ HG(Ex [H])+Ar)

u

if E[H:] < 0o and n is concave.
(19)

Remark 3.2. Assume that (X, A, H, M) and n satisfy [Assumption A, sup|and let n be concave. Then,
also for the case AM > 0 it can be shown that ¢ > 0, u > 0, w > 0 we have

G Y G(Ex,[H: Aw)) + Ay)

PJ:U [X: > u] <

+P.7:0[Ht Z ’LU]

We prefer not to prove it to keep the manuscript at a reasonable length.

Remark 3.3. If we assume that (X, A, H, M) and 7 satisfy[Assumption Ag,p|(which is a weaker assump-
tion than[Assumption A, supl), (I9) does not hold in general. See [12] Theorem 3.8] for a counterexample
and further details.

Remark 3.4. The function n,(z) = %pn(xl/p)xl_l/p defined in (I2) appears (upto the factor 1 — p)
naturally in connection with the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle equality: Let x be as in [Lemma 1.1] and
assume that = is non-decreasing. Then, 2P (for some p € (0,1)) satisfies:

()P <(1- p)/o np(x(s™)P)dA(s) + HP for all t € [0,T. (20)



This can be seen using the same formulas we will use in the stochastic case, see [Remark 5.21

Moreover, for any continuous 7 such that x(t) :== G=1(G(H) +t) is well-defined for ¢ € [0, T], we have
that x satisfies

o) = [ atats)ds+ 1

and 2P satisfies

2P(t) = (1 p)/o np(a® (s))ds + HP.

Remark 3.5 (On the relation between the concavity of 7, and 7). Assume that 7,(0) = 0. Then,
concavity of 7, implies that 1 is concave: If n, is concave, then it is almost everywhere differentiable. For
any z > 0 in which 7, is differentiable, we have for y = zl/P

n(y) = ﬂnp(yp)yl’p and 7 (y) = Tp (o, (WP) + (1 = p)p(yP)y~P) .

Due to 7, being concave and 7,(0) = 0, we have that z — WPT(Z) is non-increasing. In particular, 7 is
almost everywhere differentiable and 7’ is non-increasing (on its domain). As concavity of r, implies, that
np (and hence also 7) is locally Lipschitz continuous, we have that 7 is absolutely continuous. Together,
this implies that 7 is concave.

However, concavity of n does not imply that 7, is concave: For example n(z) = zarctan(l/z) is
concave (due to n”(z) = —2(2® +1)7? < 0) and 11/2(z) = zarctan(1/z*) is not concave (as 1y ,(z) =
2z(xt — 3)(z* +1)72).

Remark 3.6 (Well-definedness of the upper bounds). In the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality
[Cemma 1.1] the assumption G(H) + A(t) € domain(G~!) is needed. In [Theorem 3.1] we do not need
a corresponding assumption, because this is automatically satisfied if 7 or 7, is concave: We have
domain(G~1) = range(G) = (lim._0 G(¢),lim,; o G(z)). Hence, it suffices to show lim, ., G(z) = .
Concavity of n implies that there exists some K > 0 such that n(u) < Ku for all u € [¢,00), and hence

. < du < du
zl;rI;OG(x)f/c mz K = +o0.

Due to (I4) a similar argument implies lim,_, ., G(x) = oo if 1, is concave.

Remark 3.7 (Comparison of bounds in the cases A,ogup and Agyp). Recall that Assumption Aygsup 18
a special case of Assumption Ag,p. The bound given by [Theorem 3.11b) is indeed better than the bound
of [Theorem 3.01 a). This can be seen as follows: Under the assumptions of [Theorem 3.11 a) we show for
allh >0,z >0

a1G7H(G(h) +2) < GHG(arh) + Br) (21)

holds true. Fix some h > 0. Define for all z > 0:
f(2) == o} (GTHG(h) +2))" = o} (G, (Gp(h ) (1-p)r)),
9(x) = (G7(Glaah) + Bx))" = G, 1 (Gp(alh?) + (1 = p) ).
Here, we used ([4) and (I5). Note that f(0) = afh? = ¢g(0). Furthermore, we have of = = (1 —p)~1,

a;”€(0,1) and
1

f (:C) = (1 7p)041 é;’(al—pf(x)) = np(a; f(SC))
1
1-— = = T
g'(z) = ( p)ﬂG;(g( 5 mp(9())

For concave 7, the ODEs y' = n,(a; "y) and 3y’ = 7,(y) have unique solutions for y(0) > 0. Therefore,
the assumption that 7, is non-decreasing implies that f(z) < g(z) for all x > 0. Taking the p-th root
implies the claim.
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3.2 Estimates for concave n and random A

In this section we extend the results of the previous subsection to predictable integrators A. Note that
we may not expect in general estimates of the type

X7y < e[| GTHG(eaHr) + Ar) |,
to hold, where ¢; and ¢y are constants that only depend on p € (0,1). This type of estimate fails to hold
true even for constant H, n(z) = x and assumption Anqsup, see in the appendix. Due to

the estimates known for the linear case n(z) = x (see e.g. [12 Corollary 5.4.] and the references therein),
we conjecture that estimates of the form

1 (G H(G(esH) + Ar)) 'l < e, (22)

(where G~ denotes the inverse of G and (...)~! the reciprocal) for some constants c3 and c4 that only
depend on p € (0,1), might hold true for constant H, = H and [Assumption A, sup| (and similarly for
[Assumption Agyp).

Using [I'heorem 3.1 we prove a slightly weaker estimate which is presumably not sharp.

Corollary 3.8 (A stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequality for concave n and random A). Let (X, A, H, M)
and n satisfy Assumption Agup (see [Definition 2.1) assume that ny,(z) = ﬁn(ml/p)xl_l/p is concave

and non-decreasing. Let t > 0.

a) If E[H?] < oo and either H is predictable or M has no negative jumps, then

Er,[(G™H(Glonaz| Hellp.7,) + BA)) " (XP)7] < ﬁ(alaﬂlHtllp,fo)I’_q

holds for all p € (0,1), and g > p. In particular, by an application of Holder’s inequality we also
have

1/p
* q _ _
X7 M1 py2,7 < (—qp(alazllHtllp,fm ) Ex, [(G™HG(enas| Hyllp.7,) + BA)) TP

b) If E[H:] < oo then

Er, (G (Glon | Hallr) + BAD)) " (X7)P] < ﬁ(alnmnl,mfﬂ—q

holds for all p € (0,1), and q¢ > p. In particular, we also have
q e 1 a1
1 X py2,70 < (n(alllHtHl,]-‘o)p_q> Ex [(G7HG(a1|Helr, 7)) + BA:)) P

If we assume the stronger assumption Anosup then we may replace 5 by 1 in the estimates above.
Moreover, under the stronger assumption A, sup we obtain:

Corollary 3.9 (A stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequality for concave n and random A for Anosup ). Let

(X, A, H, M) satisfy Assumption Anosup (see[Definition 2.2) and assume that 1 is concave. Then, for all
t>0,R>0,w>0, u>0 we have

G (G(Exy [HiAW])+R)

+Pr [He > w|+Pr,[Ar > R] if H is predictable and n is concave
IED]:0 [Xt* > u] <
G (GEx [H]+R)

u

does not hold under the weaker assumption Agyp, see [Remark 3.3

+Pr [A: > R] if E[H¢] < 00 and 7 is concave.

11



3.3 Estimates for general n and random A

Now we study upper bounds of X without imposing concavity or convexity assumptions on 7. Whilst
we do not obtain bounds for || X}, in this case, we do observe the same qualitative behavior as in the
deterministic case.

Remark 3.10 (Qualitative behavior of the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality). Let x, H, A, n and
G be as in [Lemma T.11

a) Assume fog % = 400 for all € > 0 (Osgood condition) and assume that (7)) already holds when

H is replaced by 0. The assumption on 7 implies lim._,o G(¢) = —oo, and hence for small enough
e > 0, we have that G(¢) + A(t) € domain(G~1). Hence, for any ¢ > 0 we may apply [Lemma 1.1]
to z, € (instead of H), A and 1 and obtain x(t) < lim._,o G~} (G(e) + A(t)) =

) If f{° ;%4 = +oo, then [G(H), 00) C range(G) = domain(G~"). This implies that G(H) + A(t) €

domam(G 1), so we may apply [Lemma 1.1l to obtain the upper bound x(t) < G~1(G(H) + A(t)).
[Theorem 3.11] provides a stochastic version of Remark 3.101 Assertion [d)| can be seen as an extension

of [38, Lemma 5.1] from continuous to cadlag local martingales M.

Theorem 3.11 (Stochastic Bihari-LaSalle type estimates for Ag.p). Let (X, A, H,M) and n satisfy
assumption Asyp and assume limg_,oo n(x) = +00. Then the following assertions hold.

a) We have for all stopping times T and all deterministic times T > 0
E[G(XT/\T)] < IE:[14‘1'/\T] + G( [ T/\T])
where the terms take values in [0, +00]. For the definition of G see ([IJ).

b) If fa n%z +oo for alle >0 and Hy = 0 then X} = 0 P-almost surely.

¢) Let (XM A, HM™ M®™) satisfy Asup for each n € N for some 1 which does not depend on n. If
fe n(éz) 400 for all e > 0 and lim,, o E[H}")] =0, then

lim P[ sup X( >6]=0 foreach 6 > 0.
n—oo tE[O T]

d) If Xy > ¢ for all t € [0,T] for some T > 0 where c is the constant from the definition of G, then
for any p € (0,1)
1G(X7)llp < araz||Ar + G(E[Hz])p

where oy, ap are constants that only depend onp (see (I0) ). If we assume in addition that [ d—“) =

+00, E[A%] < 00 and E[Hr| < oo this guarantees that X} is almost surely finite.

[Theorem 3.17] can be applied to study existence and uniqueness of global solutions to path-dependent

SDEs: In[Section 4] we will use [Theorem 3.19b)| to prove the uniqueness of the solutions, Theorem 3.11F)|

will be applied to prove that the Euler approximates are indeed a Cauchy sequence. Moreover,[Theorem 3.11()|

is useful to prove the non-explosion of the solution.

4 Application: Existence and uniqueness of solutions to a Lévy
driven path-dependent SDE

The first stochastic Gronwall inequality [38] (of the class of stochastic Gronwall inequalities related to
the results of this paper) was developed to study stochastic functional differential equations: Stochastic
Gronwall inequalities seem necessary to obtain the existence and uniqueness of local and global solu-
tions under a one-sided Lipschitz condition. The results of [38] were extended to path-dependent SDEs
driven by a more general integrator in [30]. In this section, using the stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequality
[Theorem 3,111 we obtain existence and uniqueness of global solutions to path-dependent SDEs under a
one-sided non-Lipschitz condition.

12



Assume an underlying filtered probability space (2, F, P, (F;)i>0) satisfying the usual conditions. Let
L be a Re-valued cadlag Lévy process with bounded jumps and its Lévy-Ito decomposition given by

Lt:bt—l—aBt—i—/ EN(t,dE) V>0

|€l<e

where b € R?, ¢ € R¥*™_ B an m-dimensional Brownian motion, N an independent Poisson random
measure on RT x (R? — {0}) with Lévy measure v and ¢ > 0 some constant. We denote by N the
corresponding compensated Poisson random measure. For details, see for example [3, p. 126]. Let | - |
denote the Frobenius norm on R?*"™. Define U := {¢ € R? | 0 < |¢| < ¢} and set U := B(U), where B(U)
denotes the Borel o-algebra on U.

We study the path-dependent SDE with random coefficients driven by L

{dXt = f(t, X) dt+fm<c (t, X, )N (dt, d¢) + h(t, X )dB; 3)

Xy =z, € [-r0],
where r > 0 is some constant and the initial condition (z¢);e[—r0) has cadlag paths and is Fo measur-
able. Denote by P the predictable o-algebra on [0,00) x Q. Recall that the Borel o-field on the space
Cadlag([—r, 00); R?) induced by the Skorohod metric J; is strictly contained in the Borel o-field gener-
ated by the uniform norm, see e.g. [9, Section 6, Setion 12] for more details. Whilst we work on the
space Cadlag([—r, c0); R?) predominantly with uniform convergence, we need the coefficients f, g, h to
be measurable w.r.t. the Borel o-field induced by convergence in Skorohod metric J; on compacts sets,
which we denote by B(Cadlag([—r,00); R?))). We need this stronger measurability assumption to ensure

the measurability of the coefficients in (23]).
Assume that the coefficients

f:([0,00) x Q x Cadlag([—r, 00); RY), P ® B(Cadlag([—r, 00); RY))) — (RY, B(RY)),
g : ([0,00) x Q x Cadlag([—r, 00); RY) x U, P @ B(Cadlag([—r,o0); RY))) @ U — (R, B(RY)),
h: ([0,00) x Q x Cadlag([—r, 00); RY), P @ B(Cadlag([—r, 00); RY))) — (RP*™ B(RI*™))

are measurable mappings. For every t € [0,00), w € Q, £ € U assume that f(t,w,x), g(t,w,z,§) and
h(t,w,x) only depend on the path segment x(s),s € [—r,t). We denote by f(t,z), g(t,z,&) and h(t, )
the corresponding random variables.

Assumption 4.1. Let (L¥);>¢ and (RR)t>0 for all R > 0 and (K})i>0 be non—negative jointly measur-
able and adapted stochastic processes, such that for all ¢ > 0 the quantities E| fo LEds], fo K Eds] and
fo Kds] are finite. Assume that for all w € €, for all z,y € Cadlag([—r, 00); RY) and for all ¢ > 0:

(C1) for SUDse[—r ] |z(s)], SUDse[—r ] ly(s)| < R

2a(t) — y(t), f(twox) — f(tw,y) + /U 9t w,2,€) — g(t, 0,3, ) Pw(de)

[t w, x) — h(t,w,y)| % < L w)m( . lz(s) = y(s)?),
se|—r,

(C2) 2(x(t™), f(t,w, ) + /U lg(t,w, @, §)Pu(dE) + [h(t,w, 2)|%

< Ky(w)na(1+ sup ]Iz(S)IQ),
se|—r,t

(C3) = +— f(t,w,x) as a function from Cadlag([—r,c0);R?) (endowed with the topology induced by
uniform convergence on compact sets) to R? is continuous,

(C4) for sup,ep_,q z(s)| < R
Fltsw,2)| + / 9t w, 2, €)Po(d€) + Rt w, 2) < K (w),
U
(C5) Efsup,ei_po|2P’] < o0,
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where 71,72 : [0,00) — [0,00) are non-decreasing continuous functions with n;(x) > 0 for all z > 0,
i =1,2. Define

T d
Gi(x) ::/ Y Ve>0,i=1,2
1 ni(u)
Assume:
¢ du ] _

——— =400 Ve>0 ie. lim Gy(e) = —o0,

o m(u) eNO

< d

/ i ie. lim Go(z) = +oo.

1 772(”) xT—00

Remark 4.2. The assumption lim.\ o G1(g) = —oo implies that lim.\ 71 (¢) = 0. Hence, (C1) and (C3)
imply that for any fixed w € 2 and ¢ > 0 we have that the mappings

Cadlag([—r,00); RY) — L*(U,U, v), x> g(t,w, x,8),
Cadlag([—7, c0); RY) — RI*™ x = h(t,w,x)

are continuous (with respect to topology induced by uniform convergence on compact sets).

The following theorem is a nonlinear extension of [30, Theorem 3.3]: We study an SDE driven by
a less general integrator than [30], but we have weaker assumptions on the coefficients, as we allow in
(C1) and (C2) of nonlinear upper bounds 7; and 7.. We also impose slightly weaker
integrability assumptions on the coefficients. Our proof of existence and uniqueness of global solutions is
similar to that of [30] except that we use a stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequality (Theorem 3.11)) instead of
a stochastic Gronwall inequality. In contrast to [38] our SDE has cadlag paths and we have a nonlinear
monotonicity condition (C1).

Corollary 4.3 (Existence and uniqueness of global of solutions). Assume holds. Then
the SDE [23)) has a unique strong global solution.

The following example satisfies the assumptions of but does not seem to be covered by
the results in the existing literature. It is similar to [30, Example 4.1].

Example 4.4. Consider the following 1-dimensional path-dependent (or functional) SDE

4, = [~2sgn(X, )X, V24 sup |Xs|]dt+[|xt|3/4+ sup |Xs|+(|Xt|A%)log(
t—1<s<t t—1<s<t

%) } dW;+dN;.
[ X, —IA °
where B is a standard Brownian motion and N a compensated standard Poisson process.

Due to the term —(|X;-| A £)log (| X;-| A L) the diffusion coefficient does not satisfy a one-sided
Lipschitz assumption, hence the results of [38] and [30] cannot be applied. Moreover, due to the path-
dependence or the jump term dN; the results of [20] cannot be applied.

As mentioned in the introduction, existence and uniqueness results could be proven without stochastic
Bihari-LaSalle inequalities (using the BDG inequality instead) if the inequality of (C1) is replaced by the
stronger assumption

2a(t™) —y(t), f(t,w,z) — f(t,w,y)) < Li(w)m( :{gp ) |lz(s) — y(s)*) and

/U |g(t,w,x,§) - g(tawaya§)|2y(d§) + |h(tawa$) - h(taway)ﬁ? < Lf(w)nl( S[upt] |‘T(8) - y(8)|2)
se|—r,

Due to the term |X;- |3/ 4in the diffusion coefficient, this strengthened assumption is not satisfied by the
diffusion coefficient g for suitable 7.

It is easily seen that the coefficients satisfy assumptions (C2), (C3) and (C4) of [Assumption 4.1 We
show that also (C1) is satisfied: We have for 0 < z < y:

y y
|y?/* — a1 = (3/4)2(/ s~Hde)” < (y - w)/ s2ds <2y — ) (y'/? — '),
This implies for all x,y € Cadlag([—r, 00); R?) that

2(y(t7) — a(t), ~2sgn(y(t)|y(t )] + 2sgn(a(t et )[>) + 2|y — 2P < 0.
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Define () :=ylog(1/y) — xzlog(1/z) — (y — z)log(1/(y — x)) for x € [0,y]. Noting that ¢ is convex
and ¢(0) = ¢(y) = 0, implies g < 0 and in particular for all 0 § x<y<l/e

lylog(1/y) — zlog(1/z)| < |y — z[log(1/|y — zI).

Hence, choosing n1(z) = K(z + (# A e7!)log (2=)) for some K > 0 large enough implies that the
coefficients indeed satisfy (C1).

5 Proofs

5.1 A Lenglart type estimate

We will prove the stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequalities using the following lemma which is [I2 Lemma
4.5]. Tt is an extension of an inequality Lenglart inequality, see [23] Théoreme I] or [30, Lemma 2.2 (ii)]:

Lemma 5.1 (Lenglart type estimates). Fiz some T > 0 and p € (0,1) and let (X, A, H, M) satisfy
[Assumption Asup| or[Assumption A,,supl We consider the following 6 cases, which arise from combining
Asup o1 Anosup with one of the following three assumptions:

a) H is predictable and E[HY] < oo,

b) M has no negative jumps and E[H?] < oo,
¢) E[Hr)] < o0.
Fiz arbitrary u, A\ > 0 and set:
Ty := 7 :=inf{s > 0| Hy > Au}, oy =0 :=inf{s > 0] Xs > u},
where inf ) := +o00. Then, the following estimate holds true for all t € [0,T]:
Lix;supt < Xeno, Au < TP+ MY + HEP (24)

Here (IF"")y0 is a non-decreasing process containing the integral term from ([I8) and ([[T) respectively
with an additional indicator function

]]' * dA sup»
L oL f(o ¢ {X*_ <u} for Asup
L7 =1"" =
f(O t ]l{X* <u}dA for Anosup;

the process (MtL’u)tzo is a local martingale with cadlag paths starting in 0 defined by

limy, oo Myprmpng if H is predictable and E[HE] < oo,
MtL = MtL’“ =< Miprno if M has no negative jumps and E[HY] < oo,
Mino Vg, (Hr)<uy O E[HT] < 00,

(where 7" denotes an announcing sequence of T and My := M; + E[Hr | Fy] — Ex,[Hr] for t € [0,T]),
and (HtL’u)tZO is a mon-decreasing process depending on H :

AN (M) +ulyg, > gy if H is predictable and E[HY] < oo,
HE = HtL’u = Hy A(Au) +ulyg,>aey  if M has no negative jumps and E[HE] < oo,
E].‘O [HT] Au if E[HT] < 0.

We will frequently use the formulas of the subsequent remark.

Remark 5.2 (Calculation of Z?, p € (0,1)). Let Z be a non-negative random variable and p € (0,1).
Then ZP can be calculated using the three formulas below.

VA Zp/ ]l{ZZu}up_ldu
0
Z° = (1 fp)/ Z1{z<pyuP"*du (25)
0

ZP = p(1 —p)/ (Z A u)uP~2du
0
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The third equality follows e.g. by using the first and second equality. In particular, we also have
zP7t = (1=p) [;° Lz<uyuP2du for Z > 0.

The third equality of (28] holds true for general concave functions, which is due to Burkholder 10
Theorem 20.1, p.38-39], see also Pratelli [32] p. 403]:

Remark 5.3. [Calculation of F(Z) for concave F] Let F': R — R be a concave function and let F’ its
left-hand derivative. Then, for any non-negative random variable Z we have

F(Z) = F(0) + ZF'(c0) — /[O )(Z/\u)dF’(u).

For the convenience of the reader we provide the proof: Recall that left-hand derivative F’ of a concave
function is non-increasing and left-continuous. By integration by parts (see e.g. [15, Theorem 21.67 (iv),
p. 419]) we have

/ (Z ANu)dF' (u) = / udF’ (u) + Z/ dF'(u)
[0,00) [0,2] [Z,00)

= ZF'(Z+) — /[O , F'(u)du + ZF'(c0) — ZF'(Z+)

=—F(Z)+ F(0) + ZF' ().

The last equality can be seen by e.g. using that concave functions are absolutely continuous and almost
everywhere differentiable.

Remark 5.4. In the proofs of the stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequalities, we will assume X > ¢ and
H > ¢ for some ¢ > 0 instead of X > 0 and H > 0. We do this to ensure that terms like G(X;) or
G(H;) are well-defined and to ensure that we may apply the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality, see
Lemma 1.71 We may do this without loss of generality because we can add an arbitrary e > 0 to (I6]) (or
similarly (IT)) and slightly weaken (6] (using that 7 is non-decreasing) to obtain for all ¢ € [0, T:

(Xt + E) S / U(X;kf + E)dAS + Mt + (Ht + E) P-a.s.
(0,1]

Proving the assertions of the theorems for the processes (X; + €)t>0, (At)i>0, (Mi)i>0 and (Hy + €)¢>0
and then taking the limit € — 0 will imply the assertions for the general case X > 0, H > 0.

5.2 Proofs for concave n (Theorem 3.1))

Proof of [Theorem 3.1, [a)} The sharpness of the constants follows from [12, Theorem 3.5 and Theorem
3.7]. Assume w.l.o.g. that X > and H > ¢ for some ¢ > 0 (see [Remark 5.4). Furthermore, we assume
w.l.o.g. that M is a martingale. This implies, that (MtL’u)te[OﬁT] from [Cemma 5.1lis a martingale for any
u > 0.

Fix some t € [0, 7. [Lemma 5.9] implies (under the assumption Agy,p) for all u > 0, A > 0:

Lx;supu < /( L+ M
0,t s

using the notation M%" and H%* from [Cemma 5.1l Fix some @ > 0. We multiply the equation above
with pup_Q]l{u«l}, take the conditional expectation given Fy and integrate over w. This implies (using
Fubini and {X; > u} N{a > u} = {X; Ad > u}):

/ n»fo[xz‘m>u1pu“dus1afo[ [ [t cuper2auda,
0 (0,t] 0 o

+/ Bz, [H}"]puP~2du.
0
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Hence, by [Remark 5.2] inequality (28] can be slightly weakened to

By (X7 A@)] = / Pr [X7 Ad > ulpuP~du
0

<Er, U n(X: Ad)g P p((x;, AdyPt — apl)dAs}
(o (27)
0

<P [ e e napan + [T B et
—D (0,t] 0

If E[H?] < oo and either H is predictable or AM > 0, we have (choosing A = p and applying [Remark 5.2
and recalling oy = (1 —p)~Y/P, ap = p~1):

/ HEpuP=2du = / (Hy A (Au) + u]l{HtAflzu})pup72du
0 0
— A/ ((HtAfl) A ’u,)pup72d’u, +/ ]]-{Ht)\*lzu}pupildu
0 0
= M1 —=p) H(H AT + (H AP
= (p(1—p)~' +1)p PH}
= ozfongf.

(28)

If E[Hr] < oo, we have:

/ HE pur—2du = / (Ex[Hr) Au)puP~2du = (1 — p) " "Ex [Hr)? = 4 Ex, [Hr]P. (29)
0 0

Furthermore, by assumption, n,(z) = ﬁn(ml/ P)z'=1/P is concave and A is deterministic. Therefore,

7)) implies by Jensen’s inequality for all ¢ € [0, T:

B (X A0 <Ex,| [
(0,¢]
< [ mEs (0 AadA. (30)
(0,¢]
ol obEr [HY] if H is predictable or AM > 0,
Oéll)E]:O [HT];D if E[HT] < 00.

np (X2- /\&)P)dAs] —|—/ Ex, [HE pu?~2du
0

Since H > ¢, ), is non-decreasing and s — Ex, [(X} A @)P] is cadlag and takes values in [0, 00), we may
apply the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality (see [Lemma 1.1]) to the previous inequality. Recall the
following definition and its properties (see (I3) and (I4))):

¢ = [ v satisfying G, (z) = (1 — z/P T 2) = (G (==))P
Golw) = [ s satistying Gyle) = (L= p)G). G5'@) = (67 (+25))"

For e.g. the case that H is predictable or M has non-negative jumps the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle

inequality implies for all & > 0

1 X7 A dllp, 7, <

Taking the limit & — oo implies the claim. A nearly identical argument implies the claim for also for the
case E[Hr] < oc. O
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Proof of [Theorem 3.1, [b), The sharpness of the constants follows from [I2, Theorem 3.7]. We assume
w.l.o.g. that X > e and H > ¢ for some ¢ > 0 (see [Remark 5.4) and that M is a martingale. As before,
we define the following stopping times for some fixed u, A > 0:

Ty = inf{s > 0| Hs > Au}, oy = 1nf{s > 0| X5 > u}.

We first prove the assertion for the case E[Hr| < oo, which is related to the proof of [40, Lemma 3.7].
Proof for E[Hr| < co: As 7 is concave and H is non-decreasing, we have for all ¢ € [0, T:

Er,[Xino, Au] < Ex,| / 0(X,-)dA,) + E, [Hr]

(0,tAoy]

<Er /( X, AWIAL] 1]
0,t
< /( X, AL+ B ]
0,t

Recall that X is a non-negative process. Therefore, dominated convergence implies that ¢t — E[X (¢ A
ou) A u) is cadlag. Thus, we may apply the deterministic Bihari-LaSalle inequality [Cemma 1.1] which
gives:

IED]:0 [X;w > u]u < E]:U [XTAau A u] < G_I(G(E]:O [HT]) + AT) =: 0.

This implies the assertion (I9). In particular, we have P, [X} > uJu < 6 A u, and hence by [Remark 5.2]
1X7Ilp, 7, = p/ PIX7 > uJuP ™ du < p/ (6 Au)uP~?du
0 0
= 150 = 1567 (G(Ex, [Hr)) + Ar)",
which implies the claim () (recalling a; = (1 — p)~ /7).

Proof for predictable H and AM > 0: Assume that E[HY]| < oo and that either H is predictable
or AM > 0. As we assumed w.l.o.g. that M is a martingale, also (MtL’u)te[o,T] from [Lemma 5.1] is a
martingale for any u > 0. By [Lemma 5.1] (using the case A, sup) we have for all ¢ € [0, 7T

B, Xina, At < B [ 0¥, )Lix: cupdAl
1] °
+ AEx, [HA™Y A u] + uPr, [HA > .
Integrating w.r.t to p(1 — p)uP~2du, using [Remark 5.2 and choosing A = p (see also (28)) gives:
y(t) :==p(1 — p)/ Ex, [Xino, AujuP~?du
0
SB[ (X)X AA) 7V (B
0.t

Using p € (0,1), we have (X7 )P~! < Xffl. This implies (using the definitions n,(z) = %n(ml/l’)xl_l/p,
az =p~1) forall t €[0,T]

y(t) < (1-p) /(  ERl (XL, + o5, 1)

Note, that we have by Remark 5.2/ E[X}] = p) [y E[X AuJuP~2du < y(t) < E[(X;)P]. In particular,
y(t) < oo for all t € [0,T] due to m@ Hence due to 7, being concave and non-decreasing and
E[XP] < y(t), we obtain:

y(t) < (1-p) /( | o (EIXT DA, + o )

<(1-p) /( ol + o 7]
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which implies by [Demma 1.1} G(z) = (1 — p)G(2/?) and é;l(x) = (Gil(lf—p))p (see ([d):
y(T) < G, M (Gp(abEx, [HE]) + (1 - p)Ar) = G~ (Ga||Hr||p,7,) + Ar)P

which implies by Pz, [X5 > u] < Ex, [X7r0, Auju™!

X7, = [ PG > W ldu
0

< p/ Ex, [ X7re, AuluP™2du
0

1
= — (T

17py( )

1
pr_l(G(mIIHTIIp,fo) + Ar))P

IN

which implies the assertion (I8]).

Now we prove ([9)) for predictable H. Fix some u > 0,w > 0 and ¢ > 0 and choose A > 0 s.t.
Au = w. Due to predictability of H there exists a localizing sequence 7'15”) for the stopping time 7, =
inf{s > 0 | Hs > Au}. Define B := {Hy < Au} and note that Efo[Hrﬁ")At]lB] < oo. We will now
use that we have shown ([J) already for the case that E[H;] < oo : This gives that (I9) holds for

(X7 1, A, H™ 15, M™" 1) and 7, i.e.

* 1 —
Pro[ X, o >u, Ho < M < -G HG(ERH,,, o]

15) + A) <+ G (G(ER [He A ()]) + A0).

Noting that {H; < MAu} C {Hp < Au} and that on {H; < Au} we have lim,,_, o 'risn) =Ty >t gives:

Pro[X{ > u] S supPr [X] ) > u, Hy < Mu] + Pr,[Hy > Al
neN Tu

< %G‘l(G(ER (H, A ()]) + Ay) + P [Hy > al.

5.3 Proof for concave n and random A (Corollary 3.8, Corollary 3.9)

Proof of [Corollary 3.8 We prove the claim for the case of [Assumption Ag,p| and predictable H. The
other cases follow by the same argument. We prove the asssertion by a time change [12] Lemma 4.8]. Fix
some T > 0. We may assume w.l.o.g. that the continuous part of A is strictly increasing and A, = oo,
for details see [12, Remark 4.10]. Let (X, A, H, M) denote the family of processes we obtain by applying
[12) Lemma 6.8] to ((Xiat)i>0, A, (Hiar)t>0, (MiaT)i>0). Due to A; = t being deterministic, we may

apply [Theorem 3] yielding
Ex [(X7)"] < G (Glaras] Hllpr) + 8P V> 0.

Note that for any ¢ > 0 we have

Ero[Liar<ey(X7)P] S Ex, [ sup (Xpar)?] =Ex,[ sup (Xa,)*] < Ex[sup(X,)*] = Ex,[(X])7].
r: A<t r: A<t s<t

To simplify the notation in the following calculations, define

f:00,00) = 1| Hrllp, 7y, 00), z— GHG(on ol Hrllp, 7,) + Bz)

noting that concavity of n implies that [G(ayas|Hrllp,7, ), 00) C domain(G~!), hence implying that the
map is well-defined. Moreover, f is strictly increasing and bijective. The two inequalities above yield
together

Ex,[Liar<iy(X7)"] < G7H(G(avaol|Hrlp.7) + Bt = f(t) (32)
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We have for 0 <p<gq,p<1l:

o0

Ex, [ (Ar)~(X3)7] = Ex, g /f )

o0

= (J/ ErolL{far)<a}(X7)P]z~ 0 da

raz||Hr|lp, 7o

m o0
<y / F(F @)t e

1oz || Hrllp, 7,

(o]
=q / 2Pr= 9 dx
araz||Hrllp, 7

q _
< ——(aroe||Hr|p,7) 2.
= p( [ Hr[p,7,)
This implies the first assertion. We obtain the upper bound for || X},/2 7, by rewriting
B (X 1712) = Er, [(X507/2(G 1 (Glanaal il z,) + 840) ™ - (G (Glenoal Hilly.r) + BA)) "]

and then applying Holder’s inequality. (|

Proof of [Corollary 3.9 We prove the claim for the case of E[Hr| < oo, the assertion can be shown by
the same argument for predictable H. As in the proof of [Corollary 3.8 we prove the asssertion by a time
change [12, Lemma 4.8]. Fix some T' > 0. We may assume w.l.o.g. that the continuous part of A is
strictly increasing and A%, = oo, for details see [I2] Remark 4.10]. Let (f( VA H, M ) denote the family
of processes we obtain by applying [12, Lemma 6.8] to ((Xiar)e>0, 4, (Hiar)i>0, (MiaT)i>0). Due to
A; = t being deterministic, we may apply Theorem 3.11 (X, A, H, M), yielding for all R > 0,u > 0

G (G(Ex (Hr) + Ar) _ G~ (G(Ex [Hr]) + R)

u u

Py, (X > u] <

This implies using {X5 > u, Ay < R} C {X} > u, Ay < R} C {X}, > u}

G~ (G(Ex [Hr]) + R)

Pr [XT > u] <Pr[X] > u, Ar < R+ Pg[Ar > R] < "

+Px[Ar > R).

5.4 Proof for general n (Theorem 3.11])
We prove [Theorem 3.11k)| by combining Lemma 5.1l with [Remark 5.3 assertions|[b)} [c)] and [d)] follow from

Proof of [Theorem 3.11. Proof of[a)t Since for any stopping time 7 the family of processes
(XArs Anr, Hary MoA-) also satisfies assumption Ag,p, it suffices to prove the claim for 7 = T. We
may assume that E[Hr] < co and E[Ar] < oo since otherwise the assertion is trivial. [Lemma 5.1 (using
Assumption Ag,p, and E[Hp] < co) implies for any ¢ € [0, 7]

(0,2] °
Here, we used that by Fatou’s lemma E[M}"] < 0. Set F(z) := G(z + &) — G(&) which is concave and
satisfies F/(0) = 0 and F'(oc0) = 0. Combining [Remark 5.3 with (33)) implies by Fubini’s theorem:

B{F(X2)] = -E|

Xo i) < & /( ) [ aroan.| + Fim)

[0,00)
< E[Ar] + F(E[HT]).

*
s—

Hence, this implies for all € > 0

E[G(X7 + ¢)] < E[Ar] + G(E[H7] + ¢€). (34)
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Letting € — 0 gives by monotone convergence
E[G(X7)] <E[Ar] + G(E[HT]).

Proof of [c)} Let § > 0 be arbitrary. Set 7(") := inf{t > 0 | Xt(") > 6} AT using the definition
inf() := co. Moreover, set P = Plsup,epo.r X™ > §]. Recall that X is right-continuous and G is
non-decreasing. Furthermore, in the proof of [a)| (see ([B4])) we also proved E[G(X a1 + €)] < E[Arar] +
G(E[H 1] + €) for all stopping times 7 and all € > 0. Combining this yields:

PMG(e +0) + (1 - PM)G(e) < EG(XT)

) g+ )] < E[A7] + G(B[HM] +¢).

Rearranging the terms implies by continuity of G for any € > 0

. sy, BlA7] + GEH] +€) ~ G(e) E[Ar]
1 P <1 = )
imsup P(n); < lim sup Gl=+0)—G(e) G(=+0)—G(e)
Taking the limit € — 0 and using the assumption lim._,o G(¢) = —oo implies the claim lim sup,, P(;(") =

0.
Proof of@ This follows immediately from [c)] by choosing (X, A, H™ M®™) := (X, A, H, M)
for all n.

Proof of @ By assumption we have X; > ¢ and G(z) = fcl n%z) for all x > 0, which implies that

G(X:) > 0 for all t. Hence, applying Lenglart’s inequality (see e.g. [23, Corollaire IT] or [30, Lemma 2.2
(ii)]) to assertion[a)] yields || supiepo, 1) G(Xe)llp < crazl|Ar + G(E[HT])][p- O

5.5 Proof of the application (Corollary 4.3))

Proof of [Corollary 7.3 We may assume w.l.o.g. that lim,_,oc 71(z) = +00 and lim, o 172(7) = 400.
Proof of uniqueness of global solutions: Let (X¢)ic[o,7] and (Y;):epo, 1) be two strong solutions of
(23) up to some deterministic time 7" > 0 with the same initial condition (z¢);e[—r,0]- For the uniqueness
of global strong solutions it suffices to prove Plsup;c(o 7y [ X: — Yi|> = 0] = 1.

Define
7(R) :=inf{t € [0,T] | |X¢| > R or |Y;| > R}

where we set inf (§ := T'. Then, by It6’s formula we have for ¢ € [0, T7:
tAT(R)
|Xt/\'r(R) - th/\'r(R)|2 = / 2<Xs* - Y-, f(S, X) - f(S, Y)>ds
0
tAT(R)
b s )~ R Vs
0
b g6 — (s VPSS + Mooy (35)
0,tAT(R)] JU

(c1) tAT(R) R 5
< / Lim( s?p] | Xy = Yu|)ds + Minr(r)
0 u€e(0,s

t
/ LR771( Sup |Xu/\'r(R) u/\'r( )|2)dS+Mt/\T(R))
0 u€[0,s]

where the local martingale M is given by
. (h(s, X) — h(s, Y))dB,)

- =Y, ag(S’X’g) —g(S,Y,f»N(dS,df)

e [
ook
ook

\\N

(s, X,€) — g(s,Y, €)|2N(ds, d¢).

Applying Mheorem 3TIP)] to (| X.ar(r) — Yrr(m)l? [y LEds, 0, M) and 7, implies Plsup;c(o 7 [ Xenr(r)
Yinr(ry|? = 0] =1 for all T > 0, R > 0 which yields the claim.
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Proof of the existence of strong global solutions: We show the existence of a solution using the
Euler method, see e.g. [25], [38], [30]. We define for n € N the Euler approximates as

XM=z  forte[-r0

XM= x™ s x™) d5+/k / (5, XL, ON (ds, de)
Sk 4
e, e e
(£ g

The Euler approximate X () has cadlag paths and is adapted. In particular, the stochastic integrals are
well-defined. Define k(n,t) := £ for ¢t € (£, 5] k € Ny and k(n,t) := ¢ for t € [-r,0]. With the

n’

notation k(n,t) [B6) can be rewritten as

t
Xﬁ”’:zw/f (5, X0 n.s) ds+/( ]/ (5, X0 0 N (ds, dE)
0 0,t] JU
: (37)
+/0 h(s, X0, 0)dBs  forall t > 0.

Define the remainder

P = X0 X e [roo).

The stochastic process p(™ is adapted and p,(c/) + = 0 for every k € Ny. Note that ¢t — X,S(?l " t>0is

caglad and Xt(") is cadlag . Therefore, p,E”’ is neither caglad nor cadlag. Fix T' > 0 and define for R > 0

the stopping times
n . n R
TI(Z) = (mf {t Z 0 | |Xt( )| > g} /\T)]]-{R>3sup55[,r’0] |zs|}-

Then

2R
ER
On {R > 3sup,¢|_,.q) |25} the inequalities extend to [—r, TI(%H)) and we have TI(%n) > 0 (due to the right-
continuity of X (™).

n n R n
< S XIS g te (0T, (38)

As T was arbitrary, it suffices to prove the existence of a strong solution on [0, T]. The existence proof
is done in the following steps:

a) For every t > 0, we have ]l(o,rg‘))(t) SUD e () 1 |p1(f)| — 0 in probability as n — co.

< C(T, R,n) for some C(T, R,n) satisfying
1/2

b) “G2(1+Supu€[0 T] |X whr <n>| )

lim C(T,R,n) = C(T) for all R > 0.

n—oo
¢) limp_ o0 limsup,, ., Plry () < T] = 0.

d) Lty s o0 B[ supyepozy 1 X1 — X\™| > €] = 0 for all e > 0.

e) There exists a cadlag adapted process (X;);>0 such that

limy,— o0 P[supeo, 1 |Xt(n) — Xi| >¢] =0for all ¢ >0 and X is a strong solution of equation (23]
on [0, 7.

We only prove the steps @ @ The remaining steps are proven as in [30, Theorem 3.3].
Proof 0f|EZ|: Using It6’s formula, we have for ¢ € [0, T:

t
xR = o+ 200 s X nas+ [ [ ot X0 OFvags
0 (0,t] JU
t
+/o (s X0 ) + D,
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where M is a local martingale defined by

MM / / XM g(s, X5 0 o )N (ds, de)
(0,4
/‘/msX@“¢F<MM>

(0,4
+/0 2(X" h(s, X ) )ABy).

Using (C2) and (C4), we have (using lim, », x™ X((% o = limy X(?T)M) for s > 0):

rAk(n,s) —
(n)
C 2) tATR
X0 P ol [ 2 <t X 5. X s
t/\TI(;) ) (
+/ Ksna(1+ sup |X7§7\kns)|)ds+Mt")
0 u€[—r,s] (39)

(n)
(04) tATR ~
Sl [ 2R

t
+/ K, 772(1 +  sup |zu| + sup |X(") (n)| )ds + M(n)(n)
0 we[—r,0] u€(0,s] AT

Set
A y
HPRm 14 sup |zu|2+|z0|2+/ 21p(™ | K p(s)ds
u€[—r,0] 0

For almost every s € [0, 7] we have (B8, [a)] and dominated convergence

(S

0< hgl—ilipEHpi 1 (s<tnr (n)} R < hg_}s;ipE[ue(:&I?s), ] |p |]l{s<tArf;)}f(f] 0.
Therefore, by dominated convergence, we have for all ¢ € [0, T:
i LA [ omn,™ R
nl_}rr;OE[/O 2lp,~ | K ds] = nh_}n;o/o 2E||p,~ |]l{S<MTl(;)}KS Jds = 0.
In particular, by (C5) this implies
lim E[H2" =1+ E[ sup |2.]%] 4 E[|20]?] < 0. (40)

n—oo u [—7‘,0]

We apply [Theorem 3.1T[)| to Y; := 1 4 sup,e (.o |2u|* + |x ) |2, t > 0, which satisfies due to (39)

(n)
tATR AT

Y; < fo sm2 (Y )ds + M(n)(n)/\T + H:/;fg)/\T. This yields (noting that ayas = 8 for p = 1/2):
e+ s x| <t
€ 1/2 1/2
T (41)
< 8”/ Kydt + Go(E[HP™) =:C(T,R,n).
0 1/2
Combining (#0) with (@I]) implies by continuity of G for
B T
&(T) =8 / Kdt + Go(1+E[ sup |zal?] + E[Jz0[2)
0 we[—r,0] 1/2

the assertion.

23



Proof of We have due to Gy being non-decreasing, Go(x) > 0 for z > 1 and lim,_, o Ga2(z) = +o0:

lim sup lim sup Pl () < T] <limsuplimsupP[ sup |X; n)| > R/3] + hm IP’[ sup |zs| > R/3]

R—o0o n—o00 R—oo n—oo telo, T(")/\T] s€[—r,0]
(62) lim sup lim su ElG:(1 + SUPe[0, 7V AT) | X n)| )!/?]
= s e Ga(1+ (R/3)2)1/2
C(T,R,n)'/?

< limsup lim su
o i Go(1 1 (R/3)2)1/2

<li C(T)1/2
imsu
= hoee Ga(L+ (RJ3P)7
=0.
Proof of [d)} Set 7" := 71(3") A Tl(zm). It6’s formula gives for ¢ € [0, T7:
¢
XM _ x ()2 :/0 2(X™ = X f(s, X)) = Fls, X0 ))ds

+/ / |g S X(:k(n 5)36) (s,X~(/<’;€)(m7s),§)|2u(d§)ds
0, Ju
t
+ /0 (s, X0 0y) = s, XU ) eds + 2
where (M;"™)¢>¢ is a local martingale starting in 0. Using (C1) we obtain:

n m (e TR m
=X S L (s X = X
- vetmrl (42)

o [T ) e ) X Vvds o g
0 <p - TP (S “Ak(n, s)) f( Ak(m, s))> s+ AT

To be able to apply [Theorem 3.11 we need to compute sup,¢|_. |X$)k(n 9= XiAk(m 9 |2. We have for
€ (0,s]:

X _ xm for u € [0, k(n, s)]
D T XN = Xy =+ X for w e (k(n, ), 5]

= X" + P L uer(n,s).sl)
which yields

x\ - x |2 < 2/X{M = X2+ 4pl PLue ki) sl T APTV P L e (hmos) )} -

uAk(n,s) uAk(m,s)
Using the notation

pemti=a1 g oi(s)  sup  [pEUP AL, oo (s)  sup B
’ u€(k(n,s),s) R uw€(k(m,s),s]

t
nava. n m -~
HPR o / g mmy (5)4(p | + [p ) R Rds

tATR
+/ LEn, (2 sup |X(n)nm X(m)nm|2+pQMR>
0 5]

uE[ UNTR’ UNT
— LBy (2 sup |X(") - XiTzn,mF)ds,
u€[—r,s] R

we obtain from (#2) using (C4)

(n) my 2@ [T g (n) m) 2
|X nWLfX n7n| S LST]l 2 sup |X nWLfX nm| dS
0

tATR tATR UNT
u€[—r,s]

(43)
n,m n,m,R
+ M HR

24



Note that due to (38) there exists a constant C(R) > 0 that only depends on R such that

2 s[up ] |X(") nom X(m)n m|2]l{s<7;’m} < C(R), prmE < C(R).
ue|—r,s

Hence, by uniform continuity of 7, on [0,2C(R)] and [)] for any fixed s € [0,t], we have

771<2 sup |X(") X(m)nm|2+pnmR>m<2 sup |X(")nmX(m)nm|2)%0

u€[—r,s] u€[—r,s]

in probability for m,n — oco. Hence, the integrand of H;""™"

every s € [0,t]. Therefore, by dominated convergence we have:

converges to 0 in probability for almost

lim sup E[H"™ %] = 0.

n,m—oo

We multiply (@3) by 2 and apply [Theorem 3.11k)| to
t
2 sup [XT, - xU™, L2 2/ Lids, 2H ™", M ).
s€[0,t] R R 0
(This can be done by using that limy, oo Gnm = a if and only if for all (ng)r, (mk)r € N with
limy—yo0 N = limg—s 00 My = 00 we have limy—y o0 any,m, = @.) We obtain that lim, - e P[supte[ nom AT |Xt(")—
Xt(m)| > a] =0 for any a > 0.
By [c)| we have:

lim sup P[ sup |Xt(n) - Xt(m)| > a)
nm—co  te[0,T]

< lim sup lim sup (P[T" > 7‘1(2")] +P[T > T(m)] + IP’[ sup |Xt(n) - Xt(m)| > al)

R—oo m,m—oo [0 T;% WL/\T]
=0,

which implies the claim. O

6 Appendix

6.1 Proof of the (deterministic) Bihari-LaSalle inequality

Proof of[Lemma 1.7l Denote by y(t) the right-hand side of (), which is a non-decreasing right-continuous
function. Define ¢y, := kt27" for k,n € N. We obtain, using that 7 is non-decreasing

G(y(t) — G(y(0)) = nlggoz Y(ten)) — Gy(tr-1.))]
2" y(tk,n)
= lim Z/ d_u
’Hook 1 y(tk—1n) n(u)

SJET;OZ T k) =it 1)

* dy( ) _dy(s)
- /<] () = /H (s A0

We use the left-continuity of n in the equality (x). Rearranging the terms, noting that y(0) = H and
applying G~! (if possible) implies the assertion. O

6.2 Counterexample: Random integrators A in Theorem 3.1

Let (X, A, H, M) and n satisfy [Assumption A, ,sup} The following counterexample shows: For random
integrators A we may not expect in general estimates of the type

IXFllp < edf|GTH(G (e2Hr) + Ar) |,
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to hold, where ¢; and ¢y are constants that only depend on p € (0,1). This type of estimate fails to hold
true even for constant H and n(z) = x.

Example 6.1. For some fixed p € (0,1) we will construct stochastic processes X, = (Xt ~)t>0, 4y =
(A¢)e>0 and M., = (M; )i>0 depending on a parameter v € [0,00), such that (X, A, 1, M) satisfy
Arosup, the equality

t
Xt,'y = / Xs*,'ydAs,'y + Mt,'y + 1; t > 07 (44)
0
and 13 |
lim Lnim P =00

% JleAmon |,
for suitably chosen sequences (v )nen, (Tn)nen C (0, 00).
Choose (2, F,P) := (]0,1], £[0,1],ds), F; := N for ¢t € [0,1) and F; := F for t > 1, where L[0,1]

denotes the Lebesgue o-field on [0,1] and N denotes the o-field generated by the Lebesgue null sets. We
define the martingale by

My (w) i= 1100 (t )(Vl[o,w]( w)—el e qj(w)) VE=20,we,
(W) = ocoljp, e (w) _ (@),
Ay = t/\T.Y.
It can be easily verified, that
e vVt €1]0,1), w €N
Xt,»y(w) — et—l(el +79) Vte[l,o0),w €0, e+'y]
0 vt €[1,00), w e (5,1].
satisfies (4]). This implies for T' > 1:
e eP(T=1 (e + v)PP{[0 L2} + o P{(z5, 1]
[l exp(Ar) 7 PTP[0, 751} + e?P{(5, 11}

e Ple+ )P+ ePP{( 5, IP{[0, S} e T
1+ oP{(oe, JP{0, ]} lerT

Set v, :=n for all n € N. For each ~,, we can find a T}, such that

(R
N Tnyyn I —p p_
HeATn g ¢ et
which implies the claim.
Acknowledgements

The author wishes to thank Michael Scheutzow for his valuable suggestions and comments, and
Mark Veraar for his idea to include the weak L' estimates, i.e. (I9) in[Theorem 3.1]and Corollary 3.9

References

[1] Antonio Agresti and Mark Veraar. The critical variational setting for stochastic evolution equations,
2022. larXiv:2206.00230.

[2] Antonio Agresti and Mark Veraar. Reaction-diffusion equations with transport noise and critical
superlinear diffusion: Global well-posedness of weakly dissipative systems, 2023. larXiv:2301.06897.

[3] David Applebaum. Lévy processes and stochastic calculus, volume 116 of Cambridge Studies in
Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2009.

[4] Hussein K. Asker. Well-posedness and exponential estimates for the solutions to neutral stochastic

functional differential equations with infinite delay. Journal of Systems Science and Information,
8(5):434-446, 2020.

26


http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.00230
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.06897

[5]

(6]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

Stefan Bachmann. Well-posedness and stability for a class of stochastic delay differential equations
with singular drift. Stoch. Dyn., 18(2):1850019, 27, 2018.

Stefan Bachmann. On the strong Feller property for stochastic delay differential equations with
singular drift. Stochastic Process. Appl., 130(8):4563-4592, 2020.

Jianhai Bao, Feng-Yu Wang, and Chenggui Yuan. Asymptotic log-Harnack inequality and applica-
tions for stochastic systems of infinite memory. Stochastic Process. Appl., 129(11):4576-4596, 2019.

Imre Bihari. A generalization of a lemma of Bellman and its application to uniqueness problems of
differential equations. Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungar., 7:81-94, 1956.

Patrick Billingsley. Convergence of probability measures. Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics:
Probability and Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, second edition, 1999. A Wiley-
Interscience Publication.

Donald L. Burkholder. Distribution function inequalities for martingales. Ann. Probability, 1:19-42,
1973.

Xiaoming Fu. On invariant measures and the asymptotic behavior of a stochastic delayed SIRS
epidemic model. Phys. A, 523:1008-1023, 2019.

Sarah Geiss. Sharp convex generalizations of stochastic Gronwall inequalities, 2022.
arXiv:2112.05047v4.

Sarah Geiss and Michael Scheutzow. Sharpness of Lenglart’s domination inequality and a sharp
monotone version. Electron. Commun. Probab., 26:Paper No. 44, 8, 2021.

Nathan Glatt-Holtz and Mohammed Ziane. Strong pathwise solutions of the stochastic Navier-Stokes
system. Adv. Differential Equations, 14(5-6):567-600, 2009.

Edwin Hewitt and Karl Stromberg. Real and abstract analysis. A modern treatment of the theory of
functions of a real variable. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1965.

Xing Huang and Feng-Yu Wang. Distribution dependent SDEs with singular coefficients. Stochastic
Process. Appl., 129(11):4747-4770, 2019.

Xing Huang and Feng-Yu Wang. McKean-Vlasov SDEs with drifts discontinuous under Wasserstein
distance. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 41(4):1667-1679, 2021.

Anselm Hudde, Martin Hutzenthaler, and Sara Mazzonetto. A stochastic Gronwall inequality and
applications to moments, strong completeness, strong local Lipschitz continuity, and perturbations.
Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 57(2):603-626, 2021.

Martin Hutzenthaler and Tuan Anh Nguyen. A path-dependent stochastic Gronwall inequality and
strong convergence rate for stochastic functional differential equations, 2022. larXiv:2206.01049.

Guanggiang Lan and Jiang-Lun Wu. New sufficient conditions of existence, moment estimations and
non confluence for SDEs with non-Lipschitzian coefficients. Stochastic Process. Appl., 124(12):4030—
4049, 2014.

Theresa Lange and Wilhelm Stannat. Mean field limit of ensemble square root filters - discrete and
continuous time. Foundations of Data Science, 3(3):563-588, 2021.

Joseph Pierre LaSalle. Uniqueness theorems and successive approximations. Ann. of Math. (2),
50:722-730, 1949.

Erik Lenglart. Relation de domination entre deux processus. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Sect. B (N.S.),
13:171-179, 1977.

Chengcheng Ling and Longjie Xie. Strong solutions of stochastic differential equations with coeffi-
cients in mixed-norm spaces. Potential Analysis, pages 1-15, 03 2021.

Wei Liu and Michael Réckner. Stochastic partial differential equations: an introduction. Universitext.
Springer, Cham, 2015.

27


http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05047
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.01049

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

32]

Khoa Lé and Chengcheng Ling. Taming singular stochastic differential equations: A numerical
method, 2021. arXiv:2110.01343.

Cloud Makasu. A stochastic Gronwall lemma revisited. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab.
Relat. Top., 22(1):1950007, 5, 2019.

Cloud Makasu. Extension of a stochastic Gronwall lemma. Bull. Pol. Acad. Sci. Math., 68(1):97-104,
2020.

Oliver Matte. Continuity properties of the semi-group and its integral kernel in non-relativistic QED.
Rev. Math. Phys., 28(5):1650011, 90, 2016.

Sima Mehri and Michael Scheutzow. A stochastic Gronwall lemma and well-posedness of
path-dependent SDEs driven by martingale noise. ALFEA, Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat.,
18(4198874):193-209, 2021.

Slimane Mekki, Juan J. Nieto, and Abdelghani Ouahab. Stochastic version of Henry type Gronwall’s
inequality. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 24(2):Paper No. 2150013, 10, 2021.

Maurizio Pratelli. Sur certains espaces de martingales localement de carré intégrable. In P. Meyer,
editor, Séminaire de Probabilités, X (Seconde partie: Théorie des intégrales stochastiques, Univ.
Strasbourg, Strasbourg, année universitaire 1974/1975), pages 401-413. Lecture Notes in Math.,
Vol. 511. Springer, 1976.

Michael Rockner, Longjie Xie, and Xicheng Zhang. Superposition principle for non-local Fokker-
Planck-Kolmogorov operators. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 178(3-4):699-733, 2020.

Michael Rockner and Xicheng Zhang. Well-posedness of distribution dependent SDEs with singular
drifts. Bernoulli, 27(2):1131-1158, 2021.

Michael Scheutzow. A stochastic Gronwall lemma. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat.
Top., 16(2):1350019, 4, 2013.

Michael Scheutzow and Susanne Schulze. Strong completeness and semi-flows for stochastic differ-
ential equations with monotone drift. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 446(2):1555-1570, 2017.

Renming Song and Longjie Xie. Well-posedness and long time behavior of singular Langevin stochas-
tic differential equations. Stochastic Process. Appl., 130(4):1879-1896, 2020.

Max-K. von Renesse and Michael Scheutzow. Existence and uniqueness of solutions of stochastic
functional differential equations. Random Oper. Stoch. Equ., 18(3):267-284, 2010.

Pengcheng Xia, Longjie Xie, Xicheng Zhang, and Guohuan Zhao. L%(LP)-theory of stochastic dif-
ferential equations. Stochastic Process. Appl., 130(8):5188-5211, 2020.

Longjie Xie and Xicheng Zhang. Ergodicity of stochastic differential equations with jumps and
singular coefficients. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 56(1):175-229, 2020.

Xicheng Zhang and Guohuan Zhao. Singular Brownian diffusion processes. Commun. Math. Stat.,
6(4):533-581, 2018.

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.01343

	1 Introduction
	2 Notation, assumptions and overview
	2.1 Notation and constants
	2.2 Assumptions
	2.3 Overview of the results

	3 Main results: Stochastic Bihari-LaSalle inequalities
	3.1 Estimates for concave  and deterministic A
	3.2 Estimates for concave  and random A
	3.3 Estimates for general  and random A

	4 Application: Existence and uniqueness of solutions to a Lévy driven path-dependent SDE
	5 Proofs
	5.1 A Lenglart type estimate
	5.2 Proofs for concave  (thm:stochBihariConcave)
	5.3 Proof for concave eta and random A (Corollary 3.8, Corollary 3.9)
	5.4 Proof for general  (thm:BihariRandomA)
	5.5 Proof of the application (cor:solutions)

	6 Appendix
	6.1 Proof of the (deterministic) Bihari-LaSalle inequality
	6.2 Counterexample: Random integrators A in Theorem 3.1


